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VOL.  II. 

Col.  2063,  3rd  line  from  top  Insert  '  Mr.  Bennett.' 

Ool.  2384,  SO  lines  from  bottom  '  Who  recalled  that  Henley,'  should  read  :  '  Who 
recalled  that  at  Henley,  Scholes  the  famous  oarsman,'  Ac. 

Col.  3286,  the  first  financial  statement  :  '  Amount  to  be  paid  annually  to  each 
province  an  annual  payment  of  $2,207,876  each,  should  be  trans- 
posed to  Col.  3287  and  read  after  the  fifth  line  from  the  top. 

Col.  3744,  heading  of  '  Kaslo  and  Lardo-Duncan  Ry.  Co.  .  .  .  Motion  agreed 
to,'  should  be  deleted. 
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House  of  Commons  Debates 


FIRST  SESSION-TENTH  PARLIAMENT 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  March  3,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  89)  respecting  the  Monterey 
Electric  and  Gas  Company,  and  to  change 
Its  name  to  the  Monterey  Railway,  Light 
and  Power  Company. — Mr.  Macdonell — by 
Mr.  Ingram. 

Bill  (No.  90)  respecting  the  Esquimalt 
and  Nanaimo  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
R.  Smith— by  Mr.  Galliher. 

Bill  (No.  91)  respecting  the  Temagami 
Railway  Company.— Mr.  McCool. 

Bill  (No.  92)  respecting  the  Ottawa  and 
New  York  Railway  Company. — Mf.  Bel- 
court. 

Bill  (No.  93)  respecting  the  Grand  Council 
of  the  Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association 
of  Canada.— Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes— by  Mr.  Mc- 
Isaac. 

Bill  (No.  94)  respecting  the  Brockville, 
Westport,  and  Northwestern  Railway  Com- 
pany.— Mr.  Derbyshire — by  Mr.  M.  S. 
Schell. 

Bill  (No.  95)  respecting  Gillies  Bros., 
Limited.— Mr.  A.  A.  Wright. 

Bill  (No.  96)  respecting  the  Montreal  and 
Southern  Counties  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Ueoffrion. 

Bill  (No.  97)  respecting  the  Kingston  and 
Dominion  Central  Railway,  and  to  change  its 
name  to  the  Montreal,  Ottawa,  Kingston 
and  Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Harty. 

INQUIRY  FOR  RETURNS. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER.  Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Minister  of  Railways  that  in  compliance 
with  the  order  of  the  House  yesterday  in 
reference  to  the  hay  matter,  he  brought 
down  a  supplementary  return,  but  the  main 
return  which  was  ordered  five  days  before, 
be  has  not  brought  down,  and  of  course  the 
codicil  is  of  no  use  without  the  will.  I 
wish  to  have  the  return  as  soon  as  possible. 
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THE  BUDGET. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  may  be  a  little  prema- 
ture, but  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  can  tell  us,  about  what 
time  he  proposes  to  bring  down  the  financial 
statement 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of 
Finance).  I  am  not  prepared  to  state  at 
present  but  I  will  do  so  on  an  early  day. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  will  not  be  I  suppose 
for  a  day  or  two  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Not  for  a  few  days  to 
come,  but  an  answer  will  be  given  in  clue 
time  so  that  my  hon.  friend  will  have  ample 
notice. 

DOMINION  LANDS— INQUIRY. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  or  the  minister  who  is  acting 
for  him,  when  I  may  expect  the  return 
ordered  early  in  the  session  as  to  the  lands 
that  had  been  sold  in  the  Northwest  during 
the  past  year. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAUKIER  (Piime 
Minister).  I  brought  down  a  report  about 
lands  a  few  days  ago. 


Mr.  FOSTER, 
ferred  to. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 
the  matter  attended  to. 


That  is  not  what  I  re- 


I  will  have 


SEPARATE  SCHOOLS— INQUIRY  RE 
PUBLICATION. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  First  Minister 
had  time  yet  during  these  busy  hours,  to 
inquire  as  to  an  official  statement  or  semi- 
official statement  that  was  distributed 
recently  in  reference  to  separate  schools  in 
the  different  provinces  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  understand 
it  was  distributed  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  I  am  further  told  that  the  document 
contains  no  comment  but  is  composed 
simply  of  extracts  from  the  former  debates 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  criticism  was  that 
though  there  Is  no  argument  in  so  many 
words,  yet  the  whole  is  arranged  in  the  form 
of  a  sustained  argument  and  the  clauses 
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which  bear  particularly  upon  the  mainten- 
ance and  establishment  of  separate  schools 
are  italicised  all  the  way  through.  That 
would  not  appear  in  an  official  statement, 
or  ought  not  to.  Evidently  there  Is  a  ten- 
dency in  it  to  make  an  argument  as  well 
as  to  present  official  information. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAUEIER.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared at  this  moment  to  dispute  what  my 
hon.  friend  says ;  I  simply  tell  him  that  it 
was  done  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

REPORT  FROM  RAILWAY  COMMIS- 
SION. 

Mr.  H.  LENNOX.  On  the  22nd  of  Febru- 
ary last  there  was  a  discussion  in  reference 
to  obtaining  a  report  from  the  Board  of 
Railway  Commissioners  on  their  work 
during  the  last  financial  year.  Probably 
sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  for  the  pre- 
paration of  that  report,  but  I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Railways  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  when  we  may  expect  it  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals).  I  had  a  conference 
with  the  chairman  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion, and  he  stated  that  the  secretary  of  the 
commission  was  now  preparing  such  a  re- 
port. As  soon  as  it  is  placed  in  my  hands 
I  will  lay  It  on  the  table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Can  the  hon.  minister 
state  any  definite  time  when  It  will  be 
ready  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  did  not  ask  the  exact 
date.  Only  to  day  the  chairman  assured  me 
that  it  was  being  prepared,  but  I  did  not 
ask  whether  it  would  be  ready  in  a  day  or 
two.  I  assumed  it  would  be  ready  In  the 
near  future. 

GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY- 
SURVEYS. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  another  ques- 
tion I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Railways.  We  have  on  several  occasions 
pressed  for  some  information  with  refer- 
ence to  surveys  made  upon  the  route  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  It  Is  a  question  In 
which  parliament  is  of  course  very  deeply 
interested  inasmuch  as  parliament  furnishes 
the  guarantees  for  all,  or  very  nearly,  all 
the  road  and  the  money  for  a  large  part  of 
it.  The  House  has  had  no  information  at 
all  up  to  the  present  time  and  the  Minis- 
ter of  Railways  has  fallen  back  upon  the 
non  possimus  argument ;  he  has  stated  that 
he  has  no  control  over  the  commission. 
There  ought  to  be  some  medium  of  com- 
munication between  the  commission  and 
this  House,  and  I  imagine  that  it  ought  to 
be  through  the  Minister  of  Railways.  The 
representatives  of  the  people  ought  to  have 
access  to  the  earliest  information,  especially 
when  they  are  in  session.  Information  has 
leaked  out  or  has  been  given  out  by  mem- 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


bers  of  the  commission  as  to  what  has  been 
found.  It  is  said  that  grades  and  facilities 
in  the  way  of  running  a  line  have  been 
discovered  that  were  not  dreamed  of  before. 
If  this  can  be  fairly  well  established  It 
should  be  made  known,  but  I  find  that  the 
other  day  Mr.  Hays,  in  making  an  address 
before  a  club  in  Toronto,  gave  absolutely 
definite  information  as  to  grades  and  curves. 
We  have  been  In  session  now  for  two 
months,  we,  the  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple who  are  responsible  for  the  cash  and 
the  credit  Surely  if  there  Is  such  infor- 
mation we  ought  to  have  it,  and  It  does  look 
derogatory  to  the  privileges  of  parliament 
and  to  the  good  business  conduct  of  public 
affairs  that  a  private  club  In  Toronto  or  any- 
where else  should  have  definite  and  specific 
information  with  reference  to  this  subject 
that  has  been  withheld  from  the  House.  I 
simply  call  the  attention  of  the  First  Min- 
ister and  the  Minister  of  Railways  to  this 
In  order  that  it  may  be  remedied.  That  In- 
formation must  be  there  or  Mr.  Hays  could 
not  have  used  it.  If  It  is  available  I  think 
it  should  be  furnished  to  us  as  the  House 
lias  asked  for  It. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  request 
of  my  hon.  friend  is  not  at  all  unreasonable, 
but  I  must  tell  him  that  the  government 
lias  no  information  whatever  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  upon  this  subject.  Wc  have 
heard  hearsay,  as  my  hon.  friend  has,  from 
different  quarters  that  grades  have  been 
found  which  are  very  satisfactory  and  that 
the  character  of  the  land  has  been  found  to 
be  far  better  than  was  expected.  The  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  have  had  engineers  survey- 
ing this  country  for  the  past  two  years  and 
more  and  they  may  have  information  which 
the  government  has  not,  but  which  perhaps 
the  commission  may  have  at  this  time. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   That  is  the  point. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  commis- 
sion has  not  made  a  report  The  question 
has  come  up  as  to  whether  the  commission 
should  be  asked  to  make  a  report.  As  to 
that  I  have  not  come  to  any  conclusion  ;  It 
is  a  question  that  deserves  fair  consider- 
ation before  an  answer  is  given  one  way  or 
another.  The  government  however,  have 
no  information.  It  may  be  advisable  to  aBk 
the  commission  for  information.  It  is  a 
matter  for  consideration  which  may  well  be 
looked  Into. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  seems  to  me  that  after 
we  had  pressed  for  the  Information  before, 
some  one  should  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
have  asked  the  commission  if  they  have  in- 
formation. Surely  the  government  must 
have  some  means  of  getting  that  informa- 
tion. I  must  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that  the 
commission  require  money  to  carry  on 
their  work  and  I  am  sure  that  this  House 
will  not  consent  to  give  the  money  to  carry 
It  on  unless  we  have  the  information.  That 
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is  a  basic  principle,  we  cannot  give  money 
for  expenditures  unless  we  have  the  infor- 
mation. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Unless  they 
have  the  information  they  cannot  give  It. 

Sir.  FOSTER.   That  Is  It  exactly. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR.  No  one  can 
object  to  that 

Hon.  JOHN  HAG 6 ART.  I  understood 
from  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  (Mr. 
Emmerson)  that  the  location  of  part  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  line  had  been  deposited 
In  his  department.  The  terminals  of  the 
different  routes  have  been  deposited  In  his 
department  for  a  long  time. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  And  his  reason  for  not 
bringing  down  the  information  to  the  House 
was  that  It  required  the  approval  of  the 
government  before  expropriation  work  could 
be  done  on  that  particular  part. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Surely  we  are  entitled 
to  that  information.  The  minister's  answer 
to  the  House  was  that  he  was  not  going 
to  open  it  up  for  speculators  from  one  end 
of  the  country  to  the  other  In  order  that 
they  might  purchase  land  at  probable  loca- 
tions of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  The  an- 
swer to  this  was  that  the  Information  has 
been  furnished  to  individuals  In  his  own 
department  already.  If  that  Is  so,  why  has 
the  House  not  been  placed  in  possession  of 
the  Information? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  And 
why  does  the  general  public  not  have  a 
show  too? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  stated  to  the  House, 
and  now  I  repeat,  that  plans  had  been  de- 
I>osited  as  respects  the  proposed  terminals 
at  Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  and  also 
on  the  Pacific  coast.  That  information  is  In 
the  department  If  my  instructions  were 
carried  out  and  I  think  they  were,  it  is 
information  that  Is  under  seal.  I  can  say 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  even  have  not  seen 
those  plans  and  that  they  are  under  seal 
until  the  matter  can  be  taken  up.  The  rea- 
son given,  I  think,  is  a  very  good  one  that 
the  information  should  not  go  out  until  the 
matter  has  been  decided,  until  it  has  come 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  his  colleagues.  Until  then  it 
cannot  be  furnished  and  I  think  that  on  the 
ground  of  public  policy  and  public  interest 
It  would  not  be  wise  to  have  the  Informa- 
tion given. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE  (Algoma).  I  am  some- 
what astonished  In  view  of  what  I  know  to 
be  the  facts  

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    If  my  hon. 
friend  Is  to  make  a  speech  on  the  subject 
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I  would  say  to  him  that  we  will  move  the 
House  into  supply  shortly  and  he  will  then 
have  an  opportunity  to  speak. 

Mr.  BOYOE.  I  am  prepared  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  It  would  be 
preferable  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make 
any  remarks  he  wishes  to  make  when  the 
House  is  moved  into  supply. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  My  remarks  are  entirely 
along  the  lines  of  those  of  the  gentlemen 
who  have  preceded  me,  and  I  would  rather 
give  them  now.   I  will  not  take  long. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  more  usual  course 
is  to  wait  until  the  House  Is  moved  into 
supply. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
Minister  of  Railways  in  view  of  what  he 
has  placed  on  record  and  of  the  historical 
facts  in  connection  with  these  plans.  I  had 
the  honour  of  moving  before  the  House  for 
n  return  of  these  plans  early  in  February. 
Tbe  motion  duly  came  on  a&d  the  Minister 
of  Railways  Informed  me  that  it  was  im- 
possible, having  regard  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  I  think  section  122 
of  the  Railway  Act,  as  revised  in  1908, 
to  place  them  upon  the  table  of  tbe 
House,  because  although  he  admitted 
that  such  plans  had  been  deposited 
In  the  department  and  therefore  he  knew 
that  pinna  with  reference  to  Port  Arthur, 
Fort  William  and  the  Pacific  termini  had 
been  deposited  in  the  department  they  had 
not,  in  accordance  with  that  section  of  the 
Act  which  differs  from  the  section  of  the 
Act  as  consolidated  in  1888,  been  approved 
of  by  the  department.  The  answer  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  to  the  House  was  that  he 
was  not  going  to  make  these  plans 
public  to  tills  House,  because  it  would 
encourage  speculation.  I  had  been  in- 
formed before  making  that  motion,  and 
I  have  verified  my  Information  since,  that 
at  tbat  time  copies  of  those  plans  showing 
the  Intentions  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
with  regard  to  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  Wil- 
liam had  been  Issued  from  the  Department 
of  Railways,  were  being  handed  about  and 
were  being  used  by  speculators.  I  thought 
therefore,  that  it  was  an  extraordinary  mat- 
ter that  the  Minister  of  Railways  should 
come  down  to  the  House  in  reply  to  a  mo- 
tion for  return  and  say  forsooth,  -  that  it 
would  encourage  speculators  if  these  plans 
which  were  deposited  but  not  approved  of 
were  laid  on  the  table  of  parliament,  but 
they  could  be  handed  out  by  the  back  door 
to  speculators  in  that  part  of  the  country 
and  elsewhere.  I  think  the  situation  calls 
for  an  explanation  at  the  bands  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  I  trust  that  he  will  explain 
as  fully  as  the  circumstances  require. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  certainly  sur- 
prised at  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
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I  have  said  that  I  personally  have  not  se°n 
the  plans  of  these  terminals.  The  very  tirst 
moment  that  I  learned  of  these  plans  Iwlng 
deposited  was  when  I  was  informed  of  tin- 
fact  by  my  deputy  minister,  who  asked  uie 
If  any  one  would  be  allowed  to  see  them.  I 
said  no,  certainly  not,  that  on  the  contrary 
they  should  be  placed  under  seal,  and  that 
no  one  should  be  allowed  access  to  them 
either  in  the  department  or  out  of  it.  My 
hon.  friend  says  that  copies  of  these  plan? 
have  gone  ont  from  the  department  I  wish 
to  characterize  that  statement  as  absolutely 
unfounded  In  fact.  If  there  are  such  plans 
in  circulation,  they  do  not  come  from  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals.  I  have 
too  much  confidence  in  the  deputy  minister 
and  the  officers  of  that  department  to  believe 
for  a  moment  that  my  instructions  were  not 
very  closely  observed,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  no  one  has  been  permitted  to  see  these 
plans.  I  know  personally  that  one  day  when 
I  was  in  the  department  a  prominent  repre- 
sentative of  a  railway  corporation  in  this 
Dominion  came  to  me  and  asked  to  see  these 
plans,  and  be  will  bear  testimony  to  the 
fact  that  I  said  It  was  Impossible  for  any  one 
to  see  them  and  that  he  could  not  see  them. 
No  doubt  my  hon.  friend  made  the  state- 
ment he  did  in  good  faith.  Possibly  it  may 
be  true  that  there  are  some  plans  in  circula- 
tion. If  there  are,  they  may  have  come  from 
the  corporation  that  prepared  them,  but 
certainly  that  any  such  came  from  the  De- 
partment of  Railways  and  Canals,  I  abso- 
lutely deny,  and  I  base  my  denial  on  my 
confidence  in  my  deputy  minister  and  offici- 
als. I  am  confident  that  they  would  not  per- 
mit anything  of  the  kind,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  these  plans  are  still  under  seal  in  ac- 
cord with  my  instructions. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  extraordinary  part 
of  this  matter  is  that  these  plans  should  be 
kept  secret.  Under  the  old  Act  of  parlia- 
ment the  depositing  of  the  plans  was  simply 
a  mechanical  act,  the  same  as  filing  them  in 
the  registry  office  or  filing  the  plana  of  a 
railway  for  the  purpose  of  Incorporation. 
These  plans  were  afterwards  filed  in  the 
different  counties  through  which  the  railway 
was  to  run.  Why  the  plans  in  question 
should  be  kept  under  seal  is  most  astonish- 
ing. Why  are  they  not  open  to  the  public  ? 
Why  it  should  not  be  made  public  that  this 
road  would  pass  through  a  particular  towu 
or  portion  of  the  country,  Is  something  I  do 
not  understand.  The  last  amendment  to  the 
Act  of  Parliament  was  simply  to  make  the 
department  or  the  government  responsible 
for  the  character  of  the  road  which  was  ob- 
taining government  assistance,  so  that  the 
government  might  see  that  the  gradients  and 
curvatures  and  everything  else  were  up  to 
the  requirements  of  the  contract  But  whsn 
a  railway  company  deposits  its  plans  In  the 
department  I  cannot  possibly  understand 
why  the  public  should  not  have  access  tt 
them.   As  to  the  fact  of  these  plans  having 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


been  made  public,  I  was  Informed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Sault  Ste.  Marie  (Mr. 
Boyce)  that  to  his  knowledge— and  of  course 
I  am  not  holding  the  minister  at  all  responsi- 
ble but  accept  his  statement  as  made  in  per- 
fect good  faith — parties  have  had  access  to 
the  plans  in  the  department  and  know  ex- 
actly where  these  roads  are  to  be  located. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  know  more  than 
I  do. 

Mr.  tIAGGART.  I  am  not  accusing  the 
hon.  minister.  I  believe  that  he  spoke  ex- 
actly what  he  considered  to  be  the  fact,  but 
I  believe  that  the  facts,  from  the  informa- 
tion given  by  my  hon.  friend,  are  different 
from  what  the  hon.  minister  believes  them 
to  be.  If  that  be  so,  the  parties  who  disre- 
garded the  ministers  instructions  should  be 
dismissed. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  You  can  rest  assured 
of  that. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  But  what  I  arose  par- 
ticularly to  protest  against  is  that  when 
plans  or  other  documents  giving  the  loca- 
tion, character,  gradients  and  all  the  other 
principal  requisites  of  a  railway  are  filed  in 
the  department,  they  should  be  looked  upon 
as  secret  papers  and  kept  from  the  public 
until  the  minister  has  given  them  his  ap- 
proval. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  question 
before  the  House  is  this  :  The  plans  have 
been  filed  for  approval  of  a  station  ground 
at  Fort  William.  The  minister  thought  pro- 
per, rightly  or  wrongly,  to  have  these  plans 
kept  secret  until  such  time  as  the  location 
is  approved  of.  Some  time  ago  my  hoa. 
friend  from  Sault  Ste.  Marie  (Mr.  Boyce) 
asked  to  have  these  papers  communicated  to 
the  House  and  his  request  was  refused. 
That  refusal  was  in  accord  with  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
that  until  the  plans  were  approved  it  was 
advisable  in  the  public  interest  that  they  ■ 
should  not  be  made  public.  Whether  that 
decision  was  right  or  wrong  Is  a  question 
open  for  discussion.  But  the  charge  is  made 
these  Instructions  of  the  minister  were  dis- 
obeyed and  that  these  plans  have  gone  out 
by  the  back  door  to  some  interested  parties. 
This  is  a  very  senous  charge. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Hear,  hear. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  If  my  hon. 
friend  has  information  on  which  to  base  a 
charge  of  that  kind,  it  Is  his  duty  to  give  It 
to  the  House  so  that  It  may  be  investigated. 
If  his  statement  be  true,  it  is  in  the  Interest 
of  the  government  and  the  country  that  those 
who  are  the  culprits  should  be  known  and 
punished,  for  it  would  be  Intolerable  that 
such  dereliction  of  duty  should  be  allowed 
to  go  unchecked. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  I  may  say  In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  that  so  far  as  the  In- 
formation given  me  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
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doubt  it  for  an  Instant.  It  came  to  me  in  the 
first  instance  indirectly  and  before  I  made 
the  motion  to  have  these  plans  laid  upon  the 
table.  The  answer  I  then  received  from  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Railways,  and  which  will 
be  found  on  page  917  of  Hansard,  was  some- 
what startling. 

There  are  no  plans  deposited  and  approved  in 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals.  There- 
fore thH  motion  could  not  very  well  pass. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Boyce)  did  not  say  '  approved.' 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  cannot  be  dealt  with 
unless  they  are  approved.  It  would  be  pro- 
per to  bring  them  before  the  public  ;  that 
might  very  well  serve  the  Interests  of  those 
who  wished  to  indulge  in  speculation,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  would  serve  the  public  Interest. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  Have  any  plans  whatever  been 
deposited,  whether  approved  or  not  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  have  not  been  ap- 
proved. 

Mr.  BOYCE.    I  asked  if  any  have  been  de- 
posited ? 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Yes. 

Now,  the  request  for  the  return  of  these 
plans  was  justified  by  the  language  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself.  Though  the  reason 
given  for  withholding  these  plans  was  that, 
while  plans  are  in  transition  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways,  under,  as  the  minister 
is  pleased  to  say,  the  seal  of  secrecy, 
they  cannot  be  made  public  to  this  House, 
yet  others,  if  my  information  be  correct— 
and  I  make  the  statement  upon  the  best 
of  information,  and  believe  it  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Boyce)  give  me  the  source  of  that  in- 
formation 'i 

Mr.  BOYCE.  I  state  to  the  Minister  of 
Railways  here  that  I  have  such  information. 
And  I  have  investigated  that  information  as 
well  as  time  and  circumstances  permit  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
pardon  me  :  I  would  be  glad  if  he  would 
give  me  the  source  of  his  information.  Be- 
cause, as  he  himself  must  recognize,  it  is 
a  very  serious  charge  that  he  is  making 
against  the  officials  of  the  department.  And 
it  is  due  to  himself,  it  is  due  to  these  officials, 
it  is  due  to  the  House,  if  not  to  me,  that  the 
source  of  that  information  should  be  given 
to  me  either  on  the  floor  of  this  House  or 
privately,  to  enable  me  to  make  a  proper 
inquiry.  If  my  hon.  friend  Is  not  pre- 
pared to  do  that,  I  am  sure  he  would  feel 
that,  in  justice  to  himself  he  should  with- 
draw the  very  serious  charge  made  against 
the  officials  of  the  department 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Take  It  back. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  The  Minister  of  Railways 
evidently  is  taking  advantage  of  the  fact 
that  I  am  a  very  new  member. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Not  overly  modest. 
Mr.  BOYCE.    Perhaps  I  can  learn  some-  ,     Mr.  HAGGART.    This  is  a  most  extra- 
vhat  in  the  way  of  modesty  from  the  Minis-  ordinary  statement  for  the  Prime  Minister 


ter  of  Railways  (Mr.  Emmerson).  I  had  no 
df  sire  to  make  a  charge  against  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways  which  would  at  all  re- 
flect upon  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presides 
over  that  department.  But  the  fact  that 
the  circumstance  I  refer  to  has  been  brought 
to  my  notice  is  beyond  peradventure.  I 
luake  the  statement,  as  I  made  it  before, 
that  the  information  was  given  to  me,  that 
I  investigated  that  information  to  a  certain 
sxtent,  sufficiently  to  satisfy  me  that  it 
was  not  false,  that  it  was  genuine  infor- 
mation ;  and  I  bring  it  to  the  attention 
of  hon.  members  in  order  that  the  contrast 
between  the  reply  of  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways in  refusing  my  return  with  the  facts 
as  they  exist,  and  as  I  am  informed  they 
do  exist,  may  be  made  apparent  to  the 
House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  That  is  hardly 
sufficient,  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Boyce)  will 
permit  me  to  say.  He  stated  a  moment  ago 
that  he  knew  that  this  information  had  been 
passed  out  of  the  back  doors  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  will  pardon  me.  'Han- 
sard '  will  show  exactly  what  I  did  say.  My 
reference  to  the  back  door  of  the  depart- 
ment was  somewhat  of  an  allegorical  one.  I 
did  not  for  an  instant  suggest  that  as  a 
physical  fact  that  the  plans,  or  copies  of  the 
plans,  had  been  handed  out  by  the  back 
door  of  the  department,  because  I  did  not 
know  the  channel  by  which  they  were  taken 
out.  I  merely  meant  to  convey  the  fact 
—and  so  stated— that  information  had  reach- 
ed me  which  I  believed  to  be  reliable  that 
copies  of  the  plans  so  deposited  had  been 
furnished. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Then,  the  hon. 
gentleman  meant  to  convey  the  information 
to  the  House  that  the  plans  had  been  im- 
pioperly  conveyed  by  somebody  from  the 
Department  of  Railways,  and  that  the  hon. 
,  gentleman  himself  had  investigated  the  in- 
|  formation,  and  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
correct.    The  impression  is  conveyed  to  the 
I  House,  the  statement  is  made  to  the  House, 
I  that  somebody  in  the  Department  of  Rail- 
!  ways  has  improperly,  and  in  violation  of 
!  his  duty,  given  copies  of  these  plans.  Under 
I  such  circumstances,  1  think  the  hon.  gen- 
1  tleman  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  not 
,  sufficient  for  him  to  say  that  he  is  satisfied 
that  his  information  is  correct.  Somebody 
in  the  Department  of  Railways— if  the  hon. 
gentleman's  information  is  correct— has  com- 
mitted a  breach  of  his  duty.    We  ought  to 
know  who  it  is,  for  such  a  person  ought  not 
to  be  retained  in  the  service.    It  is  the 
duty  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  submit  the 
Information  and  make  his  charge,  if  he  has 
charges  to  make. 
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to  make,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Boyce) 
had  Improperly  received  information. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Then,  I  misunderstood 
tbe  right  hon  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
and  I  beg  his  pardon.  In  any  case  he  said 
that  this  Information  had  been  improperly 
given  by  some  one  in  the  department 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR.  Yes,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman's  (Mr.  Boyce's)  information 
is  correct. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  We  on  this  side  for  the 
first  time  have  received  the  information  from 
the  Minister  of  Railways  (Mr.  Emmerson) 
that  these  plans  are  private  and  not  open  to 
tbe  public.  That  is  an  extraordinary  position 
to  take.  Who  can  be  more  Interested  in 
the  location  of  the  road  or  in  its  passage 
through  any  part  of  the  country  than  the 
public  themselves  ?  Is  it  to  bring  Influence 
to  bear  upon  the  department  or  the  govern- 
ment in  reference  to  a  more  proper  location 
of  the  road  ?  But,  if  the  plans  are  con- 
cealed from  the  public,  only  those  who  have 
charge  of  the  plans  know  of  the  matter. 
The  object  of  plans  being  filed  either  with 
the  government  or  in  the  registry  offices  In 
the  different  parts  of  the  country  la  to  give 
notice  to  the  public  where  the  road  Is  to 
bo  located. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  But  it  may  not  be 
located  there. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Where  it  is  proposed  to 
be  located.  These  are  located  plans  of  the 
different  terminals  filed  in  tbe  office  of  tbe 
department ;  and  the  sole  object  in  filing 
tbem  is  to  give  notice  to  every  one  in- 
terested where  that  road  is  to  be  built. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Haggart)  will  pardon  me  ;  I  will  ask 
him  if  these  proposed  plans  are  not  the 
subject  matter  of  a  decision  of  the  govern- 
ment as  to  whether  they  will  be  accepted 
or  not  

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  You  may  not  ap- 
prove of  them  at  all. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Precisely,  there  is  the 
nuswer. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  Act  of  parliament 
was  amended  last  year  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  approval  of  the  Minister  oi 
Railways  in  reference  to  the  matter.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  these  plans  are 
not  filed  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
approval  or  otherwise  of  the  government. 
Why  does  he  seal  them  up  ?  Why  does  he 
tell  my  hon.  friend  that  there  are  no  plans 
filed  or  approved  of  ?  Why  does  he  give 
that  answer  to  the  House  ?  What  a  pecu- 
liar position  he  takes.  First  of  all,  he  de- 
nies there  was  a  plan  filed  at  all ;  then  he 
gets  out  of  it  by  saying  that  there  are  no 
plans  filed  or,  and  approved  of. 
Mr.  HAGGART. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  I  said  filed  and 
approved  of. 

Mr.  HAGGART.   Tbe  very  words  I  used. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  You  used  the  word 
'or.' 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  corrected  it  and  said 
'  and.'  He  said  there  were  no  plans  filed 
and  approved  of.  What  inference  would  the 
House  draw  from  that  ?  That  there  had 
been  no  plans  whatever  in  the  department. 
It  was  only  by  slow  means  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  dragged  the  information  out  of 
the  head  of  the  department  that  the  plans 
had  been  there  for  a  number  of  weeks  for 
his  approval,  but  they  had  not  been  ap- 
proved of.  There  is  the  position.  But  it 
is  a  new  departure  that  these  plans  have 
to  be  sealed  and  secret.  In  old  times  any 
one  could  go  to  the  department,  the  plans 
were  open,  and  any  one  could  get  a  copy  if 
he  liked.  Perhaps  the  official  who  gave 
copies  of  the  plans  looked  at  tbe  Act  of 
parliament  and  knew  for  what  object  they 
were  filed,  and  thought  that  it  was  within  bis 
duty— until  he  got  different  Instructions— to 
give  them  to  any  one  that  applied  for 
them. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  have  been  read- 
ing over  the  law  on  the  subject  In  the  Rail- 
way Act  and  it  provides  that  once  these 
plans  are  filed,  they  are  open  for  inspection, 
and  if  any  one  has  an  objection  to  make 
he  can  urge  it  on  the  minister,  and  then- 
the  minister  may  order  a  change  in  the 
plans— it  is  all  in  that  direction.  I  say  we 
have  a  right  to  the  plans  ;  and  on  tbe  other 
|  ground,  that  this  parliament  is  paying  for 
this  expensive  commission.  This  parlia- 
ment represents  the  country,  this  commis- 
sion is  dealing  with  an  important  interest, 
and  all  their  plans  ought  to  be  subject  to 
parliament. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  If  I  may  be 
permitted  to  trespass  again  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House— this  question  of  whether 
the  plans  are  to  be  given  to  the  House  or 
not,  will  come  up  on  Monday  when  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Algoma  (Mr.  Boyce) 
has  a  motion  for  the  production  of  these 
papers.  The  question  may  be  properly 
brought  up  then  whether  we  should  give 
them  to  the  public  or  not.  But  tbe  charge 
lie  made  was  that  these  plans  had  been  Im- 
properly communicated  to  some  one,  that 
Is  the  point  under  discussion. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  With  that  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  we  might  let  the  dis- 
cussion drop  at  present  and  take  it  up  again. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fi- 
nance). Is  it  fair  to  the  officers  of  the  Rail- 
way Department  to  allow  a  charge  of  that 
nature  to  be  made  and  stand  as  it  does 
now  ?  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
made  it— made  it  in  good  faith— must  feel 
that  he  ought  to  furnish  the  minister,  if 
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not  publicly  then  privately,  with  such  In- 
formation as  would  enable  him  to  Invest- 
igate. It  is  not  fair  to  the  officials  of  a 
great  public  department  that  a  charge  should 
be  made  on  the  floor,  of  the  House  that  some 
of  them  did  a  very  wrong  thing,  and  then 
let  the  matter  stand  in  that  way  by  saying  : 
I  believe  it,  I  made  the  statement  in  good 
faith,  but  I  decline  to  go  any  further.  I 
think  he  will  see  on  reflection  that  he  ought 
to  go  further,  and  assist  the  minister  in 
making  an  investigation. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  Minister  of  Finance. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  If  the  rooters  de- 
sire to  fulfil  their  proper  function  let  them 
all  root  together.  The  First  Minister  has 
behind  him  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  have 
no  other  function  than  to  root ;  but  the 
great  drawback  is  that  they  do  not  root 
together,  and  there  should  be  some  person 
to  give  the  signal  so  that  these  rooters  may 
all  come  in  together.  The  Finance  Minister 
suggests  that  when  a  charge  is  made  against 
the  officer  of  the  Railway  Department,  the 
man  making  the  charge  should  help  clear  it 
up.  There  is  the  responsible  head  of  the 
Railway  Department,  and  he  Is  the  gentle- 
man who  is  covered  by  the  charge.  My 
hon.  friend  here  assumes  responsibility  for 
his  words,  and  cannot  be  bluffed  down.  That 
little  bluff  game  of  getting  up  and  calling, 
*  Name,  name,'  is  played  out  in  the  House. 
This  gentleman  has  had  the  hardihood  and 
the  manhood  to  stand  on  his  dignity,  though 
he  is  a  new  member  of  this  House,  and  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  his  statement. 
The  government  has  its  usual  recourse  if  it 
wants  to  get  at  the  facts.  Let  them  appoint 
a  Royal  Commission  with  a  gentleman  of 
the  calibre  of  Judge  Britton  at  the  head  of 
it,  and  perhaps  we  will  get  some  informa- 
tion on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  sometimes  happens 
that  my  hon.  friend  is  mistaken.  He  has 
not  stated  the  case  accurately.  The  hon. 
member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Boyce)  stated  that 
he  did  not  make  any  charge  against  the 
lion,  the  Minister  of  Railways.  He  did  not 
make  the  charge  against  anybody  in  parti- 
cular, he  made  it  against  the  department. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  He  merely  stated  the 
fact 

Mr.  FIELDING.  That  is  not  enough.  If 
I  make  a  statement  that  an  hon.  member 
has  stolen  somebody's  purse  and  say  I  be- 
lieve it,  that  is  not  enough  ;  I  must  give 
some  evidence.  If  the  statement  were  made 
as  affecting  the  Minister  of  Railways,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Algoma  would  be  obliged 
to  withdraw  it,  because  the  statement  could 
not  be  sustained  once  the  denial  Is  made. 
But  there  Is  no  responsibility  involved  in 
an  hon.  member  simply  saying :  I  am  in- 
formed and  believe  that  some  official  of  the 


department  has  done  something  very 
wrong. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  He  did  not  say  the  de- 
partment at  all. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Oh,  well,  now  that  Is 
another  thing.  My  hon.  friend  from  Nor- 
thumberland (Mr.  Cochrane)  says  he  did  not 
say  the  department  at  all.  If  the  hon. 
member  for  Algoma  says  he  made  no  state* 
ment  about  tnese  plans  

Mr.  COCHRANE.  But  he  did  not  refer 
to  the  officials  In  the  department  at  all,  and 
the  Finance  Minister  is  drawing  a  red  her- 
ring across  the  track. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  hon.  member  for 
Algoma  distinctly  stated  that  these  plans 
had  been  given  out  of  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment ;  my  hon.  friend  will  not  deny  that 

Mr.  BOYCE.  I  think  the  Minister  of 
Finance  has  made  a  little  mistake  himself, 
he  has  misconstrued  my  words.  The  whole 
matter  arose  out  of  the  question  which  I 
addressed  In  the  early  part  of  my  remarks 
to  the  Minister  of  Railways  asking  him 
how  it  was  that  the  plans  of  this  proposed 
route  were  withheld  from  this  House  when, 
as  the  Information  which  I  had  given  to  me, 
and  which  I  believed  to  be  reliable  informa- 
tion, was  that  they  were  handed  out  to 
others. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways stated  that  these  plans  could  not  have 
been  given  out  because  to  his  knowledge 
they  were  placed  under  seal  and  remained 
under  seal.  Thereupon  the  member  for 
Algoma  said  that  he  had  information  that 
that  could  not  be  the  case,  because  he  was 
aware  that  these  plans  had  been  given  out 
to  friends  in  order  to  be  made  the  basis 
of  speculation. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  The  Finance  Minister  will 
remember  that  the  Minister  of  Railways 
then  stated  that  the  plans  might  have  been 
derived  from  some  other  sources. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  But  that  is  not  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma. 
He  did  not  say  they  were  derived  from 
some  other  source,  he  said  they  had  been 
given  out  of  the  Railway  Department. 
Therefore  my  hon.  friend's  observations, 
standing  as  they  do  now,  leave  a  cloud  on 
the  reputation  of  Mr.  Colllngwood  Schreiber 
and  all  the  officers  of  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment. I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  position 
in  which  we  ought  to  leave  the  officials  of 
our  public  service. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  thought  I  could  see  a 
light  twinkling  in  the  eye  of  my  hon.  friend 
when  he  was  putting  this  forth  with  such 
an  assumption  of  seriousness.  He  is  too 
old  a  parliamentarian  and  has  been  too 
long  in  this  House  not  to  know  that  It  is 
the  privilege  of  any  member  to  get  up  in 
his  place  and  make  a  statement,  from  in- 
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formation  that  has  come  to  him,  that  be 
believes  such  and  such  a  thing  is  true.  It 
is  entirely  within  his  own  judgment  as  to 
whether  he  will  go  further,  and  as  to  how 
he  will  go.  Now  there  is  no  use  attempting 
to  bluff  down  a  new  member,  and  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  my  hon.  friend  here  has  not 
been  bluffed  down  by  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways or  by  the  Minister  of  Finance.  The 
Minister  of  Railways  intimated  that  my 
hon.  friend  here  lacked  in  modesty.  Well, 
that  is  one  thins  that  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways does  not  lack  in.  He  certainly  did 
not  lack  in  that  admirable  quality  last  year 
when  certain  very  important  legislation  was 
going  through  intimately  connected  with 
liis  department  and  when  all  the  King's 
horses  and  all  the  King's  men  could  not 
draw  a  word,  on  account  of  his  excessive 
modesty,  from  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  my  natural 
reserve. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  I  heard  rightly,  what 
my  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  said  was  this 
—the  essence  of  ir  is  certainly  known  to  all 
members  of  the  House.  The  words  that  a 
man  uses  sometimes,  when  he  is  making  a 
statement,  an*  not  just  exactly  what  he 
would  have  liked  them  to  have  been.  There 
was  a  notable  instance  of  that  In  the  case 
of  an  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  a  little  be- 
hind my  lion,  friend  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals  the  other  day.  That  often 
happens  in  this  House,  but  what  my  hon. 
friend  said  was  that,  according  to  the  best 
information  he  had,  private  parties  had  in 
their  possession  plans  of  these  terminals, 
and  were  using  them  for  their  own  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  And  that  they  received 
them  from  the  Railway  Department. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  ;  he  did  not  say  that 
they  received  them  from  the  Railway  De- 
partment. I  do  not  think  that  will  be  shown 
by  '  Hansard.'  But  see  the  statement  mada 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Can- 
als. It  was  that  these  things  came  to  him 
under  seal,  and  that  they  were  kept  undet 
seal. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No;  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  that  they  did  not 
come  to  hi  in  under  seal,  but  that  he  imme- 
diately put  thetu  under  seal. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   That  is  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Very  well  ;  they  did  not 
need  at  all  to  have  had  the  seal  broken  and 
to  have  been  distributed  by  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Railways  and  Canals,  or  by  his 
deputy,  to  be  seen  by  other  servants  In  his 
employ.  Evidently  the  men  who  prepared 
the  plans  did  not  think  they  were  of  such  a 
nature  that  they  had  to  be  transmitted  undei 
seal  to  the  minister.    They  were  in  the 
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course  of  transmission  to  the  department, 
and  no  one  knows  how  long  they  lay  there 
until  they  were  taken  by  the  hon.  mlnistet 
and  put  under  seal.  The  hon.  minister  has 
not  been  over  spry — on  account  of  hla 
modesty,  I  suppose — In  overtaking  the  de- 
tails of  his  department,  and  these  same 
plans  having  been  lying  in  his  department 
since  July  or  August,  I  think  he  said,  any- 
way for  a  good  long  while,  and  the  hon. 
minister  has  done  nothing  at  all  in  regard  to 
them  yet.  How  long  did  they  lie  there 
before  the  hon.  minister  got  hold  of  them 
and  put  them  under  seal  ?  During  the 
time  of  the  transmission  to  the  hon.  minis- 
ter they  were  not  under  seal,  and  they  were 
evidently  not  looked  upon  as  Information 
that  should  necessarily  be  under  seal,  and  it 
was  possible  for  this  information  to  have 
gone  out.  After  the  plans  came  there,  and 
before  they  were  put  under  seal,  it  waa 
possible  for  this  information  to  have  been 
obtained.  My  hon.  friend  will  agree  with 
me  In  that,  and  that  is  all  my  hon.  friend 
from  Algoma  said — that  in  some  way  or 
other  these  plans  got  into  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate parties.  Then  the  hon.  Minister  ot 
Railways  and  Canals  said :  Oh,  they  are 
secret ;  they  are  not  to  be  seen,  and  I  have 
put  them  under  seal.  And  then  the  state- 
ment was  made  that  it  must  have  been 
through  the  back  door  of  the  department 
that  they  came.  But,  as  to  the  matter  Itself, 
we  will  take  that  up  when  we  come  to  dis- 
cuss the  whole  subject.  It  does  seem  to 
me  that  there  will  be  a  good  ground,  not  a 
party  ground  at  all,  for  inquiring  into  this 
matter,  because  we  want  to  know  wliat  is 
the  best  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  waiting  to  take 
the  matter  up  again.  After  hearing  the 
pretty  little  romance  from  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto,  1  wish  to  say  that  in 
August,  or  last  autumn,  when  the  first  plans 
were  submitted  to  the  department,  they 
were  shown  on  a  certain  day;  and  on  the 
next  morning,  the  very  first  morning  there- 
after, I  was  made  acquainted  with  the  fact 
by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals.  Accompanying  that  information 
was  the  request  to  know  whether  paitles 
could  see  these  plans,  and  whether  the  pub- 
lic, or  anybody  who  called,  would  be  per 
mltted  to  see  them.  I  stated  no,  most  cer- 
tainly not ;  that  they  could  not  be  consider- 
ed as  public  property  until  they  had  been 
considered  by  the  government,  and  that  it 
would  be  wrong  to  have  that  information 
go  out  from  the  department.  I  asked  him 
to  place  tlie  seal  of  secrecy  upon  the  plans, 
and  not  permit  anybody  to  see  them.  1 
did  not  see  them  myself.  Now,  since  then, 
and  within  a  few  months  or  a  few  weeks, 
other  plans  came  in.  and  I  have  the  right 
to  assume  that  the  same  policy  was  pur- 
sued in  respect  to  these.  That  is  the  case 
in  a  nutshell.  I  personally  have  not  seen 
them.  I  did  not  ask  to  do  so  ;  I  was  not  in 
a  position  to  do  so  ;  I  have  not  done  so, 
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and  I  think  I  am  right  in  the  position  which 
I  have  taken.  It  is  a  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  I  was  right  in  the  judgment  which  I 
exercised  in  the  matter,  but  the  charge 
which  is  made  is  a  different  thing,  and  it  Is 
a  more  serious  matter.  If  there  has  been 
any  official  in  the  department  who  has  given 
out  that  information,  and  it  is  known,  either 
by  the  back  or  the  front  door,  and  if  my 
hon.  friend  from  Algoma  has  any  informa- 
tion in  respect  to  any  official  doing  that  in 
violation  of  his  instructions,  I  think  it  is 
due  to  me,  due  to  the  department,  due  to 
all  concerned  and  due  to  the  public,  who 
have  confidence  in  the  officials  of  the  De- 
partment of  Railways  and  Canals,  that  he 
should  give  me,  either  publicly  in  this  House 
or  privately,  the  information  as  to  who  the 
man  is  or  who  the  men  are. 

Mr.  HAG G ART.    Just  one  word. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man allow  me  ?  I  think  the  discussion  has 
been  running  out  of  order.  Several  hon. 
gentlemen  have  spoken  twice  on  each  side, 
and  those  who  have  spoken  before  will  not 
have  an  opportunity  again  unless  with  the 
permission  of  the  House.  The  motion  is 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  just  one  word. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
(Mr.  Emmerson)  states  that  these  plans 
were  at  least  one  day  deposited  in  the  or- 
dinary manner  and  treated  as  ordinary 
plans.  He  says  that  he  thinks  it  was  the 
morning  following  that  on  which  they  were 
deposited  that  he  gave  instructions  to  have 
them  sealed  up.  It  is  six  months  nearly 
since  they  were  deposited,  and  the  hon. 
minister's  memory  may  be  quite  astray 
within  a  day  or  two,  and  it  is  quite  possible 
the  plans  were  kept  in  the  department  in 
the  ordinary  way  for  two  or  three  days  be- 
fore his  instructions  were  given. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
pardon  me  for  Just  a  moment  ?  I  have  the 
right  to  assume  that  when  Mr.  Schreiber 
asked  me  that  question  he  had  not  previous- 
ly to  that  moment  shown  any  one  these 
plans  ;  else,  why  would  he  come  and  ask 
me  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Nobody  suggests  that  he 
did. 

Sir  WILFRID.  LAURIER.  Yes  ;  that  is 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  made. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  assume  that  they  were 
deposited  in  the  office  in  the  ordinary  man- 
ner, and  it  is  exceedingly  likely  that  all 
.sorts  of  people  would  want  to  see  these 
plans.  I  fancy  it  is  a  common  occurrence 
that  people  want  to  see  plans  the  moment 
they  are  filed  in  the  department,  and  if  they 
were  deposited  in  the  ordinary  way  in  the 
minister's  office  for  three  or  four  days,  or 
it  might  be  longer,  it  is  more  than  likely 
that  these  plans  were  seen. 

Motion  (Mr.  Boyce)  to  adjourn,  negatived. 


PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT    IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  First  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  if  he  can  give  any  information  to 
the  House  as  to  the  probable  date  at  which 
the  second  reading  of  the  Autonomy  Bill 
will  be  taken  up  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Not  this  day, 
but  I  think  I  can  Inform  the  House  early 
next  week. 

SUPPLY— MUNICIPAL  TAXATION,  C.  P. 
R.  LINES. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) moved  that  the  House  go  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  I*  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
very  important  judgment  delivered  recently 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada.  The  court 
pronounced  on  the  contention  of  the  western 
municipalities  that  the  lands  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  were  subject  to  muni- 
cipal taxation,  and  the  holding  was  absolu- 
tely against  the  municipalities  iu  that  res- 
pect. I  would  suggest  to  the  Prime  Minister 
that  when  he  is  preparing  any  more  mea- 
sures dealing  with  territorial  autonomy  lie 
should  have  this  judgment  before  him,  be- 
cause there  are  laid  down  in  It  certain  very 
important  interpretations  of  the  constitu- 
tion. It  is  well  also  that  the  general  public 
should  become  acquainted  with  those  inter- 
I  pretations  in  view  of  other  questions  which 
I  will  be  discussed  in  this  House,  and  I  there- 
fore ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  huve  the  Judg- 
,  inent  of  the  Supreme  Court  printed.  From 
'  the  copy  of  the  decision  I  have  been  able 
to  get,  I  read  these  extracts  from  words  of 
the  chief  justice  speaking  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  court. 

I  am  unable  for  myself  to  reach  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  principles  with  regard  to  legisla- 
tion generally  and  specially  with  regard  to  India 
laid  down  in  the  Burah  case  have  or  can  have 
any  application  to  the  special  tentative  and 
uncertain  powers  of  legislation  which  were 
vested  in  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council 
or  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  assembly  for 
the  Northwest.  Territories  in  1881. 

Further  he  says  : . 

Reliance  was  placed  in  the  Judgment  below 
and  in  the  argument  before  us  upon  the  educa- 
tion clauses  of  the  Territories  Act  of  1880.  sec- 
tion 10,  as  the  section  was  originally  enacted 
in  1875  and  re-enacted  in  the  Consolidating  Act 
of  1880,  its  operation  was  expressly  made  con- 
I  tingent  upon  a  system  of  taxation  having  been 
I  first  adopted  in  the  district.    That  limitation 
i  upon  the  operation  of  the  section  was,  it  Is 
I  true,  abolished  in  1885  by  parliament  (48-49  Vic, 
'  cap.  51),  but  when  the  latter  statute  was  passed 
the  Northwest  Territories  Council  had  already 
!  In  1883  and  18S4  passed  ordinances  Introducing 
systems   of   taxatton    for   municipalities  and 
'  school  districts  throughout  the  territories,  and 
the  words  of  limitation  were  no  longer  neces- 
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sary.  This  statute  of  1885  enacted  that  the 
amendment  removing  the  limitation  from  sec- 
tion 10  of  the  Act  of  1880  should  take  effect 
from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  latter  Act 
presumably  in  order  to  remove  any  doubt  as  to 
the  validity  of  any  school  taxation  which  might 
have  been  impose!  in  the  meantime. 

In  conclusion  the  judgment  says  :— 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  powers  of  legis- 
lation of  the  Northwest  Territories  Council  were 
delegated  powers  from  the  Dominion  and  that 
the  exemption  from  Dominion  taxation  in  the 
16th  clause  of  the  contract  embraced  and  in- 
cluded taxation  by  the  Territorial  Council  or 
by  any  municipal  district  as  well  as  by  any 
school  district  afterwards  established  therein. 

I  cannot  dispute  the  law  laid  down,  but  I 
paint  out  that  in  this  decision  tbe  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  has  declared  that  all  the 
legislation  of  the  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  was  tentative  or  tem- 
porary and  can  be  repealed  at  any  moment. 
This  is  important  in  view  of  some  other 
great  questions  that  will  arise  in  this  par- 
liament. I  would  like  to  have  bad  present 
to-day  the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sif ton) 
and  the  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Green  way). 
The  Prime  Minister  expressed  the  view  the 
other  day  that  this  exemption  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  from  taxation  was 
most  burdensome  and  most  unjust  to  the 
people  of  the  west,  and  he  deplored  it  and 
he  stated  that  it  was  the  law  of  the  country 
and  it  could  not  be  remedied.  Tbe  Prime 
Minister  knew  of  no  remedy  by  which  the 
shackles  which  have  been  put  upon  the 
people  of  the  west  could  be  removed.  1 
have  raised  this  question  in  the  House  be- 
fore ;  I  hope  to  bring  it  up  again  this  ses-' 
slon  and  I  trust  that  I  shall  have  greater 
assistance  from  the  member  for  Brandon 
than  I  have  had  in  the  past.  The  people  of  the 
Northwest  are  suffering  from  two  grievan- 
ces in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  It  has  been  held  that  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  lands  are  not  subject 
to  municipal  taxation,  and  It  has  also  been 
held  that  the  railway  rates  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  are  not  subject  to  revision 
until  a  certain  dividend  is  paid  on  the  capital 
Invested  In  the  construction  of  the  road.  I 
do  not  agree  with  the  Prime  Minister  that 
there  is  no  cure  for  these  evils.  For  every 
legal  wrong  there  is  a  legal  remedy. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR.  What  is  the 
remedy  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  There  Is  the  re- 
medy already  adopted  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  other  legislation,  that  when  you  are 
negotiating  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way for  franchises  and  other  privileges  they 
seek,  you  can  at  the  same  time  negotiate 
with  them  for  a  removal  of  existing  abuses. 
This  session  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Is  asking  franchises  to  cover  the  whole 
country  ;  they  are  constantly  coming  here 
for  legislation  of  every  kind.  They  may  be 
here  in  a  very  short  time  for  a  grant  of  land 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN. 


or  a  bonus  for  some  of  their  undertakings, 
and  then  is  the  time  to  negotiate  with  them 
for  reforms,  just  as  the  Prime  Minister  did 
in  connection  with  the  Crow's  Nest  Pass 
Railway.  Large  sums  of  money  were  grant- 
ed to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  aid 
in  the  construction  of  that  road  and  certain 
concessions  were  made  by  them  in  return. 
Sir  John  Macdonald  in  his  time  took  a  simi- 
lar course.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
bad  a  monoply  In  regard  to  lines  going  south 
and  that  monoply  was  abolished  by  negotia- 
tion. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    By  payment. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Even  so,  and 
fortunately  the  money  value  of  the  relin- 
quishment of  this  privilege  which  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  complain  of  can  be  very 
easily  ascertained.  I  believe  that  if  the 
Prime  Minister  makes  an  effort  he  will  find 
a  remedy  for  these  grievances.  The  other 
day  the  right  hon.  gentleman  grieved  about 
this  imposition  placed  upon  the  people  of  the 
west,  and  I  would  remind  him  that  when 
he  is  framing  other  legislation  he  ought  to 
be  careful  that  he  does  not  forge  further 
shackles  to  manacle  the  people  of  that 
country.  The  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Green- 
way)  has  just  come  into  the  House  and  I 
appeal  to  him  to  assist  me  and  to  assist  the 
Prime  Minister  In  finding  some  remedy  for 
the  evils  which  exist  In  this  connection.  As 
I  have  said,  the  Prime  Minister  grieved  for 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  the  other  day. 
and  he  declared  that  in  all  his  reading  of 
legislation  he  never  saw  anything  quite  so 
bad  as  this  legislation  which  was  enacted 
by  a  former  government. 

Now  I  say  it  is  possible  through  nego- 
tiation to  remove  that  restraining  law*  what- 
ever it  may  be,  and  I  trust  that  now  that 
the  lion,  member  for  Brandon  (Hon.  Mr. 
Sifton)  is  not  in  the  ministry  he  will  take 
(he  matter  up  and  assist  the  people  of  the 
west  in  having  this  obnoxious  law  removed. 
Again  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
leneflt  of  the  House  to  try  and  have  this 
judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  distributed 
to  the  members  before  he  proceeds  with 
his  Autonomy  Bill,  because  it  is  a  very  illu- 
tniuative  document.  It  shows  that  any  pow- 
ers exercised  by  the  Northwest  legislature 
or  the  Territorial  legislature  are  delegated  ; 
that  all  their  legislation  has  been  temporary 
and  tentative  and  that  all  the  legislation  of 
this  Dominion  as  regard  these  Territories 
has  been  temporary  and  tentative,  and, 
therefore,  revocable  at  will.  If  that  Is  the 
case  we  ought  to  be  in  a  position  to  have 
this  document  before  us  for  use  in  the  com- 
ing discussion  in  connection  with  the  Au- 
tonomy Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  went  Into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway— chargeable  to 
capita! — to  increase  accommodation  at  Char- 
lottetown,  $108,000. 
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Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals).  This  is  a  revote ;  the 
matter  was  fully  discussed  last  year. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  During  this  session  1 
asked  for  some  correspondence  about  the 
location  of  this  road.  I  think  the  minister 
will  find  it  In  the  '  Hansard '  of  Eerbuary 
3.  I  asked  for  a  return  of  the  correspon- 
dence in  connection  with  the  location  of  this 
station  and  it  would  be  of  some  service  to 
us  in  the  discussion. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  in 
connection  with  the  supplementary  esti- 
mates. The  return  has  not  yet  come  from 
Moncton.  We  had  to  send  to  Moncton  for 
copies  and  they  have  not  been  returned, 
otherwise  I  would  have  had  it  laid  on  the 
table  before  this.  The  whole  subject  was 
^ery  fully  discussed  last  session. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  There  has  been  a  very 
gieat  deal  of  delay  in  the  location  of  this 
station.  The  matter  has  come  up  frequently 
and  several  delegations  have  come  to  see 
the  minister  about  It. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  A  delegation  came  to 
pee  me  about  It  at  Moncton  before  I  came 
here  In  the  early  part  of  January  or  the 
end  of  December. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  It  is  very  Important 
that  this  station  should  be  built  without 
r.ny  more  delny.  We  have  found  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  that  delegations  come  here 
with  some  object  in  view,  one  time  about  a 
railway  station  and  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  trouble  is  you  do 
not  agree. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  The  people  of  the  pio- 
v'nce  are  put  to  the  expense  of  these  dele- 
gations and  I  think  it  would  be  better  if 
the  minister  went  down.  We  have  heard 
that  the  minister  was  going  down  to  settle 
about  this,  and  I  would  like  to  know  if 
he  is  going  down. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  did  promise  this 
delegation  from  the  Board  of  Trade  that  I 
would  go  over,  that  was  on  the  eve  of  the 
session  and  I  had  hoped  that  I  might  be 
able  to  steal  away  for  a  few  days,  but  the 
weather  conditions  which  have  prevailed 
8:nce  and  my  duties  in  parliament  made  it 
impossible  for  me  to  leave,  and  I  do  not 
now  anticipate  that  I  shall  be  in  a  position 
to  go  until  the  close  of  the  session,  at 
which  time  I  purpose  determining  the 
question  of  site.  It  Is  one  with  refer- 
ence to  which  there  is  a  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  among  people  without  regard 
to  any  political  phase  of  it,  and  I  have 
very  great  difficulty  In  determining  the  lo- 
cation. I  have  to  bear  in  mind  the  interests 
ot  the  railway,  the  question  of  expenditure, 
and  I  would  like,  as  far  as  possible,  to  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  the  people.  I  find 
It  quite  impossible  to  do  that  without  hav- 


ing some  personal  knowledge,  because  after 
all  I  have  to  bear  the  responsibility  to  this 
House  and  be  able  to  answer  any  objec- 
tions. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Has  the  hou.  min- 
ister any  option  on  any  particular  land  In 
Charlottetown  ?  i  notice  on  page  W — 43  of 
the  Auditor  General's  Report  that  there  is  a 
charge  of  $1,500  for  land  taken  for  increased 
accommodation  at  Charlottetown  and  option 
$14.    Will  the  hon.  minister  explain  that  7 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  $1,500  paid 
for  land  we  purchased  from  the  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  It  is  near  the  end 
of  the  Hillsboro  bridge. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  government  land  there. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  Is  land  covered 
with  water,  I  believe,  required  for  the  use 
of  the  railway,  and  was  purchased  from  the 
province. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  should  thluk 
that  would  be  the  property  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  would  hardly  pur- 
chase from  the  government  of  the  province 
land  which  belonged  to  ourselves.  The  rail- 
way track  in  between  the  water  and  this 
land,  and  this  land  belongs  to  the  province. 
The  titles  were  searched  and  deeds  passed 
in  connection  with  them. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  I  find  a  vote  in  1904-5 
for  $115,000  and  in  1905-6  of  $108,000. 
That  would  indicate  there  was  an  expendi- 
ture of  $7,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Is  a  misprint. 
The  $115,000  should  be  $110,000.  We  esti- 
mate that  $2,000  will  be  spent  before  the 
1st  of  July  and  we  ask  for  a  revote  of 
$108,000. 

To  dredge  and  blast  rock  at  deep  water  ter- 
minus at  Halifax,  $18,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Last  year  we  asked 
$30,000  and  the  estimated  expenditure  dur- 
ing this  year  is  $12,000.  The  object  of  this 
dredging  and  blasting  is  to  give  30  feet 
of  water  at  low  tide.  We  are  asking  for 
a  revote  of  $18,000.  This  work  cannot  be 
carried  on  expeditiously.  They  do  not  seem 
able  to  make  as  much  progress  as  we  hoped 
for.  Therefore  only  $12,000  are  likely  to  be 
expended  out  of  the  $30,000  during  this 
liscal  year. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  depth  of 
water  have  you  at  present  ? 

Mr.  EAIMERSON.    About  28  feet. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  suppose  there  is 
30  feet  of  water  along  a  portion  of  the  dock? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  This  is  to  extend 
that  area  ? 
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Mr.  BMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  K.  L.  BOKDEN.  Is  It  expected  that 
the  thirty  feet  will  accomplish  that  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  the  whole  of  it 
would  cost  about  $70,000.  We  would  re- 
quire at  least  $30,000  more  after  the  year 
1005-6  if  the  necessity  for  it  should  arise. 
A  certain  number  of  berths  will  be  provided 
by  this  expenditure  ;  aud  if  the  traffic  in- 
creases as  we  hope  it  may,  there  will  be  at 
least  $30,000  more  required  to  complete  the 
whole  work. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BOKDEN.  How  many  berths 
will  the  present  vote  provide  for  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  When  this  is  com- 
pleted we  will  have  five  berths. 

Double  tracking  parts  of  line.  Intprcolonial 
Railway,  $100,000. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BORDEN.  I  should  like  to 
have  a  statement  of  what  work  is  doue,  how 
long  it  has  taken,  when  it  is  anticipated  the 
double  track  between  Halifax  and  Windsor 
Junction  will  be  completed,  and  whether  or 
not  the  hon.  gentleman  contemplates  double 
tracking  the  line  from  Halifax  to  Truro  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Last  year  we  had  a 
vote  of  $150,000  for  double-tracking  parts  of 
the  line.  We  anticipate  that  the  expendi- 
ture during  the  present  fiscal  year  will  be 
$100.1100,  so  we  shall  require  a  revote  of 
$50,000  for  the  year  1005-0.  The  proposal 
for  double  tracking  under  this  vote  includes 
these  portions  :— From  Richmond  to  Rock- 
Ingham,  about  24  miles,  estimated  cost  $47.- 
70S  ;  from  Bedford  Bridge  to  Windsor  Junc- 
tion, about  5  miles,  $112,200  ;  from  Rocking- 
ham to  Bedford  Bridge,  about  44  miles. 
$112,000;  widening  of  Bedford  Bridge,  which 
will  cost  about  $45,000  ;  making  a  total  for 
that  section  of  about  $317,000. 

We  have  had  in  contemplation  the  double 
tracking  of  the  line  between  New  Glasgow 
and  Stellarton.  and  also  between  Pointe 
Levis  and  Chaudiere  Curve.     That  has  not 
been  undertaken  as  yet.    We  have  also  in  j 
contemplation  the  double  tracking  between  | 
Monctou  and  Tainsec  Junction.     No  vote  | 
has  been  asked  for  these.    We  hope  ulti- 
mately to  extend  the  double  tracking  from 
Windsor  Junction  to  Truro.   No  steps  have 
been  taken  as  yet  to  ask  parliament  for  j 
that  vote,  because  these  works  cost  a  good 
deal  aud  we  do  not  wish  to  ask  for  exces- ! 
sively  large  votes.    We  prefer  to  await  the  1 
gradual  increase   of  the   business.     I  be-  1 
lieve,  in  view  of  the  growth  of  the  traffic,  i 
that  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary  to  double 
track  from  Halifax  to  Truro— indeed  right , 
on  to  Moncton.  ( 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Some  portion  of  this 
work  has  been  completed  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  between  Rich- 1 
moud  and  Rockingham   has  been  double- 1 

Hr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


tracked  and  is  in  use.  Between  Rocklug- 
ham  aud  Bedford  Bridge  is  under  contract, 
and  it  is  expected  that  the  work  will  be 
completed  early  this  spring.  A  further  con- 
tract has  been  let  between  Windsor  Junc- 
tion and  Bedford  Bridge. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Who  are  the  con- 
tractors ? 

Mr.  EMMEUSON.  Reid  McMauus  had 
the  contract  between  Bedford  Bridge  and 
Rockingham,  and  also  has  the  one  between 
Windsor  Junction  aud  Bedford  Bridge.  That 
contract  was  let  In  January. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  These  were  let  after 
public  advertisement.  I  suppose? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  1  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  minister  can  give  us  information 
as  to  the  possibility  of  avoiding  some  serious 
delays  that  have  taken  place.  I  am  not 
speaking  by  way  of  criticism.  After  a  de- 
lay of  sixty-four  hours  at  Oxford  Junctiou 
on  my  way  to  Halifax  recently,  I  was  in- 
clined to  be  critical  I  must  confess ;  but 
when  I  had  an  Interview  with  the  divisional 
superintendent  and  had  examined  the  snow 
bunks  they  had  to  contend  with — mountains 
one  might  say— and  understood  the  very 
compact  nature  of  them,  I  was  rather  in- 
clined to  wonder  that  the  men  got  the  train 
through  as  quickly  as  they  did.  But  I  may 
say,  to  give  Jion.  members  an  Idea— I  sup- 
pose the  minister  has  an  idea  already— of 
what  the  men  have  to  contend  with,  I  was 
told  by  the  divisional  superintendent  that 
when  two  engines  with  an  ordinary  snow- 
plough,  which,  it  is  well  known,  will  stand 
a  very  great  strain,  charged  one  of  the 
snow-banks  at  fifty  miles  an  hour,  the 
snow-plough  crumpled  as  If  it  were  so  much 
paper.  In  some  cases  there  had  to  be  a  cut- 
ting througli  banks  not  less  than  forty  feet 
high.  Loaded  teams  came  along  while  the 
train  ahead  of  us  was  stalled  for  four  days, 
and  succeeded  in  getting  across  by  driving 
over  the  top  of  the  snow-plough.  It  oc- 
curred to  me  and  others  In  the  tra'n,  that, 
possibly  delays  might  be  prevented  to  some 
extent  in  the  future  by  building  snow- 
sheds  or  snow-fences.  I  talked  that  over 
a  little  with  one  of  the  officers  of  the  road, 
and  he  told  me  there  were  snow-fences  al- 
ready at  some  of  the  exposed  points.  But 
it  seemed  evident  that,  If  we  are  to  have 
winters  in  the  future  of  anything  like  the 
severity  of  that  through  whuh  we  are  pass- 
ing, a  great  saving  of  money  could  be  ef- 
fected to  the  department  aud  the  country 
by  making  provision  to  prevent  to  some  ex- 
tent, at  least,  the  Immense  drifts  that  have 
piled  up  over  the  railway  during  this  win- 
ter. Of  course,  the  minister  will  realize 
that,  not  only  has  there  been  very  great 
inconvenience  and  loss  of  time,  sometimes 
under  very  distressing  circumstances,  but 
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there  bas  been  actual  suffering.  A  geutle- 
man  who  keeps  a  country  store  in  the 
vicinity  of  AVestebester  told  uie  that  there 
was  suffering  In  bis  vicinity  through  lack  of  j 
supplies.  He  himself  bad  been  obliged  to 
take  flour  out  of  bis  own  House,  that  is 
from  his  domestic  supply,  to  satisfy  his 
customers.  Freight  bad  not  been  through 
there  for  a  very  long  time.  People  are  des- 
troying their  cattle  and  horses  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  because  they  have  not 
food  for  them.  And,  generally,  great  loss 
is  entailed  by  the  conditions.  Now,  while 
we  may  not  be  Inclined  to  criticise  the  ef- 
forts of  the  department  during  the  present 
winter  under  the  conditions  which  have 
prevailed,  we  are,  I  think,  justly  entitled  to 
consider  whether  or  not  some  remedy  may 
be  found  for  this  in  the  future.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  minister  whether  that  is 
in  contemplation  ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
I  would  like  to  know  whether  the  minister 
bas  any  reports  from  bis  officers  which  in- 
dicate that  the  freight,  which  necessarily 
bas  been  at  a  standstill,  as  I  understand, 
for  three  or  four  weeks  on  some  portions 
of  the  road,  is  likely  to  be  moved  in  the 
near  furture,  so  that  better  conditions  may 
speedily  prevail. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  may  say  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  I  have  private  accounts,  and 
from  the  officials  of  the  Intercolonial,  state- 
ments which  are  certainly  not  exaggerated 
of  the  conditions  prevailing  on  tbat  road. 
This  winter  for  severity  has  been  phenom- 
enal in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  have 
been  for  a  good  many  years  familiar  with 
the  weather  conditions  in  that  section  of 
the  country  and  certainly  in  my  lifetime 
there  bas  been  nothing  like  It,  particularly 
in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia.  My  bon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  knows 
the  conditions  on  the  Intercolonial  well.  They 
were  bad  indeed,  but  were  not  nearly  so  bad 
as  they  were  down  In  the  Annapolis  valley. 
According  to  the  information  which  I  have 
Lad  from  time  to  time,  the  people  there 
were  actually  in  want.  I  know  that  tine 
schools  in  tbat  locality,  Acadia  College  and 
affiliated  institutions  were  on  the  point  of 
being  closed.  They  had  no  coal,  they  had 
nc  fuel,  and  they  really  had  very  little  sup- 
plies. There  was  actual  want  In  all  sec- 
tions for  sixteen  days.  They  did  not  have 
a  train  at  all.  The  Intercolonial  went  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Dominion  Atlantic  and 
finally  they  were  successful  in  making  an 
opening  into  the  Annapolis  valley.  I  under- 
stand that  they  had  a  prospect  of  getting 
to  Yarmouth  last  night.  We  have  informa- 
tion to-day  from  officials  who  are  on  the  spot 
tbat  freight  is  being  moved  all  over  the  line.  I 
The  weather  Is  fine  all  over,  and  at  all  | 
points  freight  Is  being  moved,  except  on  the  , 
short  line  division  between  Oxford  Junction 
nnu  Pictou.  But  every  effort  is  being  put 
forth  to  have  that  line  opened  up. 

I  want  here  to  pay  a  compliment  to  the 


men  of  the  Intercolonial  for  the  splendid 
manner  in  which  they  have  given  themselves 
to  the  work  of  removing  the  snow  blockade. 
1  think  from  what  I  have  heard  from  pri- 
vate sources  and  from  what  I  have  seen 
Id  the  newspapers,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
speak  too  highly  of  them,  of  the  personal 
sacrifices  that  they  made,  and  the  risks  and 
exposures  to  which  they  were  subjected  In 
ondeavourlng  to  relieve  the  situation.  The 
men  have  worked  faithfully,  not  only  in  the 
interests  of  the  railway,  but  in  the  Interests 
f>f  the  travelling  public,  and  have  done  all 
tbat  is  possible  to  secure  their  comfort,  and 
to  make  conditions  as  easy  as  possible  for 
those  who  were  in  that  unfortunate  position. 
We  could  not  have  expected  such  a  winter, 
there  never  has  been  one  like  it  In  the  history 
ot  the  Intercolonial.  In  fact  it  is  seldom  dur- 
ing the  winter  season  that  we  have  any 
snow  to  speak  of  between  Amherst  and 
Halifax.  But  this  winter,  on  the  Intercol- 
onial and  others  railways,  has  certainly  been 
exceptional.  I  have  not  had  any  special 
report.  We  hope  that  we  will  not  have 
a  repetition  of  the  occurrences  of  this  winter. 
We  need  more  motive  power  on  the  Inter- 
colonial ;  that  has  had  something  to  do  with 
the  difficulty.  It  is  through  no  fault  of  the 
management  If  we  have  not  sufficient  loco- 
motives. We  have  a  limited  number  of 
ploughs.  We  were  asked  by  all  the  rail- 
ways to  loan  them  ploughs  and  engines  on 
those  branch  lines  that  were  closed.  They 
find  themselves  blocked  in  without  coal,  they 
cannot  move  their  engines,  they  are  without 
water,  without  snow  ploughs,  and  It  Is  Im- 
possible for  them  to  get  out.  I  am  told  that 
in  the  county  of  Queen's,  New  Brunswick, 
tbere  is  actual  suffering  and  want  A  tele- 
gram came  to  me  last  night  from  Chlpman 
that  simply  told  a  tale  that  was  heart  rend- 
ing. We  are  endeavouring  on  the  Inter- 
colonial, although  It  has  put  us  to  a  great 
deal  of  inconvenience,  to  relieve  somewhat 
the  suffering  of  the  people. 

Now  as  to  the  future,  I  am  sure  that 
every  precaution  will  be  taken  at  points 
where  the  greatest  drifts  are  to  be  found. 
When  you  see  a  snowdrift  forty  feet  high, 
uud  contemplate  tbat  a  team  of  horses  can 
travel  over  it,  across  the  channel  cut  out 
for  the  railway  track  and  across  the  top 
of  a  snow  plough,  you  can  realize  what  a 
quantity  of  snow  must  have  fallen  and  the 
force  of  the  wind  that  drifted  it.  Snow 
fences  can  be  of  no  avail  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. Why,  snow  fences  get  covered 
rp,  and  after  that  they  are  of  no  possible 
value.  It  would  only  become  a  question 
of  whether  you  should  have  a  tier  of  snow 
fences  one  on  top  of  the  other  as  the  drift 
got  higher,  raising  your  fence  as  the  drift 
increased.  But,  the  wind  has  been  so  fierce 
there  wonld  be  difficulty  In  doing  that ;  they 
are  blown  down. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHKS.  That  very  thing 
was  tried  in  the  west  where  they  have  built 
fences  with  brush. 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  snow  is  pack- 
ed in  so  hard  there  would  be  more  difficulty 
in  getting  that  brush  out  again  than 
there  would  be  in  going  to  the  woods  and 
bringing  In  a  supply  of  brush.  They  say 
these  drifts  are  very  hard.  The  leader  of  tne 
opposition  can  probably  testify  on  that  point. 
The  wind  was  so  strong  and  it  packed  the 
snow  so  hard  that  people  could  drive  teams 
of  horses  over  the  drifts  without  their  sink- 
ing In.   That  is  my  information. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  know  that 
you  can  expect  freedom  from  conditions  of 
this  kind  in  the  future.  We  know  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  precipitation  of  moisture 
in  the  maritime  provinces,  both  in  winter 
and  summer.  During  the  past  six  or  seven 
vears,  or  up  to  three  years  ago,  a  great 
deal  of  that  came  in  the  winter  time  in  the 
form  of  rain,  or  of  snow  followed  by  rain. 
But  conditions  were  not  such  during  the  past 
winter.  If  you  have  a  winter  of  unusual 
severity  when  the  precipitation  comes  almost 
altogether  in  the  form  of  snow,  and  some- 
times in  the  form  of  rather  moist  snow  which 
packs  very  hard,  and  may  be  followed  by 
severely  cold  weather.  You  must  expect 
occasionally  to  have  conditions  such  as  have 
prevailed  during  the  present  winter,  although 
g.erhaps  not  to  so  great  an  extent.  So  far 
as  regards  the  snow  fences,  I  did  not  gather 
from  those  with  whom  I  conversed  that  they 
were  of  no  use ;  on  the  contrary  I  was 
told  they  were  of  considerable  use,  but  that 
the  snow  fall  was  so  enormous  this  winter 
that  they  did  not  suffice  to  prevent  a  block- 
ade. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  are  good  up  to 
a  certain  point. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  benefit  is  greater 
If  you  have  two  or  three  fences  on  the 
exposed  side.  But  I  understood  that  at  one 
time  there  were  snow  sheds  there,  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  were  regarded  as  use- 
ful now.  On  the  line  below  the  city  of  Que- 
bec, I  know  there  are  snow  sheds,  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  have  been  found  useful. 
I  suppose  this  matter  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
officers  of  the  department,  who  are  making 
a  study  of  it.  What  I  desire  to  suggest  is 
that  I  think  some  provision  should  be  made  to 
guard  against  the  recurrence  of  this  difficulty 
In  the  future.  Even  if  it  should  occur  only 
at  considerable  intervals,  nevertheless,  it 
would  be  wise  to  take  what  is  a  reasonable 
precaution,  because  the  enormous  cost  the 
country  has  been  put  to  during  the  past  win- 
ter would  serve  to  erect  snow  fences  and 
wind  breaks  along  the  road  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent  between  Halifax  and  Am- 
herst. 

To  Increase  accommodation  at  Halifax,  $200,- 

000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  the  hon. 
minister  to  explain  this  item. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  are  only  asking 
during  this  year  for  $200,000.   My  hon. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


friend  from  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  smiles  over 
that  modest  request,  but  when  he  has  heard 
of  all  the  requirements  of  the  situation  I  am 
afraid  that  he  will  not  be  in  the  mood  for 
smiling.  The  situation  at  Halifax  is  such 
that  we  will  necessarily,  before  the  termin- 
als there  are  put  in  such  a  condition  that 
they  will  meet  what  we  hope  to  be  the  re- 
quirements of  the  country,  require  a  very 
large  expenditure  of  money.  The  improve- 
ments contemplated  cannot  all  be  carried  out 
In  one  year.  The  expenditure  will  have  to 
be  extended  over  a  number  of  years.  This 
year  we  have  very  modestly,  I  think,  asked 
for  $200,000.  We  had  in  1904-5  an  appro- 
priation of  $385,000.  We  anticipate  that  the 
expenditure  during  this  current  year  will 
be  $185,000  and  we  are  asking  for  the  bal- 
ance of  $200,000  as  a  revote  on  the  assump- 
tion that  we  can  only  spend  $200,000,  or  not 
more  than  that  on  the  ordinary  construction 
works,  provided  the  same  progress  Is  made 
during  1905-6  as  is  being  made  during  the 
current  fiscal  year.  There  are  several  things 
to  be  done  at  Halifax.  We  require  land  for 
the  engine  house  and  that  is  a  very  difficult 
proposition.  The  physical  conditions  near 
Richmond  where  this  engine  house  requires 
to  be,  make  it  almost  impossible  that  we  can 
secure  land  without  very  great  expense ; 
indeed,  we  cannot  secure  it  without  blasting 
or  without  constructing  land  somewhat  en- 
croaching upon  the  water,  and  in  order  to 
do  that  we  have  to  do  a  lot  of  blasting  so 
ns  to  get  the  rock  removed.  We  require  an 
engine  house  which  will  be  circular  in  form. 
The  diameter  will  be  about  350  feet.  To 
get  a  piece  of  land  there  for  that  purpose, 
or  to  construct  land,  would  require  in  the 
vicinity  of  $35,000.  Then,  we  want  some 
land  on  Oornwallis  street  for  the  purposes 
of  the  railway.  We  want  an  electric  plant 
That  is  under  construction. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  For  what  purpose- 
for  lighting  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  For  lighting  the  shops, 
station  and  everything  of  that  kind.  We 
require  and  we  have  been  making  improve- 
ments to  the  station.  These  improvements 
will  cost  about  $6,000.  We  want  new  tracks 
at  the  elevator.  We  anticipate  that  they 
will  cost  $4,000.  That  work  is  now  being 
done. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  And  no  grain  going  to  the 
elevator. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Not  this  year  but  we 
are  hopeful.  We  do  not  anticipate  that  it 
will  be  a  case  of  hope  deferred.  Then,  we 
require  the  new  wharf  and  freight  shed 
which  are  under  construction.  They  will 
cost  about  $125,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Where  is  the  new 
freight  shed  to  be  constructed  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Right  on  the  wharf. 
It  is  under  contract  now. 
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Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  is  a  freight 
shed  in  existence. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  is  Just  near  Rich- 
mond at  what  is  called  the  deepwater  ter- 
minus. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Would  the  hon.  min- 
ister be  good  enough  to  explain  what  will 
be  the  use  of  that  as  compared  with  the 
freight  shed  which  extends  to  the  foot  of 
Cornwnllia  street  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  use  of  that  is  hi 
connection  with  export  shipments  brought 
down  on  the  cars  to  the  steamers.  The 
cars  go  right  out  on  the  wharf  and  the 
merchandise  is  to  be  put  into  this  warehouse 
on  the  wharf.  This  is  where  these  30  foot 
berths  are,  and  it  Is  part  and  parcel  of  this 
deepwater  wharf.  It  Is  practically  a  ware- 
house on  the  wharf.  Then,  there  is  crib 
work  with  tracks  on  it  which  will  be  used 
largely  in  connection  with  the  shipment  of 
lumber  brought  from  the  interior.  That  work 
will  gradually  be  carried  on.  Something  is 
being  done  already  in  connection  with  it. 
We  also  want  in  addition  to  the  land  for  the 
engine  house  a  30  stall  engine  house  which, 
complete,  would  cost  at  least  $162,000.  No- 
thing is  being  done  in  that  regard  just  now. 
The  old  one  is  being  utilized  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. Then,  we  want  a  water  supply  from 
the  city  supply  extended  to  the  site  of  the 
engine  house  which  will  cost  $7,500.-  With 
the  shop*  and  engine  house,  &c,  we  will 
require  to  do  some  grading  at  Richmond, 
because,  as  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
knows,  there  is  a  very  narrow  strip  at  Rich- 
mond. There  are  high  banks  right  In  the 
rear  and  It  is  necessary  to  do  a  large  amount 
of  grading.  This  will  involve  a  large  ex- 
penditure. Then,  there  Is  that  other  ques- 
tion of  the  land  on  Water  street  I  may  say 
that  since  the  matter  was  up  at  the  last 
session  when  it  was  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
friend,  I  did,  recently  in  December,  when  I 
was  In  Halifax  at  the  time  of  the  arrival  of 
His  Excellency,  go  over  the  ground  again. 

I  recognize,  as  I  think  every  one  must, 
that  to  perfect  the  terminal  at  Halifax, 
having  regard  to  the  future,  if  not  to  the 
immediate  present,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
purchase  this  land.  Of  course,  when  land- 
owners know  this,  their  idea  as  to  the  value 
of  land  increases  abnormally,  and  the  de- 
partment that  undertakes  to  expropriate 
never  gets  off  very  cheaply.  I  have  had  sev- 
eral conferences  with  the  Halifax  Board  of 
Trade,  and  they  say  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary,  In  the  commercial  interests  of 
the  city  and  the  province,  to  have  a  flour 
shed  on  the  wharf.  The  people  of  the  out- 
ports  who  deal  with  Halifax,  and  the  people 
interested  in  the  flour  trade  of  the  western 
provinces,  coincide  in  this  view,  and  insist 
that  this  should  be  done.  This  will  cost 
$100,000.  It  has  been  suggested  that  we 
might  take  the  marine  wharf  now  occupied 
by  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
and  that  they  could  transfer  to  Dartmouth. 


This  proposal,  although  at  first  condemned 
by  the  city  council  of  Halifax,  is,  I  under- 
stand, now  favoured  by  them.  We  are  pre- 
paring accommodation  for  immigrants  ar- 
riving at  Halifax,  which  will  cost  $40,000  ; 
and  there  is  to  be  a  covered  way  from  the 
steamers  to  the  immigrant  shed,  which  will 
cost  $4,000.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  this  ter- 
minal that  we  should  have  a  car  shop,  and 
it  is  believed  that  the  work  could  be  ad- 
vantageously done  there  if  facilities  were 
furnished.  The  excavation  of  the  land  be- 
tween the  railway  property  and  the  Camp- 
bell road  would  cost  $50,000.  In  addition 
to  this,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  there 
shall  be  a  double-track  from  Richmond 
down  to  the  terminals.  The  leader  of  the 
opposition  is  familiar  with  the  locality,  and 
he  knows  that  at  Richmond  a  great  number 
of  tracks  converge  into  one  track  running 
down  to  North  street  and  beyond  that  to 
the  dockyard.  The  passenger  and  freight 
business  has  to  be  shunted  over  this  long 
single  track  at  considerable  expense,  at 
great  loss  of  time  and  at  great  inconvenience 
to  the  business  people  of  Halifax  and  the 
people  of  the  west  who  are  interested  in 
the  export  and  Import  trade  of  that  port. 
The  Messrs.  Allan  have  been  to  see  me  on 
more  than  one  occasion  to  complain  of  the 
delay  caused  in  transferring  passengers, 
malls  and  freight,  because  of  the  single 
track.  We  will  require  a  large  sum  of 
money,  due  to  the  physical  conditions,  to 
enable  us  to  secure  at  least  a  double  line  of 
railway.  All  this  will  involve  an  expendi- 
ture of  not  less  than  $1,000,000.  Of  course, 
that  would  not  be  much  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
friend  the  director  of  that  railway  will  not 
complain. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way would  make  It  pay  before  they  would 
do  it ;  that  would  be  the  difference. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  could  not  make  it  pay  until  they 
increased  the  facilities,  and  we  do  not  ex- 
pect to  make  it  pay  until  we  Incur  the  ex- 
penditure and  do  the  work.  If  we  had  pro- 
per facilities  last  autumn  and  winter,  we 
could  have  had  a  very  large  amount  of 
traffic  at  Halifax  in  connection  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the  Allan  Steam- 
ship Line,  but  we  were  unable  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  this  because  of  the  existing  con- 
ditions. Of  course,  we  cannot  hope  do 
much  trade  in  connection  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  This  is  an  outline  of  all 
that  is  mapped  out  for  the  future  of  Hali- 
fax. I  am  not  asking  for  the  total  sum  now; 
I  am  only  asking  for  a  sum  of  $200,000 — 
that  is  trifling  in  comparison  with  the  larger 
amount  that  will  eventually  be  required  to 
complete  the  terminal  at  Halifax.  After 
all,  I  do  not  think  this  committee  should 
be  startled  about  this. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  We  are  not  startled 
at  anything  from  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  glad  of  that,  for 
I  would  not  wish  to  affect  the  nerves  of  my 
hon.  friend.  The  other  day  my  lion,  friend 
from  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  was  anxi- 
ous that  large  sums  of  money  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  Imperial  government  for 
the  benefit  of  imperial  interests. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.   When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  connection  with  the 
defences  of  Halifax. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  If  the  minister  will 
be  good  enough  to  read  '  Hansard,'  he  will 
not  find  anything  there  to  support  his  state- 
ment 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Well,  I  am  only  re- 
ferring to  my  hon.  friend  in  a  very  mild 
manner,  and  venturing  the  statement  that 
he  very  worthily  proposed  that  Canada 
should  spend  a  large  sum  of  money  in  con- 
nection with  imperial  defence. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  You  do  not  put 
it  the  right  way. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  does  not  relate 
very  much  to  the  present  discussion,  but,  at 
all  events,  I  think  he  advocated  the  expen- 
diture of  a  large  sum  of  money  for  imperial 
interests,  and  I  am  just  reminding  him  that 
if  we  are  ever  to  build  up  a  national  trade 
in  connection  with  our  national  ports,  we 
must  afford  equal  facilities  at  Halifax  aud 
St.  John  to  those  that  are  to  be  found  in 
Portland  and  Boston.  It  is  no  use  for  us 
beginning  to  launch  out  on  imperial  ideas 
until  we  are  content  to  improve  the  national 
interests  of  Canada,  and  I  conceive  one  of 
the  most  important  national  interests  of 
Canada  is  the  advancement  of  its  export 
and  import  trade  via  Canadian  seaports  at 
all  seasons  of  the  year. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  As  far  as  concerns 
one  matter  which  the  minister  has  mention- 
ed, namely  the  acquisition  of  the  land  south 
of  the  station  and  along  the  western  side  of 
Water  street,  I  advocated  the  acquisition  «-f 
that  land  three  or  four  years  ago  and  on 
more  than  one  occasion  since.  I  still  think 
it  is  desirable  to  acquire  it,  and  while  I 
fully  realize  that  men  who  have  property 
which  is  likely  to  be  taken  by  the  govern- 
ment are  apt  sometimes  to  put  a  very  high 
figure  upon  it,  nevertheless  the  government 
can  always  acquire  property  at  a  fair  valua- 
tion by  means  of  expropriation.  There  is 
something  to  be  said  on  behalf  of  these  men 
on  Water  street  so  far  as  the  price  of  their 
property  is  concerned,  because,  as  I  pointed 
out  to  the  committee  some  two  or  three  years 
ago,  that  property  has  been  very  seriously 
depreciated  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  tracks  run  along  the 
east  side  of  Water  street;  the  width  of  the 
street  has  been  seriously  diminished  and 
business  formerly  done  on  that  street  has 
been  transferred  to  other  parts  of  the  city. 

With  regard  to  the  general  proposition  of 
the  minister,  I  sincerely  hope  that  his  expect- 
Mr.  COCHRANE!. 


atlons  in  regard  to  traffic  may  be  realized. 
I  gather  that  these  expectations  are  very 
largely  basis  on  the  hope  of  traffic  to  be 
gained  by  means  of  some  arrangement  with 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  but  In  view  of 
the  proceedings  which  are  now  in  progress 
for  alleged  violation  of  an  arrangement 
made  some  six  or  seven  years  ago  and  in 
view  of  what  I  understand  to  be  the  pro- 
nounced attitude  of  officials  of  that  road  as 
to  their  duty  in  connection  with  those  agree- 
ments, it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  department  or  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  placed  too  high.  The  policy 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  as  very  frank- 
ly announced  in  those  very  arbitration  pro- 
ceedings, was  to  send  their  traffic  to  Port- 
laud  where  it  pays  them  best  to  carry  it.  1 
do  not  know  whether  the  minister's  expec- 
tation Is  based  on  any  definite  agreement 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  which  we  have  not 
seen  or  heard  of,  or  whether  it  is  based  on 
something  else,  but  certainly  if  it  it  based  on 
anything  else  than  an  absolute  and  distinct 
agreement  we  cannot  expect  very  much  from 
it  so  far  as  HaUfax  is  concerned.  If  it  is 
based  on  as  distinct  an  agreement  as  that  to 
which  I  have  referred,  we  may  still  in  the 
future  be  confronted  by  the  necessity 
Keeking  the  same  remedy  by  arbitration  oi 
otherwise  as  we  are  now  seeking. 

Mr.  WM.  ROCHE.  I  desire  to  say  a  word 
in  connection  with  this  subject.  For  a  num- 
ber of  years-  people  owning  property  aloug 
the  line  in  Halifax  connecting  the  present 
passenger  station  with  the  deep  water  sta- 
tion have  understood  that  the  government 
intended  to  take  over  the  properties:  the 
properties  have  been  allowed  to  dilapidate 
and  to  decrease  in  value  in  consequence  ot 
i-epairs  not  being  made  upon  them.  This 
would  be  a  favourable  juncture  for  buying 
these  properties.  If  the  railway  does  not 
take  them  over  now  the  people  who  own 
them  will  begin  to  repair  and  consequently 
the  value  will  be  much  enhanced.  So  far  as* 
I  have  heard  from  several  proprietors  along 
the  line  they  are  disposed  to  take  moderate 
prices,  and  I  would  strongly  support  the 
intention  of  the  government  to  purchase  tho 
property  now  and  not  to  wait  until  It  would 
be  enhanced  in  value  when  It  would  be  abso- 
lutely Imperative  to  take  more  property. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  suppose  this  work 
is  done  partly  by  the  department  directly 
and  partly  by  contract 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  is  being  done  almost 
entirely  by  contract 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Are  there  con- 
tracts now  outstanding? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  contracts  are  out- 
standing; the  crib  work,  the  wharf  and  tho 
shed  on  the  wharf,  In  fact  almost  all  the 
work  is  being  done  by  contract  that  can 
possibly  be  done. 
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Rolling  stock,  $698,600. 

Mr*  OSLER.  The  minister  promised  cer- 
tain returns  of  figures  before  the  item  wan 
taken  up. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  was  asked  by  my 
bon.  friend  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Osier)  to  give 
the  expenditure  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way in  connection  with  rolling  stock  on  capi- 
tal account  since  1896.  The  figures  are  an 
follows: 

1896-  7  $    14,996  04 

1897-  8    64,665  97 

1898-  9    619,999  26 

1899-  1900   533,223  40 

1900-  01   1,563,705  77 

1901-  2    2,066,879  38 

1902-  3    254.694  38 

1903-  4   643,020  83 


Total   5,751,085  03 

There  are  two  heavy  locomotives  purchas- 
ed before  1897-8  on  which  there  was  paid  In 
that  year  a  small  balance  of  $389.60-  This 
purchase  had  been  made  some  few  years 
before  the  balance  was  outstanding. 

In  1897-8  two  dining  cars  were  purchased 
at  a  cost  of  $10,944.95.  In  1899-1900  refrig- 
erator cars  were  purchased  to  the  extent  of 
$30,016.69,  making  a  total  of  $5,792,441.27. 
In  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker),  I  may  read  to 
him  the  following  statement  of  rolling  stock 
on  hand:— 

30th  June,      30th  June, 


1896. 

1904. 

204 

302 

276 

367 

6,667 

10,107 

Snow  ploughs,  &c. 

77 

86 

To  be  rebuilt— 

.  'Nome. 

3 

PasSBDSOT  cars.. 

.  None. 

3 

198 

265 

Snow    ploughs/. . 

.  None'. 

1 

Mr.  OSLER.  What  Is  the  rule  when  a 
car  or  engine  is  absolutely  destroyed  and 
has  to  be  replaced  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  cost  of  rebuilding 
or  replacing  is  charged  to  revenue. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  return  Just  read 
carries  out  what  I  said  last  night,  namely, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  getting  back,  as 
regards  the  condition  of  rolling  stock,  to 
the  good  times  left  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
South  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart).  In  1896  the 
freight  cars  out  of  work  were  198.  We  got 
continuously  worse  every  year  until  this 
year,  1904,  when  we  have  got  back  to  some 
extent  to  the  condition  under  the  late  govern- 
ment, the  hon.  gentleman  has  brought 
the  number  down  to  265.  He  knows  that 
*very  year  from  1896  the  number  of  freight 
cars  and  others  out  of  service  and  abso- 
lutely off  the  list  increased  until  a  year  ago 
there  were  555  out  of  service.  That  is  what 
I  have  been  complaining  of  all  the  time,  and 
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I  gave  the  hon.  gentleman  credit  yesterday 
of  trying  to  get  back  to  the  good  days  of  the 
Conservative  government. 

Steel  rails  and  fastenings,  $380,000. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  minister  pro- 
mised ub  an  explanation  of  this. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  been  unable  to 
get  the  exact  data  of  the  amount  charged  to 
maintenance  on  the  one  hand  and  to  capital 
on  the  other,  if  any  were  charged  to  capital, 
but  I  am  having  a  statement  prepared  of  all 
thai  was  purchased  and  shall  bring  It  down 
before  the  supplementarles  are  submitted. 
We  shall  unquestionably  require  a  further 
vote  in  regard  to  steel  rails  ;  and  if  I  should 
consider  that  our  policy  should  be  on  the 
line  indicated  by  my  hon.  friend,  I  shall 
certainly  follow  his  advice. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Does  the  hon.  minister 
want  us  to  pass  this  item  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKER.  And  if  In  the  meantime, 
before  the  supplementarles  come  down,  he 
should  find  that,  according  to  the  proper 
method  of  keeping  accounts,  this  should  be 
charged  to  revenue,  will  he  revise  his 
method  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  will  be  too  late  to 
revise  it  as  regards  this  item  but  my  hon. 
friend  will  get  the  benefit  of  It. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Could  we  not  revise  the 
item  when  going  into  supplementary  esti- 
mates ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  item  could  not 
very  well  be  revised  on  ncount  of  its  being 
in  the  main  estimates  then,  but  as  regards 
tiny  future  vote,  I  shall  be  governed  by 
what  I  consider  to  be  right  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  does  the  quality  of 
steel  rails  made  in  Canada  compare  with 
those  imported  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  informed  by  my 
officer,  that,  so  far  as  their  experience  has 
gone,  our  Canadian  steel  rails  are  certainly 
equal  to  any  imported. 

Murray  harbour  branch  and  Hillsborough 
bridge.  $357,400. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Last  year  we  asked 
$650,000.  We  are  asking  now  $357,400.  The 
estimated  cost  of  the  bridge  was  $1,494,- 
097.15. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  In  1898,  if  my  memory 
serves  me  well,  the  cost  of  the  bridge  was 
$750,000.  I  think  that  'Hansard'  will  bear 
me  out  in  that 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  matter  has  been 
repeatedly  referred  to.  And  I  know  that, 
last  session  when  we  asked  for  this  vote, 
the  matter  was  again  gone  into.  I  am  not 
familiar  with  what  was  done  in  the  past. 
1  am  only  speaking  of  the  figures  giving 
the  total  cost  of  the  bridge  and  the  estl- 
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mated  cost  of  the  branch  to  Murray  river, 
which  was  $926,460.70.  And  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  line  to  Murray  harbour  Is  $104,- 
603.82.  The  whole  estimated  cost,  Including 
the  cost  of  rolling-stock  and  crib  work  in 
Murray  harbour  Is  $2,795,118.17. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  Bow  much  is  it  for  the 
bridge  and  railway  separately. 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.   For  the  bridge  $1,494, 
097.16,  and  for  the  railways— that  is,  the 
branch  to  Murray  river  and  the  extension 
to  Murray  harbour— $1,031,061.02. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  That  is  very  singular 
to  me,  because,  on  the  23rd  of  January,  the 
minister  gave  us  this  Information  :— 

Total  expenditure  In  connection  with  Hurray 
harbour  branch  railway  to  January  1,  1905,  Is 
fl.018.7U.93. 

And  a  little  later  on  I  asked  what  the 
cost  would  be  of  completing  the  road,  and 
he  told  us  that  the  estimated  cost  of  com- 
pleting this  work  was  $561,253.93.  I  asked 
him  further  if  there  were  not  some  wooden 
bridges  which  required  to  be  replaced  and 
be  told  me  that  there  were  three  of  them  at 
least  which  would  cost  $9,000.  In  the  face 
of  the  figures  the  minister  cites,  I  am  as- 
tonished. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Includes  the 
bridge. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  No,  if  the  minister  will 
turn  to  'Hansard'  of  January  23rd,  page 
i06  of  the  revised  edition  

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  I  do  not  see  wherein 
the  figures  given  on  that  day  in  any  way 
differ  from  these.  I  am  giving  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  works.  On  the  23rd  of 
January,  I  was  asked  what  was  the  total 
expenditure  in  connection  with  the  Murray 
harbour  branch  of  the  Prince  Bdward  Is- 
land up  to  1st  of  January,  1905.  And  I  an- 
swered that  that  expenditure  was  $1,018,- 
"11.93.  And  the  estimated  cost  of  the  bridge 
is  $1,494,097.15. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  I  want  to  get  the  cost 
of  the  road  and  of  the  bridge  separately. 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  The  total  estimated 
cost  of  the  road  was  $1,031,061,  and  I  have 
said  that  the  total  expenditure  was  $1,018,- 
711.93. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  But  the  hon.  minister 
forgets,  that  a  little  later  on  I  asked  him 
this  other  question. 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  I  was  asked  the  total 
expenditure  on  Hillsborough  bridge  to  Jan- 
uary 1,  1905,  and  I  stated  that  It  was  $1,- 
220,968.32.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
bridge  was  $1,494,097.  Both  expenditures 
were  within  the  estimate. 


1.  Has  the  Murray  Harbour  branch  line  of 
railway  in  Prince  Edward  Island  been  com- 
pleted 1    If  so.  when  ?  * 

2.  It  not,  what  remains  to  be  done,  and  what 
is  the  estimated  cost  of  same,  including  rolling 
stock  ? 

3.  How  many  ot  the  bridges  are  wooden 
or  partly  wooden  structures  ?  Are  they  to  be 
replaced  by  stone  or  steel  T  It  so,  when,  and 
what  Is  the  estimated  cost  ? 

To  these  questions  the  minister  gave  me 
this  answer : 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
give  me  the  date. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  I  have  not  got  the 
date  here,  but  I  think  it  was  about  ten  days 
rfter  the  first  question  was  asked.  The 
minister  gave  me  these  answers  : 

2.  The  work  remaining  to  be  done  Is  as  fol- 
lows, viz.: 

Hlllsboro'  Bridge. 
Rip-rapping,  completion  ot  approaches,  rip- 
rapping  piers,  erecting  and  placing  In  position 
five  fixed  spans  and  one  swing  span,  building 
rest  piers,  tracklaying  and  flooring  of  whole 
structure. 

On  the  line. 

Three  Iron  bridges  to  be  erected  to  replace 
temporary  wooden  trestles,  station  and  terminal 
facilities  to  be  completed,  water  tanks  to  be 
erected,  rolling  stock  to  be  provided. 

The  estimated  cost  to  complete  above  men- 
tioned works  is  $561,253.93. 

3.  There  are  three  temporary  wooden  bridges 
which  will  be  replaced  by  iron  or  steel,  prob- 
ably during  the  current  year,  and  the  estimated 
cost  is  about  $8,000. 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  That  Is  all  right,  Is  it 
not  ? 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  That  would  make  a 
teal  cost  of  $587,904. 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  But  you  must  remem- 
ber there  is  to  be  an  improvement.  You 
add  $270,000  on  to  that  estimated  cost  of 
the  railway,  the  estimated  cost  of  roiling 
stock,  $200,000,  the  estimated  cost  of  crib- 
work  at  Murray  Harbour,  $69,955,  all  includ- 
ed in  the  cost  of  the  railway.  Now  let  me 
resume  in  a  few  words.  The  estimated  cost 
of  the  Hlllsboro'  River  bridge  was  $1,494,- 
097.15.  We  expended  from  the  beginning 
to  November  30,  1904,  $1,217,744.98,  show- 
ing a  balance  of  $276,352.17  on  the  Hllls- 
boro' River  bridge,  as  between  the  esti- 
mated cost  and  the  amount  actually  ex- 
tended. 

Mr.  HAGQART.  When  was  the  estimate 
made  for  the  bridge  alone  ?— because  the 
ebtlmate  furnished  to  the  House  was  one- 
half  of  that  $750,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
is  speaking  of  the  substructure. 

Mr.  HAGOART.  I  am  talking  of  the 
bridge. 


Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  I  asked  this  ques-  Mr.  EMMERSON.  On  July  5  last,  the 
tion  :—  estimate.  Including  the  wharf,  was  $2,795,- 

Mr.  EMMERSON*. 
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113.17.  That  is  exactly  the  same  as  I  have 
read  out  to  this  committee. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  estimate  was  made 
in  1808,  what  was  it  then  ?  The  minister 
is  talking  of  the  last  years'  estimate. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Is  ancient  his- 
toiy.  I  have  now  to  resume.  The  branch 
to  Murray  Harbour  was  estimated  to  cost 
$1,031,081.02. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  When  was  that 
estimate  made  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
that  road  was  estimated  to  cost  $8,000  a 
mile,  and  now  we  find  It  has  cost  in  the 
vicinity  of  $32,000  a  mile?  The  House  would 
like  an  explanation  of  the  jump  of  $24,000 
a  mile  in  the  cost  of  a  railway  in  a  level 
country  without  any  grades.  The  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  was  built  for  $8,000, 
or  $10,000  a  mile,  and  we  find  this  railway 
-  costing  three  times  as  much  per  mile  as  the 
railway  built  in  1871,  though  labour  is 
cheaper,  material  Is  cheaper,  and  the  mode 
of  construction  Is  cheaper.  Besides  that,  I 
believe  the  rails  were  second-hand  rails 
taken  from  the  Intercolonial. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  just  as  good 
rails  as  are  being  put  down  on  the  Inter- 
colonial to-day,  except  that  they  were  a 
lighter  rail.  They  were  practically  new 
rails.  You  do  not  require  80  pound  rails 
on  a  narrow  gauge  railway  ;  but  you  have 
just  as  good  rails  on  that  railway  as  you 
have  anywhere  on  the  Intercolonial,  except 
that  they  are  lighter. 

Mr.  BARKER.  May  I  ask  if  these  rails 
that  were  quite  good,  were  taken  oft  the 
Intercolonial  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Then  you  charge  the  In- 
tercolonial capital  account  with  the  whole 
of  the  new  rails  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  might  explain  here; 
the  total  expenditure  on  the  branch  and 
Murray  Harbour  was  $870,121.91,  leaving 
n  balance  or  difference  between  the  esti- 
mated cost  and  the  amount  expended,  of 
$160,931.11.  Then  for  rolling  stock,  the  esti- 
mate was  $200,000,  and  there  was  expended 
up  to  November  30  last,  $145,992.35.  That 
left  a  balance  of  $54,007.05.  Then  there  was 
an  estimate  for  rails  at  Murray  Harbour  in 
connection  with  the  railway,  of  $69,955.  No 
portion  of  that  had  been  expended,  and 
therefore  there  was  to  expend  $69,955.  Now 
in  answering  the  question  with  respect  to 
the  balance  to  be  paid  on  these  works,  I 
said  there  was  still  to  pay  and  still  unex- 
pended, $661,253.98.  That  total  Is  reached 
by  adding  to  the  $276,352.17.  the  balance 
on  the  Hlllsboro'  River  Bridge,  $160,939.11 
the  balance  on  the  branch  to  Murray  Har- 
bour, $54,007.65,  and  the  balance  on  the 
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rolling  stock,  $69,955,  for  rails  at  Murray 
Harbour.  Those  several  amounts  make  the 
total  sum  of  $561,253.96,  which  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  answer  which  I  gave  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN.  What  would  be  the 
total  for  the  road  now  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  total  for  the  road, 
including  rolling  stock  and  crib-work  at 
Murray  Harbour,  would  be  $1,301,016.02,  plus 
the  balance  that  is  to  be  paid,  according  to 
the  statement  which  I  read  to  my  hon,  friend 
a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  My  statement  Is  that 
the  bridge  was  only  to  cost  about  $750,000, 
and  the  road  about  one-third  of  tae  present 
estimate. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  mixed  up  the  superstructure 
nnd  the  substructure. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD 
READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  43)  respecting  the  Lake  Cham- 
plain  and  St.  Lawrence  Ship  Canal  Com- 
pany.— Mr.  Gervais. 

Bill  (No.  56)  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — Mr.  Bole. 

DEATH  OP  MR.  E.  F.  CLARKE,  M.P. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  becomes  my  very  sad  and  pain- 
ful duty  to  announce  what  is  already  known, 
I  think,  to  a  great  many  members  of  the 
House,  the  very  sudden  and  lamented  death 
of  our  friend  Mr.  E.  F.  Clarke,  member  for 
Centre  Toronto.  I  understand  that  an 
opportunity  will  be  given  on  Monday  to 
make  fitting  reference  to  this  very  sad  event. 
I  rise  at  the  present  time  to  suggest  that  as 
a  tribute  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  tae 
late  Mr.  Clarke,  we  should  adjourn  now  and 
not  proceed  further  with  the  business  of  the 
day.  I  am  sure  that  all  of  us  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  will  feel  that  we  should  pay 
this  tribute  to  the  memory  of  our  late 
confrere. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General).  The  House  has  heard 
with  profound  regret  the  sad  Information 
conveyed  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  of 
the  death  of  our  late  colleague,  Mr.  B.  F. 
Clarke.  I  am  sure  that  the  Prime  Minister 
will  share  with  the  leader  of  the  opposition, 
as  we  all  do,  in  the  deepest  sorrow  at  this 
unexpected  visit  of  the  angel  of  death.  It 
is  becoming  that  we  should  act  on  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  leader  of  the  opposition.  I 
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have  no  doubt  that  the  sad  event  will  be 
appropriately  referred  to  on  Monday  next,I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned 
at  8.20  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  March  6,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  08)  to  incorporate  the  Imperial 
Guarantee  and  Accident  Insurance  Company 
of  Canada. — Mr.  Belcourt. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST  — PERSONAL  EX- 
PLANATION. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.).  Be- 
fore the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
wish  to  Inquire  of  the  government  whether 
or  not  there  are  to  be  any  changes  made  in 
the  Bills  that  have  been  Introduced  by  the 
Prime  Minister  for  the  establishment  of  new 
provinces  In  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  I 
venture  to  mention  this  because  I  see  In 
newspapers  that  are  supposed  to  be  in  the 
confidence  of  the  government,  rumours — nay 
more  than  rumours,  direct  statements— that 
there  are  to  be  certain  changes  made  in  the 
provisions  of  these  Bills.  In  connection 
with  this  matter,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
practice  followed  by  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  these  Bills,  and  also  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Bill  of  two  years  ago.  is  not  a 
practice  supported  by  any  competent  authori- 
ty. I  refer  to  the  practice  of  introducing  a 
Bill  with  which  the  House  is  not  at  all 
familiar,  and  proceeding  to  debate  It  in  a 
manner  which  is  usual  only  upon  the  second 
reading.  I  am  aware,  of  course,  that  it  Is 
not  only  perfectly  proper,  but  that  it  Is 
usual  to  make  a  succinct  statement  explana- 
tory of  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  upon  its 
first  reading,  but  I  do  not  find  any  authori- 
ty for  proceeding  to  debate  a  Bill  upon  Its 
first  reading,  before  the  measure  is  laid  be- 
fore the  House  In  printed  form  and  before 
the  House  has  had  an  opportunity  of  becom- 
ing familiar  with  its  provisions.  I  am  well 
aware  that  It  was  the  Intention  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  have  favoured  me  personally 
with  a  copy  of  the  Bill  some  little  time  in 
advance  of  Its  Introduction ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, for  reasons  which  were  no  doubt 
beyond  the  control  of  the  government,  that 
intention  was  not  carried  out,  and  I  received 
the  Bill  only  about  the  time  the  Prime  Min- 
ister rose  to  introduce  It  But  even  If  I 
bad  received  the  Bill  say  twenty-four  hours 
In  advance,  as  might  perhaps  have  been  very 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


proper  under  the  circumstances,  that  would 
not  have  afforded  an  opportunity  to  other 
members  of  the  House  who  are  equally  in- 
terested with  myself  in  discussing  the  mea- 
sure, if  it  was  to  be  discussed  at  that  stage, 
to  make  themselves  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  scope  and  meaning  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  before  proceeding  to  dis- 
]  cuss  it  I  mention  this  because  It  seems  to 
me  that  if  this  practice  Is  to  be  followed  by 
I  the  government  In  the  future  In  regard  to 
important  measures  of  this  kind,  it  would 
'  be  well  to  have  each  Bill  printed  two  or 
three  days  in  advance  of  its  introduction, 
so  that,  if  there  is  to  be  a  discussion  on  the 
first  reading,  the  House  can  proceed  in- 
telligently with  that  discussion,  and  can 
have  an  opportunity  beforehand  of  giving 
the  Bill  that  consideration  which,  of  course, 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  a  measure  of  this 
kind. 

Now,  I  have  asked  as  to  changes  in  the 
'.Bill.    If  they  have  not  come  to  auy  conclu- 
I  siou  with  regard  to  changes  in  the  Bill ;  if 
they  have  not  come  to  any  conclusion  up  • 
i  to  the  present  time,  I  would  very  respect- 
|  fully  suggest  to  the  Prime  Minister  that, 
I  if  any  changes  of  importance  are  to  be  made 
iu  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  before  the 
'  second    reading    Is    reached,    it  would 
1  be   highly   in   the  interest  of  the  mem- 
1  bers    who    will    have    to    discuss  the 
I  measure,    and    indeed    would    be  very 
I  much   in  the  interest  of  the  country  as 
|  a  whole,  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
i  acquaint  the  House  with  the  nature  of- 
i  those  changes  a  reasonable  time  before 
the  second  reading  is  brought  on.    I  have 
I  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will 
assent  to  this  as  a  reasonable  request,  and 
that  it  will  be  complied  with. 

Let  me  add  just  one  word  of  personal  ex- 
I  pianation  with  regard  to  myself.  I  do  not 
|  usually  trouble  the  House  with  very  much 
!  personal  explanation  about  statements  with 
I  regard  to  myself  in  the  public  press ;  but 
|  there  have  been  a  number  of  suggestions  or 
,  statements  made  as  to  my  recent  absence 
I  from  the  House  which  I  think  must  proceed 
.  upon  an  entire  misunderstanding.  I  quote 
I  only  one  of  these,  which  is  not  couched 
'  perhaps  in  a  very  offensive  form,  but  which 
I  conveys  a  suggestion  which  is  absolutely 
l  untrue  : 

I  That  the  constant  factors  In  our  politics  are 
I  not  wholly  unknown  to  some  of  our  Conservative 
i  friends  the  tactful  absence  of  Mr.  Borden  from 
J  Ottawa  at  this  juncture  abundantly  illustrates. 

!  And  so  on  lu  other  journals,  some  of  the 
suggestions  being  couched  in  a  somewhat 
more  Impertinent  form  than  that  which  I 
have  just  read.  I  had  no  intention  of  ab- 
senting myself  from  the  city  of  Ottawa  up 
to  four  o'clock  of  the  afternoon  of  last 
Wednesday  week,  when  I  received  a  tele- 
gram announcing  the  sudden  death  of  a 
very  near  and  dear  relative  under  very  dis- 
tressing circumstances.    On  the  following 
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morning  I  left  for  my  home  In  Halifax  for 
that  reason  and  that  reason  alone,  expecting 
to  return  to  Ottawa  by  noon  of  the  follow- 
ing Tuesday.  As  I  have  already  mentioned 
In  this  House,  I  did  not  reach  Halifax  on 
Friday  evening  owing  to  the  snow  blockade, 
but  I  reached  there  on  Monday  evening, 
more  than  seventy-two  hours  late.  I  left 
Halifax  on  Wednesday  morning  and  arrived 
at  Ottawa  on  Thursday  evening.  I  think  it 
Is  due  to  myself  to  make  this  explanation, 
because  I  do  not  think  that  in  my  public 
life  I  have  usually  been  found  wanting  in 
my  attendance  on  parliament ;  nor  do  I 
think  that  anything  has  been  displayed  in 
my  public  career  which  would  lead  any 
journalist  of  even  the  most  suspicious  type 
to  suppose  that  I  would  have  gone  to  Hall- 
fax  on  this  particular  occasion  If  It  had  not 
been  absolutely  necessary,  in  my  Judgment, 
that  I  should  do  so.  I  apologize  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  to  the  House  for  having  been 
compelled  in  self  defence  to  Inflict  this  state- 
ment of  private  and  personal  affairs  upon 
the  House,  and  I  know  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances the  House  will  pardon  me  for 
doing  so. 

There  Is  one  other  matter  which  I  forgot 
to  mention.  On  the  Introduction  of  this  Bill 
I  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  government 
the  fact  that  a  number  of  returns  which  had 
been  moved  for  had  not  yet  been  brought 
down.  I  also  pointed  out  that  there  was 
certain  Information  which  I  thought  would 
be  necessary  for  the  intelligent  discussion 
of  the  questions  that  are  to  be  considered  In 
the  House,  and  that  It  should  be  brought 
down  In  a  shape  to  be  readily  available  to 
every  member  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  I  voice  the  feeling  of  the  House 
when  I  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that  no 
apology  was  needed  from  him  as  to  his 
absence  from  the  House.  Unfortunately,  we 
are  ail  victims  of  the  press,  and  If  we  were 
to  take  very  seriously  everything  that  Is 
said  of  us,  our  repose  would  be  considerably 
affected.  But  I  think  we  can  make  allow- 
ance for  the  newspaper  men  in  their  desire 
to  give  the  latest  news.  Everybody  knows 
the  painful  circumstances  under  which  my 
hon.  friend  bad  to  leave  this  House,  and  no 
one,  I  can  assure  him,  speaking  for  this 
side,  bad  any  suspicion  that  his  absence  was 
due  to  any  other  cause  than  domestic  afflic- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  main  question 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  put  to  me,  I  do 
not  agree  with  him  as  to  the  constitutional 
practice.  I  admit  that  in  Canada  the  dis- 
cussion generally  takes  place  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill.  This  is  so  in  England 
also ;  but  my  hon.  friend  is  aware  that  In 
England  every  important  measure,  I  do  not 
say  Invariably,  but  as  a  rule,  Is  explained 
by  the  minister  In  charge  of  the  Bill  upon 
Its  presentation  for  the  first  reading.  There- 
upon the  matter  Is  left  for  some  time  for 
the  deliberation  of   the   House   and  the 


country.  This  practice  I  have  followed  on 
this  occasion,  and  I  believe  yet  that  It  Is 
the  best  method.  The  government  have  ex- 
plained their  policy,  and  have  left  it  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House  and  the  country. 
If  the  Bill  were  to  be  presented  without  any 
explanation,  the  country  would  be  without 
the  real  reasons  which  prompted  the  gov- 
ernment in  introducing  It.  If  the  first  read- 
lug  were  to  be  followed  immediately  by  a 
discussion,  I  think  the  House,  especially  the 
opposition,  would  be  taken  at  a  disadvant- 
age, and  the  government  might  be  charged 
with  sharp  practice ;  but  if  the  Bill  is  left 
for  a  reasonable  time  after  being  Introduc- 
ed, the  opposition  have  an  opportunity  to 
prepare  and  explain  their  views  upon  It.  I 
still  think  this  is  the  best  policy  that  can  be 
followed. 

My  hon.  friend  has  asked  me  If  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  government  to  introduce 
changes  into  this  Bill.  I  have  only  to  reply 
that  It  is  open  to  the  party  who  introduces 
a  Bill  to  change  it  at  all  times.  I  have  seen 
few  Bills  introduced  into  this  House  or  any 
deliberative  assembly  which  have  gone 
through  the  third  reading  without  being 
considerably  amended,  and  the  more  im- 
portant the  Bill  the  more  likely  Is  It  to  be 
amended.  Even  Bills  of  a  very  minor  im- 
portance are  very  often  amended  so  as  to 
be  hardly  recognizable  when  they  leave  the 
committee.  Whether  or  not  any  changes 
shall  be  made  will  be  known  as  the  Bill 
goes  through  its  various  stages ;  and  if 
any  should  be  made,  they  shall  be  made  In 
the  ordinary  course.  With  regard  to  the 
Information  asked  for  by  my  hon,  friend,  I 
shall  endeavour  to  comply  with  his  request. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  seems  to  me  that  In  ad- 
dition to  the  information  already  asked, 
U  would  be  advisable  that  a  definite  sum- 
mary be  furnished  of  the  different  changes, 
dating  from  confederation,  In  the  financial 
terms  which  have  taken  place  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  provinces.  There  has  been  legis- 
lation in  various  years,  adding  to  the  pro- 
vincial subsidies.  If  a  concise  memo,  could 
b«i  made  of  all  these  changes  with  reference 
to  each  of  the  provinces,  showing  the  addi- 
tions that  each  one  has  received  to  its  sub- 
sidy and  matters  of  that  kind,  that  would 
help  us  very  much  when  we  come  to  discuss 
the  financial  clauses  of  this  measure. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  a  memo,  of  that  character  would 
be  useful,  and  shall  endeavour  to  have  It 
produced  before  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  is  proceeded  with. 

Hon.  PETER  WHITE.  It  would  be  de- 
sirable that  in  the  case  of  a  long  speech  such 
as  that  which  was  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  the  leader  of  the  government  when  Intro- 
ducing this  Bill,  a  copy  of  the  Bill  should  be 
also  at  the  time,  before  the  House.  It  would 
be  well  hereafter  that  members    of  the 
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House,  should  be  given  the  opportunity  of 
becoming  conversant  with  the  contents  of 
the  measures  Introduced,  when  the  speech 
explained  that  measure  on  its  introduction  is 
delivered.  Let  me  quote  .from  Sir  John 
Bourinot : 

It  is  usual  on  the  introduction  ot  a  Bill — on 
the  motion  for  leave — to  explain  clearly  and 
succinctly  its  main  provisions  ;  but  It  is  not 
the  practice  to  debate  It  at  length  at  that  stage, 
such  discussion  being  more  properly  and  con- 
veniently deferred  to  the  second  reading  when 
the  Bill  is  printed  and  the  House  in  a  position 
to  discuss  its  principle.  Sometimes,  however, 
a  short  discussion  may  arise  on  some  features 
of  the  Bill  on  the  motion  for  its  introduction, 
as  there  is  no  rule  to  prevent  a  debate. 

That  Is  quite  true,  but,  when  on  nn  Im- 
portant Bill,  such  as  that  creating  new  pro- 
vinces In  the  Northwest  Territories,  tbe  main 
speech  of  its  introducer  Is  made  on  the  mo- 
t'on  for  leave  to  introduce,  I  think  the  Bill 
itself  should  then  be  in  the  bands  of  hon. 
members,  so  that  they  might  be  seized  of 
its  contents  before  it  Is  Introduced. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  So  far  as  my 
information  goes,  and  I  think  it  is  accurate, 
this  is  not  tbe  English  practice. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
English  practice  is. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  In  this  coun- 
try we  have  been  accustomed  to  explain 
Bills  on  their  second  reading,  but  In  Eng- 
land all  important  measures  are  fully  ex- 
posed and  explained  on  their  first  reading 
by  the  minister  In  charge. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  there 
'.s  much  difference  between  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  myself  regarding  the  prac- 
tice, but  tbe  question  is  whether  the  prac- 
tice is  carried  out,  and  the  only  difference 
between  us  is  as  to  the  practice  which  was 
pursued  in  this  case. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

NORTHWEST  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  BUI  (No.  28)  to 
Incorporate  the  Northwest  Telephone  Com- 
pany.—Mr.  Turriff. 

Mr.  BOLE.  The  point  I  desire  to  raise 
Is  whether  it  is  advisable  we  should  endorse 
the  principle  of  incorporating  more  tele- 
1-liones.  A  Bill  somewhat  similar  to  this 
was  introduced  in  the  Manitoba  Legislature 
a  few  weeks  ago  and  was  opposed  by  the 
council  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  in  this  House. 
They  opposed  it  chiefly  on  the  ground  that 
as  the  policy  of  taking  over  the  business  of 
telephone  companies  by  the  government  was 
In  the  air,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  incor- 
porate any  more  companies,  and  the  Bill 
was  sent  back  to  the  committee  in  order  that 
Mr.  WHITE. 


they  might  carefully  inquire  Into  the  whole 
question  of  having  telephone  business  con- 
ducted by  the  government.  When  the  Bill 
before  us  was  Introduced  into  this  House,  I 
regret  very  much  that  I  was  not  present  and 
therefore  unable  to  put  on  record  my  object- 
ion ;  and  I  deem  it  now  my  duty  to  reflect 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  city  of  Winni- 
peg, an  opinion  with  which  I  am  In  full 
sympathy  and  accord.  I  have  in  my  hands 
a  resolution  passed  by  the  city  council  of 
Winnipeg  on  B'ebruary  20,  last,  which  is  as 
follows  : 

That  as  this  council  have  a  reasonable  hope 
that  the  telephone  system  may  in  the  near 
future  be  under  government  control,  they  would, 
look  with  disfavour  on  the  granting  of  any  new 
telephone  charters  as  complicating  the  situation, 
and  hereby  instruct  our  solicitors  to  oppose 
any  such  legislation  now  contemplated  at  Ot- 
tawa. 

With  the  spirit  of  that  resolution  I  am 
fully  in  harmony.  A  telephone  business, 
being  essentially  a  monopoly  and  an  im- 
portant public  utility,  It  is  dangerous  to  have 
it  in  the  hands  of  a  private  corporation.  A 
great  many  cities  throughout  the  United 
States,  and  I  think  In  Canada  also,  have 
made  thorough  inquiries  into  this  subject. 
The  city  of  San  Francisco  had  an  application 
before  it  for  a  charter  for  a  local  exchange, 
but  representations  were  made  to  the  council 
that  the  telepbone  business  was  essentially 
a  monopoly,  and  therefore  no  new  telephone 
company  should  be  chartered  and  the  appli- 
cation was  not  granted.  Instead,  the  city  of 
San  Francisco  appointed  a  commission  to 
irqulre  into  the  whole  subject,  and  the  com- 
mission reported.  This  is  the  last  clause 
of  its  report,  as  published  in  tbe  bulletin  of 
the  League  of  American  Municipalities  in 
November,  1904  : 

Inasmuch  as  a  telephone  was  essentially  a 
monopoly,  that  it  would  simply  Increase  the 
burden  on  the  citizens  when  they  Increased  the 
number  of  telephone  companies.  There  Is  no- 
other  public  utility  with  which  we  come  in  con- 
tact where  there  are  so  many  objections  to  com- 
petition. 

That  is  the  mandate  of  a  commission 
which  has  made  extensive  Inquiries,  which 
visited  all  the  important  cities  on  the  Pacific 
coast  and  examined  Into  the  conditions. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman tell  us  exactly  what  commission 
that  was,  I  did  not  quite  hear  him. 

Mr.  BOLE.  A  commission  was  appointed 
by  the  city  of  San  Francisco  to  Inquire  Into- 
tbe  whole  question  of  the  telephone  busi- 
ness. An  application  was  made  by  certain 
promoters  to  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for 
permission  to  construct  and  operate  a  rival 
telepbone  business  in  San  Francisco.  Re- 
presentations were  made  to  the  city  council 
that  to  multiply  telephone  lines  would  be 
a  nuisance,  and  the  city  council  therefore 
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appointed  a  commission  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  question  and  they  have  reported  as 
I  stated  that  the  rival  telepbon'e  company 
is  a  nuisance  and  recommend  that  the  re- 
quest of  the  promoters  should  not  be 
granted. 

Now  with  respect  to  rates,  it  is  very  true 
that  nearly  all  independent  companies  start 
out  with  low  rates;  that  is  the  experience 
throughout  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
but  the  same  authority  that  I  have  Just 
quoted  states  that  the  editor  has  made  ex- 
tensive inquiries  into  the  whole  subject,  and 
I  shall  read  his  observation  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  rates.  He  said  : — 

During  the  past  decade  hundreds  of  Indepen- 
dent telephone  companies  have  been  started  in 
all  parts  of  the  country  and  although  their 
rates  are  much  lover  than  those  charged  by  the 
Bell  companies  the  competition  does  not  usually 
result  In  any  saving  to  the  telephone  users 
generally.  The  Bell  companies  have  almost  in- 
variably refused  to  meet  the  cut  rates  of  their 
new  competitors  for  the  very  good  reason,  per- 
haps, that  while  they  may  temporarily  suffer  a 
falling  off  in  patronage,  they  soon  recover  and 
finally  increase  the  number  of  their  subscribers 
In  the  face  of  the  competition.  In  the  various 
cities  of  all  sizes  and  conditions,  where  we 
have  investigated  the  subject  of  telephone  com- 
petition,'we  And  the  Bell  companies  have  been 
able  to  maintain  their  rates,  and  at  the  same 
time  greatly  increase  the  number  of  their 
subscribers.  This  fact  must  be  taken  as  evi- 
dence that  the  Bell  service  is  considered  by 
telephone  users  to  be  worth  the  price  asked 
for  it.  The  fact  Is  that  Id  every  city  where 
there  are  two  telephone  companies  in  operation 
the  business  and  professional  men  find  it  neces- 
sary to  have  the  service  of  both  companies, 
and  where  the  Bell  rates  are  not  reduced  by 
the  competition  these  users  have  forced  upon 
them  an  additional  expense  for  telephone  ser- 
vice. 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  that  while  the 
rates  are  invariably  lower  when  they  start 
because  of  their  short  connections  and  be- 
cause the  new  company  Is  first  connected 
with  business  houses,  still  It  appears  to  be 
the  result  of  the  subsequent  extension  of 
their  lines  that  the  cost  of  operation  Is  In- 
creased proportionately  beyond  their  Income. 
Nearly  all  companies,  as  nearly  as  I  can 
learn  have  got  Into  difficulties ;  there  are 
some  companies  that  have  succeeded  in 
Canada  and  some  in  the  United  States,  but 
I  find  that  the  almost  invariable  rule  is  that 
competing  companies  have  failed  and  gone 
Into  Insolvency.  I  might  also  quote  another 
extract  from  the  same  authority.  They  say  : 

In  practically  every  city  where  we  have  In- 
vestigated the  financial  history  and  status  of 
Independent  telephone  companies,  we  find  the 
receipts  have  been  Inadequate  to  cover  the 
charges  against  the  business,  and  this  general 
condition  may  safely  be  attributed  to  the  low 
rates  at  which  the  independent  companies  un- 
dertake to  furnish  service. 

I  am  not  here  as  the  special  advocate  of 
the  Bell  Telephone  Company.   On  the  con-1 


trary  I  believe  that  the  Bell  Telephone 
Company  have  by  nature  a  monopoly  and 
I  believe  that  a  monopoly  of  an  Important 
public  utility  should  not  be  in  the  hands 
of  any  private  corporation,  and  I  think 
therefore  that  we  could  verj  properly  con- 
sider at  this  time  the  policy  of  having  the 
telephone  business  conducted  by  the  gov- 
ernment. As  time  goes  on  these  applica- 
tions for  telephone  charters  will  Increase  in 
number  and  as  they  Increase  they  will  be- 
come a  nuisance  to  telephone  users.  It  is 
well  known  to  every  person  who  has  lived 
in  a  city  where  there  is  a  duplicate  tele- 
phone service  that  business  men  are  obliged 
to  put  In  two  sets,  and  the  result  is  that 
while  the  introduction  of  a  new  company 
may  reduce  the  rates,  at  the  same  time  at 
the  end  of  the  year  it  is  found  that  the 
citizens  are  paying  more  for  telephone  rates 
than  before.  I  therefore  feel  it  Is  my  duty 
to  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  must  ask  you  not  to  rise 
and  report  progress  now.  This  Bill  has 
been  through  the  Railway  Committee  and 
has  passed  there  with  some  stringent 
amendments.  Every  precaution  has  been 
taken  to  make  the  Bill  a  satisfactory  one 
in  every  respect,  and  I  do  not  see  any  rea- 
son why  this  House  should  throw  the  Bill 
out  at  this  stage  simply  because  the  mem- 
ber for  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Bole)  asks  to  have 
it  done.  Under  clause  19  of  the  present 
BUI  the  city  of  Winnipeg  does  not  need  to 
use  this  telephone  company's  service  If  they 
do  not  want  to.  Provision  is  made  that 
the  company  cannot  exercise  rights  In  any 
municipality  whatever  without  the  consent 
of  that  municipality,  except  for  the  purpose 
of  running  one  through  line  through  the 
municipality.  Because  the  city  of  Winni- 
peg may  be  acting  in  the  interests  of  the 
Bell  Telephone  Company,,  and  no  one  can 
object  to  their  doing  so,  to  my  mind  that 
is  not  a  reason  why  all  the  other  portions 
of  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  Territories 
and  that  portion  of  Ontario  to  the  east  of 
Winnipeg  down  to  the  great  lakes,  should 
be  left  without  competition  if  they  desire 
competition.  The  Bill  has  been  carefully 
considered  in  committee,  several  amend- 
ments have  been  added  and  In  fact  every- 
thing has  been  done  to  make  It  as  wide  as 
possible  ;  there  is  nothing  whatever  in  the 
way  of  monopoly.  It  was  provided  in  the 
Bill  that  any  other  telephone  company  or 
any  Individual  having  a  private  system  could 
connect  wires  with  the  wires  of  this  com- 
pany when  established,  so  there  Is  no  rea- 
son whatever  for  throwing  out  the  Bill  at 
the  request  of  the  hon.  member  for  Winni- 
peg (Mr.  Bolel. 

Mr.  D.  ROSS.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Winnipeg  whether  he  can  give  the 
committee  any  information  as  to  the  time 
when  the  provincial  government  of  Manl- 
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toba  is  going  to  adopt  the  policy  of  govern- 
ment ownership  of  telephone  lines  ? 

Mr.  BOLE.  I  •  did  not  state  that  the 
provincial  government  of  Manitoba  were 
going  to  adopt  that  policy.  I  think  that 
the  government  which  should  adopt  that 
policy  is  the  Dominion  government. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Might  I  ask  the  Introducer 
of  the  Bill  if  the  important  changes  that 
were  made  In  the  Railway  Committee  have 
been  printed. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Yes,  and  the  printed  Bill 
has  been  distributed ;  you  will  probably 
And  tt  tacked  inside  the  original  Bill. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  does  not  seem  to  me 
that  the  member  for  Winnipeg  has  given 
sufficient  reasons  as  to  why  the  committee 
should  rise  and  report  progress.  His  object 
seems  to  be  to  have  the  government  take 
hold  of  the  matter  and,  as  far  at  least  as 
the  trunk  line  service  is  concerned,  perform 
that  service.  If  his  purpose  In  moving 
that  the  committee  rise  is  to  bring  that 
r.bout,  it  would  seem  that  we  ought  to  have 
fome  expression  from  the  government  as 
to  whether  they  feel  favourable  to  that ; 
otherwise  we  may,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  last  spoken  <Mr.  Turriff)  has  sug- 
gested, be  depriving  large  portions  of  the 
country  of  the  benefit  of  a  competitive  tel- 
ephone system,  and  at  the  same  time  not 
be  advancing  the  cause  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  at  heart.  So  far  as  my  Infor- 
mation goes,  I  should  be  disposed  to  ques- 
tion the  reliability  of  the  report  made  by  a 
commission  in  San  Francisco  as  interpreted 
by  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  ought  to  be 
presumed  that  they  would  know  what 
they  are  reporting  about ;  but  so  far  as  my 
Information  goes,  it  is  not  true  that  all  or 
ft  majority  of  the  independent  telephone 
companies  in  the  United  States  of  America, 
have  been  financial  failures.  I  think  it  is 
true  that  within  the  last  eight  or  ten  years 
independent  telephone  service  in  the  United 
States  pf  America,  commencing  at  zero 
point,  is  at  present  in  a  greater  condition 
of  development  and  has  more  phones  than 
the  Bell  Telephone  system  of  the  United 
States  of  America— at  least  if  they  have  not 
more,  they  have  about  an  equal  number,  and 
are  operating  them  to-day  in  every  part  vt 
the  United  States  of  America.  One  great 
difficulty  that  an  independent  telephone  com- 
pany has  to  meet  In  its  Inception  is  that  it 
does  not  possess  any  trunk  lines,  and  con- 
sequently long  distance  service  is  made  very 
difficult,  and  that  is  an  element  which  has  to 
be  taken  into  consideration.  But  this  Bill,  ho 
tar  as  it  can  do  so,  If  I  understand  It,  pro- 
vides that  a  monopoly  shall  not  be  had  in 
long  distance  work,  that  there  shall  be  the 
same  interchange  of  message  service  be- 
tween the  different  lines  as  there  is  now 
for  instance  amongst  railways,  that  running 
rights  so  to  speak  can  be  given  under  a  rea- 
Mr.  D.  ROSS. 


sonable  toll  whereby  a  new  company  can 
have  services  of  the  trunk  line  system 
by  paying  therefor  according  to  reason- 
able rates.  I  do  not  like  to  admit  the  as- 
sumption that  rivalry  and  competition  tend 
to  increase  prices.  It  seems  to  me  that 
rivalry  and  competition  tend  Inevitably  to  re- 
duce prices,  and  that  therefore  it  is  not  more 
costly  to  the  people  who  are  users  than  if 
it  were  one  monopoly.  It  seems  to  me 
there  have  not  been  very  strong  reasons 
given  why  we  should  defer  the  work  of  the 
committee  on  this  Bill.  Of  course  if  the 
companies  who  are  interested  state  that 
they  would  look  with  favour  upon  providing 
a  general  trunk  system,  or  taking  the  whole 
question  under  government  charge  in  this 
country,  that  would  be  a  sufficient  reason, 
and  for  my  part  I  should  be  willing  to  vote 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  made  the  motion  ; 
otherwise  I  do  not  see  that  sufficient  reasons 
have  been  given. 

Motion  negatived. 

On  section  1,— incorporation— corporate 
name. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  This  is  amend- 
ed by  providing  that  the  corporate  name  of 
the  company  shall  be,  '  The  Northwest  Tel- 
ephone and  Telegraph  Company .'  The  cor- 
porate name  now  is,  'The  Northwest  Tel- 
ephone Company.'  That  amendment  was 
made  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  copy  I  have  Is 
marked,  '  Reprinted  as  amended  and  re- 
ported by  the  Railway  Committee,'  and 
the  name  of  the  company  as  set  out  in 
the  first  clause  is  the  Northwest  Telephone 
Company. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  may  explain  that.  The 
title  of  the  Bill  is  an  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Northwest  Telephone  Company,  and 
that  will  be  changed  before  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  This  is  a  necessary  change 
to  conform  with  that. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Why  should  that 
be  changed  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  It  is  understood  that  it  is 
to  be  changed.  It  refers  to  telegraphs  as 
well  as  to  telephones.  There  will  be  an 
amendment  made  to  change  it  when  the 
proper  time  comes  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  I/.  BORDBN.  It  gives  the  power 
of  operating  telegraphs  as  well  as  tele- 
phones ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Yes. 

On  section  10. — business  of  company. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Where  does  the  provision 
for  the  assent  of  the  municipality  come  in  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.   In  clause  19. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  is  intended 
by  the  expression  '  provincial  and  muni- 
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cipal  franchises '  ?  It  seems  to  be  rather  an 
unusual  form  of  words. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  It  Is  provided  In  the  Bill 
that  they  cannot  operate  In  any  municipali- 
ty without  first  acquiring  the  franchise  from 
that  municipality  in  order  to  do  business,  and 
it  is  provided  by  this  section  that  they  can- 
not acquire  a  municipal  franchise  and  dis- 
pose of  the  franchise.  They  cannot  sell  that 
franchise. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  word  'fran- 
chise' is  a  very  inappropriate  word  to  ex- 
press that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
just  stated.  The  word  has  a  certain  signifi- 
cation in  the  law,  and  it  will  be  so  interpreted 
in  this  Bill,  but  the  court  interpreting  the 
Bill  would  be  forced  to  discard  that  inter- 
pretation and  seek  for  something  else.  I 
hardly  understand  why  the  expression 
should  be  used,  why  it  should  have  occurred 
to  any  one  to  use  words  of  that  character 
with  an  intention  of  that  kind.  '  Acquire 
and  use  provincial  and  municipal  franchises' 
— what  this  expression  means,  as  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  gentleman,  is  to  acquire  per- 
mission from  provinces  or  municipalities  to 
construct  and  operate  telephone  lines  with- 
in their  boundaries.  If  that  is  what  is  in- 
tended, I  would,  in  the  first  place,  have 
thought  that  it  was  absolutely  unnecessary 
to  make  a  provision  of  that  sort,  but  if  it  is 
desired  to  do  so,  it  would  be  very  much 
better  to  say  so  instead  of  using  a  form  of 
words  which  has  a  very  much  wider  signi- 
fication. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  What  does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  suggest  ?  It  might 
be  acceptable  to  the  promoter  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  not  thought 
very  much  about  that  My  mind  has  been 
more  directed  towards  the  criticism  of  the 
words  which  are  there  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Cannot  that  franchise  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  be  given 
to  the  company  under  this  wording  1 

Mr.  R.  I,.  BORDEN.  It  is  not  a  fran- 
chise at  all. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  That  very  question  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  brings  up  was  discussed 
very  fully  in  the  committee,  and  it  was  felt 
that  these  words  practically  meant  that  all 
rights  given  by  a  municipality  to  the  com- 
*  pany  would  be  considered  to  be  a  franchise. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Any  one  who  is 
familiar  with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  will  remember  that  In  a 
case  decided  six  or  seven  years  ago  the  late 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  gave  a 
very  full  definition  of  what  the  word  '  fran- 
chise' means  at  common  law.  The  mean- 
ing, as  defined  by  him,  at  common  law — 
and  it  cannot  be  the  meaning  given  to  it 
here  to-day — is  entirely  inappropriate  to  the 
Intention  which  has  been  suggested  by  the 


hon.  gentleman  who  is  moving  this  Bill, 
and  I  would  suggest  some  form  of  expres- 
sion like  this — 'acquire  and  use  any  privi- 
lege granted  by  any  provincial  or  muni- 
cipal authority.' 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  From  the  municipali- 
ty, the  province  or  from  individuals  who 
might  hold  such  privilege  from  them. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  speaking  with- 
out much  consideration  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  but  I  would  suggest  'acquire  and 
use  any  privilege  granted  to  the  company 
by  any  provincial  or  municipal  authority.' 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  To  this  particular  com- 
pany ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Yes,  that  is  what  I 
mean. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  If  my  hon.  friend  takes  ex- 
ception to  this  wording,  I  would  suggest 
that  the  rest  of  the  Bill  be  gone  over,  that 
we  then  rise  and  that  we  take  it  up  In  com- 
mittee again. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Section  10 
stands. 

On  section  11, — amalgamation  and  pool- 
ing prohibited. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  This  is  the  same  provision 
that  was  put  in  a  Bill  last  year,  except  that 
this  is  made  general.  The  Bill  last  year 
was  confined  to  the  Bell  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  think  this  is  ail 
right. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  It  is  simply  to  prevent 
nmalgamation  under  another  name. 

On  section  12, — sale  to  or  acquisition  of 
similar  company  prohibited. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  suggest 
that  this  section  might  be  made  a  little 
more  comprehensive.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man have  any  objection  to  inserting  after 
the  word  'its,'  where  it  occurs  the  second 
time  in  the  second  line  of  this  section,  the 
further  words  '  rights,  powers,  privileges '  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  There  is  no  objection  to 
that. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  That  would  make  it 
conform  with  the  other  sections. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  moved  : 

That  the  section  be  amended  by  inserting  the 
words  '  rights,  powers,  privileges  •  in  the 
second  line  of  section  12  after  the  word  '  its.' 

Section,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  13,— "agreements  with  other 
companies  ;  rates  and  charges  ;  Governor 
in  Council  may  order  inquiry  by  a  judge. 
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Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Subsection  2  raises 
rather  an  interesting  question,  one  to  which 
I  have  not  given  very  much  consideration, 
but  I  would  like  to  know  whether  it  has 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  govern- 
ment. That  Is :  Whether  or  not  It  is  desir- 
able to  retain  under  control  of  the  Governor 
in  Council  the  revision  of  telephone  rates, 
or  whether  It  would  not  be  better  to  give  that 
control  to  some  independent  body.  We  have 
the  Railway  Commission  constituted  at  great 
cost  to  control  rates  on  railways,  and  no  rea- 
son occurs  to  me  at  present  why  the  gam<> 
body  should  not  control  telephone  rates.  Has 
this  matter  been  considered  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  if  so  with  what  result? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  The  clause  In  this  Bill  is 
the  usual  clause.  If  hereafter  it  is  the  policy 
of  the  government  to  transfer  to  the  Rail- 
way Commission  the  power  to  control  these 
rates,  of  course  this  company  would  be 
brought  under  that  provision  of  the  General 
Act.  This  Bill  ought  to  be  considered  apart 
altogether  from  any  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment in  the  matter. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  When  the  Bill  for 
the  establishment  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion was  before  the  House,  very  cogent  rea- 
sons were  given  by  the  then  Minister  of 
Railways  why  a  commission  composed  of 
men  specially  qualified  who  would  give  their 
whole  time  to  the  matter,  could  deal  more 
effectually  and  thoroughly  with  questions 
of  this  kind  than  could  members  of  the  ad- 
ministration. Parliament  coincided  with 
these  reasons  which  are  equally  cogent  In 
regard  to  telephone  matters.  This  is  a  sub- 
ject which  ought  to  engage  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  government. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Did  we  give 
the  Railway  Commission  power  over  tele- 
graph rates  ? 

Mr.  R.  It.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  the 
power  was  conferred  on  the  Railway  Com- 
mission, but  I  do  not  see  any  particular  rea- 
son why  it  should  not  be.  We  all  know  that 
members  of  an  administration  have  a  great 
deal  of  their  time  occupied  with' their  politi- 
cal duties,  and  they  cannot  be  expected  to  so 
thoroughly  deal  with  matters  of  this  kin*] 
as  would  an  independent  tribunal.  We 
know  also  that  Immediately  upon  the  insti- 
tution of  the  Railway  Commission  mnttars 
which  would  never  have  come  before  the 
railway  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  were 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Railway  Coin- 
mission  and  have  been  dealt  with.  It  bus 
been  suggested  by  the  member  for  Winnipeg 
(Mr.  Bole)  that  a  telephone  in  order  to  be 
effective  must  essentially  be  a  monopoly.  1 
am  not  saying  whether  the  statement  Is  cor- 
rect or  not,  but  assuming  that  it  is  correct, 
it  necessarily  follows  that  you  must  either 
have  the  telephone  as  a  government  Insti- 
tution, or  you  must  have  It  as  a  monoply  in 
the  hands  of  a  private  corporation  or  pri- 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


vate  corporations  under  the  most  effective 
control  that  can  possibly  be  devised,  so  far 
as  rates  and  operations  are  concerned.  It 
is  Important  that  the  government  should 
take  this  Into  consideration  at  the  earliest 
possible  date. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  do  not  think  there  can 
be  any  two  opinions  on  the  main  question 
which  the  hon.  member  has  brought  up.  Of 
course  that  would  have  to  be  brought  about 
by  a  general  amendment  to  the  Railway 
Act,  and  not  in  connection  with  this  private 
Bill. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  suggest- 
ing that  we  should  make  any  change  hero, 
but  I  avail  of  this  as  a  convenient  time  to 
press  on  the  government  the  advisability,  if 
not  the  absolute  necessity,  of  having  the  con- 
trol of  these  rates  placed  In  the  hands  of  an 
Independent  commission. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Intention  of  subsection 
2  was  that  the  municipalities  should  hare 
the  right  to  apply  for  a  revision  of  rates,  but 
I  do  not  think  that  Is  quite  clear  by  the  lan- 
guage of  the  section.  If  it  is  not  clear  it 
should  be  made  clear. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  That  was  the  intention  of 
the  clause— can  you  suggest  a  better  word- 
ing? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  suggest 
that  it  should  read  : 

'  May  from  time  to  time  apply  for  such  revi- 
sion and  be  heard  upon  the  application  therefor.' 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Very  well,  we  will  make 
that  amendment 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  Is  nothing  In  this 
Bill  to  empower  the  government  to  expro- 
priate this  property  at  any  time.  Of  course 
the  government  could  exercise  the  right  of 
eminent  domain,  bat  notwithstanding  that 
there  Is  the  same  power  in  England  they  In- 
sert in  these  Acts  a  clause  giving  notice  to 
the  stockholders  that  the  government  may 
at  some  future  time  expropriate  the  prop- 
erty and  fix  the  terms  of  expropriation. 
There  should  be  some  similar  provision  to 
these  acts  Just  as  we  have  in  the  Grand 
Trunk  Act. 

On  section  17,— borrowing  powers. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  it  usual  to  grant 
these  powers  in  this  absolutely  unlimited 
form  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  these 
are  the  exact  words  of  an  Act  passed  last 
session  of  exactly  the  same  character. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  hon.  gentleman  for- 
gets that  a  Railway  Act  has  been  passed 
in  the  meantime,  and  that  sections  192, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2067 


MARCH  6.  1905 


2058 


193  and  194  of  that  Act  do  not  apply  to  this 
at  all. 

Mr.  GAT.TJHER.  In  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee I  took  occasion  to  object  to  this 
clause  being  allowed  not  only  in  this  Bill, 
but  in  any  Bill  of  this  nature.  While  it 
was  suggested  there  that  the  lenders  of 
money  would  no  doubt  look  after  them- 
selves with  regard  to  the  security— and  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  to  leave  that  mat- 
ter to  them— what  I  am  concerned  for,  and 
what  I  think  we  ought  all  to  be  concerned 
for,  is  the  interests  of  the  minority  share- 
holders. The  unlimited  borrowing  powers 
given  to  companies  often  leave  them  free 
to  borrow  more  than  they  require  to  carry 
on  business  on  a  sound  commercial  basis, 
and  that  has  been  the  rock  on  which  many 
companies  have  gone  to  pieces.  I  think 
the  borrowing  powers  of  companies  of  this 
kind  should  be  limited.  For  instance,  it  Is 
provided  here  that  two-thirds  in  value  of  the 
subscribed  stock,  which  may  be  held  by 
one  or  two  men,  may  pass  a  by-law  enabling 
the  company  to  borrow  to  any  amount  It 
sees  fit  The  holders  of  the  other  one-third 
of  the  subscribed  stock  may  object,  but  they 
are  powerless. 

Mr.  BBLCOUBT.  This  section,  I  under- 
stand, is  in  the  exact  words  of  the  section 
In  the  General  Companies*  Act,  of  1902.  It 
may  be  desirable  to  limit  the  borrowing 
powers  of  a  company  of  this  kind,  but  I 
cannot  see  how  it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  some  of  the 
English  statutes  the  borrowing  powers  of 
the  company  are  limited  by  the  amount  of 
the  paid  up  capital.  The  difference  be- 
tween this  company  and  the  companies  in- 
corporated under  the  General  Companies' 
Act  is  that  this  company  is  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  a  public  work,  while  the 
other  companies  are  not  Invested  with  the 
same  privileges,  but  are  formed  for  or- 
dinary commercial  purposes,  and  parliament 
may  not  be  specially  concerned  in  regard 
to  their  borrowing  powers.  This  company 
is  in  the  same  category  as  a  railway  com- 
pany, and  every  argument  which  goes  to 
restrict  the  borrowing  powers  of  a  railway 
company  applies  with  equal  force  to 
this  company.  I  think  these  borrow- 
ing powers  should  be  limited,  other- 
wise, you  may  have  an  enormous  capital- 
ization by  means  of  bonds,  and  that  may 
be  given  as  a  reason  why  the  rates  to  be 
paid  by  the  public  should  be  kept  up  to  an 
undue  figure. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  Under  the  Joint  Stock 
Companies'  Act  of  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick  the  power  of  borrowing  is  lim- 
ited to  75  per  cent  of  the  stock  actually 
paid  up.  That  is  the  rule  generally  applied 
to  incorporated  companies,  and  there  is  no 
difficulty  there.  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
an  unlimited  power  to  borrow  is  not  a 


desirable  power  to  give  to  a  company  of 
this  class. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Possibly  we  might 
limit  the  borrowing  power  to  two- 
thirds  of  the  assets  of  the  company  ;  but  it' 
is  difficult  to  determine  what  are  the  assets 
of  a  company.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  that  in  a  case  of  this 
kind  there  ought  to  be  a  limit  to  the  bor- 
rowing power,  but  I  cannot  think  of  any 
way  in  which  it  could  be  fixed.  The  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Stockton)  would  hardly  do  in  this  in- 
stance, because  the  company  might  have,  say 
$100,000  paid  up  capital  and  yet  have  assets 
of  many  millions.  It  might  have  very  large 
assets  outside  of  its  paid  up  capital,  and  it 
would  be  an  injustice  to  the  company  to 
limit  it  to  only  75  per  cent  of  its  paid  up 
capital.  If  you  made  it  say  two  thirds  of 
its  assets,  then  it  would  be  probably  within 
the  mark. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  How  would  you  de- 
termine the  assets  ? 

Mr.  BEIiCOURT.  There  is  the  difficulty, 
I  quite  agree. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  think  this  should 
stand  so  that  we  may  consider  it  a  little. 

Section  18  allowed  to  stand. 

On  section  19— approval  by  municipality 
before  exercise  of  right ;  exclusive  long  dis- 
tance line ;  interpretation  of  long  distance 
line  and  arbitration  of  disputes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  it  intended  by 
the  second  section  that  the  location  of  the 
line  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
municipal  council  or  such  officers  as  it  may 
appoint  ?  If  so,  this  is  pretty  awkwardly 
expressed. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  This  whole  section  is  one 
which  appeared  in  several  Bills  last  session 
and  the  session  before.  It  was  drawn  up 
after  consultation  with  the  municipal  bodies 
and  they  all  agreed  to  it  as  it  was  worded. 
We  have  put  it  in  exactly  as  it  Is  worded 
in  these  other  Bills. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Why  not  put  it  In  a» 
It  was  worded  In  the  Railway  Act  ?  You 
have  eliminated  from  your  Bill  clauses  192 
and  193  of  the  Railway  Act,  thinking  that 
they  applied  only  to  railway  companies,  but 
you  have  Included  clauses  194  and  195  of 
the  same  Act. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  did  not  look  Into  this 
matter  carefully  but  was  satisfied  that  thi» 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  municipalities, 
as  it  was  drafted  after  consultation  with 
them  and  was  approved  by  them.  And  as 
it  is  entirely  in  their  protection  and  they 
were  satisfied,  I  saw  no  objection  to  It 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  words  'general  by-laws  and 
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regulations.'  In  some  municipalities  there 
are  special  by-laws,  applicable  to  particular 
subjects,  and  this  clause  would  prevent 
these  special  by-laws  being  applicable  to 
these  companies.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
word  '  general  •  should  be  struck  out  where- 
ver It  appears  In  this  section. 

Section  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  One  of  them  provides 
a  method  of  settling  disputes  by  the  Board 
of  Commissioners.  You  make  that  clause 
applicable  and  at  the  same  time  you  have 
a  special  clause  providing  arbitration  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  these  disputes.  We 
should  have  it  clearly  distinguished  what 
subjects  the  board  has  control  of  and  what 
matters  come  under  the  arbitration  clause. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  difficulty  is 
that  three  different  tribunals  are  provided 
for  the  decision  of  certain  disputes  in  con- 
nection with  this  company.  In  the  first 
place,  so  far  as  rates  are  concerned,  the 
Governor  in  Council  has  power  ;  under  sub- 
section 4,  as  concerns  all  matters  in  dispute 
relating  to  long  distance  lines  they  are  to 
be  determined  by  arbitration  ;  then,  under 
section  20  you  make  sections  194  and  195 
of  the  Railway  Act  apply,  and  under  that 
you  have  a  third  tribunal. 

Mr.  HYMAN.   What  do  you  suggest? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  I  said  a  mo- 
ment ago,  that  there  should  be  a  reference 
of  all  these  matters  to  one  tribunal,  the  Rail- 
way Commission.  In  that  way  you  would 
avoid  a  great  deal  of  confusion  that  must 
necessarily  arise  under  this  statute. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  have  admitted  the 
principle,  of  course,  by  section  194  and  195. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Of  course  this  Bill  was 
drawn  up  without  the  whole  matter  being 
In  the. hands  of  the  commission,  and  there- 
fore the  committee  I  presume,  had  to  make 
the  best  of  it  as  the  case  stood.  In  the 
flrst  place  they  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  municipal  authorities ;  this 
Is  a  special  clause  that  they  desired,  and  I 
do  not  know  whether  even  if  the  matter 
was  left  under  the  control  of  the  commis- 
sioners that  the  municipal  authorities  would 
be  satisfied.  This  Is  a  special  provision 
made  at  their  request  and  we  are  meetiag 
their  views. 


Mr.  HAGGART. 
views  ? 


Have  you  met  their 


Mr.  HYMAN.  We  have,  so  far  as  section 
19  is  concerned.  That  is  word  for  word 
and  in  exact  accordance  with  the  agree- 
ment. They  appeared  before  the  committee 
and  made  known  their  wishes  In  another 
case  and  we  have  met  their  views.  They 
wished  to  have  it  In  this  way  and  the  com- 
mittee acceded  to  their  request.  We  had 
Mr.  BELCOTJRT. 


considerable  discussion  with  these  gentle- 
men. 

Mr.  R.  Tj,  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man, with  all  deference  to  him,  is  confusing 
two  things.  We  are  not  suggesting  that 
any  restriction  placed  by  this  Act  upon  the 
powers  of  the  company  shall  .be  taken  away 
we  are  not  suggesting  that  any  power  of 
location  conferred  upon  a  municipal  council 
shall  be  taken  away.  We  are  pointing  out 
that  you  have  under  this  Bill  three  different 
tribunals  which  are  to  adjudicate  upon  any 
case  where  the  municipal  council  itself  is 
not  the  final  Judge  to  determine  the  matter. 
The  municipal  council  Is  given  the  power 
to  itself  determine  matters  as  to  which  it 
has  a  certain  Interest,  but  apart  from  that 
there  are  other  matters  as  to  which  It  has 
no  such  power.  These  fall  under  this  statute 
within  the  purview  of  three  different  tri- 
bunals, the  Governor  In  Council,  the  arbitra- 
tion provided  under  subsection  4  of  clause 
19  and  the  Board  of  Railway  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  There  is  no  question  about 
that. 

Mr.  R.  I,.  BORDEN.  And.  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart)  has 
pointed  out,  not  one  of  us  would  be  able  to 
say  without  a  great  deal  of  consideration  at 
least— and  courts  might  differ  about  it— 
whether  subsection  4  or  section  195  of  the 
Railway  Act  should  apply,  and  which  should 
be  the  proper  tribunal  to  go  to  flrst. 

Mr.  HYMAN.    What  Is  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  not  think  you 
might  take  this  into  consideration  with  the 
other  two  sections? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  have  no  objection  to  this 
clause  standing,  but  I  would  again  say  that 
in  dealing  with  this  we  were  dealing  with- 
out any  reference  to  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion and  dealt  with  It  in  the  light  of  the 
law  as  it  stood.  I  presume  when  the  broad 
question  comes  up  that  all  these  matters 
will  be  decided,  and  possibly  that  clause  19 
will  become  part  of  the  general  law.  But 
In  the  meantime  It  is  not  part  of  the  general 
law,  and  this  is  special  legislation  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  municipalities. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Get  a  hustle  on  your  gov- 
ernment and  decide  it. 

Mr.  HYMAN.   We  have  plenty  to  do  Just 
now. 

Mr.  BEL/COURT.  The  object  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  in  view  seems  to  me  to  be 
met  by  having  half  a  dozen  different  Juris- 
dictions ;  the  company  can  surely  not  escape 
its  duty  with  all  these  tribunals. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  question  Is  whe- 
ther you  have  given  it  distinctly  to  any  tri- 
bunal. 
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Mr.  BELCOURT.  As  far  as  section  20 
is  concerned,  it  does  not  seem  doubtful  to 
me.  We  have  incorporated  in  the  charter 
of  this  company  sections  194  and  195  of  the 
Railway  Act.  Section  194  gives  jurisdiction 
to  the  Railway  Commission  to  determine 
the  manner  in  which  the  company  will  erect 
its  system.  Then  we  have  Incorporated  the 
provision  of  the  Telephone  Company's  Act 
which  determines  the  manner  in  which  the 
line  shall  be  built,  the  height  of  poles,  wiring 
and  manner  of  stringing  wires,  ftc. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Suppose  there  Is  a  dis- 
pute as  to  which  has  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  seems  to  me  that 
section  104  of  the  Railway  Act  would  io- 
ply.  ! 

Mr.  HYMAN.   As  against  section  19. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  think  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  doubt  about  that  with 
all  deference  to  my  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Mr.  Belcourt). 

Mr.  BEL/COURT.  I  am  discussing  sec- 
tion 19. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Section  19  deals  es- 
pecially with  location  and  provides  for  a- set- 
tlement by  arbitration.  The  question  dealt 
with  by  section  19  is  to  be  determined  under 
section  19  ;  but  under  the  provisions  or  sec- 
tion 20,  another  tribunal  Is  created,  and  I 
would  not  like  to  say  off-hand,  nor  would 
my  hon.  and  learned  friend.  Just  what  you 
can  determine  under  section  19  and  under 
section  20. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  can  quite  see  tbe 
difficulty;  subsection  4  of  section  19  creates 
an  arbitration  whereas  section  20  brings  it 
under  the  Railway  Act. 

Mr.  HAGGART.   That  is  the  trouble. 

.  Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  see  the  conflict  and 
think  we  should  do  away  with  one  clause. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  When  the  Bill  was  be- 
fore the  committee  sections  194  and  195  of 
the  Railway  Act  were  made  applicable  at 
the  request  of  some  one,  I  think,  connected 
with  the  Railway  Department  who  was  In 
the  committee. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  That  only  refers  to  sec- 
tion 194. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Well,  it  was  covering 
tbe  crossing  by  telephone  lines  over  rail- 
way tracks. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  But  Includes  both  194 
and  195. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  No  objections  to  give  it 
to  either  tribunal. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Strike  out  subsection  4. 


Mr.  HYMAN.  No,  subsection  4  is  part  of 
the  agreement  with  municipal  authorities. 
It  would  break  faith  with  them.  I  move 
that  section  19  stand. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  section  24,— subsection  5, 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  I  notice  that  penalties 
ure  imposed  by  virtue  of  this  Act,  how  are 
we  going  to  carry  out  the  enforcement  of 
these  penalties  ?  There  is  nothing  in  this 
Act  providing  for  it. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  the  moral  influence 
they  will  exert. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  the  provinces 
there  is  usually  a  general  statute  provid- 
ing how  penalties  may  be  recovered  in  case 
no  other  provision  is  made.  I  am  not  aware 
that  we  have  any  such  general  statute  for 
the  Dominion  but  possibly  there  may  be  one; 
if  not,  the  question  which  has  been  put  to 
the  government  by  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Gal- 
liher)  is  a  very  pertinent  one. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  suggest  that  that  matter 
be  brought  up  again  when  the  Minister  of 
Justice  is  present,  and  we  will  further  con- 
sider the  Bill. 

Mr.  TURRIFF  moved  that  the  committee 
rise,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  progress  reported. 


SECOND  READINGS.  , 

Bill  {No.  86)  respecting  the  Ontario  and 
Minnesota  Power  Company,  Limited.— Mr. 
Campbell. 

Bill  (No.. 87)  to  incorporate  the  Interna- 
tional Terminal  and  Bridge  Company.— Mr. 
T.  G.  Johnston. 

Bill  (No.  88)  to  incorporate  the  Athabaska 
Northern  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Turriff. 

Bill  (No.  89)  respecting  Monterey  Electric 
and  Gas  Company,  Limited,  and  to  change 
its  name  to  '  Montcr-ey  Railway,  Light  and 
power  Company.— Mr.  Macdonell. 

Bill  (No.  91)  respecting  the  Tlmagami  Rail- 
way Company.— Mr.  McCool. 

Bill  (No.  92)  respecting  the  Ottawa  and 
New  York  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Belcourt. 

Bill  (No.  93)  respecting  the  Grand  Council 
o:'  the  Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association 
of  Canada.— Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes. 

Bill  (No.  94)  respecting  the  Brockvllle, 
Westport  and  Northwestern  Railway.— Mr. 
Derbyshire. 

Bill  (No.  95)  respecting  Gillies  Brothers, 
Limited.-'Mr.  A.  A.  Wright. 

Bill  (No.  96)  respecting  the  Montreal  and 
Southern  Counties  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Geoffrion. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2063 


COMMONS 


3064 


QUESTIONS. 
DREDGING  AT  PENETANGUISHENE. 

1.  Who  is  the  owner  or  owners  of  the  dredge 
which  in  the  summer  of  1904  performed  dredg- 
ing at  Penetanguishene  ? 

2.  If  a  company,  what  Is  the  name  of  the  com- 
pany t 

Hon.  OHAS.  HYMAN  (Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Work9).    Bowman  &  Company. 


ATLANTIC  AND  LAKE  SUPERIOR  SUBSIDY. 
Mr.  AM'BS— by  Mr.  Lancaster— asked  : 

1.  What  amount  has  been  paid  to  the  claim- 
ants against  the  Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior 
Railway  Company  since  July  1st,  1904,  on  ac- 
count of  subsidy  voted  In  1901  for  a  line  of  rail- 
way between  Caplin  and  Paspeblac  ? 

2.  Has  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals 
prepared  a  statement  showing  to  whom,  by 
whom,  on  what  date,  and  on  whose  recommend- 
ation, each  separate  payment  comprised  In  the 
total  amount  was  made  ? 

3.  Was  any  investigation  by  an  official  of  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  made  re- 
garding these  claims  prior  to  the  1st  August, 
1904  T  If  so,  by  whom,  and  on  what  authority 
was  the  said  investigation  made  t 

4.  Was  any  further  investigation  held  after 
August  1st,  1904  ?  If  so,  by  whom,  and  on  what 
authority  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals). 

1.  124,513.58. 

2.  No. 

3.  Yes>  by  Mr.  G.  A.  Mothersill,  a  com- 
missioner appointed  under  chapter  114  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada. 

4.  Yes,  by  the  Honourable  Justice  Lang- 
l'er,  a  commissioner  appointed  under  chap- 
ter 114,  of  the  Revised  Statutes  .of  Canada. 


WHARF  AT  GREECE'S  POINT. 
Mr.  PERLEY  asked: 

1.  What  was  the  total  cost  of  the  public  wharf 
at  Greece's  Point,  on  the  Carillon  canal  ? 

2.  How  many  boats  used  this  wharf,  and  what 
was  the  revenue  received  from  it  during  the 
last  year  ? 

8.  Who  is  In  charge  of  this  wharf,  and  how 
much  did  he  receive  for  his  services  during  last 
year  t 

4.  Was  he  paid  by  fees  or  by  salary  t 

Hon.  OHAS.  HYMAN  (Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Works). 

1.  $5,452.19. 

2.  The  Marine  Department  have  no  record 
of  the  exact  number  of  boats  which  used 
tbat  wharf.  The  gross  revenue  last  year 
(1003-4)  was  $60.93. 

3.  Telesphore  Ranger. 

4.  iFees,  being  a  commission  of  25  per 
rent  of  the  amount  collected. 

Mr.  TURRIFF. 


WHARF  AT  HULL. 
Mr.  PERLEY  asked : 

1.  What  was  the  total  cost  of  the  public  wharf 
at  Hull  T 

2.  How  many  boats  used  this  wharf,  and  what 
was  the  revenue  received  from  It  during  last 
year  t 

3.  Who  is  in  charge  of  this  wharf,  and  how 
much  did  he  receive  for  his  services  during  last 
year  t 

4.  Was  he  paid  by  fees  or  by  salary  t 

Hon.  CHAS.  HYMAN  (Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Works). 

1.  $54,049.76. 

2.  Some  ten  boats  periodically  called  at 
that  wharf  during  the  season  of  1904.  No 
wharfage  charged. 

3.  J.  P.  Labelle ;  paid  at  the  rate  of  50 
cents  per  day. 

4.  By  salary. 


FISHWAY  AT  CARILLON  CANAL. 

Mr.  PERLEY  asked  : 

1.  Is  there  a  nshway  or  ladder  provided  at  the 
government  dam  across  the  Ottawa  river  In 
connection  with  the  Carillon  canal  ? 

2.  If  not,  why  not  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals). 

1.  No. 

2.  Because  the  Department  of  Railways 
and  Canals  did  not  feel  warranted  in  spend- 
ing $10,000  in  Its  construction  which  was 
!t&  estimated  cost. 


INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— MURRAY  HAR- 
BOUR BRANCH. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN  asked  : 

1.  Has  the  Murray  Harbour  branch  of  the 
Prince  Edward  island  Railway  been  handed  over 
to  the  government  by  the  contractors  ?  If  so, 
when  ? 

2.  What  amount,  it  any,  is  yet  due  to  the  con. 
tractors  for  work  performed  under  their  con- 
tracts T 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals). 

1.  The  Murray  Harbour  branch  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  from  South- 
port  to  Murray  river  was  handed  over  to  the 
government  by  the  contractor  on  November 
5,  1904. 

2.  The  final  estimate  on  bis  contract  has 
been  paid  to  the  contractor  for  the  branch. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— CAPITAL  AC- 
COUNT. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM— by  Mr.  W.  Wright- 
usked  : 

1.  What  was  the  total  amount  expended  on 
capital  account  in  connection  with  the  Inter- 
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colonial  Railway  and  Its  equipment,  down  to 
and  Including  the  financial  year  ending  30th 
June.  1897  T 

2.  Within  the  above  dates,  and  for  similar 
purposes,  what  sums  were  expended  on  capital 
account  for  branches,  extensions,  connections, 
and  other  subsidiary  parts  of  the  Intercolonial 
system  ? 

3.  What  sums  have  been  expended  on  capital 
account  for  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the 
Intercolonial  system,  and  its  connections  and 
branches,  yearly,  since  30th  June,  1897  ? 

Hod.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals). 

1.  $65,750,099.87. 

2.  $14,316,561.16.  This  amount  Is  Included 
In  the  answer  to  number  one. 

3.  1898,  $252,756.80  ;  1899,  $1,081,929.94  ; 
1900,  $3,255,348,29;  1901,  $3,633,836.57; 
1002,  $4,62<?..841.05 ;  1903,  $2,254,266.68; 
1904,  $1,880,866.60. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— FREE  TRANS- 
PORTATION OF  COAL. 

Mr.  KEMP— by  Mr.  "Lancaster— asked  : 

1.  Was  coal  transported  free  over  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  to  points  in  Ontario  In  the 
year  1902-8  T 

2.  If  so,  what  quantity  was  transported  free, 
and  to  what  points  In  Ontario  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals). 

1.  Yes. 

2.  495  tons.    City  Of  Ottawa. 

PAYMENT  OF  HALIFAX  FISHERY  AWARD 
TO  PROVINCES. 

Mr.  CAR  YELL  asked  : 

1.  Has  a  proposed  case  for  reference  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  to  determine  the 
right  of  the  provinces  of  Quebec,  New  Bruns- 
wick, Nova  Scotia,  and  Prince  Edward  Island  to 
be  paid  the  amount  of  the  Halifax  fishery  award, 
received  by  the  Dominion,  been  submitted  to 
the  government  on  behalf  of  said  provinces,  or 
any,  or  which  of  them  T 

2.  If  so,  have  the  terms  of  such  proposed 
reference  been  approved  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice  T 

3.  When  Is  the  case  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Supreme  Court  for  decision  T 

Right  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER 
(Prime  Minister). 

1.  Yes. 

2.  The  terms  of  such  proposed  reference 
bare  not  yet  been  approved  by  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  but  are  still  under  consideration. 


RAILWAY  SURVEYS  IN  JOLIBTTE. 

Mr.  MONK— by  Mr.  Barker— moved  for : 

A  return  showing  :— 1.  The  names  of  the  civil 
engineers  and  others,  who  were  employed  by 
the  government,  to  make  a  survey  for  a 
line  of  railway  in  the  county  of  Jollette  in 
Quebec  province,  during  the  months  of  October 
and  November,  1904. 


You  might  put  it  in  the 


2.  The  salary  paid  to  each  of  said  engineers 
and  assistants  for  the  work  already  performed 
In  the  said  county  of  Jollette. 

3.  The  number  of  days  during  which  each  of 
said  engineers  and  assistants  was  employed. 

4.  A  copy  of  Instructions  given  to  said  engi- 
neers ;  also  a  copy  of  report  with  plan  or  other 
detailed  Information  which  said  engineers  have 
made. 

5.  A  statement  showing  the  expenses  (other 
than  salary  or  salaries)  entailed  for  the  com- 
pletion of  said  work  and  survey  thus  made  in 
the  said  county  of  Jollette. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals).  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  motion,  but  it  will  be  necessary 
to  amend  it  by  striking  out  the  words  '  em- 
ployed by  the  government'  and  substitute 
therefore  'employed  by  the  commissioners 
of  the  Transcontinental  Railway.' 

Mr.  BARKER, 
alternative. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  already  stated 
that  there  was  no  survey  -by  the  govern- 
ment, but  that  there  was  a  survey,  as  I 
understand  it,  by  the  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way Commission. 

Motion  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

GOVERNMENT  RAILWAYS — LAYING  OF 
RAILS. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  for: 

A  return  ehowlng  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years 
from  1st  July,  1897,  to  30th  June,  1904  :  (a)  of 
the  number  of  tons  (2,240  lbs.)  of  old  rails  taken 
up  from  each  of  the  government'  railways  ;  the 
location  and  number  of  track  miles  which  had 
been  therewith  laid,  and  the  tons  to  the  mile. 

(b)  Of  the  number  of  tons  t(  2,240  lbs.)  of  new 
rails  and  fastenings  substituted  in  each  in- 
stance ;    the  tons  to  the  mile,  and  the  cost. 

(c)  The  gross  quantity  taken  up  In  the  above 
period,  and  the  gross  quantity  substituted  ;  and 
the  cost,  if  any,  charged  to  capital,  of  taking 
up  and  substituting  track  ;  and  of  carriage  of 
rails  and  materials  to  and  from  the  place  of 
laying. 

(d)  The  disposition  made  of  the  rails  and 
fastenings  so  taken  up.  If  re-used  on  the  gov- 
ernment railways,  when,  where,  and  to  what 
extent  ;  at  what  price  charged  out  on  relaying, 
and  to  what  account  ? 

(e)  If  not  re-used,  to  what  extent  ;  where, 
if  any,  they  are  stored  ;  and  at  what  value  they 
are  carried,  and  in  what  account ;  if  credited 
to  capital  or  to  working  account  ;  when,  how 
and  to  what  amount  ? 

.  (f)  If  sold,  to  what  extent,  for  what  price, 
when,  and  to  whom  ;  and  where  delivered  at 
the  price  ;  and  to  what  account  the  proceeds 
were  credited  7 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  order  to  get  the  full 
information  on  this  matter,  I  would  suggest 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  the  date  of  the  mo- 
tion should  be  changed  and  that  we  should 
go  further  back. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Put  it  back  as  far  as 
you  like  ;  I  did  not  want  to  overburden  you. 
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Mr.  EM'MERSON.  I  do  not  want  to  git 
back  to  the  time  of  Noah,  but  suppose  we 
make  the  date  the  first  of  July,  1879. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Very  well. 

Motion  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

MOTIONS  AGREED  TO  WITHOUT  DIS- 
CUSSION. 

A  return  showing  in  detail  the  various 
amounts  expended  since  two  years  upon  the 
wharf  and  abutments  situated  at  Isle  Bizard,  in 
Jacques  Cartier  county,  Quebec. — Mr.  Monk— by 
Mr.  Barker. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  documents,  pa- 
pers, and  reports,  not  already  brought  down, 
relating  to  the  harbour  of  Port  Colborne,  the 
breakwater  thereof,  and  elevators,  or  proposed 
elevators  therein. — Mr.  Barker. 

Copies  of  all  petitions,  memorials,  and  reso- 
lutions from  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Mani- 
toba, the  executive  ot  that  province,  and  any 
correspondence  relative  to  the  extension  of  the 
boundaries  of  Manitoba  to  the  west  or  north. — 
Mr.  W.  S.  McCarthy. 

Return  showing  the  number  and  location,  cost 
and  earnings,  of  the  cold  storage  establishments 
called  '  bait  freezers,'  of  maritime  Canada  ;  to- 
gether with  the  returns,  duly  certified,  of  all 
such  Institutions,  since  1900  ;  the  names  and 
the  salaries  of  all  superintendents,  officials  and 
keepers  of  same  ;  and  the  amounts  in  pounds  of 
the  different  kinds  of  fish  therein  stored  ;  the 
amount  of  bait  from  them  used  by  bona  fide 
fishermen,  and  the  names  of  the  same  ;  to- 
gether with  all  such  Information  as  may  permit 
of  the  thorough  examination  of  the  question  ot 
government  assisted  refrigerators. — Mr.  A.  Mar- 
tin— by  Mr.  A.  A.  McLean. 

Return  showing  the  names  of  residents  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  not  entitled  to  a  second 
homestead,  for  whom  the  sanction  of  the  de- 
partment has  been  given,  allowing  them  to  pur- 
chase additional  quarter  sections,  subject  to  or- 
dinary cultivation  conditions  ;  the  dates  upon 
which  such  sanctions  were  given  ;  the  lands 
which  have  been  purchased  by  such  settlers  in 
consequence  ot  this  authority,  with  the  price 
agreed  upon,  and  the  sum  paid  down  ;  also  the 
form  In  which  the  authority  to  make  the  sale 
was  made  known  to  the  local  agents  of  Domin- 
ion lands. — Mr.  Lake. 

Return  of  the  '  statement  of  the  case  '  in  the 
'  Canada-Cape  Breton  '  accident,  as  served  by 
Captain  Reid,  of  Montreal,  upon  witnesses 
whose  certificate  or  license  was  liable  to  be 
dealt  with  In  connection  with  the  investigation 
regarding  said  casualty. — Mr.  Ames — by  Mr.  Per- 
ley. 

RURAL  MAIL  DELIVERY. 

Mr.  HAUGHTON  LENNOX  (South  Slm- 
coe)  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  reports,  returns,  estimates,  cor- 
respondence, writings,  records,  documents, 
memoranda,  or  written  or  printed  Information 
of  any  kind  in  the  possession  or  control  of  the 
Post  Office  Department,  in  reference  to  the 
question  of  establishing  rural  mail  delivery  in 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


Canada,  or  the  manner  of  establishing  or  con- 
ducting such  service,  and  the  probable  cost  ;  in- 
cluding any  information  In  the  possession  of 
the  department  as  to  the  working  of  the  United 
States  system,  or  such  a  service  or  system 
elsewhere,  and  the  annual  expense  and  other 
particulars. 

He  said  :  As  the  subject  of  this  motion 
has  been  engaging  a  good  deal  of  attention 
from  the  people  of  the  rural  districts  of 
Canada,  I  gave  notice  to  the  Postmaster 
General  that  I  would  discuss  it  to-day.  We 
hare  had  this  matter  referred  to  on  several 
occasions,  and  some  of  us  have  been  watch- 
ing, as  I  believe  the  Postmaster  General 
has  been,  the  progress  of  this  question  In  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  know  that  the  Post- 
master General  has  given  any  very  full 
statement  in  regard  to  It,  except  upon  one 
occasion  last  year,  although  I  may  not  be 
correct  as  to  this.  I  am  referring  to  a 
discussion  which  took  place  on  the  28th  of 
June  last,  when  the  matter  was  brought  up 
by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  who  referred  to  the  system  as 
being  wonderfully  successful  in  the  United 
States.  The  Postmaster  General  joined 
issue  upon  that  statement.  Whether  or  not 
it  has  been  successful  in  the  United  States 
is  Important  to  consider  In  connection  with 
the  agitation  now  taking  place  in  Canada. 
I  am  not,  and  probably  no  hon.  member 
would  be  disposed,  to  commit  himself  to  the 
proposition  that  the  time  has  come  when  we 
should  have  rural  mail  delivery  in  Canada ; 
but  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  considerable  feeling  throughout  the 
country  that  this  matter  should  at  all  events 
receive  the  earnest  consideration  of  mem- 
bers of  both  sides  of  the  House  as  one 
affecting  a  very  large  and  important  class 
of  the  people  of  Canada.  I  believe  I  shall 
have  the  sympathy  of  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  saying  that  anything  that  we  can 
do  at  a  reasonable  expense  to  bring  more 
of  the  conveniences  of  city  life  within  the 
reach  of  the  people  of  the  country  ought  to 
be  cheerfully  borne  by  the  finances  of  the 
country  in  general ;  and  In  bringing  this 
matter  before  the  House,  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  understood  as  pursuing  any  line  of 
attack  on  the  Postmaster  General,  more 
than  this,  that  I  have  formed  the  opinion, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  the  hon. 
minister  Is  under  some  misapprehension  as 
to  the  true  condition  of  this  matter  in 
the  United  States.  I  judge  from  the  state- 
ment the  hon.  gentleman  has  made.  Even 
if  there  Is  some  ground  for  believing  that  the 
Postmaster  General  is  justified  In  the 
gloomy  view  be  takes  of  this  matter  as  a 
result  of  looking  at  what  has  taken  place 
in  the  United  States,  yet  the  request  of 
perhaps  a  large  section  of  the  rural  consti- 
tuents of  Canada  should  be  taken  into 
consideration,  namely,  that  an  experi- 
ment should  be  conducted  in  a  small 
section,  a  township  or  a  county,  so  that  we 
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could  by  actual  experience  determine  for 
ourselves  whether  or  not  the  time  has  come 
when  this  system  should  be  Inaugurated. 
In  answer  to  the  lion,  member  for  Bast 
Lambton,  the  hon.  Postmaster  General,  last 
year,  as  I  find  In  Hansard,  on  page  5750, 
said  : 

I  do  not  know  what  my  hon.  friend  means 
when  he  says  that  rural  delivery  in  the  United 
States  has  been  successful.  The  United  States 
people  were  rather  dragooned  into  the  estab- 
lishment of  rural  mall  delivery,  and  It  has 
raised  very  serious  problems  in  the  United 
States.  I  venture  to  say  that  in  the  very  near 
future  there  will  be  a  feeling  in  the  United 
States  that  they  were  rather  rash  In  rushing 
into  that  system. 

The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto,  Mr. 
Clarke,  asked,  '  how  were  the  United  States 
dragooned  into  this  system  ? '  The  Post- 
master General  does  not  answer  that,  but  h* 
goes  on  to  say  : 

It  is  only  a  few  years  since  the  United  States 
started  that  system,  and  now  the  expenditure 
has  risen  to  about  $12,000,000  and  is  going  In 
the  near  future  to  be  many  times  that  amount. 
For  some  time  the  officers  throughout  the  coun- 
try engaged  in  working  the  system  represented 
it  as  a  huge  success,  and  succeeded  in  having 
those  views  certified  to  in  the  official  reports 
of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States. 
I  think  the  more  

Let  me  pause  here  to  say  that  although 
the  Postmaster  General  seems  to  have 
thought  that  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States  was  deceived  as  to  what  had 
actually  taken  place  In  that  country,  yet, 
perusing  the  reports  of  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral for  the  United  States  of  the  last  three 
or  four  years,  including  that  for  the  financial 
year  ending  the  30th  of  June  last,  I  find  no 
indication  whatever  that  the  postal  author- 
ities there  have  been  deceived  or  misled  in 
any  way  In  this  matter ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, I  find  that  down  to  a  date  even  later 
than  the  last  report — because  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  get  later  Information — the 
uniform  declaration  is  that  In  the  United 
States  at  all  events  the  system  has  been 
a  great  success.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
further : 

I  imagine  the  Post  Office  Department 
undertaking  to  serve  the  people  of  this 
young  country,  with  an  area  equal  to  that 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  same  way 
as  Is  done  in  smaller  countries,  such 
as  England  and  In  Europe.  Fancy  the  establish- 
ment of  a  rural  delivery  system  within  an  area 
the  size  of  all  Europe.  That  Is  what  is  involv- 
ed in  proposing  to  adopt  rural  delivery  In  Can- 
ada, and  the  first  step  of  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral would  be  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  $6,000,000 
or  $10,000,000,  perhaps  not  the  first  year,  but  in 
a  very  short  time.  The  first  year  perhaps  $1,- 
090.000  or  $2,000,000  would  be  sufficient,  but  it 
would  go  on  so  that  in  five  years  the  Postmaster 
General  would  have  to  ask  the  House  to  give 
$10,000,000  or  $15,000,000  to  establish  rural  de- 
67 


livery.  It  might  be  that  In  a  few  years  we 
would  be  called  upon  to  vote  an  Item  of  prob- 
ably not  less  than  $26,000,000. 

I  can  hardly  imagine  that  the  Postmaster 
General  was  in  earnest  in  saying  that.  Our 
total  expenditure  In  connection  with  the 
Post  OfHce  Department,  as  was  then  pointed 
out,  is  less  than  $5,000,000,  and  the  United 
States,  Instead  of  beginning  at  even  the 
moderate  sum  of  $1,000,000  or  $2,000,000, 
began  the  system  with  the  expenditure  of 
$40,000.  That  was  considered  sufficient  for 
the  Inauguration  of  the  system  in  the  first 
Instance  In  1897  ;  the  expenditure  was  $50,- 
000  in  1898,  $150,000  in  1899,  $450,000  in 
1000,  $1,750,000  in  1901,  $3,993  740  in  1902, 
$8,054,400  in  1903,  and  an  estimate  of  $12,- 
921,700  for  1904— at  the  time  the  financial 
year  closed  the  whole  of  this  has  not  been 
quite  expended.  Now,  taking  into  consider- 
ation the  relative  density  of  population,  and 
our  numbers  as  compared  with  those  of  the 
United  States,  the  system,  if  Inaugurated  in 
Canada  would  of  course  for  a  long  time  be 
on  a  very  limited  scale.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  United  States  Intend  to  extend  the 
rural  mail  delivery  system  only  to  those 
parts  of  the  country  where  100  families  can 
be  served  on  a  route  of  twenty-flve  or  thirty 
miles.  So  if  you  apply  it  to  Canada  it 
would  not  for  a  long  time  be  necessary  to 
extend  it  to  a  very  great  number  of  sections 
of  the  country  or  to  expend  on  It  a  very 
large  sum  of  money. 

There  is  another  feature  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention  in  connection  with  what 
my  hon.  friend  the  Postmaster  General  has 
said.  Rightly  or  wrongly — and  I  submit 
by  the  reports  wrongly — he  concluded  that 
difficulties  have  been  found  to  exist  in  con- 
nection with  the  working  of  the  system  in 
the  United  States  which  render  it  imprac- 
ticable here.  But  these  difficulties  do  not 
really  exist  The  hon.  gentleman  says  they 
started  on  the  basis  of  paying  for  a  courier 
and  equipment  $500  a  year.  That  may  have 
been  the  case,  but  as  far  as  I  can  find  from 
investigation,  it  began  at  $600  a  year.  How- 
ever, that  is  not  of  very  much  conse- 
quence. He  pointed  out  that  the  companies 
engaged  in  express  and  passenger  traffic 
objected  to  these  couriers  carrying  express 
parcels  and  passengers,  with  the  result  that 
these  men  engaged  in  the  mail  service  de- 
manded an  increase  of  salary,  and  the  re- 
sult of  the  pressure  brought  to  bear  by  the 
express  companies  and  the  others  engaged 
in  the  carrying  trade  was  that  the  govern- 
ment had  to  increase  the  pay  to  $750  a 
year.  That  again  Is  a  misapprehension.  I 
find  that— not  at  the  time  the  hon.  gentle- 
man spoke  of,  but  later  on— the  government 
did  Increase  the  rate  to  $720  a  year,  but  that 
was  only  for  the  longer  distances,  and  the 
expense  ranges  from  that  rate  down  to  $432 
a  year.  The  Postmaster  General  then  went 
on  to  say  that  If  we  were  to  establish  this 
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service,  we  would  probably  have  to  pay 
$1,000  a  year  ;  and  on  an  average  that  would 
represent  about  15  cents  a  mile.  But  If  we 
take  into  consideration  the  conditions  exist- 
ing in  Canada  and  the  rates  we  are  paying 
for  our  mail  carriage  at  present  from  place 
to  place,  we  need  not  be  very  much  afraid 
on  that  score,  because  the  rates  that  are 
paid  in  Canada  for  such  service  will  fall 
very  far  short  of  the  fanciful  rates  which 
my  hon.  friend  claims  were  demanded  a 
year  ago  in  the  United  States.  If  you  take 
the  rates  of  transportation  in  Canada,  you 
will  find  that  they  will  not  exceed  pro- 


bably Ave  cents  a  mile  instead  of  fifteen. 
There  Is  something  interesting  in  the  figures. 
You  are  well  aware  that  this  work  Is  done 
by  contract  after  calling  for  tenders,  and 
you  would  suppose  that  the  rates  would  be 
reasonably  even  all  over  the  country.  But 
let  me  begin  by  taking  for  Illustration  South 
Simcoe  and  North  Simcoe,  and  I  will  take 
only  the  short  distances  of  under  a  mile. 
In  South  Simcoe,  giving  the  stations,  dis- 
tances, the  total  number  of  trips  and 
amounts  paid,  we  have  the  following  re- 
sults : 


SOUTH  SIMCOE -DISTANCES  LESS  THAN  A  MILE.. 


Name, 


Angus  to  Railway  Station  . . 
Colweli  and  Railway  Station 

Utopia  ••   

Lefroy  •■   

Nantyr  and  Railway  Catch  Post . 
Thornton  and  Railway  Station 
Vine  and  Railway  Catch  Post. 
Alliston  and  Railway  Station 
Beeton  •• 
Cookstown  u 
Tottenham  » 
Everett  •■ 
(ilencairn 
Lible  H 
Tioga  M 
Allandale  » 


A  verage  rate  per  trip  

Average  yearly  cost  per  transfer. 


Total  Trips. 

Amount 
Paid. 

8  cts. 

1,248 

48  00 

624 

62  80 

624 

87  92 

624 

31  40 

312 

60  00 

936 

85  36 

024 

56  52 

1,248 

87  92 

1,248 

169  66 

1,248 

150  72 

1,248 

49  00 

936 

*50  00 

312 

50  00 

312 

25  00 

624 

43  96 

1.872 

100  00 



14,040 

1,158  26 

Rate 
Per  Trip. 


8,Vh  cts. 
872  39 


NORTH  SIMCOE-LESS  THAN  A  MILE. 


A vening  and  Railway  Station. . . 
Batteau  <■ 
Collingwood  ■■ 
Creemore  n 
Duntroon  « 
Nottawa 

Smithdale  .. 
Stayner 

Brentwood  .■ 

New  Lowell  ii 

Anten  Mills  .. 

Saurin  and  Mail  Changing  Post 

Elmvale  and  Railway  Station. . . 

Phel|mton  ii 


i Average  rate  per  trip  

Average  annual  rate  per  station. 


624 

120  00 

624 

91  50 

1,872 

300  00 

1,248 

94  20 

1,248 

314  00 

624 

114  00 

312 

25  12 

1,248 

78  00 

624 

60  00 

1,248 

37  44 

312 

29  00 

624 

20  00 

936 

100  00 

312 

42  38 

11,856 

1,425  64 

12VA  cts. 
$8910 


*  Estimated,  t  Higher  than  South  Simcoe  by  45  87  per  cent. 
Mr.  LENNOX. 
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Why  is  the  difference  ?  In  South  Simcoe 
— a  riding  which  is  well  represented,  I 
think — we  have  an  average  of  eight  cents 
per  trip  ;  whereas  in  North  Simcoe,  although 
tenders  were  called  for,  we  have  an  average 
of  twelve  cents,  or  Just  45*97  per  cent  higher 
for  carrying  these  mails  in  North  Simcoe 


than  in  South  Shncoe.  No  doubt  it  is' not 
too  much  in  either  ease,  but  it  suggests  a 
peculiar  inquiry  ;  and  it  seems,  now  turning 
to  North  York,  that  I  am,  in  a  sense,  be- 
tween the  devil  and  the  deep  sea.  I  take 
the  longer  distances,  and  we  have  the  follow- 
ing results  : 


SOUTH  SIMCOE. 


Name. 


Distance. 


Alliston  and  Rosemont   

AlKston  and  Elmgrove.   

Angus  and  Baxter  

Athlone  and  Tottenham  

Black  Bank  and  Lisle  Railway  Station. 

Churchill  and  Railway  Station  

Egbert  and  Mail  Changing  Post  

Thornton  and  Ivy  

Bell  Ewart  and  Lefroy  Station  

Stroud  and  Railway  Station  

Innisfil  and  Stroud    

Killyleagli  and  Thornton  

Earnscliff" e  and  Rosemont  

Honey  wood  and  Ry.  Station  

Kilgorie  a,nd  Whitfield  

Perm  and  Everett  

Rosemont  and  Shelburne  

Rosemont  and  Sheldon  

Rusk  view  and  Terra  Nova  

Penville  and  Tottenham  

Thompeonville  and  Railway  Station  


A  verage  rate  per  mile. 


Miles. 
9 

nA 

6| 
24 
3 

44 

1 

1 

3 
3 
6J 
12 
44 

12 
39 
2| 

194 
li 


5,616 
7,176 
2,340 
10,920 
5,460 
3,120 
1,872 
2,574 
1,248 
1,248 
1,872 

624 
3,432 
7,488 

936  | 
4,680  ; 
7,488 
2,340  I 

858  , 
12,168  j 
1,560 


Amount 
Paid. 


3  cts. 
234  72 
152  00 

88  00 
219  48 
202  00 
219  00 

90  00 
20C  00 

72  00 
120  00 
125  00 

25  00 
200  00 
274  00 

60  00 
*100  00 
453  58 
100  00 

40  00 
270  29 
110  00 


85,020  I     3,355  47 


Rate 
per 
Mile. 


cts. 


70 
04 
4  87 
641 
576 
961 
666 
4 

582 
386 
6  41 
2  13 
6  05 
427 
466 
222 
705 


3  94  cts. 


'  Estimated. 


NORTH  SIMCOE. 


Name. 


Distance. 


Apto  and  Phelpston  

Croesland  and  Phelpston  

Elm  vale  and  Gibson  

Banda  and  Glencairn  

Cash  town  and  Creemore  

Collingwood  and  Gibraltar  

Creemore  and  Lavender  

Duntroon  and  Maxville  

Glen  Huron  and  Railway  Station. 

Xottawa  and  Rob  Roy  

Stayner  and  Sunnidale  

..        Strongville  ...   

Barrie  and  Hillsdale  

..  Midburst  

Grenfel  and  Railway  Station  

Minesing  and  Railway  Station.. . . 

ii  Russellton  

Glen  Huron  and  Railway  Station. 


Miles. 
6 
19 
9 

f 
124 
13 
14 

14 

10 
23| 

16 
5 
24 
2 
6 
14 


Total 
Miles. 


3,744 
5,928 
2,808 
1,560 
1,248 
3,900 
8,112 
•8,736 
936 
3,120 

7,410 

9,984 
3,120 

520 
1,248 
1,872 

936 


Total 
Amount. 


$  cts. 
164  23 
300  00 
128  00 
124  80 
100  00 
235  00 
345  00 
316  00 
140  00 
143  00 

155  79 

297  00 
180  00 
78  00 
72  27 
100  00 
140  00 


65,182  |     3,019  09 


Rate 
per 
Mile. 


cts. 
438 


14  95 
458 

2- 10 


297 
5'76 

15 
5  79 
5  34 

14  95 


Av.  «4,V„c. 


674 
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Name. 


NORTH  YORK. 


Distance. 


Sutton  West  and  Vaohell  

Mount  Albert  and  Sharon  

Queensville  and  Ravenshoe  

Keswicke  and  Roche's  Point  

Aurora  and  Schomberg  

ii  Vandorf  

GlenviUe  and  Newmarket  

Kettleby  and  Railway  Station  

King  and  Strange  

Linton  and  Kleinburg  Railway  Station 
Lloydtown  and  Schomberg  Railway  Station 

ii       Tuam  and  Railway  Station 

ii       and  Railway  Station 

m  Tuam  

Schomberg  and  Tuam  

Temperanceville  and  Railway  Station 

Georgina  Island  and  Verginia  

Newton  Robinson  and  Bradford  

Deerhurst  and  Gilford  


!  Miles. 

■I  71 
6 
3 
15 


a 

a 


Total 
Miies. 


Station  1  I 

ion   I 


2,496 
4,524 
3,744 
1,872 
4,200 
5,148 
2,184 
3,744 
2,964 
8,268 


Amount 
Paid. 


8  CtB. 

75  00 
177  50 
150  00 
139  00 
l'i2  25 
290  00 
120  00  I 
229  20  i 
198  00 
375  00  | 


Rate 
per 
Mile. 


cts. 

3 

3  92 
4 

7  42 
386 
5  63 

5-  54 

6-  12 
(i-6S 

4  53 


3,957  , 

267  84 

6  76 

5 

580  | 

59  00 

1014 

6i 

4,056 

200  00 

4  93 

4 

832 

40  00 

480 

9 

5,616  | 

365  00 

6  49 

44 

2,808  ! 

156  00 

552 

50,693 

3,002  79 

Av.  5 AS,  cts. 

Average  5  30  cents  a  mile. 

Average  in  3outh  Simcoe  is  3  '94  cents  per  mile. 

I  find  from  the  Postmaster  General's 
Report  that  the  total  number  of  miles  of 
mall  route  travelled  in  South  Simcoe  was 
85,020  at  a  cost  of  $3,355.47  or  an  average 
of  3'94  cents  per  mile  for  the  whole  riding. 
In  North  York,  on  the  other  hand,  the  total 
number  of  miles  travelled  was  56,693  at  a 
cost  of  $3,002.79  or  an  average  of  5-30  cents 
per  mile.  It  is  a  peculiar  thing  that  in  the 
centre,  in  South  Simcoe,  the  cost  is  lower 
by  45  per  cent  than  in  North  Simcoe  on  the 
other  hand,  and  34  per  cent  lower  than  in 
North  York  on  the  other  hand,  although 
they  are  all  by  tender. 

The  matter  to  which  I  particularly  want 
to  direct  attention  Is  that  if  we  take  the 
average  mileage  cost  for  carrying  mails  in 
Canada  and  apply  our  information  upon  that 
point  to  the  mileage  that  would  be  required 
for  the  free  delivery  if  it  were  established, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  it  will 
entail  anything  like  the  expense  which  the 
Postmaster  General  seems  to  anticipate  or 
be  a  matter  of  serious  difficulty  so  far  as 
we  would  require  for  the  present  to  extend 
the  system.  The  Postmaster  General  sug- 
gested that  the  United  States  bad  arrived 
at  a  position  when  they  had  to  reconsider 
the  matter,  when  in  fact  It  had  given  rise 
to  litigation  and  difficulty,  and  that  In  all 
probability  they  would  like  to  get  out  of  it. 
I  find  no  suggestion  of  that  kind  In  any  of 
the  reports  in  connection  with  post  office 
management  in  the  United  States.  I  have 
examined  the  congressional  record  right 
down  to  date ;    congress  is  sitting  and 

Mr.  LENNOX. 


Difference  is  (in  favour  of  North  York)  34  i>er  cent. 

these  matters  are  coming  up  for  discussion 
every  day,  yet  there  in  no  Information  that 
any  difficulty  of  this  kind  has  arisen.  They 
have  been  extending  the  system  from  year 
to  year.  Beginning  with  forty-four  trips 
they  had  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  1904, 
established  24,556  trips,  and  by  December  2, 
1904,  when  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States  made  his  report,  they  had 
established  28,073  trips,  and  he  estimated 
that  by  January  15,  just  past,  they  would 
have  30,073  trips  in  operation.  As  the  Post- 
master General  of  the  United  States  and 
his  assistants  point  out,  there  had  not  at 
any  time  therefore  been  such  a  demand  for 
this  service  nor  had  the  service  ever  been  so 
successful  as  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  the 
30th  June,  last.  The  postal  authorities  of 
the  United  States  also  point  out  that  they 
were  serving  at  the  end  of  last  year  12,000,- 
000  people,  and  counting  on  the  same  basis, 
they  are  now  serving  at  a  cost  of  $12,000,- 
000  nearly  13,500,000  people  in  the  rural 
municipalities  of  the  United  States. 

The  president  of  the  United  States  in  his 
message  to  the  Senate  dated  6th  December 
last  gave  some  Interesting  information  upon 
this  service.    He  said  :— 

In  the  Post  Office  Department  the  service  has 
Increased  in  efficiency  and  conditions  as  to 
revenue  and  expenditure  continue  satisfactory. 
Included  in  these  expenditures  was  a  total  ap- 
propriation of  $12,956,637.36  for  the  continuation 
and  extension  of  the  rural  free  delivery  ser- 
vice, which  was  an  increase  of  $4,902,237.35  over 
the  amount  expended  for  this  purpose  in  the 
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preceding  fiscal  year.  Large  as  this  expendi- 
ture has  been,  the  beneficent  results  attained 
In  extending  the  free  distribution  of  malls  to 
the  residents  of  rural  districts  have  justified 
the  wisdom  of  the  outlay.  Statistics  brought 
down  to  the  1st  of  October,  1904,  show  that  on 
that  date  there  were  27,138  rural  routes  estab- 
lished, serving  approximately  12,000,000  people 
in  rural  districts,  remote  from  post  offices,  and 
that  there  were  pending  at  that  time  3,859 
petitions  for  the  establishment  of  new  rural 
routes.  Unquestionably  some  part  of  the  gen- 
eral Increase  in  receipts  is  due  to  the  Increased 
postal  facilities  which  the  rural  service  has 
afforded. 

Lest  the  Postmaster  General  or  any  mem- 
ber of  this  House  should  be  misled  as  to 
the  deficits  of  the  mail  service  in  the  United 
States,  I  point  to  the  enormous  figures  I 
have  just  read,  and  the  fact  that  for  many 
years,  going  back  ten  or  fifteen  years,  there 
has  been  a  deficit  every  year. 

I  have  no  desire  to  rob  the  Postmaster 
General  of  any  credit  he  Is  entitled  to  In 
Canada  for  a  different  condition  of  things 
prevailing  here,  as  long  as  it  does  not  result 
in  robbing  the  people  who  do  the  work.  But 
•  have  stated  the  fact  that  In  the  United 
States  the  deficits  have  not  been  occasioned 
by  the  adoption  of  rural  delivery  ;  but  that 
on  the  other  hand  the  Postmaster  General 
there  points  out  that  the  Increased  receipts 
of  the  post  office  are  to  some  extent  due 
f  the  adoption  of  rural  mall  delivery ; 
and  I  also  point  out  that  they  have  been  able 
to  discontinue  the  expenditure  on  the  Star 
service  route,  effecting  a  saving  of  $679,324; 
and  of  rural  post  offices,  to  the  amount  of 
J.171,000,  making  a  saving  of  $750,445.32, 
during  the  last  year  in  consequence  of  the 
establishment  of  rural  mail  delivery,  an 
important  point  in  considering  this  question. 
1  point  out  the  fact  that  the  Postmaster 
General's  Report,  and  all  these  reports  that  I 
hove  taken  occasion  to  peruse,  contain  many 
features  well  worthy  of  consideration  In 
t!.is  country,  a  country  where  rural  life 
contrasts  unfavourably  in  respect  of  con- 
veniences and  advantages  with  town  life 
and  city  life,  and  where  all  the  people  of  the 
country  should  be  willing  at  a  reasonable 
expense  tro  exltend  these  advantages  to 
every  section  of  the  country-  We  will  have, 
if  we  establish  it,  as  pointed  out  by  the 
United  States  Postmaster  General,  a  great 
general  Increase  in  conveniences.  He  says 
also  it  has  resulted  in  Increasing  the  value 
of  the  farms,  it  has  resulted  in  improving 
the  highways,  it  has  increased  the  values  of 
markets  to  tbe  farmer,  and  enabled  him  to 
transact  his  business  more  satisfactorily  by 
giving  him  direct  access  from  time  to  time 
with  the  carrier,  to  transmit  money  and  to 
carry  on  many  business  transactions.  More- 
over what  is  as  important  as  anything,  it  will 
bring  increased  comforts  to  the  home,  and 
cake  contrast  between  city  and  rural  life 
less  marked  than  It  is  to-day.  It  will  tend 
to  encourage  tbe  farmers'  sons  to  stay  upon 


t!ie  farm,  and  thus  add  to  the  general  pros- 
perity of  Canada,  and  by  giving  them  facil- 
ities now  denied.  I  propose  to  read  an 
urticle  from  the  '  Weekly  Sun. '  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  opinion  of  the  agri- 
cultural Journals  of  this  country  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  because  they  come  In 
close  touch  with  the  farmers,  and  the  farm- 
ers after  all  are  the  people  who  have  to 
bear  the  chief  burden,  If  this  matter  Is  car- 
ried out.  The  article  is  headed  '  The  Coun- 
try Can  Afford  it.* 

Just  before  parliament  prorogued,  Sir  Wm. 
Mulock,  in  answer  to  Mr.  Lennox,  said  a  study 
of  the  question  of  rural  mall  delivery  had  con- 
vinced him  of  the  impossibility  and  unwisdom 
of  the  inauguration  of  such  a  service  for  Can- 
ada, and  that  it  would  be  many  years  before  any 
government  would  recommend  its  adoption. 

The  expenditure  necessary  to  extend  the  ser- 
vice to  every  farm  house  in  the  whole  of  the 
United  States,  including  the  most  sparsely  set- 
tled sections  will  not  exceed  one  dollar  per 
family,  or  less  than  half  the  value  of  the  ser- 
vice to  those  enjoying  it.  A  year  or  two  ago 
the  total  expenditure  on  rural  mall  delivery  in 
the  United  States  was  twelve  million  dollars. 

A  little  above  tbe  mark  there  as  to  time 
as  I  have  shown. 

It  would  not  cost  anything  like  that  sum  to 
Introduce  such  a  service  here,  and  even  If 
it  did,  what  then  ?  The  Laurier  government  . 
has  increased  the  expenditure  on  the  general 
services  of  the  country  by  fourteen  million 
dollars  In  eight  years.  The  amount  that  is 
wasted  on  little  public  works  

This  is  a  matter  that  should  strike  my 
lion,  friend  the  Postmaster  General,  in  con- 
nection with  a  discussion  we  had  recently. 

 in  the  form  of  docks,  &c,  for  doubtful  con- 
stituencies, and  in  bounties  to,  iron  manufac- 
turers and  subsidies  to  steamboat  owners  and 
railway  promoters,  would  easily  meet  the  cost 
of  providing  the  farmers  of  Canada  with  this 
great  boon. 

I  regret  having  trespassed  upon  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  at  such  length,  but  I 
think  the  importance  of  the  subject  justifies 
me  in  doing  so.  In  moving  the  motion  that 
I  have  placed  on  the  Order  Paper  for 
a  return  of  tbe  papers  and  docu- 
ments in  connection  with  this  matter,  my 
object  was  to  Introduce  a  discussion  upon 
tbis  question,  and  at  the  same  time  to  urge 
upon  the  Postmaster  General  to  consider  tbe 
propriety  of  testing  this  matter  for  our- 
selves. It  is  not  necessary  to  make  an  ex- 
tensive experiment.  As  I  have  said,  the 
sj  stem  was  begun  In  tbe  United  States  with 
a  sum  of  $40,000.  Let  as  appropriate  $5,000 
or  $10,000  for  an  experiment  In  Canada,  and 
!f  It  Is  not  found  satisfactory,  it  will  have 
served  the  purpose  in  the  meantime,  and 
will  have  satisfied  the  people  that  we  are  all 
united  in  a  desire  to  promote  the  best  In- 
terests of  our  farmers  throughout  the 
country. 
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Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  There  Is  no  objection  to  the 
older  passing  with  this  exception.  My  re- 
collection is  that  there  are  in  the  depart- 
ment some  reports  of  a  confidential  char- 
acter dealing  with  some  of  the  workings  in 
the  United  States  ;  those  will  have  to  be 
omitted.  My  hon.  friend  rested  his  argument 
largely  upon  the  financial  consequences  in- 
volved in  the  establishment  of  this  system. 
Tu  doing  so  I  think  he  directed  his  atten- 
tion to  the  real  difficulty  In  the  way.  Let 
nie  supplement  his  figures.  He  gave  us 
the  appropriations  for  the  system  In  the 
United  States  down  to  and  including  the 
year  1904.  He  was  correct  so  far  as  he 
went.  The  United  States  Congress  appro- 
priated in  the  session  of  1903,  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  succeeding  year,  $12,921,700.  My 
lion,  friend's  information  doubtless  came  to 
a  stop  there,  for  he  did  not  give  us  the 
figures  of  the  estimate  for  the  year  1905, 
nor  for  the  year  1906.  The  appropriation  for 
the  year  1905  by  Congress  was  $20,816,000. 
The  Supply  Bill  that  Is  now  going  through 
•Congress  contains  an  appropriation  for  1906 
o"  $25,828,300.  The  appropriation  therefore 
for  1906  is  about  one  hundred  per  cent 
greater  than  It  was  for  1904,  the'  last  fig- 
ures the  hon.  gentleman  furnished  to  the 
House.  The  system  began  In  1897  with 
$40,000.  It  is  true  there  was  a  vote  of  $40,- 
000  at  that  time,  but  no  real,  substantial 
pi  ogress  was  made  until  about  1901,  when 
Congress  appropriated  $1,750,000.  Now,  be- 
ginning with  $1,750,000  in  1901,  the  appro- 
priations have  reached  $25,800,000  in  a  per- 
iod of  six  years.  That  shows  with  what 
rapidity  the  expenditures  have  Increased  as 
the  system  extends.  My  hon.  friend,  I  have 
no  doubt,  was  perfectly  right  when  he  said 
that  there  was  a  greater  demand  in  the 
United  States  last  year  for  the  extension  of 
this  system  than  ever  before. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  that  Increase  of  ex- 
penditure take  place  in  applying  the  system 
generally,  or  in  applying  the  system  from 
one  section  to  another,  and  so  increasing 
the  expenditure  In  that  way  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  quite 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman's  question. 

Mr.'  FOSTER.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  they  have  adopted  the  system  gen- 
erally In  the  United  States,  and  this  ex- 
penditure is  growing  because  of  Its  appli- 
cation to  the  general  system,  or  whether 
they  have  adopted  the  plan,  experimentally 
If  you  like,  for  one  district  and  they  are 
extending  it  to  another  district. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  They  have  almost  the 
whole  territory  covered  now. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.   The  system  is 
being  extended  to  a  number  of  new  points. 
They  have  not  extended  the  system  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  and  thus  com- 
Mr.  LENNOX. 


pleted  it,  but,  I  dare  say,  from  the  influ- 
ences that  are  brought  to  bear,  they  are 
making  a  beginning  here  and  there  and  ex- 
tending it  to  other  points.  Development  is 
going  on  from  ocean  to  ocean,  and  from 
north  to  south.  Doubtless  every  Congress- 
man who  goes  to  Congress  goes  there 
pledged  to  get  rural  delivery  for  his 
constituents.  I  assume  my  hon.  friend 
Is  quite  right  when  he  says  that  you 
cannot  find  In  the  '  Congressional  Re- 
cord '  any  protests  from  representa- 
tives in  Congress  against  the  extension 
of  the  system.  They  all  come  pledged  to 
secure  it.  The  scheme  is  started,  and  when 
it  has  a  footing  in  some  localities  every 
other  locality  Is  demanding  what  it  is  con- 
tributing to  furnish  to  other  districts.  But 
the  conditions  in  Canada  are  very  different. 
Since  we  are  dealing  with  figures,  let  me 
call  my  hon.  friend's  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion of  deficits.  In  1902,  practically  before 
the  country  had  commenced  to  feel  the  con- 
sequences of  rural  delivery,  the  revenue  of 
the  United  States  Post  Oifice  Department 
was  only  $2,937,649  below  the  cost.  There 
was  a  deficit  of  a  shade  under  $3,000,- 
000,  but  for  the  year  1905  they  have  a  deficit 
of  $14,000,000  and  odd.  I  may  say  that  for 
some  years,  speaking  from  memory,  I  can 
recall  having  read  the  figures  of  the  United 
States  Post  Office  Department  showing  that 
they  had  a  deficit  of  $10,000,000  or  $12.- 
000,000  a  year.  It  gradually  fell,  and  It 
looked  as  if  they  were  ultimately  going  to 
put  their  post  ofllce  on  a  paying  basis.  I 
have  not  seen  the  annual  statement  showing 
their  deficits,  although  the  figures  can  be 
discovered  by  reference  to  their  reports,  but 
the  Post  Office  Department  of  the  United 
States  gradually  began  to  approach  a  paving 
basis,  the  deficit  having  fallen,  in  1902.  to 
$2,937,000. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Is  the  $24,000,000  odd 
voted  this  year  for  the  purpose  of  covering 
the  cost  of  rural  delivery  or  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  deficit  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  $25,800,- 
000  is  the  estimated  expenditure  of  rural 
delivery  in  the  United  States  for  the  year 
1906. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  And  the  establishment  of 
new  services. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  For  existing 
services,  and  this  $5,000,000  extra  over  the 
appropriation  of  this  year  is  doubtless  for 
the  extension  of  the  service.  Doubtless  they 
are  extending  it  every  day.  The  expenditure 
has  grown  in  four  years  from  $3,900,000  to 
some  $25,000,000. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  they 
have  now  got  about  six-sevenths  of  the  total 
area  covered  that  they  expected  to  cover, 
so  that  they  have  almost  reached  their  total 
expenditure  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Nobody  can 
answer  that  question.    I  will  give  my  hon. 
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friend  one  illustration,  and  be  will  see  that 
they  have  only  touched  the  fringe  of  the 
thing  yet  They  do  not  serve  the  cross- 
roads, and  they  do  not  go  within  a  certain 
distance  of  houses.  The  courier  will  start 
from  the  post  office  where  he  gets  his  mail, 
he  will  go  ten  miles  along  the  concession 
line,  he  will  then  cross  over  to  another  con- 
cession line  and  be  will  then  return  to  the 
place  of  beginning,  having  probably  tra- 
velled about  twenty-five  miles.  The  people 
on  these  cross-roads  are  not  served.  They 
will  demand  the  service  there.  The  $25,800,- 

000  would  be  practically  doubled— I  will  not 
say  doubled — but  would  be  enormously  in- 
creased to  serve  the  people  living  in  between 
the  concession  lines.  I  believe  this  is  one  of 
the  wildest  schemes  the  United  States  ever 
embarked  on.  'My  hon.  friend  says  there 
are  no  protests  against  it.  There  may  not 
be  any  protests  against  this  system  any 
more  than  there  are  protests  against  the 
pension  system,  which  is  costing  to-day 
$140,000,000,  although  it  is  forty  years  since 
the  war  was  closed. 

Mr.  POSTER.  They  are  good  long  livers 
there. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  They  are;  but 
yet  nobody  in  Congress  would  care  to  im- 
peril his  popularity  with  the  Grand  Army  of 
the  Republic  by  objecting  to  the  increases 
of  the  classes  to  which  pensions  are  payable. 

1  would  not  take  the  expression  of  opinion 
in  Congress  as  a  safe  guide  for  us  in  Can- 
ada in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Moreover,  if 
we  were  disposed  to  favour  this  institution, 
our  conditions  are  vastly  different.  It  is 
true  that  in  some  sections  we  have  as  close 
settlement  as  in  some  parts  of  the  United 
States,  but  I  do  not  think  any  government 
will  be  powerful  enough  to  establish  rural 
delivery  In  favoured  sections  and  not  be 
compelled  to  yield  to  all  demands  and  es- 
tablish it  in  other  sections  as  well.  We  have 
a  population  of  6,000,000  of  people.  They 
have  a  population  of  twelve  times  that  at 
least  Our  population  Is  very  sparse  In  dis- 
tricts, but  a  large  part  of  our  country  is 
occupied  by  that  sparse  population.  My 
hon.  friend  seemed  to  think  that  the  estab- 
lishment of  rural  delivery  in  the  United 
States  has  caused  a  great-  increase  in  the 
revenue  of  the  post  office.  He  gave  the 
figure,  I  think,  as  being  6  per  cent  of  an 
increase  over  last  year. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Yes ;  they  gave  6  per 
cent  I  did  not  intend  to  advance  that 
It  was  not  an  argument  of  mine.  I  was 
reading  It  from  the  report  I  did  not  state 
that  that  was  from  rural  mall  delivery,  but 
I  said  that  It  applied  to  the  whole  postal 
service. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Quite  so  ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  drew  the  Inference  that 
the  establishment  of  a  rural  mail  delivery 
had  resulted  in  increasing  the  revenue. 

Mr.  LENNOX.   That  Is  what  they  say. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  And  he  men- 
tioned that  the  revenue  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  of  the  United  States  increased 
6  per  cent  last  year.  The  United  States  is 
largely  a  commercial  country.  I  have  never 
made  a  comparison  between  the  population 
In  cities  and  rural  districts  in  the  United 
States  and  in  Canada,  but  a  country  whose 
population  is  largely  commercial  will  use  the 
post  office  to  a  greater  extent  than  will  a 
country  whose  population  is  largely  rural. 
No  matter  what  may  be  the  cause  of  the  in- 
crease, whether  it  be  because  the  people  in 
the  United  States  are  more  numerous  in 
cities  than  in  rural  districts  as  compared 
with  the  people  in  Canada,  yet  I  think  our 
revenue  increases  each  year  at  a  rate  far 
In  excess  of  6  per  cent.  I  have  not  here  the 
figures,  but  I  think  I  would  be  quite  safe 
in  saying  that  our  revenue  has  increased 
quite  ten  per  cent  and  we  have  no  rural 
delivery,  so  that  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  get  any  comfort  out  of  that  argu- 
ment 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  Is  one  point  on 
which  I  would  like  the  Postmaster  General 
to  give  us  information.  Can  it  be  found  out 
somewhat  nearly  what  the  cost  of  the  rural 
delivery  is,  and  what  the  income  Is  that  is 
derived  from  the  areas  which  are  covered 
by  rural  delivery  ;  so  that  we  can  get  at  an 
idea  of  the  relative  income  and  outgo  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  minister  stated 
that  the  deficit  in  1904  was  $14,000,000.  Is 
that  correct  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  gave  the 
deficit  for  the  year  1905.  I  think  their 
financial  year  ends  in  March,  but  at  all 
events  the  estimated  deficit  in  the  United 
States  post  office  for  the  fiscal  year  1905 
is  $14,340,938. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  received  a  letter 
from  a  congressman  In  Washington  to-day 
and  he  distinctly  states  that  the  deficit  in 
the  rural  mall  delivery  service  has  never 
exceeded  $8,000,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  United  States  government  has  ever 
balanced  up  the  revenue  and  expenditure 
on  rural  mall  delivery  alone.  The  deficit 
in  the  Post  Office  Department  before  the 
rural  mail  delivery  service  was  Inaugurated 
amounted  to  about  $3,000,000.  In  1902  they 
commenced  the  expenditure  on  rural  de- 
livery, and  while  the  deficit  that  year  was 
only  $2,900,000,  It  has  grown  in  these  past 
few  years  to  be  over  $14,000,000,  and  the 
chief  increased  expenditure  is  for  rural 
delivery. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 
After  Kecess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ARMSTRONG  (East  Lambton). 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  motion  before  the  House 
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is  in  my  opinion  a  most  Important  one. 
Last  year  when  I  asked  the  bon.  Postmaster 
General  what  he  was  doing  in  regard  to 
rural  free  delivery,  I  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  answer  he  gave  to  the  House,  and  I 
think  that  if  he  investigates  the  subject, 
he  will  admit  that  bis  remarks  on  that  oc- 
casion were  slightly  exaggerated.  He  made 
the  statement  that  the  representatives  of 
the  United  States  had  been  dragooned  into 
the  present  legislation.  I  do  not  believe 
the  representatives  of  the  United  States  are 
the  class  of  people  to  be  dragooned  into  any 
legislation  that  would  be  against  the  best 
interests  of  the  people  of  that  country.  The 
hon.  Postmaster  General  went  so  far  as  to 
say  :— 

The  unfortunate  administration  is  evidently 
at  Its  wit's  end  to  know  what  to  do  with  this 
monster  that  has  been  raised  op,  and  has  ap- 
parently no  way  of  controlling  the  thing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  my  pleasure 
and  privilege  to  have  visited  a  number 
of  the  districts  where  rural  free  de- 
livery has  been  in  operation  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  were  a  man  to  stand  up  in 
those  districts  and  make  such  a  statement 
as  that,  he  would  have  a  very  cool  recep- 
tion; because  I  want  to  assure  you  that  the 
people  of  the  rural  districts  around  the  large 
cities  of  the  United  States  are  in  hearty 
accord  with  the  administration  in  granting 
to  them  the  delivery  system  which  they 
have  at  the  present  time.  The  hon.  min- 
ister made  the  statement  that  in  a  few 
years  it  would  probably  cost  the  people  of 
Canada  $25,000,000  to  test  rural  free  de- 
livery. I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
take  into  consideration  the  following  state- 
ment made  by  a  congressman  In  a  letter 
which  I  received  to-day— I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  literature  which  he  has  forwarded 
to  me*  has  not  arrived  : 

I  have  sent  you  a  lot  of  literature  on  the 
subject  of  the  free  delivery  of  mails  in  our 
rural  territory.  You  will  no  doubt  find  in  this 
material  a  good  bit  of  Information.  The  plan 
has  worked  very  well  with  us.  I  think  It  makes 
a  good  deal  of  expense,  usually  creating  a  de- 
ficit of  from  four  to  eight  millions  of  dollars 
yearly.  This  year  the  appropriation  will  be 
between  twenty-three  and  twenty-five  millions 
of  dollars.  Tou  see  how  enormously  it  has 
grown  in  extent  and  popularity.  As  a  large 
majority  of  our  people  live  in  rural  districts, 
you  will  appreciate  how  greatly  interested  the 
country  has  become. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  taking  the  population 
of  the  United  States  at  72,000,000,  with  an 
average  deficit  of  say  $6,000,000  on  the 
rural  free  delivery  system,  and  taking  the 
population  of  Canada  at  6,000,000,  the  de- 
ficit here  would  amount  to  about  $500,000 
per  annum. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.    How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  prove  that  ? 
Mr.  ARMSTRONG. 


Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  am  merely  proving 
it  by  the  figures  given  in  the  United  States. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  prove  that  the  deficit  would 
be  In  proportion  to  the  population  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  If  the  hon.  minister 
will  investigate  the  subject,  he  will  find 
that  the  rural  free  delivery  system,  instead 
of  extending  over  the  sparsely  settled  dis- 
tricts, is  confined  to  districts  having  a  cer- 
tain population,  and  there  is  no  reason  why 
the  expense  should  be  proportionately 
greater  In  Canada  than  it  is  in  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Slmcoe 
(Mr.  Lennox)  stated  this  afternoon  that 
five-sixths  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States  had  already  been  covered  by  this 
system.  If  that  statement  is  true,  we  can 
readily  see  that  the  system  is  not  going  to 
be  such  an  extravagant  thing  for  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  as  the  hon.  min- 
ister would  lead  us  to  believe.  The  hon. 
minister  spoke  of  the  cross  roads  in  this 
country  not  being  settled.  If  he  had  In- 
vestigated the  system  of  the  United  States, 
he  would  have  learned  that  the  boxes  are 
placed  along  the  highway,  and  that  the  free 
delivery  man  is  not  compelled  to  go  down 
the  side  roads  unless  he  is  paid  extra  by 
the  people  be  Is  serving.  The  hon.  Post- 
master General  said  to-day  that  the  appro- 
priation in  the  United  States  was  large.  I 
can  only  say  that  that  fact  should  prove  to 
the  bon.  minister  the  popularity  of  the  sys- 
tem. I  am  very  glad  Indeed  that  the  hon. 
minster  referred  to  the  $14,000,000  deficit 
because  I  understand  that  that  covers  all 
the  postal  deficiencies  of  the  United  States. 
All  that  we  are  asking  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  to  do  at  the  present  time  is  to  make 
a  thorough  investigation  of  this  matter. 
Would  it  not  be  wise  to  spend  a  few  thou- 
sand dollars  in  obtaining  all  the  informa- 
tion that  could  be  gathered  on  the  subject 
in  the  United  States,  and  giving  it  to  this 
House  and  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
so  as  to  enable  us  to  judge  whether  or  not 
the  system  could  be  introduced  into  this 
country  with  profit  to  our  people?  The 
present  government  seems  to  be  legislating 
and  catering  to  a  large  extent  to  the  cities, 
towns  and  corporations  of  our  country,  and 
sadly  neglecting  the  rural  districts.  I  wish 
I  could  impress  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
looking  after  the  interests  of  the  farmers  of 
this  country.  Millions  of  dollars  are  voted 
away  In  this  House  each  year  for  the  build- 
ing of  piers  and  Improving  harbours,  a  great 
deal  of  which  we  approve  of,  no  doubt ; 
and  $2,000,000  is  to  be  spent  in  erecting  a 
mint,  for  which  no  minister  that  I  have 
heard  has  been  able  yet  to  give  a  reason- 
able excuse.  Under  these  circumstances, 
would  it  toe  asking  too  much  that  a  few 
thousand  dollars  should  be  spent  each  year 
In  making  a  test  of  the  rural  free  delivery 
system  In  our  country?    If  you  Investigate 
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the  country  post  offices,  you  will  find  that 
we  have  to-day  a  most  Impoverished  sys- 
tem. The  postmaster  of  the  little  country 
post  office  is  paid  $25  or  $50  per  annum 
for  looking  after  the  mails,  and  a  small 
pittance  is  paid  to  the  man  who  carries  the 
mails  to  and  fro.  The  rural  districts  are 
not  treated  fairly  under  our  present  postal 
system.  The  hon.  Postmaster  General 
stated  to-day  that  this  would  be  vicious- 
legislation  to  force  upon  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  want  to  tell  the  hon.  minister 
that  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  he 
will  be  forced  to  take  up  this  matter  and 
investigate  it.  The  people  of  this  country 
will  demand  that  he  make  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation of  the  rural  free  delivery  sys- 
tems in  different  countries. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  did  not  say 
It  would  be  a  vicious  system  to  introduce 
into  Canada.  I  did  not  use  that  term.  I 
said  it  would  be  a  mistake  from  the  finan- 
cial standpoint. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  must  have  misun- 
derstood the  hon.  minister.  I  will  retract 
the  statement,  but  I  understood  him  to 
make  the  statement  that  it  would  be  a 
visious  system  of  legislation  to  force  on  the 
people  of  this  country. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Unwise. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
up  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  at  present, 
but  I  would  sincerely  urge  my  hon.  friend 
the  Postmaster  General  to  have  this  matter 
thoroughly  investigated  and  submit  a  report 
to  the  House  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  reply  to  the  hon.  the  Postmaster 
General.  I  am  sorry  that  having  begun  so 
well  and  kept  on  until  dinner  time  in  a 
fairly  rapid  strain,  he  declined  afterwards 
to  pursue  what  he  evidently  intended  before 
we  adjourned.  The  matter  is  one  which, 
presented  in  the  manner  I  saw  fit  to  present 
It,  in  a  non  partisan  manner,  I  thougat 
might  have  been  approached  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  In  a  somewhat  different  attitude 
from  that  which  he  saw  fit  to  assume  ;  and 
1  certainly  expected  that  after  I  had  called 
his  attention  to  certain  misstatements,  acci- 
dental or  otherwise,  which  he  made  a  year 
ago,  he  would  have  been  careful  to  give 
the  House  accurate  Information  on  all  the 
questions  he  dealt  with  this  evening.  I  re- 
gret that  he  has  not  done  so,  and  that  on 
the  Important  questions  of  deficits  he  gave  to 
the  House  an  entirely  misleading  impres- 
sion of  the  facts  concerning  the  United 
States.  The  receipts  and  expenditures  in 
the  United  States,  have  resulted  in  deficits 
almost  Invariably  for  a  long  series  of  years. 
Turning  to  volume  17  of  the  House  docu- 
ments of  1902,  at  pages  12  and  13,  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  find  a  confirmation  of  what 
I  say.  There  we  have  a  table  giving 
the  receipts  and  expenditures  In  the  United 


States  every  tenth  year  from  1792,  and  I 
shall  put  this  volume  at  the  disposal  of  my 
hon.  friend  if  he  wishes  to  use  it.  But  in 
order  to  be  brief,  I  shall  begin  with  the  year 
1860.  I  find  that  in  the  year  1860  the 
recipts  In  the  United  States  were  $8,518,067 
and  the  expenditure  $19,170,610,  leaving  a 
deficit  of  $10,652,543.  Yet  the  hon.  minister 
saw  fit  to  tell  the  House  that  before  they 
adopted  the  rural  mail  delivery  system  In 
the  United  States,  they  had  no  deficit. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  made  no 
such  statement 

Mr.  LENNOX.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  in  '  Hansard '  what  he  said. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  never  made 
any  such  statement. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  He  began  with  a  certain 
j  ear — I  forget  what  year  it  was — and  said 
that  in  that  year  there  was  a  deficit  of 
$2,000,000  or  thereabouts. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend 
has  not  quite  understood  what  I  said.  I 
said  that  for  many  years,  speaking  from 
memory,  the  deficits  In  the  United  States 
post  office  had  been  very  considerable,  but 
that  of  late  years,  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  rural  mall  delivery,  the  annual  deficit 
had  been  gradually  becoming  smaller,  and  I 
thought  had  fallen  to  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,- 
000.  But  I  had  the  deficit  for  the  decennial 
period  ending  December  1902.  And  for  that 
year  the  deficit  was  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,000  ; 
and  at  that  time  they  had  scarcely  expended 
anything  on  rural  delivery.  But  since  four 
years,  during  which  they  had  been  making 
large  expenditures  on  rural  mail  delivery, 
the  deficit  had  Increased  from  $2,000,000  to 
over  $14,000,000. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  That  statement  bears  out 
the  proposition  I  started  to  make.  My  hon. 
friend  saw  fit  to  attribute  the  deficits  to  the 
establishment  of  rural  mail  delivery,  and 
referring  to  the  year  1902  he  said  the  deficit 
was  between  $2,000,000  and  $3,000,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  gave  the 
exact  figures  for  1902. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  What  is  the  fact  ?  The 
fact  is  that  they  began  in  1860  with  a  deficit 
of  more  than  120  per  cent  on  the  revenues  of 
the  post  office.  Then  in  1863,  in  the  face 
of  that  condition  of  things,  the  United  States 
government  took  upon  themselves  to  pur- 
sue a  policy  of  expansion.  They  established 
free  deliveries  In  the  cities,  and  the  result 
has  been  that  since  then,  taking  the  gross 
volume  of  business,  the  deficit,  instead  of 
showing  an  increased  percentage,  has  been 
showing  a  decreasing  percentage.  At  pages 
12  and  13,  I  find  this  report : 

With  the  phenomenal  growth  ot  population 
and  other  favouring  conditions,  the  mail  matter 
poured  Into  the  post  office  has  rapidly  helped 
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to  lessen  the  percentage  of  deficiencies.  Des- 
pite largely  Increased  expenditures,  the  reven- 
ues gradually  approximated  the  expenditure 
after  each  added  outlay  has  marked  a  new 
standard. 

That  is  not  exactly  what  my  hon.  friend 
intended. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  Is  pre- 
cisely what  I  said. 

Mr.  LENNOX.    I  shall  read  it  again  : 

In  spite  of  the  largely  Increased  expenditure 
the  revenues  gradually  approximated  the  ex- 
penditures after  each  added  outlay  

Including  the  large  outlay  for  rural  mail 
delivery. 

 has  marked  a  new  standard. 

In  the  year  1899,  when  the  rural  mail 
delivery  was  Introduced,  it  marked  a  new 
standard,  and  after  each  one  of  these  stand- 
ards, the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United 
States  points  out  that  the  revenues  have 
gradually  approximated  the  expenditures. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  No,  the  hon. 
gentleman  misunderstands  the  report  be  is 
reading.  He  must  read  it  again.  In  1899 — 
the  year  it  speaks  about— the  vote  was 
1150,000  for  the  succeeding  year.  They  only 
had  voted  that  year  $50,000  in  1898  for  rural 
mail  delivery  in  the  United  States.  What 
effect  could  that  have  on  the  revenue  of  the 
United  States  post  office  for  1890?  It  could 
not  hare  had  the  effect  of  a  dollar. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Hon.  gentlemen  are  very 
prompt  in  saying  '  hear,  bear  ;'  but  if  those 
same  hon.  gentlemen  would  honestly  en- 
deavour to  study  these  questions  and  do 
something  for  the  constituencies  they  repre- 
sent, instead  of  from  time  to  time  Interrupt- 
ing with  their  '  hear,  hears.'  when  they  know 
nothing  about  the  question— if  they  will 
study  the  question  and  then  get  up  and  tell 
the  House  what  they  know  about  it,  I 
should  be  happy  to  give  way  to  them,  and 
for  the  present  It  will  not  take  them  very 
long  to  tell  what  they  know.  I  do  not  pro- 
fess to  know  everything  about  this  matter. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  It  is  a  matter  a  very 
few  have  studied  minutely.  I  do  not 
think  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Postmaster 
General  has  shown  any  very  great  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  because  he  was  unable 
to  answer  even  the  few  questions  put  him 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  this  afternoon.  Nor  has 
he  been  very  clear  In  his  elucida- 
tions, and  it  will  be  quite  in  keeping  for 
him  to  take  the  '  hear,  hears '  of  his  follow- 
ers to  heart  and  study  the  question.  We 
are  asking  to  have  the  report  of  this  investi- 
gation, which  he  instituted  a  year  or  two 
ago,  laid  on  the  table,  so  that  the  country 
may  know  what  it  is,  Instead  of  his  pigeon- 
Mr.  LENNOX. 


holing  it  and  keeping  it  as  a  state  secret  and 
then  proclaiming  of  bis  own  mere  motion 
what  be  shall  or  shall  not  do.  As  to  the 
establishment  of  rural  mail  delivery  I  may 
say  that  In  1901  the  first  large  expenditure 
was  made,  an  expenditure  of  $1,750,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  was  not 
in  1901  at  all. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  That  was  the  appropria- 
tion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  was  not 
made  in  1902. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  The  appropriation  was 
made  in  1901  of  $1,750,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman spoke  of  the  expenditure  of  $1,750,- 
000  in  1901 ;  I  say  that  the  expenditure  in 
11)01  must  have  been  limited  to  the  appro- 
priation for  1901  which  was  $540,000. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  The  expenditure  in  1901 
was  probably  $450,000,  and  it  will  probably 
be  gratifying  to  the  Postmaster  General  to 
know  that  out  of  that  $450,000  they  succeed- 
ed in  establishing  1,356  rural  routes,  repre- 
senting on  the  average  100  families  each, 
so  that  when  the  Postmaster  General  talks 
of  starting  with  an  expenditure  of  $2,000,000 
and  Increasing  that  to  to  $25,000,000  in  a  few 
years,  he  shows,  what  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  know,  that  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral does  not  know  what  he  is  talking  about. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  explain  how  it  was  that  the  ex- 
penditure has  risen  from  the  year  1900, 
when  it  was  $450,000,  to  the  year  1906,  the 
ccming  year  for  which  the  appropriation  is 
$26,000,000.  How  could  he  satisfy  the  coun- 
try that  we  are  not  likely  to  press  on  at 
an  equal  speed  in  expenditure  ?  These  fig- 
ures indicate  the  use  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  make  of  the  system  ;  are  we 
not  likely  to  be  equally  enterprising  once 
we  start  it  ? 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
trying  to  draw  one  of  those  fish  across  the 
track.  We  are  not  dealing  with  that  ques- 
tion at  all.  It  would  be  quite  competent  for 
(he  Postmaster  General  to  tell  us  what  he 
would  do  in  this  matter,  but  I  am  not  here  to 
outline  a  policy  for  the  Postmaster  General.  I 
tell  him  that  they  have  been  extending 
their  rural  postal  service  at  the  rate  of  700 
routes  a  month,  and  that  they  have  been 
nnswerlng  the  demands  of  the  people  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  as  they  believe  very 
rapidly,  and  beginning  with  a  modest  appro- 
priation they  have  got  up  to  $26,000,000 
pnd  they  have  still  a  very  small  percentage 
of  expenditure  for  the  rural  service  as 
compared  with  the  city  service. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  This  whole 
$20,000,000  is  for  the  rural  service,  not  for 
the  city  service.    Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
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tbink  that  Canada  can  afford  to  spend  $26,- 
MO.O0O  for  rural  delivery  ? 

Mr.  LENNOX.  No  one  In  bis  senses  would 
trlk  of  an  expenditure  like  that  for  rural 
delivery  in  Canada.  We  are  spending  only 
$4,500,000  for  the  whole  postal  service  of 
Canada,  and  does  any  sane  man — and  I  hope 
the  hon.  minister  wants  to  assu  ue 
that  role— think  of  talking  of  an  ex- 
penditure of  $25,000,000  for  a  popula- 
tion of  5,000,000  people  ?  They  ar<* 
spending  $26,000,000  not  only  In  carry- 
iDg  on  the  rural  mall  delivery  system  in  the 
United  States,  but  in  perfecting  the  system 
and  establishing  10,000  new  routes  every 
>ear.  They  established  10,000  new  routes 
lost  year  and  more  than  that  are  contem- 
plated this  year.  In  a  few  years,  4  think 
within  a  year  or  two  If  I  understand  the  re- 
port aright,  they  expect  to  have  a  complete 
net  work  of  free  delivery  routes  over  the 
whole  territory  of  the  United  States,  so 
fai  as  necessary,  upon  the  basis  which  they 
have  adopted  of  establishing  a  route  only 
whereabout  100  families  can  be  embraced 
in  a  route  of  25  miles  or  so. 

This  report  goes  on  : 

Despite  largely  Increased  expenditures,  the 
revenues  gradually  approximated  the  expenses 
after  each  added  outlay  has  marked  a  new 
standard. 

In  1872  the  receipts  of  the  Poet  Office  Depart- 
ment were  In  round  numbers  $22,000,000,  against 
an  expenditure  of  $26,500,000,  a  deficiency  of 
$4,500,000,  or  20-45  per  cent  of  the  revenue.  In 
1882  the  receipts  were  $42,000,000,  against  an 
expenditure  of  $41,000,000,  showing  a  surplus  ot 
$1,000,000.  In  1892  the  receipts  had  increased 
to  $71,000,000.  against  an  expenditure  of  $77,- 
000.000,  leaving  a  deficiency  of  $6,000,000,  or  8-45 
per  cent  of  the  revenue.  In  1902  the  receipts 
were  about  $122,000,000,  with  an  expenditure  of 
nearly  $125,000,000,  reducing  the  deficiency  to 
about  $3,000,000,  or  2-46  per  cent  of  the  revenue. 

I  have  read  this  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing that,  while  the  Postmaster  General 
singled  out  a  certain  year  to  show  the  exis- 
tence of  deficits  in  the  United  States  ser- 
\  Ice,  as  a  matter  of  fact  deficits  have  mark- 
et! the  whole  history  of  the  business  of  the 
United  States  Post  Office  Department  since 
1822  with  the  "exception  of  one  single  year, 
l!*82,  when  there  was  a  surplus  of  $1,000,000. 
II  will  be  noticed  that  although  the  deficits 
are  Increasing  the  percentage  of  deficits  is 
decreasing.  In  other  words  by  a  wise  policy 
thf;  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States 
:?  extending  the  service  as  public  demands 
lequire  it,  and  although  there  is  nominally  a 
larger  deficit  there  is  actually  a  less  deficit 
neon  the  total  business  of  the  country.  The 
Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States  con- 
tinues: 

Deficits  in  the  postal  service  are  not  to  be 
viewed  with  apprehension.  It  is  the  policy, 
whenever  the  postal  receipts  exceed  or  come 
near  the  expenditures,  to  extend  postal  facili- 
ties and  cheapen  the  cost  of  the  service  to  the 
public.    The  receipts  in  1882  Indicated  such  a 


healthy  condtion  of  the  postal  revenues  and  ex- 
penditures as  to  induce  Congress  to  distribute 
the  benefits  of  the  surplus  among  the  people 
in  the  reduction  of  letter  postage  from  three 
cents  per  half  ounce  to  two  cents  per  ounce. 

I  thought  the  2  cent  rate  was  a  discovery 
on  our  part  of  the  continent,  but  It  seems 
that  they  had  discovered  it  first. 

Inasmuch  as  the  revenue  received  from  first- 
class  matter  at  the  old  rate  of  three  cents  per 
half  ounce  was  about  $16,000,000,  the  reduction 
of  postage  to  those  writing  letters  was  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  $5,000,000. 

Under  the  seemingly  double  handicap  of  re- 
duced rates  and  Increased  weights,  the  Post 
Office  Department  was  compelled  to  face  a  newly 
created  deficiency,  which  in  1885  was  about  $7,- 
500,000. 

The  Postmaster  General  of  Canada  must 
have  known  these  facts.  The  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  call  his  attention  is  that  when  he 
was  dealing  with  this  matter  and  showing 
that  by  reason  of  their  adoption  of  rural  mall 
oelivery  they  have  plunged  themselves  Into 
a  large  deficit,  It  would  have  been  fair,  it 
would  have  been  honest  of  him,  to  have 
said  that  they  previously  had  large  deficits, 
far  In  excess,  In  some  years,  of  what  they 
had  since  the  establishment  of  rural  mall 
delivery.  In  1892  it  was  $6,000,000,  and 
from  that  year  until  1807  the  deficiency  grew 
to  about  $11,000,000.  So  we  find  that  the 
deficits  that  have  arisen  have  not  been 
caused  by  the  rural  mail  delivery.  The  Post- 
master shows  the  very  contrary,  he  shows 
tl-at  increased  receipts  have  resulted  from 
the  fact  of  the  establishment  of  rural  mail 
oellvery.    He  says  : 

During  all  this  time  the  beneficent  grant  of 
cheaper  postage  not  only  aided  business,  but 
promoted  the  exchange  of  personal  communica- 
tions. It  helped  the  farmers  to  secure  the 
free  distribution  of  literature  from  State  agri- 
cultural stations,  which  Congress  authorized  in 
1887. 

Now  what  is  the  argument  to  be  deduced 
from  the  figures  furnished  by  the  United 
States  ?  The  Postmaster  General  asks. 
Are  we  prepared  to  plunge  ourselves  into 
an  expenditure  of  $25,000,000  ?  Why  Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  shows  that  he  has  given 
very  little  consideration  to  the  subject.  In 
the  United  States,  13,000,000  of  people  are 
being  served  on  an  expenditure  of  about 
$12,000,000.  The  total  expenditure  of  the 
United  States  In  1893-4,  In  connection  with 
the  post  office  was  $152,000,000.  Thirteen 
million  are  one-sixth  of  the  population  of  the 
United  States,  and  one-sixth  of  the  total 
expenditure  for  the  post  office  Is  $25,000,000. 
In  other  words,  whilst  they  have  expended 
upon  -rural  mail  delivery  a  matter  ot  $12,- 
000,000  or  $13,000,000,  a  fair  proportion  of 
the  total  expenditure  for  the  rural  popula- 
tion for  13,000,000  people,  would  have  be.»n 
double  that  amount.  Therefore  I  do  not 
know  that  I  could  deduce  any  more  concl  l- 
slve  argument  to  show,  If  not  that  this  sys- 
tem should  be  adopted,  at  all  events  that  It 
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should  be  seriously  considered.  That  granted 
their  expenditure  of  $12,000,000  or  $14,000,- 
000,  or  even  $20,0000,000  or  $26,000,000  in  the 
United  States  on  rural  mail  delivery,  they 
are  not  expending-  one  dollar  more  in  propor- 
tion to  the  total  expenditure  in  the  Post 
Office  Department  for  rural  mail  delivery, 
with  vast  benefit  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  than  they  are  for  the  service  and 
the  convenience  of  the  rest  of  the  popula- 
tion. Then  take  the  receipts.  The  postal 
receipts  in  the  United  States  last  year 
were  $143,000,000,  one-sixth  of  that  would 
be  $24,000,000.  They  have  expended  In  the 
United  States  a  matter  of  $12,000,000  on  the 
rural  service  being  one-half  the  rate  of  ex- 
penditure elsewhere  pointed  out  by  the  Post- 
master General — and  I  hope  out  Postmaster  i 
General  has  read  it  carefully— they  have 
vastly  increased  receipts  from  almost  every 
source  by  reason  of  rural  mall  de- 
livery. The  mails  are  carried  to  every 
man's  gate  notwithstanding  the  idea  of 
cross  roads  which  the  hon.  gentleman  put 
forward.  Wherever  a  route  is  established 
the  service  is  carried,  and  the  necessity  of 
each  man  going  to  a  rural  post  ofhce  is 
dispensed  with.  The  letters  are  deposited 
there  for  him  and  he  deposits  the  letters 
that  he  wants  to  have  mailed,  not  only  to 
the  country  generally,  but  even  to  his  neigh- 
bour. The  man  registers  a  letter  with  the 
carrier,  he  can  get  a  registered  letter  from 
the  carrier,  the  carrier  will  take  a  letter  to 
any  person  within  a  mile  of  the  route 
on  the  payment  of  an  additional  postage, 
or  a  money  order,  or  a  money  parcel,  for  a 
postage  of  eight  cents.  The  whole  service 
has  been  estimated  as  costing  an  aver- 
age of  eight  cents  a  mile,  and  the  propor- 
tionate revenue  from  these  13,000,000  people 
is  not  less  than  $24,000,000.  So  If  you  take 
the  total  expenditure  which  is  contemplated 
in  the  current  fiscal  year  in  the  United 
States,  you  will  find  that  the  system  will 
be  self  sustaining.  There  were  several  other 
minor  matters  that  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral referred  to,  but  I  will  not  take  time 
to  reply  to  them.  He  talks  of  a  protest, 
and  makes  Insinuations  against  the  honesty 
and  integrity  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  Why  would  not  the  members  ot 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  as  members 
of  parliament  here,  be  heard  in  protest  if 
there  is  anything  that  Is  wrong,  just  as  we 
voice  our  protest  against  this  government 
when  it  does  wrong  ?  It  may  be,  as  the 
Postmaster  General  says,  that  they  were 
silenced  ;  but  for  my  part  I  believe 
there  is  as  much  honesty  and  integrity 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States,  man 
for  man,  as  there  is  in  other  countries  ; 
and  if  there  were  In  the  United  States  this 
giant  wrong,  this  hydro-headed  monster 
which  the  minister  spoke  of,  we  would  hear 
a  protest  raised  against  it  by  the  public  men 
and  people  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LENNOX. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of 
being  in  the  House  when  the  Postmaster 
General  finished  his  remarks.  I  had  hoped 
that  the  Postmaster  General  would  have 
given  us  a  concise  statement  of  what  the 
results  have  been  In  the  United  States,  not 
only  in  extension  of  the  delivery  and  of 
the  routes,  and  the  increased  cost  of  that 
extension,  but  also,  If  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral's reports  In  the  United  States  give  the 
data  for  it,  and  I  imagine  they  do,  to  find 
out  what  had  resulted  from  this  movement, 
so  that  we  could  have  had  both  sides  of  the 
account  so  far  as  it  could  be  given,  and 
know  how  it  stood  financially,  as  to  whether 
with  the  large  extension  and  large  increase 
in  the  expenses  for  these  routes  as  extend- 
ed, there  was  also  a  corresponding  In- 
crease, In  revenue  and  what  the  total 
amount  collected  out  of  this  rural  de- 
livery route  amounted  to,  so  that  we 
could  trace  a  comparison  between  the 
expenditures  and  receipts.  Now  I  think, 
though  I  am  not  expressing  any  opinion  on 
the  advisability  of  introducing  rural  de- 
livery into  Canada,  still  this  much  is  true  : 
The  people  of  the  United  States  who  live 
alongside  of  us  are  making  very  extensive, 
and  I  will  admit,  some  very  expensive  ex- 
periments in  rural  delivery.  They  have 
gone  from  1897  to  1905  and  1906  and  have 
increased  the  expenditures  very  largely, 
showing  that  they  are  not  playing  with  the 
matter,  the  indications  going  to  prove  that 
they  are  going  to  make  still  larger  oper- 
ations, and  it  looks  as  If  they  Intended  to 
•make  it  permanent  In  the  United  States. 
Now  It  is  impossible  for  us  In  Canada  living 
alongside  of  the  United  States  and  finding 
the  farmers  and  the  people  living  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line  having  all  these  ad- 
vantages of  rural  delivery  and  free  de- 
livery—I  say  It  is  Impossible  for  our  people 
here  to  be  content  unless  there  is  some 
earnest  attempt  made  to  collate  the  facts, 
and  if  it  does  not  Involve  too  great  an  ex- 
penditure, to  give  to  the  farmers  and  dwel- 
lers in  rural  sections  of  Canada  the  same 
advantages  that  the  rural  populations  have 
in  the  United  States  of  America.  The  hon. 
Postmaster  General  will  see  .what  I  mean  ; 
that  an  experiment  of  that  kind  cannot  be 
carried  on  for  a  series  of  years  and  which 
is  at  present  going  on  as  if  they  intended 
to  make  it  a  permanent  advantage  and  pri- 
vilege to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
without  the  people  In  Canada  demanding 
the  very  same  thing.  We  will  And  that  we 
will  have  to  give  this  to  the  people  of  Can- 
ada provided  it  can  be.  done  without  too 
great  an  expense  in  proportion  to  the  added 
revenue  which  will  come  from  the  «xten- 
slon.  However,  I  had  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  would  have  been  able 
to  give  us  a  concise  and  comprehensive 
statement  as  to  both  sides  of  the  question, 
as  to  what  the  added  revenues  were  as  cor- 
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responding  with  tlie  added  expenditures. 
The  hon.  Postmaster  General,  I  have  no 
doubt,  has  been  looking  carefully  into  this 
question.  Has  he  any  idea  as  to  that  part 
of  the  matter? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Yes  ;  in  a  gen- 
eral way.  When  they  established  a  rural 
mall  delivery  the  expenditure  was  approach- 
ing the  revenue.  In  the  early  years  of  the 
history  of  the  United  States  post  office 
there  were  large  deficits. 

Mr.  POSTER.  That  was  for  the  whole 
system  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Without  rural 
delivery.  They  were  getting  into  a  very 
satisfactory  state,  and  they  looked  forward 
to  the  time  when  they  hoped  to  have  been 
able  to  have  a  self-sustaining  department 
The  figures  of  the  deficits  will  show  that 
But  from  the  moment  they  inaugurated 
rural  mall  delivery  deficits  have  increased, 
and  in  four  years  the  expenditure  on  rural 
mail  delivery  has  increased  by  probably 
$18,000,000,  and  the  deficits  in  that  time 
have  Increased  from  $2,900,000  to  $14,000,- 
000.  While  without  rural  delivery  they 
were  approaching  a  self-sustaining  basis, 
since  they  have  established  rural  delivery, 
each  year,  as  they  increased  the  expenditure 
on  rural  delivery,  the  deficit  increased,  and, 
whilst  It  is  not  conclusive,  the  presumption 
must  be  that  the  increased  deficit  has  been 
occasioned  by  the  increased  rural  delivery. 
Moreover,  having  looked  over  some  of  the 
reports  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States,  I  think  I  can  correctly  say 
that  they  assign  their  increasing  deficits  to 
rural  delivery. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  No  ;  you  cannot  find  that 
in  any  of  the  last  four  reports. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Well,  I  will 
give  a  little  experience  from  my  own  ob- 
servation now.  I  was  going  through  a  city 
in  the  United  States  last  December.  I 
called  upon  the  postmaster  in  that  city,  and 
I  asked  him  if  he  would  mind  giving  me  a 
tabulated  statement  showing  the  revenue 
collected  on  the  routes  of  his  city  for  the 
month  of  January  each  year  since  the  es- 
tablishment of  his  system.  He  got  a  few  of 
them  up  for  me — three  or  four — and  I  found 
that  the  establishment  of  these  routes  had 
not  led  to  any  increase  in  the  volume  of 
business,  and  comparing  them  with  the 
three  or  four  years,  I  was  surprised  to  find 
that  for  the  last  year  the  number  of  letters 
and  the  quantity  of  mail  matter  carried  by 
the  courier  on  some  routes  were  even 
less  than  for  the  corresponding  month 
of  earlier  times.  It  did  not  in  that 
case,  have  the  effect  of  keeping  up 
the  volume  of  business  done.  If  the 
United  States  Post  Office  Department 
in  their  reports  bad  separated  the  sources 
of  revenue  we  could  get  that  information, 
but  they  have  not  done  that.  They  have 
combined  the  collections  from  cities  where 


they  have  a  letter-carrier  system  with  the 
collections  and  revenues  from  rural  routes. 
There  is  a  vast  difference.  It  may  be  very 
wise  and  most  necessary  to  have  a  letter- 
carrier  delivery  in  large  cities,  but  it  is  a 
different  matter  in  sparsely  settled  districts. 
I  would  rejoice  if  it  were  possible,  because 
I  think  nobody  can  accuse  me  of  not  desir- 
ing to  develop  the  post  office  if  I  could  feel 
safe  or  justified  in  inaugurating  this  sys- 
tem, but  I  feel  satisfied  that  once  the  sys- 
tem was  started,  even  in  an  experimental 
stage  or  on  fixed  lines,  nu  government 
would  be  strong  enough  to  resist  the  pres- 
sure for  an  extension  of  that  system  to  all 
parts  of  the  country.  I  believe  that  every 
member  of  Congress  goes  to  Congress  pledg- 
ed to  establish  the  same  system  in  his  dis- 
trict that  is  prevailing  in  other  parts  of  the 
union.  In  this  country  we  would  labour 
under  a  great  disadvantage,  because  our 
population  is  much  more  sparse  than  that 
of  the  United  States.  There  are  places 
where  the  country  may  be  considered  popu- 
lous, but  these  are  the  exception.  Then  we 
would  have  to  look  into  the  question  of  the 
relative  expense.  The  figures,  as  given  by 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Simcoe  (Mr.  Len- 
nox), showing  what  he  estimated  to  be  the 
cost  of  the  service,  would  hardly  be  a  safe 
guide.  It  would  be  more  expensive  and 
more  difficult  in  our  northern  latitude  than 
throughout  the  United  States.  Whilst  part 
of  their  country  is  in  a  northern  latitude, 
taking  it  as  a  whole,  they  will  not  have 
such  a  widespread  area  covered  by  snow, 
or  as  difficult  a  country,  by  reason  of  the 
inclement  weather,  in  which  to  carry  on  this 
service  as  we  have  in  Canada.  If  I  can  get 
the  United  States  government  to  give  me  a 
tabulated  statement,  I  will  endeavour  to  do 
so.  I  will  send  an  officer  to  see  if  they 
will  give  it,  or  to  see  if  I  can  get  a  state- 
ment which  will  give  us  some  fair  data  to 
go  upon.  I  have  information  that  is  of  a 
semt-conflctential  nature.  I  had  several 
officers  accompany  these  couriers  as  far 
west  almost  as  Chicago.  They  got  Informa- 
tion which  was  confidential.  I  rely  upon 
the  information  they  gave  me  upon  this 
occasion,  and  I  would  say  that  some  of  the 
reports  made,  I  think,  to  the  Washington 
authorities  as  to  the  supposed  volume  of 
revenue  were  somewhat  exaggerated,  to  put 
it  very  mildly.  I  recall  one  Instance  on  om 
route  where  the  carrier  was  reporting  some 
500  pieces  of  mail  matter  when  my  officer 
counted  the  number  of  pieces  of  mail  matter 
he  carried,  and  it  was  many-fold  less  than 
that  put  in  the  return. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  POSTER  (North  Toronto). 
The  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  In  one  respect  is  certainly  satisfac- 
tory, and  is  all  that  I  was  pressing  for.  I 
do  not  understand  that  my  hon.  friends  who 
have  been  discussing  this  matter  this 
afternoon  wish  to  involve  Canada  in  a 
tremendous  expense  unless  It  is  justified. 
It  is  just  as  I  say,  that  if  on  a  large  scale 
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rural  free  delivery  is  given  in  the  United 
States  there  will  come  a  demand  for  it  in 
this  country,  and  the  department  particular- 
ly ought  to  be  furnished  with  information 
so  as  to  give  a  sufficient  answer,  if  there 
is  a  sufficient  answer,  and  if  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  answer,  why,  to  give  the  service, 
because  one  or  the  other. will  have  to  be 
given.  I  cannot  think  but  what  the  United 
States  officers,  who  are,  I  imagine,  very 
competent  officers,  are  not  keeping  pretty 
close  tally  on  that,  and  that  if  there  were 
some  method  of  finding  out  about  what 
revenue  Is  being  brought  in  from  the  ex- 
tension of  the  free  delivery  system,  and  if 
the  hon.  Postrilaster  General  can  get  hold 
of  something  satisfactory  or  trustworthy  in 
that  respect,  so  as  to  get  at  the  basis  of 
revenue  to  be  hoped  for  from  a  free  de- 
livery system,  we  will  have  some  ground 
upon  which  to  go  in  our  discussion  of  the 
subject.  I  will  be  very  glad  If  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  can  get  that  informa- 
tion for  us. 

Mr.  H.  S.  CLEMENTS  (West  Kent).  If 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General  decides  to  try 
the  experiment  at  some  future  time,  I  want 
to  remark  that  West  Kent  is  a  good  place  to 
begin  with. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  suppose 
every  riding  in  the  Dominion  would  put  In 
a  plea. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
Ion.  gentleman  from  Lambton  (Mr.  Arm- 
strong) that  the  farmers  of  Canada  are  now 
clamouring  for  a  rural  mail  delivery,  and  I 
would  point  out  to  the  Postmaster  General 
that  we  have  a  number  of  districts  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  in  which  that  mail 
•  service  could  well  be  established.  The  farm- 
ers are  our  heaviest  tax  payers,  and  it  is 
high  time  that  something  should  be  done  to 
fcr'ng  to  their  uoors  the  conveniences  of 
civilization.  I  trust  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
ciai  will  take  the  matter  into  bis  serious 
consideration  and  that  he  will  consider  the 
advantages  of  West  Kent  when  he  is  about 
to  establish  a  rural  mail  delivery. 

Mr.  A.  H.  CLARKE  (South  Essex).  I  am 
very  much  pleased  to  find  that  the  Post- 
u  aster  General  is  about  to  collect  the  infor- 
mation necessary  to  enable  us  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  Canada  can  afford  a  rural 
delivery  system.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Kent  lias  spoken  of  his  constituency 
as  an  excellent  place  in  which  to  make 
the  experiment,  but  I  assure  the  House  that 
1  can  offer  an  even  more  suitable  territory, 
t.  territory  nearer  the  border  still.  In  the 
lading  of  South  Essex.  Before  the  opening 
of  this  session,  a  very  compact  township  in 
that  riding  was  so  desirous  of  having  a 
nnal  mail  delivery,  that  the  township  sug- 
gested that  It  would  be  willing  to  pay  half 
the  cost  if  the  government  would  undertake 
tj  pay  the  other  half.  I  commend  the  enter- 
prise of  this  township  to  the  attention  of 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


the  Postmaster  General.  The  people  of  Es- 
sex have  seen  the  system  work  satisfactorily 
In  the  state  of  Michigan,  and  they  have  a 
feeling  that  what  is  good  for  the  United 
States  is  certainly  not  too  good  for  Canada. 
If  the  expense  is  not  excessive,  It  will  afford 
gieat  satisfaction  to  the  farmers  of  our 
country  should  the  Postmaster  General  be 
able  to  establish  the  system,  because  now 
a  days  the  farmer  takes  his  daily  paper  and 
he  wants  conveniences  similar  to  those  which 
may  be  obtained  in  the  cities.  I  thought  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  session  that  the  matter 
was  at  an  end  when  It  was  stated  that  the 
expense  was  too  great  for  this  country  to 
bear,  and  that  they  were  getting  tired  of  it 
!n  the  United  States,  but  I  am  glad  the 
Postmaster  General  has  offered  to  procure 
the  Information  necessary  to  enable  the 
House  to  form  a  satisfactory  opinion,  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt 
the  system  in  Canada. 

Mr.  D.  DERBYSHIRE  (Brockville).  I  trust 
that  when  the  Postmaster  General  is  looking 
for  a  district  in  which  to  establish  a  rural 
mail  delivery  he  will  not  forget  the  metro- 
politan district  of  Brockville.  In  no  con- 
stituency in  this  grand  Dominion  can  there 
be  afforded  such  a  splendid  opportunity 
to  demonstrate  the  successful  working  of 
this  scheme  as  In  the  riding  of  Brockville. 
If  It  is  possible  to  establish  the  system  in 
any  constituency  In  this  Dominion  I  trust 
the  Postmaster  General  will  see  his  way 
clear  to  commence  with  Brockville. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES  (King's,  P.E.I).  I 
want  to  put  in  just  a  word  for  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  Ours  is  the  most  thickly  po- 
pulated province  in  this  Dominion  ;  Its  in- 
habitants are  almost  altogether  farmers, 
r.nd  since  the  object  of  a  rural  mall  delivery 
is  to  benefit  the  farmers,  the  Postmaster 
General  can  find  no  better  place  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  In  which  to  begin. 

Mr.  A.  A.  LEFURGEY  (Prince,  P.E.I.).  I 
endorse  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  member 
for  King's  (Mr.  Hughes),  but  in  the  mean- 
time I  would  ask  that  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral should  perfect  the  present  system  of 
mail  delivery  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  A 
few  days  ago  a  provincial  by-election  was 
being  held  in  the  province  and  as  the  con- 
stituency bordered  on  the  port  of  departure 
for  the  boats  crossing  the  straits,  the  boats 
r.nd  the  mails  were  actually  delayed  in 
crossing  in  order  to  give  employees  an  op- 
portunity to  vote  for  the  Liberal  candidate. 
It  is  a  very  poor  postal  system  indeed  which 
permits  of  delays  to  the  mails  for  such  a 
cause.  Last  year  I  made  an  appeal  for  a 
letter  carrier  service  in  the  important  city  of 
Charlottetown,  and  to-day  I  repeat  that 
i  cquest.  However,  if  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral is  to  experiment  with  a  rural  mail  ser- 
vice he  can  commence  In  no  better  place 
than  Prince  Edward  Island. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Are  these  all 
the  ridings  that  want  it  ? 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Next. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  mentioned 
about  some  of  this  information  being  con- 
fidential, and  subject  to  that  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  order. 

Motion  (Mr. .  Lennox)  agreed  to. 


WELLAND 


CANAL— WATER-POWEU 
LEASES. 


Mr.  WM.  GERMAN  (Welland)  moved  for  : 

A  return  showing  all  leases  of  water-power 
granted  on  the  Welland  canal,  not  included  in 
the  return  made  to  an  order  of  the  House  dated 
3rd  April,  1901  ;  the  names  of  the  lessees  ;  the 
quantity  of  power  granted  In  each  lease  ;  the 
consideration  named  In  each  lease,  together 
with  the  length  of  the  term  granted,  and  the 
amount  of  rental  reserved  in  such  leases  un- 
paid, if  any. 

He  said :  I  desire  to  bring  a  few 
matters  to  the  attention  of  the  govern- 
ment in  connection  with  the  water-power 
on  the  Welland  canal,  and  to  make  a 
few  suggestions  thereon,  which,  if  act- 
ed upon  by  the  government,  will  result 
in  great  benefit  to  the  operation  of  the  Wel- 
land canal  and  advantage  to  the  people  of 
the  country  generally.  In  1901  I  obtained 
an  order  of  the  House  for  a  return  of  all 
leases  granted  up  to  that  time  for  surplus 
water  on  the  Welland  canal,  the  amount  of 
rentals  unpaid,  the  term  of  the  leases,  and 
the  amount  of  rental  reserved  In  each  lease. 
I  find  in  that  return  that  water-power 
leases  have  been  in  existence  for  many  years 
find  that  in  some  rases  for  a  period  of  15 
j  tars  the  rentals  had  not  been  paid.  Since 
■that  time  other  leases  have  been  granted. 
'Ihe  old  leases  were  granted  on  various 
runs  of  stone.  The  old  mills  then  in  exist- 
ence ground  by  stones  and  each  run  of 
stone  was  supposed  to  use  10  horse-power, 
the  rental  being  |6  a  horse-power  or  $60 
for  one  run  of  stone  and  $120  for  two  run 
of  stone. 

These  leases  are  still  in  existence,  many 
of  them  without  having  been*  cancelled  ; 
lessees  of  water-power  in  later  years  have 
been  obliged  to  pay  a  higher  rental  than 
was  paid  formerly  ;  and  the  whole  matter 
in  regard  to  leases  of  water-power  on  the 
Welland  canal  is  in  such  a  confused  con- 
dition that  It  is  working  absolute  injustice 
to  the  users  of  water.  We  find  by  the  re- 
turns that  people  are  using  surplus  water 
on  what  is  called  three  levels,  and  the  hy- 
draulic engineers  of  the  Department  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals  say  that  each  of  the  levels 
above  the  locks  will  develop  450  horse-power; 
so  that  the  people  who  are  using  the  water 
of  three  levels  have  1,350  horse-power,  for 
which  they  are  paying  from  $150  to  $200  a 
year.  We  find  that  the  late  government, 
just  before  it  went  out  of  power,  granted 


leases  of  large  blocks  of  water-power  at  the 
rate  of  25  cents  per  horse-power.  Neither 
party  can  blame  the  other  in  respect  to  the 
management  of  the  water-power  leases  on 
the  Welland  "canal.  I  mentioned  this  matter 
to  the  late  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
(the  Hon.  Mr.  Biair)  and  desired  him  to  put 
the  whole  matter  in  a  position  that  would  be 
fair  to  the  consumers  of  the  water,  but  for 
some  reason  or  other  he  was  unable  to  do  it. 
1  mentioned  the  matter  to  the  present  Min- 
ister of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  I  am  free 
to  admit  that  he  has  promised  to  remedy 
the  present  condition  of  affairs.  I  only  trust 
that  ho  will  do  it,  and  I  am  bringing  this 
matter  now  to  the  attention  of  parliament 
in  order  to  emphasize  what  I  said  to  him, 
and  with  a  desire  to  induce  him  tp  bring 
about  a  condition  of  affairs  in  regard  to  the 
rental  of  water-powers  on  the  Welland  canal 
that  will  result  in  even-handed  justice  being 
dealt  out  to  all.  I  suggested  to  the  minister 
that  $1  per  horse-power  for  undeveloped 
water-power  was  a  sufficient  charge.  If 
that  rate  were  charged  for  the  few  leases 
In  and  adjoining  the  town  of  Tborold,  and 
the  rental  were  collected,  it  would  yield 
over  $11,000  a  year  to  the  government  more 
than  it  is  getting  now.  At  present  we  find 
that  the  Wilson  Carbide  Works  are  using 
over  1,300  horse-power  for  which  they  are 
paying  less  than  10  cents  per  horse-power, 
if  we  are  to  be  guided  by  the  Auditor 
General's  Report  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
received  last  year.  The  Riordan  Paper 
Mills  pay  about  the  same  amount.  Then 
we  have  McClary  &  McLean.  These  are  old 
leases. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 
these  leases  made  ? 


When  were 


Mr.  GERMAN.  The  Riordan  Paper  Mills 
pay  $240  a  year,  and  they  are  in  arrears 
$120 ;  and  they  have  surplus  power  on  at 
least  three  levels  that  would  make  over  700 
horse-power.  That  was  one  of  the  leases 
made  just  before  the  late  government  went 
out  of  power.  The  John  Riordan  lease  is 
another  of  the  old  leases.  It  is  for  the 
surplus  water  on  Lock  17,  for  which  $200  a 
year  is  paid.  The  return  does  not  give  the 
date  of  the  execution  of  the  lease.  The 
difficulty  is  that  many  of  these  leases  have 
changed  hands  and  are  not  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  persons  to  whom  they  were  originally 
granted.  Messrs.  McClary  &  McLean  use 
450  horse-poweir  for  which  they  pay  $210 
a  year.  The  Wilson  Carbide  Works  have  an 
assignment  of  an  old  lease.  When  it  was 
issued  does  not  appear  in  the  return,  but  it 
was  fully  fifty  years  ago.  What  I  contend 
is  that  these  old  leases  should  all  be  can- 
celled and  new  leases  issued  at  a  rental 
which  would  be  fair  to  all.  If  that  were 
done,  the  government  would  receive  a  rentul 
from  the  power  on  the  Welland  canal  which 
would  go  far  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
canal  ;  and  this  is  a  matter  worthy  of  con- 
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sideration,  because  the  Welland  canal  and 
the  other  canals  on  the  St  Lawrence  ronte 
are  now  free.  Many  enterprises  would  be 
established  if  the  water-power  could  be  got 
at  a  reasonable  rate.  Some  parties  are 
paying  $4  per  horse-power.  It  may  be  said 
that  they  were  foolish  to  accept  a  lease  with 
that  rental  reserved.  They  did  it  because 
they  thought  they  could  not  get  power  at  a 
less  rental.  When  we  see  people  using  water- 
power  for  twelve  or  fifteen  years  without 
paying  anything,  and  some  using  large 
quantities  and  paying  only  10  or  15  cents 
per  horse-power,  it  is  unfair  that  others 
should  be  asked  to  pay  $4  per  horse-power. 
If  all  these  old  leases  which  expired  years 
ago  were  cancelled,  new  leases  issued,  and 
all  users  required  to  pay  the  same  rental,  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  would 
receive  a  considerable  revenue,  and  even- 
handed  justice  would  be  meted  out  to  all 
parties. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMBRSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals).  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  this  motion,  but  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  connection  with  it.  My  attention 
was  called  to  the  condition  of  the  leases  on 
the  Welland  canal  shortly  after  I  became 
head  of  the  department,  and  I  am  free  to 
state  that  there  has  been  no  question  in 
connection  with  the  canals  which  has  been 
more  perplexing  than  this  one.  I  have 
given  It  a  good  deal  of  study,  and  even  now 
the  department  is  taking  very  active  steps 
with  the  view  of  applying  some  remedy.  It 
is  all  very  well  to  say  that  a  great  many  of 
these  leases  should  be  cancelled,  but  In 
many  of  them  it  is  a  very  serious  question 
whether  we  have  the  legal  power  to  cancel 
them.  There  Is  for  Instance  an  old  lease 
which  was  entered  Into  a  good  many  years 
ago,  and  the  question  has  arisen  as  to  whe- 
ther that  lease  was  in  perpetuity  or  for  a 
period  of  forty-two  years.  That  matter  has 
been  the  subject  of  litigation.  I  have  found 
also  that  many  of  these  old  leases  bear  a 
rental  absurdly  low.  Perhaps  at  the  time 
they  were  entered  into,  the  conditions  war- 
ranted such  a  low  rental,  but  under  present 
conditions  such  rentals  would  be  considered 
exceedingly  low  indeed.  I  find  also  that 
many  rentals  are  in  arrears  and  have  been 
put  in  the  hands  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice for  collection;  and  during  the  fiscal  year 
we  have  succeeded  in  collecting  a  good  many 
of  these  arrears,  and  I  hope  will  be  in  the 
position  to  have  them  all  wiped  out  in  the 
near  future.  In  any  event,  the  leases  in 
which  the  arrears  are  not  paid,  will  cer- 
tainly be  cancelled  If  we  have  the  right  to 
cancel  them.  The  whole  question  is  not 
only  receiving  the  attention  of  the  depart- 
ment, but  my  own  personal  attention.  I 
have  already  had  placed  before  me  a  state- 
ment of  all  the  leases— their  conditions, 
their  rentals  and  their  duration.  Indeed 
many  of  the  lessees  or  the  assignees  of  the 
original  lessee  have  approached  the  depart- 
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ment  with  the  view  of  securing  further 
power  and  cancelling  their  old  leases  and 
have  expressed  their  willingness  to  give  high 
rentals.  The  department  has  been  en- 
deavouring to  increase  the  rentals.  As  my 
hon.  friend  has  stated  there  is  one  lease, 
with  which  be  is  thoroughly  familiar,  which 
was  made  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  year.  In 
some  instances  the  rental  Is  as  low,  I  think 
as  30  cents  per  horse-power,  which  is  en- 
tirely too  low.  Also  many  discrepancies  ap- 
pear. Apparently  there  are  descriminatlons 
but  in  many  instances  these  discriminations 
cannot  be  removed  by  the  department  on 
account  of  the  terms  of  the  original  leases. 
From  the  standpoint  of  the  department,  a 
general  increase  is  necessary.  My  hon. 
friend  has  certainly  presented  a  strong  case 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  rentals  not 
collected,  and  no  doubt  his  contention  can- 
not be  gainsaid,  that  we  would  have  a  great- 
er revenue  from  low  rentals,  if  we  would 
collect  them,  than  from  higher  rentals 
which  are  not  collected.  But  judging  from 
the  excuses  made,  even  had  the  rentals  been 
higher,  that  would  have  made  no  difference 
as  regards  the  collecting.  I  think  that  when 
the  return  is  brought  down,  it  will  be  quite 
apparent  that  the  steps  now  being  taken  by 
the  department  and  the  inquiry  I  am  person- 
ally instituting  to  obtain  full  information 
will  be  in  the  interest  not  only  of  the  man- 
agement of  the  canals  but  also  of  the  lessees. 
On  each  of  the  canals  we  are  makliig  an 
effort  to  increase  the  rate  per  horse-power. 
That  effort  was  made  in  connection  with  the 
Welland  canal  by  my  predecessor;  and  cer- 
tainly after  I  have  been  able  to  study  the 
matter  a  little  more  closely,  I  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  advise  my  colleagues,  and  I 
trust  that  the  conclusion  reached  will  be 
such  as  to  meet  the  approval  of  the  House 
and  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROVINCIAL  SUBSIDIES. 

Mr.  F.  B.  CARVELL  (Carleton,  N.B.) 
moved  : 

I  For  copies  of  all  memoranda,  papers  or 
I  documents  submitted  to  the  government  of  Can- 
[  ada  on  behalf  of  the  several  provinces  of  Can- 
.  ada,  urging  a  readjustment  of  the  provincial 

subsidies  ;  together  with  any  replies  thereto  ; 
I  and  all  correspondence  between  the  government 

of  Canada,  or  any  member  thereof,  and  the 
I  governments  of  the  several  provinces,  or  any 

members  thereof,  relating  to  such  readjustment. 

He  said :  In  moving  this  motion,  I  pre- 
sume that  I  am  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  subject  which  is  not  new 

I  either  to  it  or  the  country.  But  It  Is  one 
which  is  of  great  importance  to  the  great 
body  of  the  electors,  especially  from  a  pro- 
vincial standpoint.    It  Is  a  matter  of  com- 

I  mon  knowledge  that  when  confederation 
was  consummated  In  1867,  the  revenues 
which  the  provinces  derived  from  customs 
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and  excise  were  banded  over  to  the  Do 
minion  authorities;  and  to  compensate  the 
provinces  for  the  loss  of  these  revenues,  It 
was  agreed  that  a  certain  amount  of  moner 
would  be  paid  them.  It  is  unnecesary  In 
this  discussion  that  I  should  attempt  to 
state  in  detail  the  principles  on  which  these 
amounts  were  based.  At  that  time  no 
doubt  the  fathers  of  confederation  had  the 
idea  that  the  amount  set  aside  for  the  pro- 
vinces would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  or- 
dinary expenses  of  local  government,  tak- 
ing Into  consideration  the  revenues  which 
they  could  raise  within  their  own  borders. 
I  think  it  is  also  fair  to  assume  that  the 
trainers  of  confederation  had  no  concep- 
tion that  Canada  would  make  such  strides 
In  advance  as  it  has  within  the  last  thirty- 
seven  years.  No  one  could  have  conceived 
then  that  the  revenues  from  these  different 
sources  In  thirty-seven  years  would  have 
amounted  to  the  magnificent  sum  they  have 
now  reached.  But  while  the  revenues  have 
increased  from  a  Dominion  standpoint,  they 
have  not  increased  as  regards  the  provinces. 
On  the  other  hand  while  the  provincial  re- 
venues have  not  Increased,  unfortunately 
their  expenditures  have  increased  to  an  ex- 
tent not  then  anticipated.  That  increase 
has  become  absolutely  necessary.  It  will 
be  admitted  that  it  is  impossible  to  carry 
on  any  business  to-day  as  cheaply  as  it 
could  have  been  managed  some  thirty-seven 
years  ago.  Nor  can  any  one  live  as  cheaply 
to-day.  The  country  to-day  could  not  be 
governed  as  cheaply  as  it  was  when  con- 
federation was  formed ;  and  in  addition,  as 
regards  the  provinces,  there  are  many  mat- 
ters for  which  the  local  governments  have 
to  provide  that  they  were  not  then  com- 
pelled to  provide  for.  But  outside  of  all 
that,  the  many  necessary  expenditures  which 
have  to  be  met  by  the  local  administra- 
tions have  increased  to  such  an  extent  that 
the  amount  at  their  disposal  to-day  is  en- 
tirely inadequate.  Take  the  question  of 
schools,  I  shall  not  weary  the  House  with  a 
great  array  of  figures,  but  take  the  figures 
In  connection  with  this  matter  in  the  pro- 
vinces of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick. 
In  New  Brunswick  alone  in  1868  we  ex- 
pended the  sum  of  $93,833  for  schools  where- 
as in  1901  that  sum  had  Increased  to  $192,- 
736,  and  that  does  not  Include  the  expendi- 
tures or  grants  to  colleges,  technical  schools 
and  other  institutions  of  learning  but  simply 
those  to  the  ordinary  common  schools,  high 
schools  and  grammar  schools. 

In  Nova  Scotia  in  1868  the  amount  paid 
to  schools  was  $145,280  and  in  1904  that 
item  bad  Increased  to  the  magnificent  sum 
of  $263,092.  This  also  does  not  include  the 
expenditure  or  grants  made  to  colleges  or 
technical  schools. 

What  Is  true  of  the  schools  of  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Nova  Scotia,  I  have  no  doubt  will 
68 


be  true  of  the  schools  of  the  other  provinces 
of  Canada  and  what  is  true  of  the  schools  is 
tery  much  more  true  of  many  of  the  other 
subjects  which  have  to  be  managed  and  look- 
ed after  by  the  provincial  legislatures.  We- 
all  know  that  the  administration  of  Justice 
Is  more  expensive  to-day  than  It  was  37 
years  ago.  We  know  that  it  costs  more  for 
legislation,  that  it  costs  more  for  the  main- 
tenance of  prisons  and  asylums.  In  New 
Brunswick  alone,  after  giving  credit  for  all. 
tbe  income  which  we  receive  from  the  pati- 
tuts,  we  are  spending  to-day  $50,000  in 
the  management  of  the  provincial  asylums. 
Last  year  this  was  about  one-eighth  of  the 
total  grant  we  received  from  the  Domin- 
ion government  and  what  is  true  of  New 
Brunswick  must  also  be  true  to  a  great  ex- 
tent of  the  other  provinces  as  well.  Then 
too,  In  later  years  we  have  been  compelled 
to  make  large  grants  to  agriculture  and  I 
think  that  no  perspn  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country  can  contend  that  the  grants  made 
to  agriculture  In  any  province  are  Impro- 
perly made.  But,  Sir,  perhaps  the  item; 
which  has  caused  the  greatest'  amount  of 
financial  difficulty  to  different  provinces  and 
that  which  most  reduced  the  amount  of 
available  money  for  expenditures  for  ordin- 
ary affairs,  is  the  expenditure  for  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  and  the  maintenance 
oC  roads  which  every  person  must  consider 
to  be  necessary  and  above  and  beyond  all 
that  would  be  the  amount  of  money  expend- 
ed In  railway  subsidies.  It  may  be  said,  it 
has  been  said  in  the  past,  and  I  presume 
ic  will  be  in  the  future  that  many  of  the  pro- 
vinical  governments  have  been  improvident 
In  their  expenditures  for  railway  subsidies, 
and  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  the  same  electors  who  elect 
representatives  to  this  House  elect  the  re- 
presentatives in  the  local  House  and  through 
these  local  members  they  demand  these  dif- 
ferent expenditures.  The  very  electors  and 
the  very  people  who  contribute  to  the  rev- 
enue of  Canada  are  the  people  who  demand 
the  expenditures  from  the  local  legislature, 
and  I  say  that  in  all  Justice  these  demands 
have  to  be  met  It  is  a  question  for  careful 
consideration  how  they  are  to  be  met. 

In  1868  the  total  revenue  of  the  Domin- 
ion from  customs  and  excls*  duties  together 
amounted  to  $11,580,968  and  the  total 
payment  to  the  provinces  amounted  to 
$2,753,906  or  24  per  cent  of  the  total 
revenue  of  the  Dominion  from  these) 
two  sources.  In  1904  the  Dominion  received 
trom  these  two  sources  of  revenue  the  sum 
of  $53,379,583  and  they  paid  to  the  provinces 
altogether,  exclusive  of  what  it  may  have 
cost  to  maintain  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  which  I  did  not  take 
into  consideration,  the  sum  of  $4,402,291  or 
a  total  of  only  8  per  cent  of  the  revenue 
from  these  two  sources.  If  you  will  add 
to  that  the  proposed  amount  to  be  paid  to 
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the  new  provinces  by  the  Bill  now  under 
discussion,  we  will  then  be  paying  less  than 
12  per  cent  of  the  totul  revenue  from  these 
two  sources  or,  in  other  words,  we  will  next 
3 tar  be  paying  less  than  one  half  the  per- 
centage of  the  money  which  we  receive  now, 
as  compared  with  the  money  which  we  re- 
ceived in  1867  at  the  time  of  confederation. 
Now,  Sir,  this  gives  rise  to  many  questions, 
and  it  has  given  rise  to  discussion  parti- 
cularly by  the  members  of  the  local  govern- 
ment. Various  means  have  been  taken  In 
order  to  remedy  this  difficulty  and  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  go  into  details.  I  shall 
only  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1887 
the  assembled  wisdom  of  five  of  the  pro- 
%  inces  gathered  at  Quebec  and  there  made 
certain  suggestions  that  I  am  sorry  to  say 
were  not  carried  out.  They  did  not  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  the  government 
of  the  Dominion  of  that  day,  and  the  diffi- 
culty, instead  of  decreasing,  is  increasing, 
the  different  provincial  governments  have 
found  themselves  face  to  face  with  greater 
problems  every  year  until  in  1902  the  wis- 
dom of  the  different  provinces  again  met  in 
Quebec  and  again  passed  a  series  of  resolu- 
tions, and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  something  ought  to  be  done, 
when  I  believe  something  will  be  done  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  dif- 
ferent provinces,  because  I  contend  that  a 
certain  amount  of  the  money  should  be 
expended  by  the  provincial  governments. 
They  can  get  nearer  the  homes  of  the  people, 
can  better  Judge  their  requirements  and 
can  do  more  good  by  the  expenditure  than 
can  this  House,  and  therefore  I  think  that 
we  may  well  consider  whether  or  not  a  re- 
vision dt  these  subsidies  should  not  take 
place  by  which  a  larger  amount  will  be 
placed  tp  the  credit  of  the  different  pro- 
vinces so  that  they  would  be  la  a  position 
to  better  meet  the  requirements  of  the  peo- 
ple than  they  are  at  the  present  time.  Hold- 
ing these  views  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
present  them  to  the  House  in  as  brief  a  man- 
ner as  I  could,  and  I  trust  that  this  discus- 
sion may  be  the  means  of  bringing  about 
some  arrangement  between  the  federal  gov- 
ernment and  the  governments  of  the  pro- 
vnces,  or  rather  of  some  arrangement  be- 
ing made  by  this  parliament  by  which  these 
subsidies  will  be  re-arranged,  so  that  the 
different  provinces  will  receive  a  greater 
amount  than  they  have  received  in  the  past. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER 
<Prime  Minister).  There  Is  no  objection  what- 
ever to  bringing  down  the  correspondence 
which  is  sought  by  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Car- 
vell) ;  on  the  contrary  I  think  a  good  pur- 
pose may  be  served  if  the  memory  of 
the  country  is  refreshed  as  to  what  has 
taken  place  upon  this  subject  for  the  last 
15  years  or  so.  The  correspondence  upon 
this  subject  is  now  pretty  voluminous.  It 
commenced,  if  I  remember  rightly,  In  the 

Mr.  CARVELL. 


year  1887  when  there  was  a  conference  in 
Quebec  between  the  representatives  of  the 
different  provincial  governments  at  which 
the  subject  of  subsidies  paid  by  the  Domin- 
ion to  the  provinces  was  fully  discussed. 
The  tenor  of  this  correspondence  was  that 
the  principle  adopted  at  confederation  for 
the  payment  of  subsidies  out  of  the  federal 
terasury  was  not  entirely  satisfactory,  and  - 
that  some  other  principle  ought  to-be  adopt- 
ed. My  recollection  is  that  it  was  not  so 
much  an  increase  in  subsidy  that  was  des- 
ired as  some  principle  of  paying  the  subsidy 
to  be  given  to  the  provinces,  and  if  I  remem- 
ber rightly,  the  proposition  was  that  this 
proportion  of  payment  should  move  with 
the  population  as  established  In  the  decen- 
nial census.  Although  these  resolutions 
were  adopted  In  very  solemn  form  at  the 
time,  no  action  was  taken  upon  them  by 
the  Dominion  government  and  for  some  years 
it  was  not  pressed  on  the  attention  of  the 
Dominion  government  by  the  provincial  gov- 
ernments. At  a  subsequent  date  I  think 
ibe  federal  government  has  received  from 
all  the  provincial  governments,  either  col- 
lectively or  individually,  a  similar  request 
pressing  for  a  re-adjustment  of  the  subsidies. 

Two  years  ago  another  conference  of  the 
premiers  of  all  the  provinces  met  in  the  city 
of  Ottawa.  New  resolutions  were  passed, 
much  upon  the  same  basis  as  those  which 
had  been  adopted  at  the  Quebec  conference 
in  1887.  Apart  from  these,  the  province  of 
British  Columbia,  though  it  joined  with  Die 
other  provinces  in  a  demand  for  a  re-adjust- 
ment of  the  subsidies,  put  in  a  separate  de- 
mand of  its  own,  claiming  that  it  was  en- 
titled to  special  treatment  on  account  of 
special  circumstances  affecting  that  province 
and  not  the  others.  The  matter  has  rested 
there,  and  it  is  not  free  from  difficulties.  I 
have  had  occasion  more  than  once  to  express 
the  view  that  I  thought  the  principle  adopt- 
ed at  the  time  of  confederation  of  giving 
subsidies  to  the  provinces,  was  not  as  wise 
as  it  might  have  been.  But  at  all  events, 
we  find  this  principle  in  the  Confederation 
Act  to-day,  and  even  if  we  do  not  agree 
with  it,  we  must  accept  It  and  abide  by  it 
I  think  if  it  were  to  be  found  that  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  1867  is  too  drastic,  that  it 
should  be  more  elastic  than  it  is,  perhaps 
the  people  at  large  would  not  be  averse  to 
taking  the  matter  into  renewed  consider- 
ation. 

But  there  are  other  matters  besides  the 
subsidies  as  to  which  the  relations  between 
the  Dominion  and  the  provinces  are  not  as 
satisfactory  as  I  think  they  ought  to  be. 
The  question  of  the  fisheries  which,  up  to 
1889  or  thereabouts,  was  In  rather  a  satis- 
factory condition,  has  been  much  disturbed 
by  a  judgment  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council,  and  it  Is  now  difficult 
to  know  where  the  jurisdiction  of  the  pro- 
vinces commences  and  where  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Dominion  ends  in  fishery  matters. 
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Up  to  1888  it  was  generally  expected  that 
the  Dominion  bad  about  complete  jurisdic- 
tion over  all  questions  affecting  the  fish- 
eries, but  since  that  judgment  it  has  been 
found  that  there  Is  a  division  of  jurisdiction 
between  the  Dominion  and  the  provinces  as 
to  certain  fisheries.  The  question  is  not 
one,  as  I  have  said,  which  is  free  from  dif- 
ficulty. It  has  given  rise  to  very  compli- 
-cated  questions  between  the  Dominion  and 
the  provinces,  and  I  have  thought  for  my 
part  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  take  some 
method  of  securing  an  adjustment  of  that 
-question.  I  would  be  disposed — but  in  say- 
ing this  I  speak  only  my  own  mind,  with- 
out baying  consulted  my  colleagues — I  think 
the  public  interest  would  be  served  if  the 
fisheries  were  vested  altogether  in  one  body 
or  the  other,  but  there  should  be  no  divided 
authority ;  and  I  believe  that  the  fisheries 
bad  better  be  vested  in  the  Dominion  than 
in  the  provinces.  It  may  be  that  is  a  ques- 
tion also  as  to  which  we  might  very  well 
-consult  the  provinces  In  connection  with  the 
subsidies.  How  to  deal  with  these  diffi- 
culties Is  a  matter  that  has  not  yet  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  government.  We  have 
other  matters  pressing  upon  us,  and  which 
have  been  brought  to  our  attention  more 
than  once,  but  I  conceive  that  some  time  or 
other  this  matter  also  will  have  to  be  taken 
into  serious  consideration.  I  may  say — and 
again  speaking  my  personal  feelings,  not 
having  the  authority  of  my  colleagues— that 
I  believe  it  would  be  advisable  at  no  dis- 
tant day  to  have  a  conference  between  the 
Dominion  and  the  provinces  to  discuss  these 
very  questions.  I  am  not  prepared  to  sub- 
scribe to  everything  that  is  said  in  the  reso- 
lutions that  have  been  adopted  from  time  to 
time  by  the  provinces  in  asking  for  a  re- 
adjustment of  the  subsidies.  While  I  agree 
mostly  with  the  views  expressed  in  all  the 
provinces  that  the  present  system  is  too 
drastic,  that  it  should  be  given  more  elasti- 
city, still  at  the  present  moment  I  would 
not  commit  myself  beyond  saying  that  I 
view  the  matter  with  a  considerable  degree 
of  interest.  If  it  is  to  be  approached  and 
dealt  with  at  all,  I  see  no  other  method  than 
to  have  the  question  discussed  fully  between 
representatives  of  the  Dominion  and  the 
various  provinces  In  a  conference  to  be 
called  for  that  purpose.  Again  I  express 
only  my  own  views,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
would  be  prepared  to  put  them  before  my 
colleagues.  I  shall  make  diligence  to  have 
the  whole  correspondence  brought  down  at 
the  earliest  possible  day. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EXCHEQUER  COURT— RAILWAY 
DEBTS. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  59)  to 
amend  the  Act  respecting  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Exchequer  Court  as  to  railway 
debts.— Mr.  Geoffrlon. 
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On  section  1, — effect  of  sale  in  province 
of  Quebec. 

Mr.  GEOFFRIOiS.  I  explained  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Bill  when  I  introduced  it  When 
it  was  in  committee  before,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  raised  some  diffi- 
culty about  it,  and  wanted  time  to  examine 
it  to  see  if  be  could  not  overcome  that  diffi- 
culty. I  have  had  an  interview  with  the 
minister  and  the  deputy  minister,  and  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  Bill 
should  be  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows  : 

Any  sale  ordered  by  the  Exchequer  Court  or 
a  judge  thereof  under  this  Act  shall,  as  respects 
railways  wholly  situated  in  the  province  ot 
Quebec,  have  the  same  effect  for  all  purposes 
as  a  sale  by  a  sheriff  has  according  to  the 
laws  ot  the  province. 

The  difficulty  found  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice  in  the  Bill  as  drafted  before,  was 
that  the  sale  of  a  railway  situated  in  two 
provinces  could  not  come  under  this  law,  so 
I  have  made  an  amendment  that  it  shall 
apply  only  to  a  railway  under  federal  con- 
trol wholly  situated  In  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, because  this  parliament  has  control 
of  federal  railways  as  it  has  control  of  In- 
solvency laws.  This  Bill  Is  really  an  In- 
solvency Act 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  was  present  when  this 
Bill  was  discussed  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  I  think  It  was  left  over  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Minister  of  Justice.  The 
words  suggested  seem  on  the  face  of  them 
to  cover  the  objections  then  raised.  I  sup- 
pose the  minister  has  considered  whether 
a  sale  within  the  province  of  Quebec  by  a 
sheriff  under  the  law  of  Quebec  might  affect 
any  question  arising  where  a  railway  wholly 
within  Quebec  is  yet  for  any  purpose  con- 
nected or  affiliated  with,  or  leased  to,  a  com- 
pany within  another  province.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  that  will  affect  the  question. 
I  only  suggest  that  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  When  this  Bill  was 
Introduced  It  seemed  to  me  that  it  was  ob- 
jectionable from  the  standpoint  that  it  was 
applicable  to  a  railway  that  would  communi- 
cate between  two  provinces  and  that  there- 
fore, the  law  which  might  be  applicable  to 
one  section  of  the  railway  would  not  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  other.  I  suggested  the  dif- 
ficulty at  the  time  and  the  result  was  that 
my  hon.  friend  came  down  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  and  we  considered  the  Bill 
together.  I  asked  him  to  confer  with  the 
deputy  minister,  in  whom,  I  need  not  say, 
I  have  the  most  absolute  confidence,  and  I 
pointed  out  to  my  hon.  friend  the  difficulty 
that  occurred.  The  result  was  that  this 
amendment  was  changed,  but  I  must  now 
in  all  frankness  and  sincerity  admit  that  I 
did  not  consider  the  aspect  of  the  question 
which  is  now  put  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker).  While  I  think  the 
BUI  in  its  present  form  might  go  through, 
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I  would  not  like  It  to  be  finally  disposed  of 
by  the  House  until  I  bad  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  matter  further. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  quite  admit  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  has  met  every  question 
that  was  raised  on  a  previous  occasion. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  think  we  had  bet- 
ter report  the  Bill  and  allow  it  to  stand  for 
the  third  reading. 

Section  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  My  hon.  friend  from 
St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr.  Demers)  makes 
a  suggestion  which  is  a  valuable  one  on  the 
same  lines.  He  points  out  to  me  that  the 
Bill  does  not  provide  for  those  safeguards 
to  the  general  public  which  were  provided 
in  the  Insolvency  Act  and  which  are  con- 
tained in  the  Winding  Up  Act.  We  should 
make  provision  that  the  sheriff's  sale  Is  to 
have  In  respect  to  the  railway  the  same 
effect  as  the  sale  of  ordinary  property,  and 
we  should  make  the  same  requirements  in 
respect  to  the  giving  of  notice.  Under  our 
system  It  is  necessary  to  give  one  month's 
notice  of  a  sheriff's  sale  and  it  is  to  be  pub- 
lished In  such  a  way  that  everybody  inter- 
ested shall  have  ample  notice  and  ample  op- 
portunity to  come  forward  and  bid.  There- 
fore, I  think  that  the  suggestion  ought  to  be 
considered  and  I  would  ask  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  pro- 
vision for  the  giving  of  notice  of  sale.  Thin 
we  can  consider  the  objection  of  my  lion, 
friend  from  Hamilton  at  the  same  time. 

Progress  reported. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved  the  ud- 
journment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BARKER.  What  business  will  we 
take  up  to-morrow. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  think  we 
will  take  up  Bills  to-morrow,  first  the  Bill 
to  amend  the  Seamen's  Act  and  some  other 
matters  and  after  that  we  will  take  up  sup- 
ply, going  on  with  the  railway  estimates. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Which  Bill  will  be  taken 
up  first? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  first  Bill, 
perhaps,  will  be  the  Bill  to  amend  the  Sea- 
men's Act,  then  the  Bill  to  amend  the  Fran- 
chise Act  and  then  Supply. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  should  be 
present  In  connection  with  the  Bill  to  amend 
the  Franchise  Act  because  practically  it  is 
to  give  effect  to  a  suggestion  of  his. 

Mr.  BARKER.  He  will  certainly  be  here 
to-morrow. 

Motion    agreed  to,  and   the  House  ad- 
journed at  9.50  p.m. 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMOHS. 

Tuesday,  March  7,  1006. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  99)  to  Incorporate  the  Title  Guar- 
antee and  Trust  Company. — Mr.  CampbelL 

Bill  (No.  100)  respecting  the  Guelph  and 
Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Guthrie. 

'  Bill  (No.  101)  to  Incorporate  the  Winding 
Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Company. — Mr. 
Oostigan. 

THE  LATE  MR.  E.  F.  CLARKE,  M.P. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  The  attendance  of  the  House 
yesterday,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  so  small  that 
after  conference  with  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  we  both  agreed  that 
the  moment  then  would  not  be  opportune  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  great 
loss  we  have  sustained  In  the  death  of  one 
ot  the  most  prominent  members  of  this 
House,  the  late  Mr.  E.  F.  Clarke,  member 
for  Toronto  Centre.  We  had  been  aware  for 
some  weeks  past  that  Mr.  Clarke  bad  been 
suffering  from  an  illness  which  his  friends 
and  admirers  knew  to  be  severe  but  hoped 
would  not  be  fatal.  We  all  cherished  the 
belief  that  his  strong  constitution  would  be 
stronger  than  the  disease  which  was  attack- 
ing him,  but  by  a  strange  fatality,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  his  death  occurred  on  the  evening 
of  the  very  day  when  the  press  bulletins 
informed  us  he  was  out  of  danger  and  when 
it  was  hoped  and  believed  that  within  a 
very  short  time  he  would  again  occupy  the 
seat  In  this  House  which  he  held  so  long 
and  well,  but  which  Is  to  be  his  no  more. 
Such  is  the  uncertainty  of  our  lives.  I  am 
sure  that  when  we  parted  last  session,  no 
one  would  have  believed  that  our  late  col- 
league, then  so  strong  and  hearty,  then  in  the 
full  flush  of  health  and  activity,  would  have 
been  the  first  victim  in  this  parliament  of 
death's  relentless  hand.  This  is  but  another 
illustration  of  the  old  truism,  that  we  can 
never  be  sure  of  to-morrow,  and  that  the  fu- 
ture is  ever  full  of  uncertainty.  When  Mr. 
Clarke  came  here  in  1896  he  had  already 
achieved  in  another  sphere  a  very  high 
reputation  for  ability.  He  had  been 
long  connected  with  municipal  affairs  in 
his  own  city  of  Toronto.  Of  that  city 
he  had  been  several  times  elected  chief 
magistrate,  and  he  had  also  won  for 
himself  a  prominent  position  In  the  legis- 
lature of  his  province.  It  was  therefore  no 
surprise  to  us  who  had  followed  the  politics 
of  Ontario  to  find  that  as  soon  as  he  came 
here  he  commanded  at  once  a  prominent 
position.  Those  who  had  the  pleasure  of 
sitting  with  him  in  the  last  two  parliaments 
will  agree  with  me  that  he  was  one  of  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2110 


ablest  debaters  we  have  ever  had  In  a  Can- 
adian parliament.  His  speeches  were  al- 
ways to  the  point,  put  in  strong  but  never 
offensive  language.  There  is  no  record  that 
an  offensive  word  ever  passed  his  lips.  He 
bad  the  faculty  of  making  his  points  as 
strong  as  they  possibly  could  be  made,  with- 
out at  the  same  time  attacking  anybody 
personally.  I  well  remember  the  speech  he 
delivered  on  rather  a  ticklish,  if  I  may  use 
the  expression,  subject  when  resolutions 
were  introduced  some  years  ago  In  favour 
of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  The  speech  he 
made  on  that  occasion  was  to  my  mind  a 
model  in  every  respect.  I  did  not  agree 
with  him  in  his  views,  but  it  would  have 
been  Impossible  to  present  bis  case  in 
stronger  and  more  manly  language.  I  need 
bardly  say  that  his  loss  is  One  not  only  to 
that  side,  but  to  both  sides.  In  saying  this 
I  am  sure  I  echo  the  voices  from  my  side 
as  much  as  I  do  those  of  the  other  side.  We 
may  therefore  sadly,  but  in  the  most  united 
assent,  convey  to  the  family  of  our  late  col- 
league, the  expression  of  the  grief,  not  only 
of  his  colleagues  of  his  own  party  but  also 
of  the  party  opposed  to  him  in  politics,  and 
upon  this  occasion  pay  this  last  tribute  of 
oar  sincere  admiration  for  his  many  great 
qualities  and  our  deep  sorrow  at  his  loss. 

Mr.  H.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont)  On 
behalf,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  those  on  your  left, 
I  wish  to  thank  my  hon.  friend  the  Prime 
Minister  for  his  very  feeling  and  eloquent 
reference  to  our  late  colleague,  Mr.  E.  F. 
Clarke.  My  right  bou.  friend  has  not  said 
one  word  too  much  in  his  praise.  The  death 
of  Mr.  Clarke  is  not  only  a  loss  to  his  party 
in,  the  House  of  Commons  but  it  is,  as  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  well  said,  a  loss 
to  the  whole  House,  a  loss  to  his  native  city, 
a  loss  to  bis  province  and  above  all  a  loss 
to  Canada.  Mr.  Clarke  was  a  man  of  very 
earnest  and  intense  convictions,  but  at  the 
same  time  he  was  a  man  of  broad  ideas  and 
a  great  generous  heart.  He  was  gifted  with 
an  unusual  power  of  clear  and  vigorous  ex- 
pression, yet  with  all  his  intense  convictions 
and  earnestness,  no  word  of  his,  as  my 
right  hon.  friend  has  well  said  ever  left 
any  sting  of  bitterness  in  the  hearts  of  his 
political  opponents.  Those  who  sat  witb 
him  In  this  House  as  his  colleagues  from 
1896  until  his  death,  especially  those  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  look  upon  his  loss  as  that 
of  a  dear  brother.  He  has  passed  away  In 
the  fulness  of  his  powers  and  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  a  love  such  as  it  has  fallen  to  the 
lot  of  few  men  in  any  country  to  gain  among 
their  fellow  countrymen.  More  than  that, 
he  has  left  behind  him  a  legacy  of  strong 
conviction,  wise  moderation  and  above  all 
of  Intense  faith  in  the  future  greatness  of 
his  country  which  he  loved  so  well. 

Mr.  E.  B.  OSIiER  (West  Toronto).  May  I 
too,  Mr.  Speaker,  add  on  this  occasion  a 
few  words  to  the  expressions  which  have 


fallen  from  our  leaders  on  both  sides  of  the 
deep  sorrow  we  feel  in  the  loss  we  have 
all  sustained.  The  death  of  no  other  man  in 
Canada,  I  believe,  could  bring  such  wide- 
spread sorrow  and  such  deep  sorrow  to  so 
many  homes.  In  the  warm  hearted  feeling 
of  respect,  admiration  and  sympathy  which 
he  gained  among  all  classes,  he  excelled  any 
man  it  is  my  privilege  to  know.  He  was  a 
strong  man  and  yet — what  is  most  unusual 
In  this  world — he  bad  not  an  enemy.  As 
a  rule  a  strong  man  makes  enemies,  but 
Mr.  Clarke  made  none.  Everywhere,  even 
among  those  who  differed  with  him,  he 
created  the  conviction  that  be  was  abso- 
lutely fair.  In  bim  labour  found  a  friend 
such  as  perhaps  no  other  man  in  this  coun- 
try has  proved  himself  to  be;  and  yet  capital 
bad  absolute  confidence  that  he  would  never 
do  an  injustice  as  between  labour  and 
capital.  He  was,  as  we  all  know,  a  strong 
Orangeman,  an  Orangeman  from  conviction, 
and  yet  no  man  in  the  city  of  Toronto  had 
as  many  dear,  warm  friends  as  he  among 
the  Roman  Catholics.  His  home  life  was 
simply  an  ideal  one.  His  unselfishness  he. 
carried  to  such  a  degree  tbat  he  neglected 
his  own  Interests  practically  from  the  time 
he  devoted  his  energy  to  the  cause  of  the 
public  in  municipal,  local  and  Dominion 
affairs.  Lives  such  as  his  furnish  examples 
that  are  badly  needed  in  these  days,  when 
human  energy  is  devoted  almost  entirely  to 
material  objects.  In  our  late  colleague,  Can- 
ada has  lost  a  man,  and  we  have  lost  a 
friend,  but  lives  such  as  his  leave  enduring 
recollections  which  will  ever  tend  to  soften 
the  asperities  and  bitterness  of  political 
strife  and  incite  public  men  to  higher, 
broader  and  more  unselfish  ideals. 

Mr.  F.  D.  MONK  (Jacques  Cartler).  I 
would  like,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  coming  from  the 
province  of  Quebec,  to  add  also  my  meed  of 
praise  to  the  well  deserved  tributes  which 
have  just  been  rendered  to  our  late  lamented 
friend.  I  became  acquainted  witb  the  late 
member  for  Centre  Toronto  when  we 
entered  parliament  together  in  1886,  and  I 
found  him  one  of  those  men  with  whom 
acquaintance  soon  ripens  into  friendship. 
No  doubt  we  all  without  exception  appreci- 
ated his  many  qualities,  but  those  who  bad 
the  advantage  of  being  near  to  him  in  the 
exercise  of  their  daily  duties  can  testify 
more  particularly  to  his  extreme  kindness, 
to  the  gentleness  of  his  nature,  and  to  the 
Urmness  withal  of  his  convictions.  Mr. 
Clarke  had  the  rare  gift  of  being  able  to 
urge  bis  convictions  with  great  force  and 
yet  give  offense  to  nobody.  I  can  well 
endorse  the  tribute  my  right  hon.  friend 
paid  to  Mr.  Clarke  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  presented  his  views  on  a  certain  occasion 
to  which  he  particularly  attested.  Mr. 
Clarke  then  rose  to  the  height  of  great 
eloquence  upon  a  thorny  subject,  bristling 
with  difficulties,  he  spoke  with  great 
warmth,  but  yet  not  one  word  escaped  him 
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which  could  give  the  slightest  offence  to 
those  who  held  different  opinions.  What 
impressed  me  particularly  In  our  late  friend, 
was  his  earnest  advocacy,  on  every  occasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  working  man.  It  was 
easy  to  see  that  In  his  early  life  he  had 
known  the  struggle  which  many  of  us  have 
had  to  go  through,  and  never  missed  an  oc- 
casion to  promote  and  make  perfect,  by 
means  of  that  eloquent  and  argumentative 
ability  of  which  he  was  so  absolutely  a 
master,  every  measure  which  could  in  any 
way  advance  the  interests  of  that  Impor- 
tant class  of  our  community.  Mr.  Clarke 
was  too  rare  a  visitor  to  our  own  province  of 
Quebec  ;  but  when  he  came  he  made  hosts 
of  friends  amongst  all  classes.  I  am  not 
surprised  at  all  that  the  city  with  whose 
life  he  was  identified  should  have  thought 
fit  to  do  his  memory  special  honour.  We 
cannot  have  too  many  men  of  his  stamp 
in  this  House.  The  place  he  has  so  ably 
filled  In  this  important  assembly  will  be 
hard  to  fill  now  that  he  has  gone. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (Bast  Grey).  As  one 
who  was  intimately  associated  with  the 
late  Mr.  Clarke  for  many  years,  perhaps 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I  appreciate 
personally  the  very  sympathetic  references 
to  his  early  demise  and  agree  with  every 
word  that  has  been  said,  and  so  well  said, 
on  that  subject.  In  every  relation  of  life 
in  which  we  were  brought  into  connection 
with  the  late  Mr.  Clarke,  he  was  regarded  as 
one  of  the  highest  types  of  manhood— sym- 
pathetic, forbearing,  intelligent ;  a  man  of 
strong  views  and  aggressive  in  maintaining 
what  he  believed  to  be  right,  but  never  de- 
sirous of  Interfering  with  the  rights  of  others. 
In  his  death,  not  only  has  this  House  lost  a 
valuable  member  and  his  constituency  a  very 
respectable  and  intelligent  representative, 
rsd  his  city  one  of  the  important  links  be- 
tween the  various  nationalities  and  the 
civic  life  of  that  important  centre,  but  this 
country  has  lost  a  man  whose  place  it  will  be 
hard  to  fill.  He  seemed  to  be  a  connecting 
and  uniting  force  between  what  otherwise 
might  have  been  divided  elements  of  our 
community.  Even  those  who  might  seem 
1-1  be  the  antipodes  of  public  thought  and 
feeling  he  brought  together  in  relationship 
pleasing  alike  to  all.  But  while  this  House 
and  the  city  of  Toronto  and  this  country, 
have  sustained  its  loss,  nowhere  will  that 
loss  be  felt  as  In  his  own  home  where  his 
loving  wife  and  his  family  remain.  The 
hf.ud  of  death  has  taken  from  them  one  who 
was  there  sustainer,  their  comfort  and  their 
Joy.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  fact  that  he 
1  nd  so  high  a  place  in  the  affections  of  the 
people  will  have  some  effect  in  assuaging 
their  grief.  It  was  with  deep  sorrow  that  the 
people  assembled  yesterday  to  pay  their  last 
tribute  of  respect  to  him.  They  were  there 
in  very  large  numbers,  and  it  was  felt  and 
expressed  by  many  that  one  of  -the  most 
dearly  beloved  men  Toronto  had  ever  known 
Hr.  HONK. 


was  yesterday  consigned  to  his  last  resting 

place. 

ASH  WEDNESDAY  ADJOURNMENT. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER 
(Prime  Minister)  moved  : 

That  when  this  House  adjourns  this  day  it 
stand  adjourned  until  Thursday  the  9th  of  March 
Instant. 

The  reason  for  this  motion  Is  that  to- 
morrow, Ash  Wednesday,  is  a  statutory 
holiday. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Before 
this  motion  is  adopted,  I  desire,  if  possible 
to  get  some  information  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  second  reading  of  the  Bills 
to  establish  autonomy  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  is  expected  to  take  place  some 
time  soon.  There  are  many  members  who 
desire  to  be  present  on  that  occasion.  In 
referring  to  the  matter,  I  am  not  in  any  way 
intimating  a  desire  to  have  an  early  second 
reading  of  the  Bills,  because  the  later  this 
comes  on  the  better  for  our  aims  and  our 
desires.  My  object  is  to  ask  the  Prime  Min- 
ister if  he  will  be  good  enough  to  set  a  day 
--and  that  as  late  as  he  conveniently  can- 
ter the  second  reading.  There  is  very  deep 
interest  in  these  Bills  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  I  entertain  the  hope  that,  even  if 
the  leader  of  the  government  does  not  now 
realize  the  strong  sentiment  that  obtains 
throughout  the  country  with  regard  to  some 
of  the  provisions  of  these  Bills,  he  may  be- 
come aware  of  it  at  a  later  stage  and  may 
be  influenced  somewhat  in  the  amendments 
to  the  Bill  that,  we  are  told,  he  is  about  to 
make. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  House 
will  be  entitled  to  know  some  days  in  ad- 
vance at  what  time  the  Bills  will  be  taken 
up,  and  I  can  assure  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Fproule)  that  reasonable  notice  will  be  given 
in  advance  to  prepare  for  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FRANCHISE  ACT,  1898,  AMENDMENT. 

Bill  (No.  52)  to  amend  the  Franchise  Act, 
1898— Mr.  Fitepatrick— was  read  the  second 
time  and  House  went  into  committee  there- 
on. 

On  section  1, 

Hon.  G.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto). 
What  is  the  explanation  of  this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  FITZPATRICK  (Min- 
ister of  Justice).  The  object  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  provide  that  a  copy  of  the  elec- 
toral lists  which  bears  the  imprint  of  the 
King's  Printer  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence 
when  it  is  produced  in  any  court  of  justice. 
At  the  present  time  it  Is  necessary  in  order 
to  prove  the  qualification  of  an  elector— for 
instance  in  an  election  petition— to  produce 
the  list  in  possession  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
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Crown  in  Chancery,  which  Is  an  expensive 
proceeding,  or  to  produce  a  copy  of  the  list 
certified  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chan- 
cery. Inconveniences  have  resulted  from 
the  latter  practice.  The  intention  here  is 
to  make  the  imprint  of  the  King's  Printer 
on  the  copy  "of  the  list  prima  facie  evidence 
of  the  contents  to  the  same  effect  and  to 
the  same  purpose  as  the  certificate  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  If  I  remember  rightly, 
under  the  old  clause,  in  the  event  of  a  con- 
troverted election,  the  clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  had  to  go  to  the  court  and  submit 
the  list  which  had  been  used.  If  I  under- 
stand, it  Is  now  the  intention  to  replace  that 
procedure  by  making  an  ordinary  list  signed 
by  the  King's  Printer  sufficient. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  A  list  which  pur- 
ports to  be  printed  by  the  King's  Printer. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  would  not  be  the 
list  which  had  been  used,  but  a  copy. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  is  not  a  copy;  it 
is  a  duplicate,  a  duplicate  original. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Before  long  a  case  may 
come  before  the  courts  where  the  lists  which 
have  been  used  have  been  tampered  with 
and  a  duplicate  from  the  King's  printer 
would  not  practically  show  the  list  used  at 
the  time  of  the  election. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  know  the 
case  which  my  hon.  friend  has  in  mind,  but 
he  will  realize  at  once  that  the  present  law 
which  requires  that  the  production  of  the 
original  list  by  the  clerk^of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  Is  somewhat  expensive.  But  if, 
in  future,  any  one  desires  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense of  doing  so,  he  may  send  a  subpoena 
to  the  clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  and 
make  him  appear.  This  amendment  will  not 
prevent  any  one  doing  that.  Under  the  pres- 
ent system  you  have  perhaps  a  preliminary 
objection  in  an  election  petition,  and  it  is 
necessary  at  the  very  outset  to  prove  the 
qualification  of  the  petitioner.  Now,  for  that 
simple  purpose  it  would  seem  to  be  unneces- 
sarily burdensome  for  the  clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  to  have  to  go  down. 
Under  this  amendment  the  petitioner  will 
simply  produce  any  copy  of  the  electoral  list 
on  which  appears  the  imprint  of  the  King's 
Printer,  by  which  It  will  appear  that  the 
list  was  printed  in  the  King's  Printer's  office 
and  the  fact  that  he  has  printed  his  name  on 
that  list  will  be  sufficient.  The  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  and  myself 
had  some  conversation  about  this  and  there 
has  been  an  agreement. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  understand  the  point; 
It  is  only  for  the  simple  purpose  indicated, 
and  the  papers  to  which  I  have  referred  can 
be  brought  down  just  the  same. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  does  not  at  All 
prevent  that  Any  step  of  that  kind  which 


could  have  been  taken  fn  the  past  can  be 
taken  under  this  amendment  I  would  like 
to  say  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  I  sub- 
mitted this  Bill  to  one  of  the  counsel  who 
had  brought  the  matter  to  my  attention, 
and  while  I  have  not  been  able  to  give  his 
suggestions  very  careful  consideration, 
nevertheless  I  have  so  much  confidence  in 
his  judgment  and  in  his  study  of  the  ques- 
tion that  I  would  venture  to  submit  his  sug- 
gestion to  the  minister.  He  points  out  that 
the  object  to  be  aimed  at,  is  not  so  much  to 
give  evidence  of  the  original  list,  but  sub- 
stitute a  copy  for  the  original  in  every  case 
in  which  you  now  have  to  subpoena  the 
clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  produce 
the  list.  He  suggests  as  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  all  the  added  words'  that  have 
been  suggested,  that  is,  all  the  words  which 
follow  the  words  'Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery '  and  substitute  for  the  words  in 
the  clause  these  words  : 

And  in  every  case  in  which  the  said  original 
list  could  be  received  in  evidence  such  printed 
copy  purporting  to  be  so  authenticated  shall 
be  received  in  evidence  in  all  courts  without 
further  or  other  proof  than  the  production  of 
such  copy  purporting  to  be  so  authenticated. 

He  has  one  other  suggestion  which  is  this: 

Subsection  2  of  section  10  of  the  Franchise 
Act,  1898  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  word  '  division  '  in  the  third  line  thereof 
the  words  '  or  electoral  district.' 

I  may  be  permitted  to  read  what  he  says 
in  regard  to  I,t: 

I  have  also  suggested  that  subsection  2,  sec- 
tion 10,  be  amended  by  adding  the  words  *  or 
electoral  district '  after  the  word  '  division,' 
In  the  third  line  thereof.  The  definition  of  a 
'  polling  division '  in  section  4,  makes  it  include, 
when  used  in  reference  to  provincial  elections, 
any  territorial  area  for  which  there  is  a  special 
voters'  list,  or  in  which  a  poll  may  be  held, 
but  It  is  not  clear  that  in  subsection  2,  section 
10,  the  expression  '  polling  division '  is  used 
in  reference  to  provincial  elections.  It  rather 
looks  as  if  it  were  used  in  reference  to  Domin- 
ion elections. 

You  will  notice  that  '  electoral  district '  is 
also  used  in  section  9,  even  in  reference  to 
provincial  elections. 

I  shall  pass  the  letter  over  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice.  I  may  say  that  this  letter  is  in 
reply  to  a  letter  of  mine  Inclosing  a  copy  of 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances I  would  move  that  the  commit- 
tee rise,  report  progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again  In  order  that  I  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  this  suggestion. 

Progress  reported. 

SEAMEN'S  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Bill  (No.  38)  to  amend  the  Seamen's  Act— 
Hon.  Mr.  Prefontaine— read  the  second  time 
and  House  went  into  committee  thereon. 
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On  section  1. 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PRBFONTAINB  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  This  Bill  is 
Introduced  at  the  special  demand  of  the 
board  of  trade  and  shipping  interests  of 
British  Columbia.  It  will  have  the  effect  of 
allowing  the  ship  masters,  mates,  &c,  who 
are  engaging  crews  in  British  Columbia  to  do 
so  through  the  shipping  master  and  to  per- 
mit them  to  pay  a  reasonable  price  for  get- 
ting these  crews.  At  present  it  appears 
that  in  British  Columbia,  as  the  fact  has 
been  represented  to  us,  shipping  mates  and 
masters  have  found  it  Impossible  to  pro- 
cure crews  in  Victoria,  or  Vancouver,  or 
other  places  where  they  could  be  procured. 
TTbev  are  oMiged  to  go  to  Puget  Sound  on 
the  American  side  to  get  crews,  because, 
according  to  the  laws  that  govern  the  ship- 
ping master,  he  cannot  charge  more  than 
tlfty  cents  per  head  for  the  men  whom  he 
engages  or  furnishes  to  the  vessels.  It  is 
represented  even  that  shipping  masters  have 
been  fined,  as  provided  by  section  18  of 
chapter  74,  $40  for  procuring  crews  and 
charging  more  than  fifty  cents  per  head 
which  is  the  fee  provided  by  the  law.  At 
the  present  moment  it  Is  quite  impossible  to 
procure  crews  in  British  Columbia  ports, 
and  last  year  very  strong  representations 
were  made  In  the  sense  that  the  law  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  provide  that  the  ship- 
ping master  at  any  port  can  delegate  his 
power  to  a  deputy  or  any  one  he  chooses, 
and  that  he  can  charge  whatever  price  he 
thinks  reasonable  for  procuring  crews.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  first  line  and  part 
•of  the  second  line  of  section  1  of  the  Bill 
be  struck  out.  This  Bill  was  prepared  last 
year,  It  was  intended  to  be  put  in  force  at 
the  end  of  the  session,  and  the  date  then 
tixed  for  putting  it  into  operation  was  the 
1st  of  September.  There  is  no  reason  this 
year  for  these  words  to  appear  in  the  sec- 
tion, and  I  propose  that  they  should  be 
■struck  out.  They  are  'on  and  after  the 
"first  day  of  September,  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  five.'  I  also  propose  to  strike 
out  the  words  'shall  be'  in  the  third  line 
and  substitute  the  word  'is.'  By  striking 
out  section  18  we  strike  out  the  section 
which  provides  for  the  fine.  Section  18, 
of  chapter  74  reads  as  follows  : — 

Every  shipping  master  or  deputy  shipping 
master,  and  every  clerk  or  servant  in  any  ship- 
ping office  who  demands  or  receives  any  re- 
muneration, either  directly  or  indirectly,  for 
hiring  or  supplying  any  seaman  for  any  ship, 
except  the  lawful  fees  payable  under  this  Act, 
shall,  for  every  such  offence,  incur  a  penalty 
not  exceeding  forty  dollars,  and  shall  also  be 
liable  to  be  dismissed  from  bis  office  by  the 
Governor  in  Council. 

This  is  a  very  strong  enactment  which 
was  put  in  the  statute  book  some  years 
ago  in  order  to  prevent  crimping. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  fee  now? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  Fifty  cents,  but 
under  the  Bill  the  shipping  master  can 
charge  more  than  fifty  cents  in  British  Col- 
umbia without  Incurring  the  fine. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Would  the  hon. 
minister  be  good  enough  to  read  the  dause 
of  the  Bill  now  under  consideration  as  he 
proposes  to  amend  it  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  will  read  as  fol- 
lows :— 

.  Section  18  of  the  Seamen's  Act,  chapter  74  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  the  following  subsection  : — 

2.  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  the  province 
of  British  Columbia. 

It  Is  Intended  to  provide  that  section  18 
shall  not  apply  to  the  province  of  British 
Columbia. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Would  the  hon. 
minister  be  good  enough  to  explain,  because 
I  did  not  quite  catch  his  remarks  in  that 
regard,  on  whose  petition  or  memorial  or 
request  this  amendment  Is  being  made  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested in  a  long  memorandum  transmitted 
to  the  department  on  the  2nd  of  May,  1904. 
by  the  secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
Victoria,  B.C. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  are  the  reasons  ? 
The  hon.  minister  has  not  given  any  rea- 
sons. The  only  thing  that  is  stated  Is  that 
this  change  has  been  requested  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  It  seems  to  me  that 
either  the  hon.  minister  or  the  department 
speaking  through  him  should  inform  the 
House  what  the  reasons  are.  My  hon.  friend 
knows  that  reason  for  this  law  was  to  cur- 
tail and  get  rid  of  the  very  great  nuisance, 
hardship  and  outrage  which  were  perpe- 
trated of  old  in  the  ports  in  order  to  get 
sailors  to  man  vessels.  This  Bill  does  away 
with  that  protection  and  has  the  other 
objectionable  feature  of  introducing  an  ex- 
ception to  the  general  law  which  the  hon. 
minister  will  agree  is  not  a  good  thing  to  do 
if  it  can  be  avoided  at  all.  These  two 
things  being  taken  into  account  the  min- 
ister ought  to  give  us  some  reasons  on  his 
own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  reasons  that 
I  gave  In  explaining  the  measure  were  to 
the  effect  that  during  the  past  couple  of 
years  it  has  been  represented  to  the  depart- 
ment that  crews  could  not  be  procured  at 
all  in  the  harbours  and  ports  of  British 
Columbia. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  have  they  been  do- 
ing the  meantime? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  have  been 
securing  them  in  Seattle  and  other  Ameri- 
can ports.  The  letter  which  accompanies 
the  memorandum  reads  as  follows  :— 
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May  2nd,  1904. 
The  Hon.  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
Ottawa,  Ont. 

Dear  Sir,— This  board  has  had  under  consider- 
ation the  disadvantage  under  which  vessels 
loading  In  British  Columbia  are  operated  in 
consequence  of  it  being  necessary  to  go  to 
United  States  ports  in  order  to  secure  crews. 

A  committee  has  reported  upon  the  matter 
and  I  am  instructed  to  transmit  the  accompany- 
ing copy  of  their  report  and  on  behalf  of  the 
board  to  ask  your  good  offices  in  securing  the 
desired  relief. 

Tours  faithfully, 

(Sgd.)  P.  ELWORTHY, 

'  Secretary. 

Then,  the  report  reads  as  follows  :— 

To  President  and  Members 

Victoria,  B.C.,  Board  of  Trade. 

Gentlemen, — Tour  committee  appointed  to  re- 
port upon  the  conditions  under  which  crews  are 
at  present  shipped  on  foreign  going  merchant 
vessels  in  British  Columbia  ports  beg  to  report 
as  follows  : — 

The  regulations  now  being  enforced  in  re- 
gard to  the  shipping  of  crews  on  foreign  going 
vessels  are  prejudicial  to  the  Interests  of  Can- 
adian trade  on  this  coast  and  must  inevitably 
work  in  favor  of  United  States  ports. 

The  shipping  masters  will  not  undertake  the 
responsibility  of  finding  crews  for  out-going 
vessels  and  captains  are  not  permitted  to  em- 
ploy any  other  person  to  assist  them  in  secur- 
ing crews. 

In  a  recent  case  in  Vancouver,  that  of  the 
ship  '  Linlithgowshire,'  five  men  had  been  ship- 
ped by  a  boarding  house  master  and  a  prosecu- 
tion was  instituted,  fines  being  imposed  amount- 
ing to  $500. 

It  was  disclosed  that  this  prosecution  was  in- 
stigated by  the  Puget  Sound  boarding  house 
masters  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  crews 
being  obtained  in  British  Columbia  ports,  and 
with  this  object  in  view  it  Is  understood  that 
agents  from  Puget  Sound  frequent  the  British 
Columbia  ports  for  the  purpose  of  compelling 
the  authorities  to  enforce  the  regulations  to 
the  utmost  to  the  serious  injury  of  Canadian 
shipping  Interests. 

Vessels  arriving  here  from  long  voyages  in- 
variably lose  a  portion  of  their  crews  by  de- 
sertion, and  often  the  whole  crew  of  seamen  has 
to  be  replaced  by  the  time  the  vessel  has  com- 
pletely loaded. 

The  Canadian  regulations  have  always  made 
it  difficult  to  secure  crews  with  facility,  where- 
as the  boarding  house  masters  in  the  United 
States  ports  on  Puget  Sound  are  always  ready 
to  supply  crews,  and  in  many  cases  have  yearly 
contracts  with  the  shipowners. 

Although  the  charges  made  by  these  men 
are  often  extortionate,  owners  of  vessels  would 
sooner  pay  these  excessive  charges  than  have 
their  vessels  delayed  after  loading,  and  it  has 
been  not  unusual  to  tow  vessels,  after  loading, 
to  Puget  Sound  ports  to  pick  up  their  crews. 

The  extra  cost  involved  by  this  course  has 
caused  a  discrimination  in  freight  rates  against 
British  Columbia,  and  it  has  also  resulted  In 
vessels  obtaining  their  sea  stores  in  the  United 
States  port  instead  of  at  the  British  Columbia 
loading  port.  Recently  the  authorities  at  Van- 
couver have  refused  to  give  clearance  to  a 
loaded  vessel  unless  the  full  crew  was  first 


shipped,  the  captain  desiring  to  proceed  to 
Puget  Sound  to  procure  a  crew. 

The  position,  therefore,  is  that  the  captain 
Is  unable  to  secure  a  crew  in  Vancouver,  because 
no  one  is  permitted  to  give  him  the  necessary 
assistance,  unless  gratuitously,  that  he  cannot 
legally  bring  in  a  crew  from  Puget  Sound  and 
that  he  cannot  get  a  clearance,  even  for  Puget 
Sound,  without  a  crew. 

Nothing  but  harm  is  done  to  Canadian  In- 
terests by  the  creation  of  such  a  deadlock,  and 
It  Is  evident  that  the  present  regulations  should 
be  modified  without  any  delay. 

Owing  to  the  proximity  of  American  ports  to 
Canadian  on  this  coast,  the  conditions  are  quite 
different  to  those  on  the  Atlantic  coast  and  if 
the  shipowners  find  themselves  under  disadvan- 
tage in  British  Columbia  ports  the  Injury  to 
trade  Is  Immediate  and  direct,  owners  protect- 
ing themselves  by  raising  freight  rates.  At  the 
present  time  the  shipments  from  British  Col- 
umbia ports  by  cargo  vessels  consist  of  lumber, 
coal,  salmon,  ore  and  general  produce,  and  it 
Is  vital  to  all  these  trades  that  shipments 
should  be  made  at  as  low  freight  rates  as  are 
current  elsewhere  on  this  coast  and  especially 
on  Puget  Sound. 

It  has  not  been  easy  to  keep  a  supply  of 
seamen  for  foreign  going  vessels  in  British 
Columbia  ports  owing  to  the  inducements  held 
out  by  the  agents  of  the  Puget  Sound  boarding 
masters. 

The  shipping  masters  have  never  made  any 
effort  to  provide  crews  for  vessels  and  the  only 
assistance  to  the  shipping  interest  In  this  es- 
sential matter  has  been  given  by  boarding  house 
masters. 

The  majority  of  unemployed  seamen  In  Paci- 
fic coast  ports  having  left  their  previous  ship 
without  being  paid  off,  the  only  remuneration 
which  the  boarding  house  master  can  receive 
must  be  out  of  the  seamen's  advanced  note, 
and  any  sum  paid  by  captains  for  pTocuring 
crews. 

In  the  past  in  British  Columbia  ports,  under, 
perhaps  a  not  too  strict  interpretation  of  the 
law,  certain  boarding  house  masters  have  under- 
taken to  provide  crews,  with  results  satisfactory 
to  both  captains  and  seamen. 

Your  committee  is  informed  that  the  fee 
charges  here  have  been  $10  per  head  and  on 
Puget  Sound  from  $35  to  $80  per  head.  On  the 
other  hand  the  wages  paid  to  seamen  here  have 
usually  been  twenty-five  per  cent  higher  than 
on  Puget  Sound,  where  the  seamen  are  made  to 
accept  lower  wages  to  compensate  for  the  extra 
amount  charged  the  captains  by  the  boarding 
house  masters. 

Your  committee  Is  of  the  opinion  that  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  practice  of  boarding  house  mas- 
ters charging  a  moderate  fee  for  securing 
crews  in  British  Columbia  ports  will  be  to  the 
advantage  of  seamen  and  all  other  parties  con- 
cerned, and  your  committee  would  recommend 
such  an  amendment  of  the  regulations  as  will 
permit  this.  It  seems  to  your  committee  that 
under  subsection  '  C  '  of  clause  eleven  of  the 
Shipping  of  Seamen  Act,  shipping  masters 
should  be  allowed  to  license  not  more  than  two 
reputable  persons  in  each  port  who  would  be 
authorized  to  assist  captains  in  securing  crews, 
and  that  for  such  services  a  fee  of  not  more 
than  $10  per  head  should  be  paid. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

(Sgd.)  J.  J.  SHALLCROSS, 
JOHN  G.  COX, 
HARRY  P.  BULLBN. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  this  the  first  represent- 
ation, or  has  it  been  before  the  department 
for  a  number  of  years  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  This  is  the  first 
official  representation  to  the  department 
since  I  have  been  minister.  When  I  visited 
British  Columbia  last  fall,  the  boards  of 
trade  of  "Victoria,  New  Westminster  and 
Vancouver,  made  strong  representations  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  This  amendment  to 
the  law  has  been  pressed  for  a  number  of 
years  by  those  interested  in  the  shipping  in- 
dustry of  British  Columbia,  on  whom  the 
existing  law  imposes  a  very  great  hard- 
ship. When  a  ship  loads  at  our  mills  with 
lumber  or  at  our  docks  with  salmon,  in  99 
cases  out  of  a  hundred  she  goes  to  Puget 
Sound  ports  to  complete  her  crew.  The 
result  Is  that  the  ships  purchase  their  sup- 
plies at  the  American  ports  to  the  great  loss 
of  the  merchants  of  British  Columbia.  The 
small  sum  of  50  cents  which  is  allowed  by 
the  law  for  each  seaman  is  not  sufficient 
to  Interest  any  boarding  house  keeper  to  go 
into  the  business  of  supplying  crews.  A 
case  occurred  last  year  which  brought  this 
question  to  a  head.  A  boarding  house  keeper 
in  the  city  of  Vancouver  who  runs  a  sail- 
or's home,  undertook  to  supply  a  crew  for 
a  ship  about  to  sail  for  the  old  country.  He 
secured  a  number  of  men  for  the  shipping 
master  in  contravention  of  the  terms  of 
the  present  law  and  a  prosecution  was  en- 
tered at  the  instance  of  the  Puget  Sound 
boarding  house  masters,  so  I  am  informed— 
who,  of  course,  did  not  appear  in  the  prose- 
cution although  privy  to  It— and  this  man 
was  fined  $500.  We  wish  the  law  to 
be  amended  so  that  the  shipping  mas- 
ters of  Vancouver,  New  Westminster, 
Nanaimo  or  other  ports  can  appoint  one 
or  two  men  to  supply  sailors  to  ships.  If 
this  be  done  it  will  be  of  great  service 
to  the  shipping  interests  of  our  province.  I 
may  state  that  many  of  the  boats  loading 
in  our  harbours  take  supplies  for  their  whole 
voyage  which  in  some  cases  amount  to  from 
$6,000  to  $10,000,  and  of  course,  when  they 
take  these  supplies  at  American  ports  it  is 
so  much  lost  to  the  merchants  of  British 
Columbia.  I  trust  the  House  will  consent 
to  this  alteration  in  the  law. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  quite  un- 
derstand what  the  prosecution  referred  to 
was  for. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  The  prosecution 
was  instituted  because  there  was  an  in- 
fraction of  some  sections  of  the  Act  which 
provide  that  the  shipping  master  or  deputy 
shipping  master  shall  alone  engage  crews 
at  the  rate  of  50  cents  for  each  sailor  em- 
ployed. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  did  the  ship- 
ping master  do  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  He  charged  more 
than  the  legal  fee.  The  ordinary  fee  in 
Mr.  PREPONTAINE. 


British  Columbia  is  $10  per  head,  whereas 
the  legal  fee  is  only  50  cents. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  must  have 
been  something  beyond  that.  It  would 
seem  that  the  boarding  house  master  was 
involved  in  some  way. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Perhaps  I  can  ex- 
plain. The  Seamen's  Shipping  Act  pro- 
vides for  the  hiring  of  all  seamen  by  the 
regularly  appointed  shipping  master  who 
receives  the  fees  fixed  by  sections  16  and 
17.  In  times  past,  certain  difficulties  arose 
over  the  shipping  of  seamen  in  the  city  of 
Quebec,  and  as  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Borden) 
will  remember,  also  in  Halifax.  Section  18 
was  introduced  to  put  an  end  to  these  oc- 
currences. Shipping  masters  were  then  In 
the  habit  of  entering  into  contracts  with 
boarding  house  keepers  under  which  the 
boarding  house  keeper  supplied  the  seamen 
for  the  captain  on  the  understanding  that 
the  shipping  master  would  receive  from 
the  captain,  In  addition  to  his  fees,  a  some- 
what large  remuneration  which  he  divided 
with  the  boarding  house  master.  When 
sailing  vessels  used  to  come  to  Quebec,  it 
was  a  common  practice  for  the  boarding 
house  master  to  Induce  seamen  to  desert  a 
ship,  and  then  the  captain  was  obliged  to 
go  to  the  shipping  master  who  in  turn  ap- 
plied to  the  boarding  master  to  get  a  crew. 
This  resulted  in  a  crew  being  induced  to 
desert  from  one  ship  to  another  ;  the  board- 
ing master  getting  very  large  commissions 
In  this  way.  As  a  result  of  this,  a  dread- 
ful murder  was  committed  at  Quebec.  A 
boarding  bouse  keeper  who  was  attempting 
to  '  crimp '  a  seaman  from  a  ship  was  met 
by  the  captain— a  man  named  Pelletier 
whom  I  knew  very  well— and  was  forbidden 
to  go  on  board  the  vessel.  The  boarding 
house  keeper  persisted  and  the  captain 
killed  him  with  an  axe.  He  was  tried  for 
it,  and  the  original  law,  36  Victoria  was 
enacted  to  prevent  such  an  occurrence.  I 
understand  that  the  object  my  hon.  friend 
lias  in  view,  with  respect  to  British  Colum- 
bia exclusively,  is  to  enable  the  shipping 
master  to  apply  to  a  boarding  bouse  keeper 
for  a  crew,  and  to  authorize  the  snipping 
master  to  receive,  in  addition  to  the  fees 
provided  in  the  Act,  practically  an  addi- 
tional remuneration,  which  be  would  divide 
with  the  boarding  house  keeper.  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  while  the  Bill  amends 
section  18  and  relieves  the  shipping  master 
of  the  penalty,  the  opportunity  for  extortion 
remains  ;  so  that  if  the  object  of  the  law  Is 
a  desirable  one,  I  think  that  In  addition  to 
amending  section  18,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  amend  sections  15  and  16  as  well. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  difficulty  to 
which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  draws 
attention  is  one  very  well  known,  not  only  In 
this  country,  but  in  England,  to  sucb  an 
extent  that  men  were  knocked  down  in  the 
street,  dragged  to  one  of  these  boarding 
houses  and  kept  drugged  until  they  woke 
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np  and  found  themselves  at  sea.  That 
took  place  in  the  days  when  it  was  the  prac- 
tice to  press  men,  not  only  for  the  navy,  but 
in  connection  with  merchant  shipping  also. 
If  you  are  going  to  amend  the  law  so  as 
to  permit  a  shipping  master  to  enter  into 
a  compact  of  this  kind  with  a  boarding 
house  keeper  and  to  divide  the  profits,  are 
you  not  taking  a  rather  serious  step  ?  It 
seems  to  me  that  to  authorize  an  officer  of 
this  government  to  enter  into  a  partnership, 
as  it  were,  with  a  boarding  house  keeper, 
under  no  restrictions  whatever  as  to  the 
amount  that  may  be  extorted  from  the  sea- 
men, is  going  very  far  indeed.  We  must 
remember  that  these  seamen  are  not  only 
the  wards  of  the  courts  of  the  country,  but 
the  wards  of  parliament,  and  that  these 
fees  have  ultimately  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
seamen's  wages. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  They  are  advanced 
out  of  the  seaman's  wages. 

Mr.  B.  L.  BORDEN.  I  know  that.  It 
may  be  wise  legislation,  but  I  doubt  it,  and 
venture  to  think  we  ought  to  look  around 
before  applying  sueh  a  remedy  to  an  evil 
that  does  not  exist. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  The  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  is  looking  at  the  matter  in 
the  worst  possible  light  I  do  not  think  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  is  to  allow  the  boarding 
house  keeper  and  the  shipping  master  to 
act  in  collusion  and  charge  an  exorbitant 
price  to  the  seamen  and  then  divide  the 
profits.  I  know  that  this  House  would  not 
agree  to  anything  of  that  kind.  At  present 
the  Puget  Sound  people  are  supplying  prac- 
tically all  the  crews  leaving  our  ports  for 
fortelgn  ports  and  charging  exorbitant 
prices  for  them.  The  resolution  sent  to  the 
hon.  minister  names  a  fee  a  good  deal  high- 
er than  any  I  ever  heard  suggested.  I 
understand  that  from  $10  to  $15  per  man 
is  asked  in  British  Columbia  ports  and  is 
always  got.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  some 
provision  specifying  a  certain  sum,  beyond 
which  a  boarding  house  keeper  could  not 
charge,  while  giving  him  sufficient  latitude 
so  that  he  will  be  remunerated  for  what  he 
is  doing  for  the  benefit  of  the  port.  He  may 
have  to  keep  these  men  four  or  five  weeks 
at  a  time. 

Mr.  R.  D.  BORDEN.  It  is  proper  that  he 
should  be  remunerated  for  the  board  of  the 
men  during  the  time  they  stay  at  his  house  ; 
but  the  Bill  seems  to  go  farther  than  that, 
by  allowing  the  boarding  house  keeper  to 
charge  a  certain  fee  for  providing  these 
men,  and  allowing  the  shipping  master,  al- 
though an  officer  of  this  government,  to 
divide  up  that  fee  with  the  boarding  house 
keeper. 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  There  is  no  such 
provision  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  the  way  It 
would  work  out.    In  fact,  I  think  it  was 


suggested  in  the  memorial  that  a  shipping 
master  might  select  three  or  four  of  the 
best  boarding  house  keepers  and  make  an 
arrangement  with  them.  That  arrangement 
would  involve  some  division  of  the  fees.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Law)  has 
some  knowledge  of  this  matter,  being 
largely  Interested  in  shipping,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  what  he  would  think  of  a  pro- 
posal of  this  kind. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  may  have  pos- 
sibly misconstrued  the  object  my  hon. 
friend  has  in  view  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  must  understand  what  we  are  provid- 
ing for.  I  understand  that  the  object  my 
hon.  friend  has  in  view  is  to  enable  vessels 
that  go  to  British  Columbia  ports  to  supply 
themselves  with  crews  there  Instead  of 
going  to  American  ports.  That  is  a  most 
desirable  and  laudable  object,  and  we 
ought  to  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  How  are  we  going 
to  accomplish  that  by  the  amendment  ?  Are 
we  going  to  accomplish  it  by  saying  that 
the  shipping  master  shall  not  be  liable  to 
the  penalty  if  he  charges  more  than  the 
rates  fixed  in  sections  15  and  16  ?  That 
does  not  provide  the  remedy.  We  must 
offer  some  inducement  to  the  boarding  house 
keeper  to  procure  men  for  the  shipping  mas- 
ter. My  hon.  friend  has  properly  suggested 
that  the  shipping  master  will  authorize  the 
boarding  bouse  keeper  to  procure  these  men; 
but  he  cannot  do  that  unless  some  remunera- 
tion is  to  be  paid  to  the  boarding  house 
keeper.  If  that  is  the  object,  we  must  see 
how  far  we  can  go  to  carry  that  object 
into  effect. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  the  last  analysis,  It 
comes  down  to  the  boarding  house  keeper, 
who  is  the  medium  through  whom  the  ship- 
ping master  acts.  Could  it  be  provided  that 
any  amount  that  is  paid  over  and  above  a 
reasonable  fee  shall  in  no  case  come  out  of 
the  sailor's  wages  ?  There  are  three  things 
to  be  considered.  There  is  the  difficulty  ex- 
perienced by  the  ships  that  come  into  port 
of  having  their  sailors  taken  away  from 
them,  referable  to  the  desire  of  the  board- 
ing house  keeper  to  get  his  fee  from  them 
on  their  being  re-engaged.  Then  there  is 
the  Idea  of  cruelty  in  the  way  of  getting 
these  men,  by  drugging  them  and  the  like 
of  that.  Then  the  poor  sailor  in  the  end, 
when  he  wakes  up,  finds  that  this  unearned 
fee  has  been  deducted  from  his  wages. 
Could  not  legislation  be  secured  to  meet 
that  difficulty  ?  First,  by  fixing  a  reason- 
able fee,  and  then  by  providing  that  if  any- 
thing was  paid  over  and  above,  that  it  would 
be  at  the  expense  of  the  shipping  men  them- 
selves, and  could  not  be  taken  as  an  ad- 
vance on  the  sailor's  wages.  I  can  see  the 
difficulty,  and  only  wish  there  had  been 
more  general  representations  in  the  matter. 
It  would  have  been  better  if  the  other 
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boards  of  trade  and  shipping  men  generally 
had  given  their  views  as  well.  We  onght 
if  possible  to  keep  the  trade  in  our  own 
ports,  and  it  Is  a  grievance  that  these  large 
vessels  should  be  obliged  to  get  their  men 
at  the  American  ports,  because  that  natur- 
ally entails  their  buying  at  these  ports  the 
supplies  they  need.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
should  be  careful  to  protect  the  sailor,  and 
I  would  suggest  that  no  part  of  the  ad- 
vance, except  a  reasonable  fee,  should  be 
taken  from  his  wages. 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  The  sailors  go  to 
Puget  Sound  to  ship  and  there  these  ad- 
vances to  them  are  taken  from  their  wages. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Why  do  thty  go 
there  ? 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  It  comes  back  to 
the  question  of  the  boarding  house  keeper. 
At  present  it  does  not  pay  any  man  in  Van- 
couver or  Victoria  to  go  into  the  business  of 
keeping  a  sailor's  home.  A  sailor  gets  broke 
and  wants  to  ship.  He  then  goes  to  a  sail- 
ors' home  and  says  to  the  keeper  :  I  want 
to  go  on  the  first  boat  that  sails.  Well, 
there  may  not  be  a  boat  sailing  for  three 
weeks  and  during  that  time  he  has  to  be 
boarded  somewhere,  and  is  charged  by  the 
keeper  of  the  sailors'  home  say  $5  a  week, 
so  that  by  the  time  he  ships  he  is  in  debt 
$15.  But  before  the  boarding-house  keeper 
will  give  him  credit,  the  sail#r  must  agree 
that  the  boarding-bouse  keeper  shall  be  paid 
the  amount  due  when  he  sails,  and  that 
iinrount  is  paid  by  the  shipping  master  and 
charged  in  his  fee.  It  is  subsequently  de- 
ducted from  the  sailor's  wages.  But  that 
<  annot  be  done  In  Vancouver  under  the  law. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  understand 
how  section  18  affects  this. 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  Supposing  ten  men 
owe  the  boarding-house  keeper  $15  a  piece, 
making  $150  all.  When  he  ships  these  men, 
he  is  not  going  to  take  50  cents  apiece  for 
them,  or  in  all  $5,  to  pay  for  that  debt. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  But  section  18  does 
i  ot  deal  with  the  boarding-house  keeper  at 
all. 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  I  recognize  that 
thoroughly,  but  you  have  to  come  back  to 
the  boarding-house  keeper.  The  shipping 
master  is  not  going  to  put  himself  to  the 
trouble  of  hunting  these  men  up  for  the 
sake  of  fifty  cents  apiece.  But  if  the  board- 
ing-house keeper  could  go  to  the  shipping 
master  and  say  :  I  have  ten  men  for  the 
first  boat,  but  must  be  paid  what  they  owe 
rne,  say  $150.  Then  when  the  first  boat  goes 
to  the  shipping  master  and  asks  for  ten 
men,  the  shipping  master  will  reply  :  Very 
well,  I  will  furnish  yon  with  the  ten  men, 
but  you  will  have  to  pay  $150.  The  ship 
master  of  course  will  deduct  that  amount 
fjoin  the  wages  at  the  end  of  the  voyage. 
I  fully  recognize  the  possibility  of  grave 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


injustice  being  inflicted  at  times  and  will 
gladly  support  any  measure  to  avoid  it,  but 
we  are  working  an  injustice  at  present  by 
continuing  the  present  system. 

Mr.  R.  £>.  BORDEN.  Would  it  not  be  bet- 
ter to  fix  a  higher  fee  for  the  shipping  master 
lather  than  leave  the  amount  to  be  taken 
from  the  seaman  indefinite  ? 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  That  might  be  a 
very  good  idea,  but  I  do  not  see  how  you 
can  fix  a  fee  that  would  meet  every  case. 
$100  might  be  due  the  boarding-house  keeper, 
and  it  would  hardly  do  to  make  the  fee 
$100. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  does  not  seem 
that  section  18  is  very  much  concerned  with 
what  the  sailor  owes,  because  It  does  not 
deal  with  moneys  advanced  to  him.  It 
deals  altogether  with  another  matter  and 
that  is  the  fee  to  be  paid  the  shipping  mas- 
ter. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  difficulty  is  this, 
the  boarding-house  keeper  keeps  a  sailor 
a  certain  period  of  time.  Then  when  the 
sailor  is  shipped,  he  goes  down  with  him 
to  the  shipping  master  and  makes  his  bar- 
gain with  the  captain,  and  the  captain  gives 
the  shipping  master  not  money,  but  an  ad- 
vance note.  That  advance  note  is  to  the 
effect  that  three  days  after  the  final  sailing 
of  the  ship  with  the  sailor  in  question  on 
board,  the  amount  shall  be  due.  There  Is 
this  inconvenience,  that  the  boarding  master 
cannot  always  prove  that  the  ship  has  gone 
with  the  men  in  question  on  board,  and 
the  result  is  frequently  the  money  Is  lost. 
The  object  here  is  to  make  provision  that 
hereafter  that  amount  of  money  shall  be 
made  payable  to  the  shipping  master  for 
his  services  in  supplying  these  men  and 
shall  be  paid  by  way  of  a  fee  instead  of  by 
an  advance  note  as  at  present. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  other  words, 
the  intention  is  to  relieve  the  shipping  mas- 
ter from  the  necessity  of  proving  that  the 
man  has  gone  on  board  before  he  can  be 
paid  the  advance  note.  But  Is  this  not  an 
awkward  way  of  accomplishing  It  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  does  not  accom- 
plish It.  It  is  always  a  thankless  tasff  to 
Interfere  in  legislation  of  this  sort,  but  If  I 
may  offer  a  suggestion,  I  would  suggest 
that  we  allow  the  Bill  to  stand  so  that  we 
n,ay  see  whether  we  cannot  find  some  way 
of  accomplishing  the  object  in  view  more 
effectively. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  not  the  Department 
of  Justice  draft  all  these  Bills  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   Not  always. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  always  do  it  if 
asked. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  correct  prac- 
tice in  these  matters  is  this  :  When  It  Is  in- 
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tended  to  introduce  legislation,  the  promoter 
should  go  to  the  law  clerk  of  the  House 
of  Commons  and  give  him  the  Instructions, 
and  he  drafts  the  Bill.  It  Is  only  for  my 
own  convenience  that  I  deem  it  my  duty  to 
take  up  all  these  Bills  and  revise  them.  I 
do  not  say  this  for  the  purpose  of  unburden- 
ing myself  of  any  responsibility. 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINB.  In  this  case  the 
correct  custom  was  followed ;  the  Bill  was 
prepared  by  Mr.  McCord  ;  it  was  then  trans- 
mitted to  the  Department  of  Justlcie,  and  It 
was  returned  to  me  as  being  correct 

Mr.  FOSTBK.  Well,  you  have  it  amongst 
you. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Better  let  It  stand. 
Progress  reported 

SUPPLY— IMMIGRATION    OP  PAUPER 
CHILDREN. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) moved  that  the  House  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON  (Lennox  and  Ad- 
dington).  Before  you  leave  the  chair,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  government  to  a  matter  that  seems  to 
me  of  great  Importance.  A  general  meet- 
ing of  the  poor-law  guardians  of  Great 
Britain  has  been  called  to  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  sending  young  paupers  out  to 
the  colonies.  It  is  stated  by  Dr.  Barnardo 
that  the  mortality  among  the  children  of 
five  and  six  years  of  age  whom  he  has  in 
charge  has  been  very  great— as  high  as  two 
hundred  out  of  every  thousand.  There  Is 
a  Mrs.  Close  who  has  taken  a  very  active 
part  in  promoting  a  scheme  of  Immigration 
for  pauper  children.  She  intends  to  send 
out  children  of  from  two  to  three  years  of 
age.  And  she  has  bad  some  correspondence 
with  the  Department  of  the  Interior  upon 
the  subject.  She  has  been  very  modest 
In  her  demands.  She  has  asked  for  one- 
half  section  of  land— that  is,  320  acres— 
for  each  party  of  four  adults  and  twenty 
children.  These  locations  are  to  be  within 
an  hoar's  drive  of  the  railway.  She  asks 
for  government  timber  to  construct  the  ne- 
cessary buildings.  And,  In  cases  where 
the  children  are  young,  or,  for  any  reason 
it  Is  thought  best  not  to  send  them  to  the 
Northwest,  she  asks  to  be  furnished  with 
farms  between  Ottawa  and  Montreal,  farms 
of  80  acres  each.  Now,  I  think  this  a 
matter  well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
government.  Personally,  I  am  entirely  op- 
posed to  this  kind  of  Immigration.  We  are 
opposed  to  having  adult  paupers  come  Into 
this  country,  and  we  have  deported  quite  a 
number  of  them  during  the  past  year.  This 
lady  to  whom  I  have  referred  does  not  even 
propose  that  these  children  whom  she  in- 
tends to  bring  here  shall  be  permanent  set- 
tlers in  Canada.    She  proposes  to  have  the 


right,  when  they  have  grown  to  twelve  or 
fourteen  years  of  age,  to  say  what  number 
of  them  may  go  back  to  England  for  such 
purposes  as  she  sees  fit.  I  am  sorry  that 
the  letter  from  Mr.  Smart  that  the  First 
Minister  gave  me  the  other  day  says  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  Is  considering 
the  matter  favourably.  I  do  not  see  any- 
thing in  this  proposition  that  will  promote 
the  best  Interests  of  this  country.  We  may 
have  our  sympathy  with  the  poor  people 
of  other  countries ;  and  we  may  say  that 
we  have  a  great  country,  with  plenty  of 
room  for  all.  But  we  must  not  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  our  first  duty  is  to  our  own 
people.  We  have  a  splendid  country,  we 
have  a  population  that,  I  believe,  is  second 
to  none,  and  we  do  not  want  to  do  any- 
thing to  degrade  It  or  lessen  Its  efficiency. 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  time  in  discussing 
this  matter,  because  I  expect  that,  at  a  lat- 
ter stage  we  shall  have  a  discussion  on 
immigration  generally,  when  we  can  go  Into 
the  matter  more  fully.  But  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  government  to  the  sub- 
ject, that  they  may  do  what  I  think  they 
ought  to  do— nip  this  scheme  In  the  bud. 

Hon.  SYDNEY  FISHER  (Minister  of  Agri- 
culture). In  the  absence  of  the  Prime  Min- 
ister (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  I  would  say 
that  the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  has  referred  came  be- 
fore me  personally  a  little  while  ago.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  had  a  cer- 
tain proposition  laid  before  it  by  an  Eng- 
lish lady  who  was  instrumental  in  securing 
that  meeting  at  the  Mansion  House  in  Lon- 
don, to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers.  The 
department  is  in  no  way  committed  to  that 
scheme  ;  It  is  a  proposition  which,  at  pre- 
sent, is,  perhaps,  a  little  more  clearly  de- 
fined in  the  mind  of  the  promoter  and 
others  Interested  than  In  anybody  else's 
mind.  But  I  would  point  out  to  my  hon. 
friend  that,  when  any  child  immigrants 
come  to  this  country,  they  come  subject  to 
the  careful  inspection  of  the  officers  of  the 
Department  of  Immigration.  And,  if  ar- 
rangements were  entered  into  for  bringing 
child  Immigrants  to  this  country,  those 
children  would  certainly  be  subject  to  that 
same  inspection  and  careful  supervision. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  May  I  ask  the 
minister  a  question  1  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  government  entertains  favour- 
ably the  Idea  of  bringing  to  this  country 
pauper  children  of  two  or  three  years  of 
age  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 
I  do  not  think  the  government  has  come  to 
any  conclusion  on  -such  a  subject,  so,  I 
could  not  give  a  categorical  answer  to  my 
hon.  friend.  But,  as  he  says,  It  will  be 
'discussed  at  greater  length  at  some  future 
time.  At  present,  the  question  Is  entirely 
in  the  air— In  this  respect,  that  it  -has  not 
been  decided  upon  even  by  the  authorities 
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in  England.  Apparently  there  are  great 
differences  of  opinion  among  them  concern- 
ing the  scheme.  Some  are  opposing  It  very 
strongly,  and  others  are  supporting  It  as 
a  scheme  that  might  be  worked  ont  to  ad- 
vantage. Until  it  assumes  more  definite 
shape,  and  until  there  seems  to.  be  a  more 
definite  prospect  of  anything  being  done,  I 
would  not  say  anything  in  the  name  of  the 
government  as  to  how  it  will  be  treated. 
The  suggestions  made  will  be  dealt  with  by 
the  department  here. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  While 
it  seems  almost  inhuman  to  prevent  these 
children  coming  to  our  country,  still  we 
must  guard  the  interest  of  our  own  people. 
The  minister  says  that  even  if  they  came 
they  would  be  under  very  careful  inspection 
before  being  allowed  to  land.  I  want  to 
say  as  a  medical  man  that,  even  with  the 
greatest  care  and  with  the  most  rigid  In- 
quiry and  examination,  it  is  Impossible  to 
know  the  inherent  ailments  to  which  these 
children  are  subject.  There  may  be  here- 
ditary taint  in  the  individual  which  will  de- 
velop afterwards.  I  have  observed  this  in 
the  case  of  a  considerable  number  of  child- 
ren who  were  brought  from  the  old  country. 
While,  apparently,  in  first-class  health,  they 
afterwards  showed  evidences  of  hereditary 
diseases  that  were  very  intractable  ;  so  that, 
in  some  cases  within  my  own  knowledge, 
these  people  became  practically  wards  of 
the  state  because  they  were  unable  to  sup- 
port themselves.  My  fear  would  be  that 
we  might  suffer  from  something  of  that 
nature  and  that  no  inspection  or  examin- 
ation could  -avoid  it  or  foresee  what  would 
be  likely  to  occur  with  many  of  these  young 
children.  So  If  they  are  allowed  to  come 
I  would  suggest  that  not  only  should  a 
careful  examination  be  made,  but  also  a 
careful  Inquiry  into  their  history,  so  as  to 
ascertain,  so  far  as  possible,  that  they  are 
of  healthy  parents  or  of  somewhat  healthy 
parents,  so  that  they  might  not  afterwards 
become  burdens  on  the  state. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  went  Into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Murray  Harbour  branch  and  Hillsborough 
bridge,  $357,400. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Will  this  complete 
both  contracts  for  the  bridge  and  the  rail- 
way at  Murray  Harbour  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  That  will  complete 
both  contracts  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  As  far  as  the  estim- 
ates are  concerned  it  will. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Do  you  contemplate 
any  more  work  next  year  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  Is  no  more 
^work. 

Mr.  FISHER. 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  railway  is  entirely 
completed  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Murray  Harbour 
branch  is  completed,  except  that  there  Is 
certain  work  in  the  estimates  for  which 
this  is  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Has  it  been  taken  over 
by  the  government  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  was  taken  over 
November  5. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Has  the  contractor 
been  fully  paid  for  the  work  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  have  paid  the  last 
estimate. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Then  this  amount  Is 
to  complete  the  bridge,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  is  to  be  done 
to  the  bridge  yet  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  the  erection 
of  the  substructure  and  some  work  on  the 
approaches  that  is  not  yet  completed. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Was  there  not  some 
trouble  with  the  substructure  ?  Was  there 
not  some  recommendation  that  the  piers 
be  enlarged  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  understood  last  year 
and  it  was  acknowledged  last  year,  that 
there  was  some  difficulty  with  the  piers ; 
they  had  listed  or  something  and  it  was 
found  necessary  to  enlarge  them. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  One  of  the  piers  set- 
tled to  one  side,  but  that  was  remedied  last 
summer.  The  foundation  settled,  but  that 
has  been  entirely  straightened  up. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Is  the  substructure  all 
in  Gharlottetown  ready  for  being  placed  in 
position  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  it  is  practi- 
cally all  there. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  has  been  the 
cause  in  the  delay  of  completing  this  work  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  the  first  place,  the 
contractor  who  had  'the  contract  to  trans- 
port it  across  the  straits  from  Miramichi  to 
Charlottetown  was  delayed  in  performing 
his  contract 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  When  does  the  min- 
ister expect  that  this  bridge  will  be  open 
for  traffic  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Some  time  in  June, 
before  the  1st  of  July. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  And  this  amount  in 
the  estimates  will  complete  all  the  work  that 
is  to  be  done  t 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  All  the  work  that  is 
under  contract,  all  the  estimate. 
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Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Then  do  you  contem- 
plate any  new  work  on  the  bridge  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  do  not  contem- 
plate any  new  work. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  We  have  never  had  a 
satisfactory  explanation  about  this  work. 
We  find  that  when  the  estimates  for  the 
bridge  and  railway  were  under  discussion 
in  1899,  the  minister  said  that  the  cost  of 
the  railway  line  was  estimated  to  be  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  $470,000,  and  that  the 
cost  of  the  bridge  was  to  be  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  $800,000.  Now,  from  the  re- 
marks of  the  minister  upon  these  Items,  the 
other  day  in  the  House,  I  find  that  the  cost 
of  the  bridge  is  to  be  $1,494,000,  providing 
that  this  sum  in  the  estimates  will  com- 
plete it.  This  is  nearly  double  the  first  es- 
timated cost  of  this  bridge,  and  we  find  that 
the  railway  which  was  to  cost  only  $470,- 
000,  will  cost  $1,031,000,  provided  there  Is 
enough  in  the  estimates  now  to  finish  the 
work.  This  matter  has  been  up  before  the 
House  on  several  occasions.  The  minister 
may  say  that  he  knows  nothing  about  the 
past  estimates  of  this  contract,  but  it  cer- 
tainly is  up  to  the  government  to  explain 
to  this  House  why  two  contracts  that  were 
to  cost  together  In  the  neighbourhood  of 
$1,270,000  have  now  cost  over  $2,494,000. 
We  have  never  had  a  very  satisfactory  ex- 
planation. There  most  have  been  some  very 
grave  mistake  In  the  estimates  for  this  work 
or  some  .very  grave  waste  of  material  and 
extravagance  in  method  of  construction. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  can  repeat  the  ex- 
planation that  has  been  given  to  the  com- 
mittee not  only  by  myself  last  year,  but 
also  by  my  predecessor  In  office.  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  explanation  that  I  would 
make  would  be  satisfactory,  because  my 
hon.  friend  qualified  the  word  '  explanation' 
with  the  word  *  satisfactory.' 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  We  will  say  a  reason- 
able explanation. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  can  certainly  give 
that  It  must  be  within  the  knowledge  of 
my  hon.  friend  that  there  was  some  change 
In  connection  with  this  bridge  after  the 
original  estimate  was  made.  That  was  ex- 
plained on  the  floor  of  this  House  by  Mr. 
Blair  in  his  day.  In  the  first  place,  the 
location  of  the  bridge  was  changed  whereby 
there  were  three  or  four  additional  spans 
necessary  and  that  required  two  abutments 
and  one  pier  to  be  added.  There  were  re- 
quired four  pneumatic  piers,  increased  In 
size,  and  one  of  the  abutments  was  built 
by  the  pneumatic  process.  The  character 
of  the  approaches  was  changed  from  mere 
crib  work  to  earth  and  stone  embankment 
This  has  been  explained  time  and  again. 
This  vote  has  been  made  yearly,  and  there 
have  been  explanations  given  of  these 
changes,  so  that  necessarily  the  cost  of  the 
bridge,  the  character  of  which  was  entirely 


changed,  enlarged  and  Improved,  was  very 
much  more  than  the  original  estimate. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  notice  that  on 
January  30  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's, 
P.E.I.  (Mr.  Martin)  asked  certain  questions 
In  reference  to  the  stations  which  were  to  be 
built  on  this  railway,  and  it  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
that : 

Three  booking  stations  are  proposed  to  be 
built,  one  each  at  Uigg,  Murray  river  and  Mur- 
ray harbour. 

And  that : 

Two  shelters  are  proposed  to  be  built,  one 
at  Surrey  and  the  other  at  Belle  River.  The 
question  as  to  building  stations  at  Grand  View 
and  at  Newton  Crossing  is  under  consideration. 

Grand  View  and  Newton  Crossing  are 
important  centres  and,  although  it  was 
stated  in  a  return  made  on  the  31st  March, 
1904,  to  this  House  that  stations  were  to  be 
established  at  these  places,  it  is  now  stated 
that  they  are  only  under  consideration.  I 
notice  in  the  return  that  stations  are  to  be 
built  at  Vernon  River,  Uigg,  Grand  View, 
Iona,  Surrey,  Melville  and  Belle  River. 
The  policy  of  the  government  It  seems  is 
that  there  shall  be  no  station  built  at  Grand 
View,  or  at  least  it  Is  now  stated  that  it  is 
under  consideration.  I  think  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  it  should  be  made  clear  where 
these  stations  are  to  be  built  before  the 
money  is  granted.  It  is  necessary  that 
these  stations  should  be  built,  and  the  hon. 
minister  should  be  able  to  state  where  they 
are  to  be  located.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  any 
exception  to  this  in  any  carping  spirit,  be- 
cause I  think  the  road  is  a  necessary  work. 
It  was  handed  over  to  the  government  on 
the  6th  November  last  but  there  has  not 
been  one  train  run  on  the  road  yet,  and 
goodness  knows  when  any  train  will  be 
run.  This  road,  fifty  miles  In  length,  was 
commenced  on  the  13th  April,  1899,  and  it  is 
not  completed  yet  No  trains  are  running 
over  it.  I  think  it  Is  only  right  that  the  hon. 
minister  should  explain  why  this  road  has 
taken  such  a  great  length  of  time  to  com- 
plete, and  why  the  estimate  of  $470,000  has 
been  departed  from  to  such  an  extent  as  it 
has  been  in  this  case.  In  my  opinion,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  a  great  many  people  in 
that  section  of  the  country,  this  road  could 
have  been  constructed  for  $470,000.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  if  the  moneys  had  been 
properly  handled  all  the  roads  that  were 
asked  for  by  the  Liberal-Conservative  party 
in  1896,  and  which  were  then  promised  by 
the  Finance  Minister,  could  have  been  con- 
structed for  the  amount  of  money  which 
has  been  expended  on  this  road  and  on  this 
bridge. 

Mr.  BLAIN.   How  long  is  it  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  The  road  is  only 
fifty  miles  long.  The  first  portion  was 
forty-two  miles,  but  an  additional  number 
of  miles  was  added  to  it  since  the  contract 
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was  let,  making  the  total  longth  fifty  miles. 
I  think  it  is  nothing  but  right  and  just  that 
the  hon.  minister  should  explain  to  this 
committee  why  it  is  that  such  a  large  sum 
of  money  over  the  estimate  was  necessary 
to  toe  expended  in  the  construction  of  this 
small  public  work.  He  told  us  a  few  days 
ago  that  some  grades  were  met  which  were 
not  anticipated  at  the  time,  but  when  you 
consider  that  there  were  several  surveys 
made  before  a  blow  was  struck,  and  that 
the  government  were  in  possession  of  all  the 
information  before  they  commenced  it,  that 
they  are  in  possession  to-day,  I  think  it  is 
nothing  but  right  that  a  full  explanation 
should  be  made  as  to  the  reasons  why  over 
$600,000  more  than  the  estimate  has  been 
spent  in  the  construction  of  this  road. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  made  the  statement 
that  this  contract  had  been  finished  on  the 
4th  or  6th  of  November,  but  that  did  not 
relate  to  the  contracts  for  building  the  sta- 
tions. I  think  the  contract  that  I  referred 
to  was  that  of  the  contractor  who  bad 
charge  of  the  roadbed  aud  track-laying. 
The  Messrs.  Schurman  &  Company  have' 
contracts  for  the  construction  of  certain 
stations.  They  are  not  completed,  but  the 
money  is  being  provided  for  that  in  this 
estimate.  In  respect  to  the  location  of  cer- 
tain stations,  I  may  say  that  I  am  not 
familiar  with  the  circumstances  myself. 
There  was  a  complaint  made  to  me  that 
certain  stations,  one  at  Grand  View  and 
another  at  another  point,  would  be  too  near 
together  if  built  where  proposed,  and  that 
they  should  be  more  widely  separated.  I 
have  promised  to  look  into  the  matter,  and, 
pending  the  information,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  determine  the  question.  It  was 
represented  to  me  by  some  gentlemen  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  that  the  two  sta- 
tions, as  now  located,  by  some  subsequent 
location  apart  from  the  original  arrange- 
ment, made  these  booking  stations  very 
near  together,  and  that  the  original  plan 
would  be  perhaps  the  better  arrangement 
I,  of  course,  am  not  In  a  position  to  deter- 
mine the  matter,  because  I  do  not  know  the 
locality  ;  I  do  not  know  the  settlement,  and 
I  am  in  no  sense  familiar  with  the  condi- 
tions. I  have  thought  that  when  I  am  in 
that  locality  in  the  early  spring  in  con- 
nection with  the  Charlottetown  station  I 
would  inform  myself  as  to  the  stations  in 
question. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  In  reference  to  these 
stations  which  the  hon.  minister  refers  to, 
it  seems  that  in  1904  the  department  had 
decided  upon  a  station  at  Ulgg  and  another 
at  Grand  View.  But  now  it  seems  that  two 
gentlemen  came  up  here,  self-constituted 
delegates,  Messrs.  Warburton  and  Prowse, 
from  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  they  held 
an  interview  with  the  hon.  minister.  It 
appears  that  at  that  interview  some  cold 
water  was  thrown  upon  the  construction  of 
a  railway  station  at  Grand  View.  I  do  not 
Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN. 


see  why  the  opinion  of  these  gentlemen 
should  be  taken  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
after  the  government  bad  determined  that 
these  stations  should  be  built. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  How  close  are  they 
together  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Some  five  or  six 
miles,  I  presume. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
know  the  original  arrangements  for  stations 

there  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  know  what  is  con- 
tained in  the  original  statement  as  laid  on 
the  table  of  this  House.  This  is  a  return 
dated  the  31st  March,  1904.  The  stations 
are  stated  here  to  be  Vernon  River,  Ulgg, 
Grand  View,  Iona,  Surrey,  Melville,  Belle 
River,  Wood  Island,  Hopefleld,  Murray 
River  and  Murray  Harbour.  If  that  arrange- 
ment Is  carried  out,  the  people  of  that  local- 
ity would,  I  think,  be  perfectly  satisfied,  but 
the  minister  is  getting  away  from  the  ques- 
tion ;  what  I  asked  him  was  if  he  could 
account  for  the  cost  of  the  road  being  so 
largely  in  excess  of  the  estimated  detailed 
cost. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Was  It  in  connection 
with  the  bridge  or  the  road? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.   The  railway. 

Mr  EMMERSON.  In  the  case  of  the  rail- 
way it  was  simply  a  matter  of  scheduled 
prices.  I  do  not  know  what  the  original 
estimate  was. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  $470,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  For  that  whole  dis- 
tance? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  contracts  were 
let  at  schedule  prices.  The  estimated  cost 
of  the  branch  from  Murray  river  is  $926,- 
460.70,  and  for  the  extension  to  Murray  Har- 
bour $104,600.  In  addition  to  that  there  is 
the  rolling  stock  and  the  cribwork  at  Mur- 
ray Harbour  which  would  be  $270,000. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Some  years  ago  a  re- 
turn was  brought  down  to  this  House  giv- 
ing the  detailed  estimated  cost  of  all  the 
work  to  be  done  on  that  first  section,  and  for 
the  first  forty-four  miles  it  would  average 
according  to  the  engineer's  figures  $10,000  a 
mile.  According  to  the  figures  now  given 
by  the  minister  of  the  actual  expense,  it  has 
cost,  not  $10,000  a  mile,  but  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  $32,000  per  mile.  That  is  a  very 
grave  difference.  Even  If  we  add  the  $200,- 
000  for  rolling  stock  and  the  $70,000  for  crib 
work  the  estimate  cost  would  not  amount 
to  anything  like  the  actual  cost.  The  min- 
ister has  given  no  reasonable  explanation 
as  to  why  this  work  has  cost  such  a  vast 
sum  of  money. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  take  my  hon. 
friend's  word  that  there  was  such  an  esti- 
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mate,  bat  I  have  no  record  of  It.  It  certal.i- 
ly  could  not  be  based  upon  any  surrey  of  the 
engineers,  because  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey)  knows  that  is  a  very  rough  country. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Do  you  call  Prince 
Edward  Island  a  rough  country? 

Mr.  BMMERSON.  Generally  speaking 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  not,  but  the  locality 
through  which  this  railway  runs  is  a  rough 
country.  My  hon.  friend  knows  it  is  undu- 
lating and  hilly  and  there  have  been  a  great 
many  cuttings.  There  were  no  long  rivers 
or  streams  which  could  be  followed  by  a 
railway  and  in  many  cases  the  embank- 
ments have  been  quite  extensive.  In  addi- 
tion, a  great  deal  of  rock  cutting  was  de- 
veloped as  the  work  progressed.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  such  estimates  could  be 
based  on  the  survey  of  an  engineer. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  first  estimate  brought 
down  was  $8,000  a  mile. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Who  says  so? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  That  Is  the  first  estimate 
brought  down  and  yet  the  minister  now  tells 
us  this  is  a  billy  country  and  a  difficult  one 
In  which  to  construct  a  railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
point  out  that  estimate  to  me;  this  is  the 
first  I  have  ever  heard  of  it.  This  item  is 
largely  a  revote  of  last  year,  and  then  the 
matter  was  discussed  and  the  same  figures 
were  given  by  me  as  are  given  to-day  and 
they  were  not  called  in  question. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Whether  it  is  a  revote 
or  not  has  no  bearing  on  the  fact  mat  tha 
estimated  cost  of  $10,000  per  mile  has  be- 
come an  actual  expenditure  of  $30,000  per 
mile.  The  estimate  brought  down  for  the 
first  44  miles  was  $10,000  per  mile  which  we 
are  referring  to  was  the  detailed  estimate 
brought  down  to  the  House. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  When? 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  It  was  brought  down 
four  dr  five  years  ago  when  the  work  was 
first  undertaken. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  that  *s 
correct 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  have  here  the  re- 
turn brought  down  and  it  deals  with  each 
mile  up  to  44  miles  and  the  cost  per  mile  Is 
given.  This  return  Is  worked  out  In  detail 
and  it  gives  the  cost  of  the  railroad  down 
to  Murray  river  bridge,  not  including  the 
bridge  over  the  Hillsborough  river,  at  $10,- 
445  per  mile. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Are  you  quoting  from 
the  original  return  brought  down? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  If  it  is  not  the  original 
It  is  an  exact  copy. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  If  that  were  sent  over 
to  me  I  might  be  able  to  tell  what  it  is. 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  To  show  you  how  near- 
ly the  estimate  tallies  with  the  minister's 
statement  in  1899  as  reported  In  '  Hansard,' 
I  find  that  be  placed  the  cost  at  $477,000,. 
while  the  detailed  estimate  was  $470,419- 
With  the  estimated  cost  differing  so  largely 
from  the  actual  cost,  the  minister  should 
certainly  give  some  more  reasonable  ex- 
planation than  he  has  seen  fit  to  give  the 
House  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Carried. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  the  minister 
can  ask  this  item  to  be  carried  after  that 
statement  Here  is  a  return  brought  down 
lrom  the  Department  of  Railways  itself, 
giving  the  detailed  estimates,  which  total 
about  $470,000,  while  It  now  turns  out  that 
some  $800,000  have  been  spent  on  that  same 
section  of  road.  The  minister  has  given  us 
no  explanation,  but  what  be  has  tried  to  do 
is  to  throw  doubt  on  the  accuracy  of  that 
return.  The  minister  was  not  in  the  depart- 
ment at  the  time  the  estimate  was  given, 
but  his  engineers  were  there,  the  men  who 
are  responsible  for  giving  estimates  to  this 
House.  They  got  their  vote  of  $470,000,  and 
nfter  mat  had  been  got,  we  find  that  the 
cost  has  been  doubled.  There  may  be 
some  reason  for  that  but  It  has  not  been 
stated  by  the  minister.  I  do  not  think  the' 
minister  ought  to  ask  that  this  Item  be 
rassed  until  that  is  cleared  up. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  asked  two  or 
three  times  to  see  the  papers. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  There  are  other 
branches  in  Prince  Edward  Island  that  ought 
to  receive  attention  ;  and  when  their  claims 
are  urgent  we  are  met  with  the  statement 
that  a  great  deal  more  money  has  been  spent 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  than  has  been 
necessary.  I  would  like  the  minister  to  ex- 
plain why  that  has  been  the  case. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  understand  that  the 
first  eleven  miles  of  this  road  were  let  after 
tenders  had  been  advertised  for,  and  that 
tfterwards  the  department  instead  of  fol- 
lowing the  usual  method  of  calling  for  ten- 
ders for  a  work  of  such  magnitude,  simply 
handed  over  the  balance  of  the  work  to  the 
same  contractors  at  the  same  figures  for 
which  they  built  the  first  eleven  miles.  Per- 
haps that  would  enable  the  minister  to  ex- 
plain the  large  difference  between  the  esti- 
mate and  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  the  contract  was 
let  at  schedule  prices,  that  would  not  affect 
the  cost.  It  may  be  that  a  certain  amount  of 
money  was  asked  for  based  upon  the  first 
estimate  of  cost,  but  that  subsequently,  as 
sometimes  Is  the  case,  the  department  found 
that  a  very  different  railway  at  a  larger 
cost  would  be  necessary.  Then  the  question 
was.  was  the  department  justified  in  going 
on  ?  Apparently  they  did  go  on,  and  their 
nc'tion  was  ratitled,  not  only  once,  but  twice. 
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Last  year  $650,000  was  voted,  of  which 
4300,000  has  been  expended.  It  was  then 
Known  and  stated  by  me  what  the  cost  of 
these  different  branches  would  be,  and  every- 
thing the  department  has  done ;  and  ask- 
ing now  for  a  revote  of  1350,000  of  that  $650,- 

000  is  not  like  asking  for  a  new  vote  to 
pay  for  expenditures  which  have  not  been 
made  £nown  to  parliament  I  remember 
that  there  had  been  a  discussion  annually 
in  regard  to  the  Hillsborough  bridge  and 
the  Murray  Harbour  Railway,  ever  since 

1  have  had  a  seat  in  this  parliament  Both 
last  year  and  the  preceding  year  the  facts 
were  gone  into  thoroughly  in  connection 
w.'th  the  estimated  cost  and  the  contract. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  minister  how  much  has  been  spent  on 
the  Hillsborough  bridge  to  July  1,  1904  ?  1 
find  that  in  answer  to  a  question  in  this 
House,  on  April  28,  1904,  the  hon.  gentleman 
gave  the  expenditure  from  1899  to  February 
29,  1904,  as  $966,181.60  on  the  Hillsborough 
bridge,  $736,200.88  on  the  Murray  Harbour 
branch,  and  $110,212.18  on  rolling  stock 'for 
the  Murray  Harbour  branch.  In  other  words 
foi  these  three  services  between  the  dates 
I  have  mentioned  there  was  expended  $1,- 
S12,594.66.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  in- 
form the  House  what  amount  has  been  ex- 
pended from  February  29  to  July  1,  1904, 
we  shall  get  at  the  correct  figures  of  the  ex- 
penditure on  these  three  items. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  I  have  the  amounts  ex- 
pended to  June  30,  1904,  but  they  are  not 
tabulated. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  in  his  own  report,  at  page  22,  the  state- 
ment that  the  expenditure  on  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  to  June  30,  1904,  was  $983,- 
671.70.  The  estimates  of  last  year  up  to 
1S95  were  $650,000  of  which  he  has  a  revote 
for  $350,000.  That  means  that  $300,000 
were  had  since  June,  1904,  and  he  is  asking 
Another  estimate  now  of  $357,400,  which,  I 
take  it,  means  for  the  Murray  river  branch 
or  altogether,  $1,640,000  including  his  pres- 
ent estimates.  Taking  the  .50  miles,  that 
would  make  $32,800  a  mile. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  That  of  course  in- 
cludes the  rolling  stock  and  the  crib  work. 
We  got  a  vote  of  $650,000  last  year,  and  It 
is  estimated  we  will  spend  $300,000  before 
the  1st  July  of  this  year.  Up  to  the  30th 
November  last  we  expended  on  these  works 
from  the  30th  June,  1904.  $96,102.79.  That 
would  be  on  the  bridge  and  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch.  I  have  not  yet  separated 
those  accounts.  When  the  estimates  were 
prepared  a  month  ago,  a  statement  was 
tabulated  up  to  that  period.  I  would  have 
to  go  to  the  department  to  get  the  Items 
separate  because  the  whole  thing  has  been 
carried  through  as  one  vote— the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  and  the  Hillsborough  river 
bridge.  The  amount  asked  for  last  year 
Mr.  EMMBRSON. 


was  for  these  works  combined,  and  there 
is  a  revote. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
separate  them  now  and  tell  us  what  each 
required  last  year?  This  is  another  in- 
stance of  what  I  have  been  complaining  of, 
namely,  the  way  he  mixes  up  his  estimates. 
Why  have  two  such  important  works  been 
thrown  together? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  Because  they  are  prac- 
tically one  work. 

Mr.  BARKER.  In  the  hon.  minister's  re- 
port they  are  not  found  together.  There 
are  different  contractors  and  different  ex- 
penditures. When  he  makes  a  report  of 
what  is  done,  he  gives  the  details  ;  but  when 
asking  for  the  money,  he  will  not  condes- 
cend to  give  that  Information. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  stating  exactly 
what  amount  is  asked  for. 

Mr.  BARKER.  How  much  of  this  money 
Is  for  the  bridge  and  bow  much  for  the 
railway? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  necessary  or  essential,  because  it  Is 
one  work.  The  point  is  this,  that  they  were 
connecting  Charlottetown  with  Murray  Har- 
bour. There  are  separate  contractors  on 
these  works  as  there  are  separate  con- 
tractors on  every  line  of  railway.  Even 
on  a  railway  itself  there  are  separate  con- 
tracts for  the  roadway  and  the  rails  and  the 
sidings  and  stations.  The  bridge  Itself 
was  under  a  different  contract  but  It  is 
part  of  the  one  scheme,  and  I  think  that 
the  minister  of  that  day  was  justified  in 
asking  parliament  for  a  sum  to  build  a  cer- 
tain work,  namely,  the  work  of  connecting 
Charlottetown  with  Murray  Harbour  by  rail- 
way. True  the  bridge  was  a  very  impor- 
tant feature  of  the  whole  work,  but  I  do 
not  think  It  was  necessary  to  separate  it, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  parliament  has  in 
any  way  been  prejudiced  by  the  vote  having 
been  taken  In  that  way.  • 

Mr.  BARKER.  At  page  22  of  the'  min- 
ister's report  he  separates  these  two  items. 
He  gives  the  capital  account  of  the  bridge 
and  the  railway  separate  up  to  the  30th 
June.  1904.  If  there  was  any  object  in  do- 
ing that,  why  should  they  not  be  kept 
separate  In  the  estimates,  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman tell  us  what  money  he  wants  for 
each  ?  • 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  did  give  the  other 
night  tlie  expenditure  on  capital  account  on 
the  Murray  Harbour  bridge  and  the  Hills- 
borough river  bridge  but  perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  was  not  here  when  that  statement 
was  made.  Up  to  the  30th  November  last 
there  was  expended  from  the  beginning  on 
the  Hillsborough  river  bridge,  $1,217,744.98 
and  on  the  branch  to  Murray  Harbour.  $70.- 
121.91,  and  on  the  rolling  stock,  $145,992.35. 
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Mr.  BARKER.  Is  that  any  reason  why 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  not  tell  us  how 
much  he  wants  on  capital  account  for  the 
future  for  each  of  these.  More  than  that. 
I  would  ask  him  to  explain  why  it  Is  that 
he  has  been  buying  $141,000  worth  of  rolling 
stock  when  he  is  not  using  the  railway.  It 
has  never  been  opened.  How  long  ago  has 
that  $140,000  been  spent  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  bad  hoped  to 
have  this  railway  opened  last  summer,  but 
In  consequence  of  the  delays  on  the  exten- 
sion to  the  bridge  we  were  not  able  to  open 
it  By  taking  considerable  risk  It  possibly 
could  .have  been  opened  at  the  time  of  the 
exhibition  in  Charlottetown  last  year.  The 
people  there  were  anxious  It  should  be  and 
we  had  prepared  to  have  It  open,  but  I  did 
not  feel  like  accepting  the  contract  at  that 
time  or  assuming  any  risk.  The  cars  had 
been  nnder  construction  from  time  to  time 
at  the  car  works  of  the  government  at 
Charlottetown.  Engines  have  been  pur- 
chased from  the  Kingston  works. 

Mr.  BARKER.  When? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Last  year. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Were  the  cars  built  last 
year  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Some  of  them  were. 
The  work  has  been  going  on. 

Mr.  BARKER.    For  how  long  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Each  year  there  has 
been  a  statement  in  the  accounts  showing 
the  expenditures  in  the  construction  of  these 
cars. 

Mr.  BARKER.    For  how  many  years  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  cannot  recall,  and  I 
have  not  the  statement  before  me. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  have  got  them  well  in  advance  of  the 
completion  of  the  railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  true.  We 
wanted  these  cars  to  be  built  in  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  Unless  we  began  before  the 
completion  of  the  road,  we  could  not  have 
them,  as  we  have  not  great  car  works  there. 
We  began  this  work  anticipating  the  com- 
pletion of  the  road,  in  order  that  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  might  have  the  benefit  of  the 
outlay  of  the  money. 

Mr.  BARKER.  When  were  the  first  cars 
completed  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  hare  just  told  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  I  have  not  that  in- 
formation. It  is  not  likely  I  would  have 
it  in  memory,  particularly  when  I  was  not 
personally  connected  with  the  matter.  And 
even  the  general  manager  cannot  give  me 
the  date.  The  Auditor  General's  Report 
will  show. 

Mr.  LBFURGEY.  The  statement  of  the 
minister  last  year  showed  that  $110,000 


had  been  spent  and  there  is  only  $85,000 
more  up  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  A  A.  McLEAN.  In  tiie  statement 
which  the  hon.  minister  submitted  last  year 
I  find  the  following  : 

'    1899-1900  $   7,531  81 

1900-  1901   41,990  86 

1901-  1902   86,210  74 

1902-  1903  '..     9,626  26 

July  1.  1908,  to  Feb.,  29,  1904  ..    16,962  62 

110,212  18 

I  would  like  to  ask  if  this  rolling  stock 
was  used  by  the  contractors,  and  if  so, 
what  return  they  made  for  its  use  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  was  not  used  by 
the  contractor.  The  contractor  did  hire 
from  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway 
some  rolling  stock,  but  it  was  old  rolling 
stock. 

Mr.  BARKER.  But  these  cars,  some  of 
them,  were  constructed  six  years  ago. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  construction  of 
cars  has  been  going  on  from  time  to  time, 
anticipatory  of  the  completion  of  the  road. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Were  the  locomotives 
that  the  contractors  used  old  ones  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Belonging  to  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Some  of  these  cars  were 
bought  six  years  ago  ?  Where  have  they 
been  used  ever  since  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  manufac- 
tured in  Charlottetown,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  were  wholly  completed.  They  are 
nearly  all  there  now  ? 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  statement  made  in 
'Hansard'  shows  that  a  certain  sum  was 
expended  in  1899  for  rolling  stock.  The 
question  is  what  has  been  done  with  that 
rolling  stock  ever  since  *t  It  would  seem 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  charging 
to  capital  account  the  construction  of  roll- 
ing stock  and  using  it  for  the  purposes  of 
the  railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  were  about 
forty  old  cars  taken  off  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  and  rented  to  the  contractor 
of  the  Murray  Harbour  branch.  And,  In  the 
estimates  made  up  from  time  to  time,  there 
are  charges  against  the  contractor  for  the 
cars. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Is  it  the  noted  gen- 
tleman by  the  name  of  Kitchen  who  had  the 
contract,  without  tender,  for  the  full  thirty 
miles  of  this  road  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  understand 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
means.  There  Is  a  Mr.  Kitchen  who  has  a 
contract  on  the  road.   I  do  not  know  that 
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he  is  'noted.'  He  Is  a  very  respectable 
gentleman,  a  man  who  stands  very  high 
in  the  estimation  of  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick  and  of  the  city  of  Fredericton, 
as  I  am  sure  my  hon.  from  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  can  testify.  So,  I  do  not  think 
it  becoming  in  my  hon.  friend  from  Bast 
Lambton  (Mr.  Armstrong)  if  he  will  pardon 
me  for  saying  so,  to  apply  the  expression 
'  noted '  to  Mr.  Kitchen,  for  that  would  in- 
dicate something  that  would  reflect  upon 
that  gentleman.  There  is  nothing  in  Mr. 
Kitchen's  record  as  a  contractor,  as  a  citi- 
zen, or  as  a  gentleman,  that  would  Justify 
any  reflection  upon  htm.  Mr.  Kitchen  got 
the  contract  under  tender,  as  I  am  informed  ; 
he  got  it  under  certain  schedule  rates.  That 
contract  was  extended,  so  far  as  the  Mur- 
ray Harbour  section  was  concerned,  because 
legally  it  was  a  part  of  the  original  con- 
tract And  the  money  was  voted  to  pay 
Mr.  Kitchen. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  As  to  the  word 
'noted,'  from  what  I  can  learn  of  Mr.  Kit- 
chen, he  is  one  of  the  largest  contributors 
to  the  election  fund  of  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  If  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  wants  to  indulge  in  dis- 
cussion of  that  kind,  I  wish  to  say  distinctly 
that  Mr.  Kitchen  never,  directly  or  Indir- 
ectly, so  far  as  I  know,  contributed  to  an 
election  fund  of  mine  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.     Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr.  BMMERSON  and  I  think  I  can 

say  beyond  all  question  that  he  has  not 
done  so  either  at  this  or  at  previous  elec- 
tions.- 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Easy  !  Easy  ! 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  I  ain  speaking  of  the 
facts.  We  can  surely  discuss  this  Hillsboro 
bridge  matter  without  Indulging  In  discus- 
sion such  as  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
seems  Inclined  to  provoke.  If  that  sort  of 
thing  is  to  be  gone  into,  let  us  understand 
it.  But  I  prefer,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned 
with  these  matters,  to  discuss  each  item  on 
its  merits.  And,  if  there  has  been  anything 
wrong  in  connection  with  any  of  them  let 
us  hear  what  it  is.  I  do  not  fear  criticism, 
but  I  want  fair  criticism.  I  do  not  think  it 
Is  necessary  for  us  to  travel  beyond  the 
merits  of  each  question.  And  when  a  state- 
ment is  made  by  an  hon.  member  who 
comes  from  another  province,  and  who,  in 
speaking  of  these  matters  must  simply  say 
what  has  been  pumped  into  him,  reiterating 
some  hearsay  story,  I  wish  to  correct  him  at 
once  and  say  that  if  he  harbours  the  Idea 
that  Mr.  Kitchen  contributed  in  any  way  to 
election  funds,  be  is  absolutely  astray,  be- 
cause nothing  of  that  kind  has  ever  oc- 
curred. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Then,  will  the  minis- 
ter state  that,  so  far  as  Mr.  Kitchen  is 
concerned  he  was  not  given  the  contract 
for  the  last  thh-ty  miles  without  tender  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  EMMBRSON.  I  do  not  know  what 
occurred  previous  to  my  coming  into  the 
department  But  I  know  that  In  so  far  as 
the  last  six  miles  of  the  road  is  concerned, 
that  Is  from  Murray  river  to  Murray  Har- 
bour, the  matter  having  been  submitted  for 
legal  opinion,  it  was  deemed  to  be  a  part  of 
the  contract  he  had  for  the  building  of  the 
line  to  Murray  river,  and  he  has  gone  on 
with  it 

Mr.  HAGGART.  He  made  that  excuse 
for  the  extension— and  this  is  the  first  time 
we  have  ever  heard  of  it— that  under  a  legal 
Interpretation  of  the  contract  he  was  en- 
titled to  the  whole  40  miles. 

Mr.  BMMERSON.  I  have  not  said  that 
at  all ;  my  hon.  friend  has  certainly  mis- 
apprehended me. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  last  six  miles. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  was  speaking  of 
the  last  six  miles,  from  Murray  river  to 
Murray  Harbour. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  What  are  the  facts  of 
the  case  ?  A  person  gets  a  contract  for  11 
miles  of  this  road  which  is  extended  to  40 
miles  without  any  tender  and  without  any 
competition  and  then  under  the  contract  the 
minister  says  the  legal  interpretation  extends 
this  contract  for  six  miles  more. 

Mr.  BARKER:  I  wish  to  remind  the 
minister  that  a  few  minutes  ago  when  I 
asked  for  an  explanation  of  the  rolling 
stock  that  the  government  had  acquired  for 
this  50  miles  of  road,  before  the  road  was 
opened,  the  minister  said  that  last  year,  In 
anticipation  of  the  immediate  opening  of 
the  road  they  had  bought  cars  and  locomo- 
tives. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Oh,  no,  excuse  me,  if 
my  hon.  friend  gathered  that  from  my  re- 
marks, It  was  not  what  I  intended  to  say. 
I  said  that  in  anticipation  of  the  final  open- 
ing of  the  road  the  railway  had  purchased 
the  cars  not  last  year,  but  from  time  to  time 
from  the  very  beginning. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  Is  the  second  ex- 
planation. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  intended  to 
be  the  original.  If  I  used  any  words  cap- 
able of  any  other  construction  I  certainly 
did  not  lnteud  to  use  them,  because  there 
was  no  such  purchase  of  cars  last  summer 
<n  anticipation  of  the  opening  of  the  road. 
But  there  had  been  from  time  to  time  with 
a  view  to  having  the  cars  constructed  on 
the  island,  In  anticipation  of  the  final  open- 
ing of  the  road,  certain  cars  constructed  so 
that  the  railway  would  have  sufficient  cars 
to  operate  that  road.  These  cars  had  been 
constructed  on  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  was  either  explana- 
tion No.  2  or  explanation  No.  3.  The  first 
r-xplanation  made  by  the  bon.  gentleman 
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was  that,  anticipating  the  opening  of  the 
road  he  got  his  rolling  stock  ready,  or  he 
might  have  got  It  ready  for  an  exhibition 
tiiat  was  coming  on,  the  St  Louis  exhibition 
or  something  of  that  kind.  He  did  not  want 
to  take  any  risks  on  It.  However,  my  hon. 
friend  here  read  from  'Hansard'  answers 
that  had  been  made  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  the  minister  then  began  to  recall  some- 
thing about  building  some  cars  year  after 
year,  and  now  it  appears  that  be  began  this 
building  when  he  saw  the  approaching  com- 
pletion of  the  railway.  We  will  now  see 
what  the  facts  are  and  then  perhaps  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  give  us  a  new  phase  of 
the  matter.  I  find  in  '  Hansard '  of  April 
28,  1904,  page  2,186  that  In  1899-1900  the 
first  expenditure  took  place  on  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  of  the  railway  and  the  ex- 
penditure in  that  year  was  $20,970.  I  find 
that  In  that  same  year,  the  very  first  year 
of  the  expenditure  On  the  railway,  he  expend- 
ed $7,531  on  rolling  stock.  He  began  the 
construction  of  the  rolling  stock  equipment 
at  the  same  time  as  he  began  the  construc- 
tion of  the  railway,  and  this  Is  very  signifi- 
cant considering  the  friends  who  have  had 
the  contract.  The  next  year,  1900-1901,  he 
expended  on'  the  railway  $73,673  and  In  that 
same  year  he  expended  for  rolling  stock  on 
a  railway  that  was  6  years  from  completion 
$41,990.  That  Is  he  expended  on  rolling  stock 
more  than  one-half  of  what  he  expended  on 
the  railway.  The  next  year,  1901-02,  they 
were  getting  on  with  the  work  and  he  spent 
$237,193  on  the  railway  and  in  the  same 
year  he  spent  $35,210  for  rolling  stock.  Then 
ho  spent  in  the  following  year  $331,326  on 
the  railway  and  $9,526  on  rolling  stock.  Ho 
it  goes  on  year  by  year  ;  from  the  very  be- 
ginning of  the  construction  of  this  road, 
he  has  been  buying  or  building  rolling  stock. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
unless  he  can  make  a  very  clear  explana- 
tion everybody  in  this  House  will  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  this  rolling  stock  was1 
obtained  for  the  contractors  and  for  nobody 
<lse. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  made  the  state- 
ment that  not  one  of  those  cars  was  used 
by  the  contractors.  Of  course  if  that  state- 
ment will  not  be  accepted  it  is  so  much  the 
worse  for  me,  but  these  are  the  facts,  that 
the  rolling  stock  thus  constructed  from  time 
to  time  was  not  in  use  by  the  contractor, 
aor  for  him  directly  or  Indirectly.  If  the  de- 
partment had  waited  for  the  completion  of 
the  road,  they  could  not  have  bad  the  rolling 
stock  constructed  on  Prince  Edward  Island. 
They  would  have  had  to  go  to  the  main- 
land to  get  it,  which  would  have  entirely 
frustrated  the  object  the  department  had.  In 
having  the  expenditure  made  on  the  island. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Is  this  rolling  stock 
u?ed  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    No,  I  think  not 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  On  the  main  line  of 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Yes  it  Is. 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  Was  any  of  it  taken 
across  to  the  Murray  Harbour  side,  to 
Hillsborough  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  None  of  It  was  taken 
of  er  on  Mr.  Kitchen's  contract  Mr.  Haney 
when  building  the  Southport  bridge  and  the 
Hillsborough  bridge  did  have  two  engines 
during  the  past  summer  taken  over  there, 
but  the  general  manager  Is  not  in  a  position 
to  tell  me  whether  they  were  the  two  en- 
gines that  were  purchased  for  this  road  or 
whether  they  were  the  ordinary  engines  of 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway.  But 
Mr.  Kitchen  who  had  the  Murray  Harbour 
branch  had  no  portion  of  this  rolling  stock 
at  all. 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  I  understood  last  year 
from  the  superintendent  when  they  had  a 
very  great  shortage  of  cars  for  the  mussel- 
mud  men  and  for  cordwood  service  In  the 
western  part  of  the  island,  that  the  freight 
cars  that  might  have  been  available  for 
this  work  were  over  on  the  Murray  Harbour 
side.  If  I  understood  him  correctly  at  that 
time,  and  I  do  not  think  I  was  mistaken, 
a  large  part  of  the  rolling  stock  consisting 
of  flat  cars  was  over  on  the  Murray  Harbour 
side. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  already  said 
that  there  were  forty  old  cars  belonging  to 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  under 
rental  of  Mr.  Kitchen ;  but  that  not  one  of 
the  cars  that  form  a  part  of  the  rolling  stock 
of  the  Murray  Harbour  branch  was  ever 
In  possessslon  of  or  used  by  Mr.  Kitchen. 
I  cannot  be  more  explicit  I  have  no  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  transaction  at  all ; 
I  am  simply  making  the  statement  on  the 
authority  of  the  general  manager. 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  I  did  not  make  any 
allusion  as  to  whether  the  cars  were  being 
used  or  not  I  simply  said  that  I  under- 
stood they  were  over  there. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  These  particular  cars? 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  The  cars  that  were  sup- 
posed to  be  for  the  use  of  that  branch.  I 
do  not  know  any  particular  cars. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Do  you  mean  in  so  far 
as  they  were  available  for  the  trunk  line 
of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  It  was  a  fatal  piece  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  government  to  run 
the  main  line  short  of  cars  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  the  work  of  the  contractor. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  another  phase 
of  the  question.   It  is  a  question  of  fact. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  It  is  Important  for  the 
committee  to  know  why'  the  railway  costs 
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bo  much  more  than  the  estimate  and  of 
course  this  Is  one  of  the  phases  of  the  ques- 
tion that  is  naturally  brought  into  the  dis- 
cussion. One  reason,  I  presume,  is  that  the 
contract  is  let  without  tender.  Another 
reason  Is  that  possibly  the  contractor  was 
favoured  a  lot  and  that  he  had  the  cars 
which  should  have  been  available  for  use  by 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  along 
the  main  line  In  order  to  help  out  his  work. 
This  has  a  great  deal  of  bearing  on  this 
question.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  min- 
ister if  all  of  the  rolling  stock  Including 
coaches  Is  to  be  built  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  or  if  only  flat  cars  are  to  be  built 
there  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Coaches,  freight  cars 
and  all. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  hon.  minister  asked  for 
the  original  statement  given  to  the  House 
in  respect  to  the  expenditure  on  this  road. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  would  have  been  dis- 
appointed if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
produced  that. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  My  hon.  friend  asked  across 
the  floor  of  the  House  that  some  one  should 
produce  the  original  statement  Although 
he  Is  rather  severe  on  us  who  come  from  the 
province  of  Ontario,  I  propose  to  say  some- 
thing. At  page  9211  of  '  Hansard '  of  1890 
the  hon.  minister  will  And  the  following  : 

Towards  the  construction  of  a  branch  line  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  What  year  was  that- 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  BLAIN.  No,  some  years  ago,  1899, 
when  the  road  was  first  proposed  to  be  con- 
structed. I  am  assuming  that  this  was  an 
estimate  given  after  the  survey  of  the  road 
was  made  and  the  plans  and  specifications 
prepared. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  What  was  the  amount 
of  the  vote  ? 

Mr.  BLAIN.  $250,000.  The  estimate  is 
as  follows  : 

Towards  the  construction  ot  a  branch  line 
from  Charlotbetown  to  Murray  Harbour,  includ- 
ing bridge  over  the  Hillsborough  river,  $250,000. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  is  a  new  work,  is  It 
not  ? 

The  MINISTER  RAILWAY  AND  CANALS 
(Mr.  Blair).  This  is  for  an  extension  of  the 
line  of  railway  to  Murray  Harbour. 

Mr.  WALLACE!.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  a 
map  of  it  ? 

The  MINISTER  OP  RAILWAYS  AND  CANALS 
(Mr.  Blair).  I  have  no  map  of  it.  .  .  .  It 
is  estimated  that  the  railway  and  all  perma- 
nent works  In  connection  with  it  will  cost  $470, 
000. 

I  suppose  the  committee  are  anxious  to 
know  upon  what  plans  and  specifications 
prepared  by  the  department  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals  made  this  statement 

Mr.  LEFURGEY. 


to  the  House  when  asking  for  $250,000. 
Now,  as  the  hon.  minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  has  increased  the  expenditure  until 
it  reaches,  I  think,  the  neighbourhood  of 
$2,000,000  Including  the  bridge,  I  suppose 
the  committee  will  be  anxious  for  the  hon. 
minister  to  produce  the  plans  and  specifica- 
tions that  wejre  prepared  by  the  department 
on  which  this  larger  amount  was  asked  by 
him.  That  seems  to  be  reasonable  informa- 
tion to  be  furnished  the  committee,  so  that 
the  committee  shall  know  where  the  money 
Is  going  and  where  it  has  gone. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  that  my 
hon.  friend  desires  to  convey  the  idea  that 
the  $470,000  was  to  complete  the  bridge  and 
the  railway  as  well. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  No,  I  did  not  make  that 
statement  at  all. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman's 
remarks  were  capable  of  that  Interpretation. 
I  do  not  think  he  wished  to  convey  that  idea 
and  therefore  I  mention  it  I  am  sure 
he  will  recognize  that  whatever  discrep- 
ancy there  may  be  between  the  original 
estimate  and  the  actual  cost,  It  is  one  simply 
between  the  $470,000  and  the  final  estimate 
of  the  railway  down  to  Murray  Harbour. 
I  can  very  well  understand  that  in  the 
original  estimate  perhaps  rolling  stock  was 
not  taken  into  consideration.  I  can  very 
well  understand  that  the  extension  from 
Murray  river  to  Murray  Harbour  was  not 
taken  into  consideration.  I  think  the  survey 
had  not  then  been  made.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  circumstances,  but  it  may  be  that 
at  that  time  a  thorough  survey  had  not  been 
made.  But  It  appears  that  subsequently, 
after  this  had  been  done,  this  contract 
was  let  by  competition  on  schedule  prices. 
There  cannot  be  any  very  great  wrong  in  con- 
nection with  the  expenditure  of  the  money, 
because  it  is  based  on  schedule  prices  and 
the  lowest  prices  in  competition,  and  it  is 
a  question  of  measurements  from  ti^ie  to- 
time.  Certainly  everything  wi\s  considered 
correct  in  that  respect  because  the  Itemized 
figures  appeared  in  the  Auditor  General's 
Report  More  than  that  In  so  far  as  this 
committee  is  concerned,  it  Is  a  matter  to  be- 
Justifled  as  regards  the  estimates  in  1902, 
In  1903  and  in  1904— the  two  preceding  years 
by  my  predecessor  aDd  the  last  year  by  my- 
self, when  I  asked  for  $650,000. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  What  was  the  estimate 
the  hon.  gentleman  gave  when  he  asked  for 
the  vote  last  year? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  gave  the  estimate 
that  I  repeated  here  to-day.  The  estimate 
was  that  the  bridge  would  cost  $1,494,097. 15. 
The  estimated  cost  of  the  road  to  Murray 
river  and  Murray  Harbour  was  $1,031,061.02. 
There  was  estimated  for  rolling  stock  $200.- 
000  and  for  cribwork  at  Murray  Harbomry 
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$68,770.  This  Is  the  only  statement  with 
which  I  have  had  to  deal  during  my 
connection  with  the  department  There 
has  been  no  advantage  taken  of  par- 
liament. The  expenditure  of  $350,000 
during  the  current  year  was  based  on 
two  representations  to  parliament  and 
the  same  Is  true  in  respect  to  the  expen- 
diture of  1903.  Of  course,  It  Is  well  for  us 
to  consider  these  matters,  and  if  there  was 
a  mistake  on  the  'part  of  the  department  it 
has  been  condoned  by  the  action  of  parlia- 
ment Itself,  so  I  do  not  think  any  reflection 
can  be  made  on  the  department  in  connec- 
tion with  the  expenditure  of  money  during 
the  past  yoar,  because  parliament  knew 
exactly  the  position. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Does  the  minister  attempt 
to  say  that  in  the  year  1899  parliament  was 
in  possession  of  the  Information  he  has  now 
given  us? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  statement  as  to 
that  was  confined  to  the  past  three  years. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  In  the  first  instance  the 
government  asked  for  $470,000  for  the  rail- 
way and  $800,000  for  the  bridge.  According 
to  the  hon.  gentleman's  own  statement  he 
has  asked  for  and  expended  $2,234,559,  and 
that  is  only  the  expenditure  up  to  the  30th 
of  November,  1904.  In  addition  to  that  he 
wants  money  for  the  work  from  the  30th  of 
November  up  to  the  present  date  and  he  is 
asking  for  $357,400  more,  which,  if  you  total 
up,  you  will  find  comes  to  $2,591,000.  If  the 
Minister  of  Railways  had  asked  for  $3,000,- 
000  in  the  first  instance  we  probably  would 
have  no  reason  to  complain,  but  what  we  do 
complain  of  is  that  parliament  was  asked 
to  pledge  Itself  to  an  expenditure  of  $1,270,- 
000  and  that  the  actual  cost  was  run  up  to 
about  $3,000,000.  Every  one  knows  that  the 
manner  was  In  which  the  contract  for  this 
railroad  was  let  was  the  subject  of  a  scandal, 
and  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  was  found 
fault  with  because  the  contract  was  given 
to  this  man  without  tender.  He  was  con- 
tractor for  one  portion  of  the  railroad,  but 
the  other  portion  was  let  to  him  without 
tender,  wben  the  department  and  the  minis- 
ter should  have  Insisted  upon  tenders  being 
called  for.   That  is  what  we  complain  of. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  suggest  to  tho 
minister  that  after  dinner  he  should  give  the 
information  that  has  been  asked  for.  This 
is  one  of  the  strangest  things  I  have  ever 
seen  ventilated  In  parliament  with  reference 
to  a  public  work.  I  for  one— and  I  am  sure 
every  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House 
is  of  the  same  opinion— I  propose  to  have  all 
this  cleared  up  before  this  Item  passes  even 
if  it  takes  all  summer. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  It  is 
necessary  to  threaten.  What  information  is 
required? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  minister  has  given 
us  absolutely  no  information  this  afternoon; 


he  has  talked  and  talked,  but  has  given  us 
no  Information. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  committee  took  recess. 

After  Bee  ess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  minister  is  to 
give  an  explanation. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  The  minister  does  not 
appear  disposed  to  speak.  He  appears  to  be 
balky.  That  is  only  in  accordance  with 
what  I  believe  is  the  prevailing  sentiment  on 
that  side  of  the  House  at  present — there  is 
a  general  balk.  We  shall  have  to  prevail 
on  the  minister  to  say  something,  or  else 
take  it  upon  ourselves  to  move  that  the 
committee  rise.  I  do  not  suppose  tUttt  we 
are  called  on  to  vote  these  estimates  in  the 
dark.  There  have  been  a  good  many  pre- 
cedents for  that,  not  only  during  the  pre- 
sent session,  but  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years.  The  minister  may  as  well  under- 
stand that  we  are  making  a  respectful  pro- 
test against  this  kind  of  thing.  He  may  as 
well  realize,  and  the  other  members  of  the 
cabinet,  so  far  as  they  are  present,  though 
there  is  only  one,  may  as  well  realize  that 
we  are  here  for  business  and  not  for  hum- 
bug. We  are  not  here  for  a  farce  or  to 
consent  to  a  farce;  but  the  manner  in  which 
the  public  accounts  are  being  dealt  with  in 
this  House  is  becoming  farcical.  The  hon. 
minister  is  a  gentleman  of  large  experience 
in  parliamentary  life,  a  gentleman  who  had 
a  distinguished  career  before  he  came  to 
this  House,  and  Is  having  a  distinguished 
career  in  this  House,  more  one  of  silence 
than  ,  anything  else ;  but  he  must  realize 
that  reasonable  information  must  be  given 
to  the  committee.  Let  me  say,  moreover, 
that  the  time  has  come  when  attention 
should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  it  would  be 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  the  mere 
fact  that  other  ministers'  estimates  are  not 
under  discussion  is  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  be  present  I  understand  that 
they  have  joint  responsibility  ;  the  items 
run  Into  one  another  to  some  extent ;  and 
yet  we  have  bad  this  unfortunate  state  of 
things,  that  if  the  minister  whose  estimates 
are  under  discussion  happens  to  know 
nothing  about  them— and  that  has  been 
painfully  evident  on  more  than  one  occasion 
— there  is  no  other  minister  to  come  to  his 
assistance,  and  we  are  at  a  dead  lock.  We 
are  almost  in  that  condition  to-night  We 
did  think  that  on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  the  minister 
would  avail  himself  of  the  couple  of  hours 
that  have  elapsed  so  as  now  to  be  able  to 
give  us  some  information.  For  my  part, 
I  listened  this  afternoon  during  the  whole 
time  these  estimates  were  under  discussion, 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  very  de- 
finitely, that  If  it  is  necessary  to  sus- 
pend operations,  or  to  get  up  and  talk, 
in  order  to  prevent  estimates  going  through, 
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when  no  reasonable  information  has  been 
afforded  to  the  House,  I  am  prepared  to  as- 
sist as  far  as  I  can  In  order  to  see  that  the 
people's  interests  shall  be  fairly  protected. 
Now,  I  do  ask  the  minister  to  make  an  effort 
to  explain  this  estimate,  and  not  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  by  absolutely  refusing, 
as,  in  affect,  If  not  in  words,  he  is  refusing 
to  give  Information  to  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Perhaps  the  minister 
would  give  it  piecemeal  in  answer  to  ques- 
tions. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  simply 
want  to  get  at  the  foundation  of  this  mat- 
ter as  far  as  I  possibly  can.  As  it  has  been 
developed  during  the  afternoon,  it  looks  to 
me  like  a  very  peculiar  transaction.  I  am 
not  saying  that  there  is  anything' shady  In 
it.  It  may  be  extravagance,  or  neglect,  or 
error,  or  anything  else  ;  but  that  there  is 
something  wrong  appears  to  be  certain  from 
the  facts  as  far  as  we  have  them.  The 
minister  this  afternoon  seemed  to  think 
that  because  this  was  largely  a  revote,  and 
the  matter  had  been  gone  over  before,  he 
ought  to  be  excused  from  giving  detailed 
information.  That  I  do  not  think,  can  be 
allowed.  It  is  not  possible  for  the  commit- 
tee to  allow  any  excuse  of  that  kind  to 
stand  as  against  any  information  they  re- 
quire, whether  it  is  the  first  vote,  or  a  sup- 
plementary, or  a  revote,  or  whatever  it 
may  be.  We  have,  in  the  first  place,,  a 
project  thrown  into  parliament  to  build  an 
extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  from  forty-two  to 
fifty  miles  in  length,  to  build  a  bridge  over 
the  river,  and  some  other  necessary  things 
which  have  been  added.  We  had  an  esti- 
mate put  before  us  at  the  time  of  the  first 
vote — and  it  was  all  figured  out  over  the 
signature  of  the  chief  engineer  of  govern- 
ment railways,  as  made  in  1888 — that  the 
42-8  miles  of  railway  would  cost  about 
$472,000.  The  minister  has  stated  that  up 
to  the  30th  of  November,  1904,  that  identical 
piece  of  road  has  had  expended  upon  it 
$870,121.  He  has  also  stated  that  last  year 
his  own  estimate  was  that  it  would  be  fin- 
ished for  $1,031,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  apart  from 
the  rolling  stock  and  the  crlbwork. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  taking  Into  ac- 
count the  rolling  stock,  nor  was  It  included 
in  the  original  estimate.  It  is  also  stated, 
and  I  believe  is  not  denied,  chat  tenders 
were  called  for,  and  a  contract  was  given 
for  11  miles,  and  11  miles  only.  It  Is  also 
stated,  and  I  believe  not  denied,  that  no 
other  tenders  were  called  for  and  no  other 
contracts  -.were  given  upon  tenders,  but 
that  In  some  way  or  other  the  remaining 
part  of  the  fifty  miles,  over  and  above  the  11 
miles,  were  given  for  construction  to  the 
same  contractor,  and  were  built  by  the  same 
contractor.  Now,  whether  the  11  miles  of 
the  first  contract  were  of  exactly  the  same 
character  as  the  remainder  of  the  50  miles 
Mr.  LENNOX. 


we  have  not  been  told.  We  have  not  been 
told,  and  it  is  important  that  we  should 
know.  Ton  cannot  take  a  stretch  of  50 
miles  in  a  country  like  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land—you might  do  it  In  the  prairies  of 
the  west— and  be  sure  that  the  very  same 
expenditure  In  the  construction  per  mile  of 
the  whole  50  miles  would  apply  as  on  the  11 
miles,  the  prices  of  which  had  been  deter- 
mined by  tender.  And  in  some  way  or  otner 
In  the  building  of  the  remaining  number  of 
miles,  the  estimate  of  $470,000  has  been  run 
Into  an  estimate  made  in  1904  of  $1,031,000. 
When  we  asked  the  minister  for  an  explan- 
ation, he  cannot  give  us  one  that  Is 
satisfactory.  He  talks  about  the  contracts 
being  let  on  schedule  prices  and  says  that 
1C  the  schedule  prices  amount  to  so  much, 
that  Is  what  they  amount  to,  but  I  da  not 
think  that  is  satisfactory.  The  engineers 
of  the  department  surveyed  the  ground,1 
made  their  estimates,  moneyed  it  all  up, 
sind  came  to  the  conclusion  that  It  could  be 
built  for  $470,000.  In  that  way— In  some 
way  certainly  not  hitherto  explained— has 
It  been  made  to  cost  nearly  three  times  as 
much  as  the  original  estimate,  and  according 
to  the  cost  of  the  first  11  miles  of  contracts, 
which  were  given  after  tender  and  awarded 
♦o  the  lowest  tender  as  I  understand.  The 
Minister  has  not  given  us  any  satisfactory 
answer  to  that  But  I  want  to  ask  him  one 
thing  more.  His  estimate  last  year  was 
that  that  would  cost  $1,031,000.  What  Is  his 
estimate  to-day  as  to  what  that  48  or  50 
miles  will  cost  when  completed,  because 
he  probably  Is  nearer  the  end  of  It  and  could 
make  a  nearer  approximate  estimate  than' 
he  did  last  year.  Will  It  cost  more  than* 
3.1,031,000  or  not  so  much  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  figures  that  I 
gave  last  year  are  those  I  still  hold  and  the 
estimated  cost  to  Murray  Harbour  Is  $1,- 
000,000  exclusive  of  rolling  stock  and  the" 
crib  work. 

Mr.  FOSTER  I  have  already  said  that 
we  have  not  taken  into  consideration  the 
rolling  stock  and  crlbwork  In  all  these 
figures.  Now  we  come  to  the  Hillsborough' 
bridge.  The  estimate  given  by  the  minister; 
on  the  authority  of  his  department  when  hd 
got  the  money  for  It  was  that  It  would  cost 
$SOO,000.  Up  to  November  30,  1904,  the  act' 
ual  cost  was  $1,217,744,  and  the  estimated! 
total  cost,  to  which  I  imagine  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman adheres  the  same  as  In  the  other* 
case,  will  be  $1,494,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Tes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  Is  the  estimate  which 
parliament  was  given  and  on  which  It  gave 
the  votes.  These  were  made  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  department  and  the  minister 
that  it  could  be  done  for  $800,000,  but  we 
find  it  will  cost  $1,494,000  or  $694,000  more 
than  the  estimate.   I  believe  my  hon.  friend 
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has  given  some  explanation  as  to  that.  I 
have  not  heard  it  myself,  but  it  will  require 
a  pretty  lucid  explanation  and  a  pretty 
full  one  to  justify  the  department  In  mak- 
ing au  estimate  for  the  work,  with  all  the 
engineering  ability  of  men  familiar  with  the 
ground,  at  its  command.  That  road  does 
not  lie  In  the  far  west  or  far  north,  but 
where  materials  are  easily  available,  right 
cn  the  travel  routes  of  the  country,  and  if 
anywhere  a  very  close  estimate  could  be 
given,  It  ougbt  to  be  there  in  a  construction 
of  that  kind.  Yet  here  we  have  $694,000 
n  ore  spent  than  was  estimated.  We  should 
have  a  very  full  explanation  as  to  that 
Hut  there  is  another  thing.  The  minister 
tells  us,  and  other  ministers  have  told  us, 
that  they  have  been  accumulating  rolling 
stock,  laying  It  up  for  a  rainy  day  so  to 
speak.  When  they  commenced  the  Initial 
sod  turning  of  their  construction,  they  began 
to  accumulate  rolling  stock  to  be  used  on 
that  road  when  some  six,  seven  or  eight 
years  afterwards  it  would  be  in  a  condition 
to  utilise  rolling  stock.  It  appears  that  the 
minister  began  In  1899.  He  then  made  his 
first  appropriation  on  capital  account  to  get 
rolling  stock  for  this  extension  and  for  no- 
thing else.  It  was  not  for  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  or  for  the  other  parts  of  the  Inter- 
colonial In  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  for 
this  extension  alone,  and  from  year  to  year 
nt  first  as  much  was  spent  on  rolling  stock 
as  on  construction ;  altogether,  $145,992 
up  to  November  30,1904.  The  question  I 
want  to  put  is  this.  Part  of  this  rolling 
stock  was  made  in  Charlottetown.  The  ex- 
cuse for  getting  It  so  long  In  advance  was 
that  It  had  to  be  built  gradually.  There 
may  be  something  in  mat.  The  shops  are 
not  extensive,  and  the  department  went  on 
the  Idea  that  It  would  do  as  much  as  it 
could  afford  each  year,  and  that  by  thej 
f  me  the  road  was  ready  these  cars  would  b«f 
built.  I  want  to  know  how  many  cars  are, 
represented  in  that  $145,992  ? 

Mr.  BMMBRSON.  I  will  give  the  exact 
nrmber  In  a  few  moments.  But  approxi- 
mately about  80  cars  and  six  engines. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Are  they  all  flat? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  some  are  box  cars. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   How  many  are  box  cars? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  be  In  a  position 
to  give  the  information  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Suppose  80  cars  were  built) 
by  the  time  this  money  was  expended,  have 
sny  of  them  been  used  or  are  they  all  there* 
new  rolling  stock  for  this  extension  and 
bridge  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  are  all  there,  but 
same  of  them  have  been  used  from  time 
to  time,  as  they  were  needed,  in  connection 
with  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  proportion  of  them  ? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  used  aa 
they  were  needed.  This  bridge  Is  to  be  used 
In  connection  with  the<Prlnce  Edward  Island 
railway  system  and  Is  a  part  of  It.  Of 
course,  they  have  been  completed  from  time 
to  time,  and,  if  necessary,  they  have  been 
used.  There  are  12  passenger  cars,  and  88 
freight  cars. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  These  were  all  new  cars 
built  there  In  the  shops  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then,  the  minister's  an- 
swer practically  is  that,  from  1899  up  to 
the  present,  he  has  been,  from  time  to  time, 
building  freight  and  passenger  cars  out  of 
a  vote  on  capital  account  for  this  branch 
and  extension,  and  these  cars  have  been 
used  for  the  Prince  Edward  Island  road  gen- 
erally. I  suppose  there  would  have  been 
no  sense  In  storing  them  and  keeping  them 
out  of  use.  But  the  question  is  as  to  the 
accounts.  Practically  the  minister  admits 
that  he  has  been  getting  a  vote  on  capital 
account  for  rolling  stock  for  this  branch 
and  he  has  been  using  it  for  the  road  In 
general  on  revenue  account. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  With  this  qualifica- 
tion—that  40  of  the  old  cars  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  road,  and  4  locomotives 
were  used  on  this  new  branch  in  connec- 
tion with  the  construction  of  the  branch 
and  the  bridge. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  was  the  contractor's 
business. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Of  course,  that  was 
the  contractor's  business.  But  the  cars  and 
locomotives  were  under  rental,  and,  In  mak- 
ing out  the  estimates  an  allowance  was 
charged  for  the  use  of  this  rolling  stock. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then,  does  not  the  min- 
ister see  that  what  he  has  been  doing  is  to 
get  a  vote  on  capital  account  for  new  cars 
for  this  branch,  turn  the  new  cars  over  for 
use  on  the  road  in  general  that  he  might  be 
able  to  take  from  the  road  old  cars  and  loan 
them  to  the  contractor  ?  In  other  words  he 
has  been  drawing  on  capital  account  to 
build  rolling  stock  to  rent  or  loan  to  the 
contractor.  If  40  cars  were  taken  off  and 
it  became  necessary  to  replace  them,  as 
the  minister  himself  has  said,  and  if  they 
were  replaced  with  40  new  cars  built  for 
this  extension,  it  is  simply  six  of  one  and 
half  a  dozen  of  the  other— be  might  as  well 
say  in  the  first  place  that  he  has  built  cars 
In  order  to  help  the  contractor  by  renting 
them  to  him.  There  are  two  other  ques- 
tions I  would  like  the  minister  to  answer. 
In  the  first  place,  does  he  invariably  charge 
the  contractors  a  rental  for  the  use  of  cars 
and  engines  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Under  the  contract, 
25  cars  and  2  locomotives  were  to  be  fur- 
nished to  the  contractor.  That  was  part 
of  the  consideration. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2151 


COMMONS 


2153 


Mr.  FOSTER.    Under  which  contract  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Under  the  original 
contract 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Under  the  contract  for 
eleven  miles  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  original  contract  was 
not  given  for  the  whole  line.  The  first  con- 
tract was  for  eleven  miles.  And  the  minis- 
ter now  says  It  was  a  part  of  that  contract 
that  the  contractor  was  to  have  so  many 
engines  and  so  many  cars  for  the  eleven 
miles. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  in  the  ex- 
tension of  the  contract 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Now,  I  have  the  minister 
exactly  where  I  supposed  he  would  get 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  me  exactly  where  the  facts  bring  me. 
And  I  always  give  the  facts. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  are  getting  the  facts, 
but  we  now  have  something  we  never  had 
before. 

Mr.  BARKER.   Absolutely  new. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  how  did  we  get  It  ? 
By  threatening  to  stay    here  until  sum- 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  a  very  heroic 
way. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  seems  to  me  the  only 
way  to  bring  the  minister  to  his  p's  and 
q's.  Now,  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  min- 
ister will  bring  down  the  agreement  that 
was  made  with  Mr.  Kitchen— the  contract 
for  eleven  miles  ?  Was  there  any  agree- 
ment in  the  first  contract  for  eleven  miles 
for  the  loan  of  cars  and  engines  as  part  of 
the  consideration  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  the  con- 
tract here,  and,  of  course,  I  cannot  get  it 
to-night.  So,  I  cannot  give  that  informa- 
tion. The  matter  was  discussed  last  year, 
and  I  did  not  suppose  that  it  was  necessary 
to  bring  the  contract  here.  If  my  hon. 
friend  wants  that  information,  we  need  not 
waste  further  time  on  this  Item  

Mr.  FOSTER.  Time  will  not  be  wasted, 
unless  the  minister  wastes  It  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Foster)— I  understand  that  be  wants  this 
information. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  cannot  get  this 
information  to-night  and  so  we  might  as 
well  pass  over  this  item. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  there  Is  other  infor- 
mation we  want  that  the  minister  may  have. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Oh,  very  well. 
Mr.  BMMEK80N. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  minister  make  a 
note  of  this  point :  We  want  the  first  con- 
tract for  eleven  miles,  and  the  agreement 
made  afterwards  without  contract  for  the 
building  of  the  remaining  part  of  the  line. 
And  will  he  answer  this  question  :  To  what 
account  did  he  charge— but  there  was  no 
rental  charged  on  some  cars. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Twenty-five  cars  and 
two  engines— for  these  there  was  no  rental  ; 
for  the  remainder  there  was  a  rental. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  To  what  account  was  that 
rental  put  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  credited  to 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is,  the  minister  was 
taking  from  capital  account  and  crediting 
to  the  revenues  of  the  road  ?  Now,  will 
the  minister  say  how  many  engines  have 
been  bought  out  of  that  $146,992,  and  at 
what  cost  for  each  engine  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Six  engines,  at  $59,- 
000  for  the  six. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  When  were  these  engines 
bought  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Two  were  purchased 
in  1901,  two  in  1902  and  two  last  year. 
The  two  engines  that  were  used  were  the 
old  engines  built  away  back  In  the  seven- 
ties. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  the  two  that  were 
loaned  to  the  contractor  t 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  you  bad  six  new 
engines.  Have  these  six  been  In  use  from 
the  time  you  bought  them  severally  until 
the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  On  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  road  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  want  to  be  under- 
stood. The  contractor  had  two  under  the 
arrangement  as  part  of  the  consideration  ; 
In  addition  to  that  he  had  two  more.  That 
made  four  engines,  all  of  the  oia  type,  not 
these  new  engines. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  So  be  had  four ;  he  had 
double  the  number  loaned. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Two  were  under 
rental  and  two  were  jot 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Were  these  engines  old 
engines  of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  road, 
or  were  four  of  these  new  engines  bought  at 
Kingston  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  four 'old 
engines  off  the  Prince  Edward  Island  road. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  the  six  engines 
bought  as  rolling  stock  for  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  of  the  road,  as  they  were 
bought  were  turned  out  loose  on  the  road 
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and  were  engaged  in  doing  work  on  that 
road. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Two  of  them  were 
rented  to  Mr.  Haney  last  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  55  freight  cars  and 
6  engines  have  been  in  use  on  the  Prince 
Hdward  Island  road  for  from  one  to  four 
years. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Hardly  that 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Two  of  them  were  bought 
in  1901  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   But  this  is  only  1905. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  any  charge  been  made 
to  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  for 
the  use  of  these  freight  cars  or  engines  dur- 
ing that  time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  FOSTER  That  is  the  information  I 
was  after,  coupled  with  the  contract  and 
with  the  agreement  and  unless  other  gen- 
tlemen have  some  information  to  ask,  for, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  hare  none  and  I 
will  agree  to  the  minister's  plea  that  this 
item  should  stand. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Perhaps  the  hon.  mem- 
ber will  allow  it  to  go  through  and  then  I 
can  bring  down  the  information  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No,  we  must  have  a  full 
explanation  of  this,  and  a  full  investiga- 
tion. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  is  the  amount 
of  the  rental  of  which  the  minister  spoke 
a  while  ago  as  having  been  charged  against 
the  revenue  account  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  $5  a  day  each  for  lo- 
comotives, and  20  cents  for  the  cars. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Can  you  state  it  in 
a  lump  sum  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  hate  not  the  figures. 

Mr.  BARKER    Were  these  new  or  old 
? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  old  en- 
gines built  in  1870. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Used  for  construction 
purposes  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Used  for  construction 
purposes. 

Mr.  BARKER.  And  will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  after  consultation  with  the  gen- 
eral manager  that  $5  a  day  is  a  reasonable 
charge  for  the  use  of  a  locomotive  on  con- 
struction ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Ton  must  remember 
that  these  are  the  small  locomotives  on  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Is  it  a  reasonable  charge 
for  such  a  locomotive  as  these  on  con- 
struction ? 


Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  m  speaking  of 
the  first  proposition  of  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  Canals  omitted  to  mention 
one  of  the  conditions  submitted  to  this 
House  when  the  Item  of  $470,000  wns  asked 
for,  that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
were  to  contribute  one  half  of  the  cost  of 
this  bridge.  They  agreed  to  pay  31  per 
cent,  on  half  the  cost  of  the  bridge  and  one 
half  the  cost  was  supposed  to  be  $400,000. 
They  were  to  pay  annually  about  $12,000. 
I  have  not  heard  the  minister  say  whether 
that  part  of  the  programme  has  been  car- 
ried out  or  not  The  other  evening,  I  took 
occasion  in  this  House'  as  representing  a 
constituency  in  one  of  the  other  provinces 
to  say  that  all  provinces,  whether  large  or 
small  should  be  treated  in  precisely  the 
same  way.  I  complained  then  of  the  older 
provinces  having  to  contribute  to  the  smaller 
or  newer  provinces  to  complete  and  con- 
struct their  railways.  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  we  have  this  railway,  the  construc- 
tion of  which  was  commenced  in  1899.  That 
may  be  a  very  proper  thing  and  I  have  no- 
fault  to  find  with  It,  but  if  the  government 
undertakes  to  construct  a  bridge  which  is 
not  interprovlncial  as  the  bridge  between 
this  city  and  the  province  of  Quebec,  if  a 
bridge  is  purely  within  the  province,  then, 
in  constructing  a  railway  bridge  it  should 
be  purely  and  simply  a  railway  bridge.  In 
this  case  the  government  have  constructed 
not  only  a  railway  bridge,  but  a  bridge  for 
the  use  of  foot  passengers  and  teams.  Whe- 
ther the  government  thought  at  the  time 
that  the  offer  made  by  Prince  Edward  Island 
was  a  good  and  sufficient  offer,  that  is  to 
say,  that  they  would  pay  one  half  of  the 
cost,  and  by  reason  of  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  agreeing  to  do  that  the  gov- 
ernment were  willing  to  accommodate  them 
in  respect  to  both  passenger  and  team  traffic 
over  this  bridge,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say, 
but  I  would  like  to  know  as  one  represent- 
ing a  constituency  in  a  different  province 
whether  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
have  carried  out  their  part  of  the  pro- 
gramme. In  addition  to  that,  before  six 
o'clock  I  complained  of  the  method  of  ex- 
tending the  contract  for  this  line  of  rail- 
way. They  have  extended  that  Hi  miles  of 
construction  which  they  gave  under  con- 
tract. They  extended  the  contract  to  Mr. 
Kitchen  for  the  construction  of  some  32) 
miles  additional,  It  is  claimed,  with  the 
same  scale  of  prices  as  they  allowed  for 
the  114  miles.  If  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
minister  that  this  is  a  rough  and  hilly  coun- 
try is  correct,  any  man  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  conditions  surrounding  the 
construction  of  the  44  miles  of  railway 
would  vary  and  that  the  prices  would  vary 
very  materially. 


Mr.  EMMERSON. 
■would  vary  ? 


You  mean  the  total 
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Mr.  INGRAM.  Probably  two  miles  of  the 
road '  would  cost  as  much  as  10  miles  lp 
Another  locality. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  cost  of  excavation, 
per  cubic  yard  would  not  vary  very  much.' 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  material  you  would) 
have  to  excavate  would  vary. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  But  you  had  your 
schedule  prices  for  that 

Mr.  BARKER.  A  yard  of  material  hauled 
600  yards  would  cost  very  much  more  than 
&  yard  of  material  hauled  one  yard  or  100 
yards. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  know  that  two  and 
two  make  four. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  not  so  green  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter  of  railway  construction 
as  the  hon.  minister  may  suppose,  because 
1  have  had  some  experience  in  that  line 
myself. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  setting  up 
any  great  knowledge  in  respect  to  railway 
construction. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  to  interrupt  by  dragging  a  red 
herring  across  the  track.  Any  man  knows 
very  well  and  an  engineer  ought  to  know 
better  than  any  other  man,  that  if  you  tender 
for  the  contract  to  build  44  miles  of  railway 
you  can  afford  to  do  it  on  much  better  terms 
than  if  you  undertake  to  construct  HI 
miles.  If  the  government  had  constructed 
this  line  of  railway  what  would  have  fol- 
lowed ?— reasonable  wages  would  have  been 
paid  to  the  men  employed.  But  instead  of 
that,  the  contract  was  extended  to  Mr. 
Kitchen,  and  Mr.  Kitchen  took  very  great 
pains  to  grind  down  those  employed  on  the 
road  to  the  lowest  wages  In  order  that  Mr. 
Kitchen  might  make  a  big  profit  out  of  the 
-enterprise.  In  addition  to  that  there  is  a 
political  feature  which  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  In  the  riding  of  Queen's,  I  think  it  was, 
they  issued  a  circular  saying  that  if  any 
man  wanted  employment  on  this  road  he 
should  vote  for  Mr.  McKlnnon  and  promis- 
ing that  If  he  voted  for  Mr.  McKlnnon  he 
would  be  employed.  It  appears  that  this 
1s  not  a  matter  of  hearsay,  but  that  it  is 
a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  When  did  all  that  hap- 
pen ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  If  my  hon  friend  will 
refer  to  the  records  of  the  court  In  Prince 
Edward  Island,  he  will  find  the  statement 
to  be  correct.  If  be  has  any  doubt  about 
It,  all  he  has  to  do  Is  to  turn  around  and 
ask  one  of  his  followers  from  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  and  he  will  assure  him  of  the 
truth  of  the  statement. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Is  not  answering 
toy  question.  I  asked  when  all  this  hap- 
pened ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  INGRAM.  This  was  in  the  election 
la  which  Mr.  McKlnnon  was  elected  to  this 
House.  I  think  It  was  In  1900  that  Mr.  Mc- 
Klnnon first  came  here  and  I  presume  It  was 
during  that  time. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  not  referring  to  the  general  election? 

Mr.  POSTER.  It  makes  no  difference  If 
It  is  a  by-election  or  a  general  election? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  It  is  the  same  thing  whe- 
ther it  is  a  by-election  or  a  general  election. 
The  method  of  extending  this  contract  is 
what  we  find  fault  with.  We  also  find  fault 
with  the  action  of  the  government  In  coming 
down  In  the  first  instance  and  asking  for 
this  estimate.  That  is  what  we  are  com- 
plaining of  day  after  day  and  week  after 
week,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  we  are 
obliged  to  remain  here  for  many  months. 
It  is  for  the  purpose  of  getting  information 
from  ministers  of  the  Crown  who  decline 
to  give  it  unless  It  Is  actually  dragged  out 
of  them  as  this  Information  has  been  drag- 
ged out  of  the  hon.  minister  to-night  We 
hold  that  when  a  minister  comes  down 
with  bis  estimates  he  should  be  prepared' 
to  give  a  candid  statement  of  the  actual 
facts  In  connection  with  it. 

Mr.  POSTER.  What  was  the  contract 
price  for  the  first  11}  miles  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  cannot  recall  that 

Mr.  POSTER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
make  a  note  of  that  t 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   You  will  have  that 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  may  be  something 
more  than  the  contract ;  It  may  be  that 
there  are  extras. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  There  was  one  re- 
mark made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  pre- 
ceded my  hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto, 
that  I  take  exception  to.  My  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Ingram)  endeavoured  to  imply  that  the 
cost  of  railways  in  the  lower  provinces  such 
as  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Nova  Scotia 
was  paid  by  the  larger  provinces. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  By  the  province  of 
Ontario ;   they  pay  for  it 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  do  not  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman.  Take  for  instance 
the  question  of  railway  subsidies  ;  there 
l.as  been  voted  for  railway  subsidies  since 
1888  something  like  956,000,000.  Not  one 
cent  of  that  was  expended  In  the  maritime 
provinces ;  at  any  rate  not  In  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  We  have  no  canals  in  the 
maritime  provinces  and  I  think  we  are  about 
even  on  that  score.  Probably  the  account 
Is  in  favour  of  the  maritime  provinces. 
Prince  Edward  Island  has  paid  for  its  own 
railways  something  like  93,000,000.  The 
only  railway  we  have  got  since  1873  was  a 
small  piece  of  line  to  Cape  Traverse.  We 
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are  now  asking  for  more  railways,  but  I 
take  exception  to  the  way  In  which  the 
government  are  spending  the  money  In  con- 
nection with  this  branch.  When  the  esti- 
mates for  these  railways  In  the  maritime 
provinces  are  exceeded  by  something  like 
$24,000  per  mile  It  Is  time  this  House  took 
hold  of  the  matter  and  made  an  attempt  to 
discover  what  the  cause  of  tills  unnecessary 
outlay  of  money  is. 

Mr.  POSTER.  That  Is  our  point.  No- 
body objects  to  the  legitimate  expenditure 
of  money  in  Prince  Edward  Island  for  legi- 
timate purposes.  What  we  object  to,  and  as 
a  friend  of  Prince  Edward  Island  what  I 
object  to  and  what  my  friends  .from  Prince 
Edward  Island  object  to  Is  not  to  a  work 
which  should  cost  so  much,  but  what  we  ob- 
ject to  is,  that  by  some  hocus  pocus  or  other, 
the  work  did  cost  two  or  three  times  as  much 
as  it  should  and  that  It  is  charged  up  against 
Prince  Edward  Island.  That  is  the  main  point 
to  be  kept  in  mind.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  stated  that  this  road 
which  was  estimated  at  $470,000  could,  he 
believed,  have  been  built  for  $470,000.  If 
j  on  make  it  cost  $1,100,000,  then  you  have 
by  that  extravagant  use  of  money  there, 
made  Prince  Edward  Island's  case  just  that 
much  worse  Instead  of  better.  You  have 
charged  up  to  its  account  a  large  amount  of 
money  spent  extravagantly  and  uselessly 
which  for  all  time  to  come  will  stand  as  an 
expenditure  In  Prince  Edward  Island.  What 
my  hon.  friends  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
stands  for  and  what  we  stand  for  is  that 
money  shall  be  economically  spent  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  as  In  every  other  province,  so 
that  they  shall  get  the  worth  of  the  money 
iii  the  work  turned  out  as  the  result  of  these 
public  expenditures. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  A. 
A.  McLean)  misunderstood  me.  I  have  argu- 
ed before  and  I  wish  to  argue  again  that 
this  system  or  method  of  expending  public 
money  is  objectionable  whether  It  be  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  or  Ontario  or  in  any 
other  province.  1  want  to  give  a  sample 
case  In  "the  province  of  Ontario  for  the  pur- 
r-ose  of  Illustrating  my  argument.  We  will 
say,  for  instance,  that  this  parliament  de- 
clare that  it  is  necessary  to  build  a  line 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  and  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Ottawa  simply  for  the  purposes 
of  the  operation  of  the  railway.  But,  when 
you  include  the  building  of  a  bridge  for  foot 
passengers  and  teams  to  pass  over  and  when 
«  you  go  beyond  the  accommodation  of  the 
railway,  then  I  say  that  is  a  system  which 
has  not  been  adopted  in  the  province  of 
Ontario.  My  point  in  respect  to  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  was  simply  this  ;  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  had  agreed  to  pay  3  per  cent  on 
half  of  the  cost  of  Jbe  bridge.  I  presume  that 
one  of  the  reasons  which  induced  them  to 


do  that  was  that  In  addition  to  the  railway 
bridge  they  got  facilities  for  crossing  it  as 
a  highway.  I  merely  asked  the  minister  if 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  who 
were  so  willing  to  contribute  had  carried  out 
their  part  of  the  bargain  and  paid  the  3 
per  cent  on  one-half  the  cost  of  the  bridge  ? 
The  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  them- 
selves made  the  proposition  and  no  man 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  should  object 
to  me  asking  if  they  had  carried  it  out.  We 
must  not  be  too  sensitive,  even  if  we  do 
come  from  Prince  Edward  Island  or  from 
Nova  Scotia  or  from  any  other  province. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  do  not  think  the  peo- 
ple of  Ontario  will  find  any  fault  with  the 
government  for  spending  a  little  more  money 
so  as  to  make  the  bridge  afford  accommoda- 
tion to  the  people  of  the  neighbourhood.  If 
it  is  necessary  to  have  a  bridge  there  it 
would  cost  only  a  trifle  more  to  make  It  a 
thoroughfare  for  teams  and  passengers  while 
the  work  Is  under  construction,  and  I  do  aot 
believe  the  people  of  Canada  will  find  any 
fault  with  the  government  for  doing  that. 
When  he  gave  a  subsidy  of  $500,000  to  re- 
build the  Victoria  bridge  at  Montreal  It  wis 
provided  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
should  give  accommodation  to  the  general 
public  to  cross  that  bridge,  and  it  has  proved 
a  very  great  convenience.  I  do  not  object 
to  the  opposition  asking  for  all  the  Informa- 
tion necessary  to  properly  discuss  these 
items,  but  I  do  protest  against  this  useless 
waste  of  time.  The  whole  afternoon  and 
evening  has  been  used  up  in  frivolously  and 
uselessly  discussing  an  item  which  should  be 
passed  in  a  very  few  minutes.  This  is  an 
old  question  which  has  been  discussed  yea»" 
after  year.  All  the  information  asked  for 
has  been  given  to  the  House  in  past  sessioas, 
and  considering  that  the  present  Minister  of 
Railways  has  not  been  long  in  the  depart- 
ment I  must  say  that  I  never  saw  a  man 
who  gave  more  information  and  who  was 
more  ready  to  answer  questions.  On  a  vote 
for  the  completion  of  a  work  it  is  not  to  bj 
expected  that  all  the  Information  that  has 
been  given  for  several  years  past  should  be 
repeated.  And  because,  forsooth,  the  min- 
ister does  not  happen  to  have  at  his  finger's 
end  all  this  information  the  mighty  opposi- 
tion say  :  We  are  going  to  hold  it  up  if  it 
takes  all  summer.  It  is  amusing  to  hear  the 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  talk- 
ing about  the  enormity  of  a  bride  that  was 
estimated  to  cost  $800,000  costing  consider- 
ably more.  When  an  estimate  is  brought 
down  to  the  House  we  hope  the  work  will 
be  done  inside  the  estimate,  but  unforeseen 
difficulties  may  occur,  nrid  unless  the  op- 
position can  show  that  the  money  has  been 
wasted  it  is  useless  to  discuss  the  fact  that 
the  estimate  has  been  exceeded.  To  hear 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  talk,  one 
would  suppose  that  this  thing  never  occurred 
before.  He  was  Minister  of  Finance  for  a 
good  many  years.    Does  he  recollect  the 
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Langevln  block  that  was  to  cost  $400,000 
and  that  coat  $800,000  of  the  people's  moue> 
under  his  regime?  Does  he  recollect  the  St. 
Charles  branch  railway,  18}  miles  long?  The 
estimate  brought  down  to  the  House  of  Com 
mons— I  believe  by  himself  or  by  the  parry 
he  supported— was  that  it  would  be  com- 
pleted for  $500,000,  but  before  we  got 
through  it  cost  us  $2,300,000.  That  is  bis 
record.  And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Foster)  holds  up  bis  hand  in  holy  horror  be- 
cause a  certain  work  has  exceeded  the  esti- 
mate and  he  threatens  that  be  is  going  to 
keep  the  House  here  all  summer  long.  Well, 
he  has  not  much  to  attend  to  and  I  suppose 
he  might  as  well  stay  here  as  any  where 
else.  He  is  fresh;  he  has  been  out  of  the 
House  for  the  last  four  years  and  he  wants 
all  the  information  that  has  been  given  to 
the  House  during  his  absence.  It  Is  a  well 
known  fact  that  in  all  large  works  done  by 
private  individuals,  as  well  as  by  the  gov- 
ernment, the  first  estimate  Is  generally  ex- 
ceeded, and  unless  these  gentlemen  are  pre- 
pared to  show  that  In  the  construction  of  this 
bridge  and  railway  money  has  been  unwisely 
spent,  they  have  no  warrant  for  detaining 
the  House.  Does  the  ex-Minister  of  Finance 
recollect  the  Curran  bridge  in  Montreal? 
The  Curran  bridge  was  estimated  to  cost 
$175,000,  but  It  cost  us  $430,000.  He  forgets 
all  that  The  Liberal  party  was  able  to 
show  that  the  money  was  wasted  In  that 
cause,  and  that  it  was  not  expended  In  the 
public  interest,  and  if  these  gentlemen  op- 
posite can  show  that  a  single  dollar  of  this 
money  has  been  squandered  they  could  make 
out  a  case.  But,  Sir,  I  protest  against  this 
long,  useless,  wearisome  discussion  on  in 
Item  that  has  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Campbell)  challenges  us  to  show  that  one 
dollar  has  been  wasted  and  I  accept  his 
challenge.  If  he  will  turn  to  the  Auditor 
General's  Report  and  follow  me  he  will  find 
where  $60  was  wasted. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.   How  many  cents  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Never  mind  the  cents.  The 
Minister  of  Railways  sent  an  agent  to  pur- 
chase oils  for  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway  and  another  to  purchase  oil  for  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.   One  of  these  agents  i 
went  to  a  political  friend  In  Cbarlottetown 
and  he  purchased  289  gallons  of  raw  linseed 
oil  at  72  cents  per  gallon  and  be  bought  89  j 
gallons  of  boiled  oil  at  75  cents.  The  minis-  ■ 
ter  sent  another  agent  to  Halifax  and  be 
purchased  his  raw  oil  at  50  cents  a  gallon 
and  his  boiled  oil  at  53  cents,  so  that  just  on 
that  365  gallons  of  oil  for  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  23  cents  a  gallon  more  was  ! 
paid  In  one  place  than  in  the  other,  whlcl1 
shows  a  loss  of  about  $70  given  to  political 
friends.    Nearly  all  the  supplies  for  tb< 
Intercolonial  Railway  are  bought  in  thl- 
way,  and  the  money  Is  dribbled  out  to 
Mr.  CAMPBELL. 


political  friends  of  the  government  In 
some  cases  they  do  not  even  go  to  the 
trouble  in  these  Items  to  make  a  distinction 
between  the  raw  and  the  boiled  linseed  oil. 
My  hon.  friend  will  certainly  admit  that 
there  Is  a  dollar  wasted  there. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  If  the  hon.  member 
for  Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell)  had  been 
here  this  afternoon,  I  do  not  think  he  would 
have  spoken  of  this  transaction  as  a  trifling 
matter.  I  think  it  Is  one  of  vital  interest 
to  the  people  of  this  country  ;  and  as  for 
the  minister  hinting  this  afternoon  that  be- 
cause I  am  from  Ontario  I  have  no  right 
to  take  part  in  this  debate,  I  wish  to  tell 
him  that  I  consider  it  my  bounden  duty  to 
take  a  direct  interest  In  it. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
pardon  me  ?  I  certainly  took  no  exception 
to  my  hon.  friend  as  coming  from  Ontario 
taking  part  in  this  debate.  I  did  take  ex- 
ception to  this,  that  living  iu  Ontario,  and 
not  having  a  knowledge  of  the  citizens  of 
New  Brunswick,  he  should  have  endeavour- 
ed to  cast  a  slur  on  a  very  worthy  man, 
who  stands  as  high  in  his  community  as 
does  my  hon.  friend  in  the  community  from 
which  he  comes ;  and  I  have  a  right  to  as- 
sume that  he  stands  very  high  in  that  com- 
munity, or  he  would  not  be  here.  My  hon. 
friend  who  represents  the  county  of  York 
(Mr.  Crocket)  can,  I  think,  speak  of  the 
citizenship  and  standing  of  Mr.  Kitchen.  I 
took  exception  to  the  hon.  member  referring 
to  him  as  '  that  noted  character  Kitchen.' 

Mr.  FOSTER.    No,  no. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    He  used  the  word 
'noted,'  with  a  slur  in  It 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  beg  to  differ  with 
the  hon.  minister.  I  did  not  use  the  word 
with  a  slur,  as  he  would  lead  the  House  to 
believe.  I  made  the  statement  that  a  noted 
gentleman  by  the  name  of  Kitchen  was 
deeply  interested  in  this  matter ;  and  if  I 
were  referring  to  the  hon.  minister,  I  would 
look  upon  him  as  somewhat  noted.  As  I 
said  before,  the  hon.  member  for  Centre 
York  is  evidently  not  acquainted  with  the 
subject  before  the  House,  or  he  would  un- 
derstand that  the  original  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  the  Murray  Harbour  Railway  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
only  $474,000  and  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
bridge  was  $800,000.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  compare  these  with  the  actual  cost  of 
the  bridge  and  the  railway  up  to  the  present 
time,  he  will  find  that  It  amounts  to  con- 
dderably  over  $1,000,000  In  excess  of  the  t 
iriglnal  estimate.  I  do  not  believe  It  is 
Hght  or  fair  to  the  people  of  this  country 

hat  the  minister  should  come  to  this  Honse 
md  ask  for  votes  based  on  low  estimates, 
<nd  then  expect  to  go  on  and  expend  an 

"ttravajrant  amount  of  money.  As  has  al- 
-eady  been,  shown,  a  contract  was  let  for 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2161 


MARCH  7,  1905 


2162 


eleven  miles  of  this  railway,  and  that  con- 
tract was  completed  ;  and  then  the  govern- 
ment, of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Centre 
York  Is  a  supporter,  instead  of  Inviting  ten- 
ders for  the  cone  traction  of  the  balance  of 
that  road,  extended  the  original  contract 
for  some  thirty  miles,  and  the  present  Min- 
ister of  Railways  and  Canals  has  again  ex- 
tended the  contract  for  six  or  eight  miles. 
Yet  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  York  would 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  this  is  the 
proper  businesslike  way  of  conducting  the 
affairs  of  our  country.  I  do  not  believe  he 
would  dare  to  go  into  his  riding  and  make 
such  a  statement  as  he  has  done  to-night 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Oh,  yes  ;  I  have  done 
it  for  years. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  think  this  House 
will  find  it  advisable,  before  this  vote  is 
passed,  to  have  this  whole  matter  'investi- 
gated by  a  commission.  I  believe  that  would 
be  in  the  interest  of  our  people,  and  I  would 
urge  on  the  minister  to  consider  whether 
that  Is  not  the  best  way  out  of  the  present 
difficulty. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  There  seems  to  have 
been  a  good  deal  of  steam  put  on  to-night  in 
the  attempt  to  make  this  matter  appear  to 
be  something  out  of  the  ordinary ;  but  I 
think  the  attempt  has  been  a  dismal  failure, 
and  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat  have  been  one  of  its 
most  dismal  features.  Some  reference  has 
been  made  to  the  bridge.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  in  utter  disregard  of  anything  that 
has  been  said,  and  in  the  effort  to  convince 
themselves  that  there  have  been  no  explana- 
tions and  no  reason  assigned  for  any  changes 
or  for  increased  cost,  have  entirely  overlook- 
ed the  fact  that  there  were  special  reasons 
why  the  cost  of  the  bridge  should  have  ex- 
ceeded the  original  estimate.  I  cannot 
speak  personally  of  what  transpired  in  this 
House  when  the  original  estimate  was  pre- 
sented. It  is  not  an  unusual  thing,  as  has 
been  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell),  to  have  the 
estimate  exceeded  by  the  expenditure.  That 
occurs  very  frequently,  sometimes  under  ex- 
ceptional circumstances.  This  very  bridge 
was  started  as  a  railway  bridge.  It  was  to 
cross  the  Hillsborough  river  at  the  head  of 
the  harbour  of  Charlottetown,  over  a  wide 
and  shallow  expanse  of  water.  An  esti- 
mate was  made  of  the  cost  of  the  bridge 
built  on  a  cheap  scale.  Naturally,  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Island  were  deeply  Interested  in 
getting  the  bridge,  which  furnished  the  con- 
nection between  Charlottetown  and  a  flour- 
ishing section  of  country.  However,  the 
project  widened  out,  and  it  gradually  began 
to  dawn  on  the  people  that  it  was  essential 
that  the  bridge  should  be  a  combined  rail- 
way and  highway.  This  may  not  have  been 
intended  at  its  inception,  but  it  was  con- 
sidered necessary  to  make  it  a  better  bridge, 
and  to  that  end  steps  were  taken.  After 
tbe  original  estimate,  negotiations  were  had 


with  the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
and  hon.  members  will  find  two  Acts  of 
this  parliament  ratifying  agreements  which 
had  been  entered  into  between  the  province 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  with  respect  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Hillsborough  bridge,  where- 
by it  was  provided  that  If  the  government  of 
Canada  undertook  to  build  the  bridge  and 
to  provide  certain  facilities,  the  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  agreed  that  there 
should  be  withheld  from  its  subsidy  annual- 
ly after  the  construction  of  the  bridge  the 
sum  of  $9,760  in  half-yearly  payments.  This 
is  a  part  of  the  statute  law  of  this  Domin- 
ion. That  Is  an  agreement  which  was 
entered  into  in  the  year  1900  between 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  In  force  yet 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  POSTER.  What  amount  of  money  : 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  The  original  was  $12,- 
000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Did  tbe  minister  ever  have 
a  calculation  made  to  ascertain  what 
amount  that  would  be  of  present  mon?y  ? 
I  have  noMoubt  he  has. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  I  fancy  ther'i  may  be 
something  In  the  department  but  I  have  not 
got  It  before  me.  In  addition  to  that  tbe 
provincial  government  was  to  keep  in  repair 
the  planking  of  the  highway  portion  of  the 
bridge.  I  understand  from  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  original  estimate  was  pre- 
sented to  parliament  In  1899.  In  1900  this 
agreement  was  entered  into,  but  I  think  it 
was  not  finally  concluded  until  a  later  date. 
In  the  meantime  the  character  of  the  bridge 
was  determined  In  so  far  as  the  plans  and 
specifications  were  concerned.  It  was 
deemed  requisite  that  Instead  of  crib  work, 
the  approaches  over  that  long  stretch  of 
lagoon  should  be  an  earth  and  stone  em- 
bankment and  I  think  that  the  change  was 
a  very  wise  economy.  Of  course  that  would 
cost  more.  They  required  to  enlarge  the 
waterway.  That  involved  a  change  with 
respect  to  the  cost  of  the  superstructure. 
It  required  two  abutments  and  one  pier 
additional,  and  they  found  it  necessary  to 
have  four  pneumatic  piers.  Any  one  at  all 
familiar  with  the  construction  of  pneumatic 
piers  and  who  has  any  knowledge  whatever 
as  to  the  practical  construction  of  a  bridge 
such  as  that  across  the  Hillsborough  river 
must  realize  that  this  Is  very  expensive 
work.  One  of  the  abutments  also  had  to  be 
constructed  by  the  pneumatic  process.  All 
this  involved  a  larger  expenditure  which  Is 
justified  by  the  conditions,  and  a  contract 
was  entered  into  whereby  the  contractor  was 
held  down  to  the  schedule  rates.  That  was 
done  after  inviting  competition.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor*  complains 
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about  $1.52J  cents,  or  something  like  that, 
was  expended  more  on  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  for  linseed  oil. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  $83.96  more. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  glad  my  hon. 
friend  has  figured  it  out,  but  let  me  say  this 
to  him.  It  is  all  very  well  for  him  to  insin- 
uate that  the  department  sends  an  agent  to 
Halifax  to  purchase  supplies  at  a  certain 
rate,  and  then  sends  another  to  Charlotte- 
town  or  Summerside  to  purchase  there  at 
different  rates,  but  he  ought  to  know  that 
these  purchases  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way are  made  by  annual  tender  and  contract 
and  the  same  is  done  with  respect  to  pur- 
chases in  connection  with  the  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  Railway.  Any  material  re- 
quired In.  the  operation  of  the  road  is  pur- 
chased after  tenders  have  been  called  for, 
I  have  observed  that  the  prices  on  Prince 
Edward  Island  for  certain  articles  are 
higher  than  those  on  the  mainland.  Whe- 
ther that  Is  due  to  the  Isolated  condition 
of  the  island,  whether  it  be  because  they 
have  to  furnish  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
material  during  the  winter  when  things 
cost  more,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  know  that 
the  tenders  on  the  island  are  perceptibly 
higher  than  those  on  the  mainland,  but  we 
accept  the  lowest,  and  It  was  under  those 
conditions  that  this  linseed  oil  was  pur- 
chased. It  was  a  terrible  thing  that  it 
should  have  cost  so  much  more,  but  it  was 
purchased  at  the  lowest  tender  price. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Were  public  tenders  asked 
for,  because  I  only  see  in  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  the  names  of  my  hon.  friend's 
political  supporters  figuring  In  the  furnish- 
ing of  supplies  T 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
look  through  the  Auditor  General's  Report, 
he  will  find  there  contractors  of  all  shades 
of  public  opinion,  not  only  in  Cbarlottetown 
and  Halifax,  but  clear  away  up  to'  the 
county  represented  by  himself,  and  I  am 
calling  for  tenders  from  day  to  day  from  all 
these  people. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  But  you  do  not  accept 
them  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  accept  the  lowest 
very  naturally.  These  contracts  which  my 
hon.  friend  asked  for  were  here,  if  I  mistake 
not,  two  sessions  ago. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  do  not  think  they 
were  ever  produced. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  pretty  certain 
they  were.  They  were  not  produced  last 
year,  because  I  was  not  asked  for  them. 

Mr.  BARKER.  They  were  produced  in 
this  fashion.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  took 
one  up  from  the  manager  and  said  be  had 
a  contract,  that  is  the  way  those  things  are 
produced  in  this  House. 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  wilt 
not  say  that  I  produce  papers  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  do  not  say  so.  I  am 
speaking  of  what  is  being  dona 

|    Mr.  EMMERSON.   I  am  always  anxious 
I  to  give  all  possible  information.   As  far  a» 
I  have  knowledge  of  this  transaction,  it  is 
better  to  give  the  facta  and  the  information 
to  the  House  rather  than  withhold  them.  I 
can  see  no  good  reason  why  these  matters 
should  be  withheld.   My  hon.  friend  from 
{North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  indulged  In  a 
,  little  mock  heroics  just  previous  to  recess. 
He  said  they  were  going  to  stay  here  for 
|  ever  so  long  and  that  this  was  a  peculiar 
|  transaction.  Well,  we  have  heard  that  kind 
|  of  thing  often  before.   If  this  la  a  peculiar 
(  transaction,  we  had  so  many  of  them  In  the 
days  when  my  hon.  friend  was  responsible, 
[  that  he  need  hardly  have  become  so  excited. 
I  Take  for  Instance  the  St  Charles  branch, 
I  the  expenditure  on  which  my  hon.  friend 
I  must  have  fresh  in  his  memory,  but  as  that 
has  been  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
j  York  (Mr.  Campbell)  I  shall  not  refer  to  It 
any  farther.   But  I  only  Invite  attention  to 
It  to  show  that  It  Is  not  necessary  any  hon. 
member  should  Indulge  In  language  of  that 
kind  with  reference  to  any  transaction 
',  which  has  been  before  parliament.  Per- 
haps it  was  the  mlsforiune  of  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  that  they  did  not  have  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
here  during  last  parliament    He  evidently 
thinks  it  was  or  be  would  not  now  be 
asking  that  ail  th:s  information  should  be 
again  brought  down  and  rehashed  over  after 
the  vote  hrs  been  taken  and  parliament  has 
approved  of  the  work  and  appropriated  the 
i  money  for  it   It  did  not  seem  to  me  neces- 
sary that  all  that  information  should  be 
brought  down  again  .before  this  committee, 
i  But  if.  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee, 
this  is  necessary,  I  submit  to  that  judgment 
and  will  be  glad  to  furnish  the  information. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  May  I  ask,  with  re- 
gard to  the  approaches  to  the  bridge  on  the 
Oharlottetown  side,  If  the  value  of  the  land 
has  been  arrived  at  and  a  settlement  ar- 
ranged ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  refers 
to  the  Warburton  lands  ? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  do  not  know  the 
name. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  were  lands 
known  as  the  Warburton  lands.  A  certain 
area  was  expropriated,  but  an  appeal  has 
been  allowed,  and  the  matter  is  still  before 
the  court. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  was  the  quan- 
tity of  land  and  the  amount  awarded  by 
the  court  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  area  was  4f  acres, 
and  the  amount  $5,000,  I  think. 
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Mr.  BARKER.  I  wish  to  make  a  remark 
upon  the  Intervention  in  the  debate  on  this 
subject,  for  the  first  time  In  the  four  or  five 
years  in  which  it  has  been  discussed,  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Centre  York  (Mr. 
Campbell).  That  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
in  the  House  every  year  during  which  this 
matter  has  been  discussed.  But  his  only 
intervention  in  the  debate  up  to  this  time 
has  been  by  pulling  down  his  hat  over  his 
nose  and  a  calling  '  carried.'  It  became,  as 
everybody  in  the  House  knows,  a  subject 
of  laughter  and  derision.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man never  wanted  any  discussion.  And  the 
only  object  of  bis  intervention  to-night— and 
it  was  with  some  success — was  to  draw  a 
herring  across  the  track,  to  divert  the  dis- 
cussion from  the  subject  before  us.  Every- 
body who  was  in  the  last  parliament  knows 
that  this  question  of  the  Murray  Harbour 
branch  has  been  discussed  year  after  year. 
From  1901  onwards,  I  took  part  in  this  dis- 
cussion. I  endeavoured  to  get  at  the  facts. 
From  the  former  minister,  I  never  got  one 
solitary  bit  of  information  of  a  useful  char- 
acter more  than  we  have  got  from  the  min- 
ister (Hon.  Mr.  Emmerson)  to-night.  Year 
after  year  he  got  off  on  some  side  issue. 
And  the  minister  to-night  gets  off  on  the 
plea  that  he  was  not  the  minister  the  year 
before  last  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  crawling  out 
of  it  on  that. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  bon.  gentleman  was 
in  the  House,  and  he  knows  that  this  ques- 
tion of  the  Murray  Harbour  branch  has 
excited  great  interest  in  the  country.  Yet, 
this  year,  be  pats  into  the  estimates  a  very 
large  sum  for  this  work,  and,  instead  of 
preparing  himself  to  give  information  which 
be  knows  the  House  has  been  endeavouring 
to  obtain  year  after  year,  he  does  not  know 
any  more  about  it  than  do  gentlemen  about 
him  not  connected  with  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment. He  has  been  forced,  step  by  step,  to 
give  certain  information.  He  has  produced 
some  little  paper,  handed  him  by  the  officer 
In  the  department,  and  he  reads  that  as  if 
it  were  something  that  be  had  been  con- 
sidering before  he  brought  down  this  item. 
He  actually  tells  us  that  we  ought  to  re- 
flect that  this  work  is  developing,  that  it 
is  not  what  it  originally  was.  One  would 
suppose  from  what  he  says  that  there  had 
been  great  changes  in  it.  I  defy  him  to 
show  that  there  is  one  feature  of  the  work 
that  was  not  contemplated  when  the  matter 
was  first  explained.  I  do  not  speak  of  mat- 
ters of  small  detail,  of  course.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Emmerson)  speaks  of  it  as 
a  great  highway  for  the  people  there.  But 
that  is  not  new.  When  the  work  was  first 
proposed  and  we  were  told  it  would  cost 
$470,000,  this  is  what  the  minister  of  that 
time  said  : 


I  may  explain  that  the  bridge  will  be  not 
only  a  railway  bridge  but  a  highway  and  traffic 
bridge  for  vehicles  and  pedestrians. 
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The  whole  structure  as  we  have  it  to-day 
is  as  it  was  originally  contemplated.  We 
were  told  the  railway  would  cost  $470,000 
and  the  bridge  apart  from  the  superstruc- 
ture $800,000 ;  that  is  the  whole  work,  apart 
from  the  superstructure  of  the  bridge,  was 
to  cost  $1,270,000.  It  has  been  before  the 
House  for  the  last  four  or  five  years,  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Centre  York  has  sat 
there  with  his  'carried'  and  voted  three 
and  a  half  million  for  that  work.  He  has 
never  questioned  it,  and  he  would  not  have 
questioned  it  had  it  been  ten  and  a  half 
millions— it  would  have  been  all  the  same 
to  him  ;  what  does  he  care  about  it  ?  He 
sits  behind  the  minister  and  calls  '  carried  ?, 
And  yet  this  gentleman  who  treats  impor- 
tant matters  of  this  kind  in  this  way  stands 
up  and  criticises  gentlemen  on  this  side  who 
are  endeavouring  to  do  their  duty.  Now,  I 
understand  the  minister  is  willing  to  give 
us  the  information  we  have  been  asking 
for.  And  if  I  understand  him,  he  is  willing 
to  let  the  item  stand  until  be  has  given  us 
the  information.  I  hope  he  will.  Let  him 
take  this  from  the  beginning  and  compare 
the  estimate  for  the  work  with  the  expen- 
diture before  the  House  and  let  him  give 
us  a  fair  statement  of  what  has  been  done 
and  what  is  proposed,  and  he  will  find  no 
obstruction  on  this  side.  We  are  prepared 
to  spend  any  necessary  sum  for  public  works 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  or  any  other  part 
of  the  country.  But  we  object  to  standing 
before  a  minister  who  practically  tells  us 
that  he  does  not  know  what  he  is  asking 
for,  but  refers  us  to  discussion  on  the  past 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker)  for 
the  lecture  he  has  given  me.  It  Is  true  that 
I  have  not  occupied  as  much  time  in  dis- 
cussing these  items  as  he  has.  Possibly  I 
have  been  a  subject  of  derision  as  he  says. 
But  I  can  tell  him  one  thing— if  I  was  the 
subject  of  derision,  it  was  when  I  was  in 
my  seat  and  not  on  my  feet  making  a  fool 
of  myself.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bar- 
ker) has  taken  up  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
of  the  House.  He  poses  as  a  great  railway 
man  ;  he  is  the  railway  expert  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite.  And,  for  the  last  four 
years  be  has  bad  this  question  up,  asking 
the  same  questions  and  desiring  the  same 
information. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  never  got  an  answer. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  venture  to  say  tbere 
never  was  a  subject  upon  which  fuller  Infor- 
mation was  given.  The  minister  has  refer- 
red hon.  members  to  the  Auditor  General's 
Report  giving  all  the  information  any  man 
could  expect.  He  has  told  you  the  amount 
of  the  first  estimate  and  the  cost,  the  ar- 
rangement made  with  the  Island  government 
and  the  amount  that  that  government  paid 
and  he  has  furnished  all  tbe  Information 
that  any  mau  would  want.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  want  lnfor- 
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mation.  The  hon.  member  for  North  To- 
ronto (Mr.  Foster)  let  the  cat  out  of  the! 
bag  when  he  said  they  would  stay  here  all 
summer.  That  Is  the  idea,  It  Is  to  obstruct 
and  keep  back  instead  of  getting  inform- 
ation. The  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  (Mr. 
Barker)  has  got  his  Information  every  year 
for  four  years  and  he  has  gone  over  the 
same  questions  all  afternoon  and  again  to- 
night, and  I  venture  to  say  that  again  next 
year  the  same  formula  will  be  gone  over 
again  the  same  questions  will  be  answered 
and  we  have  to  stay  here  and  take  it. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.    Poor  fellow. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  sure  we  shall 
Sive  to  the  protest  of  the  hon,  member  from 
Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell)  all  the  consider- 
ation that  it  deserves.  I  would  like  to  say 
to  the  minister  that  as  this  estimate  was 
made  very  much  In  detail,  as  it  shows  that 
the  cost  of  42-85  miles  was  to  be  $447,000  to 
which  is  to  be  added  $22,800  for  a  wharf 
at  Murray  bridge,  making  a  total  of 
$470,000,  and  as  the  total  cost  of  that 
work  has  not  been  confined  to  the  $470,000, 
but  has  extended,  as  I  understand,  to  $1,030,- 

000  or  nearly  $000,000  more,  as  you  have  in 
detail  here  all  the  items  of  expenditure,  and 
as  there  has  beeu  that  enormous  difference, 

1  would  think  that  the  minister  ought  to  be 
prepared,  when  this  matter  Is  again  taken 
up,  and  when  he  lays  before  the  committee 
the  Information  that  has  been  asked  for  this 
eveuiug,  to  go  over  this  estimate  a  little  in 

,  detail  and  show  us  in  what  Items  the  enor- 
mously increased   expenditure  has  taken  ', 
police.   The  estimate  is  made  in  the  utmost  I 
detail,  and  includes  about  30  different  items  { 
comprising  clearing,  close-cutting,  cropping,  | 
earth  excavation,  rock  excavation,  ditching,  i 
fencing,  public  crossings,  farm  crossings, 
ballast,  rails,  fastenings,  culverts,  sidings, 
stations— everything  is  set  out  In  the  utmost 
possible  detail.   The  Information  for  which 
I  have  asked  must  be  in  the  possession  of 
the  department,  and  I  think  it  should  be 
furnished  to  us.    Some  one  has  spoken  of 
unforeseen  difficulties  ;  I  think  It  was  the 
bon.  member  for  Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell). 
I  do  not  remember  whether  the  minister 
spoke  of  them. 

Mr.  BMMERSON.  That  was  in  connec- 
tion with  the  bridge  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  speaking 
of  the  bridge  just  at  present.  Then  there 
were  unforeseen  difficulties  so  far  as  the 
lailway  Is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  BMMERSON.    I  cannot  speak  as  to 
that. 

Mr.  R.  I,.  BORDEN.  That  makes  the 
situation  worse.  There  are  no  unforeseen 
difficulties. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  beg  pardon. 
Mr.  CAMPBELL. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  said  I  could  not 
speak  as  to  that ;  I  could  not  give  that 
information. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BORDEN.  I  must  say,  with  all 
deference  to  my  hon  friend,  that  wheu  he 
i  conies  to  justify  an  increase  In  expenditure 
of  more  than  $500,000  he  should  be  able  to 
at.  least  inform  the  committee  whether  or 
not  there  were  any  unforeseen  difficulties, 
because  if  there  were  not,  the  increased  ex- 
penditure seems  to  me  to  be  of  a  very  pecul- 
iar character.  However,  the  minister  him- 
oelf,  suggested  that  the  item  should  stand, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  very  wise  thing  to  have 
it  stand,  I  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
minister  these  matters  to  which  1  have  just 
referred,  in  order  that  we  may  have  a  more 
detailed  explanation  of  the  increased  ex- 
penditure when  the  item  is  next  presented 
for  the  consideration  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Some  hon.  member  has 
made  the  statement  that  the  railway  cost 
? 32,000  per  mile.  That  statement,  taking 
the  estimate  which  I  brought  to  the  notice 
ot  the  House  last  year,  is  very  far  from 
the  fact.  The  actual  cost,  according  to  the 
estimate  of  the  expenditure  as  detailed  by 
me,  was  less  than  $25,000  per  mile.  It  was 
about  $24,600  per  mile,  which  includes  the 
rolling  stock,  but  does  not  include  the  Hills- 
borough river  bridge  and  wharfs. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  is  part  of  the  rall- 
vt  ay  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  the  Murray  Har- 
bour wharf  was  a  work  that  was  to  be  built 
for  the  railway  ;  It  Is  not  being  built,  there 
has  been  no  expenditure  made  on  It ;  there 
Is  an  estimate  with  respect  to  it  that  it  would 
cost  about  $70,000,  but  the  total  expendi- 
tures—and I  have  given  them  right  to  No- 
vember 30— and  indeed  the  total  estimated 
cost  is  as  I  have  stated  somewhere  about 
$24,600;  so  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  made 
the  statement  that  it  cost  $32,000  was  very 
much  astray  ;  at  least  he  was  $8,000  astray. 
I  do  not  think  he  would  wish  that  statement 
to  go  on  record  or  to  misrepresent  me. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  may  say,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  the  remark  was  made,  I  think, 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's,  P.E.I.,  but 
us  the  minister  did  not  have  the  different 
items  separated,  that  is  the  bridge  and  the 
railway,  he  inadvertently  included  the  $200,- 
0C0  for  rolling  stock. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  given  that 
time  and  time  again  ;  I  gave  the  informa- 
tion the  other  night. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  This  remark  was  made 
the  other  night  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  inadvertently  make  the  mistake  of  $8,- 
000,  he  is  surely  less  to  blame  than  the  gov- 
ernment, who,  from  the  minister's  own 
statement,  made  a  difference  between  the 
estimate  and  the  cost  of  construction  of 
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some  $10,600  a  mile.  This  work  was  not 
to  cost  over  $10,000  per  mile  according  to 
tbis  sheet  which  we  have  here,  and  the  min- 
ister himself  declares  that  it  has  cost  $24,- 
G0O  a  mile,  so  I  do  not  know  which  is  to  be 
blamed  the  more,  the  government  or  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen's. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  do  not  think  he 
is  to  blame  at  all;  I  think  be  wants  to  cor- 
rect the  error. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  We  from  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  are  very  sorry  to  have  this 
matter  brought  before  the  House  year  after 
year,  but  I  know  that  since  I  have  been  in  the 
House  we  have  asked  time  and  time  again 
for  information  about  both  of  these  works. 
We  were  always  met  by  the  cry  that  it  was 
going  to  cost  so  much  more.  No  excuse  or 
no  explanation  was  given,  excepting  that 
it  was  going  to  cost  so  much  more,  and  that 
so  much  more  money  was  needed.  It  was 
$470,000  for  the  railway  and  $800,000  for 
the  bridge.  Next  year  $200,000  more  was 
asked  for  the  contractors.  There  should  be 
no  great  cry  raised"  against  the  opposition 
for  inquiring  into  such  a  state  of  affairs, 
and  I  think  it  is  due  to  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  due  to  the  members  of 
this  House,  that  some  explanation  should  be 
given  for  the  increased  cost  of  these  works. 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  certainly  entitled 
to  a  great  deal  more  than  she  has  received, 
even  if  these  works  cost  the  enormous  sums 
which  the  hon.  minister  has  placed  before 
the  House.  The  Conservative  party  is  not 
complaining  about  these  works  being  con- 
structed in  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
Conservative  party  was  pledged  in  1896  to 
the  construction  of  these  works,  and  the 
Liberal  government  is  only  carrying  out 
what  is  actually  due  to  Prince  Edward 
Island.  In  view  of  the  immense  amounts 
of  money  that  have  been  expended  in  sub- 
sidies to  railways,  in  building  the  canals 
and  in  numerous  other  works,  particularly 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  scheme,  which  does 
not  directly  benefit  Prince  Edward  Island, 
Prince  Edward  Island  has  received  a  very 
small  share  of  the  public  works  and  of  the 
moneys  that  should  have  been  expended, 
and  we  hope  and  believe  that  if  this  gov- 
ernment is  true  to  its  pledges  it  will  con- 
struct other  lines  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
which  are  necessary.  If  the  government  is 
sincere  and  true  to  its  pre-election  promises, 
we  believe  we  will  get  these  lines.  But  it  is 
due  to  us  to  know  and  to  feel  that  the 
moneys  of  this  Dominion  that  are  expended 
on  public  works  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
are  expended  legitimately  and  fairly.  That 
Is  all  that  this  side  of  the  House  is  asking 
of  the  hon.  minister. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  hon.  minister  re- 
member to  bring  down  the  information  as  to 
what  the  wharf  cost  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  wharf  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Yes  ;  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  it  is  not  included  in  this  Item. 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  not  yet  built 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  you  have  expended 
some  money  on  the  harbour  Improvements 
there. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Nothing  was  expend- 
ed up  to  the  30th  November  on  the  wharf 
at  Murray  Harbour. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  there  anything  out  of 
this  vote  that  is  to  go  to  the  wharf  or  to 
cribwork  there  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  $69,955  is  to  go  to  the 
wharf  at  Murray  nartjour.  It  Is  included  in 
this  vote  that  we  are  asking  for  of  $357l-> 
400. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  the  hon.  minister  will 
see  how  very  inconvenient  it  is  that  large 
sums  of  money  shall  be  completely  hidden 
in  a  vote  which  gives  not  the  least  indica- 
tion at  all  of  the  service  to  which  that 
money  is  to  be  voted.  I  would  suggest,  if 
the  hon.  minister  would  consent,  that  we 
should  put  it  In  this  way  : 

Murray  Harbour  branch,  Murray  Harbour 
wharf  and  Hillsborough  bridge. 

You  are  only  taking  money  for  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  and  Hillsborough  bridge, 
and  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
Auditor  General  would  find  a  very  excel- 
lent excuse  for  refusing  to  certify  any  money 
for  anything  else  except  the  Murray  Har- 
bour branch  and  the  Hillsborough  bridge.  All 
these  should  have  been  under  three  separate 
heads.  You  should  have  put  in  what  you 
wanted  for  the  Murray  Harbour  Branch 
Railway,  for  the  Hillsborough  bridge  and 
for  the  Murray  Harbour  wharf. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  will  consider  that 
when  the  matter  is  again  taken  up.  Tbis 
vote  is  to  stand. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Do  we  understand 
that  the  estimates  before  us  to-night  will 
complete  the  work  ;  or,  if  not,  how  much 
more  will  be  required  to  complete  both  the 
bridge  and  the  railway,  with  stations  and 
necessary  sidings  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  completes  the 
estimate. 

Item  allowed  to  stand. 

To  Improve  water  service,  $10,200. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  explanation  of 
that  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  water  service  on 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  is  by  elevated 
tanks,  and  they  fill  the  tenders  from  these 
tanks.  On  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Rail- 
way they  have  to  pump  the  water  by  an 
inspirator,  and,  as  it  takes  a  great  deal  of 
time,  we  are  changing  the  method  of  doing 
this.  Last  year  we  took  a  vote  of  $26,800. 
The  estimated  expenditure  will  be  $18,000. 
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We  are  asking  for  a  revote  for  1905  of 
$10,200. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  total  amount 
estimated  for  the  whole  improvement  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  total  estimated 
cost  was  $30,000,  but  we  are  only  asking  for 
$26,800. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  So  that  in  order  to  com- 
plete there  will  have  to  be  a  further  vote  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  will  be  a  small 
further  vote. 

Branch  line  from  Cardigan  to  Montague 
bridge.  S76.000. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  To  what  extent  has 
this  work  been  carried  on  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  line  was  let.  Mr. 
Kitchen  was  the  contractor  for  this  work. 
The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  line  Is  $195,- 
128. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  How  many  miles  are 
let  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  About  six  and  a  half 
miles. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  That  makes  about 
$30,000  a  mile.   Is  this  a  difficult  section  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  it  is  considered 
very  difficult,  I  believe. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Were  tenders  asked 
for  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  How  many  tenders 
were  there  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Three  or  four. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Who  were  the  tender- 
era  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  was  advertised  in 
the  newspapers  and  there  was  only  one 
tenderer,  Kitchen  &  Co. 


wick  and  Quebec  and  also  In  the  newspapers 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  by  posters 
there. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  It  was  not  advertised 
in  Ontario? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
do  not  think  these  advertisements  usually 
escape  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  KEMP.  It  Is  the  most  remarkable 
case  I  ever  heard  of. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  are  lots  of  simi- 
[  lar  cases  every  day.  I  am  often  surprised 
|  that  with  respect  to  materials  advertised 
i  for  there  is  often  only  one  tender.  I  suppose 
|  it  shows  that  every  one  has  as  much  work 
as  they  can  attend  to. 

Mr.  KEMP.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he 
advertised  In  all  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  would  not  say  •  ai:." 

Mr.  KEMP.  All  the  prominent  news- 
papers? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Well,  the  choicest;  th- 
truthful  ones. 

Mr.  KEMP.     The  minister  must  know 
that  there  are  a  great  many  contractors  ; 
they  are  to  be  seen  on  the  streets  of  this 
city  and  in  the  lobbies  of  this  House,  anxi- 
ous to  get  work.   In  the  provinces  in  whloh 
the  minister  advertised  for  tenders  for  fij 
miles  of  railway  to  cost  $190,000  there  mn*t 
be  two  and  a  half  millions  of  people  and 
!  yet  there  was  only  one  tender.  This  railway 
|  in  the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
l  is  to  cost  $30,000  a  mile  and  yet  the  Minister 
|  of  Finance  estimated  last  year  that  the 
I  National  Transcontinental  line  through  the 
Rocky  mountains  would  not  cost  much  more 
'  than  this.   Here  we  have  $30,000  a  mile  to 
I  build  a  railway  through  a  level  inhabited 
I  country  and  all  there  is  for  bridging  on  that 
:  six  and  a  half  miles  Is  $24,000— what  is  the 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.    What  was  his  tender?  ^auge? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  give  the  details 
as  to  the  estimate  :  Contract  price  for  grad- 
ing, $121,000;  for  ties,  $7,080;  for  rails,  $13-. 
200;  for  fish  plates,  $1,144;  poles,  $460: 
spikes,  $969;  land  for  right  of  way,  $14,32  >; 
bridges  at  Brudenelles  and  Vichy  cresk, 
$24,000;  telegraph  lines,  $650;  snow  fences 
and  land,  $4,000;  contingencies,  $8,000. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Will  you  give  us  th3 
cost  per  mile? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  give  you  a  de- 
tailed estimate  of  the  $121,000. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Does  the  minister  say  that 
public  tenders  were  asked  for  and  that  only 
one  contractor  tendered?  How  does  the 
minister  account  for  that? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  know  how  to 
account  for  it    It  was  advertised  in  the 
newspapers  of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.    Narrow  gauge. 

1  Mr.  KEMP.  And  a  narrow  gauge  rail- 
way at  that. 

!  Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  main  line  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  throughout 
its  whole  length  only  cost  $8,000  a  mile. 

Mr.  KEMP.   If  the  minister  does  not  feel 
jat  liberty  to  make  any  further  explanation 
as  to  this  extraordinary  thing,  I  suppose  I 
1  will  have  to  leave  it  at  that. 

I 

'  Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Will  the  minister  bring 
|  down  the  schedule  of  prices  under  which  the 
I  contract  was  let  to  Mr.  Kitchen? 

I    Mr.  FOSTER.  Before  tenders  were  asked 
for  did  the  engineers  of  the  department  make 
I  a  survey  and  an  estimate  of  the  cost? 

|  Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes.  $195,128  is  the 
estimate  made  by  the  engineers  of  the  de- 
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papcuient,  and  that  is  based  on  the  surveys 
made  by  those  engineers.  The  contract  is 
made  at  the  scheduled  prices. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  minister  no  ex- 
planation to  make  as  to  "why  six  and  a  half 
miles  of  road  In  Prince  Edward  Island 
alongside  of  the  main  line  cost  so  much  per 
mile,  while  the  main  line  cost  so  much  less  '! 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  given  the  de- 
tails of  the  engineers'  estimates,  which  is 
the  only  information  I  can  give  to  my  bon. 
friend.  The  estimates  are  based  on  the 
engineers'  report  made  upon  the  surveys 
under  instructions  from  the  department,  and 
1  have  a  right  to  assume  that  they  did  the 
work  correctly  and  honestly.  I  am  iu  their 
hands  In  that  respect,  and  I  am  giving  ex- 
actly what  they  have  furnished  to  me 
through  their  general  manager.  Last  year 
I  asked  for  $100,000.  We  anticipate  that 
$25,000  of  this,  will  have  been  expended  by 
the  1st  of  July,  and  we  "are  asking  for  $75,- 
000  of  a  revote. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  this  road  being  built  on 
any  better  grades,  or  is  It  of  a  higher  stan- 
dard than  the  main  line  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  As  to  alignment  it 
probably  would  be,  because  the  alignment 
of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  was 
certainly  very  defective,  and  it  has  been 
necessary  since  the  original  construction  of 
the  line  to  expend  a  great  deal  of  money  In 
straightening  it  But  otherwise,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  higher  standard  asked 
for. 

Mi-.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister,  of  his 
personal  knowledge,  know,  or  can  his  offi- 
cers inform  him  whether  the  country 
through  which  these  six  and  a  half  miles 
run,  is  of  a  much  different  character  from 
the  general  country  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
through  which  the  other  roads  run  ?  For 
Instance,  the  Murray  branch  road,  even  at 
what  it  has  cost,  Is  being  built  for  a  good 
deal  less  than  these  six  and  a  half  miles. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  chief  engineer,  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  told  me  that  it  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult section  of  country  through  which  to 
build  a  line  of  railway.  This  information 
came  to  me  during  the  last  session  of  par- 
liament, at  the  time  the  original  vote  was 
taken.  I  was  surprised  to  learn  that  the 
cost  of  the  road  would  be  so  much,  but  it 
was  on  a  line  with  the  chief  engineer's  re- 
port. In  Prince  Edward  Island  there  is 
this  difficulty,  that  there  are  no  large  rivers 
with  valleys  which  you  can  follow  up  In 
constructing  a  railway. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
minister  if  the  survey  has  been  prepared  for 
a  branch  line  from  West  Cape  to  O'Leary 
or  some  other  place  on  the  main  line  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  survey  has  not 
been  made. 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Can  the  minister  as- 
sure me  that  in  the  spring  when  the  wea- 
ther conditions  permit,  the  survey  for  that 
branch  will  go  on  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  have  a  vote  for  it. 
I  had  expected  that  the  surrey  would  have 
been  made  before  this.  I  have  that  survey 
in  mind. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  know  that  section 
of  country  very  thoroughly  and  its  absolute 
need  of  a  branch  line.  It  Is  one  of  the  most 
fertile  sections  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
tlere  Is  a  stretch  of  10,  15  or  20  miles  where 
they  have  absolutely  no  method  of  getting 
their  produce  to  railway  except  by  teams, . 
and  for  a  good  many  miles  along  that  section 
there  Is  no  accommodation  for  vessels  to 
carry  their  produce  to  the  other  side.  It  is 
certainly  very  necessary  that  some  railway 
(ucotnmodation  should  be  given  these  people, 
and  the  natural  course  of  the  territory  over 
which  that  railway  would  go  would  make 
its  building  very  economical.  I  trust  that 
tbe  hon.  minister  will  have  in  the  spring  a 
surrey  made  on  this  line  so  that  the  work 
n  ay  be  gone  on  with  as  early  as  possible. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  think  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster),  in 
the  question  he  put  to  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Hallways  referred  to  the  original  railway 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  built  some  30 
>«irs  ago,  whereas  the  minister  evidently 
"tbought  he  was  referring  to  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  (Mr.  Booster)  asked,  was  there 
any  reason  why  this  road  should  cost  more 
per  mile— was  it  broader  or  wider  or  was 
there  anything  to  make  it  cost  more.  I  un- 
derstand that  the  dumps  and  the  cuts  of  the 
proposed  branch  will  be  wider  and  that  they 
are  also  considerably  wider  on  tire  Murray 
Harbour  branch. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   That  may  be. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  In  consequence  of 
that  it  will  be  easier  to  operate  as  the  cut- 
tings being  wider  the  snow  will  not  lodge 
iu  them  so  easily,  but  that  would  be  one 
reason  for  its  costing  more.  The  original 
road  was  what  is  called  a  surface  road  and 
was  built  in  as  cheap  a  way  as  possible. 
Consequently  a  good  deal  of  expenditure  has 
had  to  be  made  since  to  keep  it  in  pro- 
per repair  and  straighten  it.  The  culverts 
were  also  of  as  cheap  a  kind  as  possible 
whereas  the  culverts  on  this  new  road  are 
of  good  masonry  and  of  very  much  better 
character.  I  think  that  the  cost  of  the  old 
railway  is  greater  than  the  sum  of  $8,000 
per  mile  which  was  given  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  (Mr.  Lefurgey). 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  That  has  been  stated 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  and  not  contra- 
dicted. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  contradict  that  statement,  but  the  lowest 
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price  I  have  heard  given  was  $13,000  a 
mile.  The  $8,000  could  not  bare  included 
the  rolling  stock. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  you  are  discussing 
the  question  of  the  original  construction  of 
tlie  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  for  many  years,  that 
railway  was  not  ballasted  at  all,  and  it  was 
very  far  below  the  standard  of  the  Murray 
Harbour  branch  or  the  proposed  new  branch. 
These  branches  are  up  to  the  standard  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway"  but  of  course  with 
a  narrow  gauge. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Do  you  mean  to  say 
that  the  main  line  of  the  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land Railway  is  not  up  to  the  standard  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
original  line.  My  hon.  friend  gave  the  cost 
as  $8,000  per  mile.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  correct  or  not,  but  I  presume  my 
hon.  friend  wanted  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
have  heard  that  estimate  given.  However, 
as  my  hon.  friend  from  King's  says,  pos- 
s!bly  that  does  not  include  the  rolling  stock. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  want  to  point  out 
that  the  original  main  tine  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  was  operated  for 
many  years  without  even  any  ballasting  on 
the  road.  I  think  that  the  ballasting  has 
been  done  since  it  became  a  government 
read. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  I  would  like  at 
present  is  that  this  branch  line  should  be 
surveyed  from  West  Point  to  O'Leary,  and 
I  would  like  to  have  the  assurance  of  the 
minister  to  that  effect,  because  I  have  letters 
from  people  down  there  asking  if  it  is  neces- 
sury,  now  that  the  elections  are  over,  for 
them  to  petition  the  government  to  have 
that  survey  go  on. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  no  necessity 
for  any  petition.  The  reason  I  could  not 
have  that  line  surveyed  last  year  was  be- 
cause we  had  not  sufficient  engineers.  I  did 
the  best  I  possibly  could  but  expect  to  have 
engineers  there  this  spring  to  make  the 
survey. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  exact  figures  are 
$195,000.  I  did  not  understand  that  Kitchen 
&  Company  was  the  only  firm  that  tendered. 

.  Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  given  thef 
estimate  of  the  department. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  What  is  to  be  understood 
by  doing  this  work  at  schedule  rate  ?  The 
minister  said  that  as  there  was  only  one 
If  nder  he  would  not  accept  it,  but  the  work 
was  to  be  done  by  schedule. 


bunk  men  t,  so  much  for  excavation,  stone 
foundations,  abutments,  culverts  and  so 
on,  each  class  of  work  having  schedule 
prices  attached  to  it.  If  you  only  have  to 
excavate  200,000  yards,  instead  of  300,000, 
jour  expenditure  is  so  much  less.  It  is 
not  a  bulk  sum,  and  that  is  why  all  tenders 
are  asked  for  at  schedule  rates. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  long  has  the  work 
been  going  on  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  was  only  author- 
ized at  the  last  session  of  parliament,  ten- 
ders were  asked  for  in  November,  and  the 
contract  was  entered  into  in  December. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Does  this  contractor  do  the 
masonry  and  the  grading  and  the  laying  of 
rails  and  all  the  different  class  of  work  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  only  the  road  lay- 
ing. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Is  this  the  only  method 
or  letting  contracts  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Not  the  only  method, 
but  the  one  that  has  been  generally  pursued 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  in  connec- 
tion with  other  railways  for  some  years.  I 
know  that  the  Murray  Harbour  and  the 
Riviere  Ouelle  branches  and  other  lines 
have  been  let  according  to  that  method. 
That  also  is  the  method  which  has  been 
pursued  on  the  canals  for  a  great  many 
jears. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
Pud  that  the  contractors  object  to  tendering 
on  that  principle  ?  Suppose  you  have  6} 
miles  of  road  to  construct  according  to  cer- 
trin  plans  and  specifications,  would  the  con- 
tractors not  prefer  taking  the  contract  to 
build  under  those  plans  and  specifications 
rather  than  according  to  the  scale  the  hon. 
gentleman  mentioned. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  consulted 
the  contractors ;  I  did  not  think  it  my 
duty  to  consider  what  would  be  better  in 
their  Interest  I  only  know  that  this  is 
the  course  pursued  by  the  department  in 
connection  with  the  canals  for  many  years, 
and,  I  believe,  in  connection  with  railway 
contracts  also.  The  amount  of  work  done 
can  readily  be  ascertained  and  calculating 
it  on  the  basis  of  the  schedule  prices,  you 
demonstrate  at  once  the  value  of  the  work. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  What  I  was  asking  was 
whether  the  contractors  have  complained  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  recollect  any 
complaints  on  that  score. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway — Summerside, 
improvements  at,  $8,000. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  are  these  im- 
provements ? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  asked  for  ten-  Mr.  EMMERSON.  Of  this  amount,  $2,000 
ders  at  schedule  rates— so  much  per  cubic  :  is  to  be  expended  In  widening  the  wharf 
jnrd  for  concrete,  so  much  for  earth  em-  and  extending  the  freight  shed  on  the  wharf 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES. 
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and  on  the  land.  There  is  some  question 
as  to  other  improvements  needed  there, 
but  I  have  not  been  able  to  go  into  them 
personally.  I  want  to  go  there  when  I  am 
at  Charlottetown  this  spring  to  consult  the 
board  of  trade  who  have  certain  views  as 
to  work  that  should  be  done. 

Mr.  LEFDRGBY.  Is  it  something  in  con- 
nection with  yards. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  thought  it  was  for 
that,  and  I  trust  the  minister  will  go  there 
at  the  earliest  day  possible. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  As  soon  as  I  can  get 
to  Charlottetown.  I  will  make  one  trip  do 
both. 

Mr.  LEFTJRGEY.  It  Is  very  dangerous  to 
the  public  and  very  inconvenient  as  well. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway— branch  line 
to  Vernon  river  bridge,  $30,000. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Has  a  contract  been 
let  for  that  work  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  to  Messrs.  Schur- 
man,  Morrison,  Mutch  &  Go. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  What  is  the  amount  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  total  estimated 
cost  was  $72,000. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Has  the  right  of 
way  been  purchased  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  we  have  provided 
in  this  estimate  of  $72,000  a  sum  of  $10,000 
for  the  purchase  of  right  of  way. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    For  how  many  miles  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  For  4-«  miles.  This 
estimate  covers  also  purchase  of  lands  In 
connection  with  the  railway,  Including  a 
station  terminal  at  Vernon  river. 

Mr.  KEMP.  This  line  of  a  little  over 
four  and  a  half  miles  is  to  cost  $72,000.  The 
estimated  cost  for  six  and  a  half  miles  of 
the  other  branch  was  $195,000.  What  causes 
the  difference  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  Is  of  easier  con- 
struction. Of  course,  the  estimate  is  based 
on  the  survey  of  the  engineer,  who  served 
under  the  same  chief  as  the  engineer  in  the 
other  case.  This  is  not  at  the  extreme 
eastern  section  or  down  near  Murray  Har- 
bour or  Charlottetown  where  the  land  is 
undulating,  making  railway  construction 
difficult. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway — swing  span 
for  Morrell  river  bridge,  $16,000. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Has  anything  been 
expended  on  that  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Nothing  yet.  The  con- 
tract has  been  let  and  we  estimate  that 
the  expenditure  this  year  will  be  $10,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  on  the  main  line 
of  the  road  ? 


Prince  Edward  Island  Railway — to  apply  If. 
C.  B.  coupler  to  rolling  stock,  $11,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   What  does  that  mean  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  are  going  over  the 
rolling  stock  of  the  line  and  putting  on  the 
standard  coupler. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  does  '  M.  C.  B.' 
mean  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  'Master  Car  Build- 
ers.' It  is  the  standard  coupler  all  over 
the  continent. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Where  Is  it  made  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  At  different  places  In 
Canada,  including  Walkerville  and  Montreal, 
and  at  a  number  of  places  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  the  department 
buy  it  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    By  tender. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  practical  compe- 
tition, is  there  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway— to  apply 
Westinghouse  air-brakes  and  air  signals,  $20,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  is  the  usual  vote. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  usual  ?  It  is  not  to 
go  on  for  all  time,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  are  trying  to  get 
the  whole  line  equipped  with  these  air 
brakes  and  signals. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  Is  the  estimated 
total  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  much  has  been  spent 
so  far  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Up  to  November  30 
last  $38,775. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Have  ordinary  hand  brakes 
been  used  on  the  cars  and  locomotives  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  On  freight  cars  ;  but 
o.i i  passenger  cars  we  have  had  the  Vacuum 
brake. 

To  Increase  accommodation  at  Kensington, 
$2,200. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  is  to  provide  a 
balance  of  $2,200  in  connection  with  the 
building  of  a  station  at  this  point 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN  (Queen's,  P.E.I.).  The 
minister  informed  the  House,  In  answer  to 
a  question  by  the  hon.  the  senior  member 
for  Queen's  (Mr.  A.  Martin),  that  a  survey 
bad  been  made  for  a  branch  railway  to  New 
London,  but. that  the  report  had  not  been 
handed  in  owing  to  the  Illness  of  the  en- 
gineer who  had  made  the  survey.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  minister  if  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  government  to  proceed  with  the  work 
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of  the  construction  of  that  New  London 
branch  ?  New  London  Is  situated  on  the 
north  side  of  the  island,  and  of  late  years 
the  harbour  has  been  filling  up  with  sand, 
so  that  It  is  now  almost  impossible  for  a 
ressel  of  any  size  to  enter  the  harbour. 
The  people  are  handicapped  owing  to  their 
having  no  facilities  for  shipping  produce  and 
other  commodities.  They  are  too  far  from 
the  main  branch  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  to  make  use  of  it,  and  they 
have  repeatedly  petitioned  the  government 
of  Canada,  and  the  matter  lias  been  brought 
up  on  several  occasions,  but  nothing  has 
been  done  towards  providing  them  with  rail- 
way accommodation  beyond  the  making  of 
a  survey.  I  am  informed  that  the  engineer 
who  made  the  survey  has  recovered  from 
his  illness,  and  I  would  ask  the  minister  to 
obtain  his  report  as  soon  as  possible.  I  no- 
tice that  there  is  nothing  in  the  estimates 
for  the  construction  of  that  line,  and  I 
would  ask  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  min- 
ister to  proceed  with  this  branch  line  T  It 
is  perhaps  the  most  necessary  work  in  the 
province  at  the  present  time.  I  would  also 
mention  the  branch  to  Rustlco,  which  Is  also 
In  contemplation  by  the  present  government. 
I  would  think  that  an  amount  would  be 
placed  in  the  supplementaries  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  new  London  work.  It  is  a 
small  work,  and  I  think  It  should  be  com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  As  I  stated,  the  sur- 
veys and  the  report  of  the  engineer  have 
not  been  placed  before  me,  and  I  am  cer- 
tainly not  in  a  position  to  submit  any  esti- 
mate to  parliament.  Last  session  we  asked 
for  a  vote  to  enable  us  to  have  a  survey  ; 
the  survey  was"  made,  but,  unfortunately,  the 
engineer  was  taken  111,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  get  the  results  of  that  survey  In  concrete 
form,  so  that  the  department  would  be  in  a 
position  to  decide  the  question  which  my 
hon.  friend  asks.  Of  course,  It  would  de- 
pend largely  on  the  result  of  the  engineer's 
report,  and  I  would  hope  that  it  may  be 
considered  in  time  for  the  supplementaries. 
Certainly  it  will  be  given  due  consideration. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  understand  that 
the  engineer  has  recovered  from  his  illness, 
and  probably,  if  the  minister  would  ask,  he 
could  get  the  report. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived the  report.  Mr.  Ruel,  I  think,  was 
the  engineer. 

To  Increase  accommodation  at  Georgetown, 
118,500. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  requires  some 
dredging  and  rails  and  fastenings  on  the 
wharf  there.  We  also  want  a  creosoted  pile 
wharf  there,  and  additional  accommodation, 
and  an  extension  to  the  freight  shed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  minister  his  de- 
tailed estimates  there  of  what  that  will 
cost  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN". 


Mr.  EMMERSON  (reading)  : 

Dredging  to  20  feet  of  water  *  3,840  60 

Rails  and  fastenings   2,000  00 

Creosoted  pile  wharf  27,511  H 

Extension  to  freight  shed   5,500  00 

Engineering  and  contingencies   1,148  89 

Total   40.000  00 

The  estimated  expenditure  during  the  pre- 
sent current  year  is  $15,000.  The  warrant 
for  this  expenditure  is  found  in  the  fact 
that  Georgetown  Is  the  port  of  call  iu  winter 
for  the  winter  boats  plying  between  the 
mainland  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  They 
certainly  need  additional  accommodation 
there  for  these  boats,  apart  from  any  re- 
quirement they  may  have  in  connection  with 
summer  navigation.  I  have  personally  view- 
ed the  situation  there,  and  I  know  whereof 
I  speak. 

Freetown — dwelling  for  agent  at,  $1,560. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  to  furnish  a 
dwelling  for  the  station  agent. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  not  build  these  as 
additions  to  the  station  house  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  Is  a  separate  build- 
ing. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  the  policy  that  is 
adopted  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  that  is  the  policy 
that  Is  adopted  along  the  line  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  very  generally  where  we 
have  to  furnish  dwelling,  bouses  at  all.  In 
the  larger  places  we  have  discontinued  even 
furnishing  any  dwelling  for  the  station' 
agent. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  not  that  a  more  expen- 
sive system  than  to  have  the  dwelling  In  the 
station  bouse  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  are  some  dan- 
gers incident  to  having  the  dwelling  In  the 
station,  and  I  think  it  has  been  found  by 
actual  experience  along  the  line  to  be  a 
little  more  expensive  having  them  in  the 
station. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Is  It  customary  to 
build  bouses  for  agents  oh  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  and  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  custom  was  es- 
tablished on  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  be- 
cause, when  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
built,  It  ran  largely  through  a  country  that 
was  not  very  well  settled,  and  It  was  neces- 
sary to  furnish  the  agents  with  living  ac- 
commodation. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  was  always  done  In 
the  station  house. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  was  the  custom, 
but  that  was  changed,  because  the  Judg- 
ment of  tbe  officials  of  the  department  was 
that  it  was  more  desirable  to  have  them  out 
of  the  station.  There  was  less  danger  by 
having  them  in  separate  buildings.  This 
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custom  of  baring  dwellings  for  the  station 
agents  grew  out  of  the  practice  on  the  old 
Eastern  and  North  American  line  of  railway 
between  St.  John  and  Shediac,  and  also  on 
the  Nova  Scotia  branch.    When  these  be-  j 
came  part  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  in 
1875  or  1876,  this  custom  prevailed  and  has  I 
continued.    The  same  custom   has  been  I 
adopted  on  the  line  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway.   There  was  some  question 
as  to  whether  my  hon.  friend  would  like  to 
fake  up  the  revenue  item. 

Mr.  POSTER.  I  think  that  would  be  a 
pretty  large  Item  for  us  to  go  into  to-night. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Item  has  been 
discussed.  It  is  only  the  usual  vote  except- 
ing that  we  have  added  authority  for.  spend- 
'ng  more  on  account  of  the  increased  wages 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the  addi- 
tional mileage. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    That  vote  will  cause  a 
good  deal  of  discussion. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Before  the  hon.  minister 
leaves  that  railway  question,  I  want  to  ask 
him  what  would  be  the  difference  in  cost  of 
(onstrncting  a  standard  gauge  railway  as 
compared  with  a  narrow  gauge  raiway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  certainly  could  not 
answer  that  off-hand.  Naturally  a  wide 
gauge  road  would  cost  more,  because  of 
tte  width  of  the  road,  the  ballasting,  the 
larger  class  of  ties  and  the  heavier  rails. 
We  are  using  for  these  branch  lines  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  now  under  construction  a 
heavier  rail  than  was  put  on  the  trunk  line 
of  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  KEMP.    Are  they  new  rails  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  many  instances  we 
are  taking  off  the  Intercolonial  Railway  a 
heavier  rail  which  Is  practically  a  new  rail, 
tc-oause  in  many  instances  a  great  many  of 
the  rails  taken  off  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
art  really  new  rails  to  all  Intents  and  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  KEMP.  The  hon.  minister  has  made 
the  statement  this  evening  that  most  of  the 
purchases  were  made  by  public  tender.  I 
notice  in  the  Auditor  General's  Report  that 
there  is  a  number  of  very  large  items 
amounting  to  $40,000.  Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  minister  to  say  that  supplies  amount- 
ing to  $40,000  are  furnished  by  public  ten- 
der and  contract  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Purchases  of  railway 
ties,  lumber  and  heavy  material  are  made 
by  public  tender.  There  is  a  certain  class 
of  supplies  furnished,  the  purchase  of  which 
is  made,  by  what  you  would  call  public 
tender  in  a  sense ;  that  Is,  we  sent  notices 
to  those  engaged  in  the  trade. 

Mr.  KEMP.  I  will  make  it  explicit.  For 
instance  In  the  Auditor  General's  Report 
1  see  the  following  Items  :  W-100,  I.  &  E.  R. 


Burpee  $5,575.11  ;  W-161,  B.  J.  Coghlin  & 
Co.  $16,752.56  ;  W-163,  Joslah  Fowler  Co. 
$f,474.07  ;  W-166,  T.  McAvity  &  Sons  $31,- 
449.13  ;  W-168,  McLean,  Holt  &  Co.  $39,- 
182.81  ;  W-169,  Portland  Rolling  Mills  Co. 
$39,432.80 ;  W-171,  Starr  Manufacturing 
Co.  $10,066.16.  Are  these  supplies  pur- 
chased by  public  tender  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
give  me  a  memorandum  I  will  procure  the 
Information  as  to  that. 

Mr.  KEMP.  And  if  they  are  purchased 
by  public  tender  will  the  hon.  minister  be 
good  enough  to  furnish  ns  with  the  form 
of  tender,  the  amounts  of  the  tenders  and 
who  they  were  from  ?  I  will  be  glad  to 
furnish  the  hon.  member  with  this  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  like  the  hou.  min- 
ister to  bring  down  a  list  of  the  papers  in 
which  the  advertisement  for  the  Cardigan 
Branch  Railway  was  published. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  find  at  page  W-149 
of  the  Auditor  General's  Report  the  follow- 
ing Items  :  M.  J.  Haney,  unloading  cargo 
or  stone,  $15  ;  derrick  unloading  pine  tim- 
ber, 3}  d.  at  $30.  This  was  a  little  job  for 
an  ordinary  derrick  and  he  received  for  it 
$105. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Foster)  does  not  care  to  go  on  with  the 
item  of  revenue,  the  next  item  on  page  40 
is  In  regard  to  the  National  Transcontin- 
ental Railway  for  surveys,  construction  and 
other  expenses.  This  is  a  large  Item,  but  I 
was  going  to  say  to  my  hon.  friend  in  res- 
pect to  It  that  I  can  furnish  him  with  the 
ir  formation  as  to  the  expenditure  that  has 
bfen  made  up  to  this  time,  but  there  will 
be  necessarily  an  item  in  the  supplementary 
estimates  which  will  enable  a  full  discussion 
of  the  matter  to  be  gone  into  and  at  that 
time.  I  will  then  receive  from  the  commis- 
sioners the  report  which  the  chairman  told 
.me  the  other  day  would  be  furnished  by 
the  secretary  nt  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  trouble  as  to  that  Is 
that  supplementary  estimates  have  a  fashion 
of  coming  down  very  late  in  the  session  and 
being  crowded  Into  the  last  six  or  seven 
days  in  the  session  when  the  House  is  tired 
cut  and  a  great  majority  of  the  members 
have  left,  we  have  always  found  that  It  was 
most  unsatisfactory  when  an  Item  which  re- 
quires full  discussion  is  left  over  to  be 
discussed  on  the  supplementary  estimates. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  there  is  any  objec- 
tion to  it  I  am  not  going  to  press  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  we  are  going  to  have  a 
discussion  upon  it  I  hope  the  hon.  minister 
will  be  able  to  give  us  .what  we  want  to  get 
hold  of.   One  thing  certainly  that  we  want 
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to  find  is  a  channel  of  communication  be- 
tween this  House  and  the  commission.  No 
one  on  the  ministerial  side  seems  to  have  j 
been  able  to  excavate  a  passage  of  communi- 1 
cation  between  the  commission  and  the  i 
House,  and  surely  there  ought  to  be  such  a 
passageway  whether  it  Is  a  pneumatic  tube 
or  an  open  air  gallery  or  whatever  it  may 
be. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  would  judge  that 
my  hon.  friend  Is  in  a  mood  for  furnishing, 
the  dynamite  to  get  through. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  must  have  some  in- 
formation In  reference  to  what  this  com- 
mission is  doing  in  regard  to  the  old  matter 
of  the  surveys  and  the  like  of  that,  and  we 
want  to  know  as  quickly  as  the  newspapers 
and  other  people  outside  of  this  House  as  to 
the  nature  of  these  surveys.  We  need  a  lot 
of  explicit  Information  which  the  minister 
says  he  has  not  In  his  pockets  to-night.  Will 
he  please  put  on  the  suit  in  the  pockets  of 
which  the  information  is  and  wear  It  when 
he  appears  next  time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  afraid  I  have  no 
suit  the  pockets  of  which  will  hold  all  the 
Information  you  are  thirsting  for. 

Gratuity  to  family  of  late  C.  J.  Carter,  $103.50. 

Mr.  INGRAM.   What  is  this  item  for? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  is  the  usual  gra- 
tuity of  two  months'  wages  to  the  fnmlly 
of  an  old  servant. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  approve  of  the  Item, 
but  I  point  out  that  last  year  I  brought  up 
the  question  of  a  person  who  lost  his  life 
In  the  government  service  through  no  fan't 
of  his  own,  and  I  asked  that  some  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  widow  and  family. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  opens  up  a  very 
much  wider  question.  I  am  in  hopes  that 
such  cases  will  be  dealt  with  In  a  Bill  that 
I  am  trying  to  bring  before  parliament. 

Portion  of  interest  on  cost  of  double  track 
between  St.  Lambert  and  Beloeil,  $2,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Are  you  sure  that  is 
right? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  Is  in  accordance 
with  the  agreement  which  we  have  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway.  We  certainly  need 
this  double  track  to  expedite  the  movement 
of  trains  on  that  portion  of  the  line. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  glancing  over  the 
claims  which  have  been  made  by  the  gov- 
ernment against  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
in  the  arbitration  proceedings,  as  well  as 
those  made  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
against  the  government,  I  find  that  the  gov- 
ernment claim  they  have  made  a  great  many 
payments  which  they  should  not  have  made 
and  which  they  are  now  seeking  to  get  back. 
It  would  seem  that  a  great  deal  of  caution 
should  be  exercised  in  making  these  pay- 
ments demanded  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
Mr  FOSTER. 


way,  because  It  is  very  much  easier  to  In- 
vestigate them  beforehand  than  after  they 
have  been  paid.  I  do  not  object  to  this  item 
passing,  but  we  must  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  claims  that  have  been 
made,  and  of  ascertaining  fully  the  position 
of  the  arbitration  which  is  still  pending  be- 
tween the  government  and  the  railway 
company. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  business  will 
be  taken  up  at  the  next  sitting? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  There  may  be  some  Bills 
which  will  have  priority  and  the  Minister  of 
Railways  will  continue  his  estimates. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  budget  speech  on 
Thursday? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  No;  there  Is  lots  of  tima. 
Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at 
11.05  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thubsday,  March  9,  1905- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

FIRST  READINGS? 

Bill  (No.  102)  respecting  a  certain  patent 
of  the  Gold  Medal  Furniture  Manufacturing 
Company,  Limited. — Mr.  Campbell. 

Bill  (No.  103)  respecting  the  Richmond 
and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Company. — 
Mr.  Tobln. 

Bill  (No.  104)  respecting  the  Northern 
Bank. — Mr.  Bole. 

Bill  (No.  105)  to  incorporate  the  Ontario 
i  Fire  Insurance  Company. — Mr,  Boyce. 
j     Bill  (No.  106)  respecting  the  Dominion 
Atlantic  Railway  Company. — Mr.  Black. 

Bill  (No.  107)  respecting  a  certain  patent 
of  Celeste  Joly.— Mr.  Ralph  Smith— by  Mr. 
Galllher. 

Bill  (No.  108)  to  incorporate  the  Western 
Life  Insurance  Company.— Mr.  Adamson — 
by  Mr.  Burrows. 

Bill  (No.  109)  respecting  the  Hudson's  Bay 
and  Pacific  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Calvert. 

Bill  (No.  110)  respecting  the  Toronto  and 
Hamilton  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Calvert. 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  to  Incorporate  the  Saskatche- 
wan Bridge  Company.— Mr.  Scott 

Bill  (No.  112)  respecting  the  Hamilton, 
Oalt  and  Berlin  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Guthrie. 
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Bill  (No.  113)  respecting  the  Ontario,  Hud- 
son's Bay  and  Western  Railways  Company. 
— Mr.  Dyment — by  Mr.  Parmelee. 

Bill  (No.  114)  respecting  tbe  Manitoulin  and 
North  Shore  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Dy- 
ment— by  Mr.  Parmelee. 

Bill  (No.  115)  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company— Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy— by 
Mr.  Galllher. 

Bill  (No.  116)  respecting  the  Algoma  Cen- 
tral and  Hudson  Bay  Railway  Company. — 
Mr.  Dyment— by  Mr.  Parmelee. 

Bill  (No.  117)  to  Incorporate  the  Athabasca 
Railway  and  Oil  Company.— Mr.  Oliver. 

Bill  (No.  118)  regarding  the  Alberta  Cen- 
tral Railway  Company.— Mr.  Oliver. 

Bill  (No.  119)  to  Incorporate  the  D.  R. 
Fraser  Company,  Limited.— Mr.  Oliver. 

QUESTIONS. 
THE  ROYAL  CANADIAN  MINT. 
Mr.  FOSTER  asked  : 

1.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  of  equipment 
of  the  Royal  Canadian  Mint  in  machinery  and 
appliances  for  coinage  ? 

2.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  of  working  per 
year,  Including  number  and  wages  of  staff  ; 
and  by  whom  will  the  working  staff  be  appoint- 
ed ? 

3.  What  Is  the  capacity  of  the  mint  ?  What 
amount  of  gold  bullion  could  be  coined  per 
year,  exclusive  of  the  necessary  silver  and  cop- 
per coinage  for  use  in  Canada  T 

4.  What  was  the  amount  of  gold  held  in  re- 
serve on  January  1st,  1905,  by  the  Dominion, 
and  by  ail  the  Canadian  banks,  respectively  t 

5.  Is  It  the  Intention  to  coin  free  of  charge 
all  gold  bullion  brought  to  the  mint  ?  If  not, 
what  charge  is  proposed  ? 

6.  What'  charge,  if  any,  is  to  be  made  for 
coinage  of  gold  for  the  British  government  ? 

7.  How  much  is  it  estimated  will  be  coined 
for  the  British,  government  each  year  ? 

8.  What  has  been  the  face  value  of  copper  and 
silver  coined  for  Canada  each  year  since  1896  ; 
the  cost  of  bullion  therefor,  the  expense  of 
coinage,  and  the  cost  of  shipment  to  Canada  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Flu- 
nuce).  Would  tbe  hon.  gentleman  let  it  stand 
till  next  question  day?  It  calls  for  some- 
thing more  than  the  facts  recorded.  I  hope 
to  have  tbe  information  next  question  day. 

NATIONALIZATION    OP    LIVE    STOCK  RE- 
CORDS. 

Mr.  A.  MARTIN— by  Mr.  FOSTER-asked: 

1.  What  steps  have  been  taken  to  secure  the 
nationalization  of  the  live  stock  records  of 
Canada  ? 

I.  Are  national  records  likely  to  be  estab- 
lished in  the  near  future,  and  under  what  con- 
ditions ?   If  not,  why  not  T 

Hon.  SIDNEY  FISHER  (Minister  of  Agri- 
culture). Last  year  at  a  convention  held  in 
Ottawa  of  gentlemen  Interested  in  live  stock 


from  all  over  the  Dominion,  the  question  of 
tbe  nationalization  of  tbe  live  stock  records 
was  discussed,  and  a  strong  resolution  in 
favour  of  that  proceeding  was  passed,  and 
representations  were  made  to  me  as  Minister 
of  Agriculture  asking  me  to  take  steps  to 
bring  about  the  nationalization  of  live  stock 
records.  As  a  result  of  that  request  discus- 
sion has  been  going  on  amongst  those  inter- 
ested in  the  live  stock  record.  Just  lately  an 
agreement  has  been  practically  come  to  on 
behalf  of  the  Live  Stock  Record  Associations, 
organized  and  incorporated  under  the  Act 
63-04  Vic,  chap.  33  of  this  parliament  called 
'An  Act  respecting  the  incorporation  of  Live 
feiock  Record  Associations,'  by  which  these 
rf  sociations  have  undertaken  to  remove  their 
records  to  Ottawa.  These  associations  have 
been  heretofore  provincial  in  their  character 
and  incorporated  under  provincial  laws,  but 
they  are  now  incorporated  under  the  Do- 
minion Act  and  have  become  Dominion  in 
their  character.  A  form  of  agreement  has 
been  submitted  to  these  associations  and 
to  myself  as  Minister  of  Agriculture  under 
which  it  is  expected  that  tbe  records  will  be 
removed  to  Ottawa  from  the  places  where 
they  now  exist,  and  In  case  there  is  no  pres- 
ent record  of  any  particular  breed  of  live 
stock  such  an  association  shall  be  formed 
under  this  Act  as  will  make  such  an  agree- 
ment In  future.  Under  this  agreement  the 
records  are  to  be  established  in  Ottawa,  to 
have  their  home  In  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, where  they  will  be  supplied  with 
house  room,  stationery,  &c.  The  control  and 
management  of  the  methods  of  the  keeping 
of  the  records  and  everything  in  connection 
with  the  financial  affairs  of  these  associa- 
tions shall  be  entirely  and  wholly  left  In  the 
hands  of  the  associations  themselves,  the 
department  assuming  absolutely  no  responsi- 
bility or  control  in  these  respects.  But,  in 
view  of  the  nationalization  of  the  records,  I 
have  been  asked  as  minister  to  affix  the 
stamp  or  seal  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture to  the  pedigrees  or  certificates  which 
are  to  be  hereafter  issued,  and  in  so  far  as 
supervision  of  the  correctness  of  the  records 
necessary  before  the  affixing  of  the  seal  is 
concerned,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
shall  have  so  much  supervision  and  only  so 
much  supervision  in  regard  to  this  work.  At 
the  present  moment  a  very  great  number  of 
the  record  association  of  the  Dominion  have 
agreed  to  this  proposition— the  great  ma- 
jority of  them— and  I  believe  it  is  in  the  in- 
terest of  live  stock  that  the  organization 
should  be  proceeded  with,  and  that  It  should 
be  completed  in  regard  to  all  record  associa- 
tions with  the  concurrence  and  full  appro- 
bation of  these  associations. 

MONTREAL  HARBOUR— PERMANENT  SHEDS. 
Mr.  PIOHE  asked  : 

1.  By  what  engineers  were  the  plans  for  the 
construction  of  the  permanent  sheas,  now  In 
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course  of  erection  at  the  port  ot  Montreal  or 
of  part  of  the  same  prepared  ? 

2.  By  whom  were  the  specifications  and  esti- 
mates thereof  prepared  ? 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries). 

1.  The  plans  of  the  permanent  sheds  now 
being  constructed  were  prepared  by  the 
harbour  engineers  and  by  a  staff  of  en- 
gineers of  the  Dominion  Bridge  Company, 
for  which  an  account  was  rendered  by  the 
Dominion  Bridge  Company  for  $1,200  from 
September,  1903  to  September,  1904. 

2.  The  specifications  and  estimates  were 
prepared  in  the  same  manner. 

MONTREAL  HARBOUR— GRAIN  CONVEYERS. 
Mr.  PICHE  asked  : 

1.  What  engineer  was  employed  by  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners  of  Montreal  to  prepare 
plans  for  grain  conveyers  in  connection  with 
the  grain  elevators  which  have  been  lately 
constructed  by  said  corporation,  under  the 
supervision  of  the  government  ? 

2.  Have  these  plans  been  submitted  to  the 
government  ? 

3.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  of  such  grain 
conveyers  ? 

4.  How  many  piers  or  wharfs  will  be  served 
by  said  conveyers  ? 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries). 

1.  The  general  plans  of  the  grain  con- 
veyers were  prepared  by  the  harbour  en- 
gineer and  detail  plans  of  the  galleries  and 
it  achinery  have  been  prepared  by  the  J.  8. 
Metcalf  Company  of  Chicago.  Only  the 
framing  of  the  gallery  over  one  shed  is  yet 
constructed. 

2.  The  general  plans  were  submitted  to 
government  and  approved  of,  but  the  plans 
of  machinery  have  not  been  submitted  and 
ore  not  ready  for  submission. 

3.  The  construction  of  the  conveyer  gal- 
leries and  their  supports  is  included  in  the 
contract  for  building  the  sheds  and  the  cost 
has  not  been  separated.  The  estimated 
cost  of  the  machinery  equipment  which  is 
not  included  in  the  shed  contract  $230,000. 

4.  Two  piers  and  two  shore  wharfs  com- 
[.rising  ten  ships'  berths  will  be  served  by 
the  conveyers. 

EXAMINATION  OP  IMMIGRANTS. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON  asked  : 

1.  Are  immigrants  coming  from  the  United 
States  into  Canada  required  to  undergo  any  ex- 
amination as  to  their  qualifications  to  become 
settlers  in  Canada  ? 

2.  If  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  such  examina- 
tion ? 

3.  At  what  points  on  the  boundary  line  be- 
tween the  two  countries  do  the  said  immigrants 
enter  into  this  country  ? 

4.  What  steps  are  taken  by  the  department 
to  ensure  that  the  aforesaid  immigrants  arc 
desirable  settlers  In  Canada  ? 

Mr.  PICHE. 


Right  Hon.  Sir  AVILFRID  LAURIER 
(Prime  Minister). 

1.  European  immigrants  coming  to  Can- 
ada from  the  United  States  undergo  the 
same  examination  at  the  United  States' 
forts  as  do  immigrants  destined  for  the 
United  States. 

2.  The  examination  includes  replies  to  all 
questions  on  the  manifest,  such  as  the 
amount  of  money,  age,  ability  to  read  or 
write,  occupation,  and  nationality.  The 
amount  of  mouey,  occupation  and  destin- 
ation are  the  points  upon  which  the  boards 
of  inquiry  determine  whether  or  not  any 
immigrant  is  likely  to  become  a  public 
charge,  if  so  he  is  excluded. 

3.  The  immigrants  enter  Canada  from  the 
Linited  States  chiefly  at  the  several  boundary 
ports  leading  to  Montreal,  at  St.  Albans, 
M  alone  and  Newport  Some  few  arrive  at 
Ogdensburg,  Niagara  Falls,  Emerson,  and 
N'orthport  in  British  Columbia. 

4.  Hitherto  the  department  has  depended 
upon  the  examination  made  by  the  United 
States  Immigration  officers  as  to  fitness  of 
immigrants  to  become  settlers  In  Canada. 
Settlers  from  the  United  States,  the  bulk 
of  whom  come  in  via  Gretna,  Portal,  &c,  un- 
dergo no  examination.  Lately  the  depart- 
ment has  been  considering  the  advisability 
of  establishing  a  medical  Inspector  at  New 
York,  but  no  final  action  has  been  taken  in 
that  direction. 

GRAEME  HUNTER  AND  THE  ASSOCIATED 
BRITISH  CANADIAN  SOCIETY. 

Mr.  RALPH  SMITH  asked  : 

1.  When  did  the  department  first  become 
aware  of  the  society  known  as  the  Associated 
British  Canadians,  of  which  Mr.  Graeme  Hunter 
is  president  ? 

2.  What  are  the  aims  and  objects  of  this 
society  ? 

3.  When  was  the  first  complaint  made  to  the 
department  that  Graeme  Hunter  was  not,  in 
all  cases,  carrying  out  his  agreements  ? 

4.  What  action  did  the  department  take  when 
these  facts  became  known  ? 

5.  Was  anything  done  by  the  Glasgow  police  ? 

6.  What  further  action  was  taken  by  the  tl3- 
partmant  to  make  known  Hunter's  operations 
in  England  ? 

7.  Were  any  representations  made  by  the 
Trades  and  Labour  Society  of  Toronto  ? 

S.  Were  any  representations  made  by  the  On- 
tario Government  Employment  Bureau  in  To- 
ronto, that  mechanics  from  Scotland  were 
arriving  in  Toronto  with  the  promise  of  work, 
but  were  unable  to  find  any  ? 

9.  What  were  the  results  of  Mr.  Bruce  Wal- 
ker's Inquiries  ? 

10.  Was  Hunter  prosecuted  ? 

11.  Are  there  any  other  specific  cases  of  mis- 
representations on  file  in  the  department  ? 

12.  What  evidence  was  submitted  by  Mr.  Pres- 
ton ? 

13.  Has  the  department  definite  knowledge  of 
the  indictment  ? 

14.  Has  any  evidence  been  taken  by  the  com- 
missioner from  employers  of  labour  in  CanaJa. 
who  were  getting  men  through  Graeme  Huntjr? 
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15.  Ia  there  any  definite  knowledge  that  em- 
ployers of  labour  were  in  communication  with 
Hunter  to  secure  mechanics,  Ac.  ? 

16.  What  is  the  general  policy  of  the  de- 
partment with  regard  to  the  encouragement  of 
mechanics,  &c.  ? 

17.  Was  any  reply  received  from  the  Colonial 
Office  as  to  what  action,  if  any,  was  taken  by 
the  Home  Office  to  suppress  these  fraudulent 
employment  agencies  T 

Right  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LATJRIER 
(Prime  Minister). 

1.  By  letter  dated  April  26,  1904,  from  Mr. 
Brace  Walker,  agent  in  Glasgow,  who  did 
i:ot  seem  to  be  favourably  impressed  with 
the  society  or  Its  operations. 

2.  Apparently  to  send  to  Canada,  farm 
laboure-s,  mechanics,  &c,  for  whom  situ- 
ations are  guaranteed  on  arrival. 

3.  On  May  23,  1904,  David  Dickson,  a 
reason,  and  10  others  came  to  Quebec  under 
an  agreement  with  G.  Hunter,  a  copy  of 
which  was  furnished  to  the  department,  by 
which  they  were  to  be  met  by  Hunter's 
agent,  and  directed  to  situations,  but  they 
found  neither  agent  nor  work. 

4.  A  cable  was  sent  to  Mr.  J.  Bruce  Wal- 
ker, Canadian  Government  Agent  in  Glas- 
gow, to  make  known  by  advertisements 
tr.at  Graeme  Hunter  was  sending  out  mech- 
anics evidently  under  false  representations, 
and  that  his  and  other  similar  organizations 
were  in  no  way  connected  with  the  depart- 
ment Mr.  Walker  was  also  Instructed  by 
letter  (May  27,  1004)  to  place  the  matter 
in  the  bands  of  the  Glasgow  police.  In  ad- 
dition to  this  Mr.  Dickson  was  asked  for 
a  list  of  the  names  and  occupations  or 
trades  of  the  members  of  the  party  who 
came  over  with  him. 

5.  A  cable  was  received  from  the  govern- 
nent  agent  that  detectives  were  investi- 
gating Hunter's  operations. 

6.  The  Colonial  office  was  informed  that 
designing  persons  were  apparently  making 
fse  of  the  bona  fide  immigration  movement 
to  Canada  for  the  purpose  of  defrauding 
and  deceiving  people  In  the  United  King- 
dom, and  sending  them  to  Canada  under  false 
representations,  and  they  were  asked  to 
communicate  the  substance  of  this  despatch 
to  the  home  office  with  the  request  thnt 
steps  be  taken  to  prevent  the  continuance 
and  recurrence  of  these  frauds. 

7.  Mr.  John  O'Donohue,  an  officer  of  the 
society  made  representations  to  the  depart- 
ment 

8.  Yes. 

J*.  He  found  that  Hunter  advertised  him- 
self as  a  'strike  smasher,'  and  that  while 
Hunter  received  some  orders  from  manu- 
facturers and  others  to  send  out  men,  he 
sent  out  numbers  of  mechanics  and  others 
in  excess  of  the  orders. 

10.  Yes. 

11.  The  department  has  Information  in 
regard  to  additional  cases. 

12.  58  witnesses,  including  38  disappoint- 
ed artisans  who  had  returned. 


13.  Yes,  a  copy  of  the  Indictment  Is  on 
file  in  the  department. 

14.  Not  In  so  far  as  the  department  is 
aware. 

15.  Some  16  leading  firms  were  communi- 
cated with  and  14  answered  '  No.'  two  ans- 
wered 'Yes.' 

16.  The  department  does  not  take  any 
steps  to  promote  the  immigration  of  mechan- 
ics. Its  efforts  are  confined  to  those  intend- 
ing to  engage  In  agriculture.  All  immi- 
gration agents  are  Instructed  along  these 
lines. 

17.  A  reply  was  received  to  the  effect  that 
with  one  exception,  sufficient  evidence  could 
not,  at  the  time  be  secured  to  Institute 
ciiminal  proceedings. 

AUDIT  ACT. 
Mr.  POSTER  asked  : 

1.  When  will  the  promised  Improved  Audit 
Act  be  introduced  ? 

2.  What  progress  has  been  made  ? 

3.  What  is  the  cause  of  delay  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
,  ance).   .1  do  not  know  what;  promise  my 
hon.  friend  refers  to,  but  all  matters  In  re- 
lation to  the  Auditor  General's  office  are 
still  under  consideration. 

DREDGING  AT  WHITBY. 

Mr.  CHRISTIE— by  Mr.  Walsh— asked  : 

1.  What  amount  was  expended  for  dredging 
at  Whitby,  on  Lake  Ontario,  in  the  season  of 
navigation  of  1904  7 

2.  Who  was  the  owner  of  the  dredge  so  em- 
ployed ? 

3.  Who  acted  on  behalf  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  as  local  Inspector  ? 

4.  What  remuneration  was  paid  to  such  in- 
spector ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works)  : 

1.  $13,502.07. 

2.  Robert  Weddell. 

3.  James  M.  Willis. 

4.  Paid  at  the  rate  of  $3  per  day. 

DREDGING  AT  PORT  PERRY. 

Mr.  CHRISTIE— by  Mr.  Walsh— asked  : 

1.  What  was  the  amount  paid  for  dredging 
performed  at  Port  Perry,  on  Lake  Scugog,  in 
the  year  1904  ? 

2.  Who  was  the  owner  of  {he  dredge  so  em- 
ployed ? 

8.  Who  acted  as  Inspector  for  the  government, 
and  what  remuneration  was  paid  to  him  ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works).  No  dredging  was 
done  at  Port  Perry  during  season  of  1904. 

JAMES  BAY  RAILWAY. 
Mr.  GRANT  asked  : 

1.  Has  the  James  Bay  Railway  Company  filed 
a  route  map  or  plan  of  the  location  of  the  line 
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from  Toronto  to  Sudbury  with  the  Department 
of  Railways  ? 

2.  If  so,  does  such  map  show  the  line  to  run 
on  the  east  side  of  Lake  Couchichlng,  or  the 
west  of  said  lake  ? 

3.  Has  the  minister  Anally  approved  of  the 
route  t 

4.  Has  the  company  filed  plans  for  a  devia- 
tion, and  has  the  department  considered  the 
same  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals)  : 

1.  No.  They  have  filed  the  route  map 
from  Toronto  to  Parry  Sound. 

2.  To  the  east  of  Lake  Couchiching. 

3.  Yes. 

4.  No. 

MAILS  TO  VICTORIA  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  BENNETT— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  Who  is  the  contractor  for  carrying  the 
mail  from  the  railway  station  to  the  post  office 
at  Victoria  Harbour  ? 

2.  Were  tenders,  asked  for  such  service  ?  If 
so,  when  T 

3.  When  does  such  contract  expire  ? 

Hon.   Sir    WILLIAM    MULOCIC,  (Post- 
master General): 
1.  Mark  Vasey. 

2  and  3.  In  December  1896  tenders  for 
this  service  were  invited  ;  only  one,  that  of 
Mark  Vasey  was  received  being  at  the  price 
of  $120.80,  and  was  accepted.  The  contract 
was  renewed  at  $128.80  a  year  in  1901  with 
the  same  contractor  and  was  further  re- 
newed in  1905  at  the  same  price.  It  expires 
on  the  31st  of  December,  1908. 

COAL  FOR  GOVERNMENT  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  BARKER— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  In  six  months  ended  31st  December,  1904, 
how  many  tons  of  coal  were  accepted  from  the 
Jogglns,  Strathcona,  Klmberley,  and  Chignecto 
mines,  respectively,  for  the  government  rail- 
ways ? 

2.  What  were  the  prices  for  the  several  mines, 
and  qualities  ? 

3.  What  were  the  respective  places  of  deli- 
very at  the  prices  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals  : 

1.  Jogglns  mines,  15,084  tons  ;  Strathcona 
mines,  5,160  tons  ;  Chignecto  mines,  14,820 
tons  ;  Kimberly  mine,  '  nil.' 

2.  The  price  paid  to  each  of  the  several 
mines  was  $3.25  a  ton  of  2,240  pounds,  and 
the  quality  of  coal  supplied  by  each  of  them 
was  generally  satisfactory. 

3.  The  place  of  delivery  at  the  above  price 
was  for  all  the  mines  at  Maccan  station  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— SEYMOUR 
WOODJLL. 

Mr.  BARKER— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  Is  Seymour  Woodlll  employed  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  at  Halifax  or  elsewhere  ?  It 
so,  in  what  capacity,  and  on  what  terms  ? 
Mr.  GRANT. 


2.  Was  he  previously  employed  in  the  Post 
Office  Department  or  any  other  department  ? 
If  so,  where,  and  in  what  capacity  ? 

3.  Was  his  employment  or  service  discon- 
tinued ?  If  so,  when  and  why  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail 
ways  and  Canals)  : 

1.  Yes.  As  clerk  at  a  salary  of  $55  per 
month. 

2.  So  far  as  can  be  ascertained  he  was  not 
previously  employed  in  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment or  any  other  department. 

3.  He  is  still  in  the  employ  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— CARRIAGE  OP 
COAL. 

Mr.  KEMP  asked  : 

1.  To  whom  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  was  coal 
transported  free  in  the  year  1902-3  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

2.  Was  it  for  government  use  ? 

3.  If  not,  for  whose  use  was  it  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail 
ways  and  Canals)  : 

1.  The  corporation  of  the  city  of  Ottawa. 

2.  No. 

3.  It  is  understood  It  was  sold  by  the 
corporation  to  those  wishing  to  purchase  it. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.).  Be- 
fore the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  shall 
make  a  few  remarks  with  respect  to  a 
matter  which  I  have  informed  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Prime  Minister  I  would  speak 
upon  to-day.  My  remarks  will  be  very 
brief.  They  are  In  connection  with  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bills  for  the  establishment 
of  new  provinces  In  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. I  do  not  of  course  propose  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  these  measures — the  rules  of 
the  House  would  not  permit  me  to  do  so, 
and  even  If  they  would,  that  course  is  not 
advisable  at  the  present  moment,  when,  as  I 
understand,  certain  questions  in  connection 
with  these  Bills  are  under  consideration  by 
the  government.  However,  If  I  were  dis- 
posed to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 
merits,  I  would  be  unable  to  do  so  on  ac- 
count of  the  very  well  known  rules  of  the 
House  which  do  not  seem  to  be  thoroughly 
understood  in  some  quarters  throughout  the 
country.  The  particular  matter  to  which  I 
desire  to  call  attention  Is  :  that  the  Prime 
Minister  introduced  this  legislation,  as  n 
measure  concurred  in  by  all  the  members 
of  the  administration,  whereas  we  dis- 
covered afterwards  that  this  was  not  the 
fact.  My  right  hon.  friend  has  always 
vaunted  himself  as  a  strict  follower  of  con- 
stitutional usage— he  has  sometimes  done 
more  than  that,  because  some  ten  years 
ago  he  claimed  for  himself  .the  attributes  of 
foresight  and  of  courage  when  a  somewhat 
similar  question  as  that  which  arises  to-day 
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was  to  a  certain  extent  agitating  the  parlia- 
ment and  the  people  of  this  country.  My 
right  hon.  friend  then  said  : 

My  oourage  Is  not  to  make  nasty  promises 
and  then  to  ignominously  break  them.  My 
courage  is  to  speak  slowly,  but  once  I  have 
spoken  I  will  stand  or  tall  by  my  words. 

I  mention  that,  because  my  right  hon. 
friend  though  he  may  have  shown  a  great 
deal  of  courage  in  his  action  with  regard  to 
this  measure,  does  not  at  least  seem  to  have 
combined  foresight  with  strict  regard  for 
constitutional  usage.  It  Is  beyond  all  doubt 
that  this  House  is  entitled  to  regard  every 
measure  brought  down  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, or  by  any  other  member  of  the 
cabinet,  as  a  government  measure,  which  is 
the  result  of  the  collective  wisdom  of  the 
cabinet.  I  need  not  cite  authority  for  that, 
to  those  who  are  at  all  familiar  with  the 
usage  as  laid  down  by  recognized  constitu- 
tional authorities ;  let  me,  however,  quote 
two  or  three  words  from  volume  II  of  Todd 
on  parliamentary  government  in  England 
where  it  Is  thus  laid  down  : 

Except  In  the  case  of  an  admitted  open  ques- 
tion, it  must  be  taken  for  granted  that  the 
whole  cabinet  have  assented  to  the  minister- 
ial policy  as  officially  presented  or  propounded 
by  any  minister  acting  or  speaking  on  their 
bebalf. 

Words  could  not  be  plainer.  We  have 
the  absolute  right  to  regard  the  measure 
brought  down  by  the  Prime  Minister  on 
the  21st  day  of  February  last,  as  a  mea- 
sure in  respect  of  which  every  member  of 
the  cabinet  had  been  consulted,  and  which, 
whatever  differences  of  opinion  might  origi- 
nally have  existed  with  regards  to  its  terms, 
was  in  the  end  concurred  in  by  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet,  and  had  the  support 
of  each  of  them.  Now,  it  has  turned  out 
since  the  introduction  of  the  measure,  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Stfton), 
until  recently  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
was  not  consulted  about  that  measure  at 
all.  I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be  with 
regard  to  other  members  of  the  cabinet ; 
we  have  no  Information  with  respect  to  that. 
.We  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  Minister 
of  Finance  was  consulted  with  regard  to 
the  clauses  which  did  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  nor 
do  we  know  to  what  extent,  if  any,  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  was  consulted  with  re- 
gard to  the  financial  terms  embodied  in 
this  measure.  But  we  have  this  peculiar 
circumstance,  at  least,  that  the  measure 
was  brought  down  two  or  three  days  be- 
fore the  return  of  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior. Naturally  we  would  not  be  led  to 
suppose  that  a  measure  of  this  importance, 
with  the  terms  of  which  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  is  so  Intimately  connected, 
would  be  brought  down  within  two  or  three 
days  of  his  return  to  Ottawa,  without  his 
having  had  an  opportunity  to  become  ac- 


quainted with  its  terms.  Nor  is  it  to  be 
supposed,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  had  sailed  about  a  week 
before  from  Europe  to  this  country,  that 
legislation  of  so  great  importance  as  the 
financial  clauses  of  this  Bill,  would  be  in- 
troduced into  this  House  on  the  eve  of  his 
return,  without  his  having  any  opportunity 
to  advise  with  regard  to  them,  or  to  give 
his  colleagues  the  benefit  of  the  wisdom  and 
experience  which  of  course  he  must  possess 
after  occupying  for  some  eight  or  nine  years 
the  position  which  he  now  holds.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  we  might  well 
call  for  an  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  who  leads  the  House  as  to  why 
It  was  he  brought  down  this  measure  with- 
out vouchsafing  to  the  House  the  explanation 
that  two  members  of  his  cabinet  had  not 
been  consulted  at  all  with  regard  to  its  pro- 
visions, and  that,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, this  was  not  the  act  of  the  govern- 
ment. 

But  I  need  not  go  to  Todd  or  to  any  other 
authority  on  parliamentary  government  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  This  administration 
has  laid  down  a  rule,  peculiar,  as  it  is  de- 
clared, to  the  form  of  government  which 
we  enjoy  in  this  country.  What  was  the 
position  of  affairs  ?  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  represented  in  the  cabinet  the  great 
west  of  Canada— represented  more  than  any 
other  member  of  the  cabinet  that  portion 
of  this  country  which  is  now  being  created 
lrto  two  new  provinces.  Further  than  that, 
owing  to  his  experience  of  some  eight  years 
In  the  position  of  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
he  might  be  supposed  to  possess  a  more  in- 
timate knowledge  of  the  needs  and  require- 
ments of  that  country  than  any  other  mem- 
ber of  the  cabinet.  And  yet  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  was  not  consulted  with  re- 
gard to  this  measure,  and  that  in  the  face 
of  the  most  explicit  declaration  made  by 
this  administration  no  further  back  than 
the  14th  of  June,  1904,  that  he  was  the 
man  above  all  others  who  should  be  con- 
sulted on  this  question.  When  Lord  Dun- 
donald  was  dismissed  from  bis  position  as 
General  Officer  Commanding  in  this  coun- 
try, the  government  passed  an  Order  in 
Council  which  was  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House,  and  in  which  the  action  of  the 
administration  in  that  regard  was  justified 
upon  certain  grounds;  and  one  of  the  rea- 
sons put  forward  by  the  administration  for 
the  interference  by  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture in  a  department  with  which  otherwise 
he  had  no  concern  whatever,  indeed,  the 
only  justification  for  that  interference,  was 
expressed  in  that  Order  in  Council  in  these 
words  : — 

In  the  case  of  members  of  the  cabinet,  while 
all  have  an  equal  degree  of  responsibility  in  a 
constitutional  sense,  yet  in  the  practical  work- 
ing out  of  responsible  government,  in  a  coun- 
try of  such  vast  extent  as  Canada,  It  is  found 
necessary  to  attach  special  responsibility  to 
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each  minister  for  the  public  affairs  of  the  pro- 
vince or  district  with  which  he  has  close  politi- 
cal connection,  ant  with  which  his  colleagues 
may  not  be  so  well  acquainted. 

Well,  I  would  submit  to  my  right  lion, 
friend  tbat,  taking  his  own  standard  of 
ministerial  responsibility  thus  expressed  In 
this  Order  in  Council,  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  was  in  this  case  the  minister  above 
nil  others  who  should  have  been  consulted 
ij  the  first  instance  about  those  very  pro- 
visions which  at  the  present  time  are  caus- 
ing some  discussion  In  the  country,  and,  if 
we  may  believe  nil  we  hear,  some  dissen- 
sion on  the  other  side  of  the  House ;  and  I 
would  like  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  how  It  was  that  after  having  de- 
layed some  two  years  before  taking  up  the 
question  at  all,  the  minister  who,  under 
the  constitutional  rule  laid  down  by  the  gov- 
ernment itself,  was  most  to  be  consulted 
with  regard  to  the  terms  of  the  measure, 
was  not  consulted  at  all,  although  the  mea- 
sure was  Introduced  within  three  days  of 
his  returu  to  Ottawa.  My  right  hon.  friend 
Lar.  been  a  very  strict  stickler  for  constitu- 
tional usage  In  some  of  his  dealings  with 
his  ministers  in  days  gone  by.  I  will  ad- 
vert to  only  one  case.  We  remember  that 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  felt  himself  con- 
strained to  ask  for  the  portfolio  of  Public 
Works  at  that  time  held  by  the  Hon.  J.  I. 
Tarte,  because  Mr.  Tarte  had  seen  fit,  in 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  advo- 
cate a  policy  which  had  not  yet  been  adopt- 
ed by  the  government.  Well,  if  that  be  a 
just  reason,  have  not  the  colleagues  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  a  right  to  demand  his 
portfolio  at  the  present  time,  because  he 
has  seen  fit  not  only  to  advocate,  but  to 
place  before  parliament  and  the  country, 
a  measure  to  which  his  colleagues  have  not 
nil  agreed.  I  do  not  know  on  what  ground 
the  right  hou.  gentleman  can  Justify  him- 
self in  this  regard,  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  Is  not  treating  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  due  respect  to  bring  down  a 
measure  of  this  kind  as  one  which  is  con- 
curred in  by  every  member  of  the  adminis- 
tration, and  afterwards  to  acquaint  the 
House,  as  we  are  now  acquainted,  with  the 
fact  that  certain  members  at  least  were  not 
consulted. 

Have  we  not  the  right  under  the  circum- 
stances to  Inquire  respectfully  of  the  First 
Minister  whether  there  are  any  other  mem- 
bers of  his  cabinet  outside  the  member  for 
Hrandon,  lately  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and 
the  Minister  of  Finance  who  were  not  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  terms  of  this 
measure.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
adverted  to  the  aid  which  he  obtained  from 
members  of  the  Executive  Council  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  May  we  not  also 
respectfully  inquire  whether  all  the  provi- 
sions of  this  measure  were  considered  at  the 
conferences  which  took  place  between  the 
members  of  the  cabinet  and  the  members 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


the  Executive  Council  of  the  Territories. 
There  Is  some  further  desirable  information, 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will  not  regard 
my  curiosity  as  fastidious — because  that  is 
the  term  he  usually  applies  when  any  ques- 
tion is  in  the  least  degree  awkward— might  I 
ask  whether  or  not  any  conculsion  has  been 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  filling  of  the 
position  made  vacant  by  the  resignation  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  would  also 
respectfully  inquire  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man regarding  another  matter  which  I  men- 
tioned the  other  day,  namely,  whether  or 
not  changes  in  the  proposed  Bills  creating 
the  new  provinces  are  under  consideration 
by  the  government  ?  We  of  course,  do  not 
seek  to  concern  ourselves  with  any  differ- 
ences which  may  have  occurred  In  the 
ranks  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but 
the  shape  in  which  these  measures  shall 
eventually  come  before  parliament  is  a  mat- 
ter in  which  we  are  legitimately  concerned 
and  as  to  which  we  have  a  reasonable  right 
T-.>  Inquire.  It  is  said  over  and  over  again 
in  the  organs  supposed  to  have  the  confi- 
dence of  the  government — for  example  in  the 
very  last  issue  of  that  newspaper  which  is 
supposed  to  be  the  organ  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  ;  it  is  stated  not  only  that  these 
matters  are  being  discussed  within  the  cab- 
inet and  in  the  ranks  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  but  that  certain  conclusions  have 
i-lready  been  arrived  at  and  will  be  announc- 
ed In  due  coiirse.  I  suggested  to  my  hon. 
friend  only  the  other  day  tbat  as  soon  as 
those  changes— if  any  are  contemplated— be 
r.greed  upon,  they  should  be  announced  to 
tie  House  in  order  that  we  may  have  them 
under  consideration  before  the  time  arrives 
for  discussing  them  in  parliament.  I  ven- 
ture to  bring  this  matter  before  the  govern- 
ment to-day.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  some  ten  years  ago,  when  matters  of 
this  kind  were  discussed  In  parliament 
and  the  country,  that  he  was  not  in  the  bat- 
tle '  No,'  he  said  :  '  The  battle  is  there  ; 
there  is  the  seat  of  contest ;  there  is  the 
raging  conflict.'  I  do  not  want  to  make 
any  special  application  of  those  words  to- 
day ;  but  I  do  think  that  as  soon  as  the 
differences  are  amicably  adjusted,  we  should 
have  a  statement  from  the  Prime  Minister 
as  to  the  form  this  measure  will  eventually 
take  when  it  comes  before  parliament. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIEK.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  have  very  little  to  tell  my  hon. 
friend  of  which  he  is  not  already  aware, 
lit  is  too  old  a  parliamentarian  not  to  know 
the  answer  I  must  give  him.  My  hon.  friend 
knows  well,  none  better,  that  the  delibera- 
tions of  cabinets  ar,e  secret,  that  all  the 
members  of  a  cabinet  are  sworn  to  secrecy, 
and  that  solidarity  exists  among  them  until 
one  of  them  chooses  to  express  his  dissent 
because  he  finds  he  cannot  support  any  long- 
er the  policy  of  the  government  When  such 
a  thing  o>..urs,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the 
government  to  inform  parliament  of  the 
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causes  of  the  differences  which  have  arisen 
between  the  dissenting  member  and  his  col- 
leagues. My  hon.  friend  knows  that  In 
every  government,  it  must  always  be  pre- 
sumed that  there  will  be  some  differences  of 
opinion  among  the  members  composing  it. 
It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  In  a  cabinet 
composed  of  13  or  14  members,  ail  the  min- 
isters are  of  one  mind  upon  all  questions. 
It  must  be  expected  that  there  will  be  some 
differences  among  them.  It  Is  not  in  hu- 
man nature  that  they  should  agree  on  all 
matters,  and  therefore  some  latitude  must 
be  allowed  the  individual  members,  and  this 
latitude  Is  always  extended  until  it  be- 
comes impossible  for  one  of  the  members  of 
the  administration  to  agree  with  his  col- 
li agues.    Let  me  quote  Todd  : 

Upon  the  formation  of  a  ministry  which  em- 
braces men  of  different  shades  of  political  opin- 
ion. It  necessarily  follows  that  there  must  be, 
to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  mutual  concessions 
and  compromises.  But  with  the  rare  exception 
of  certain  questions,  which  by  previous  consent 
it  is  agreed  shall  be  considered  as  '  open,'  it  is 
an  admitted  principle  that  all  the  responsible 
ministers  of  the  crown  are  bound  to  unite  In 
furthering  the  measures  of  government  through 
parliament,  and  in  otherwise  carrying  out  the 
policy  which  has  been  agreed  upon  by_  the 
cabinet.  This  policy  is  framed  in  the  first  in- 
stance by  the  prime  minister  in  accordance 
with  the  principle  of  the  party  to  which  he 
belongs.  It  then  forms  the  basis  of  negotia- 
tion between  himself  and  those  whom  he  may 
invite  to  assist  him  in  carrying  on  the  Queen's 
government. 

All  members  of  the  cabinet  should  agree 
on  questions  of  policy,  but  if  there  should  be 
a  disappointment,  if,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Brandon,  there  should  be 
a  difference  of  opinion,  then  either  a  com- 
promise must  be  reached  or  the  dissenting 
colleague  resigns  from  the  cabinet  In  the 
latter  case  it  Is  the  duty  of  the  First  Minister 
to  give  the  House  information  of  the  causes 
which  led  to  this  unhappy  result  just  as 
an  explanation  of  the  policies  of  the  govern- 
ment is  due  to  the  House  when  the  govern- 
ment Is  formed.  But  does  my  hon.  friend 
expect  the  government  to  give  to  the  House 
all  the  differeut  conversations  or  deliber- 
ations which  may  have  taken  place  In  coun- 
cil—everything which  passed  either  in  writ- 
ing or  by  word  of  mouth  ?  If  he  so  expects, 
his  expectation  is  not  borne  out  by  the  au- 
thorities on  the  subject. 

It  will  be  sufficient  for  me  to  quote  to 
him  the  author  from  whom  he  himself  has 
qnoted,  who  is  recognized  as  the  standard 
authority  upon  these  subjects.  I  quote  from 
Todd,  Vol.  2,  page  487.  After  having  stated 
that  the  House  is  entitled  to  have  full  ex- 
planation on  the  formation  of  a  government, 
Todd  goes  on  to  say  : 

But  the  House  has  no  right  to  ask  for  more 
than  a  general  exposition  of  the  main  principles 
on  which  a  government  is  formed.  It  has  no 
right  to  inquire  into  all  the  conditions  which 
may  have  taken  place  between  the  several 
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members  of  the  government.  Any  arrangements, 
however,  which  have  been  specially  referred 
to  in  debate  by  new  ministers  as  the  stipula- 
tions and  conditions  upon  which  they  agreed 
to  accept  office,  may  be  suitably  inquired  into 
by  other  members. 

And  this  rule  that  is  laid  down  for  the 
formation  of  a  government  Is  exactly  the 
rule  laid  down,  as  I  understand  the  consti- 
tutional authorities  on  the  point,  in  rela- 
tion to  giving  information  concerning  a  gov- 
ernment that,  instead  of  being  formed  is,  to 
some  extent  disrupted.  A  few  days  ago,  it 
was  my  duty— my  painful  duty — to  com- 
municate to  the  House  the  reasons  which 
had  brought  about  the  rupture  between  the 
hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  and 
the  government.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
House  In  entitled  to  more  Information  than 
I  gave  them.  There  are  the  facts,  and  the 
matter  has  been  brought  before  the  House. 
My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has  taken 
exception,  and  when  the  time  comes  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter,  he  will  be  able  to  give 
whatever -explanation  he  thinks  it  well  to 
give.  Until  that  time,  the  House  must  rest 
content  with  the  explanation  given.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  whether,  in 
this  matter,  he  refers  to  the  Bill  in  toto,  or 
simply  to  the  educational  clauses.  It  will 
be  open  to  him  to  tell  the  House  to  what 
extent  he  refers  to  the  Bill  as  a  whole  or  to 
what  extent  he  refers  to  in  toto.  Up  to  this 
time,  I  do  not  think  the  House  is  entitled  to 
more  information  from  us  than  that  which 
has  already  been  imparted. 

My  hon.  friend  asks  a  second  question. 
He  wants  to  know  whether  any  action  is 
to  be  taken  to  fill  the  vacancy  in  the  port- 
folio of  the  Interior  caused  by  the  resigna- 
tion of  my  hon.  friend  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sif- 
ton).  He  is  entitled  to  a  full  and  catego- 
rical answer.  No  action  has  been  taken, 
and  it  is  not  my  intention  now  to  take  any 
action  in  the  way  of  filling  that  portfolio. 

And  my  hon.  friend  asks  still  another 
question.  He  wants  to  know  if  any  changes 
are  contemplated  in  the  Bill.  Really,  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  very  Inquisitive.  I  said 
the  other  day— and  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
will  agree  with  me — that  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  measure  of  any  great  importance,  and 
I  am  aware  of  very  few  measures  even  of 
little  importance,  that  have  ever  gone  over 
that  table  without  having  changes  made  in 
them  ;  and  I  shall  be  much  surprised  if  this 
Bill,  which  is  of  such  great  Importance 
runs  the  gauntlet  of  this  House  without 
fault  being  found  with  it— perhaps  by  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  Ji.  Borden)  ;  perhaps  by  my  hon.  friend 
who  sits  next  to  him  (Mr.  Foster)  ;  perhaps 
by  my  hon.  friend  who  sits  behind  him  (Mr. 
Monk),  or,  perhaps  by  my  hon.  friend  who 
sits  at  his  right  hand  (Mr.  Sproule).  Per- 
haps fault  will  be  found  on  one  band,  per- 
haps on  many.  Therefore,  I  cannot  see  how 
it  is  possible  to  gratify  my  hon.  friend  and 
say  anything  as  to  changes  being  contem- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


U199 


COMMONS 


2200 


plated.  But  I  must  say  that  I  can  under- 
stand that  my  hon.  friend  is  very  anxious 
to  know  in  advance  if  there  are  to  be  any 
changes  made  in  the  Bill.  I  think,  judging 
from  past  experience,  my  hon.  friend  will 
think  it  important  to  know  in  advance  what 
is  to  be  the  precise  character  of  the  Bill 
when  it  shall  come  to  the  second  reading. 
I  presume — and  in  so  presuming,  I  think  I 
do  not  state  anything  that  is  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  truth  ;  if  I  do,  he  will  correct 
me — and  I  have  reason  to  believe,  that  he 
is  preparing  some  batteries  to  attack  this 
Bill ;  and,  perhaps  it  is  important  for  him 
to  know  at  this  time  whether  he  should 
place  his  batteries  on  a  certain  hill  or  place 
them  on  another  hill.  I  can  understand 
that  my  hon.  friend  is  anxious  to  know  whe- 
ther or  not  the  Bill  is  to  be  as  it  is.  If  there 
are  to  be  other  provisions,  as  a  matter  of 
tactics  be  would  like  to  be  in  a  position  to 
judge  whether  his  batteries  should  be  placed 
in  one  place  or  in  another.  But  I  can  hardly 
give  myself  the  pleasure  of  coming  to  the 
rescue  of  my  hon.  friend  by  giving  him  to- 
day information  to  which,  in  due  time,  he 
will  be  entitled. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  May  I  say  one  word 
to  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier): 
Whatever  else  I  do  I  shall  not  retire  within 
the  lines  of  Torres  Vedras.  Might  I  re- 
spectfully suggest  to  him  that  he  has  not 
at  all  answered  the  question  which  I  put  to 
him,  namely  :  Why  did  he  so  far  violate 
constitutional  usage  as  to  bring  down  a  Bill 
as  the  act  of  the  administration  when  two 
members,  who  were  on  the  eve  of  return, 
had  not  been  consulted  In  regard  to  it  That 
is  the  point,  the  chief  point,  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
has  given  no  explanation  as  to  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.   Mr.  Speaker- 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.   I  intend  to  move 
the  adjournment  

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  House  is 
to  be  moved  in  supply  In  a  moment,  and 
that  will  give  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  an  opportunity  to  speak. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  had  the  opportunity  to  speak,  and 
so  had  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  and  I  claim  the  same  privilege 
■of  discussing  the  matter  at  the  present 
stage. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  In  order  to  keep 
myself  within  the  rules  of  the  House,  I  in- 
tend to  conclude  with  a  motion.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  has 
made  a  statement  that  does  not  meet  the 
point  that  has  been  raised.  He  has  been 
asked  to  explain  why  he  Introduced  legis- 
lation in  this  House  dealing  with  the  auto- 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER 


uomy  of  the  Northwest  without  having  the 
approval  of  his  colleagues.  And  he  tells  us 
that  he  does  not  intend  to  appoint  another 
Minister  of  the  Interior  at  the  present  stage 
nnd  to  consult  that  minister  in  regard  to 
these  Bills.  We  heard  the  other  day  about 
autocracy  in  this  House  ;  but  what  about 
the  autocrat  of  the  present  occasion  ?  Not 
only  has  he  got  rid  of  one  minister,  but  he 
intends  to  go  on  with  this  question  without 
calling  to  his  cabinet  a  new  Minister  of  the 
Interior.  Apparently,  he  does  not  care  to 
consult  the  opinion  of  the  west  in  regard  to 
these  things.  But  surely  the  west  Is  worth 
consulting.  Surely  the  new  provinces  of 
the  west  are  just  as  well  entitled  to  be 
consulted  in  this  matter  as  are  some  other 
provinces.  But  every  stage  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman's  conduct  Is  on  unconstitu- 
tional lines.  I  think  the  Prime  Minister  lfl 
constitutionally  bound  to  tell  us  whether 
one  of  his  colleagues  had  not  objections  to 
the  financial  phase  of  the  Bill  that  has  been 
brought  before  the  House.  We  are  sup- 
posed to  have  a  Minister  of  the  Interior 
especially  charged  with  the  affairs  of  the 
west  We  have  a  Minister  of  Finance  who 
is  especially  responsible  for  the  financial 
program  of  the  government.  Yet  we  have 
this  autonomy  measure  Involving  grave 
financial  charges,  and  giving  reason  to  all 
the  other  provinces  for  demanding  better 
terms,  and  the  Finance  Minister  (Mr. 
Fielding)  so  far  as  we  can  gather,  has  not 
even  been  consulted,  as  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  was  not  consulted.  Where  are  we 
to  end.  if  these  things  continue  ?  And  let 
us  refer  to  another  minister.  I  spoke  of  this 
matter  the  other  day,  but  it  should  be  men- 
tioned in  this  connection  also.  We  have  a 
gentleman  acting  as  Minister  of  Public 
Works  who  is  putting  through  estimates 
for  $10,000,000,  and  will  probably  have  sup- 
plementary estimates  for  $3,000,000  more. 
The  amount  will  depend  on  the  political  ex- 
igencies of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Last 
session  this  gentleman  was  in  the  same 
unconstitutional  position,  and  then  put 
through  estimates  of  about  $10,000,000.  And 
yet  this  unconstitutional  method  is  to  be 
continued,  and  when  explanations  are  ask- 
ed none  are  forthcoming.  There  are  more 
governments  in  trouble  than  this  one.  If 
you  read  the  papers  to-day,  you  see  that 
nearly  every  government  in  Europe  is  in 
trouble  for  some  reason.  But  there  is  a 
cure  ;  there  is  a  solvent  for  these  difficul- 
ties ;  and  that  Is  to  consult  the  people.  If 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) believes  in  the  principle  professed  by 
his  party,  he  will  not  carry  on  the  nego- 
tiations that  are  now  going  on  in  the  way 
o*  fights  and  bickerings  in  his  own  cabinet 
but  he  will  do  the  constitutional  thing  and 
go  back  to  the  country  and  submit  this  ques- 
tion to  the  people.  He  has  confessed  to-day 
that  he  is  afraid  to  open  the  constituency 
of  London,  in  Ontario  ;  he  is  afraid  to  open 
a  constituency  in  Manitoba,  and  bring  in  a 
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Minister  of  the  Interior.  On  such  unconsti- 
tutional lines  he  has  carried  his  course  for 
a  good  many  years.  Take  for  instance,  his 
.Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bill.  He  did  not  go  to 
the  people  with  that  before  he  introduced 
it  here  ?  He  carried  it  through  two  ses- 
sions and  then  went  to  the  country  with  it. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  when  he  introduced 
the  national  policy,  first  went  to  the  people, 
and  got  the  approval  of  the  people.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  was  afraid  to  go  be- 
fore the  people  of  this  country  in  the  last 
election  on  the  Autonomy  Bill,  and  he  brings 
it  down  in  the  first  session  in  order  to 
escape  responsibility  for  it  Now,  if  he  is 
in  trouble,  as  he  Is  in  trouble,  if  he  has 
trouble,  if  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   No,  no. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Do  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  mean  to  say  that  the  Minister 
of  Justice  has  not  thrown  all  the  mem- 
bers from  the  Northwest  into  fits  ?  There 
is  trouble.  I  will  tell  you  why  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  appoint  a  Minister 
of  the  Interior ;  it  is  because  if  he  gets  a 
Minister  of  the  Interior  to  consent  to  these 
modifications  he  proposes,  he  will  have  an 
other  province  on  his  hands,  another  re- 
bellion to  quell ;  and,  being  in  that  position, 
he  cannot  resort  to  the  straight  constitu- 
tional method  of  solving  these  questions. 
He  should  not  have  introduced  this  Bill 
without  having  had  the  consent  and  advice 
of  the  members  from  the  Northwest ;  and 
on  behalf  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  to-day 
I  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Slfton),  I  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar 
(Mr.  Greenway),  I  ask  all  the  delegation  from 
the  west,  whether  they  approve  of  this 
legislation  having  been  Introduced  without 
their  representatives  in  the  cabinet  being 
consulted,  and  whether  they  propose  to 
submit  any  longer  to  this  legislation  being 
proceeded  with  without  having  a  minister 
in  the  cabinet  representing  them  and  repre- 
senting the  west.  It  is  not  constitutional. 
It  may  be  justified,  but  it  will  end  in  dis- 
aster, it  cannot  end  in  anything  else.  Now, 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  fixes  up  his 
fences  as  far  as  Manitoba  is  concerned,  he 
will  find  them  down  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  as 
soon  as  he  fixes  them  up  in  regard  to  Nova 
Scotia  and  the  Northwest,  he  will  find  them 
down  in  the  province  of  Quebec  ;  and,  being 
in  that  position,  he  has  to  resort  to  all  these 
tricks.  He  is  afraid  of  trusting  the  people 
to-day.  he  Is  afraid  of  the  good  old  principle 
he  laid  down  years  ago  of  provincial  rights. 
Now.  I  want  to  tell  him  in  regard  to  this 
education  problem,  that  he  can  patch  it  up 
as  much  as  he  likes,  he  can  hold  what 
caucuses  he  likes,  he  can  fix  up  his  fences 
in  this  direction  and  in  that  direction  ;  but 
there  Is  only  one  thing  that  will  satisfy  the 
provinces  of  Canada  to-day,  and  that  is 
complete  autonomy  for  the  Northwest  pro- 
vinces, the  right  of  the  people  of  the  west 
to  settle  their  own  educational  affairs.  They 
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wish  to  be  free  to  settle  this  question  ;  they 
don't  want  all  these  bickerings  in  the  cabi- 
net They  want  to  be  treated  as  freemen, 
with  the  right  to  settle  their  own  educa- 
tional questions  ;  and  it  ts  because  they 
dared  to  assert  their  freedom  In  this  House, 
because  they  had  a  minister  In  the  govern- 
ment who  was  prepared  to  assert  that  right 
that  that  minister  has  been  put  out,  and 
they  are  to-day  to  be  treated  as  slaves. 
Again  I  tell  the  right  hon.  gentleman  that 
he  must  have  more  respect  for  the  consti- 
tution. So  far  he  professes  to  be  upholding 
the  constitution.  But  everything  he  does  is 
irregular — his  relations  with  his  ministers, 
these  negotiations  that  are  going  on  to-day, 
all  these  things  that  we  hear  of,  and  many 
other  things  that  don't  get  into  the  press, 
but  that  we  know  are  going  on,  with  no 
peace  in  prospect  continued  bickerings  are 
in  store  for  us.  Agaiu  I  say  he  is  on  the 
wrong  line,  and  he  must  retrace  his  steps. 
He  has  spoken  to-day  of  the  retreat  of  the 
late  Minister  of  the  Interior.  There  was 
no  retreat  on  the  part  of  the  late  Minister 
of  the  Interior  in  standing  up  for  the  rights 
of  the  new  provinces.  He  was  maintaining 
what  I  call  good  doctrine  in  regard  to  pro- 
vincial rights.  Yet,  because  he  took  that 
position  in  this  House,  the  First  Minister 
says  he  is  retreating.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  may  say  it  is  a  retreat,  but  I 
say,  No.  Once  again,  in  the  name  of  the 
people  of  the  great  Northwest,  I  ask  the 
government  to  keep  their  hands  off  these 
new  provinces  in  regard  to  education.  Let 
the  people  up  there  settle  these  questions 
themselves.  They  are  well  competent  to  do 
It ;  they  know  what  they  want  without  any 
advice  from  any  other  province,  I  do  not 
care  which.  Al  lthey  ask  is  that  they  be 
permitted  to  settle  their  own  affairs.  I  do 
not  care  what  batteries  may  be  placed  in 
this  House,  on  the  one  side  or  the  other. 
There  is  no  service  in  this  House  but  the 
one  service — the  public  service.  I  want  to 
tell  the  right  hon.  gentleman  this,  that  it 
may  take  much  longer  than  he  counts  on  to 
put  this  session  through.  I  do  not  see  why 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  should  get  one 
dollar  of  supplies  while  he  has  no  minister 
of  the  Interior  to  take  the  part  of  Manitoba. 
I  do  not  see  why  he  should  get  any  legisla- 
tion through  this  House  until  he  comes  for- 
ward with  a  complete  ministry,  until  he 
comes  forward  with  a  man  representing  that 
portion  of  the  country — if  the  government 
believe  in  geographical  representation — with 
a  man  from  that  portion  of  the  country  pre- 
pared to  assume  the  responsibilities  of  this 
government  in  'connection  with  their  pro- 
gramme in  dealing  with  the  autonomy  of 
the  west 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  conclude  with  a  motion. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  making  a  motion  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  rise. 
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Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN  (rising).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Mr.  DERBYSHIRE.  I  would  like  to 
know  who  this  member  is  that  is  moving 
the  adjournment  of  this  House,  interfering 
with  the  proceedings  and  delaying  the  busi- 
ness that  ought  to  be  gone  on  with  ? 

Motion  to  adjourn  negatived. 

PRIVATE  BILLS— EXTENSION  OP 
TIME. 

Mr.  GERVAIS  moved: 

That  rule  49  of  this  House  regarding  the 
presentation  of  petitions  for  Private  Bills  be 
suspended,  and  that  he  be  given  leave  to  pre- 
sent a  petition  to  Incorporate  the  Crown  Casu- 
alty Insurance  Company,  Limited,  time  having 
expired  tor  presenting  petitions,  and  that  the 
said  petition  be  read  and  received  forthwith  ? 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Oervais)  not  to  make  this  motion ;  let  it 
stand  until  to-morrow.  I  would  like  to 
have  some  information  about  it 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Stand. 

INQUIRY  FOR  RETURN. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE.  Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Railways  (Mr.  Emmerson)  when 
he  will  bring  down  the  return  which  was 
ordered  by  the  House  on  the  20th  of 
February  with  reference  to  the  application 
of  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  for  access 
by  their  municipal  telephone  wires  to  the 
offices  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in 
those  towns.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  there  are  a  number  of  similar 
applications  depending  upon  this  return, 
and,  having  regard  to  what  took  place  when 
the  matter  was  last  under  discussion  in  this 
House,  I  think  the  return  should  have  been 
brought  down  before  this.  I  desire  to  have 
the  return  expedited  as  much  as  possible, 
and  I  trust  the  minister  will  agree  with  me 
In  that. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  regret  that  we  have 
not  yet  received  from  the  Railway  Com- 
mission the  copies  of  the  papers  which  are 
necessary  to  be  Included  in  this  return.  I 
shall  take  occasion  again  to  call  their  at- 
tention to  the  fact.  We  have  not  received 
the  information  yet. 

STEAM  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

Mr.  A.'  A.  McLEAN.  I  would  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  If  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  over  2,000  mail  bags  containing 
mail  matter  at  Sackville  and  Pictou  that 
have  been  delayed  in  transmission  to  Prince 
Edward  Island.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
the  department  is  going  to  do  about  it.  This 
matter  of  mail  communication  has  got  to 
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be  In  a  most  disgraceful  condition  and  when 
we  find  that  passengers  take  something 
like  six  weeks  to  get  from  Pictou  to  Cnar- 
lottetown  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  think 
it  is  about  time  the  government  took  some 
measures  to  remedy  this  great  grievance. 
We  find  that  about  2,000  bags  of  mall  matter 
have  now  accumulated,  and  I  think  this  is  a 
matter  for  the  Postmaster  General  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Mulock)  himself  to  take  in  hand. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  will  inquire  into  the  matter  and  give  the 
hon.  gentleman  an  answer  to-morrow. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  might  say  In  answer 
to  that  question  that  I  have  received  word 
that  the  snow  blockade  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  was  finally  raised,  to-day.  Until  now 
all  trains  there' have  been  suspended  for  a 
considerable  time. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  That  is  not  the 
matter  which  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Postmaster  General.  I  was 
referring  to  the  mail  matter  which  is  on 
this  side,  not  to  conditions  on  the  other  side. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  stated  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  that  I 
will  Inquire  Into  the  matter  and  give  him 
an  answer  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Murray  Harbour  branch  and  Hillsboro'  bridge, 
$357,400. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  was  some  in- 
formation that  was  required  but  it  will  take 
a  day  or  so  to  get  it.  We  have  had  to  send 
to  Moncton  for  it  and  I  therefore  cannot 
go  on  with  this  item  at  present. 

Item  allowed  to  stand. 

Railways  and  Canals  collection  of  revenue — 
Intercolonial  Railway,  $7,000,000.' 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  is  the  usual 
amount  asked  for  in  connection  with  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  with  the  exception  that  we  have 
added  $500,000  in  order  to  cover  the  addi- 
tional wages  and  increased  mileage. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Could  the  hon.  gentleman 
tell  us  If  he  has  the  Information  I  asked 
him  for  in  respect  to  tenders  for  supplies, 
the  details  of  which  I  gave  him  two  days 

ago  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  a  large  majority 
of  cases  tenders  are  invited  from  people  all 
over  the  country,  and  I  beg  to  hand  now  to 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Kemp)  the  general  form 
of  tender  which  is  used  in  the  Intercolonial 
Hallway.  In  some  cases  the  supplies  are 
advertised  for.  The  detailed  information  he 
iisked  for  has  to  be  obtained  from  Moncton 
where  the  original  tenders  and  statements 
are  kept,  and  it  was  Impossible  for  me  to 
obtain  them  so  soon. 
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Mr.  KEMP.  Would  the  minister  have 
them  within  a  week  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  suppose  my 
bon.  friend  wishes  to  have  the  matter  de- 
layed until  the  information  can  be  obtained. 
I  will  have  it  for  the  supplementary  esti- 
mates and  my  hon.  friend  can  discuss  the 
matter  then. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Before  the  general  dis- 
cussion on  this  vote  Is  proceeded  with,  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  wbat  seems  to 
me  to  be— and  what  I  think  will  appear 
also  to  the  unbiased,  independent  judgment 
of  the  House  to  be  a  most  unwarranted  and 
unjust  dismissal  by  this  department.  I  re- 
fer to  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Odbur  White, 
station  agent  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
at  Fredericton,  that  is  on  the  line,  which 
was  (ormerly  the  Canadian  Eastern  Railway 
and  is  now  in,  operation  as  part  of  the  In- 
tercolonial system.  Mr.  White  had  been 
In  the  employ  of  the  Canada  Eastern 
for  twenty-two  or  twenty-three  years, 
indeed  ever  since  the  first  year  of 
its  operation.  For  fifteen  years  be  had  been 
station  agent  at  Fredericton,  from  which 
position  he  was  dismissed  on  the  24th  of 
January  last.  Before  being  appointed  at 
Fredericton  he  served  for  live  years  as 
station  agent  at  Boiestown,  and  for  two  or 
three  years  prior  to  that  he  had  been  a 
brakeman  on  the  road.  Mr.  White  has  ever 
been  recognized  by  all  those  who  know  him 
as  a  most  respectable,  intelligent,  painstak- 
ing and  industrious  man,  a  perfectly  Inoffen- 
sive man  whose  whole  thought  was  en- 
gtossed  in  the  performance  of  his  duties 
and  in  providing  for  the  comfort  and  wel- 
fare of  his  family.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
White's  politics  were  known  to  no  one, 
outside  possibly  the  circle  of  his  own 
family.  When  the  Canada  Eastern  was 
taken  over  by  the  government  on  the  first 
of  October  last,  Mr.  White  received  the 
same  notice  as  all  other  employees 
of  the  railroad,  that  he  would  be 
after  that  date  continued  In  the  service  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  The  Canada 
Eastern  was  added  to  the  Moncton— St. 
Flavle  division  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, and  Mr.  Thomas  Hoben,  who  bad 
served  with  great  satisfaction  to  the  public 
aa  superintendent  of  the  Canada  Eastern 
from  the  first  year  of  its  operation,  was 
appointed  assistant  superintendent  of  the 
Moncton-St.  Flavle  division.  All  the  other 
employees  and  officials  of  the  Canada  East- 
ern retained  their  several  positions  under 
the  government  management  in  accordance 
with  what  I  believe  was  the  agreement 
between  the  Alexander  Gibson  Railway  and 
Manufacturing  Company,  the  former  pro- 
prietors, and  the  government.  Mr.  White 
continue!  to  perform  the  duties  of  station 
agent  at  Fredericton  after  the  taking  over 
of  the  railroad  until  after  the  general  elec- 
tions, and  down  to  the  10th  day  of  January, 


when  without  any  suggestion  having  been 
made  to  him  or  any  intimation  of  any 
kind  communicated  to  him  from  any  source 
that  his  services  were  unsatisfactory,  he 
received  this  letter  : 

Gibson,  N.3.,  January  10th,  1905. 
Mr.  Odbur  White,  agent,  Fredericton  : 
Dear  Sir, — I  am  directed  by  my  superior  offi- 
cer to  inform  you  that  your  services  as  station 
master  at  Fredericton  for  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  are  to  be  dispensed  with.  It  will  take 
effect  14  days  from  this  date. 

Yours  truly, 

(Sgd.)  THOMAS  HOBEN. 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  letter  as- 
signed no  cause  whatever  for  the  dismissal 
of  Mr.  White.  It  will  be  observed  also  that 
his  dismissal  was  to  take  effect,  not  a.t  the 
beginning  or  end  of  a  quarter,  not  at  the 
beginning  or  end  of  a  month  even,  but  on 
the  24th  day  of  January  in  midwinter  on  a 
two  weeks'  notice.  I  think  that  even  had 
there  been  any  reasonable  grounds  for  dis- 
satisfaction with  Mr.  White,  it  was  repre- 
hensible and  contemptible  to  the  last  degree 
for  this  department  of  the  government  to 
treat  him  In  this  summary  way,  a  man  who 
had  given  twenty-three  years  of  his  life 
to  the  service  of  this  railway.  I  think  I 
will  be  able  to  show,  however,  that  this 
dismissal  was  absolutely  without  any  justi- 
fication or  excuse,  and  to  serve  no  purpose, 
except  that  of  gratifying  the  spiteful  whims 
of  the  defeated  government  candidate  in 
the  county  of  York.  As  I  have  said,  the 
letter  which  I  read  was  the  first  Intimation 
Mr.  White  had  that  there  was  any  dis- 
satisfaction with  his  services,  and  on  its 
receipt  he  went  at  once  to  Mr.  Hoben,  under 
whom  he  had  served  for  twenty-three  years, 
and  asked  him  the  cause.  Mr.  Hoben  in 
formed  him  that  he  knew  nothing  whatever  _ 
about  it,  and  that  the  first  intimation  he 
had  received  of  an  Intention  to  make  any 
change  was  the  letter  of  dismissal,  with  in- 
structions to  sign  It  and  to  forward  it  to 
Mr.  White.  Mr.  White  then  wrote  to  Mr. 
Evan  Price,  superintendent  of  the  Monc- 
ton-St. Flavle  division,  and  also  to  Mr.  J. 
K.  Price,  the  general  superintendent  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  but  to  neither  of 
these  letters  did  he  receive  any  reply.  Then 
he  wrote  to  the  minister  himself,  asking  for 
the  reason  of  his  dismissal,  and  six  days 
later  the  minister  replied  with  a  letter, 
which  I  will  refer  to  later.  Mr.  White,  not 
having  received  this  letter  up  to  that  time 
or  been  able  to  ascertain  from  any  one  the 
course  of  his  dismissal,  I  asked  on  the  23rd 
day  of  January,  the  following  question  of 
the  minister  : 

1.  Has  Odbur  White,  station  agent  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  at  Fredericton,  N.B.,  been 
notified  that  his  services  as  such  agent  are  to 
be  dispensed  with  on  the  twenty-fourth  day  of 
January,  inst.  ? 
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2.  If  so,  when  was  he  so  notified,  and  for 
what  reason  ? 

3.  Have  any  complaints  been  made  against 
him  In  reference  to  the  performance  or  non- 
performaance  of  his  duties,  or  otherwise  T 

4.  If  any  such  complaints  have  been  made,  by 
whom  were  they  made  :  were  they  made  in 
writing,  and  hare  they  been  investigated  ? 

Mr.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals  : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  January  10,  1906. 

3.  Yes. 

4.  Mr.  Tiffin,  general  traffic  manager,  and  Mr. 
J.  E.  Price,  general  superintendent,  reported 
him  as  not  qualified  for  the  position. 

Hon.  members  will  observe  that  I  asked 
specifically  if  there  were  complaints,  and  if 
those  complaints  were  in  writing.  The  min- 
ister's answer  was:  'Yes.  Mr.  Tiffin,  general 
traffic  manager,  and  Mr.  J.  B.  Price,  general 
superintendent,  reported  him  as  not  qualified 
for  the  position.  The  reasonable  inference 
the  only  presumable  inference  from  the 
form  of  the  question  and  answer,  was  that 
these  complaints  were  In  writing.  Assum- 
ing, then,  that  these  officials  had  In  writing 
reported  Mr.  White  as  not  qualified  for  the 
position,  I  moved  on  the  26th  of  January  : 

For  copies  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Tiffin,  general 
traffic  manager,  and  J.  E.  Price,  general  super- 
intendent, of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  report- 
ing Odbur  White,  station  agent  at  Fredericton, 
N.B.,  as  not  qualified  for  the  position  ;  and  of 
all  other  correspondence  in  the  possession  of 
the  government  of  the  Department  of  Railways 
and  Canals,  relating  to  the  dismissal  of  said 
Odbur  White  ? 

When  that  motion  was  moved  the  Minister 
of  Railways  made  this  statement: 

There  is  no  correspondence.  Reports  were 
made  to  me  orally  at  Moncton  in  the  month 
of  December.  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  White,  to  which  I  have  replied.  That  cor- 
respondence can  be  furnished  if  the  bon.  gentle- 
man is  satisfied  with  that. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  Is  a  most  re- 
markable thing  that  these  complaints,  If 
there  were  complaints,  should  originate  with 
the  head  officials  of  the  road  at  Moncton,  Mr. 
Tiffin  and  Mr.  Price.  It  seems  to  me  that 
those  officials  could  not  possibly  have  had 
any  personal  knowledge  of  the  manner  In 
which  Mr.  White  was  performing  his  duties 
at  Fredericton.  The  only  knowledge  they 
would  have  would  be  such  as  would  be  com- 
municated to  them  by  patrons  of  the  road 
at  Fredericton  or  by  reports  from  intermedi- 
ate officials,  and,  therefore,  the  statement 
which  the  minister  made,  that  these  com- 
plaints came,  not  from  the  ground  upon 
which  Mr.  White  was  performing  his  duties, 
but  from  the  fountain  head  of  the  system, 
struck  me  as  being  rather  a  singular  state- 
ment. Imagine  two  of  the  chief  officials  of 
the  government  railway  system  meeting  the 
responsible  Minister  of  Railways  at  Monc- 
ton In  the  month  of  December  last,  as  the 
minister  stated,  and  both  importuning  him 
for  the  dismissal  of  a  station  agent  who  en- 
Joyed  a  salary  of  but  $65  a  month,  and  that 

Mr.  CROCKET. 


at  the  Christmas  season  of  the  year.  This 
may  apepar  to  be  a  creditable  statement  to 
the  members  of  this  House,  and  of  course 
we  are  bound  to  accept  It,  but  at  the  same 
time  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  a  most 
remarkable  explanation  of  this  dismissal. 
I  have  referred  to  a  letter  which  Mr.  White 
addressed  to  the  Minister  of  Railways  ask- 
ing the  reason  of  his  dismissal.  This  cor- 
respondence I  get  from  the  return,  which 
was  brought  down  on  the  13th  of  February 
in  answer  to  the  motion  to  which  I  have 
already  alluded.  On  the  14th  of  January 
Mr.  White  wrote  this  letter  to  the  Minister 
of  Railways  : 

Fredericton  Station,  January  14,  1906. 

Dear  Sir  and  Brother, — I  am  not  personally 
acquainted  with  you,  but  I  am  well  known  In  the* 
city.  I  have  worked  on  the  road  since  It  was 
first  started.  I  have  been  dismissed,  notice  to 
take  effect  January  24th,  1906.  No  cause  given 
whatever.  * 

Now,  my  friend,  I  am,  and  always  have  been, 
a  supporter  of  the  present  government.  I  defy 
the  face  of  clay  to  say  anything  contrary.  I 
think  it  pretty  hard,  a  poor  man  with  a  family, 
and  to  be  thrown  out  of  a  job  just  in  mid-win- 
ter, and  if  you  think  well  of  It  you  might  ask 
the  management  to  be  a  little  merciful.  Will 
you  please  look  into  this  matter  and  kindly  let 
me  know. 

Yours,  In  trouble, 

O.  WHITE,  Agent. 

To  this  the  minister  replied  as  follows: 

Ottawa,  January  20,  1906. 
Dear  Sir,— Yours  of  the  14th  Instant  is  re- 
ceived, having  reference  to  the  notice  which 
has  been  given  you  by  the  Intercolonial  author^ 
ities.  On  the  report  of  the  officials  of  the  road 
as  to  your  efficiency  and  th»  necessity  of  having 
a  better  qualified  man  at  Fredericton,  I  was 
constrained  to  give  assent  to  your  being  set 
aside.  I  bad  reprimanded  the  officials  for  the 
manner  in  which  tbe  affairs  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  at  Fredericton  were  being  conducted, 
and  their  answer  was  that  they  could  not  be 
held  accountable  in  view  of  the  want  of  quali- 
fication on  the  part  of  some  of  the  officers.  I 
hold  them  responsible  for  results,  and  must  give 
them  a  free  hand  in  the  choice  of  officers  to  do 
their  work. 

Yours  faithfully, 
H.  R.  EMMERSON. 

It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  pretty  difficult 
to  reconcile  this  letter,  addressed  by  the 
minister  to  Mr.  White  on  the  30th  of  Jan- 
uary, with  the  statement  which  was  made 
by  the  minister  in  this  House  in  answer  to 
the  question  I  asked  on  the  23rd  of  Jan- 
uary. From  the  answer  which  the  min- 
ister made  to  these  questions,  It  would  ap- 
pear that  this  dismissal  was  the  result  of 
complaints  which  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
Price  and  Mr.  Tiffin.  From  the  letter  which 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  addressed  to 
Mr.  White  on  the  20th  of  January,  it  would 
appear  that  the  Initiative  was  with  the 
minister  himself.  In  that  letter  he  says  he 
reprimanded  the  officials  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  affairs  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
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way  at  Fredericton  were  being  conducted. 
It  did  seem  to  me  somewhat  out  of  the 
ordinary  that  the  hon.  minister  should  have 
any  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  <be 
business  at  Frederlcton  was  being  conducted 
except  through  reports  made  to  him  by 
these  same  officials  whom  he  was  repri- 
manding. When  I  questioned  him  the  other 
?day  regarding  the  necessity  for  a  new 
fetation  house  at  Frederlcton,  he  said  be  had 
no  knowledge  personally  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  traffic  at  Fredericton ;  and 
it  seems  rather  singular  that  while  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  requirements  of 
the  traffic  at  Frederlcton,  be  should  have 
personal  knowledge  regarding  the  details  of 
the  work  of  a  station  agent  who  was  re- 
ceiving a  salary  of  $55  a  month.  However, 
that  is  the  statement  made,  and  from  this 
letter  it  appears  that  the  Initiative  in  con- 
nection with  this  dismissal  lay  with  the 
Minister  of  Railways  himself.  It  is  rather 
remarkable,  I  think,  that  an  officer  who  had 
served  for  fifteen  years  in  charge  of  that 
station— the  most  important  station  upon 
the  Canada  Eastern  Railway— and  in  the 
employ  of  the  Alexander  Gibson  Railway 
and  Manufacturing  Company,  and  against 
whom  no  complaint  had  ever  been  made — 
that  such  an  official  should  have  been  re- 
tained by  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and 
continued  In  this  position  until  shortly  after 
the  elections  and  then,  without  any  previous 
intimation,  be  dismissed  in  mid-winter  on  a 
two  weeks'  notice  for  the  alleged  reason 
that  he  was  not  qualified  for  the  position. 
By  the  Jaw  of  this  country  a  domestic 
servant  under  a  month's  hiring  is  entitled 
to  at  least  a  month's  notice  if  dismissed. 
In  my  opinion  the  treatment  meted  out  to 
Mr.  White  does  the  Railway  Department 
great  discredit  and  will  not  do  the  govern- 
ment or  its  party  in  the  county  of  York 
much  good.  Neither  do  I  think  that  It  will 
commend  itself  to  the  judgnieni^of  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  EMMERSOX.  My  hon.  friend  has 
the  idea  that  in  this  matter  I  was  moved 
by  some  spirit  of  political  antagonism.  I 
want  to  say  distinctly  and  unequivocally 
that  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  White  was  in  no 
way  due  to  auy  act  of  the  gentleman  who 
was  Liberal  candidate  at  the  last  election 
in  the  county  of  York.  Nor  was  it  inspired 
by  auy  political  antagonism  or  due  to  any 
political  representations  or  political  interfer- 
ence at  all  either  in  that  county .  or  out 
of  it.  Let  me  state  the  bare  facts.  It 
came  to  my  knowledge  during  last  autumn 
—I  think  in  December— that  the  traffic  from 
Frederlcton  to  the  west  was  largely  going 
over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Jtallway.  I  then 
had  a  conference  with  the  general  traffic 
manager  here  in  Ottawa  in  the  first  in- 
stance. I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  traffic  was  being  diverted  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  when  naturally 
It  should  go  by  the    Canada  Eastern.  I 


spoke  warmly,  and  he  explained  that  the 
solicitation  for  freight  was  under  the  di- 
rection of  Mr.  Smiley,  the  district  freight 
agent  at  St.  John,  and  that  Mr.  White,  sta- 
tion agent  at  Frederlcton,  was  charged  with 
the  duty  of  looking  after  freight  matters 
there,  and  that  he  was  entirely  Inefficient. 
More  than  that  he  said  that  those  who  ship- 
ped freight  complained  of  Mr.  White.  Mr. 
Tiffin,  the  general  traffic  manager,  told  me 
that  he  had  gone  to  Fredericton  himself  and 
had  seen  that  the  traffic  was  being  diverted 
from  the  government  road,  and  he  com- 
plained against  Mr.  White  in  that  connec- 
tion. I  did  not  know  Mr.  White  from 
Adam.  I  did  not  know  there  was  any  such 
person  in  charge  of  the  station.  I  had  to 
ask  who  he  was,  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Tiffin  : 
If  Mr.  White  is  not  fit  for  the  place,  you 
will  have  to  get  somebody  else.  There  was 
no  arrangement  between  myself  and  Mr. 
Gibson  or  anybody  else  representing  the 
Canada  Eastern  Railway  that  the  employees 
on  that  railway  should  be  continued.  I 
did  say  to  Mr.  Gibson  that  of  course  if 
the  men  he  had  been  employing  were  found 
efficient  and  satisfactory,  we  would  keep 
them  on.  They  were  therefore  continued 
on  probation.  The  railway  was  not  taken 
over  until  last  summer  late  or  In  the 
autumn  and  these  men  were  on  probation. 
It  was  the  duty  of  Mr.  Tiffin  to  find  out  how 
these  men  were  doing  their  work,  and  it 
was  on  his  report  that  I  took  the  action  1 
considered  necessary.  Later  on,  In  Decem- 
ber, the  matter  came  up  at  Moncton,  when 
I  was  there.  It  was  either  the  1st  Decem- 
ber or  the  1st  January.  I  cannot  remember 
the  exact  date. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  How  long  had  the 
Intercolonial  taken  over  this  road  at  that 
time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  was  taken  over  in 
October,  I  think.  Then,  I  saw  Mr.  Price 
and  Mr.  Tiffin.  These  gentlemen  had  been 
discussing  the  matter,  and  their  view  was 
that  Mr.  White  was  not  capable  of  attend- 
ing to  the  work  there,  and  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  have  somebody  who  was  quali- 
fied. I  gave  my  consent  to  that.  There 
was  nothing  political  in  the  matter— I  make 
that  statement  here.  In  addition,  Mr. 
White's  letter  states  that  he  was  a  Liberal 
during  his  whole  life. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Mr.  Gibson  did  not  seem 
to  consider  him  such. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Gibson  did  not 
approach  me  in  the  matter.  This  seems 
some  little  parochial  affair  that  has  been 
taken  up  by  my  hon.  friend  without  full 
appreciation  at  least  of  the  responsibilities 
of  my  position.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  think  that  Mr.  Gibson  wanted  Mr.  White 
dismissed  ?  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  It 
was  purely  a  departmental  matter,  and  it 
was  carried  out  in  accordance  with  the 
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routine  of  the  department?.  Even  with  se- 
lecting the  man  to  take  Mr.  White's  place, 
I  had  nothing  to  do.  It  was  part  of  the 
routine  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I  am 
not  consulted  about  appointments  of  sta- 
tion agents. 

Mr.  INGRAM.   Who  took  this  place  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  A  man  from  one  of 
the  other  stations  was  promoted.  I  think 
his  named  Is  Walker.  He  was  entitled  to 
the  place  in  order  of  promotion.  He  had 
been  stationed  on  the  northern  division  at 
Dalhousle.  The  notice  was  the  customary 
notice,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  It  Of 
course,  I  have  to  assume  the  responsibility 
here,  and  I  do  not  shirk  it  I  think  that 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  facts  I  have 
given,  my  hon.  friend  must  revise  his  judg- 
ment with  respect  to  the  matter.  I  stated 
In  my  letter  to  Mr.  White  the  exact  facts. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  un- 
derstood what  the  minister  meant  by  the 
diversion  of  freight,  and  the  agency  of  the 
station  master  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  was  western  freight. 

Mr.  POSTER.    Where  from  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Originating  in  Frede- 
ricton and  vicinity  and  shipped  from  Frede- 
ricton.  A  certain  quantity  or  class  of  that 
freight,  I  am  informed,  always  went  by 
the  Canada  Eastern  and  Intercolonial.  I 
understand  that  it  transpired  that  some  of 
that  freight  was,  under  the  changed  condi- 
tions, being  sent  by  way  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  by  Fredericton  junction. 
The  duty  of  the  station  agent  at  that  sta- 
tion, in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Smiley,  the 
district  freight  agent,  was  to  attend  to  the 
solicitation  of  freight  and  see  that  It  went 
out  in  the  right  direction.  This  I  was  told 
by  the  traffic  manager  of  the  Intercolonial, 
and  it  was  solely  upon  his  complaint  that  the 
action  was  taken. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Has  the  freight 
been  secured  under  the  new  agent  ? 


I  have  not  heard  any 


Mr.  EMMERSON. 
complaints. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Did  the  minister  com- 
municate with  the  assistant  superintendent 
•of  that  district  whose  headquarters  were  at 
Fredericton,  with  regard  to  this  diversion  of 
freight  ?  Would  not  this  assistant  super- 
intendent be  responsible  for  that  diversion 
rather  than  the  station  agent  ?  And  what 
does  the  minister  mean  by  his  letter  in 
which  he  speaks  of  the  difficulty  arising 
through  want  of  qualification  not  on  the 
part  of  the  station  agent,  but,  '  on  the  part 
of  some  of  the  officers?'  If  there  were  others 
responsible,  who  were  they  ?  And,  were 
complaints  made  to  Mr.  Hobeu,  who  was 
primarily  responsible  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way at  Fredericton  ? 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Hoben  has  to  do 
with  the  management  of  the  trains  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  road-bed,  as  I  understand 
it— he  is  not  a  traffic  officer  any  way.  My 
communications  are  with  the  head  of  the 
department;  I  do  not  have  communications 
with  track  masters  along  the  line  or  the 
district  superintendents.  The  communica- 
tions between  the  minister  or  the  depart- 
ment and  the  railway  are  through  the  gen- 
eral manager,  or,  on  a  matter  relating 
to  traffic  with  the  traffic  master,  or  in  a 
matter  coming  under  his  department,  with 
the  superintendent  of  motive  power. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Would  not  Mr.  White  be 
immediately  responsible  to  the  assistant  su- 
perintendent, Mr.  noben  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  regard  to  his  sta- 
tion duties,  yes  ;  but  not  in  regard  to  his 
duties  in  the  solicitation  of  traffic. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  To  whom  would  he  be 
responsible  on  that  point  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  freight  agent  at 
Moncton,  and  the  general  traffic  manager. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Would  the  hon.  minister 
explain  why  he  was  so  anxious  about  freight 
being  transferred  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  before  the  dismissal  of  this  man. 
and,  since  the  new  man  has  been  put  in 
the  place,  he  has  made  no  inquiries  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Complaints  were  made 
to  me  that  we  were  losing  freight.  I  took 
action  on  those  complaints.  I  have  had 
no  complaints  lately.  I  had  not  thought 
it  my  duty  to  inquire  into  these  internal 
affairs,  but.  when  they  are  brought  to  my 
notice  by  the  officers  of  the  railway,  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  take  action  with  regard  to 
them.  When  the  complaints  reached  me  I 
Inquired  whether  these  conditions  existed 
and  what  was  the  remedy,  and.  according 
to  the  advice  of  the  officer  that  remedy 
was  applied. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Am  I  to  understand  that 
Mr.  White's  dismissal  was  In  consequence 
of  the  diversion  of  traffic  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  through  his  fault. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  stated  the  reasons 
("or  diversion.  * 

Mr.  INGRAM.  They  were  very  unsatis- 
factory. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Of  course,  I  know 
that  there  is  nothing  I  could  say  that  would 
be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  This  Mr.  White,  had  he 
been  a  member  of  parliament,  perhaps  would 
have  been  listened  to  with  greater  atten- 
tion ;  but,  being  only  a  poor  station  agent, 
his  case  was  held  to  be  not  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
made,  by  Inference,  a  serious  charge  against 
Mr.  White.  You  can  only  infer  that  Mr. 
White  has  violated  his  instructions.  Violat- 
ed them,  how  ?   If  Mr.  White  was  instruct- 
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ed  to  collect  general  freight  at  Fredericton, 
and  John  Brown  came  along  with  freight 
and  wanted  it  routed  over  the  road  to  a 
certain  point,  and  if  Mr.  White,  yielding  to 
his  request,  did  not  route  it  over  the  line 
that  the  minister  wanted  him  to  route  it, 
then  Mr.  "White  is  deserving  of  censure  and 
dismissal.  The  minister  has  not  given  a 
single  instance  where  he  routed  freight  be- 
longing to  any  man  over  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway,  he  has  not  made  out  a  case 
against  Mr.  White.  In  the  next  place,  if 
Mr.  Hoben,  who  is  superintendent  of  that 
division,  was  not  consulted  as  to  whether 
he  was  carrying  out  his  duties  properly, 
then  I  hold  that  Mr.  Hoben  was  not  to 
blame.  This  is  a  clear  case  of  dis- 
missing a  man  In  the  most  heartless 
manner  and  without  a  proper  Investigation. 
As  I  said  before,  if  a  member  of  parliament 
had  done  something  of  this  kind  his  case 
would  have  been  considered ;  but,  as  he  is 
only  a  poor  railway  agent,  twelve  days' 
notice  is  sufficient  for  him  to  get  out.  This 
man  had  been  an  agent  for  fifteen  years  on 
the  Canada  Eastern  Railway,  after  he  had 
been  a  brakeman  for  years  previously  to 
being  an  agent,  and  still  we  are  told  he  was 
not  qualified  for  the  position  of  agent  at 
Predericton.  I  say  it  is  disgraceful.  The 
government  have  had  this  road  only  from 
October  to  January,  and  if  this  is  the  way 
they  are  going  to  treat  their  employees  on 
the  Canada  Eastern  Railway,  it  is  high 
time  a  change  should  be  made.  As  to  Mr. 
Tiffin's  ability  as  a  railway  man,  there  is  no 
question  that  he  Is  thoroughly  competent 
and  capable.  He  has  bad  a  wide  experience, 
and  is  doing  Ms  duty  faithfully  and  well. 
I  am  not  finding  fault  with  him,  but  I  am 
finding  fault  with  the  government  for  dis- 
missing this  man  in  the  manner  they  did. 
It  Is  unheard  of  in  any  other  railway  ser- 
vice In  this  country. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  One  word  with  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  minister  with  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  White's  politics.  As  I  said 
before.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  White's  politics 
were  known  to  anybody  in  the  city  of 
Fredericton  outside  his  own  family. 


Mr.  EMMERSON. 
his  letter. 


I  only  quoted  from 


Mr.  CROCKET.  But  I  do  know  that  Mr. 
Alexander  Gibson,  Junior,  the  Liberal  can- 
didate in  that  election,  suspected  that  Mr. 
White  was  not  a  supporter  of  his,  and 
simply  for  the  reason  that  his  father  and 
his  brother  were  said  to  have  been  sup- 
porters of  the  Conservative  candidate.  Now, 
I  have  every  reason  to  believe  the  statement 
which  Mr.  White  made  in  his  letter  to  the 
minister,  saying  that  he  voted  for  the 
Liberal  candidate.  I  believe  he  did  so.  At 
the  same  time  I  do  know  that  It  is  a  matter 
of  common  knowledge  in  Fredericton.  Mr. 
Gibson,  the  Liberal  candidate,  suspected 
that  Mr.  White  had  voted  against  him,  and 
that  be  was  marked  for  dismissal  for  that 
reason.     Whatever  may  be  said  in  this 


House,  it  will  be  difficult  to  convince  the 
people  of  Fredericton  and  of  the  county  of 
York  that  this  dismissal  was  not  made  upon 
political  grounds.  Now,  the  minister  has 
stated  that  politics  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  this.  I  would  like,  in  this  connec- 
tion, to  draw  attention  to  a  declaration 
which  the  Minister  of  Railways  made  in  the 
city  of  Fredericton  In  regard  to  citizenship 
in  this  country.  In  a  speech  he  made  in 
Fredericton,  on  Thursday,  October  20th,  the 
Minister  of  Railways  declared  : 

If  there  was  any  man  in  this  city  so  blind  to 
the  best  Interests  of  his  city,  his  tamily  and 
his  province  as  to  cast  his  vote  on  November 
3rd  against  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier's  government, 
he  was  not  worthy  of  Canadian  citizenship. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  want  to  say  to  my 
hon.  friend  that  I  did  not  make  that  state- 
ment It  was  quoted  in  the  papers,  and 
there  was  a  great  ado  about  it,  but  I  did 
not  say  that. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
minister  make  that  statement  here. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  given  It  a  denial 
more  than  once  since  then.  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  in  Fredericton 
since  then,  but  if  I  had  I  would  certainly 
have  denied  it 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  in  the  heat  of  the 
contest. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  I  did  not  use  the 
words ;  I  did  not  speak  in  a  moment  of 
weakness,  either.  There  were  no  exceptional 
circumstances,  and  I  did  not  use  the  words. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
minister  make  that  statement.  I  did  not 
hear  him  speak  myself ;  but  I  took  this 
quotation  from  a  full  report  of  the  speech 
which  appeared  in  the  '  Gleaner,'  a  Liberal 
paper  published  In  that  constituency. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  will 
not  contend  that  it  Is  a  Liberal  paper ;  it 
is  edited  by  his  brother,  as  he  knows,  and  it 
is  a  Conservative  paper.  The  report  of  that 
speech  was  manifestly  unjust  That  alleged 
quotation  from  the  speech  was  published  all 
over  the  country,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  had  not  used  the  words  at  all.  I  want  to 
give  it  the  most  unqualified  denial. 

Mr.  CROCKETT.  This  is  the  first  time 
I  have  heard  this.  But  I  had  this  state- 
ment in  my  mind  when  the  minister  said 
that  Mr.  White  was  not  qualified  for  his 
position,  and  I  was  therefore  not  surprised 
that  a  minister  of  the  Crown  who  enter- 
tained the  view  that  no  man  who  would 
vote  against  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  was  worthy 
of  Canadian  citizenship,  should  hold  that 
a  station  agent  suspected  of  having  voted 
against  the  government,  was  not  qualified 
to  hold  a  position  under  a  Liberal  gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  WHITE.  If  this  question  is  ended, 
I  would  like  to  say  one  or  two  words  with 
regard  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  expen- 
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ditures.  I  frankly  confess  that  I  have  been 
somewhat  startled  by  an  examination  of  the 
public  accounts  In  noting  the  large  amount 
of  money  that  appears  to  have  been  drained 
out  of  the  treasury  year  after  year  in  con- 
nection with  that  work.  An  examination  of 
the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  for 
the  last  year  shows  that  there  was  expend- 
ed upon  capital  account  on  the  Intercolonial 
$1,800,000  ;  and  that,  in  addition,  the  deficit 
between  earnings  and  working  expenses 
was  $900,000.  There  we  have  upwards  of 
$2,500,000  taken  out  of  the  public  treasury 
in  connection  with  that  railway,  and  that 
at  a  time  when  the  other  great  railways  in 
this  country  have  been  Increasing  their  net 
earnings.  In  addition,  we  have  an  expendi- 
ture of  over  $700,000  on  capital  account  on 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  and  a 
deficit  of  over  $100,000  in  connection  with 
the  running  of  that  road.  Now  these  figures 
are  somewhat  startling,  and  they  indicate 
to  my  mind  that  something  must  be  done 
in  connection  with  this  road  to  equalize 
receipts  and  expenditures.  What  that 
remedy  Is  to  be  I  do  not  propose  to  suggest. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  with  a  road  such  as 
the  Intercolonial,  with  an  excellent  roadbed 
of  over  1,300  miles,  which  has  cost  the 
country,  according  to  the  public  accounts, 
$72,000,000,  the  results  are  exceedingly  dis- 
appointing to  the  general  public.  I  find 
upon  examination  of  the  estimates  that  a 
very  large  expenditure  Is  contemplated  on 
capital  account  for  the  present  year  we  are 
about  to  enter  upon.  If  the  deficits  that 
have  been  shown  during  the  last  year  con- 
tinue for  the  next  ten  years,  we  will  have 
a  road  of  1.300  odd  miles  costing  us  $100,- 
000,000.  I  would  suggest  to  the  government 
and  to  the  Minister  of  Railways  that  it  is 
an  absolute  necessity  that  something  should 
be  done  to  improve  the  condition  "of  things 
as  they  exist.  I  said  I  was  not  going  to 
suggest  what  remedy  should  be  adopted, 
but  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  upon  an 
examination  of  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  I  find  that  one  portion  of  the 
government  railway  in  the  eastern  provinces, 
the  Windsor  branch,  is  the  only  portion  that 
appears  to  have  made  any  profit  to  the  gov- 
ernment at  all  ;  and,  if  I  am  rightly  in- 
formed, that  road  is  not  being  operated  by 
the  government.  I  am  not  going  to  offer 
any  criticism  upon  the  officers  of  the  road. 
The  general  manager,  I  believe,  understands 
his  business  thoroughly.  I  do  not  believe 
he  would  have  been  retained  In  the  employ 
of  the  governments  that  have  employed  him 
for  a  great  number  of  years  If  he  did  not 
understand  his  business  thoroughly.  But  I 
think  that  some  explanation  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  committee  as  to  why  this  large 
deficit  has  occurred,  as  to  what  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  anticipates 
in  the  future,  and,  if  these  large  deficits  are 
to  be  continued,  what  remedy  he  proposes 
to  get  rid  of  them. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  that  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  White),  whom  I  respect 

Mr.  WHITE. 


very  highly,  was  in  the  House  when  I  en- 
deavoured to  make  my  statement  in  respect 
to  the  revenue  account  the  other  night,  and 
I  do  not  think  he  has  done  me  the  honour 
of  reading  that  statement.  I  would  hardly 
expect  that  he  would  do  so,  but  I  en- 
deavoured on  that  occasion  to  show  the 
reasons  why  there  was  such  a  deficit  and^I 
think  I  gave  the  true  reasons.  I  have  sus- 
pected for  some  time  that  there  was  an 
effort  being  made  to  discredit  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  and  that  It  was  made  In 
the  interest  of  large  railway  corporations 
in  this  country.  I  think  that  a  good  many 
of  the  facts  In  respect  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  have  been  distorted.  We  have 
been  Increasing  the  wages  and  the  cost  of 
everything  has  increased,  but  our  rates  could 
not  be  changed.  They  remain  the  same. 
We  hear  a  great  deal  of  complaint  about  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  and  its  deficits.  Now, 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  was  built  for  a 
certain  purpose.  It  is  practically  the  high- 
way between  what  were  known  as  the  older 
provinces  of  Canada  and  the  provinces  by 
the  sea.  It  was  built  in  very  much  the  same 
way  as  the  canal  system  was— for  the  benefit 
of  "the  whole  country,  for  the  benefit  of 
transportation  and  for  the  purpose  of  In- 
ducing and  stimulating  trade  between  the 
provinces.  We  hear  no  complaint  about  the 
million  dollars,  or  nearly  a  million  dollars, 
that  are  expended  annually  In  order  to  sup- 
port and  maintain  the  canals  aside  from  the 
question  of  capital  expenditure.  We  are 
putting  millions  year  after  year  In  the 
canals  in  the  way  of  capital  account  and  we 
are  spending  every  year,  or  have  been  during 
the  past  few  years,  some  $800,000  or  $1,- 
000,000  In  maintaining  these  canals.  We 
hear  no  complaints  about  these  expenditures 
or  about  Increasing  the  capital  expenditure 
on  the  canal  system.  We  hear  no  maritime 
member  on  the  other  side  getting  up  and 
complaining  that  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
is  being  unfairly  dealt  with  In  this  respect 
although  we  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
who  are  from  other  sections  of  Canada  than 
the  maritime  provinces,  condemning  the 
capital  expeud'ture  and  all  other  expendi- 
ture on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Pardon  me,  it  Is  done 
year  in  and  year  out,  and  it  has  been  going 
on  for  years  by  these  hon.  gentlemen  who 
do  not  In  any  way  complain  of  adding  to 
the  capital  account  of  Canada  in  respect  to 
the  canal  system.  I  think  this  Is  a  matter 
that  should  be  treated  fairly. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  Why  are  you  dragging 
in  the  canals  ?  It  is  because  you  cannot 
get  yourself  out  of  the  hole  you  are  in. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Cochrane)  remembers  that  he  wants  a  canal 
down  near  Brighton.  I  was  waiting  to 
Lear  what  lie  had  to  say  about  canals.  My 
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only  object  In  bringing  in  canals  was  to  hear 
what  be  had  to  Bay  about  them. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  It  was  not  apy  such 
thing. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
friend  will  not  Interrupt  me.  I  am  sure  he 
will  not  say  that  he  does  not  want  to  have 
tie  Trent  Valley  canal  go  down  through  his 
constituency. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  That's  pariah  politics. 
You  had  better  stick  to  your  subject. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
^hould  suppose  for  one  moment  that  I  am 
desirous  of  treating  this  question  from  a 
sectional  standpoint.  I  am  not  proposing 
to  treat  it  from  a  sectional  standpoint, 
but  the  defence  that  the  hon.  minister  has 
set  up  is  really  no  defence  at  all.  He  states 
that  the  great  railway  corporations  are  en- 
deavouring to  decry  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. In  what  way  ;  pray  ?  Does  not  the 
report  of  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Railways 
justify  every  word  I  have  said  to-night  in 
regard  to  the  deficits  and  capital  expendi- 
ture ?  Now,  my  hon.  friend  alludes  to  the 
canals.  He  says  that  a  large  amount  of 
money  is  expended  on  the  canals,  but  I  have 
been  endeavouring  to  draw  a  comparison 
between  the  results  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  upon  which  there  is  a  franchise 
and  other  great  railways,  and  my  hon.  friend 
will  remember  that  there  are  no  franchises 
on  the  canals,  that  the  canals  are  open  to 
everybody  who  has  a  boat  to  put  into  them. 
I  have  been  endeavouring  to  show  that 
whilst  the  other  great  railways  throughout 
the  country  have  been  increasing  their  net 
earnings  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  been 
going  behind  and  notably  the  last  year.  If 
that  Is  the  case  surely  it  cannot  be  called 
sectionalism  on  the  part  of  myself  because  I 
happen  to  come  from  the  province  of  Ontario 
if  I  complain  that  this  great  drain  is  being 
made  on  the  public  treasury.  I  am  not  com- 
plaining in  regard  to  the  management  of 
the  road  because  I  do  not  know  bow  it  is 
managed,  but  I  venture  to  affirm  that  if  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  were  put  upon  a  dif- 
ferent basis,  if  the  manager  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  were  entirely  free  from 
political  complications,  from  the  political 
complications  that  beset  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  If  the  railway  Itself  were  put  into 
the  hands  of  a  competent  manager — as  I 
presume  Mr.  Pottinger  to  be — and  if  he  were 
allowed  to  use  his  own  discretion  and  judg- 
ment in  regard  to  the  working  of  the  rail- 
way, we  would  have  fewer  deficits  and 
fewer  complaints  from  any  portion  of  the 
country  In  regard  to  these  deficits.  I  have 
endeavoured  fairly,  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman, 
to  discuss  this  subject.  I  have  pointed  out 
what  appears  In  the  public  accounts.  I  have 
shown  that  the  public  accounts  indicate 


that  if  the  deficits  and  expenditure  go  on 
for  the  next  ten  years  as  they  have  during 
the  last  year,  and  as  It  Is  proposed  that  they 
shall  go  on  during  the  present  year  we  will 
have  really  a  capital  account  of  $100,000,000. 
Is  that  a  condition  of  things  that  is  to  con- 
tinue ?  I  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways 
if  he  thinks  it  is  a.  question  of  sectionalism. 
It  is  not  a  sectional  question  at  all,  I  am  not 
debating  it  as  a  sectional  question  but  I  am 
debating  it,  as  I  consider  it,  from  the  nation- 
al standpoint,  and  I  say  that  when  a  railway 
constructed  as  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has 
been  constructed,  having  the  best  roadbed 
In  Canada,  being  well  equipped  In  every 
essential  and  with  a  large  portion  of  the  ex- 
penditure which  upon  other  great  railways 
comes  out  of  the  working  expenses,  being 
charged  to  capital  account — I  say  that  when 
a  railway  under  these  conditions,  managed 
through  the  department  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals,  shows  the  results 
which  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  shown 
during  the  past  year  there  ought  to  be  some 
remedy  applied  and  that  remedy  should  be 
applied  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  I  was  going  to  say  in 
connection  with  this  matter  that  my  position 
in  this  House  has  been  very  clearly  defined. 
I  am  not  here  to  represent  any  section  of  the 
country.  I  am  here,  as  I  understand  It, 
to  use  my  best  judgment  and  to  see  that  the 
people's  money  is  properly  expended  in  all 
parts  of  Canada  from  the  boisterous  Atlantic 
to  the  placid  Pacific.  I  take  it  that  I  am 
here  to  see  that  the  money  Is  expended  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada as  a  whole.  But  I  do  not  want  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  to  intro- 
duce low  parish  politics  as  he  has  done  by 
appealing  to  me  to  know  whether  I  want  a 
canal  constructed  through  the  village  of 
Brighton. 

I  am  here  representing  a  constituency  in 
which  Brighton  is  situated  ;  Brighton  Is  a 
thriving  and  populous  village  and  when  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  was  per- 
ambulating his  surveyors  around  Cobourg 
and  Port  Hope,  the  inhabitants  of  Brighton 
asked  him  to  have  their  route  surveyed. 
Why  does  the  minister  want  to  refer  to  the 
canal  system  which  was  inaugurated  before 
he  and  I  were  born,  and  why  does  he  at- 
tempt to  raise  sectional  prejudices  In  con- 
nection therewith.  A  minister  of  the 
Crown  should  be  above  that.  The  fact 
stands  out  that  other  railroads  in  the  Do- 
minion are  paying  well,  while  year  after 
year  there .  are  huge  deficits  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  in  addition  to  there  being 
large  sums  charged  to  capital  account  which 
ought  to  be  charged  to  running  expenses. 
We  should  call  a  halt.  We,  on  this  side  of 
the  House  desire  that  the  money  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  should  not  be  frittered  away 
as  it  is,  and  if  that  railway  is  to  be  con- 
ducted on  business  principles  they  had  bet- 
ter adopt  the  plan  under  which  other  rail- 
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ways  are  made  to  pay.  We  are  not  criti- 
cising the  expenditure  of  tbe  Intercolonial 
Railway  from  a  sectional  point  of  view.  I 
do  not  care  where  the  money  is  spent  If  it 
is  properly  spent  In  the  best  interests  of  the 
Dominion,  and  when  we  point  to  these 
things  as  representing  our  constituents  the 
minister  has  no  right  to  draw  a  red  herring 
across  the  trail  by  talking  about  the  money 
spent  on  the  canals.  Tbe  canals  are  for  the 
benefit  of  Canada  or  they  would  not  be  built 
if  it  were  not  for  the  benefit  of  Canada, 
and  the  canals  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  wasting  money  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Renfrew  (Mr.  White)  made  a  very  reason- 
able demand  when  he  asked  what  the  Min- 
ister of  Railways  was  going  to  do  to  prevent 
these  large  recurring  deficits  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  In  the  statement  which 
he  made  the  other  night  the  Minister  of 
Railways  gave  no  suggestion  of  a  remedy 
for  the  prevention  of  these  deficits. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  listened  attentively  to 
the  speech  made  by  the  minister  and  I 
challenge  him  to  point  to  any  effective  sug- 
gestion which  he  made  for  doing  away  with 
deficits  on  the  government  railways.  The 
Minister  of  Railways  finds  fault  with  the 
members  from  Ontario  discussing  this  mat- 
ter, and  he  says  that  tbe  members  from  the 
maritime  provinces  do  not  discuss  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  estimates.  The  minister 
may  be  correct  to  that  extent,  but  I  can  tell 
him  that  the  members  from  Ontario  are  not 
objecting  to  a  reasonable  expendiure  on 
government  railways.  What  we  are  ob- 
jecting to  is  extravagant  and  wasteful  ex- 
penditure. What  we  are  objecting  to  is 
the  method  of  expenditure,  and  we  have 
good  reason  to  make  a  protest.  I  have 
stated  often  in  this  House  that  I  am  a  be- 
liever in  government  ownership  of  railways, 
but  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  present 
method  of  government  management  of  these 
railways.  I  am  not  saying  one  word 
against  the  manager  of  the  government 
railways.  I  have  often  said,  and  I  repeat 
It  that  if  he  were  allowed  to  do  what  he 
thought  best ;  if  he  were  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed without  political  Interference,  then,  In- 
stead of  having  a  deficit  from  year  to  year 
It  is  possible  that  the  railroad  might  pay 
its  way.  It  is  because  of  the  political  man- 
agement and  adminstration  of  the  railway 
that  the  minister  is  compelled  to  come  to 
parliament  year  after  year  announcing  ever 
Increasing  deficits.  That  is  what  we  com- 
plain of,  and  we  will  continue  to  complain 
until  the  grievance  is  removed. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Renfrew  (Mr.  White) 
were  very  much  in  point,  and  especially  so 
In  view  of  the  declaration  of  the  Prime  Min- 

Mr.  COCHRANE. 


ister  during  the  last  campaign,  who  in  dis- 
cussing the  question  whether  it  would  be 
advisable  for  the  government  to  own  and 
possibly  to  operate  a  transcontinental  rail- 
way, said  he  objected  to  do  so  because  tbe 
system  under  which  government  railways 
are  operated  In  Canada  at  present  is  a  vic- 
ious system.  That  expression  was  used  by 
him  in  Toronto.  We  must  assume  that  he 
expressed  the  view  of  the  administration 
and  therefore  something  ought  to  be  done 
by  him  and  his  government  to  abolish  this 
vicious  system.  The  results  show  that  some- 
thing is  wrong.  We  have  a  deficit  of 
$900,000  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  a  de- 
ficit of  $100,000  on  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  capital  expenditures  amounting  to  up- 
wards of  $2,000,000,  a  considerable  portion 
of  which  would  not  be  classed  as  capital* 
expenditure  by  the  great  railroads  of  this 
country. 

If  I  am  not  interrupting  the  discussion  on 
this  point,  I  wish  to  mention  another  mat- 
ter. In  the  papers  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  In  connection  with  the  arbitration 
proceedings  between  the  Intercolonial  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  there  are  a  great 
many  allegations  made  on  behalf  of  the 
government  as  to  the  violation  of  the  agree- 
ment with  the  Grand  Trunk  In  respect  to 
diversion  of  traffic.  At  page  29  of  this  do- 
cument the  government  declares: 

That  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  has 
endeavoured  to  divert,  has  diverted  and  Is  now 
diverting  traffic  which  should  go  to  the  mari- 
time provinces  under  the  agreement  between 
them  ;  that  It  is  endeavouring  to  divert  that 
traffic  to  points  In  the  United  States,  and  that 
In  consequence  the  Intercolonial  Railway  suffer- 
ed a  great  deal  of  damage. 

On  page  21,  the  amended  statement  of  the 
government  declares : 

The  government  is  claiming  damages  for  the 
diversion  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
of  traffic  originating  throughout  the  company's 
system  or  connections  west  of  Montreal  and 
offerei  for  shipment  to  points  on  the  Intercolon- 
ial Railway  or  reached  by  its  connections  ; 
and  for  the  diversion  of  traffic  originating  in 
the  city  of  Montreal  or  on  the  Montreal  joint 
section  destined  to  points  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  and  routed  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  via  United  States  ports  Instead 
of  via  Montreal  and  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

I  find  that  same  allegation  emphasised  by 
a  charge  made  on  page  36  of  this  case, 
namely  : 

That  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  in 
referen;e  to  traffic  originating  throughout  the 
company's  system  or  connections  west  of  Mon- 
treal, for  export  via  Montreal  and  the  Intercol- 
onial Railway  and  via  the  ports  of  St.  John, 
N.B.,  and  Halifax,  N.S.,  has  been  and  is  divert- 
ing the  same  by  charging  for  the  carrying 
of  the  said  traffic  a  higher  rate  than  that 
charged  by  it  to  shippers  for  the  carriage  of 
similar  traffic  to  Portland  ;  the  whole  to  the 
great  loss  and  damage  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. 
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I  find  further  a  charge  as  follows: 

That  in  order  to  carry  out  its  object  of  so 
diverting  the  said  traffic  in  breach  of  its  said 
agreement,  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
has  In  the  first  instance  instructed  its  agents 
by  circular  and  otherwise  to  refuse,  where  ship- 
ments for  export  via  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Hali- 
fax. N.S.,  to  European  or  other  ports  are 
offered,  to  give  to  the  shipper  a  through  bill  of 
lading  from  the  point  of  origin  of  the  said 
freight  to  the  point  of  destination,  although 
bound  by  its  contract  to  do  so  ;  and  further, 
.  In  the  second  instance,  has  endeavoured  to 
carry  out,  and  has  carried  oof,  its  object  of  so 
diverting  the  said  traffic  In  breach  of  its  agree- 
ment, by  issuing  circulars  and  instructions  to 
its  agents,  and  by  authorizing  the  latter  to 
accept  the  said  traffic  for  export;  when  the 
same  is  consigned  via  Portland  at  a  lower  rate 
and  on  more  favourable  conditions  than  when 
carried  for  export  via  the  said  ports  of  St. 
John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax,  N.S. 

I  find  charges  also  on  pages  46  and  47  of 
the  case,  where  It  is  alleged  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  has  removed  from 
its  station  houses  in  Montreal  and  elsewhere 
advertisements  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
placed  there  under  the  terms  of  the  contract 
already  referred  to.  Now,  this  Is  a  very  Im- 
portant question.  The  minister  will  remem- 
ber, at  least  most  of  us  remember,  that  when 
an  arrangement  was  made  between  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  for  the  user  to  the  ex- 
tent of  one-half  by  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way of  terminal  facilities  at  Montreal,  It 
was  claimed  by  the  gentlemen  who  then 
spoke  for  the  government  that  it  was  a  wise 
action  on  behalf  of  the  government  to  pay 
an  enormous  rental  for  one-half  the  user  of 
those  terminals,  because  under  the  contract 
then  made  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  we  would  secure  for  the  ports  of 
Halifax  and  St.  John  a  very  large  amount  of 
traffic.  Apparently,  according  to  the  allega- 
tions of  the  government  made  In  the  arbit- 
ration proceedings  which  are  now  pending, 
that  contract  has  not  been  observed  at  all 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  and 
the  results  which  have  been  submitted  to 
the  committee  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  Indicate  in  a  very  emphatic  way 
the  truth  of  that  statement  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  minister  to  what  extent  the  expecta- 
tions of  the  government  In  that  regard  have 
been  disappointed— whether  or  not  it  Is  true 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  is 
still  refusing  to  carry  out  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  with  the  result  that  we  are  pay- 
ing for  terminal  facilities  in  the  city  of 
Montreal  an  enormous  rental  without  any 
corresponding  benefit  to  the-  Intercolonial 
Railway  or  the  county  as  a  whole? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Referring  to  the  last 
question  of  my  hon.  friend,  as  to  any  cor-  j 
responding  benefit  for  the  rental  paid  to  the 
Grand  Trunk,  I  may  state  that  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  does  complain  and  has 
complained  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 


Company  that  they  have  not  carried  out 
an  agreement  which  if  carried  out  would 
be  very  greatly  to  the  interest  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  Now,  the  matter  Is  pend- 
ing, and  the  Intercolonial  authorities  are  de- 
termined to  carry  It  through,  and  to  exercise 
all  the  power  they  can  exercise  in  order  to 
have  that  contract  carried  out  But  it  is 
perhaps  not  fitting  that  we  should  discuss 
it  while  It  is  the  subject  matter  of  arbitra- 
tion. It  may  be  that  the  result  of  the  arbit- 
ration will  teach  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  a  lesson.  If  not  I  shall  hope  that 
there  may  be  some  way  whereby  they  may 
be  taught  that  it  is  not  to  their  Interest  to 
violate  conditions  which  they  solemnly  en- 
tered Into  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in 
regard  to  the  railway  terminals. 

At  six  o'clock,  committee  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  The  statement  was 
made  by  the  hon.  minister  this  afternoon 
that  there  was  a  diversion  of  freight  from 
Frederlcton  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, which  otherwise  would  have  gone 
over  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  minister  what  was  the  ob- 
jective point  of  the  freight  and  the  kind 
of  freight  so  diverted. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  the  de- 
tails. My  information  was  general  to  the 
effect  that  traffic  which  had  hitherto  gone 
by  way  of  the  Canada  Eastern  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  was  going  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  spoke  to  the 
general  traffic  manager  and  he  admitted 
that  some  freight  was  being  diverted. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  Was  that  freight  go- 
ing to  the  United  States  or  Western  Can- 
ada ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  to  Western 
Canada. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  Then  the  minister  had 
no  information  as  to  the  kind  of  freight 
that  was  being  diverted  or  the  objective 
point  to  which  it  was  being  sent. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  had  not  the  details. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  Then  for  all  the  min- 
ister knew,  that  freight  might  have  been 
going  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  did  not  assume  it 
was,  but  it  might. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  The  hon.  minister 
knows  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
has  a  station  in  Predericton,  and  so  has 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  since  it  acquired 
the  Canada  Eastern.  They  are  separated 
stations.  Did  the  minister  think  that  the 
agent  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  when  a 
customer  came  to  his  station,  to  ship  freight, 
would  divert  that  freight  from  the  Canada 
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Eastern  and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway?  Is  that  the 
charge  against  Mr.  White  or  the  informa- 
tion received  by  the  hon.  minister  from  his 
official  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  freight  that  would 
go  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would 
not  go  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
station  at  Fredericton  at  all,  and  the 
way-bills  would  not  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  our  agent  there.  But 
I  understood  from  the  general  traffic 
manager  that  it  was  the  duty  of  this  man 
at  Fredericton,  under  the  supervision  of  Mr. 
Smiley,  district  freight  agent  at  St.  John, 
to  solicit  for  freight  by  way  of  the  Inter- 
colonial, and  that  there  was  a  falling  off  In 
that  respect  as  compared  with  the  period 
when  the  Canada  Eastern  was  not  under 
control  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  At 
that  time  the  Intercolonial  Railway  got 
that  traffic  In  connection  with  the  Canada 
Eastern,  but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
had  been  too  active  and  had  got  ahead  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  The  Canada  Eastern 
was  taken  over  in  October  and  the  minister 
was  given  the  Information  he  speaks  of 
some  seven  or  eight  weeks  after  that  Then 
without  any  evidence  as  to  how  the  falling 
of  occurred  or  why  there  was  a  diversion  of 
freight,  if  there  was  any,  the  minister  dis- 
missed Mr.  White. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Did  the  hon.  minister 
call  the  attention  of  Mr.  White  to  this  mat- 
ter ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Personally,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  CROCKET.  Did  the  general  super- 
intendent, Mr.  Price  or  Mr.  Tiffin,  or  any 
of  the  officials,  have  any  communication 
whatever  with  Mr.  White  regarding  this  al- 
leged diversion  of  freight  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Not  that  I  am  aware 
of.  I  left  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Tiffin,  and  told  him  that  if  there  was  any 
official  who  was  not  qualified  to  cope  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  the  secur- 
ing of  freight,  he  should  take  the  proper 
action. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  I  quite  agree  that  if 
any  officials  are  Inefficient,  they  should  be 
supplanted  by  men  who  are  efficient.  But 
what  I  am  trying  to  find  out  now  is  what 
justification  there  was  for  the  dismissal  of 
Mr.  White.  So  far  as  the  minister  has  told 
us,  It  seems  that  after  an  experience  of  only 
seven  or  eight  weeks,  he  found  there  was 
a  falling  off  in  the  freight  from  the  Canada 
Eastern  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and 
without  taking  sufficient  time  to  get  general 
results,  he  Jumped  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  station  master  was  responsible  and  was 
guilty  of  dereliction  of  duty  in  diverting 
freight  to  a  rival  railway. 
Mr.  STOCKTON. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  must  be  guided  by 
my  general  manager,  Mr.  Tiffin.  When  I 
ask  the  cause,  and  he  assigns  a  certain 
cause,  I  must  be  guided  by  his  conclusion. 
I  left  the  matter  in  his  hands.  I  told  him  I 
would  hold  the  traffic  department  respon- 
sible because  freight  which  had  hereto- 
fore gone  by  the  Canada  Eastern  should 
continue  to  go  that  way.  Mr.  Tiffin  men- 
tioned that  he  had  seen  some  of  the  Frede- 
ricton shippers  and  had  personally  In- 
quired into  the  matter. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  But  in  the  light  of  sub- 
sequent events,  does  not  the  minister  now 
think  he  should  have  made  inquiries  and 
that  he  had  not  sufficient  information  on 
which  to  fasten  a  charge  of  this  character 
against  a  man  who  had  been  in  the  employ 
of  the  Canada  Eastern  for  thirty  years  and 
against  whom  he  had  no  direct  evidence. 
All  the  minister  had  to  go  upon  was  a  fall- 
ing off  of  freight,  and  because  there  was  a 
falling  off,  he  assumed  that  it  had  been 
diverted,  at  the  instance  of  this  official,  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
seems  to  fail  to  catch  the  point  There  was 
a  direct  charge  by  the  traffic  manager  that 
this  man  was  not  securing  that  freight  and 
that  it  was  because  of  his  inefficiency  that 
we  were  losing  it. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  There  was  a  falling 
off  in  freight,  and  so  It  was  assumed  that 
there  was  a  diversion. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No.  This  was  at 
Fredericton.  Freight  originating  there  was 
not  going  by  the  Canada  Eastern  but  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  It  was 
alleged  that  it  was  because  this  man  was 
not  looking  after  his  duties  and  that  he  was 
not  qualified  for  them. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  The  minister  told  us 
but  a  moment  ago  that  he  did  not  know 
the  objective  point  of  that  freight,  whether 
to  the  west  or  to  the  United  States.  If  to 
the  United  States  it  would  not  go  by  the 
Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  it  had  gone  by  way 
of  Chaudiere  to  the  Quebec  Central  before 
that,  why  should  it  not  continue  ? 

Mr.  STOCKTON.    Did  It  t 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  understand  that  this 
freight  was  going  west  I  did  not  inquire 
whether  it  was  going  to  a  United  States 
point  or  to  a  Canadian  point. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  That  is  just  why  I 
find  fault  witn  the  minister.  When  these 
general  statements  were  made,  he  should 
not  have  allowed  his  officials  to  deal  so 
harshly  with  this  station  agent  There  was 
no  evidence,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  that  he  was 
guilty  In  connection  with  the  falling  off  of 
freight  for  the  Canada  Eastern  or  Inter- 
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colonial  Railway,  or  that  there  was  a  diver- 
sion to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred  to  the  fact  that  this  man  was 
employed  by  the  Canada  Eastern  for  twenty- 
three  years.  I  care  not  whether  he  was 
employed  fifty  years.  I,  as  head  of  the 
department  would  not  be  justified  in  keep- 
ing him  if  he  was  pronounced  inefficient  by 
our  officials.  There  cannot  be  any  great 
claim  of  sympathy  for  this  gentleman.  Or- 
dinarily speaking,  when  the  transfer  of  the 
Canada  Eastern  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way was  made,  that  would  end  his  ser- 
vices. He  was  there  only  on  'probation 
after  that,  as  ail  of  them  were.  The  con- 
ditions prevailing  on  the  Canada  Eastern 
since  the  transfer,  It  will  be  admitted  are 
not  the  same  as  those  previous  to  the  trans- 
fer. These  men  were  retained  simply  on 
sufferance  and  on  probation.  We  were  not 
under  obligation  to  keep  them.  Those  who 
were  satisfactory  were  continued,  and  those 
who  prove  satisfactory  no  doubt,  will  be 
continued. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  I  do  not  think  the 
minister  does  himself  justice  in  making  the 
statement  he  has  just  made,  that  he  did 
not  care  whether  this  man  was  there 
twenty-three  years  or  fifty.  I  say  that  a 
man  who  has  been  In  the  employ  of  a  com- 
pany for  twenty  years  or  fifty  years  Is 
entiled  at  least  to  justice ;  and,  before  he 
is  dismissed  he  is  entitled  to  know  why. 
And  there  should  be  sufficient  evidence  in 
the  possession  of  the  officials,  and  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  minister,  to  justify  that 
dismissal. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  to-night  about  the  diversion  of  freight 
from  Fredericton  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  instead  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, and  it  was  assumed  to  be  caused  by 
the  want  of  attention  or  of  ability  on  the 
part  of  this  station  agent.  Possibly,  there 
were  other  reasons  for  that  diversion  from 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  We  are  called  upon  to- 
night to  vote  about  $7,000,000  for  the  run- 
ning expenses  for  the  ensuing  year  for  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  We  have  heard  a 
Rcod  deal  of  the  very  large  deficit  on  the 
operations  for  the  last  year,  the  largest  de- 
ficit by  a  very  large  amount,  evenrecorded 
against  the  people's  railway.  As  an  ex- 
planation of  that  deficit,  it  has  usually  been 
pleaded  in  this  House  that  it  was  occasion- 
ed largely  by  the  increase  In  the  wages  of 
the  employees.  But,  if  that  Is  the  reason 
of  the  deficit  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
why  do  not  the  other  railways  of  Canada 
snow  a  deficit  Is  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way the  only  railway  that  raised  the  wages 
of  Its  employees?  I  think  I  am  within  the 
mark  when  I  say  that  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  has  not  Increased  the  wages  of 


its  employees  in  any  greater  ratio  or  any 
greater  degree  than  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  the  Grand  Trunk,  or  any  other 
railway  in  Canada.  We  find,  in  the  report 
of  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  the  statement  that  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  actually  carried  less 
freight  last  year  than  it  did  the  year 
before.  Then,  it  must  have  earned  less 
money.  And  that,  I  take  it,  Is  the  reason 
of  this  large  deficit.  And,  I  might  point 
out  that  this  deficit  is  caused  at  a  time 
when  every  gentleman  in  this  House  has 
been  congratulating  the  country  on  being 
In  such  a  remarkably  high  state  of  develop- 
ment, with  every  thing  booming  and  busi- 
ness in  the  best  shape.  The  Intercolonial 
Railway,  I  believe,  is  the  only  railway  that 
with  an  increase  of  mileage,  shows  a  de- 
crease of  freight  hauled.  If  that  Is  the  case 
under  the  present  circumstances,  what  are 
we  to  expect  when  business  is  less  pros- 
perous, when  hard  times  come?  It  seems 
to  me  the  case  is  a  very  serious  one.  The 
minister  spoke  of  the  criticisms  of  the  op- 
position on  the  expenditure  of  the  Inter- 
colonial, and  Intimated  that  the  members, 
especially  from  the  province  of  Ontario, 
were  sectional  in  their  criticism.  I  was 
very  sorry  to  hear  him  bring  up  so  fre- 
quently as  he  has  during  this  session  refer- 
ence to  the  expenditure  on  the  canals  in 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  and  intimation  that  if 
the  canals,  which  have  cost  a  great  deal  of 
money,  are  being  largely  made  free,  no  one 
can  criticise  any  expenditure  on  the  Inter- 
colonial. Now,  no  one  on  this  side,  whe- 
ther from  Ontario  or  any  where  else,  has 
the  slightest  desire  to  curtail  proper  expen- 
diture on  the  people's  railway.  What  we  do 
object  to  Is  reckless  and  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture, and  the  making  of  the  railway  man- 
agement a  partisan  political  machine.  That, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  Is  what  the  management 
at  the  present  time  very  largely  is.  If  the 
minister  will  do  justice  to  government 
ownership,  and,  by  proper  government  man- 
agement will  do  for  the  railway  what  or- 
dinary business  management  does  for  other 
railways,  there  will  be  no  two  opinions  in 
this  country  as  to  the  benefit  of  government 
ownership.  We  believe  in  government 
ownership — certainly  for  my  part  I  believe 
in  it  very  earnestly.  I  do  not  believe  in  the 
management  which  the  Intercolonial  is  get- 
ting at  the  present  time.  Now  it  is  possible 
that  there  may  be  some  other  reason  than 
the  laxity  of  a  station  agent  why  freight  Is 
diverted  from  the  Intercolonial.  With  re- 
gard to  that  matter,  I  would  like  to  read 
a  statement  that  appeared  in  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's own  organ  in  Moncton  not  long 
since. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.   I  have  no  organ. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Well,  for  the  benefit  of 
those  gentlemen  who  have  not  seen  It,  I 
will  read  some  extracts  from  It 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  No  one  ever  claimed 
that  any  paper  printed  in  Moncton  is  my 
organ. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Well,  then,  we  will  call 
it  the  government  organ.  It  is  difficult  to 
tell  just  now  whether  a  paper  is  really  the 
organ  of  a  minister,  or  whether  the  organ 
of  a  member  is  a  government  organ  or  not. 
'  There  are  difficulties  abroad  just  now. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  wonld  not  bank  too 
much  on  those  difficulties  if  I  were  you. 


Mr.  DANIEL.     I  will  read  it,  then  the  j  plaint  ? 
hon.  gentleman  can  claim  it  or  not,  as  he 
wishes  : 


At  present  my  mill  Is  idle  tor  want  of  corn, 
end  two  cars  within  a  tew  yards  ot  my  mill.  I 
have  used  every  means  available  to  set  a  shunt, 
but  ot  no  use.  Even  put  my  men  out  and  had 
my  siding  cleared,  yet  'the  sectionmen  can 
clear  the  siding  directly  In  front  of  my  place 
for  Peter's  tannery,  and  get  both  coal  and  tan 
bark,  while  I  have  to  stand  by  with  my  hands 
folded  and  oancfel  carload  aftelr  carload  of 
meal.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  my 
freight  Is  of  no  benefit  to  the  Intercolonial, 
therefore  have  decided  to  bring  my  freight  via 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Who  makes  that  com- 


The  traffic  situation  on  the  Intercolonial, 
particularly  with  regard  to  freight,  is  rapidly 
reaching  a  climax.  Indeed,  in  the  minds  of 
many  It  has  already  reached  a  crisis  and  sharp 
action  is  absolutely  necessary,  and  that  at  once. 
Shippers  from  all  over  the  country  are  crying 
out  against  the  management  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  their  shipments  are  hand- 
led, and  will  not  believe  the  excuses  made  by 
the  official  staff.  Many  thousands  of  dollars 
Lave  been  spent  In  making  improvements  and 
placing  the  road  in  a  position  to  handle  a  situa- 
tion far  more  difficult  than  that  which  confronts 
the  operating  department  to-day.  A  represen- 
tative of  the  Allan  Line  ot  steamers  passed 
through  the  city  recently  and  complained  bit- 
terly of  the  manner  in  which  cargoes  from 
their  steamers  were  handled  between  Halifax 
and  Montreal.  He  stated  that  his  Arm  had 
protested  that  if  their  shipments  were  not 
given  better  attention  and  hauled  over  the  road 
with  better  despatch  and  fewer  delays,  they 
would  be  compelled  to  divert  this  traffic  to  a 
competitive  point. 

That  is  the  point. 

With  this  in  view,  and  many  similar  com- 
plaints from  shippers  with  business  Just  as 
large  as  the  Allans',  how  can  it  be  reasonably 
expected  that  all  important  shipments  will  be 
made  over  the  Intercolonial  and  not  be  diverted 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  and  Canadian  Pacific  roads? 

Surely,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  there  is  one 
reason  why  traffic  becomes  diverted  occa- 
sionally, and  perhaps  frequently,  from  the 
Intercolonial.  During  the  last  week  or  two 
I  have  had  occasion  to  have  a  little  corre- 
spondence with  the  Intercolonial  through 
Mr.  Pottinger  ;  and  I  may  say  in  that  con- 
nection that  Mr.  Pottinger  certainly  facili- 
tated the  business  I  had  to  do  in  every  way 
he  could.  But  as  a  wind-up  to  that  corre- 
spondence, I  give  a  letter  from  a  gentleman 
to-day  in  which  he  states  that : 

He  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  his 
freight  is  of  no  benefit  to  :he  Intercolonial  apd 
has  decided  to  bring  his  freight  via  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway.  .  .  .  Should  this  state 
of  affairs  continue  I  will  have  to  go  out  of 
business. 

1  may  say  that  In  addition  to  the  corre- 
spondence I  have  previously  read,  and  which 
Mr.  Pottinger  will  renietiber,  this  gentleman 
says  :  • 
Mr.  DANIEL. 


Mr.  DANIEL.     Mr.  C.  W.  Stewart,  who 
went  there  and  invested  bis  capital  In  a 
corn  meal  mill,  which  he  built  up  right 
alongside  the  Intercolonial,  intending  to  use 
the  Intercolonial  for  all  his  business,  and 
he  has  been  using  it  for  all  his  business. 
But  be  has  not  met,  as  he  tells  us  at  all 
events,  with  that  treatment  which  he  has  a 
right  to  expect.  As  I  said  just  now,  I  have 
brought  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
officials  of  the  road.    I  did  not  say  any- 
thing to  the  minister,  because  I  presumed 
that  the  proper  thing  to  do  in  a  case  of  that 
kind  was  to  act  through  the  officials  of  the 
road,  and  Mr.  Pottinger  communicated  with 
Mr.  Tiffin.    Now  I  would  appeal  to  the 
minister  if  he  thinks  that  is  the  way  to  in- 
crease the   business   of  the  Intercolonial. 
Here  is  a  case  in  point.   The  report  shows 
that  the  traffic  business  of  the  Intercolonial 
is  decreasing,  and  here  is  one  of  the  reasons, 
I  take  it,  why  the  traffic  is  decreasing.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  minister  will  see  In  his 
own  report  that  there  was  really  less  through 
freight  on  die  Intercolonial  last  year  than 
there  was  drawn  over  it  seventeen  years 
ago.   That  is  not  a  condition  of  things  that 
I  ought  to  exist.   I  would  be  very  glad  If  the 
1  minister  would  see,  now  that  his  atteution 
;  has  been  called  to  it,  that  this  gentleman  is 
!  properly  treated.    I  do  not  know  what  his 
|  business  amounts  to,  but  he  brings  every- 
thing he  uses  for  that  mill  over  the  Inter- 
|  colonial.   I  know  the  position  of  these  two 
|  places,  Teter's  tannery  and  the  corn  meal 
'  mill  are  almost  alongside  one  another.  One 
man  gets  everything  done  for  him,  the  other 
man  cannot  even  get  his  stock  in  trade,  that 
is  only  a  few  yards  off,  brought  up  to  his 
warehouse. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Why  can  one  man 
get  the  favour  and  the  other  cannot  1 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Because  the  Intercolonial 
does  not  see  lit  to  do  it.  He  wants  a  little 
shunting  of  a  few  yards,  and  it  cannot  be 
done — that  is  his  statement. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
say  that  the  matter  of  shunting  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  Mr.  Pottinger  ? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  know— his  letter 
is  all  I  know  about  it. 
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Mr.  EMMBRSON.  My  hon.  friend  says 
he  has  had  considerable  correspondence  with 
Mr.  Pottinger,  and  that  It  culminated  in  the 
letter  he  had  received  to-day.  Now  did  my 
hon.  friend  call  Mr.  Pottinger's  attention 
to  the  matter  of  shunting  ? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  This  letter  only  came  to 
me  to-day.  This  gentleman  says  he  is  done 
now,  he  has  reached  the  climax,  he  is  going 
to  cease  operating  with  the  Intercolonial 
and  will  bring  his  business  via  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway.  If  he  had  asked  me 
to  interest  myself  in  getting  his  wants 
attended  to,  I  should  have  been  glad  to  do 
so.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  says  he  can- 
not stand  the  racket  any  longer  and  that  he 
most  go  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  My  hon.  friend  has 
mentioned  something  that  has  not  been 
brought  to  my  attention.  I  would  remind 
him,  however,  that  this  complaint  against 
the  management  of  the  Intercolonial  has 
nothing  to  do  with  politics.  It  is  simply  a 
complaint  against  the  officials  and  their 
management  or  control  of  the  details  and  the 
routine.  I  have  never  heard  of  It  until  this 
moment,  but  sitting  here,  I  have  gathered 
already  some  Information  with  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  be  familiar.  He  has 
had  before  him  the  letters  of  the  general 
traffic  manager.  It  appears  that  there  is  a 
complaint  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  Stewart 
who  owns  a  corn  grinding  mill  at  St.  John 
that  the  Intercolonial  Railway  Is  charging 
him  a  higher  rate  than  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Is  charging  somebody  else  for  the 
same  class  of  goods.  That,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  Is  the  core  and  kernel  of  the  whole 
complaint.  My  hon.  friend  must  know  what 
the  answer  of  the  general  traffic  manager 
and  of  the  general  manager  of  the  road 
was  in  that  regard.  He  has  had  their  an- 
swer before  him  and  I  think  it  would  have 
been  fair  for  him  to  have  given  that  in- 
formation to  the  committee,  namely,  that 
the  management  state  that  there  could  be 
no  such  thing,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  under  the  traffic  arrangements, 
could  not  charge  less  than  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  is  charging  for  the  same  amount 
of  transportation ;  that  is  that  the  rates 
that  apply  to  one  railway  must  apply  to  the 
other.  Everybody  knows  that  in  so  far  as 
through  freight  is  concerned  there  are  cer- 
tain traffic  arrangements  between  railways, 
there  is  a  certain  schedule  of  rates  and  un- 
less there  is  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  some  one  they  are  all  bound  by  that 
agreement  and  that  schedule,  and  if  there 
is  any  rebate  it  Is  in  fraud  of  the  agreement 
and  certainly  is  against  good  faith.  Mr. 
Pottinger  has  informed  me  that  in  so  far 
as  any  question  of  shunting  is  concerned 
this  is  the  first  he  has  ever  heard  of  it, 
and  I  am  sure  that  the  officials  would  not 
discriminate  in  favour  of  one  as  against 
the  other.  It  Is  purely  a  matter  of  the  in- 
ternal management  of  the  Intercolonial 
72 


Railway,  and  my  hon.  friend  will  see  that 
the  complaint  that  is  made  that  this  rail- 
way is  a  politically  managed  road  has  no 
foundation.  These  things  are  under  the 
control  of  the  manager,  the  general  traffic 
manager  and  their  officials  and  they  are  all 
regulated  by  them.  These  matters  do  not 
come  under  my  supervision.  Sometimes  ap- 
peals are  made  to  me  In  respect  to  these 
matters  and  I  am  sometimes  called  upon 
to  adjust  them.  In  doing  so,  I  do  it  in 
conference  with  the  officiate.  I  have  not 
the  technical  knowledge,  I  am  not  supposed 
to  have  it,  and  I  must  necessarily  be  guided 
by  their  reports  and  their  advices  In  such 
matters. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  no  statement  to 
make  in  regard  to  the  rates  of  freight  as 
charged  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  or  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  my  correspondent  has  certainly  ex- 
pressed his  dissatisfaction  with  the  rates 
that  are  charged  on  the  Intercolonial,  and  he 
says  that  he  was  charged  one  cent  more 
per  hundred  pounds,  or  per  barrel,  what- 
ever It  was— per  hundred  pounds,  I  think— 
than  the  rate  that  was  guaranteed  to  him, 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  I 
might  make  the  whole  thing  clear  by  read- 
ing this  corespondence,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  worth  while  to  do  that.  I  will  merely 
state  that  my  corespondent  says  in  his 
letter : 

In  reply  I  would  say  that  Mr.  Wallace,  general 
freight  agent's  information  with  regard  to  lake/ 
port  corn  Is  correct,  but  my  claim  is  on  corn 
all  rail  to  Chicago. 

That  is  what  he  says  In  regard  to  the  re- 
bate. I  do  not  know  that  it  Is  necessary 
for  me  to  read  this  letter.  I  do  not  want 
to  detain  and  weary  the  committee  with  a 
large  correspondence  on  this  one  single 
thing,  but  I  just  bring  the  result  to  the  no- 
tice of  the  hon.  minister,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  a  man  who  has  invested  his 
money  in  a  mill,  placed  right  alongside  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  in  order  to  be  near 
it  and  to  do  his  business  in  connection  with 
it,  would  not  write  such  a  letter  as  this  or 
state  that  the  condition  of  affairs  between 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  himself  has 
about  come  to  a  climax,  that  he  is  coming 
to  a  conclusion  that  his  business  is  no  good 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  that  he 
will  have  to  do  business  elsewhere  unless 
there  were  some  grounds  for  so  doing.  I 
desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
minister  to  this  state  of  affairs.  If  it  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  railway  why,  of  course, 
the  railway  cannot  be  blamed  for  it.  But 
I  do  not  think  that  a  gentleman  such  as  Mr. 
Stewart  is,  would  make  statements  of  that 
kind  unless  he  had  some  real  cause  to  do  it. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Well,  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  manifestly  unfair  to  the  officials 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  This  is  not 
a  charge  against  me,  it  is  not  a  charge 
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against  the  department,  but  It  is  a  charge 
against  the  efficient  management  of  the  In- 
tercolonial and  he  has  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  committee  what  I  would  say, 
f>nd  I  do  not  say  It  In  any  offensive  sense, 
Is  a  garbled  statement  of  some  complaint 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  exists. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  take  issue  with  that 
statement  and  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  minister  is  in  order  or  not. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  say  that  I  do  not 
say  it  in  an  offensive  sense. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  care  In  what 
sense  the  hon.  minister  says  it,  it  is  not  a 
true  statement. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  facts  will  speak 
for  themselves.  It  is  a  one-sided  statement. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  all  the  letters  there, 
be  has  letters  that  were  addressed  to  the 
•officers  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and 
be  has  their  replies  and  their  explanations. 
Tbe  great  charge  of  the  colleagues  of  my 
hon.  friend  on  tbe  opposite  side  of  the  House 
has  been  ever  since  I  have  been  a  member 
of  this  House  that  we  have  been  carrying 
freight  for  nothing,  that  our  freight  rates 
are  entirely  too  low— this  has  been  the  uni- 
versal complaint  against  the  Intercolonial 
Railway— and  now  the  hon.  gentleman 
stands  up  and  says  that  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  is  charging  too  much,  that  it  is 
charging  more  than  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  In  so  far  as  their  rates  are  con- 
cerned, they  are  supposed  to  charge  the 
same  rate  per  hundred  pounds  or  per  bar- 
rel. That  is  recognized,  and  if  any  one  of 
the  parties  to  a  traffic  arrangement  violates 
it  he  Is  not  acting  in  good  faith  towards  the 
others.  Surely  this  matter  having  been  im- 
ported into  this  discussion,  not  for  my  sake 
but  for  the  sake  of  the  management,  it  is 
only  fair,  that  the  whole  matter  should  be 
made  known.  I  regret  that  it  will  take  up 
time,  and  I  regret  that  It  will  take  up 
space  in  '  Hansard '  but  there  must  be  some 
tnswer.  I  have  not  a  very  clear  knowledge 
of  It,  it  has  not  been  brought  to  my  notice, 
I  never  heard  of  it  until  I  heard  It  from  the 
lips  of  my  hon.  friend  a  few  moments  ago. 
But  there  is  one  statement  he  made  In  re- 
spect to  the  earning  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  which  I  think  should  be  corrected. 
I  know  it  does  not  tell  In  favour  of  the 
position  which  I  have  taken,  but  it  Is  truth 
and  should  be  recognized  as  such.  Tbe 
«arnings  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  last 
year,  as  compared  with  the  previous  year, 
have  been  Increased,  and  yet  despite  that 
fact  the  expenditures  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  were  increased.  But  the  gross 
earnings  were  increased  and  therefore  it 
should  not  go  down  as  a  matter  of  record 
•that  the  gross  earnings  of  last  year  were 
-not  as  great  as  the  preceding  year. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  wish  to  call  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  I 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


made  no  such  statement  as  he  has  attri- 
buted to  me.  I  did  not  mention  the  words 
'  gross  earnings  •  at  all.  I  said  that  the 
amount  of  freight  he  had  carried  over  the 
road  during  last  year  was  less  than  that 
carried  during  the  year  before.  That  is  the 
statement  I  made  and  that  is  the  statement 
I  make  now.  Let  me  read  to  the  minister 
his  own  report  which  is  as  follows  : 

The  freight  traffic  amounted  to  $4,041,122.48, 
or  63  \25  per  cent  of  the  gross  earnings,  a  de- 
crease of  $87,132.52. 

There  is  the  statement  from  bis  own  re- 
port, and  that  is  the  report  I  was  reading 
from.  I  made  no  reference  at  all  to  the 
jross  earnings;  I  am  quite  aware  there  was 
a  slight  Increase  of  gross  earnings  last  year 
over  the  year  before,  but  my  reference  was 
to  the  traffic,  and  the  idea  I  had  in  bringing 
the  matter  up  was  that  such  occurrences  as 
this  might  be  some  reason  why  a  smaller 
amount  of  freight  was  carried.  If  there  Is 
good  care  taken  of  the  patrons  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  I  do  not  see  why  the  busi- 
ness should  not  increase.  I  can  understand 
that  if  a  man  goes  to  Mr.  Stewart  and  tells 
him  that  he  is  getting  better  treatment  from 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  such 
can  be  shown  to  be  the  case,  it  is  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  he  would  transfer  his  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  admit  that  If  Mr. 
Stewart  was  getting  his  freight  hauled  over 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Chicago 
to  St.  John  for  one  cent  per  hundred  pounds 
less  than  the  Intercolonial  Railway  rate,  he 
would  be  justified  in  sending  bis  freight  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  have  stated, 
however,  that  it  is  the  contention  of  tbe 
traffic  manager  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
that  the  freight  between  Chicago  and  St. 
John  must,  under  the  traffic  agreement,  pay 
the  same  rate  whether  carried  by  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  or  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 

Mr.  DANIEL.   I  understand  that. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  It  Is  fair  that 
this  country  should  understand  it,  too,  and 
If  it  is  true  that  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way are  cutting  rates  in  violation  of  tbe 
agreement  it  should  be  known. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  have  made  no  reference 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  cutting- 
rates,  and  I  do  not  know  that  the  minister 
has  any  right  to  make  such  an  insinuation. 
There  are  other  things  which  count  in  the 
treatment  of  patrons  of  a  railway  besides 
the  question  of  rates.  My  correspondent  Is 
evidently  complaining  of  tbe  treatment  be 
gets  by  tbe  railway,  but  as  to  whether  any 
one  gets  better  rates  on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  for  the  same  class  of  business  than 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say;  the  rates  are  supposed  to  be 
and  they  probably  are  the  same. 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  are  through  long 
haul  rates. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Then  the  rates  being  the 
same  there  must  be  a  difference  in  the  ac- 
commodation afforded  by  the  two  roads  or 
my  correspondent  would  not  make  such  a 
complaint.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  pass  this 
letter  over  to  Mr.  Pottinger.  This  gentle- 
man makes  the  statement  here  that  when  a 
■couple  of  loaded  cars  were  within  a  few 
yards  of  the  mill,  although  he  cleared  the 
tracks  with  his  own  men,  he  could  not  get 
the  cars  shunted. 

i 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  After  listening  to  the 
wishy-washy  arguments  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways — 

Some  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite say  '  Oh.'  but  if  they  had  listened  to 
these  arguments  for  the  last  few  days,  they 
would  come  to  the  same  conclusion  as  I 
nave. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  You  are  entitled  to  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  do  not  ask  for  any. 
Here  we  have  the  minister  trying  to  shunt 
the  responsibility  on  to  the  men  who  are 
with  him  in  managing  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. I  do  not  believe  that  is  fair  to  these 
men. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
pardon  me.  I  take  the  full  responsibility 
in  connection  with  the  management  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  and  in  the  discussion 
of  these  estimates  I  have  not  In  any  way  at- 
tempted to  place  any  of  that  responsibility 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  officials  of  the  road. 
But  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Daniel)  clearly 
stated  that  this  was  purely  a  question  be- 
tween certain  officials  and  a  gentleman 
named  Stewart.  It  Is  a  matter  which  has 
not  been  brought  to  my  notice  in  any  way, 
and  according  to  my  hoh.  friend's  own  state- 
ment, it  is  a  matter  for  the  officials  of  the 
railroad  to  deal  with.  Therefore,  out  of  re- 
spect to  these  gentlemen,  I  ask  that  he 
should  give  their  letter  and  place  it  on  'Han- 
sard' side  by  side  with  the  charge  that  is 
made  by  Mr.  Stewart.  If  my  hon.  friend 
does  not  do  that  I  shall  certainly  do  it,  be- 
cause I  think  it  would  be  unfair  treatment 
to  the  officials  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
if  that  letter  is  withheld  from  the  knowledge 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  This  afternoon  we 
had  the  minister  giving  considerable  atten- 
tion to  a  poor  station  agent  who  was  dis- 
missed, and  naturally  It  would  be  supposed 
that  a  matter  of  this  kind  mentioned  by  my 
hon.  'friend  (Mr.  Daniel)  would  come  under 
his  notice  to.  There  cannot  be  too  much  said 
in  condemnation  of  the  present  management 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  with  its  huge 
deficits  from  year  to  year.  The  hon.  member 
72* 


for  North  Renfrew  {Mr.  White)  made  a 
splendid  suggestion  when  he  said  the  Inter- 
colonial should  be  taken  out  of  politics,  and 
if  that  were  done  I  believe  it  would  be  one  of 
the  best  things  that  has  ever  happened  this 
country.  Why  should  not  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  be  a  paying  institution?  Look  at 
the  Australian  government  railway  system 
with  its  different  gauges  and  the  expense  of 
transhipping  freight  and  there  you  will  find 
a  government  railway  a  paying  concern. 

Some  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Do  the  hon.  gentle- 
men say  '  Oh  ? ' 

Some  hon  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Then  they  do  not 
know  what  is  going  on  in  Australia.  Last 
year-  the  Australian  railways  paid  the  gov- 
ernment three  per  cent  on  the  Investment 
and.  here  in  Canada  we  have  a  government 
railway  which  should  be  the  most  up  to  date 
In  the  country  running  behind  year  after 
year  when  other  railways  are  earning  large 
dividends  and  increasing  their  traffic.  And 
yet  in  view  of  this  the  minister  tells  us  that 
we  are  making  garbled  statements  and  that 
your  humble  servant  here  was  having  infor- 
mation pumped  into  him.  Let  us  look  back 
at  what  has  occurred  in  this  House  for  the 
last  few  days,  and  we  will  see  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  his  deputy  pumping  informa- 
tion into  the  Minister  of  Railways  the  min- 
ister would  be  in  a  sorry  plight.  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  argument  to-night,  but 
too  much  cannot  be  said  in  condemnation  of 
the  way  in  which  the  affairs  of  the-  Inter- 
colonial Railway  and  its  branches  are  man- 
aged by  this  government,  and  were  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  place  I  would  urge 
upon  him  the  necessity  of  creating  an  inde- 
pendent commission  and  taking  the  Inter- 
colonial and  all  its  branches  out  of  politics, 
so  that  we  should  have  a  paying  invest- 
ment instead  of  one  that  Is  running  behind 
and  showing  deficits  year  after  year. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  Minister  of  Railways 
has  taken  occasion  to  stand  up  for  the  offi- 
cials of  the  government  railways  in  view 
of  a  remark  of  the  hon.  member  for  St 
John.  That  is  a  good  thing  to  do,  and  I 
commend  my  hon.  friend  for  it.  We  are 
to-day  voting  some  $7,000,000,  part  of  which 
is  to  be  devoted  to  Increasing  the  salaries 
of  the  men  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
What  I  rose  specially  to  say  was  this.  When 
the  government  bought  the  Canada  Eastern 
Railway,  I  presume  they  intended  to  carry 
out  the  usual  practice  of  railway  companies 
of  retaining  In  their  employ  the  employees 
whom  they  found  on  the  railway  when  they 
took  it  over.  One  of  these  employees  was 
Mr.  White,  the  station  agent  at  Frederlcton. 
After  twenty-three  years  of  service,  Mr. 
White  was  paid  the  magnificent  salary  of 
$05  a  month  on  which  to  keep  himself  and 
his  family  ;  but,  because  the  minister  heard 
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a  few  complaints  about  Mr.  White  not 
getting  sufficient  freight  at  Frederlcton,  he 
discharged  him  on  fourteen  days'  notice.  I 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  minister  say  it  did 
not  matter  to  him  whether  ,  a  man  was  ten 
years  or  twenty-flve  years  in  the  service  of 
the  company.  If  the  minister  wants  to  en- 
courage the  employees  on  the  government 
railway  to  do  their  duty,  he  must  not  ex- 
hibit that  spirit  towards  them,  but  be  pre- 
pared to  appreciate  long  and  faithful  ser- 
vice and  reward  it  properly.  He  supplanted 
Mr.  White  by  employing  Mr.  Walker  and 
paying  him  $85  a  month  for  what  he  ex- 
pected Mr.  White  to  do  for  $65  a  month. 
That  is  a  poor  way  to  treat  Mr.  White  after 
his  long  service.  On  ordinary  railways  the 
officials  would  say  to  Mr.  White :  We  find 
that  you  are  not  competent  to  perform  the 
duties  of  station  agent  at  this  important 
station;  therefore,  we  will  supplant  you 
with  a  man  qualified  to  fulfil  the  require- 
ments of  this  station,  but  we  will  move  you 
to  another  station  where  the  duties  will  be 
such  as  you  can  perform.  That  would  be 
humane  treatment,  and  would  encourage 
the  employees  on  the  railway  to  give  effi- 
cient service  ;  and  unless  you  give  the  em- 
ployees humane  treatment,  you  cannot  ex- 
pect them  to  work  efficiently.  I  have  a  state- 
ment of  the  minister  to  the  effect  that  the 
strong  competition  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
must  naturally  lead  the  officers  of  the  Inter- 
colonial to  greater  exertion.  I  again  urge 
upon  the  minister,  on  behalf  of  this  man, 
who  appears  to  be  a  deserving  man,  to  find 
some  station  where  he  can  be  of  service. 
There  is  no  person  to  stand  up  for  him  ex- 
cept the  hon.  gentleman  representing  his 
constituency.  He  has  not  been  discharged 
by  reason  of  any  political  interference.  I 
appeal  again  to  my  hon.  friend  not  to  be 
harsh  towards  this  unfortunate  man,  but 
to  do  his  duty  as  the  head  of  the  government 
system  of  railways  and  give  him  employ- 
ment at  some  other  station.  By  that  means 
he  will  encourage  ail  good,  steady,  honest 
employees  to  do  their  duty. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  have  bad  it  in 
my  heart  to  express  to  the  minister  the 
same  sentiments  that  have  been  so  ably  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin 
(Mr.  Ingram).  I  do  not  know  the  details  of 
this  case,  but  from  the  statement  of  the 
minister  himself,  there  is  no  evidence  to 
show  that  Mr.  White  was  unfit  for  the  posi- 
tion he  occupied  for  so  many  years.  At  any 
rate,  the  rule  of  the  government  depart- 
ments is  to  allow  a  gratuity  amounting,  I 
think,  to  a  month's  salary  for  every  year  of 
public  service  to  men  who  are  dismissed  ; 
and  I  understand  that  when  any  road  is 
taken  over,  the  officers  on  that  road  are 
treated  the  same  as  if  they  had  been  In  the 
government  service.  Even  if  the  worst  the 
minister  says  of  Mr.  White  is  true,  that  he 
is  unfit  for  the  Frederlcton  Job.  there  are 
many  other  places  along  the  line  that  he 
could  fill.  I  submit  to  the  minister  that  a 
Hr.  INGRAM. 


man  who  has  given  the  best  part  of  his  life 
to  the  service  of  a  railway,  when  that  rail- 
way is  absorbed  by  the  government,  is  en- 
titled to  consideration,  and  I  trust  that  the- 
minister  will  endeavour,  at  an  early  date, 
to  find  a  station  where  this  officer  can  be  put- 
in  charge.  Any  man  who  gives  twenty- 
three  years  of  his  life  to  the  service  of  a 
company  or  the  country  is  entitled  to  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  He  did  not  give  his- 
service  to  the  country,  but  to  the  company. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  That  company  has 
been  absorbed  by  the  government,  and  I 
understand  that  its  officers  for  the  time 
being  are  recognized  as  placed  on  the  same- 
footing  as  if  they  had  been  in  the  service  of 
the  government 

!  Mr.  DANIEL.  I  notice  some  little  im- 
provement In  the  conduct  of  the  minister  la- 
the fact  that  Mr.  White  got  ten  days* 
or  two  weeks'  notice,  whereas  the  two 
dismissals  which  took  place  shortly  after 
the  by-election  In  February,  a  year 
ago,  were  Instantaneous.  No  time  was- 
given  for  contemplation,  or  even  for  regret, 
but  the  dismissals  were  sudden,  short  and 
sharp.  I  am  in  hopes  that  in  another  year's- 
time  when  a  dismissal  takes  place  the  min- 
ister will  investigate  the  case  in  the  way  in 
which  almost  any  other  employer  would  do, 
so  as  to  make  sure  that  he  is  doing  no  in- 
justice. I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  minis- 
ter if  this  amount  of  seven  million  dollars 
includes  the  amounts  which  are  paid  the 
advertlslng  staff  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Yes,  all  expenditures. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  How  many  are  employed: 
in  that  service  and  at  what  rates? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Creighton  Is  head 
of  the  advertising  staff.  Mr.  Lindsay,  Mr. 
Allward,  Mr.  Hickson  and  Mr.  A.  E.  Bar- 
ten  are  on  the  staff.  Mr.  Barten  Is  with 
the  advertising  car  now  at  the  sportsmen's 
show  In  New  York. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Are  they  employed  all  the 
year  round? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  am  not  speaking  from 
personal  knowledge,  but  it  has  been  inti- 
mated to  me  that  that  department  Is  rather 
over-manned. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  All  last  spring  and 
winter  we  had  men  going  through  Ontario 
and  the  New  England  states  with  an  adver- 
tising car,  showing  pictures  of  the  different 
points. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    In  the  winter? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  they  were  here  dur- 
ing the  session.  They  had  a  store  on  Sparks 
street  where  they  showed  views  of  the- 
most  prominent  points  In  New  Brunswick. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2237 


MARCH  9,  1905 


2238 


Prince  Edward  Island,  Nova  Scotia,  Cape 
Breton  and  Quebec.  Mr.  Lindsay  had 
charge  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  exhibit 
at  the  St.  Louis  fair.  Mr.  Crelghton  Is 
•chief  of  the  staff,  assisted  by  Mr.  Allward. 
Mr.  Crelghton  travels  over  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  system,  going  to  the  different 
points.  Mr.  Allward  remains  in  the  office 
at  Moncton.  Thereare  only  four  altogether 
and  the  department  is  certainly  not  over- 
manned. They  do  very  successful  work. 
Any  one  who  saw  their  exhibits  here  and  at 
St.  Louis  will  bear  testimony  to  the  good 
quality  of  their  work.  We  got  a  gold  medal 
at  St.  Louis  for  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
exhibit,  and  I  am  sure  that  that  was  quite 
a  triumph  for  a  Canadian  railway. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Will  the  minister  give  us 
some  information  on  the  question  of  freight 
rates?  What  would  the  difference  be  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway 'In  freight  rates-  say 
for  100  miles  into  Montreal  as  against  100 
miles  going  to  Toronto  on  the  Grand  Trunk 
•or  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  carrying  farm 
products  '! 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  dependent 
very  largely  upon  water  competition.  Gen- 
■erally  speaking  the  rates  on  the  Intercol- 
onial Railway  are  much  lower  than  those 
•on  the  Canadian .  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  BLAIN.   About  how  much? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  varies  according  to 
the  different  classes  of  goods.  My  hon. 
friend  will  perhaps  remember  the  statement 
that  a  former  Minister  of  Railways  made  In 
1902,  when  he  said  that  afttr  studying  out 
the  matter  he  had  found  that  in  some  in- 
stances the  rates  were  80  per  cent  lower 
•on  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I  think  how- 
ever that  that  was  only  an  Isolated  case. 
In  some  instances,  they  are  50  per  cent  and 
in  others  25  per  cent  lower.  Generally  speak- 
ing the  rates  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
are  very  much  lower  than  on  the  other  Can- 
adian railways.  I  am  referring  to  local 
rates.  We  all  know  that  the  through- 
rates  have  to  be  uniform  by  reason  of  the 
traffic  agreement.  Then  the  rates  are  af- 
fected on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  very 
materially  by  water  competition.  For  in- 
stance the  rates  between  Montreal  and 
Sydney  are  vqry  materially  governed  by 
steamship  competition  during  the  summer 
months.  In  order  to  secure  traffic  the  year 
round  from  any  industry  at  Sydney,  we 
have  to  make  special  arrangements.  Of 
course  we  could  charge  what  we  pleased 
•during  the  winter  but  during  the  summer 
they  could  snap  their  fingers  at  us.  Of 
course  we  would  not  wish  to  be  excessive 
and  they  would  naturally  get  the  best 
freight  rates  they  could. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Why  does  the  minister  enter 
Into  an  agreement  with  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  to  make  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 


way rates  on  the  long  hauls  exactly  the 
same  as  those  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  is  not  an  agreement 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  but  a 
traffic  agreement  in  which  a  great  many 
roads  have  to  be  considered.  Coming  from 
Chicago  there  is  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
and  from  other  points  beyond  Chicago  there 
may  be  other  railroads.  The  traffic  agents 
of  the  different  railways  meet  during  the 
year  and  make  up  a  schedule  as  to  the  mile- 
age. It  is  not  an  agreement  in  the  sense 
of  forming  a  monopoly  or  combine,  but  an 
agreement  as  respects  the  mileage.  The 
Intercolonial  Railway  Is  governed  in  that 
connection  by  the  shorter  mileage  because 
It  cannot  charge  for  Its  actual  mileage.  For 
instance  we  have  to  meet  the  short  line 
rates  between  Montreal  and  St.  John  though 
we  go  much  further  around. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  gentleman  refers 
to  local  rates.  Do  we  understand  him  to 
mean  that  between  points  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial  purely 
local,  the  Intercolonial  rates  are  lower  than 
those  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  On  all  other  lines  in  Can- 
ada die  Railway  Commission  has  the  right 
to  Interfere  to  prevent  discrimination,  but  It 
has  no  control  over  government  railways. 
Now  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  for  instance,  at  competing 
points  make  the  same  rates,  and  any  viola- 
tion would  be  Interfered  with  by  the  traffic 
association.  It  seems  to  me  the  minister 
must  surely  have  the  same  system  as  be- 
tween the  Intercolonial  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  understand  that  the 
object  of  the  Railway  Commission  is  to  pro- 
tect the  patrons  of  the  railways  and  prevent 
charges  beyond  a  certain  maximum.  If  one 
of  the  railways  charges  less  than  the  maxi- 
mum, I  do  not  understand  that  the  Railway 
Commission  will  interfere. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Evidently,  I  have  not 
made  myself  plain.  There  is  a  tariff  ar- 
rangement between  the  railway  companies. 
They  meet  once  a  year  and  arrange  the 
rates. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  for  through 
rates. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  And  for  local  rates  at 
competing  points. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  minister  will 
allow  me  to  inform  him  that  that  Is  so.  If 
one  railway  company  violates  the  tariff 
arrangement  by  discrimination,  that  rail- 
way is  punished. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2239 


COMMONS 


2240 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  >Ab  between  them- 
selves ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  But  the  Railway  Com- 
mission will  not  interfere. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Except  in  cases  of  dis- 
crimination, where  one  man  Is  charged  more 
for  the  same  service  than  another  man. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  thought  the  hou.  gen- 
tleman was  speaking  about  separate  routes. 
He  mentioned  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  its  relationship  to  some  other  road. 
But,  as  to  pne  road,  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion would  not  interfere  except  in  case  of 
discrimination  in  favour  of  one  customer 
as  against  another. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  But,  referring  to  what  I 
spoke  of  previously,  surely  the  Intercolonial 
has  an  arrangement  for  local  rates  at  com- 
peting points  with  other  roads.  But  I  under- 
stand him  to  say  that  this  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  bear  in  mind  that  there  are  not  com- 
peting roads,  except  so  far  as  the  points  of 
Montreal  and  St  John  are  concerned.  The 
Intercolonial  was  at  St.  John  before  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  Interco- 
lonial had  its  rates  fixed  years  ago,  and 
these — I  will  not  take  time  to  explain  why — 
have  been  continued.  They  are  practically 
the  same  yesterday,  to-day,  and,  apparently, 
for  ever.  And,  I  fancy,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has  adjusted  its  St.  John  rates  to 
meet  the  Intercolonial.  I  hope  these  freight 
rates  will  have  some  modification  in  the 
future,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to  expunge 
the  words  '  for  ever '  as  respects  rates. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way runs  from  Montreal  to  St.  John,  as  the 
Intercolonial  does.  Do  I  understand  the 
minister  to  say  that  the  rates  are  much  less 
on  the  Intercolonial  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  understood  him  to  say 
so. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  understood  my  hon. 
friend  to  speak  of  local  rates.  Prom  Mont- 
real to  St.  John  is  a  through  rate,  as  my 
hon.  friend  knows.  But  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  arrangement  even  as  to  that,  be- 
cause that  was  established  by  the  Interco- 
lonial years  ago. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  association  for  the 
railways  throughout  the  country  meets 
every  year  and  arranges  rates  

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Through  rates. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  speaking  of  through 
rates.  That  traffic  arrangement  is  carried 
out  by  all  the  railways  operating  in  the  dis- 
trict. And  I  understand  the  Intercolonial 
is  a  party  to  that  arrangement 
Mr.  INGRAM. 


Mr.  TAYLOR.  Combine. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  belongs  to  that  as- 
sociation, and,  so  far  as  through  rates  are 
concerned,  It  is  governed  by  It 

Mr.  INGRAM.  There  are  the  through- 
rates.  In  addition  to  that  the  other  rail- 
way companies  have  their  arrangement  for 
competing  points.  These  are  local  rates. 
If  a  shipper  chooses  one  route  rather  than 
another,  it  must  be  on  account  of  cars  or 
something  of  that  kind,  for  the  rates  are  the 
same.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Inter- 
colonial has  different  local  rates  

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Let  me  explain.  The 
Intercolonial  does  not  submit  its  local  rates 
to  this  association,  and  In  no  way  depends 
upon  any  action  of  the  association.  And. 
if  I  am  correctly  informed,  the  rate  from 
Montreal  to  St.  John  Is  considered  a  local 
rate  in  the  sense  that  it  was  established  by 
the  Intercolonial  and  Is  not  a  subject  of 
agreement.  A  through  rate  Is  always  in 
connection  with  connecting  railways,  where 
there  is  a  division  of  the  traffic  and  an  ap- 
portionment to  connecting  lines.  But  where 
the  freight  goes  from  a  station  on  the  Inter- 
colonial to  another  station  on  the  Interco- 
lonial, that  Is  a  local  rate,  controlled  en- 
tirely by  ourselves,  without  regard  to  other 
railways  or  the  traffic  association. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Take  an  instance.  Sup- 
pose that  two  men  are  shippers  over  the 
Intercolonial.  One  is  charged  a  certain 
rate,  while  the  other  Is  charged  a  higher 
rate— that  is,  there  is  discrimination  as  be- 
tween the  two  shippers.  Does  the  minister 
say  that  nothing  of  that  kind  has  occurred  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  explained  that  it 
was  a  uniform  rate,  and  that  was  the  boast 
of  a  government  railway.  But  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman complains  that  there  has  not  been 
sufficient  elasticity,  that  shippers  have  com- 
plained that  where  they  had  furnished 
hundreds  of  carloads  of  traffic  to  the  rail- 
way, they  were  shown  no  more  considera- 
tion than  the  man  who  had  only  three  car- 
loads. My  Information  is  that  if  there  are 
special  rates  in  connection  with  any  pro- 
duct, either  natural  or  manufactured,  that 
special  rate  is  given  to  all  engaged  in  the 
business,  and  it  is  not  given  to  one  man  in 
a  town  and  refused  to  another.  It  is  ob- 
vious that  the  railway,  being  a  government 
road,  cannot  discriminate. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  gentleman  make  that  statement.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Intercolonial  has. 
ever  discriminated  between  shippers.  - 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  that  respect  there 
is  certainly  no  politics.  A  Conservative  can 
get  the  same  rate  as  a  Liberal,  and  vice 
versa.  The  rates  are  made  regardless  en- 
tirely of  politics,  creed,  nationality  or  any- 
other  difference. 
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Mr.  INGRAM.  I  want  to  get  back  to 
what  my  Hon.  friend  stated  a  short  time 
ago.  I  put  the  case  of  shippers  over  any 
other  line  of  railway  being  discriminated 
against,  and  the  minister  says  that  the 
commission  could  step  in  when  more  than 
the  maximum  rate  was  charged  ;  that  they 
never  interfered  unless  more  than  the  maxi- 
mum rate  is  charged.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  quite  correct  in  that  statement  as 
regards  other  railways. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  On  the  same  railway  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Then  I  withdraw  my 
statement  that  the  commission  does  not  in- 
terfere with  respect  to  the  maximum  rate. 
I  thought  it  was  a  question  as  between 
two  railways.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend 
to  put  his  question  in  that  way  ;  but  he 
afterwards  amended  it,  and  said  it  wa3 
with  respect  to  the  same  railway,  and  I 
then  said  in  that  case  the  commission  would 
interfere  if  there  was  discrimination. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  want  to  mention  to  tha 
hon.  gentleman  that  the,  Stanaard  Oil  Com- 
pany got  certain  privileges  from  railways 
in  this  country  that  the  railways  would  not 
grant  to  other  interests  that  were  engaged 
in  the  oil  business,  and  that  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  and  was  settled  here  in  Ottawa. 
I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the-  Railway  Commis- 
sion to  handle  such  cases  as  that.  It  seemed 
to  me  remarkable,  when  the  Railway  BUI 
went  through,  that  government  railways 
were  not  included  in  the  scope  of  the  com- 
mission. I  think  it  would  be  a  step  in  the 
right  direction  to  give  the  commission  con- 
trol over  government  railways  as  well  as 
others.  I  would  go  further,  and  say  that 
the  time  has  about  arrived  when  we  should 
have  an  independent  commission  to  manage 
all  the  government  railways  in  this  country. 
When  we  bring  about  that  change,  I  am 
satisfied  we  will  not  have  fl,000,000  deficit 
every  year. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
minister  if  he  remembers  making  some  refer- 
ence last  session  of  parliament  to  a  super- 
annuation scheme  for  the  employees  of  the 
Intercolonial  ?  I  understood  that  he  intend- 
ed to  introduce  that  scheme  last  session. 
I  do  not  know  whether  any  reference  was 
made  to  it  during  the  last  election.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us  what 
cost  such  a  scheme  would  involve  to  the 
country,  or  whether  any  part  of  the  cost  is 
included  in  the  item  before  us.  Does  he 
intend  to  bring  down  such  a  scheme  this 
year  or  at  any  time  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  did  bring  the  matter 
before  the  House  last  year,-  I  am  familiar 
with  what  has  transpired  with  respect  to 
the  pension  scheme  on  the  Intercolonial. 
It  was  first  referred  to  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Blair,  when  be  was  Minister  of  Railways, 
I  tliiuk.  in  1902.   He  again  referred  to  it  in 


1903,  mid  when  I  assumed  office  in  1904  it 
was  a  live  question.  The  officials  and  the 
employees  all  along  the  line  were  consulted 
in  regard  to  it,  and  they  drew  up  certain 
resolutions  to  form  the  basis  of  a  scheme. 
These  were  submitted  to  me.  and  are  now 
under  consideration.  I  hoped  to  introduce 
the  Bill  last'  session,  but  It  was  found1  im- 
possible to  go  on  with  it  on  account  of  the> 
overwhelming  importance  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  BUI.  I  am  still  in  hopes  that 
I  will  be  able  to  consider  this  matter,  if 
not  at  the  present  session  of  parliament, 
certainly  at  the  next  session. 

-  Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  want  to  ask  the  minis- 
ter a  practical  question  regarding  a  matter 
that  comes  under  my  observation  every  day. 
Suppose  I  am  a  shipper  at  Brockville,  where 
we  have  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  If  I  want  to  ship  goods  to 
St.  John,  to  Moncton  and  to  Halifax,  can  I 
get  a  better  rate  if  I  bill  those  goods  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  to  Montreal,  thence  via  the 
Intercolonial  to  St  John  and  Moncton  or 
Halifax,  than  if  I  billed  them  by  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  to  either  of  these 
points  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  my  hon.  friend  as  to  the  rates  be- 
tween these  points  by  the  Intercolonial  as 
compared  with  the  rates  over  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  But  I  think  that  is  what 
is  called  the  long  haul,  and  that  is  a  matter 
that  Is  regulated  by  this  traffic  agreement 
over  the  railway. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Who  makes  this  traflic 
agreement  for  the  Intercolonial  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    The  traffic  manager. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  traflic  manager  en- 
ters into  a  combine  with  the  other  railways 
that  rates  shall  be  the  same  from  Montreal 
by  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  any  point 
where  the  Canadian  Pacific  touches. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  does  not  go  beyond  St.  John.  The 
very  moment  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
gets  that  freight  to  St.  John  it  pays  tribute 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ■  and  gets 
mileage.  There  is  no  combine.  The  Inter- 
colonial Railway  has  a  certain  mileage  down 
to  that  point.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
has  a  certain  mileage  down  to  Montreal 
and  that  is  regulated  by  the  through  haul. 
It  is  not  a  combine  ;  it  is  only  an  appor- 
tionment according  to  mileage  to  the  differ- 
ent railways. 

Mr,  TAYLOR.  When  you  are  quoted  the 
same  rates  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to 
the  point  to  which  it  goes  and  thence  by 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  the  freight  being 
handed  over  at  St.  John  for  points  east  and 
the  rates  being  all  the  same,  what  is  the 
good  of  competition  in  railways  ?  As  long 
as  the  government  can  allow  their  traflic 
manager  to  enter  into  a  combine  with  other 
railways  and  to  agree  that  the  rates  shall 
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be  the  same  there  is  no  competition,  apd  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  gets  up  and  tells  us 
that  the  rates  on  the  Intercolonial  are  lower 
than  on  any  other  road.  I  am  shipping 
goods  every  day  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell)  knows  as  a 
matter  of  fact  that  he  as  a  shipper  cannot 
get  a  cent  of  difference  in  the  rate  charged 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  or  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  from  Toronto  to 
Montreal  or  St.  John,  or  Halifax. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.    Of  course  not. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell) says  '  of  course  not.'  He  knows  as 
every  practical  business  man  knows  that 
the  government  railway  is  in  a  combine 
with  the  other  railways. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Certainly. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  mileage  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  is  very  much  greater 
than  the  mileage  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  car- 
ries that  freight  at  a  much  lower  rate  per 
mile  than  any  other  railway,  and  thus  keeps 
the  rate  down. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  What  difference  does  it 
make  to  me  as  a  shipper  from  the  west 
whether  my  goods  are  carried  a  thousand 
miles  or  five  hundred  miles  ?  It  is  the 
rate  that  I  am  after  as  a  practical  business 
man.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  the  rate  is 
lower  because  we  have  a  longer  road  to 
haul  the  freight  over.  We  do  not  care 
about  that.  We  want  our  freight  delivered 
at  the  cheapest  rate.  Yet  the  hon.  minister 
tells  his  traffic  manager  to  enter  into  a  com- 
bine with  these  other  roads  in  order  to  reg- 
ulate freight  rates. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  The  rates  to  Halifax 
and  St.  John  and  other  points  down  there 
are  not  in  competition  with  the  railways, 
but  they  are  based  upon  the  competition  be- 
tween the  rail  and  water  routes.  The  time 
was  a  few  years  ago  when  nearly  all  the 
flour  that  was  consumed  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  along  the  southern  shore  of 
Nova  Scotia  was  sent  by  Boston,  and  our 
own  railways  did  not  get  a  pound  of  the 
haul.  In  the  last  few  years  the  rate  has 
been  lowered  so  that  to-day  I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  single  barrel  of  flour  going  to 
Prince  Edward  Island  or  the  southern 
shore,  of  Nova  Scotia  via  Boston,  or  if 
there  is  it  is  in  very  small  quantity. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  That  does  not  affect  my 
statement. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  The  rate  from  Tor- 
onto and  points  in  Ontario  to  Halifax  and 
St.  John  is  necessarily  very  low.  The  rate 
on  flour  Is  exceedingly  low  from  Toronto 
to  Halifax.  It  is  only  14J  cents  per  100 
pounds  for  carrying  that  flour  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  I  suppose  about  1,200 
or  1,300  miles,  and  that  rate  is  divided  be- 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 


tween  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  The  rate  is  the 
same  by  the  other  roads,  but  the  roads  have 
to  make  that  rate  in  connection  with  water 
shipments  and  they  have  to  make  it  lower 
if  they  want  to  get  the  traffic.  That  is  the 
reason  that  shippers  in  Ontario  regard  the 
rates  to  these  points  in  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces as  being  exceedingly  low  and  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Then  what  benefit  is  it 
to  shippers  in  Ontario  and  in  the  western 
provinces  to  have  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
operated  as  a  government  railway  if  it  does 
not  give  us  any  competitive  rates?  I  am  in 
favour  of  government  railways,  but  not  run 
by  such  a  government  as  we  have  running 
and  managing  this  one.  I  notice  in  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  that  $81,000  was 
paid  for  printing  and  advertising  for  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  and  that  of  this  $39,000 
was  paid  to  three  or  four  newspapers  in 
St.  John— the  'Gazette,'  the  'Globe,'  the 
'  Telegraph  '  and  another. 

Mr.  POSTER.   That  is  the  reptile  press. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Would  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  or  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
manage  their  business  in  this  way  or  throw 
away  $81,000  for  printing  and  advertising  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  pay  a  great 
deal  more. 

Mr.  TAYLOR,  "i  know  how  they  do  it. 
Look  what  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  pay  In  St 
John  under  these  heads.  Can  you  find  an 
expenditure  of  $39,000  a  year  divided 
amongst  three  or  four  newspapers  ?  I  am 
in  favour  of  government  owned  railways, 
but  if  we  own  that  railway,  we  ought  to 
control  the  rates  instead  of  authorizing  our 
traffic  manager  to  make  an  arrangement 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  that  If  people 
In  the  west  want  to  send  goods  down  east 
it  is  immaterial  which  way  they  bill  them. 
I  am  in  favour  of  a  government  owned  rail- 
way that  would  bid  for  the  freight,  that 
would  not  go  into  a  combine  but  that  would 
put  its  rates  at  such  an  amount  as  would 
bring  business  our  way.  Such  a  railway 
would  not  have  half  a  dozen  elevators  built 
at  St.  John  and  along  the  line  standing 
three  or  four  years  idle  and  never  having  a 
bushel  of  wheat  in  them. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Who  started  that  bu- 
siness ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  My  hon.  friend  knows  all 
about  it.  If  we  had  control  of  them  we 
would  have  them  filled  and  emptied  every 
week  with  grain  and  we  would  offer  such 
competition  in  rates  as  would  bring  the 
grain  there.  But  there  is  competition  now. 
My  hon.  friend  goes  and  forms  a  combine 
with  other  railways  and  then  he  fritters 
money   away   paying  newspapers   in  St. 
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John  and  Halifax  $81,000  without  receiv- 
ing any  benefit  In  return.  The  railway  un- 
der his  management  has  run  the  country 
millions  of  dollars  in  debt  every  year  in 
place  of  showing  a  surplus  and  paying  a 
dividend  to  the  stockholders  as  other  rail- 
ways are.  My  hon.  friend  gets  up  and 
says  that  the  road  is  no  good,  that  it  is 
never  going  to  be  any  good  and  that  the 
people  might  as  well  make  up  their  minds 
to  this  while  it  is  under  the  management  of 
•the  present  government.  They  are  asking 
for  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  every 
year  to  keep  the  road  running.  That  is 
practically  the  statement  which  my  hon. 
friend  made  in  introducing  his  estimates  in 
regard  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  the 
other  night.  I  think  that  is  a  humiliating 
position  for  the  people  to  be  in.  Although 
the  people  own  this  railway  the  govern- 
ment say  they  cannot  manage  it  without 
running  it  several  millions  of  dollars  in 
debt.  They  have  made  an  arrangement 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  by  which 
they  cannot  take  freight  at  a  lower  rate 
than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  take  It 
My  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Daniel) 
pointed  out  a  while  ago,  that  a  shipper  was 
charged  a  cent  more  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  than  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, and  If  that  is  so  what  is  the  value  of 
the  agreement  that  they  have  entered  into  ? 
I  am  in  favour  of  a  government  owned  rail- 
way run  as  a  business  concern  and  not  as 
a  political  machine  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
T>een  running  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
since  he  came  into  power. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  never  suspected  that 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Taylor)  was  humorous, 
but  he  seems  to  be  qualifying  for  the  dis- 
tinction when  he  speaks  of  what  would  be 
done  with  the  elevator  at  Halifax  If  his 
party  had  control  of  It.  The  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  make  it  appear  that  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  enters  Into  a  combine  as 
a  result  of  which  the  rates  are  too  high. 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  complain  that  the 
rates  to  Halifax  and  St.  John  and  these 
points  are  too  high?  Will  he  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  know  they  are  very 
much  higher  now  than  were  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  EMMERSON*.  Than  they  were  two 
years  ago  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Two  or  three  years  ago. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  rates  were  origi- 
nally fixed  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  as 
against  the  water  competition  by  shipment 
to  Portland  and  Boston,  and  by  vessels 
crossing  the  Bay  of  Fundy  to  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  ports.  These  rates 
were  in  consequence  made  very  low.  Then 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  came  into  be- 
ing, and  their  rates  were  under  the  control 
■of  the  Railway  Commission  ;  and  are  now 
under  the  control  of  the  Railway  Commis- 


sion from  Ontario  points  to  points  in  the 
maritime  provinces.  By  reason  of  the  con- 
tract entered  into  between  the  government 
of  Canada  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way in  J  881,  so  far  as  western  Canada  is 
concerned  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Is 
above  and  beyond  all  government  and  all 
Railway  Commissions,  and  can  charge  what 
rates  it  likes.  The  Intercolonial  Railway  is 
obliged  to  carry  any  traflSc  it  gets  at  Mont- 
real for  St.  John,  a  very  much  further  mile- 
age than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the 
latter  road  being  shorter ;  and  yet  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  cannot  charge  higher 
freight  rates  than  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  or  else  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
would  not  get  any  business.  My  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Daniel)  gave  a 
good  illustration  when  he  said  that  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  are  charging  one 
cent  per  hundred  pounds  lower  than  the 
Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.. TAYLOR.  In  violation  of  your. agree- 
ment. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  violation  of  the 
through-freight  agreement,  because  this 
freight  comes  from  the  western  states  and 
there  may  be  half  a  dozen  railroads  partici- 
pating in  the  rate.  That  through-rate  must 
be  a  uniform  rate  established  according  to 
mileage  and  in  accordance  with  a  certain 
schedule.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  Is  a  corrective,  but  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  suffers,  because  Its  road 
being  100  miles  longer  than  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  It  must  carry  over  the 
greater  mileage  at  the  same  rate  as  the 
shorter  routes.  We  heard  the  complaint 
the  other  day  about  our  carrying  grain  and 
corn  to  St.  John  and  Halifax  at  a  very  low 
rate,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  con- 
demned the  transaction  notwithstanding 
that  I  was  able  to  show  that  in  consequence 
of  our  accepting  that  low  rate  we  were  able 
to  get  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
Montreal  a  very  profitable  inland  return 
freight  from  the  steamers  at  Halifax. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  mass  of  details  In  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  Is  so  great  that  It 
is  very  difficult  to  make  an  analysis,  and 
so  there  are  a  few  questions  I  want  to  ask. 
How  does  the  minister  arrange  for  the  sup- 
ply of  oil?  We  find  oil  bought  from  differ- 
ent parties  under  various  prices.  I  suppose 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  should  know,  al- 
most to  a  barrel,  the  amount  of  oil  it  would 
require  for  a  given  year.  Is  It  bought  from 
Tom  and  Dick  and  Harry,  or  are  tenders 
called  for  the  whole  supply  to  be  delivered 
at  certain  points  In  an  endeavour  to  get  It 
at  the  lowest  price  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  lubricating 
oil,  illuminating  oil,  and  linseed  and  paint 
oil.  They  are  all  purchased  by  tender  and 
contract..    The  lubricating  Is  purchased  un- 
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der  contract,  and  the  cost  Is  limited  to  a 
guarantee  of  so  much  per  mile  of  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  for  locomotives,  for  pas- 
senger c.ars,  and  for  freight  cars.  That  Is 
to  say,  the  cost  of  the  lubricating  oil  Is 
guaranteed  not  to  exceed  a  certain  sum  per 
mile.  Then,  the  illuminating  oils  and  the 
paint  oils  

Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  they  bought  at  so 
much  a  mile  too  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No;  they  are  pur- 
chased by  tender  per  gallon. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  term  of  the 
contract? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  present  lubricat- 
ing oil  contract  is  for  two  years. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Who  has  the  contract? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Galena  Oil  Com- 
pany. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Canadian  Oil  Com- 
pany? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No;  the  Galena  Oil 
Company,  an  American  concern. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  the  minister 
get  at  the  rate  ?  Is  there  competition  for 
the  amount  of  oil  used  per  mile  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No.  it  is  computed. 
The  contract  is  for  so  much  per  gallon,  but 
the  price  cannot  exceed  a  certain  limit  for 
the  whole  mileage  ;  and  If  the  amount  at 
the  price  per  gallon  exceeds  the  amount 
according  to  the  mileage,  then  a  reduction 
is  made  to  keep  it  within  the  limit  of  cost 
per  mile.  This  is  the  system  that  prevails 
In  connection  with  the  lubricating  of  all 
railways  in  America. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Who  applies  the  oil  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  company.  It  is 
under  their  control,  and  it  Is  In  their  in- 
terest to  avoid  waste.  They  have  inspec- 
tors to  follow  the  engines  and  the  cars. 
This  is  the  system  that  prevails  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  and  oh  all  the  great  Ameri- 
can systems,  and  it  has  saved  to  the  Inter- 
colonial tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  in 
comparison  with  the  system  that  formerly 
prevailed,  of  purchasing  the  oil  at  so  much 
per  gallon.  This  system  was  introduced,  I 
think,  in  1897. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister  kuow 
how  the  cost  per  mile  on  the  Intercolonial 
compares  with  the  cost  per  mile  on  the 
Grand  Trunk  or  Canadian  Pacific  Hall- 
way ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  state  that,  but  I  think  the  contract  en- 
tered Into  is  in  effect  that  the  rate  charged 
to  the  Intercolonial  is  guaranteed  to  be  not 
one  cent  higher  than  the  rate  charged  to 
any  other  railway  in  Canada.  Under  the 
contract  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend,  the 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


cost  per  thousand  miles  for  locomotives  is 
$2.72,  for  passenger  cars  20  cents  and  for 
freight  cars  12  cents. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  understand  that  these 
figures  are  similar  to  those  of  the  contracts 
made  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes.  The  contract 
guarantees  them  to  be  no  higher  than  the- 
rates  charged  to  any  other  system  In  Can- 
ada. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  When  the  contract  ex- 
pires will  new  tenders  be  called  for  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Who  has  the  contract  for 
illuminating  oil  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  the  Imperial 
Company. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  yearly  ? 

Mt.  EMMERSON.  Yes  ;  -we!  ask  for 
tenders  yearly. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Does  this  same  contract 
apply  to  paint  oils  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No ;  they  are  pur- 
chased under  the  stores'  contract. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
government  railways  have  car  oilers,  who 
are  paid  by  the  government,  and  that  the 
company  employs  inspectors  to  see  that  the 
oils  are  not  unduly  wasted  ?  Do  I  under- 
stand that  the  government  pays  so  much  per 
gallon  for  each  class  of  oils,  and  that  in  no 
case  is  the  cost  to  exceed  a  certain  price 
per  mile  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  With  respect  to  loco- 
motives, when  in  transit,  the  engineers  and 
firemen  apply  the  oil.  With  respect  to  cars, 
the  duty  of  oiling  them  is  attended  to  by 
certain  men.  who  are  paid  by  the  govern- 
ment, at  the  terminal  or  divisional  points, 
where  the  trains  stop.  The  company  fur- 
nish the  inspectors  paid  by  themselves,  and 
they  go  along  the  line  and  supervise  the  ap- 
plication of  the  oil. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  there  a  contract  for  the 
supply  of  all  paint  oils  over  the  whole  sys- 
tem ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  find  numerous  places  in 
which  you  will  find  different  charges  made 
by  different  parties. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  purchase  of  stores 
for  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  is 
separate  from  the  contract  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  contract  is  one  con- 
tract for  all  paint  oils  required  for  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  outside  Prince  Edward 
island  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Who  has  the  .contract  for 
the  paint  oils  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  1 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  will  give  my  hon.  friend 
the  page  in  the  Auditor  General's  Report 
On  W — 159  he  will  find  purchased  from  A. 
M.  Bell  &  Co.,  Halifax,  boiled  oil  at  53 
cents  and  raw  oil  at  50  cents.  And  on  page 
W — 109,  he  will  find  purchased  for  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  from  Fin- 
lay  &  Chandler,  raw  oil  at  72  cents  and 
boiled  oil  at  75  cents — being  a  difference  of 
23  cents  a  gallon  over  the  Halifax  prices. 
Evidently  there  is  a  nigger  on  the  fence 
somewhere. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Findlay  &  Chandler 
are  a  firm  in  Charlottetown  and  they  were 
the  lowest  tenders.  No  one  will  charge  tbein 
with  being  In  any  way  connected  with  any 
dark  individual  upon  any  fence. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  They  would  take  all  they 
could  get. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No  doubt,  but  their 
tender  was  the  lowest. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  If  my  hon.  friend  tenders 
for  the  same  supplies  for  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  at  Halifax  at  53  cents  a  gallon, 
would  he  not  see  that  a  tender  of  75  cents  at 
Charlottetown  was  altogether  too  high  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  notice  that  the  prices 
rule  higher  on  the  Island  than  elsewhere. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  should  not  be  that 
difference. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  is  all  done  by 
tender  and  contract 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  the  tenders  for  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  supplies  confined  to 
the  Island  or  do  you  advertise  for  general 
tenders  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  they  have 
always  been  confined  to  the  Island.  The 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  claim  that 
tbey  are  Isolated,  and  to  use  a  well  known 
phrase  of  my  hon.  friend  it  is  a  case  of 
splendid  isolation  for  them  when  tbey  are 
furnishing  supplies  for  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway.  I  do  not  think  that  these 
gentlemen  are  affiliated  with  the  party  to 
which  I  belong. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  are  not  asking  about 
the  party. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  but  my  bon.  friend 
made  an  insinuation. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  In  saying  I  supposed  the 
contractors  would  take  all  they  can,  I  did 
so  because  the  hon.  minister  frequently  has 
told  us  that  he  would  hardly  assume  certain 
gentlemen  would  take  more  than  was  right. 
Well,  we  all  know  that  any  contractor  will 
get  as  high  a  price  as  he  can,  and  it  is  for 
the  government  to  see  that  they  only  pay 
a  reasonable  price. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  There  are  charges  here- 
for  suit  cases.  Is  the  department  in  the  suit 
case  business  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  These  are  square 
boxes  used  by  the  general  manager  and  the 
officials  to  carry  their  papers  when  they  go 
out  over  the  line.  They  must  have  all  their 
papers.  Practically  they  carry  their  office- 
with  them.  They  take  all  their  papers 
affecting  contracts,  culverts,  stations  and  so 
on,  and  these  are  leather  boxes  called  suit 
cases. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  minister  himself 
any  personal  interest  in  these  rail  benders 
that  bear  his  name  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  I  did  not  know 
there  were  any. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  find  an  item  if  $120  for 
Einmerson  rail  benders. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  are  Eunmersons 
and  Emmersons. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    It  is  not  your  patent  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  the  city  of  St.  John 
there  is  an  immense  amount  of  iron  sup- 
plies of  all  kinds  purchased  from  the  Mc- 
Avitys.   How  are  the  prices  fixed  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  A  notice  Is  sent  to 
dealers  in  the  trade.  It  is  the  same  practice- 
which  has  been  followed  for  years  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  In  addition  pur-> 
chases  are  made  from  time  to  time  from 
McAvlty  when  the  ■  goods  are  needed 
urgently.  My  hon.  friend  knows  that  In  the 
city  of  St.  John  there  are  two  leading  hard- 
ware establishments,  one  of  which  is  W.  H. 
Thome  &  Co.  I  believe  that  previous  to 
1896  tbey  got  a  great  deal  of  the  patronage 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  BLAIN.    Did  they  not  tender  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  sure,  but 
McAvlty  &  Sons  have  the  contract  now. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  the  specifications 
publicly  advertised  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  are  sent  to 
dealers  in  the  trade. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Generally. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  but  not  to  all. 
They  are  sent  to  dealers  in  Toronto,  Hamil- 
ton, Guelph,  Montreal,  Quebec — in  fact  all 
over  Canada. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  because  in  all  these 
cities  there  are  gentlemen  who  belong  to  the 
political  party  opposite.  Will  my  hon. 
friend  not  be  frank  and  say  that  he  sends 
those  circulars  very  carefully  to  supporters 
only  of  the  party  in  power  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  a  certain 
list  prepared.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  is 
familiar  with  the  system.  In  his  day  he  had 
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a  list.  I  do  not  think  that  exactly  the  same 
list  that  was  used  by  him  is  used  to-day. 
There  have  been  changes.  I  am  free  to  con- 
fess that  the  names  usually  favour  the  party 
that  is  in  power  to-day.  -  I  know  that  some 
on  the  list  do  not  favour  the  present  gov- 
ernment 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  might  be  possible  to 
And  them  with  a  microscope. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  are  plainly  to  be 
seen.    My  eye  strikes  them  in  going  over 
'  the  list. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Referring  to  the  charges  of 
$31,449.13,  of  Messrs.  McAvity,  I  do  not 
tbiuk  tliat  .any  other  hardware  firm  in  St. 
John  appears  in  the  Auditor  General's  Re- 
port for  this  same  class  of  supplies.  Do  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that 
such  a  firm  as  W.  H.  Thome  &  Co.,  would 
not  have  an  opportunity  to  tender  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  their  name  is 
not  on  the  list.  But  there  are  other  reput- 
•ab:e  firms,  the  Burpee  firm,  Mclntyre,  Kerr 
and  Robertson,  James  Robertson  &  Co.,  and 
others. 

Mr.  KEMP.  In  the  case  of  such  a  large 
amount  of  supplies— thirty  or  forty  thousand 
dollars— would  It  not  be  well  for  the  min- 
ister to  set  politics  aside  and  call  for  ten- 
ders more  widely,  and  so  save  money  for 
the  country?  Would  he  not  be  able  to  save 
thousands  of  dollars? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  KEMP.   I  am  satisfied  he  could. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  satisfied  that  it 
would  not.  I  say  unhesitatingly  that  the 
purchases  made  by  the  Intercolonial  are 
made  at  very  low  prices  and  that  competi- 
tion is  widespread.  It  is  not  confined  to 
St.  John  or  Halifax,  but  extends  to  Mont- 
real, Toronto,  Hamilton  and  throughout 
eastern  Canada. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Opinions  differ,  but  if  I 
were  asked  to  give  my  opinion  I  would  say 
quite  the  opposite.  I  would  say  that  in 
tliese  matters  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  there  is  absolutely  no  competition.  In 
the  case  of  Messrs.  McAvity  &  Sons,  tor  in- 
stances, they  charge  their  own  prices.  The 
minister  takes  good  care  that  there  shall  not 
be  competition,  and.  I  suppose,  for  the  best 
of  reasons.  Now,  in  the  advertising  busi- 
ness, what  is  the  rule?  I  find  in  the  Auditor 
General's  Report  three  or  four  pages  devoted 
to  accounts  for  advertising  in  papers.  Oc- 
casionally, but  not  often,  I  catch  the  name 
of  a  Conservative  paper. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  same  rule  is  ap- 
plied as  used  to  be  applied. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  the  minister 
aays  that  Conservative  papers  do  not  cir- 
culate, and  he  must  use  papers  that  reach 
the  public.   But  he  considers  this  advertls- 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Ing  is  economical.  Take  for  Instance,  a 
charge  here  for  the  back  page  of  the  Que- 
bec 'Telegram,'  $323.50. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  prices  in  these 
matters  are  regulated  by  the  King's  Printer. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  was  an  advertisement 
in  the  Christmas  number.    What  was  tbe 

I  minister  advertising  that  really  did  any 
good  to  his  railway  to  justify  the  payment 

I  of  $323  in  this  case  ? 

I  Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
i  calculate  exactly  the  returns  you  get  from 
i  any  kind  of  circulation.  But  it  all  brings 
I  to  the  notice  of  the  public  the  advantages  of 
the  Intercolonial.  This  was  a  special  num- 
ber, and,  I  assume,  circulated  very  widely. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  that  the  way  It 
came  about  is  that  this  paper  was  Issued 
as  a  Christmas  number  and  got  tbe  Inter- 
colonial as  one  of  its  advertisers,  not  as  a 
matter  of  business  but  as  a  matter  of 
favour. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  find  that  In  cases  of 
that  kind  submitted  to  me,  the  Grand  Trunk 
and  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  take  a  cer- 
tain space,  and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is 
compelled  to  do  the  same.  We  must  not 
hide  our  light  under  a  bushel.  We  want  to 
be  known  and  read  of  by  all  men,  and  so 
we  advertise  as  much  as  our  means  will 
permit. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  On  the  same  principle.  I 
suppose,  the  Toronto  '  Globe '  had  a  Christ- 
mas card  inserted  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  which  be  paid  $400. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   Not  a  Christmas  card. 

Mr. 
'Globe. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  suppose  a  Christmas 
greeting. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  see  Items  here  for  coup- 
lers and  knucklers  last  year  amounting  to 
$49,59C.87.  These  are  bought  almost  en- 
tirely from  the  United  States.  I  suppose 
they  are  patents,  or  they  have  specialties 
there.   How  are  these  bought  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   By  tender. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  tenders  publicly  call- 
ed for  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  that,  as  a  rule, 
the  United  States  concerns  dealing  in  these 
things  have  agencies  in  Canada,  and  the 
agents  receive  notice  and  put  in  tenders  in 
the  name  of  their  principals,  and  tbe  pur- 
chases are  made  in  that  way. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  it  come  that 
these  purchases  are  nearly  all  from  United 
States  firms  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Because  they  are 
cheaper. 


FOSTER.     Yes,    in   the  Toronto 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  there  no  manufac- 
turers of  these  things  in  Canada  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Intercolonial 
found  it  necessary  to  use  steel  couplers  and, 
until  quite  recently  there  was  no  manufac- 
turer of  these  things  in  Canada.  There  is 
now  the  Montreal  Steel  Works,  but  I  be- 
lieve that  it  is  recently  established,  so  that 
until  recently  purchases  had  to  be  made 
from  American  manufacturers.  Formerly 
tbey  were  all  of  cast  Iron,  that  is  the  in- 
formation I  have. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  these  are  a 
superior  coupler  to  the  cast-iron  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes  ;  all  the  railways 
have  recently  adopted  steel  couplers. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Links  and  pins  seem  to  go 
in  the  same  way  to  the  United  States  manu- 
facturing concerns,  page  W — 185. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  bulk  of  those  are 
furnished  in  New  Glasgow,  Nova  Scotia,  by 
W.  P.  McNeill  &  Company.  Of  the  Gould 
Nickle  pins,  we  bought  $280  worth  in  New 
York  from  the  Gould  Coupler  Company. 
They  were  not  purchasable  elsewhere.  We 
also  had  to  purchase  the  12-lnch  pins. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  On  page  W— 186  I  notice 
a  payment  to  Joseph  A.  Lightly,  St  John, 
for  wood  ;  is  that  under  contract  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  for  southern 
pine,  which  Mr.  Lightly  imports.  That  is 
all  by  tender. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  seems  to  be  a  large 
expense  in  the  King  Edward  hotel  at  To- 
ronto and  the  Toronto  city  office.  There 
are  two  rentals — one  in  the  King  Edward 
hotel  and  the  other  in  the  Provident  Invest-  , 
ment  Company— one  for  $900  and  the  other 
for  $733.  Then  $2,110  was  spent  by  the 
Intercolonial  on  the  hotel  office.  Do  you 
rent  in  part  and  then  fit  up  the  office  be- 
sides ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  rent  offices  In  the 
King  Edward  hotel,  and  had  to  fit  them  up 
at  a  considerable  expense.  We  paid  two 
rentals  for  a  time  because,  in  going  from 
one  office  to  the  other,  we  had  necessarily  to 
take  the  King  Edward  at  a  certain  time 
or  else  not  get  it  at  all,  while  we  were  at 
the  same  time  paying  rental  in  the  old  office. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  put  over  $2,000  in 
permanent  improvements  in  the  office  ;  who 
gets  that  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 
in  the  lease. 


That  is  provided  for 


Mr.  FOSTER.  There  must  be  some  con- 
sideration surely  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  apprehend  that  is 
done  by  the  departmental  management  here. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  it  is  a  good  place 
for  an  office,  probably  the  best  place  ;  but 


it  seems  to  me  that  is  a  pretty  large  expense 
for  fitting  up. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  get  a  memoran- 
dum of  that. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Would  the  minister 
give  me  the  name  of  the  president  and 
manager  of  the  Galena  Oil  Company  ?  I 
see  he  purchased  from  them  last  year  $33,- 
182.66  worth  of  oils  of  different  kinds.  It  is 
represented  that  the  Galena  0\\  Company 
have  a  station  in  Toronto. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Galena  Oil  Com- 
pany is  an  American  concern.  I  think  the 
president  is  a  Mr.  Miller,  away  down  in 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  shows  a  purchase  from  the 
Galena  Oil  Company  of  $33,182.66,  out  of  the 
total  of  $65,000  worth  of  oil  purchased. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Toronto  is  their  Cana- 
dian headquarters,  where  they  have  a  ware- 
house. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  want  to  draw  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  we  have  only  two 
refineries  in  Canada  to-day,  one  the  Inde- 
pendent Refinery  and  the  other  the  Im- 
perial Oil  Refinery,  and  I  notice  that  in  all 
these  contracts  the  Independent  Refinery 
have  not  received  one  dollar's  worth.  Can 
the  minister  say  whether  they  were  asked 
to  tender  for  all  these  contracts  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  were  not  for 
lubricating  oils. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  Independent  cer- 
tainly make  all  kinds  of  lubricating  oils, 
and  the  very  best  quality.  That  is  a  Cana- 
dian oil  refinery. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  know  tenders  were 
asked  for  in  respect  to  lubricating  oils.  I 
am  quite  certain  they  had  an  opportunity 
to  tender.  I  am  speaking  for  the  contract 
for  this  year.  I  cannot  speak  with  respect 
to  the  contract  of  1904. 

Mr.  CLARE.  Who  has  the  contract  this 
year  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Imperial  Com- 
pany, I  think. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  With  respect  to  parlour, 
dining  and  sleeping  cars — are  those  owned 
by  the  Intercolonial  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  All  owned  by  the 
Intercolonial. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Can  the  minister  give  us 
an  idea  as  to  the  net  profits  coming  from 
these  cars  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  that  on  the 
dining  car  service  over  the  whole  system 
we  lose  each  year  about  $5,000.  Although 
there  Is  a  direct  loss  from  that  service,  it  is 
necessary  in  order  to  secure  passenger  traffic 
that  we  should  supply  these  conveniences. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  finding  fault 
with  tbe  convenience  ;  I  wanted  as  a  matter 
of  fact  to  know  how  they  panned  out 

Mr.  EMMERSOX.  I  want  that  explana- 
tion to  go  down,  because,  while  my  hon. 
friend  might  recognize  that,  perhaps  it 
would  not  suggest  itself  to  the  minds  of 
others. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  When  you  say  that  you 
lose  about  $5,000  on  the  dining  cars  that 
does  not  take  into  account  interest  on  cost 
of  the  car  itself  ?  That  is  for  the  fur- 
nishing, the  food  and  the  running  of  It  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  it  run  in  refer- 
ence to  the  parlour  cars  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  no  loss  on 
the  parlour  cars.  , 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  of  course  on  sleep- 
ing cars  there  is  a  large  profit. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  very  large.  I  think  the  parlour  and 
sleeping  car  services  pay. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  long  has  the  sleep- 
ing car  service  been  a  distinctly  Intercolo- 
nial Railway  service  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  For  a  long  number  of 
.years. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  gentleman  states 
that  there  has  been  a  loss  on  the  dining 
cars  ?  Have  you  many  refreshment  rooms 
that  would  Interfere  with  the  dining  car 
service  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  As  far  as  possible 
the  refreshment  rooms  have  been  abolished 
although  we  find  it  necessary  to  have  re- 
freshment rooms  at  certain  points,  for  in- 
stance Truro  and  Moncton.  We  have  lunch 
counters  at  these  places  so  that  people  are 
not  compelled  to  go  into  a  dining  car  and 
pay  75  cents  for  a  meal.  When  they  want 
to  get  a  little  lunch  the  train  stops  for  five 
minutes  at  Truro  and  at  Moncton  and  they 
can  run  out  and  get  a  sandwich  and  a  cup 
of  tea.  Of  course  that  interferes  with  our 
dining  car  service,  but  the  rights  of  the 
public  in  that  regard  must  be  respected. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  That  would  interfere  with 
the  profits  of  the  dining  car  service,  but 
there  can  be  no  complaint  as  to  that  be- 
cause there  are  certain  classes  of  the  public 
who  would  prefer  to  patronize  the  lunch 
counters  rather  than  pay  for  the  more  ex- 
pensive meal  in  the  dining  car. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Are  these  dining 
rooms  regulated.  Who  regulates  the  prices 
that  are  charged  at  Truro,  for  instance  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  rent  the  privi- 
lege. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.    I  understand  that 
there  were  complaints  about  the  charges 
made  at  Truro. 
Mr.  EMMERSOX. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  When  this  dining 
room  was  established  at  Truro  they  were 
in  the  habit  of  giving  a  full  meal.  The 
price  was  regulated  at  50  cents  and  It  is 
still  fifty  cents.  The  same  is  true  of  St. 
John.  But  the  major  portion  of  their 
business  is  the  furnishing  of  lunches  and 
there  have  been  no  regulations  as  to  those. 
I  think  from  my  personal  knowledge  the 
prices  asked  are  very  reasonable.  There 
have  not  been  any  complaints  and  the  mat- 
ter has  never  been  the  subject  of  inquiry  by 
the  management  as  to  what  they  should 
charge  for  a  sandwich  and  a  cup  of  tea. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  you  have  a  supervi- 
sion over  them  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  we  rent  these 
privileges  subject  to  (certain  supervision 
on  the  part  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  suppose  at  terminal 
points  where  you  have  a  large  number  of 
employees  there  Is  a  certain  rate  for  the  em- 
ployees and  that  It  is  required  to  be  lower 
than  the  rate  for  the  travelling  public  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  that  is  regulated. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  the  hon.  min- 
ister buy  his  stationery  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  bought  through 
the  Stationery  Department  here  at  Ottawa. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  all  ;  there  is  a  cer- 
tain amount  bought  outside— not  a  very 
large  amount.  I  suppose  these  are  special 
things  that  probably  they  did  not  have  in 
the  stationery  office  here,  but  it  is  the  rule 
of  the  department  to  buy  Its  stationery 
through  the  Stationery  Department  here  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  it  is  a  matter  of 
very  serious  complaint,  but  it  is  the  rule. 
The  Auditor  General  will  not,  I  think,  as 
a  rule,  audit  bills  outside  of  his  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  notice  at  page  W— 200 
that  there  are  $40,741  spent  for  travelling 
expenses  of  officials.  That  seems  a  very 
large  amount.    What  officials  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  general  manager, 
the  traffic  manager,  the  chief  superinten- 
dent, chief  engineer  and  others.  The  Items 
are  all  given.  These  are  officials  in  the 
department  who  are  compelled  to  go  out 
over  the  line.  They  are  paid  their  actual 
expenses.  They  are  required  to  furnish 
vouchers  and  the  matter  is  regulated  In 
that  way  and  the  accounts  are  audited  from 
that  standpoint. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Some  of  the  amounts  are 
very  high.  I  notice  that  our  old  friend 
A.  E.  Killam  has  travelling  expenses  run- 
ning way  up  to  over  $1,000. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Killam  is  out  on 
the  road  travelling  practically  all  the  time 
examining  bridges  from  Ste.  Rosalie  to 
Halifax,  from  Sydney  to  Truro  and  PIctou, 
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over  the  short  line  and  In  fact  over  the 
whole  system.  He  is  necessarily  travelling 
from  place  to  place  and  is  obliged  to  foot 
it  in  many  instances. 


Are  all  these  officials  of 


Mr.  FOSTER, 
the  road  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  These  are  all  officials. 
There  are  none  outside  of  officials.  Of 
■course,  there  are  the  travelling  passenger 
agents,  the  solicitors  for  freight  and  pas- 
sengers and  the  travelling  auditors. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  pay  them  a 
mileage  allowance  or  do  you  pay  them  Just 
what  they  pay  out  and  do  they  have  to  give 
vouchers  for  everything  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Their  actual  expenses 
only  and  they  have  to  furnish  vouchers. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Of  course  there  are  no 
fare  expenses  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    No  fares. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  '  travelling  picture  display  V 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way in  connection  with  its  advertising  de- 
partment started  out  a  car  containing  ex- 
hibits, paintings,  and  engravings  and  that 
■car  travelled  all  over  Ontario  visiting  the 
large  cities  and  through  the  New  England 
states.  It  is  now  at  the  Sportsmen's  Show 
at  New  York. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  How  much  has  been 
■expended  on  it  during  the  year  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  $1,039,76. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  That  would  not 
cover  It  all  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  was  the  expense 
outside  of  the  salaries  of  those  in  charge  of 
it.  There  is  Mr.  Barton  and  Mr.  Lindsay. 

Mr.  INGRAM.    Who  is  Mr.  Barton  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  He  is  now  connected 
with  the  advertising  department  of  the  In- 
tercolonial. He  was  a  clerk  In  the  gen- 
■eral  manager's  office  and  was  transferred 
from  that  position  to  the  one  he  now  holds. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Where  did  they  operate 
chiefly  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  the  New  England 
states,  at  Boston  and  at  the  principal  points 
wherever  they  thought  they  could  best  at- 
tract the  attention  of  tourists  with  the  idea 
■of  encouraging  summer  travel. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Is  that  car  taken  over  other 
railroads  free  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  some  arrange- 
ment under  which  they  charge  a  very  re- 
duced rate,  it  Is  a  matter  of  courtesy  be- 
tween the  railroads. 

Mr.  KEMP.  I  understand  there  Is  a  tre- 
mendous number  of  applications  for  free 


transportation  over  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, and  that  passes  are  given  to  those 
who  are  not  entitled  to  them.  Have  any  new 
rules  been  laid  down  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  have  been  no 
new  rules.  I  think  we  rigidly  adhere  to  the 
regulations.  The  number  of  passes  Issued 
by  the  department  is  proportionately  very 
small  as  compared  with  those  Issued  by 
private  corporations.  We  have  to  be  gov- 
erned by  certain  principles  and  to  depart 
from  these  would  make  the  life  of  the  min- 
ister a  burden. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   What  are  these  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  Is  a  regulation 
that  the  wives  of  members  coming  to  Ot- 
tawa get  a  special  trip  pass.  The  members 
of  the  press  get  trip  passes.  The  annual 
passes  are  confined  to  exchange  and  to 
members  of  parliament. 

Mr.  KEMP.   There  are  lots  of  '  specials.' 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  do  not  think  it. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Not  so  far  as  your  knowl- 
edge is  concerned. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  got  used  to 
saying  '  no,'  and  it  is  very  unpleasant  at 
times. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  always  say  no. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  hardly  ever  say  yes, 
outside  of  a  certain  rule. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  ought  to  be  rules 
and  they  ought  to  be  strictly  adhered  to. 
This  railroad  Is  paid  for  by  the  country  and 
one  man  has  as  good  a  right  as  another  to 
travel  free  as  a  matter  of  grace.  If  there 
are  official  and  legal  reasons  it  is  all  very 
well,  but  outside  of  that  they  ought  not  to 
get  passes.  How  many  private  cars  are 
there. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    I  gave  that  yast  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  do  not  know  what 
changes  may  take  place  In  a  year. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    There  have  been  none. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  was  not  here  last  year 
and  I  have  to  get  it  once  more. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  car  '109'  as- 
signed to  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  us- 
ually used  by  him  ;  car  '  75 '  used  by  the 
general  manager  ;  car  '  Ottawa  '  assigned 
for  a  number  of  years  in  connection  with 
the  Deputy  Minister  ;  car  No.  '28 '  a  spare 
car  not  assigned  to  any  one  in  particular  ; 
there  is  the  car  used  by  the  general  traffic 
manager." 

Mr.  FOSTER.    That  makes  how  many  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Five. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  all  the  private  cars 
on  the  system? 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  There  is  the  Governor 
General's  car. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  used  exclusively 
for  the  Governor  General's  use. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes.  There  is  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  car ;  but  of  course  that 
is  not  controlled  by  the  department. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  that  other  Railway 
Commission  a  car  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  KEMP.    Has  it  applied  for  one  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  had  no  appli- 
cation. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Are  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way sleeping  and  parlour  cars  run  on  other 
railways? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  They  are  all  used  on 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  except  that  to 
facilitate  the  tourist  traffic  between  New 
England  and  points  in  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces there  is  a  special  train  known  as  the 
Boston  train  which  takes  the  sleeping  car 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  far  as 
Vanceboro'  so  that  the  passengers  may  not 
have  to  get  up  too  early. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  notice  that  the  price  of 
uniforms  varies  from  $18  to  $23.50  per  suit. 
Will  the  minister  state  the  reason  for  the 
difference,  and  whether  the  employees  pay 
any  portion  of  the  cost  of  the  uniforms  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  employees  pay  no 
portion.  I  think  the  prices  are  uniform. 
The  goods  are  generally  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  different  brotherhoods, 
in  order  to  give  them  the  class  and  style  of 
goods  they  want. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Are  tenders  asked  for  in 
the  matter  of  price  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No  ;  tenders  have  not 
been  asked  for. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Will  the  minister  be 
good  enough  to  state  the  total  number  of 
employees  on  the  whole  system  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Between  8,000  and 
9,000. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Will  the  minister  be 
good  enough  to  tell  us  the  exact  number  at 
the  next  sitting  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Before  the  item  passes  I 
think  I  ought,  in  Justice  to  my  hou.  friend 
from  York,  N.B.  (Mr.  Crocket),  to  read  the 
report  given  by  the  minister's  speech  at 
Fredericton  by  the  out-and-out  Liberal  sheet, 
the  '  Herald.'  The  idea  seemed  to  be  left 
with  the  committee  that  the  report  In  the 
other  paper  was  a  wrong  report,  because  it 
was  not  favourable  to  the  minister.  That 
paper  has  been  favourable  to  the  Liberal 
cause  for  years.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
not  have  known  it. 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  No  ;  I  have  never  had 
any  evidence  of  It 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  it  is  the  fact,  without 
a  doubt.  The  Liberal  paper  thus  reports 
him,  speaking  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific: 

This  new  road  is  bound  to  mean  the  develop- 
ment of  our  Industrial  life  and  the  exploiting 
of  the  natural  resources  of  the  country.  It 
there  was  any  man  so  blind  to  his  own  inte- 
rests as  to  cast  a  vote  against  the  Laurier- 
government  on  this  question,  he  is  not  worthy 
of  citizenship  in  Canada. 

So  that  my  hon.  friend's  own  party  sup- 
porter must  have  been  under  the  same  hal- 
lucination as  the  '  Gleaner.' 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  What  I  said  was  that 
no  man  would  be  a  good  citizen  who  would 
oppose  the  construction  of  another  trans- 
continental line  of  railway  across  this  con- 
tinent. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  the  minister  still  ad- 
heres to  that,  does  be  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do.  While  there 
might  be  differences  as  to  the  way  it  might 
be  built,  I  said  that  a  man  who  opposed  the 
construction  of  another  transcontinental 
line  across  the  continent  was  not  a  good 
citizen,  and  I  will  stick  to  that. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  minister  did 
not  endorse  the  present  policy  of  building. 
Does  he  stick  to  the  old  policy  which  he 
was  In  favour  of  at  first  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  stick  to  the  policy  I 
have  always  stuck  to. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  business  for 
to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  We  will  go  on  with  supply, 
taking  up  the  estimates  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  afterwards  those  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at 
11.05  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Fbidat,  March  10,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

PRIVILEGE— PETITIONS   FROM  EAST 
ASSINIBOIA. 

Mr.  JOHN  G.  TURRIFF  (East  Assini- 
boia).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  here  two  peti- 
tions purporting  to  come  from  my  district 
of  East  Assinibola.  But  they  are  all  in  the 
same  handwriting,  and  seem  to  have  been 
sent  to  me  by  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule). 
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Some  taon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  am  speaking  to  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  These  petitions  may  be 
from  my  district,  but  the  names  are  all  In 
the  tuime  handwriting.  The  petitions  are 
marked  Bast  Asslnlboia,  but  posted  In  the 
city  of  Ottawa.  I  present  them,  but  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  are  from  my  con- 
stituency or  not. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Since 
my  name  has  been  mentioned,  may  I  be 
permitted  to  say  that  these  petitions  were 
sent  to  me  by  a  personal  Mend,  with  the 
request  that  I  should  send  them  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Turriff). 
To  carry  out  this  request  I  put  the  petitions 
in  an  envelope  and  handed  tbem  In  at  the 
post  office,  which,  I  think,  was  the  proper 
way  to  do. 

STEAM  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General).  Yesterday  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Queen's,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean) 
called  my  attention  to  the  quantity  of  mall 
matter  said  to  be  detained  at  Sackville,  in- 
tended for  the  island.  I  told  him  I  would 
ascertain  the  position  of  the  matter  and 
Inform  him  to-day.  I  have  done  so,  and  wish 
to  state  that  my  officers  state  that  the  mail 
matter  detained  at  Sackville  -  and  other 
points  on  the  mainland  consists  of  mer- 
chandise, books  and  other  heavy  mail 
matter,  not  letters  or  daily  papers ; 
and  is  detained  simply  because  there 
are  no  means  whereby  it  can  be  trans- 
ported to  the  Island  at  the  present  moment, 
unless  the  vessels,  the  '  Minto '  and  '  Stan- 
ley,' which  have  for  a  time  been  detained 
in  the  Ice,  are  now  liberated.  Up  to  this 
morning  we  have  no  notice  that  those  steam- 
ers have  been  liberated,  although  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  Prefon- 
taine)  has  been  momentarily  expecting  to 
hear  of  their  liberation.  All  letters  and 
daily  newspapers  have  been  sent  forward 
by  the  Iceboats,  but  It  has  not  been  possible 
yet  to  send  the  other  matter. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  may  state  for  the 
information  of  the  Postmaster  General  that 
I  received  a  letter  yesterday  saying  that 
daily  papers  posted  in  Montreal  on  the  4th 
day  of  February  were  only  received  In  Char- 
lettown  on  the  6th  of  March. 

Mr.  A.  A.  LEFURGEY.  The  fact  tiiat 
these  boats  were  locked  up  and  there  was 
no  posslblity  of  getting  them  out,  shows  that 
the  department  has  been  remiss  In  Its  duty, 
because  they  have  only  had  four  boats  at 
the  beginning  of  the  season  crossing  from 
either  side  of  the  straits,  and  latterly  five 
boats,  and  at  most  these  can  only  carry 
about  fifty  bags  of  mail.  Upwards  of  ten 
boats  belonging  to  private  parties  are  cross- 
ing dally,  and  only  four  or  five  government 
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boats  have  been  crossing  daily.  The  block 
in  mail  matters  has  resulted  largely  from 
the  inactivity  of  the  department  I  kuow 
that  letters  I  mailed  here  weeks  ago  have 
not  yet  been  received  by  the  parties  to 
whom  they  were  sent,  while  letters  mailed 
at  a  later  date  have  been  received.  Now 
it  seems  there  are  a  lot  of  letters  and  news- 
papers held  over  at  Sackville. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  have  only 
to  say,  on  the  information  of  my  officers, 
who  I  think  are  aware  of  the  facts,  that  no 
letters  have  been  detained.  I  am  also  as- 
sured by  them  that  the  daily  papers  bare 
gone  forward.  My  officers  are  the  only 
source  of  Information  I  have,  and  I  have  the 
most  implicit  confidence  In  the  accuracy  of 
my  information. 

INQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  would  like 
to  know  when  we  may  expect  to  have  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  for  distribution. 
I  have  several  applications  for  it,  and  I  have 
only  been  able  to  get  the  first  volume.  True, 
there  were  three  volumes  issued  for  the  use 
of  members,  but  the  first  volume  of  the 
regular  issue  is  only  out  now.  I  would  like 
to  know  when  we  may  expect  to  get  the  re- 
maining volumes  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of 
Finance).  I  am  informed  by  the  officers  of 
the  department  that  the  usual  distribution 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Only  to-day  I 
was  In  the  distribution  office  making  In- 
quiries for  It.  As  I  say,  the  first  three 
volumes  have  been  issued  for  the  use  of 
members,  but  the  first  volume  of  the  regular 
issue  was  only  out  to-day — so  I  am  informed 
by  the  gentleman  In  charge. 

Mr.  FIELDING.    I  will  make  Inquiry. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER.  Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  would  like 
to  renew  my  request  for  returns  from  the 
Railway  Department  and  especially  from 
the  Interior  Department.  From  the  Rail- 
way Department  with  reference  to.  the  hay 
business,  and  from  the  Interior  Department 
with  reference  to  the  sale  of  lands.  This 
delay  Is  becoming  monotonous,  but  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  have  to  keep  on  the  same  note 
until  these  are  brought  down. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  cause 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  becoming  monoton- 
ous with  regard  to  the  reports  to  which  he 
alludes,  because  they  were  brought  down 
yesterday. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Are  you  sure  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  want  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  acting  Minister  of  Public 
Works  (Mr.  Hyman)  to  the  fact  that  a  re- 


■DITION 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2263 


COMMONS 


2264 


turn  carried  some  time  ago  concerning  Port 
Arthur  and  Fort  William  harbours,  has  not, 
to  my  knowledge,  been  laid  on  the  table  yet. 

Air.  HYMAN.  When  the  motion  for  the 
return  reached  the  department,  I  gave  in- 
structions to  the  officers  to  facilitate  its 
preparation  in  every  way.  I  will  make 
special  inquiry  again. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  (Mr.  Prfifontalne)  to  the  fact  that 
out  of  some  twenty  returns  ordered  from 
his  department — two  of  them  having  been 
ordered  very  recently  and  the  others  on  dif- 
ferent dates  between  the  25th  of  January 
and  the  27th  of  February — only  seven  have 
been  brought  down,  leaving  eleven  that  I 
think  ought  to  have  been  brought  down  ere 
this.  It  is  desirable  that  we  should  have 
them  before  the  hon.  gentleman's  estimates 
are  more  fully  discussed. 

Hon.  RAYMOND  FRBFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  So  many  of 
these  returns  were  asked  from  the  depart- 
ment that  my  officers,  although  they  have 
been  working  at  them  diligently,  have  not 
yet  been  able  to  prepare  them  all ;  but  I  will 
bring  them  down  as  fast  ns  I  can  get  them 
prepared. 

SUPPLY-hPROYKNCIAL  GOVERNMENT 
IN  THE  NORTHWEST  TERRITORIES. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) moved  that  the  House  go  into  com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BOIiDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.).  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  you  leave  the  chair,  I  take 
the  opportunity  of  pressing  once  more  upon 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  the  matters  which  I 
took  occasion  to  mention  yesterday  v  What 
he  said  in  reply  to  my  inquiry  at  that  time 
was  very  excellent  lu  its  way.  He  cited 
constitutional  authorities  as  to  the  course 
which  should  be  adopted  upon  the  formation 
of  a  government  and  he  read  certain  quota- 
tions from  a  great  authority  on  that  ques- 
tion, but  none  of  his  remarks  touched  at  all 
or  were  even  relevant  to  the  real  ques- 
tion which  I  asked.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind  the  inquiry  is  one 
worthy  of  some  attention  by  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  when  it  is  made  in  a  respect- 
ful and  serious  way,  as  my  inquiry  was 
intended  to  be.  The  circumstances  are  very 
r.uusual.  A  measure  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance  not  only  to  the  Territories  of  the 
Northwest  which  are  now  being  constituted 
into  provinces,  but  to  the  country  as  a 
whole,  is  brought  to  the  attention  of  parlia- 
ment and  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
Introduces  that  measure.  When  he  places 
that  measure  before  the  House  he  says  to 
the  House  as  emphatically  as  if  he  had 
declared  it  in  express  words  that  the  mea- 
sure had  been  submitted  to,  had  been  con- 
Mr.  S  AM.  HUGHES. 


sidered  by  and  had  met  with  the  approval 
of  every  one  of  his  colleagues.  That  is 
the  situation  as  I  understand  it.  I  have 
yet  to  be  corrected  in  that  apprehension 
of  my  right  hon.  friend's  conduct  in  Intro- 
ducing this  Bill.  Well,  afterwards  it  trans- 
pires that  at  least  one  member  of  the  ad- 
ministration had  not  considered,  and  more 
than  that,  had  not  even  seen  the  measure 
which  was  brought  down  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  is  an  open  secret  that  an- 
other member  of  the  administration,  then  on 
his  way  from  Europe  and  expected  to  arrive 
In  Ottawa  within  a  few  days,  was  not  made 
acquainted  with  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure as  far  as  we  are  aware.  In  making  that 
statement,  I  am,  of  course,  not  making  it 
of  my  own  personal  knowledge,  and  If  I 
am  wrong  in  my  conjecture  In  that  regard 
I  shall  be  glad  to  be  corrected.  But  the 
importance  of  the  situation  is  this,  that  the 
two  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  refer- 
led  were  gentleman  who  had  allied  them- 
selves with  tlie  right  hon.  gentleman  in 
1S95  and  1896  In  regard  to  a  very  similar 
question.  The  hon.  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior (Mr.  Sifton),  in  1895  and  in  1896, 
used  language  In  regard  to  one  of  the  ques 
tions  embraced  In  this  measure,  lan- 
guage which  I  have  under  my  hand,  but 
which  I  shall  not  read  to  the  House  to-day 
because  the  views  of  the  hon.  gentleman  are 
pretty  well  known.  His  language  was  not 
only  of  a  pronounced,  but,  In  some  respects, 
even  of  a  violent  character  and  It  would  do 
no  good  to  place  it  before,  the  House  to-day. 
There  is  no  dispute  and  there  never  has 
been  any  dispute  as  to  the  attitude  of  the 
ton.  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  in  that  re- 
gard. Yet,  he  is  one  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  was  not  made  acquainted  with 
the  Intentions  of  the  government  in  bring- 
ing down  this  measure.  But,  there  is  an- 
other hon.  gentleman,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance,  to  whom  I  have  already  referred, 
and  in  so  far  as  we  can  gauge  the  circum- 
stances and  in  so  far  as  we  can  learn  from 
the  silence  of  the  administration  after  the 
statement  has  been  made  across  the  floor  of 
the  House,  he  was  also  absolutely  Ignorant 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  the  right 
hon.  Prime  Minister  Introduced  within  two  or 
three  days  of  the  date  ,when  that  hon.  gen- 
tleman expected  to  return.  Now,  I  have 
referred  to  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  would  like  to  add 
aiso  that  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance,  acting  as  an  ally,  as  the  chief 
of  my  right  hon.  friend  in  the  campaign  made 
in  Nova  Scotia  in  1896,  although  not  ex- 
pressed perhaps  in  so  violent  a  way  as 
those  to  which  1  have  just  referred  of  the 
hon.  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  neverthe- 
less, are  of  a  very  pronounced  character. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  con- 
ducted a  very  able  campaign  In  support  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  in  1896  in  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia.  He  was  regarded  as  the 
lender  of  the  Liberal  ranks  in  that  province 
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at  that  time  and  the  exertions  which  he  then 
put  forth  met  with  their  fitting  reward  in 
the  tender  to  him  of  the  position  which  he 
now  holds.  This  hon.  gentleman  was  acting 
as  the  ally  and,  I  suppose,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  in  the  east 
as  was  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  in 
the  west  of  Canada.  He  pronounced  him- 
self in  no  equivocal  terms  upon  this  ques- 
tion. It  was  thought  by  his  friends  in  Nova 
Scotia  that  the  speech  which  he  delivered 
at  Windsor  in  the  county  of  Hants  on  the 
0th  of  March,  I  think  It  was,  1896,  was  the 
ablest  deliverance  made  In 'that  province  in 
support  of  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
party  at  that  time,  and  was  perhaps 
the  best  exposition  of  their  policy  that 
had  been  made  by  any  man  In  Canada 
up  to  that  time.  I  will  quote  a  few  words 
not  for  the  purpose  of  criticising  them,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  assenting  to  them,  but 
s-mply  to  support  my  position  that  my  hon. 
friend  had  very  pronounced  views  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  this 
question  which  makes  it  all  the  more  strange 
that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  should  have 
been  withheld  from  him,  if,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  were  so  withheld.  Said  the  hon. 
jjentleman  on  that  occasion  to  which  I  have 
referred : 

Why  should  we  not  believe  that  Manitoba  will 
be  reasonable  In  this  matter  ?  The  Manltobans 
are  not  African  savages. 

I  will  venture  the  statement  that  the  true 
interests  of  the  Roman  Catholic  citizens  of 
Manitoba  will  be  better  advanced  by  the  policy 
of  conciliation  than  by  the  policy  of  coercion. 
This  Remedial  BUI  which  the  government  are 
trying  to  enforce  upon  an  unwilling  parliament, 
-even  if  it  should  pass,  cannot  settle  the  ques- 
tion. It  would  be  an  attack  on  provincial 
rights.  ...  If  Roman  Catholics  are  ever  to 
obtain  a  solution  of  this  Question  which  is 
worth  having  they  must  obtain  it  through  the 
good  will  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
province  to  which  they  belong. 

Further  on  In  the  same  speech  he  said  : 

I  ask  the  people  of  Hants  county  and  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  to  stand  by  the  principle 
of  free  schools  in  the  case  of  Manitoba  lust  as 
they  would  stand  bv  It  in  their  own  province. 
.  .  .  We  in  Nova  Scotia  know  the  value  of 
a  system  of  free  public  schools.  We  have 
shown  In  the  past  that  while  we  may  differ  on 
many  questions  we  are  practically  a  unit  in 
support  of  that  system.  ...  If  the  Domin- 
ion authorities  should  attempt  to  interfere  with 
our  school  system,  If  they  should  attempt  to 
impose  upon  this  province  a  system  which  they 
are  trying  to  force  upon  Manitoba,  we  would 
expect  to  have  the  sympathy  of  the  friends  of 
tree  schools  elsewhere,  and  we  would  ex- 
pect the  people  of  the  western  provinces  to 
give  us  their  sympathy  and  support  in  such  a 
condition.  Let  us  to-day  give  them  our  hearty 
sympathy  and  support  in  the  struggle  until  we 
find  that  they  are  not  amenable  to  reason. 

Further  on  after  giving  credit    to  Sir 
Charles    Tupper    for    establishing  public 
schools  in  Nova  Scotia,  he  continues  : 
73J 


What  can  we  say  of  the  position  of  that  gen- 
tleman to-day  who  Instead  of  standing  up  as  the 
champion  of  a  free  school  system  and  resisting 
those  who  attack  It  scrambles  into  parliament 
through  the  unfair  influence  of  ihe  Roman 
Catholic  pujJlls  of  the  county  of  Cape  Breton, 
and  is  now  devoting  the  evening  of  his  life  to 
the  work  of  destroying  the  free  school  system 
of  Manitoba  and  forcing  upon  that  province  a 
system  which  he  would  not  dare  to  attempt  to 
force  upon  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Further  on  In  a  letter  to  the  'Casket' 
newspaper  published  in  Antigonish  he  said  : 

The  uproar  is  upon  us,  already  the  blaze  of 
religious  strife  has  been  kindled  and  Is  being 
vigorously  fanned  every  day  by  the  efforts  to 
coerce  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

In  the  speech  at  Windsor  to  which  I  have 
just  now  referred  he  used  this  further 
language  : 

For  twenty  years  the  Roman  Catholic  min- 
ority thus  had  the  privilege  of  a  separate 
school  system.  The  result  of  that  system  proved 
exceedingly  unsatisfactory  to  the  people  of 
Manitoba.  .  .  .  Ample  evidence  has  been  ad- 
duced to  prove  that  the  separate  schools  were 
not  efficient  schools. 

Then,  one  more  passage  from  his  speech 
which  Is  of  some  Importance  at  the  present 
juncture  as  embodying  bis  views  : 

I  believe  that  the  people  of  Manitoba  If  let 
alone  will  settle  this  question  for  themselves. 
Why  should  we  not  believe  this  ?  We  know 
from  our  own  experience  in  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces that  it  has  been  found  possible  to  main- 
tain a  free  school  system  and  to  administer  it 
so  as  to  make  it  acceptable  to  the  people  of 
every  class  and  creed.  We  hear  no  complaint 
of  the  Nova  Scotia  School  Law.  The  Manitoba 
school  system  is  substantially  the  same  as 
Nova  Scotia. 

My  object  in  quoting  this  language  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  is  not  to  criticise  or  to 
discuss  it ;  it  Is  simply  to  show  that  when 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  accepted  the  aid 
and  support  of  the  Minister  of  Finance 
(Hon.  Mr.  Fielding)  and  when  he  invited 
him  to  enter  his  cabinet,  he  knew  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  used  that  language,  and 
had  made  these  speeches  in  Nova  Scotia. 
Thus,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  had  full  knowledge  of  the  views 
which  the  Minister  of  Finance  entertained 
in  regard  to  certain  provisions  similar  to 
those  in  the  Bill  now  before  parliament. 

I  wish  to  once  more  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  to  the  fact  that  upon  the  eve  of 
the  return  to  Ottawa  of  the  ex-Mlnlster  of 
the  Interior  (Hon.  Clifford  Slfton)  and  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  (Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding) 
he  has  seen  fit  to  introduce  to  parlia- 
ment a  Bill  in  such  manner  that  parlia- 
ment had  every  reason  to  believe,  was 
bound  to  believe,  and  Indeed  every  one  of  us 
did  believe,  that  the  provisions  of  that 
Bill  had  received  the  assent  of  every  member 
of  the  administration.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, that  was  undoubtedly  a  grave  de- 
parture from  constitutional  usage.    I  do  not 
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know  of  any  modern  precedent  for  conduct 
of  tbat  kind  with  regard  to  a  measure  of 
any  importance,  and  I  think  it  my  duty 
to  once  more  inquire  of  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman what  was  the  overmastering  reason 
which  led  ilm  under  these  circumstances 
to  introduce  that  Bill  to  this  parliament 
without  giving  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, and  especially  to  this  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  information  that  two  members 
of  the  cabinet,  members  who  above  all 
others,  it  seems  to  me,  should  have  been 
consulted  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
this  measure,  bad  not  even  had  it  submitted 
to  them,  were  not  even  consulted  with  re- 
gard to  it,  bad  not  even  seen  it  or  read  it. 
There  must  be  some  explanation  for  so  ex- 
traordinary an  act.  The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man (6ir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  has  not  vouch- 
safed any.  I  do  not  want  to  make  explan- 
ations for  him,  I  do  not  want  to  suggest 
any  explanations.  Explanations  are  beiug 
suggested  throughout  the  country,  and  I 
would  think  that  it  is  not  only  due  to  this 
House  and  to  the  country,  but  due  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  himself  that  he  should, 
without  any  further  delay,  without  any 
further  attempt  to  avoid  the  issue,  inform 
the  House  as  to  the  real  circumstances  un- 
der which  he  took  this  step  in  defiance  of 
all  unconstitutional  usage. 

There  is  one  more  question  which  I  would 
again  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  think  that  in  doini;  so  I  am  not  trans- 
gressing my  duty.  I  usk  it  in  the  same 
respectful  way  and  for  the  purpose  of  In- 
formation ;  it  is  this  :  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman in  his  speech  introducing  this  Bill 
referred  to  the  aid  in  its  preparation  which 
the  government  had  received  from  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Executive  Couucil  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  What  I  would 
like  to  know  is  whether  or  not  the 
educational  clauses  of  this  Bill  were 
submitted  to,  were  fully  discussed  with, 
and  met  with  the  appropriation  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Executive  Council  of  the  North- 
west Territories.  In  the  last  place,  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  a  ques- 
tion which  I  have  not  already  asked  but 
which  seems  to  me  to  be.  very  pertinent  in 
view  of  his  reply  of  yesterday..  How  long 
does  he  propose  to  carry  on  the  affairs 
ol  the  country  without  filling  the  va- 
cant portfolio  of  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior ?  One  would  suppose  that  when  a 
measure  of  the  importance  of  that  which 
has  been  proposed  to  parliament,  a  measure 
especially  affecting  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories of  Canada,  has  been  introduced  and 
is  about  to  be  discussed  in  parliament,  that 
we  should  have  the  advantage  of  the  ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  some  gentleman 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  occupying  a 
position  in  the  administration,  or,  at  all 
events  that  we  should  have  the  benefit 
of  the  advice  and  experience  and  knowl- 
edge of  some  gentleman  tilling  the 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


portfolio  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  appointed  to  that  portfolio  for 
the  very  reason  that  he  is  well  qualified  to- 
till  it  These  three  questions  I  venture  to 
again  bring  to  the  attention  of  my  right 
hon.  friend,  and  I  trust  that  he  will  be 
pleased  to  give  to  the  House,  at  my  request, 
that  full  and  sufficient  information  on  the 
subject  to  which  I  think  the  House  is  en- 
titled. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  DAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) has  to-day  asked  one  question  which 
he  has  not  previously  put  and  as  to  which 
I  am  quite  ready  to  give  all  the  Information 
I  have  at  present.  My  hon.  friend  desires 
to  know  how  long  the  vacancy  in  the  port- 
folio of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  will  be 
left  unfilled.  I  have  only  to  submit  to  my 
hon.  friend  and  to  the  House  that  there  has 
been  no  undue  delay  in  filling  it.  The  vacancy- 
occurred  only  ten  days  ago,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  could  be  expected  that  In  so  short 
a  time  as  that  the  government  could  come 
to  a  conclusion  as  to  whom  they  should 
call  to  fill  such  an  important  office.  I  hope 
before  long  I  shall  be  able  to  give  to  my 
hon.  friend  the  opportunity  to  give  his  as- 
sent to  the  appointment  we  shall  make.  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  will  respond  to  the 
iuvitation,  but  at  all  events  we  shall  cer- 
tainly afford  It  to  him. 

With  regard  to  the  other  two  questions  I 
do  not  think  that  I  am  warranted  in  giving 
more  information  to  my  hon.  friend  than  I 
have  already  given. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  none. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  That  is  not 
much  ;  but  I  would  submit  that  strictly 
speaking  my  hon.  friend  is  entitled  to  none 
at  all.  The  conferences  which  took  place  be- 
tween the  government  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Northwest  Territorial  govern- 
ment were  carried  on  confidentially,  and  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  have  any  authority 
to  give  any  information  about  them  to  the 
House;  no  record  has  been  kept  of  this  In- 
formation ;  the  conferences  have  been  ab- 
solutely confidential. 

With  regard  to  the  other  question,  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  now  put  for  the  third 
time.  I  am  sorry  to  say  my  mind  has  not, 
changed.  I  think,  with  all  due  respect  to 
my  hon.  friend  and  to  the  position  he  oc- 
cupies, and  to  this  House,  that  I  have  given 
all  the  information  the  House  was  entitled 
to.  I  can  see  plainly  that  my  hon.  friend 
is  shaping  his  course  carefully;  he  Is  going 
ahead  bit  by  bit.  he  is  taking  no  plunge, 
but  every  day  we  can  see  a  little  more 
where  we  are  finally  to  be  led.  Yesterday 
we  could  not  see  where  he  was  to  place 
his  batteries,  but  to-day  we  can  see 
where  th  >y  are  to  be  placed.  He  endea- 
voured to  show  that  there  Is  a  difference 
between  the  position  occupied  by  two  mem- 
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bers  of  the  Liberal  party  and  by  the  Lib- 
eral party  Itself  to-day  and  the  position  oc- 
cupied by  that  party  in  1896.  My  hon. 
frieud  <  Mr.  It.  L.  Borden)  did  my  hon. 
frieud  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Hon.  W.  S. 
Fielding)  the  honour  of  quoting  him.  I  am 
not  at  all  jealous  of  that  honour  which  be 
has  paid  to  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Finance.  I  compliment  the  minister  upon 
it :  but  he  might  have  quoted  some  oi  my 
speeches  on  the  same  question.  I  took  some 
part  in  that  discussion.  I  intend  to  take 
some  part  in  the  present  discussion.  My 
hon.  friend  is  re-echoing  the  attempts  that 
have  been  made  in  the  press  to  show  that 
there  has  been  a  great  change  from  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  Liberal  party  in  1896  in 
the  position  taken  by  them  in  1905.  Now 
we  shall  have  an  opportunity  by  and  by  of 
discussing  that  question;  when  we  come  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  I  will  en- 
deavour to  discuss  the  question  with  my 
hon.  friend,  and  we  shall  discuss  it  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  do  not  admit  that 
there  has  been  any  departure  at  all  In  the 
conduct  of  the  Liberal  party  between  1896 
and  19Q5;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  are  always 
in  the  wrong.  They  never  can  interpret  the 
constitution  as  it  Is.  In  1896,  the  position 
which  Tve  took  and  maintained  before  the 
country  was  that  it  was  not  right  for  the 
federal  parliament  to  try  to  impose  on  the 
province  of  Manitoba  a  system  of  schools 
which  the  province  of  Manitoba  had  re- 
jected, acting  within  the  plenary  exercise 
of  its  powers.  If  there  had  been  a  system 
of  schools  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  in 
1870.  when  it  was  admitted  to  confeder- 
ation, then.  Sir,  the  minority  would  have 
been  entitled  to  those  schools  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  courts;  but  the  courts  decided 
that  there  had  been  no  such  system  of 
schools,  and  therefore  the  powers  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba  were  not  in  any  way 
curtailed.  There  is  a  difference,  therefore, 
in  the  position  of  Manitoba  in  1870,  as  ex- 
posed In  1896.  and  the  position  which  we 
are  confronted  with  at  the  present  time. 
But  I  will  not  discuss  this  question  with 
my  hon.  friend  to-day— I  do  not  think  the 
time  Is  opportune. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   I  did  not  discuss  It. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIEB.  In  my  estima- 
tion my  hon.  friend  came  very  near  discuss- 
ing it.  He  was  very  guarded,  but  introduced 
It  in  a  gentle  way,  Just  to  create  the  impres- 
sion that  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween ■  the  position  taken  by  tHe  Liberal 
party  In  1896  and  its  position  in  1905.  My 
lion,  friend  understands  his  business  too 
well  to  have  Introduced  It  so  bluntly  as  to 
state  it  iu  that  way,  but  he  led  to  a  conclu- 
sion which  was  inevitable.  I  do  not  think 
the  present  Is  the  time  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion, hut  I  assure  my  hon.  friend  that  we 


shall  take  the  opportunity  of.  doing  so  at 
the  proper  time  and  on  the  proper  occasion. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto). 
Mr.  Speaker,  It  was  a  candid  admission  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  when  he  confessed 
that  be  had  not  given  much  information  to 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  in  response 
to  his  question  of  yesterday  and  of  to-day. 
It  was  a  charming  bit  of  persiflage  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  made  an  exhibition 
of  in  those  few  words— airy,  light,  well- 
chosen,  skimming  all  around,  but  avoiding 
carefully  any  expression  which  would  go 
to  shed  light  upon  the  grave  and  serious 
questions  which  my  hon.  friend  beside  me 
had  raised.  Now,  I  do  not  intend  to  be 
led  away  by  this  little  diversion  Into  a  dis- 
cussion of  matters  which  are  not  at  pres- 
ent before  the  House.  I  want  to  reiterate, 
in  the  first  place,  the  position  taken  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition.  He  quoted 
from  statements  that  had  been  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  and  could  have  quoted 
from  statements  which  had  been  made  by 
the  late  Minister  of  the  Interior,  to  show  to 
the  right  hon.  the  premier  that  he  knew 
thoroughly  well,  when  these  hon.  gentle- 
men were  in  his  cabinet,  and  when  just 
lately  he  Introduced  his  Bill  for  discussion 
In  his  cabinet,  that  these  hon.  gentlemen 
had  well-known  and  pronounced  views  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  education  as  It 
would  develop  In  these  new  provinces.  That 
is  the  only  purpose  my  hon.  friend  had  in 
view. '  The  quotations  which  he  made  drove 
that  fact  fairly  well  home,  so  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  could  not  say  that  he  did 
not  know,  In  the  absence  of  these  two 
gentlemen,  that  their  opinions  had  been 
firmly  formed  and  plainly  expressed.  The 
startling  thing  about  it  was  this— and  it  was 
not  explained  away  by  all  the  charming 
discursiveness  of  my  hon.  friend  yesterday. 
The  question  is  :  what  Is  the  constitutional 
practice  when  a  Bill,  having  been  discussed 
in  the  cabinet  and  agreed  to  or  supposed 
to  be  agreed  to  there,  Is  launched  upon  the 
House  as  the  utterance  of  the  government 
as  a  whole  ?  That  is  the  question,  and  the 
startling  thing  about  it  is  that  the  premier 
introduced  a  Bill  for  discussion  in  his  cabi- 
net, knowing  the  views  of  these  two  gentle- 
men in  their  absence,  and  with  a  haste  that 
has  not  yet  been  explained.  Engaged  as  it 
were,  in  a  race  for  a  goal  with  the  Minister 
of  Finance  and  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
he  beat  them  by  about  two  days  and  twelve 
hours— he  got  in  ahead,  and  he  launched 
his  Bill.  Now,  the  country  and  this 
House  had  no  warrant  for  believing  any- 
thing else  than  that  that  Bill  in  its  entirety 
had  been  assented  to  and  had  the  cordial 
agreement  of  every  member  of  the  cabinet. 
That  Is  the  point  the  country  heeds,  and 
that  Is  the  point  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  makes.  What  has  happened 
in  this  case  is.  I  believe,  unprecedented  in 
the  history  of  this  parliament,  and  it  Is  a 
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matter  not  of  curiosity,  but  of  right,  that 
both  this  House  and  the  country  should 
know  why  this  was  and  what  it  meant 
Now,  let  me  say  a  word  or  two  with  refer- 
ence to  the  changed  methods  of  my  right 
hon.  friend.  Take,  for  Instance,  the  British 
North  America  Act.  The  clauses  in  it  with 
reference  to  education  were  framed  to  do 
what?  To  give  legal  effect  to  an  agreement 
between  thoroughly  constituted  bodies  who 
under  that  agreement  went  Into  the  pact  of 
confederation.  Each  had  a  House  with 
elected  representatives  from,  the  people  en- 
joying all  the  powers  of  a  representative 
assembly.  Those  provinces  came  together 
as  Independent  constituents,  and  they  did 
not  attempt  legislation  until  they  bad  made 
their  agreement  and  asked  that  it  be  em- 
bodied in  an  enactment.  Come  to  the  case 
of  the  Manitoba  Act.  In  Manitoba  there  was 
no  representative  body  such  as  an  as- 
sembly ;  but  how  carefully  the  men  of  that 
time  were  minded  to  consult  the  con- 
stituent elements  of  that  northwest  coun- 
try. Delegates  were  sent ;  the  men 
were  assembled ;  their  views  were  got ; 
the  views  were  sent  here ;  the  views 
were  communicated  to  the  British  govern- 
ment, and  it  was  upon  that  tacit  agreement 
or  real  agreement  as  to  the  wants  and  wishes 
of  the  constituent  elements  of  Manitoba 
that  the  legislation  was  based  which  be- 
came fixed  in  law.  How  different  has  been 
the  action  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
matter.  Whom  has  he  consulted?  Why,  I 
think  it  is  stated  in  his  own  speech  that 
there  were  some  reasons  why  he  should  not 
have  granted  autonomy  two  years  ago  or 
one  year  ago,  and  what  are  the  reasons  he 
gave? 

That  as  we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  general  elec- 
tion, the  time  and  occasion  would  be  more  pro- 
pitious and  more  fitting  after  the  general  elec- 
tion when  the  Territories  would  have  the  bene- 
fit on  this  floor  of  a  larger  representation. 
These  views  were  generally  accepted.  The  elec- 
tions have  taken  place  and  immediately  after 
the  elections,  or  as  soon  as  was  practicable 
thereaficr,  we  Invited  the  executive  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  to  send  delegates  here 
to  confer  with  us  upon  the  measure  which  was 
to  be  Introduced  so  as  to,  admit  them  into  the 
confederation.  We  have"  had  the  benefit  of 
the  presence  of  Mr.  Haultain,  the  premier  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  and  Mr.  Bulyea,  one 
of  his  colleagues,  and  we  have  had  the  advant- 
age of  several  conferences  with  them.  We  have 
had  the  advantage  also  of  the  presence  and  ad- 
vice of  several  of  the  members  from  the  Terri- 
tories. 

Now,  in  profession,  what  does  this  mean? 
It  means  that  before  this  Bill  was  agreed 
upon  and  given  to  the  House,  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  wanted  to  have  all  the 
representative  opinion  he  could  possibly 
get  from  the  west.  Did  he  consult  It  ? 
There  are  500,000  people  living  In  those 
two  provinces,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  friend.  Is  it  on  record 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


that  he  consulted  those  people  before 
Introducing  this  Bill  ?  There  were  a 
certain  number  of  old  and  new  represent- 
atives from  the  Northwest  present  In  this 
House.  Did  the  right  hon.  gentleman  con- 
sult them  with  reference  to  this  clause  ?  If 
he  did,  did  they  approve  of  this  clause  ?  If 
they  did  approve  of  It,  why  all  this  bother 
since  ?  Why  has  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
been  held  up?  The  right  hon.  gentleman  also 
had  an  accredited  representative  of  that 
Northwest  country  in  the  person  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  a  gentleman  who 
had  travelled  the  west,  who  knew  the  west, 
who,  before  and  from  his  first  entry  into 
this  parliament  had  taken  a  very  deep  in- 
terest in  this  very  subject.  Did  my  right 
hon.  friend  consult  him  ?  If  so,  how  comes 
it  that  in  a  race  for  time,  after  he  had  beat- 
en his  Minister  of  the  Interior  by  a  few 
hours,  that  minister  rose  in  his  place  in 
parliament  and  said  to  his  chief :  I  never 
saw  that  clause  until  I  read  It  after  I  came 
here  ?  Yet  if  there  was  any  note  in  the 
right  hon.  gentleman's  voice  in  1895  and 
1896,  It  was  this.  He  will  find  it  embalmed 
in  '  Hansard,'  in  the  pages  of  his  press,  in 
the  hearts  of  his  admirers,  in  quotations 
everywhere.  What  was  it  ?  Translated  in- 
■to  a  few  English  words,  it  was  this  and 
nothing  more :  I  want  my  people  In  Mani- 
toba to  have  separate  schools,  but  I  want 
them  to  have  those  schools  by  the  voice  of 
Manitoba  itself.  I  desire  to  see  these  pri- 
vileges retained  for  them,  but  I  desire  still 
more  not  to  violate  provincial  rights.  That 
was  his  note.  There  was  none  more  domi- 
nant. How  has  he  changed  ?  To-day  be  is 
an  autocrat.  To-day  he  rushes  the  BUI.  To- 
day he  rushes  the  members  of  his  cabinet 
the  representatives  from  the  Northwest,  and 
the  representative  council  from  the  North- 
west for  he  has  not  been  able  to  state  that 
he  did  confer  with  that  council— a  repre- 
sentative body  if  there  ever  was  any — and 
that  It  ever  gave  its  assent  to  this  clause. 
In  all  these  cases  the  old  spirit  has  depart- 
ed, the  old  method  has  been  laid  aside,  and 
to-day  we  have  in  their  stead  the  work  of 
the  autocrat,  caring  nothing  for  his  Minis- 
ter of  the  Interior,  caring  nothing  for  his 
Minister  of  Finance,  caring  nothing  for  the 
representatives  from  the  west,  caring  noth- 
ing and  consulting  in  no  way  the  500,000 
people  for  whom  we  are  legislating.  That 
is  a  change  to  which  I  call  the  attention  of 
this  House. 

There  is  another  peculiar  circumstance  in 
this  connection.  On  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill,  the  usual  method  followed  Is  simply 
to  explain  it,  but  when  my  right  hon.  friend 
was  taxed  with  going  beyond  an  explana- 
tion, he  defended  himself  by  saying  that  he 
did  give  and  only  intended  to  give  what  was 
a  full  explanation  of  the  Bill.  What  Is  the 
purpose  of  having  a  Bill  explained,  espe- 
cially an  important  Bill  of  this  kind,  on  its 
introduction  ?  It  is  that  the  House  and 
the  country  may  become  seized  with  Its  sa- 
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Uent  points  so  that  before  they  are  called 
upon  to  make  up  their  minds  to  if,  they  may 
Lave  the  information  necessary.  I  submit 
that  it  was  not  a  lucid  explanation  of  the 
Bill  which  my  right  hon.  friend  gave  but  an 
impassioned  argument  in  its  behalf.  On  the 
one  hand  he  professed  the  greatest  concern 
that  no  old  cries  should  be  renewed,  that 
no  old  issues  should  be  called  up,  that  the 
demon  of  discord,  which  had  been  laid  in 
1S96,  should  not  be  roused  again  at  this 
time,  but  I  submit  that  the  argument  he 
used  when  he  came  to  that  clause  was  one 
he  should  not  have  made  had  he  desired  to 
lire  up  to  his  profession.  On  what  ground 
did  the  right  hon.  gentleman  advocate  his 
Bill  ?  It  was  not  explanation  but  an 
argument  which  he  gave  ?  He  advocated  It 
on  the  ground  that  separate  schools  were 
superior  to  public  free  schools  or  secular 
schools.  He  raised  an  issue  which  there 
was  no  need  of  raising  at  all,  an  Issue  which, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech,  my  right 
hon.  friend  declared  he  did  not  intend  to 
raise.  But  he  forgot  that  Intention  and  he 
raised  the  question  of  the  respective  merits 
of  public  free  schools  and  separate  schools, 
and  gave  the  horrible  example  of  the  United 
States  as  an  argument  against  public 
schools.  There  you  have  his  argument  and 
bis  illustration.  He  tortured  the  British 
North  American  Act  of  1867  and  the  British 
North  America  Act  of  1871  In  order  to  get 
a  legal  ground— what  for  ?  For  an  explana- 
tion of  his  Bill  ?  No,  but  to  make  strong 
bis  argument  for  the  passage  of  his  Bill. 
He  tortured  the  shades  of  George  Brown  of 
illustrious  memory,  until  I  could  almost 
hear  the  squeaking  ghost  of  that  eminent 
statesman  fitting  through  the  passages  here, 
tortured  and  injured  by  the  violent  wrench- 
ing and  twisting  which  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman gave  It.  And  in  all  these  ways, 
instead  of  making  a  lucid  explanation  of  the 
main  feature  of  his  Bill,  he  entered  into  an 
impassioned  argument  in  order  that  his  Bill 
might  gain  the  assent  of  this  House  and 
the  country.  Well,  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  had  to  eat  the  fruits  of  his  mis- 
take. Just  then,  under  the  glamour  of  his 
speech,  under  his  successful  avoidance  of 
certain  points,  under  his  equally  successful 
exclusion  of  certain  other  points  in  that 
BUI,  every  man  behind  him  applauded  to  the 
echo ;  and  if  a  vote  had  been  called  for 
then,  every  man  would  have  risen  to  his 
feet— perhaps  with  one  exception — and  have 
voted  for  the  Bill.  He  rushed  the  House 
for  the  time  being,  but  he  failed  to  rush  it 
permanently  ;  and  the  disorganization  and 
confusion  of  these  ten  days  Is  abundant 
proof  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  went 
further  than  prudence  and  good  statesman- 
ship justified.  He  taunted  my  hon.  friend 
beside  me  (Mr.  Borden)  with  deftly  shaping 
his  course.  Well,  I  hope  his  course  Is  more 
deftly  shaped  than  that  of  my  right  hon. 
friend.  He  lightly  told  my  hon.  friend  that 
he  was  seeking  for  hills  of  vantage  and 


strategical  points,  forsooth.  There  are  hills 
of  vantage  but  there  are  also  valleys  of  hu- 
miliation. And  it  would  be  interesting  to 
know  who  will  head  the  procession  through 
the  valley  of  humiliation.  Will  it  be  the 
sturdy  young  Napoleon  of  the  west  with 
downcast  eyes  and  drooping  colours  ?  Or 
will  it  be  my  right  hon.  friend  who  In  1895 
boasted  that  he  possessed  the  courage  which 
did  not  promise  until' he  bad  made  up  bis 
mind,  but  once  his  promise  was  made  stood 
immovable  as  a  rock. 

Now,  all  these  are  questions  which  we 
cannot  but  be  interested  in — questions  rais- 
ed In  this  House  and  in  the  country.  There 
is  one  other  thing.  Shall  I  speak  of  it  ? 
Not  content  with  rushing  his  Bill,  not  con- 
tent with  throwing  aside  his  colleagues  to 
rush  his  Bill,  not  content  with  proceeding 
without  taking  care  to  ascertain  the  senti- 
ment of  the  west,  not  content  with  making 
his  speech  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill  and 
confounding  it  with  a  lucid  explanation  of 
the  measure,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  tried 
to  rush  the  country  as  well.  One  of  his 
colleagues  in  another  place  prepared  a  pam- 
phlet, a  remarkable  pamphlet  in  some  ways. 
It  purported  to  be  a  '  brief  history,  from 
official  sources,  of  the  legislation  respecting 
the  separate  schools  since  the  year  1863  In 
the  united  province  of  Canada,  and  in  the 
Dominion  since  confederation.'  Now,  as  I 
said  before,  I  have  no  fault  to  find,  nor  has 
any  one  in  this  House  with  the  publication 
by  the  government  of  official  information 
that  will  shed  light  upon  this  question. 
But  this  pamphlet  is  a  partisan  pamphlet. 
It  does  give  the  facts  taken  from  'Hansard,' 
but  it  does  also  colour  them,  and  it  does 
also  argue  the  points  Involved.  How  does 
it  colour  them  ?  I  do  not  suppose,  for  in- 
stance, that  Edward  Blake  or  George  Brown, 
or  any  of  these  old  worthies,  some  of  whom 
have  passed  away,  others  of  whom  are  still 
with  us,  in  making  their  speeches,  italicized 
certain  parts  of  them,  or  altered  them  In^ 
double-leaded  columns,  to  make  the  argu-" 
ments  Impressive.  But  In  the  quotations  from 
the  speeches  of  these  gentlemen  every  sen- 
tence that  favours  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
is  italicized  or  given  emphasis  which 
points  the  argument.  It  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  go  into  details.  But  when  it 
comes  to  George  Brown's  momentous  sen- 
tence, the  maker  of  this  pamphlet  is  not 
satisfied  with  italicizing  it,  but  he  puts  it  in 
bolder  type,  italicizes  it  and  double-spaces 
it,  in  order  that  it  may  catch  the  eye  and 
make  the  Impression  the  compiler  Intended 
to  make.  And,  when  that  is  all  done,  here  is 
the  argument  with  which  It  ends — not  a 
quotation  from  Blake  or  Brown,  not  an  ab- 
stract from  'Hansard,'  but  an  argument 
from  the  pen  of  the  maker  of  this  pamphlet : 

Under  the  Territorial  legislation,  the  rights 
ot  the  minority  have  In  the  past  been  recog- 
nized. It  would  be  a  breach  ot  faith  and  a  vio- 
lation of  the  British  North  America  Act  to  dls- 
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turb  now  the  rights  and  privileges  granted  by 
the  parliament  of  Canada  thirty  years  ago  and 
enjoyed  by  the  minority  up  to  this  time.  ' 

Now,  I  say  that  this  is  not  a  very  Im- 
portant matter,  but  it  is  significant.  I  say 
that  no  government  has  a  right — and  it  is 
poor  polities',  I  think,  for  any  government 
to  assume  that  it  has  fhe  right  and  act 
upon  that  assumption — in  giving  what  pur- 
ports to  be  official  information  from  the 
records,  to  endeavour,  by  the  means  I  have 
explained,  to  point  out  the  argument  and 
lead  to  a  partisan  conclusion  with  regard 
to  a  measure  that  has  been  introduced. 

Now,  I  have  no  more  to  say  on  this  occa- 
sion. These  are  just  some  thoughts  which 
occur  to  us.  We  wish  them  to  sink  into  the 
minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  have 
no  wish  to  dictate  their  policy  ;  but  we 
would  fain  give  them  something  for  reflec- 
tion, for  calm  and,  if  possible,  fruitful  medi- 
tation. This  is  our  contribution,  made  with 
the  best  of  intention  and  in  the  best  of 
spirit,  and  In  the  hope  that  it  will  contri- 
bute to  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  In  my 
judgment,  we  are  face  to  face  with  a  most 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs  In  this  parlia- 
ment to-day.  We  propose  to  put  through  an 
important  measure  affecting  the  destinies 
of  practically  half  a  continent  under  the 
leadership  of  a  government  that  has  not  a 
representative  of  that  half  continent  among 
Its  members.  Under  constitutional  govern- 
ment, as  we  understand  it,  and  as  it  has 
been  carried  out.  the  cabinet  is  composed  of 
heads  who  have  received  the  endorsatiou  of 
the  people  before  they  enter  upon  their  work 
3E  that  cabinet.  And  these  cabinet  minis- 
ters are  chosen  from  the  provinces  accord- 
ing to  the  population  or  importance  of  those 
provinces.  For  instance,  Ontario  in  the 
past  has  nearly  always  had  five  members 
in  the  cabinet,  Quebec  four,  the  maritime 
provinces  at  least  three,  one  of  whom  was 
allowed  for  New  Brunswick,  another  for 
Nova  Scotia  and,  until  recent  years,  one 
for  Prince  Edward  Island.  Thus  every  part 
of  ,the  Dominion  was  represented  in  the 
cabinet ;  and  when  important  questions 
came  up  in  which  any  portion  of  the  coun- 
try was  particularly  interested,  its  repre- 
sentatives In  the  cabinet  were  supposed  to 
have  influence  in  swaying  the  government 
in  regard  to  that  matter.  That  has  hitherto 
been  the  case  with  regard  to  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  and  either  of  those  provinces  would 
rebel  to-day  If  an  important  measure  affect- 
ing its  interests  were  before  parliament  and 
it  were  deprived  of  its  due  proportion  of  re- 
presentation in  the  cabinet.  But  to-day  we 
have  practically  half  a  continent  without 
representation  in  the  cabinet,  notwithstand- 
ing that  an  important  measure  is  going 
through  that  vitally  affects  the  interests  of 
that  half  continent,  and  that  will  seal  its 
fate  for  the  future.  The  only  representa- 
tive in  the  cabinet  of  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try has  become  so  dissatisfied  with  the 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


measure  that  he  has  publicly  declared  that 
it  cannot  receive  his  support  and,  rather 
than  remain  In  the  cabinet  and  assume  any 
responsibility  for  the  measure,  he  has  re- 
signed. The  government  have  not  dared  to 
put  themselves  in  touch  with  that  great 
section  of  the  country  by  appointing  an- 
other member  in  his  place.  Is  it  because  of 
the  unpopularity  of  the  measure  or  because 
no  one  can  be  found  who  will  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  it,  as  an  in-coming  member 
of  the  cabinet  would  necessarily  do  1  Or  is 
it  because  of  the  dearth  of  public  men  from 
that  country  and  the  impossibility  of  finding 
any  one  in  the  ranks  of  the  government 
supporters  sufficiently  intelligent  to  be  a 
cabinet  minister  ?  It  cannot  be  the  latter, 
because  the  government  has  many  support- 
ers from  the  Northwest,  some  of  whom 
would  be  a  credit  to  a  cabinet.  We  are 
driven,  therefore,  to  conclude  that  it  Is  be- 
cause of  the  unpopularity  of  the  measure, 
and  because  the  government  dare  not  ask 
the  Governor  General  to  appoint  a  new 
minister  and,  by  an  electoral  contest,  allow 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  to  express  their 
opinion  upon  the  measure. 

If  they  did  so,  in  that  election  which  must 
If  ke  place,  this  measure  would  undoubtedly 
be  discussed,  every  phase  of  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed before  the  people,  and  the  people 
themselves  would  have  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  on  it.  The  government  are 
In  the  humiliating  position  to-day— I  am 
justified  in  saying  so  in  view  of  what  has 
transpired— that  they  dare  not  risk  their  re- 
putation by  appointing  a  new  Minister  of 
the  Interior  and  sending  him  back  for  re- 
election before  this  measure  goes  through. 
So  that  great  country  Is  not  represented 
:n  this  cabinet,  that  great  country  Is  without 
iX  representative  to  voice  their  views  with 
rf-gard  to  this  important  measure.  Is  that 
not  constitutional  government  run  mad  ?  Is 
that  according  to  the  principles  of  the  British 
constitution  that  we  have  heretofore  carried 
out  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  1  I  say  it 
is  the  very  reverse.  The  government  are  to- 
day in  the  humiliating  position  that  they 
dare  not  put  a  minister  into  the  cabinet 
and  ask  him  to  go  to  bis  constituents  and 
get  their  endorsation  of  his  appointment 
and  of  the  measure  that  is  before  the  House 
to-day.  Now  in  view  of  this  condition  of 
i-ffiairs  what  ought  the  government  to  do  ? 
In  my  judgment  they  ought  either  at  once 
tc  till  that  position,  and  give  the  people  an 
opportunity  of  endorsing  the  appointment, 
and  let  this  measure  be  discussed  by  the 
people  themselves,  or  they  ought  to  with- 
draw the  unpopular  part  of  their  measure  ; 
because,  if  I  know  anything  about  the 
sen'tlment  of  this  country,  especially  of 
tiiat  part  of  the  country  which  this  measure 
will  affect  more  than  any  other,  it  is  I  might 
say  almost  unanimous  against  the  Bill,  or 
at  least  the  school  clauses  contained  In  this 
Bill  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  sub- 
mitted to  the  House. 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  presume  the  hon.  gen- 
t:eman  does  not  propose  to  discuss  the  Bill 
at  this  present  time. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  you  will  first  allow 
me  to  commence  the  discussion  of  the  BUI, 
I  sliall  then  be  happy  to  be  called  to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  Judged  that  the  hou. 
gentleman  was  coming  very  close  to  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  in  the  latter  remarks 
be  made. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  mentioned  the  Bill 
ps  several  speakers  before  me  have  done, 
and  I  assume  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so, 
without  discussing  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  merely  referring  to  the  Bill  as  a  rea- 
son why  the  government  do  not  fill  the 
vacant  portfolio,  and  I  am  asking  them  to 
fill  it  so  that  the  people  may  have  n  chance 
to  express  their  opinion  of  it.  When  that 
Is  done  we  will  say  that  the  government  are 
Acting  according  to  the  principles  of  con- 
stitutional government.  I  need  not  say 
anything  with  regard  to  another  portfolio 
tl=at  has  been  practically  vacant  for  a  long 
time  ;  while  we  are  voting  large  sums  of 
money  for  that  department  to  spend  we  are 
not  carrying  out  the  principles  of  constitu- 
tional government  both  during  this  session 
and  last  session.  Until  the  government  bring 
themselves  in  accord  with  the  principles 
of  constitutional  government  as  carried  out 
In  Great  Britain,  we  are  justified  in  draw- 
ing their  attention  from  time  to  time  to  their 
failure  to  do  so,  and  in  asking  them  to  put 
themselves  in  accord  with  these  principles 
which  they  have  always  declared  they  are 
desirous  of  upholding. 

Motion  agreed  to.  and  House  went  Into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

National  Transcontinental  Railway— surveys, 
construction  and  other  expenses.  $1,328,500. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSOX  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals).  I  am  asking  for 
tM*.  money  to  meet  the  necessary  expenses 
In  connection  with  the  work  of  the  National 
Transcontinental  Railway  Commission.  The 
rtf  tails  of  that  sum  are  as  follows  :  For 
salaries  of  commissioners,  and  headquarters 
staff.  $100,000 ;  for  headquarters  rental, 
$13,500  ;  head  office,  stationery,  furniture, 
light,  telephone,  telegrams,  travelling,  inci- 
dental and  unforeseen  expenses,  $25,000 ; 
for  wages  of  men  In  connection  with  the 
different  survey  parties,  $000,000 ;  head 
office,  district  and  divisional  engineers'  sal- 
aries, $100,000  ;  supplies  and  commissariat, 
$423,000  ;  outfit  and  Instruments,  $20,000 ; 
freight  and  travelling  expenses  of  engineers 
and  transport  of  men,  $45,000.  These  sums 
make  up  the  total. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Now  suppose  we  raise 
the  question,  first,  a  very  Important  one, 
before  any  of  this  money  is  voted,  as  to 
what  information  this  House  is  going  to 
get.   We  have  tried  on  several  occasions 


to  get  it  but  have  not  been  able  to.  The 
thing  has  been  thrown  backwards  and  for- 
wards like,  a  rubber  ball.  We  have  incurred 
a  large  expense,  and  we  are  now  to  face 
a  million  and  a  third,  and  we  have  not  a 
scintilla  of  Information  as  to  what  this  com- 
mission has  done,  or  the  results  of  its 
labours,  if  it  has  done  anything.  If  it  has 
not  done  anything  it  has  not  justified  its 
existence  because  the  expense  heretofore  has 
been  very  great.  If  it  has  done  anything 
we  want  a  complete  statement  placed  before 
the  House  as  to  what  it  is  that  it  has  done. 
We  have  debated  the  question  casually  time 
end  again  and  it  has  beeii  called  to  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
and  also  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  as  to  the  fact  that  Information  does 
get  out,  but  it  does  not  get  out  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  coun- 
tiy,  because  there  Is  no  medium  of  communi- 
cation between  that  commission  and  this 
House.  We  would  like  to  have  this  mat- 
ter settled  first  before  we  vote  any  money. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  commission  is 
constituted  under  the  Act  of  this  parliament 
and  it  has  certain  work  to  do.  It  is  to  be 
presumed  that  it  Is  attending  to  its  duties. 
Now,  until  it  has  accomplished  certain  work, 
until  the  work  Is  completed,  there  can  be 
nothing  to  report.  For  instance,  the  pre- 
sumption is  that  in  the  first  instance  it  will 
have  to  look  after  the  surveys.  It  Is  to 
have  a  road  surveyed  over  the  whole  route. 
It  will  be  taken  for  granted  that  that  will 
take  a  certain  time,  and  it  will  be  taken  for 
granted  that  there  are  certain  preliminary 
surveys  to  be  made.  Now,  until  there  is 
something  Jo  report,  until  it  has  the  work 
completed  which  will  enable  it  to  lay  before 
the  Governor  in  Council  a  statement  of  tiie 
result,  we  could  not  naturally  expect  that  the 
information  would  be  placed  before  the 
members  of  this  House.  We  must  not  an- 
ticipate too  much.  My  hon.  friend,  I  think, 
shows  too  much  anxiety  for  this  information. 
The  information  cannot  be  In  existence.  It 
is  true  that  the  general  statement  may  be 
published  in  the  press  that  the  surveyors 
are  meeting  with  success  in  finding  a  route, 
but  until  the  finished  work  of  the  survey  is 
placed  before  the  Governor  in  Council  It 
would  not  naturally  be  placed  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  My  hon.  friend.  I  think,  has 
become  somewhat  involved  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  means  of  communication  be- 
tween the  commission  and  this  House. 
There  Is  no  question  as  to  the  medium  of 
communication.  There  was  a  question  how- 
ever as  to  the  medium  of  communication 
between  the  Railway  Commission,  another 
and  an  entirely  different  commission,  and 
this  House.  The  question  was  as  to  whether 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals 
had  any  connection  with  that  commission 
or  any  control  over  it.  On  this  the  terms 
of  the  Act  seem  to  be  silent.  There  is 
an  implication  in  certain  of  the  sections  as 
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to  the  position  of  the  Department  of  Bail- 
ways  and  Canals  in  Its  relationship  with  the 
commission,  but  there  is  no  direct  statement 
or  declaration  as  to  the  medium  of  communi- 
cation between  that  Railway  Commission 
and  the  House.  But,  Sir,  in  so  far  as  the 
Transcontinental  Bailway  Commisison  is 
concerned,  it  is  an  entirely  different  body, 
and  it  is  recognized  by  the  Act  that  as  soon 
as  it  reaches  certain  conclusions  it  must 
submit  to  the  Governor  in  Council  the  re- 
sults. Until  it  has  done  that  I  do  not  think 
any  question  can  arise  as  to  either  Its  short- 
comings or  as  to  its  not  fulfilling  the  duties 
imposed  upon  it.  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
has  mixed  up  the  two  commissions  as  re- 
spects the  medium  of  communication.  The 
work  started  out  and  the  commission  has 
gone  on  with  that  work.  It  is  only  a  few 
months  since  that  commission  was  consti- 
tuted. The  results  of  the  first  year's  oper- 
ations and  the  results  of  the  survey  could 
not  be  given  because  they  have  not  yet  been 
completed.  They  would  only  be  preliminary 
any  way  and  these  .preliminary  surveys  are 
not  yet  finished. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
hon.  minister  has  thrown  much  light  upon 
it.  We  made  an  appropriation  for  the  work 
and  purposes  of  the  commission  last  year. 
The  greater  part  of  it  has  been  expended. 
Something  must  have  been  done  with  it, 
but  In  so  far  as  we  are  concerned  we  do  not 
know  whether  It  was  thrown  into  the  Bay 
of  Biscay  or  where  it  went  We  do  not  have 
any  too  profound  a  confidence  in  the  com- 
mission that  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  cre- 
ated. Neither  has  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  any  commission  ever  was  created  with 
such  important  interests  entrusted  to  them 
which  commanded  so  little  respect  or  con- 
fidence in  the  country  at  large.  There  is 
not  a  man  on  it  who  can  claim  to  be  an 
expert  In  any  way  or  sense.  There  is  not  a 
man  I  know  of  who  has  had  any  peculiar 
or  especial  training  or  experience  to  enable 
him  to  undertake  such  a  business  as  that. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  no  great  railway  cor- 
poration in  this  country  would  have  picked 
any  one  of  these  men.  I  make  that  asser- 
tion and  I  let  It  go  to  this  House  and  to  the 
country  and  the  good  sense  of  the  country 
and  the  House  can  say  whether  it  is  true 
or  not.  None  of  them  had  any  special 
training.  None  of  them  had  any  of  that 
large  business  knowledge,  none  of  them 
had  any  of  the  technical  and  special  know- 
ledge, which,  I  think,  are  necessary  to  the 
men  to  whom  will  be  entrusted  the 
expenditure  of  nearly  $100,000,000  of  the 
people's  money.  Another  thing  which  is  al- 
most equally  important  is  that  to  them  will 
be  entrusted  largely  the  construction  of  the 
road  in  its  grades,  curves,  and  location,  be- 
cause, I  suppose,  the  government  have  con- 
fidence in  them,  having  appointed  them,  and 
the  government  will  take  their  recommen- 
dations. The  government  are  not  experts. 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


They  have  not  time  to  attend  to  it.  This 
commission  is  specially  charged  with  that 
work.  The  government  have  confidence  in 
them,  the  government  will  take  their  recom- 
mendations so  that  there  is  not  only  the 
expenditure  of  $100,000,000  placed  in  their 
hands,  but  there  is  the  location  and  building 
of  a  road  which  for  all  time  will  be  one  of 
the  channels  or  media  of  communication  in 
this  country.  As  to  its  location,  as  to  its 
grades,  as  to  its  curves,  as  to  everything  of 
that  kind  this  commission  have  something 
to  do,  and  I  do  not  think  as  I  said  before 
that  we  have  so  much  confidence  In  the  com- 
mission that  we  can  allow  an  expenditure 
of  money  to  go  to  the  year's  end  if  we  are 
to  have  no  knowledge  at  all  as  to  what  has 
been  done  with  the  money  we  have  given. 
The  hon.  minister  says  that  you  cannot  ask 
for  information  until  the  work  is  completed. 
That  is  rigiht  in  part  and  only  In  part.  We 
do  not  want  to  ask  for  anything  which  can- 
not be  had  but  we  do  want  to  know  whether 
we  are  for  ever  and  for  all  time  to  be  ban- 
died to  and  fro  between  an  unwilling  min- 
ister and  an  unresponsive  commission  so 
that  between  the  two  we  get  no  Information 
at  all.  That  Is  the  way  the  question  strikes 
me.  Now,  how  does  it  strike  the  hon.  min- 
ister ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  will  tell  my  hon.  friend 
how  it  strikes  me.  If  my  hon.  friend  can 
claim  to  have  the  sympathy  not  only  of  this 
committee  but  the  sympathy  of  the  whole 
House,  1  venture  this  assertion  :  '  That  there 
is  not  a  man  in  Canada  who  will  stand  up 
and  make  the  same  statements  In  regard  to 
the  commission  as  those  which  were  made 
by  my  lion,  friend.  In  the  first  place  he  has 
assumed  that  these  men  must  necessarily 
be  experts  in  the  matter  of  construction 
and  in  the  matter  of  engineering  skill.  I 
gather  from  his  words  

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  help  what  you 
gather.  I  am  only  responsible  for  what  I 
said. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  give  the  ordinary 
meaning  of  the  English  language.  In  t'ie 
first  place,  let  us  take  the  chairman  of  the 
commission.  I  venture  to  say— and  I  chal- 
lenge successful  contradiction— that  there  is 
not  an  abler  man  in  this  House  than  that 
gentleman.  He  Is  not  only  an  able  lawyer 
but  he  has  had  large  business  experience 
and  has  had  the  management  of  a  railway. 
He  has  had  wide  experience  In  railway 
transactions,  he  has  had  large  experience 
in  the  business  of  the  country,  and  I  am 
sure  that  Mr.  Wade  as  chairman  of  that 
commission  has  the  confidence  of  not  only 
those  who  know  but  the  confidence  of 
parliament.  The  others  are  all  able  busi- 
ness men  ;  they  are  men  who  have  made 
their  mark  in  their  different  sections,  who 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  people  who 
know  them,  and  I  repeat  that  as  a  board 
jou  can  rake  Canada  over  and  I  do  not 
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think  you  could  select  an  equal  number  of 
men  who  would  stand  higher  in  every  way 
in  point  of  integrity,  ability  and  attention 
to  their  duties,  than  the  men  who  consti- 
tute that  commission.  It  would  not  be 
parliamentary  for  me  to  say  that  my  hon. 
friend  was  not  sincere  in  giving  utterance 
to  the  sentiments  which  he  did,  and  there- 
fore I  do  not  say  that,  but  I  am  sure  that 
a  little  reflection  will  lead  him  to  conclude 
that  In  his  desire  to  find  something  to  say 
against  the  item,  he  has  perhaps  gone 
beyond  what  was  justified  by  the  facts. 
There  was  a  vote  of  |500,000  last  year  ;  I 
can  give  a  statement  of  what  was  expended 
month  by  month  since  the  .appointment  of 
the  commission.  I  can  give  not  only  the 
expenditures  but  the  liabilities  incurred  in 
each  particular  month. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  minister  wishes  to 
make  a  financial  statement  on  this  matter 
iet  us  have  it  made  all  at  once,  so  that  it 
will  be  assembled  In  '  Hansard.'  Will  he 
give  the  names  of  the  commissioners,  their 
salaries  and  travelling  expenses ;  the  names 
of  the  staff,  their  salaries  and  travelling  ex- 
penses ;  the  rental  of  their  quarters,  and 
the  provisions  he  has  made  in  the  way  of 
private  car  conveniences  for  their  transport- 
ation, because  I  suppose  that  some  provi- 
sion of  this  kind  must  be  made.  Then  if 
he  will  give  us  the  surveyors  or  surveys 
that  have  been  sent  out,  their  components 
and  the  sections  of  country  that  they  have 
taken,  we  will  be  able  to  form  some  idea, 
with  all  this  information,  of  where  their 
activities  are  being  employed  and  what 
ground  they  are  covering.  As  to  my  own 
statement  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest  to  my  friend's  characterization  of  it; 
1  do  not  retract  a  word  of  what  I  have 
said. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  would  not  expect  you 
to  ;  you  are  too  hardened  a  sinner. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  undertood  the  minister  to 
say  that  this  House  can  get  no  information 
In  connection '  with  these  surveys  until  they 
are  completed.  I  suppose  the  surveys  will 
not  be  completed  within  three  years  from 
now  at  the  earliest.  Are  we  to  vote  money 
year  after  year  for  these  surveys,  amount- 
ing In  the  aggregate  to  $10,000,000  at  least 
and  not  receive  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
gress that  is  being  made  or  any  information 
that  Is  of  interest  to  the  country  until  the 
whole  surveys  are  completed,  and  in  the 
hands  of  the  government  because  that  is 
in  effect  what  the  minister  said  ?  We  want 
to  understand  this,  because  it  is  a  most  ser- 
ious state  of  affairs  if  we  are  to  under- 
stand the  minister  In  that  way. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Toronto  (Mr.  Osier)  has  put  a  strange  con- 
struction on  what  I  said.  My  statement 
did  not  Involve  that  we  should  wait  until 
the  whole  line  was  surveyed.  A  gentleman 
like  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Osier)  must  realize 


that  these  survey  parties  have  certain  areas 
tc  cover  and  each  district  engineer  would 
have  a  certain  territory  under  his  jurisdic- 
tion, and  when  he  has  completed  his  work 
his  report  would  come  in  and  it  would  be 
the  subject  matter  for  submission  to  the  gov- 
ernment of  a  report  to  this  House.  That 
does  not  say  that  the  report  shall  be  de- 
layed until  the  whole  linn  is  surveyed,  and 
until  somebody  else  In  the  wilds  of  the 
north  should  have  completed  his  survey. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  think  that  is  what  will 
be  understood  from  the  minister's  remarks. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  con- 
nected as  he  is  with  the  board  of  directors 
of  a  railway  company  and  knowing  some- 
thing about  the  reports  on  construction  that 
come  in,  must  know  that  they  come  In  from 
different  engineers,  and  that  one  engineer 
does  not  cover  the  whole  territory  ;  that  it 
Is  in  divisions  and  districts,  and  naturally 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  wait  for  the 
whole  survey  to  be  completed  but  until 
something  in  a  concrete  form  could  be  reach- 
ed by  district  engineers,  or  by  a  .  divisional 
engineer.  There  would  not  be  anything  for 
them  to  report  to  the  commission  and  there- 
fore nothing  for  the  commission  to  impart 
to  the  government  and  to  parliament. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  minister  if  he  can  tell  us  when  the  sur- 
veys began,  where  they  have  been  carried 
on,  how  many  miles  have  been  gone  over 
in  attempting  to  obtain  a  route,  for  example 
through  New  Brunswick,  and  so  on,  cover- 
ing the  ground  in  that  way.  We  can  hardly 
believe  that  this  work  has  gone  on  to  the 
extent  of  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  and  that  the  minister  has  allowed 
himself  to  remain  absolutely  ignorant  in 
regard  to  this.  I  do  not  suppose  the  minis- 
ter expects  us  to  believe  that ;  I  do  not 
suppose  that  position  is  consistent  with  the 
proper  discharge  of  his  duty  as  Minister 
ol  Railways,  and  all  we  are  asking  is  that 
even  although  the  surveys  have  not  been 
completed  the  minister  should  be  good 
enough  to  put  us  in  possession  of  that  in- 
formation which  the  minister  himself  has 
in  regard  to  these  matters.  We,  of  course, 
know  that  all  the  work  is  not  being  done 
by  one  engineer,  the  minister  says  it  is  be- 
ing done  by  several  engineers,  but  let  us 
know  what  work  is'  being  carried  on,  even 
although  It  is  not  completed,  and  if  any 
results,  even  tentative  results,  If  I  might  so 
express  myself,  have  been  reached  let  us 
know  something  about  them.  There  are 
reports  in  the  press  with  regard  to  these 
tesults ;  are  they  authorized  or  unauthor- 
ized ?  If  authorized,  it  seems  to  me  that 
parliament  should  be  put  in  possession  of 
the  facts  as  early  as  the  press,  especially  if 
parliament  is  in  session. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  has  been  an  ex- 
penditure of  $500,000.  The  minister  comes 
down  and  asks  for  a  further  vote  of  $1,- 
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3U8.000.  Surely  the  House  is  entitled  to  a 
report  from  the  committee  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  have  expended  the  $500,- 
000  voted  last  year,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  intend  to  expend  this  $1,328,000. 
If,  as  the  papers  state,  a  first-class  line  has 
been  found  between  Quebec  and  Moncton, 
the  House  is  entitled  to  know  it.  If  that 
Is  not  so,  the  House  is  entitled  to  know  that; 
or  if  there  is  any  partial  information  on 
the  subject,  the  House  has  a  right  to  have 
it.  We  do  not  expect  anything  In  a  con- 
crete form.  What  we  expect.  If  the  sur- 
veys are  not  completed.  Is  Information  as 
to  the  direction  In  which  they  are  being 
made,  and  how  near  they  are  expected  to 
approach  the  gradients,  curves  and  loca- 
tions which  were  promised.  It  Is  perfectly 
monstrous  to  tell  this  House,  as  the  minister 
virtually  does,  that  we  are  not  to  have  the 
information  until  after  the  surveys  are 
complete.  That  is  treating  the  House  with 
perfect  coolness  and  Indifference. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Might  I  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  minister  also  the  fact 
that  section  30  of  the  National  Transcontin- 
ental Railway  Act.  chapter  71,  of  the  sta- 
tutes of  1903  is  iu  the  following  terms  : 

The  commissioners  shall  make  to  the  Governor 
In  Council  through  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  an  annual  report  for  the  information 
of  parliament,  setting  forth  the  receipts  and 
expenditures  of  the  year,  and  such  other  mat- 
ters as  appear  to  them  to  be  of  public  Interest 
in  relation  to  the  said  railway,  or  as  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  directs.  Every  such  annual 
report  shall  be  submitted  to  each  House  of  par- 
liament within  fifteen  days  after  the  making 
thereof,  or  within  fifteen  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  session  of  parliament, 
whichever  first  happens. 

I  remember  that  we  had  a  long  discus- 
sion in  the  session  of  1003  as  to  the  terms 
of  this  section,  which  seems  to  have  been 
absolutely  disregarded  both  by  the  com- 
mission and  by  the  government  as  well  as 
by  the  minster  himself. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  How  has  it 
been  disregarded? 

Mr.  U.  L.  BORDEN*.  Have  we  any  an- 
nual report  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  commis- 
sion has  not  been  a  year  in  existence. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  see  any- 
thing in  the  terms  of  this  statute  to  the 
effect  that  the  first  report  shall  not  be  made 
until  the  commission  has  been  in  existence 
a  year.  I  would  take  it  to  be  the  fair 
meaning  of  the  statute  that  at  the  first  ses- 
sion of  parliament,  after  the  commissioners 
had  doue  any  substantial  work,  a  report  of 
that  work  would  be  placed  before  parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    I  call  the  at- 
tention of  my  hon.  friend  to  the  fact  that 
Mr.  HAGGART. 


this  commission,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
was  appointed  In  the  month  of  September 
last,  so  that  hardly  six  months  have  elapsed 
since  it  has  been  in  operation.  The  com- 
mission may  have  reports  from  engineers 
who  have  been  in  the  field.  Whether  It  Is 
so  or  not  I  do  not  know.  They  may  have 
received  Interim  reports  from  the  surveyors 
from  time  to  time,  but  I  question  very 
much  If  when  parliament  opened  In  the 
month  of  January  they  had  the  material 
for  a  report.  We  must  have  a  report  at 
least  once  a  year;  it  may  be  advisable,  In- 
deed, to  have  a  report  oftener  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  the  commission  can  be  accused  of  neg- 
ligence because  they  have  not  yet  sent  a 
report. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  parliament  meets 
again  In  January  or  February  or  March 
next,  and  a  report  is  submitted  then,  It 
will  cover  more  than  one  year,  and  It  will 
not  be  an  annual  report  in  the  sense  In 
which  the  statute  demands  It.  The  terms 
of  the  statute  I  think  require  the  commis- 
sion to  give  a  report  of  what  they  have 
done  up  to  the  present  time.  The  fact  that 
there  may  be  no  finality  to  their  work  is 
not  a  reason  why  they  should  not  report 
what  they  have  done.  We  are  not  asking 
for  a  report  which  contains  absolute  con- 
clusions as  to  the  line  ;  but  Inasmuch  as 
they  have  had  $500,000  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal, and  it  appears  that  they  have  spent 
a  considerable  portion"*  of  that,  and  Inas- 
much as  the  administration  ask  for  nearly 
$1,500,000  more  for  the  coming  year,  we  are 
justified  in  asking  what  they  have  been  do- 
ing with  the  money  placed  at  their  disposal 
at  the  last  session  of  parliament.  That 
seems  to  ine  to  be  very  reasonable,  and  I 
should  have  thought  it  would  have  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  before  this. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  chief  cause  of 
complaint  with  reference  to  myself  seems 
to  be  that  I  have  not  obtained  a  report 
with  reference  to  plans  and  surveys.  I  may 
say  to  the  House  that  the  chairman  of  the 
commission  told  me  that  they  had  In  course 
of  preparation  a  report  down  to  the  first  of 
January  of  this  ye.ar,  but  that  that  report 
could  not  contain  any  Information  as  to  the 
surveys,  beyond  the  fact  that  they  were  not 
complete. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  they  have  not 
completed  any  surveys,  can  they  not  at 
least  tell  us  where  they  have  been  making 
surveys  and  what  they  have  been  doing 
with  the  money? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  can  get  that  Infor- 
mation myself. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Have  you  a  report  from 
them  at  all  ? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 
nient  of  expenditure. 


I  have  a  state- 
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Mr.  OSLER.  It  is  surely  an  easy  mat- 
ter for  the  commission  to  report  what  they 
have  done  up  to  the  1st  of  January.  That 
Is  called  for  by  the  Act.  I  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  it,  and  I  think  this  item  should 
stand  until  we  have  that  report. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Judging  from  the  remark 
or  the  hon.  minister,  he  thinks  it  would  fill 
the  bill  if  he  gave  us  certain  Information. 
That  will  never  do  at  all.  What  we  want 
is  an  explicit  report  of  the  commission. 
What  has  this  commission  been  doing  dur- 
ing the  six  or  four  months  it  has  been  at 
work  ?  Here  you  have  a  very  expensive 
stuff,  upon  what  kind  of  work  has  this  staff 
been  employed  during  this  time  ?  Why 
should  there  be  any  trouble  about 
giving  the  information  ?  There  Is  no- 
thing secret  about  It  The  directors  of 
lailway  companies  get  reports  from  their 
engineers.  This  House  is  in  the  position  of 
directors,  and  we  want  to  know  what  our 
servants  have  been  doing.  Here  is  an  im- 
portant section  of  the  Act  which  the  Minister 
of  Railways  did  not  seem  to  have  any 
knowledge  of  until  this  moment 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   That  Is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  he  did  not  see  that  it 
was  carried  out.  It  is  on  a  par  with  the 
extraordinary  lapse  with  regard  to  the  Rail- 
way Commission.  There  was  a  law  put 
through  establishing  that  commission,  and 
no  provision  made  for  a  report  by  it.  That 
is  an  omission  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
says  will  be  made  right  by  legislation.  I 
think  the  Minister  of  Railways  should  let 
this  item  stand  until  he  has  a  report  of  the 
commission,  and  he  ought  to  have  that  in 
a  very  few  days.  Has  this  commission 
tiiken  over  any  of  the  reports  made  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  and  adopted  them  as 
their  own  and  paid  for  them. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  matter  is  now  the 
subject  of  negotiations  between  the  com- 
missioners and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pjiclfic. 
The  chairman  of  the  commission  assured 
me  only  this  morning  that  the  report  was 
iu  preparation  and  that  his  view  of  that  sec- 
t'ou  was  quite  in  keeping  with  my  own.  I 
have  the  information  as  to  the  expenditure 
each  month  and  the  liabilities  incurred 
month  by  month,  and  also  as  to  the  salaries. 
The  only  report,  practically  speaking,  whicli 
the  commission  could  make  now,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  information  already  in  pos- 
session of  the  House,  would  be  a  general 
statement  covering  the  points  of  survey. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  think  we  should 
wait  for  that,  I  have  no  desire  to  press  this 
item  through. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Another  reason  why  it  is 
Important  this  discussion  should  stand  is 
this.  When  this  report  of  the  commission 
comes  down,  we  will  see  under  what  head- 
ings they  made  it,  and  a  discussion  of  this 
Item  will  be  most  useful  In  directing  how 


the  report  should  be  drafted.  It  will  be 
very  important  to  have  the  schedules  and 
the  different  lines  of  information  defined 
which  "the  House  will  expect  from  these 
commissioners  every  year. 

Mr.  LEFURGEr.  Are  the  surveys  pro- 
ceeding from  Quebec  to  Moncton  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  minister  must  have 
noticed  in  the  newspapers  the  reports  that 
the  engineers  have  found  a  location  between 
Levis  and  Moncton  which  fully  justifies  the 
expectation  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  when 
he  made  his  statement  concerning  the  road. 
Is  there  any  report  in  the  department  of 
the  survey  of  that  portion  of  the  road  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    None  whatever. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Has  the  minister  had  a 
verbal  report  from  the  commissioners  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIE R.  Where  was 
the  report  published  to  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Haggart)  refers  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  In  many  of  the  news- 
papers. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  have  seen 
the  report  that  was  so  widely  published, 
but  it  gave  no  authority  for  the  statements 
made.  Of  course,  I  hope  they  are  true,  but 
it  appeared  to  be  a  mere  newspaper  state- 
ment and  not  a  quotation  from  anybody  who 
might  be  supposed  to  know  the  facts. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  was  only  a  general 
statement  that  the  surveys  had  resulted  in 
the  finding  of  a  route  that  fully  justified 
the  statements  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  have  seen 
in  the  newspapers,  and  have  heard  In  pri- 
vate conversation,  that  between  the  Quebec 
bridge  and  Edmundston,  not  only  was  there 
a  fine  country,  from  an  agricultural  and 
lumbering  point  of  view,  but  that  it  afford- 
ed a  good  location  for  the  railway.  But, 
although  I  have  read  and  heard  this  state- 
ment, I  am  not  aware  that  the  government 
had  any  official  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  report  I  saw  in 
the  press  purported,  directly  or  impliedly  to 
come  from  the  commissioners.  And  they 
went  to  the  length  of  saying  that  there  was 
an  equally  good  line  from  Edmundston  to 
Moncton,  and  that  the  people  of  New  Bruns- 
wick had  really  not  known  the  interior  of 
their  province,  but  that  it  had  remained 
for  the  engineers  appointed  by  this  commis- 
sion to  discover  this  route  through  that  por- 
tion of  the  country.  Of  course,  these  re- 
ports may  not  have  emanated  from  the  com- 
mission, but  the  impression  one  received 
from  reading  them  was  that  I  have  men- 
tioned. 
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Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  have  heard 
the  same  with  regard  to  the  interior  of 
New  Brunswick,  but,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that 
I  could  not  connect  it  with  any  authority 
In  which  I  could  have  confidence.  Of  course, 
I  should  be  only  too  glad  to  believe  It.  With 
regard  to  the  other  section  between  the 
Quebec  bridge  and  Edmundston,  that  is 
Mated  to  be  a  magnificent  country. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Has  there  been  a  report  on 
the  other  section  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  report  yet  made  by 
the  engineers  in  charge  of  that  survey,  but, 
m  casual  conversation  1  have  heard  the 
hope  expressed  

Mr.  OSLER.  But  not  from  the  surveying 
party  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand from  the  minister  (Mr.  Emmerson) 
that  the  reports  coming  from  the  commis- 
sion will  be  laid  before  the  House  before 
going  to  the  newspapers  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  presume  they  will 
come  to  the  government  first  through  the 
medium  of  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  and  then  they  will  be  submitted  to 
the  House.  But  the  gentlemen  of  the  press 
are  eagle-eyed  and  always  on  the  alert.  1 
do  not  know  what  they  may  gather  from 
this  report  in  its  flight.  They  are  certainly 
not  likely  to  get  anything  until  it  reaches 
the  government  at  least. 

In  the  matter  of  the  first  item,  we  have 
asked  $100,000,  to  meet  the  salaries  of  the 
commissioners  and  the  headquarters  staff. 
I  have  been  asked  for  information  as  to  the 
commissioners  and  their  salary,  and  it  will 
be  opportune  for  me  to  give  it  in  connection 
with  this  item.  Mr.  F.  B.  Wade  is  chair- 
man and  his  salary  is  $8,000  a  year.  Mr. 
Robert  Reid  is  commissioner  and  he  re- 
ceives $7,000  a  year.  Mr.  A.  Brunet,  com- 
missioner, get  $7,000  a  year.  Mr.  C.  A. 
Vounge,  commissioner,  gets  $7,000  a  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Where  is  he  from  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  From  Manitoba.  Mr. 
Brunet  is  from  the  city  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  How  many  commis- 
sioners are  there  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Four. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  were  three 
fit  first,  but  the  number  was  increased. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Four  under  the  Act 
as  passed. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Under  the  Act  as 
eventually  passed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Would  the  minister  state 
in  what  capacity  these  gentlemen  had  pre- 
viously served  their  country,  or,  if  they  had 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


not  served  their  country,  In  what  capacity 
they  acted  before  their  appointment  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Wade  was  a  dis- 
tinguished King's  Counsel  and  a  member 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  that  reminds  me  that 
he  rose  in  his  place  here,  I  believe,  and  de- 
clared that  there  was  no  inducement  that 
called  him  to  desert  his  people  whom  he 
represented  in  this  House  and  who  were  so 
loyal  to  him,  and  accept  a  salary  as  one  of 
the  commissioners.  He  thought  the  sug- 
gestion that  he  was  to  be  one  of  the  com- 
missioners was  a  slander  and  indignantly 
denied  it.  1  wish  the  Finance  Minister  (Mr. 
Fielding)  were  here. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  sure  the  coun- 
try is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Wade  was  induced  to  accept  the  po- 
sition. I  have  very  great  respect  for  the 
ability  of  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  but  I  certainly  will  not  place 
Mr.  Wade  second  to  any  of  them,  or  second 
to  any  one  in  the  country,  so  far  as  dis- 
tinguished ability  as  a  lawyer  is  concerned, 
while  I  think  that  his  knowledge  of  men 
and  affairs  and  his  grasp  of  the  conditions  of 
this  country  qualify  him  in  a  most  eminent 
degree  for  the  position. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  will  see  how  far  that 
certificate  will  carry. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Of  course,  that  Is  only 
my  opinion,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
may  not  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Of  course,  it  must  be 
understood  that  if  my  opinion  of  these 
members  as  railway  commissioners  is  not 
high,  I  say  nothing  at  all  but  what  Is  re- 
spectful of  them  as  men.  We  must  keep 
the  personal  element  separated  from  their 
quality  as  commissioners. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Wade  had  ex- 
perience in  connection  with  railway  mat- 
ters. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    What  railway  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  A  railway  in  Nova 
Scotia. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Which  one  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  recall  the 
name  of  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    That  is  strange. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  is  not  strange  that 
I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  railway,  nor 
is  it  strange  that  Mr.  Wade  had  experience 
in  railway  matters.  I  believe  he  managed 
that  road  for  seven  or  eight  years. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   What  road  ? 

Mr.  LAURENCE.  The  Nova  Scotia  Cen- 
tral. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Is  that  a  trunk  line  ? 
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Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Foster)  of  course,  has  not  been  in  Nova 
Scotia  and  knows  nothing  about  that  pro- 
vince. The  Nova  Scotia  Central  is  a  road 
of  considerable  importance.  I  am  informed 
tiiat  Mr.  Wade  has  managed  the  affairs  of 
Uat  railway.  But  I  think  It  will  be  conceded 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  Mr.  Wade 
if  a  very  excellent  chairman,  and  fills  the 
position  with  credit  to  himself  and  with 
gieat  advantage  to  the  country. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  length  of  that 
line  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  could  not  say.  I 
only  know  that  he  was  connected  with  such 
n  railway.  Mr.  Reid  was  a  business  man 
of  prominence,  I  understand.  Mr.  Brunet,  1 
think,  was  a  banker. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  What  is  Mr.  Reld's  line 
of  business  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON,  I  do  not  know  his 
line  of  business.  If  he  has  business  qualifl- 
citions,  it  makes  little  difference  what  busi- 
ness he  is  engaged  In. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  He  surely  must  have  had 
some  special  Qualifications. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  He  has  business  abil- 
ltj,  executive  ability,  judgment  and  tact. 
Many  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  have 
ability  in  certain  lines  may  not  have  tact 
,'ind  judgment. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  He  is  accused  of  advis- 
ing others  to  tamper  with  a  ballot  box. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  heard  of 
that.  I  think  perhaps  that  Is  within  the 
imagination  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  There  is  no  imagination 
about  it,  it  is  a  fact,  and  a  sworn  fact. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Brunet  is  a  M0n- 
t'cal  gentleman,  he  was  a  banker  there,  and 
enjoys  a  very  high  position  in  the  business 
circles  of  that  city,  and  enjoys  as  well  the 
confidence  of  the  citizens  for  his  integrity. 
Mr.  Young  is  from  the  west,  a  well  known 
bisiness  man,  and  for  many  years  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Manitoba  legislature.  Mr.  Ryan. 
th->  secretary  of  the  commission,  was  former- 
ly employed  on  the  Temiscaming  Railway. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  Mr.  Brunet's  age? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  goes  beyond  the  Osier  limit  or  not. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  understood  he  was 
about  62. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
I'.as  no  idea  of  asking  that  he  be  Oslerized. 
I  do  not  know  what  his  age  Is. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  would  ask  if  Mr. 
Cowan  is  solicitor  for  tfle  commission,  and 
if  so,  when  his  services  commenced. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  are  not  dealing 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  but  with  the 
Transcontinental  Railway  Commission. 


Mr.  CLARE.  What  salary  does  Mr.  Ry- 
ar.  get  ? 

Air.  EMMERSON.  $2,500.  Mr.  H.  A. 
Collins  is  the  secretary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  minister  must  not 
give  Mr.  Young  the  go-by.  He  has  given 
«u  elaborate  eulogy  of  the  other  three. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  already  said  that 
Mr.  Young  was  a  member  of  the  Manitoba 
legislature  for  a  number  of  years.  Previous 
to  his  appointment,  he  had  been  down  to 
this  parliament  several  times  on  public  de- 
legations. I  think  he  was  largely  interested 
in  the  grain  business.  I  cannot  state  speci- 
fically the  occupations  of  each  member  of 
the  commission  previously,  but  only  in  a 
general  way.  If  it  is  the  desire  of  the  com- 
mittee that  I  should  read  over  the, names  of 
all  the  officials— Mr.  Collins,  secretary  to  the 
chairman  gets,  $1,020. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  minister  follow 
hi.-»  plan  of  making  his  comments  on  each 
one  as  to  their  abilities  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  the  committee 
can  rely  upon  the  good  judgment  of  the  com- 
missioners in  selecting  their  clerks.  They 
select  their  own  clerical  staff.  Mr.  Collins 
is  secretary  to  the  chairman,  and  gets  $1,020. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  the  chairman  has  a 
secretary  to  himself  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yesi 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Have  there  been  any 
strikes  on  that  commission  so  far  ?  We  had 
a  very  sensational  story  about  the  other 
Railway  Commission,  that  one  of  its  emin- 
ent members  felt  aggrieved  because  he  had 
not  a  typewriter  all  to  himself,  and  it  is 
said  that  he  struck  when  the  Council  refused 
to  give  him  a  typewriter.  There  was  rather 
an  ominous  cloud  hovering  over  the  com- 
mission and  over  a  part  of  Ottawa  for  a 
time,  sulphurous  at  periods.  I  believe  ;  but 
in  due  course  of  time  as  the  recalcitrant 
hung  on,  the  typewriter  was  delivered  up, 
the  cabinet  came  to  terms  and  footed  the  Bill. 
Has  nothing  like  that  happened  in  this  in- 
stance  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
scandal  monger  and  the  gossip  have  too 
much  the  ear  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  hon.  friend  better  not 
commence  the  scandal  mongering  business. 
Let  him  remember  about  people  who  live 
;n  glass  houses. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Now  my  hon.  friend 
need  not  make  any  threats.  I  do  not  want 
rny  difficulty  with  my  hon.  friend,  but  I 
want  him  to  understand  that  I  do  not  run 
away  from  him— he  might  as  well  under- 
stand that  first  as  last.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend,  in  reflecting  in  this  way  on  these 
gentlemen,  and  asking  a  question  like  that 
as  to  whether  there  are  any  strikes,  does 
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liot  come  up  to  the  high  ideals  about  which 
be  lectures  us  on  occasion.  Surely  to  ask 
me  a  question  like  that  Is,  while  it  may  be 
humorous  

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  took  it  as  current  history, 
I  beard  it  everywhere. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  know  nothing  about 
that.  Mr.  John  Neighorn  is  secretary  to 
the  commissioners  Mr.  Reid  and  Mr.  Young. 
He  gets  $900  a  yenr. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  other  commis- 
sioner a  secretary  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Have  patience.  I  do 
not  want  to  go  too  fast.  Mr.  Paul  Larocque 
is  secretary  to  commissioner  Brunet.  He 
gets  $800. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Does  be  speak  French  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  should  Judge  by  the 
name  that  he  does.  I  do  not  think  be  was 
born  In  Dublin. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  It  not  very  unfair  that 
you  should  divide  one  poor  mortal  between 
two  of  these  commissioners  and  give  one 
other  commislsoner  one  to  himself  ?  Why 
not  one  each  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  My  hon.  friend  for- 
gets that  this  commission  Is  an  independent 
body  and  that  the  commissioners  have  the 
right  to  appoint  their  own  officials.  When 
my  hon.  friend  complains  of  their  action — 
referring  to  the  government,  I  assume — 
he  is  forgetful  of  the  fact  that  this  is  not  a 
question  for  the  government  It  is  a  ques- 
tion for  the  commission. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  must  be  a  question  for 
the  country. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  may  be  a  question 
for  the  country  as  to  what  the  commission- 
ers do,  but  it  is  not  a  question  for  which  the 
government  is  responsible  particularly. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  is  necessary  for  this 
House  to  have  ail  the  information. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Certainly  ;  you  are 
getting  it.  But,  the  question  was  asked  : 
Should  we  have  the  right  to  divide  one  man 
up  between  two  and  give  one  secretary  to 
Mr.  Brunet  ?  I  may  point  out  that  that  Is 
a  question  that  has  been  determined  by  the 
commissioners  themselves. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But,  there  must  be  a  limit, 
If  these  commissioners  were  to  go  on  and 
make  absolutely  extravagant  and  uncalled 
for  appointments  there  must  come  a  time 
when  some  one  will  have  something  to  "say 
about  it.  This  government  In  the  end  has 
to  sanction  these  appointments,  has  It  not  ? 
They  do  come  before  the  government  in  the 
end  ?  They  must  or  else  there  would  be  no 
responsibility  at  all. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  want  to  say  that  Mr. 
Larocque  does  all  the  French  work  and  all 
the  translation  for  the  whole  commisison  in 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


addition  to  the  services  he  performs  as 
secretary  to  Mr.  Brunet.  Naturally  Mr. 
Brunet  writes  his  letters  In  French.  Mr. 
Heldman'  Is  secretary  to  and  assists  Mr. 
Ryan,  the  secretary  of  the  commission.  This 
man  does  stenographic  and  clerical  work 
for  Mr.  Ryan  and  he  gets  a  salary  of  $960. 
Mr.  Ronan  is  a  filing  clerk  and  gets  $840  a 
year.  The  total  salaries  of  the  commission- 
ers, clerks  and  officials  whom  I  have  named, 
amount  to  $36,060  per  year.  Then  there  is 
Mr.  A.  L.  Ogilvle.  general  purchasing  agent, 
who  receives  $1,800  a  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   What  does  he  do  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  He  purchases  the  sup- 
plies in  connection  with  the  commissariat. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Where  was  Mr.  Ogilvie 
before  he  became  connected  with  the  com- 
mission ?  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Ogilvie  and 
do  not  for  a  moment  suggest  that  be  is  not 
a  proper  man  for  the  place,  but  this  is  the 
most  important  appointment  of  the  whole 
commission.  This  is  an  appointment  that 
ought  to  have  a  man  above  reproach.  It  is 
an  appointment  that  ought  to  be  paid  four 
times  that  money.  I  think  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  purchasing  agent  at  $1,800  a  year 
is  entirely  wrong.  The  head  purchasing 
agent  is  the  key  to  the  whole  expenditure 
of  that  money  and  he  should  be  a  man  who 
Is  well  known,  a  man  who  has  had  experi- 
ence In  that  business  and  he  should  be  very 
well  paid. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Ogilvie  was  em- 
ployed in  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
here  for  a  great  many  years  and  was  taken 
from  that  department  because  of  his  fitness 
and  qualifications. 

Mr.  OSLER.  He  should  have  a  much 
larger  salary  than  that. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  quite  agree  with  my 
bon.  friend  that  a  man  holding  that  position 
should  certainly  be  paid  the  highest  pos- 
sible salary  because  It  is  a  very  responsible 
position.  Mr.  White  is  the  assistant  general 
purchasing  agent  at  $1,200  a  year. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   Where  is  he  located? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  think  these  purchas- 
ing agents  are  connected  with  the  Ottawa 
office  and  that  they  go  out  from  the  head- 
quarters here.  Mr.  R.  L.  Landry  Is  a  steno- 
grapher at  $840  a  year,  Mr.  Geo.  O'Reilly 
clerk  at  $700  a  year  and  Miss  Alice  Seed, 
clerk  at  $300.  The  salaries  of  those  whom 
I  have  last  named  in  connection  with  the 
purchasing  agent's  department  amount  to 
$4,860. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  the  return  I  have 
before  me  there  are  four  purchasing  agents 
mentioned  as  follows  :  Mr.  A.  L.  Ogilvie, 
general  purchasing  agent,  $150  a  month  ; 
Mr.  F.  W.  White.  $100  a  month  ;  Mr.  F.  S. 
West.  $125  a  month  and  Mr.  Alton  $100  a 
month.  Would  the  hon.  minister  be  good 
enough  to  explain  why  it  is  that  in  the 
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initial  stages  of  this  work  so  many  purchas- 
ing agents  are  required  ?  What  do  they 
do  ?  What  is  it  that  they  purchase  ?  How 
much  do  they  purchase  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  list  which  1  have 
before  me  is  for  the  estimate  of  the  salaries 
of  the  commissioners  and  the  headquarters 
staff  for  the  -fiscal  year  1906,  which  commen- 
ces on  the  1st  of  July  next  The  list  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  before  him  is  a  list 
of  the  officials  who  have  been  employed 
during  the  current  year.  As  I  understand 
the  modus  operandi  in  connection  with  the 
purchases  of  this  commission,  they  have 
certain  purchasing  agents  at  different  points. 
There  is  one  in  connection  with  the  New 
Brunswick  division.  The  headquarters  of  that 
man  is  in  Fredericton,  and  he  makes  the 
purchases  for  the  different  survey  parties. 
These  survey  parties  are  located  between 
Moncton  and  Connors,  or  the  boundary  line 
between  Quebec  and  New  Brunswick.  Then, 
in  the  Quebec  division  between  Connors 
and  the  New  Brunswick  boundary  line,  at 
Chaudlere  Junction  they  have  a  man  who 
looks  after  the  parties  along  that  portion  of 
the  route.  Of  course,  these  men  have  to 
make  the  purchases  at  different  places  and 
give  personal  attention  to  them.  I  think 
they  ask  for  tenders.  They  make  these  pur- 
chases and  Inspect  the  goods  that  are  offer- 
ed, and  then  they  have  to  see  to  their  dis- 
tribution at  the  different  points  where  they 
get  into  the  hands  of  those  in  charge  of  the 
commissariat  departments  of  the  different 
divisions. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Are  these  four  men  Indepen- 
dent purchasing  agents  or  are  they  under 
the  head  of  the  general  purchasing  agent  7 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Mr.  Ogilvie  has  gen- 
eral supervision. 

Mr.  OSLER.  He  has  control  over  all  of 
them  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Because  there  Is  no  more 
difficult  position  to  fill  than  that  of  pur- 
chasing agent.  There  is  no  place  where 
temptation  is  forced  upon  a  man  so  much 
as  in  the  position  of  purchasing  agent  under 
these  conditions  and  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  have  all  the  agents  under  the  entire 
control  of  one  head  man.  He  must  super- 
vise all  others  or  else  you  will  get  Into  ter- 
rible trouble. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  gather  that 
the  condition  is  as  the  minister  suggests. 
Mr.  Ogilvie  is  the  general  purchasing  agent 
at  Ottawa.  Mr.  F.  W.  White,  is  the  assist- 
ant and  then  there  are  two  local  purchasing 
agents,  one  at  Fredericton  and  one  at  Win- 
nipeg, Mr.  Alton,  who  was  appointed  De- 
cember 22,  according  to  this  return. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Before  I  get  through 
the  list  I  will  probably  be  In  a  position  to 
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recall  the  name.  The  next  official  Is  Mr. 
A.  T.  Gow,  accountant,  at  a  salary  of  $1,800; 
Mr.  R.  M.  J.  McGill,  assistant  accountant 
at  $1,500  ;  Joseph  Clement,  paymaster,  at 
$1,200 ;  W.  R.  Saults.  bookkeeper  at  $900  ; 
A.  Beaudry,  stenographer,  $840;  Rod.  Lagl- 
modlere,  clerk,  $720 ;  R.  H.  Lang,  clerk, 
$720.  This  makes  a  total  of  the  salaries  of 
these  seven  of  $7,680. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  Is  one  other 
on  my  list,  H.  Charlotte,  at  $840,  appointed 
March  7. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  commissioners 
have  furnished  this  as  their  estimate  of 
what  will  be  required  for  the  next  fiscal 
year.  Then  there  Is  John  O'Malley,  mes- 
senger at  $000,  and  E.  Lefebvre,  messenger, 
at  $240,  a  sort  of  office  boy.  The  commis- 
sioners ask  also  for  additional  clerical  help 
estimated  at  $10,560,  which  makes  a  total  of 
$60,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  1  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  necessity  of  all  this  clerical 
assistance.  I  suppose  we  are  bound  to  as- 
sume It  is  necessary,  but  It  certainly  appear* 
to  be  very  abundant. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  work  Is  very 
{Treat,  and  from  my  observation  I  do  not 
think  they  have  an  extravagant  staff  at  all. 
I  am  speaking  now  from  personal  observa- 
tion. 

We  have  now  the  head  office  staff  In  con- 
nection with  the  engineers.  Mr.  Hugh  D. 
Lumsden  is  chief  engineer  at  a  salary  of 
$6,000 ;  M.  J.  Butler  is  assistant  chief  en- 
gineer at  a  salary  of  $4,500;  R.  Fitzgerald 
TTnlacke,*  chief  draughtsman,  at  a  salary  of 
$1,800.   That  Is  an  historic  name. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  And  a  very  good 
officer.    I  know  Mr.  Unlacke. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  A.  M.  H.  Stlmpson, 
is  assistant  chief  draughtsman  at  $1,500 ; 
J  H.  Roy,  draughtsman,  $1,200 ;  Owen  P. 
Schreiber,  $720;  P.  E.  Wright,  blue  print 
clerk,  $300 ;  C.  J.  Jones,  secretary  to  the 
chief  engineer,  $960 ;  Fred.  Dillon,  chief  en- 
gineer's accountant,  $960,  and  Fred.  Mc- 
Court,  stenographer,  $840. 

There  are  certain  district  engineers.  There 
is  Mr.  Guy  C.  Dunn,  district  engineer,  $4,- 

|  000.  He  has  the  district  between  Moncton 
and  the  boundary  line  between  Quebec  and 

I  New  Brunswick.   W.  P.  Collins,  accountant, 

|  $840  ;  J.  A.  McDougall,  draughtsman.  $840  ; 

'  D.  Harnett,  stenographer,  $720  ;  C.  G.  Ho- 
bart,  draughtsman.  $720.    That  Is  district 

|  'A.' 

!  The  next  Is  Mr.  Doucet's  district,  district 
I  '  B  '  In  the  province  of  Quebec.  Mr.  Doucct, 
the  district  engineer,  gets  $4,000.  S.  R. 
Poulln.  assistant  district  engineer,  ?3.000  ; 
A.  E.  Courchesne,  draughtsman,  $840  ;  G.  A. 
S.  Campbell,  clerk,  $000 ;  T.  C.  Bradley, 
stenographer,  $600  ;  C.  F.  Ross,  commissary 
officer,  $1,200  ;  Jos.  Martel,  commissary  offl- 
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eer,  $1,200 ;  Owen  Morency,  storekeeper, 
$720.  That  makes  $38,120  for  the  salaries 
of  the  engineers  and  officials  named  on  that 
section. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Why  is  this  dis- 
trict so  much  more  heavily  officered  than 
the  preceding  ? 


Mr.  EMMERSON.  It 
trict. 


a  longer  dfs- 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  is  a  commis- 
sary officer? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Is  a  man  who 
has  to  do  with  the  portaging  of  supplies 
into  the  woods  for  the  men.  There  is  a 
district  down  there  south  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence which  is  remote  from  settlement,  and 
there  is  also  the  northern  district  ou  the 
north  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  observe  that  there 
is  no  commissary  officer  whatever  in  the 
staff  for  district  '  A.' 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  do  not  think  It  has 
been  found  necessary;  that  district  is  not 
far  removed  from  the  base  of  supplies.  At 
the  Quebec  bridge.  E.  A.  Hon  re  is  the  en- 
gineer in  charge  at  $2,400  ;  II.  15.  Tourignv. 
a  transit  man  at  $1,320;  E.  II.  Blockley.'a 
leveller,  at  $'JiM,  and  there  are  live  men  at 
$4S0  each  per  annum. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  understand 
this  item.  What  are  we  doing  in  connection 
with  the  Quebec  bridge  which  makes  a  staff 
necessary  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  We  guarantee  the 
bonds  and  it  becomes  a  part  of  the  eastern 
section  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  and  the 
responsibility  is  ou  the  commission  of  see- 
ing that  the  work  is  properly  done. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Have  the  government 
taken  it  over  yet? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No.  It  is  not  yet  com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  must  confess  I  can- 
not see  why  we  should  have  a  staff  of  eight 
men— an  engineer,  a  transitman,  a  leveller, 
and  five  other  men— for  the  purpose  of  see- 
ing that  the  Quebec  bridge  is  properly  con- 
structed. If  we  should  have  a  correspond- 
ing staff  on  the  Hue  from  Winnipeg  to  the 
coast  in  respect  of  which  we  also  guarantee 
tlie  bonds,  it  would  cost  the  country  an  en- 
ormous amount.  Is  not  this  usually  done  by 
Inspection  after  the  work  is  completed? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  work  in  connec- 
tion with  the  approaches  at  both  sides  of  the 
river  has  to  be  done  by  the  government. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  understand  that  there 
Is  a  contract,  called  a  subsidy  contract,  en- 
tered into  between  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment and  the  local  government  and  the  com- 
pany constructing  the  bridge,  and  under  that 
contract  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Depart- 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


ment  of  Railways  and  Canals  to  see  that  all 
the  work  is  properly  done.  Is  the  bridge 
under  the  control  of  the  Transcontinental 
Railway  Commission  or  does  it  remain  as 
it  was? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  approaches  to  the 
bridge  are  under  the  control  of  the  commis- 
sion, but  the  bridge  itself  has  to  be  com- 
pleted. Of  course,  the  subsidy  in  aid  of  the 
construction  of  the  bridge  would  be  entirely 
subject  to  the  department,  but  the  guarantee 
of  its  bonds  as  a  part  of  the  transcontinental 
railway  would  necessarily  be  under  the  con- 
trol and  management  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  understood  that  the 
approaches  were  constructed  under  the  sub- 
sidy contract  the  same  as  a  bridge.  How 
have  you  taken  them  over,  and  In  what  form 
has  the  commission  let  a  contract  for  the 
building  of  them? 

The  approaches  and  the  bridge  were  to  be 
taken  over  under  certain  conditions  from 
tue  Quebec  government  and  the  company 
which  at  present  possesses  it.  Have  the 
government  taken  over  it  or  a  part  of  it? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No,  the  gov- 
ernment was  not  to  take  over  the  bridge, 
but  it  undertook  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of 
I  he  Quebec  Bridge  Company.  That  com- 
pany now  has  to  build  not  only  the  bridge 
but  the  approaches  to  the  bridge  from  the 
vicinity  of  Chaudiere  junction  to  the  north 
side  of  the  river.  This  is  quite  an  indepen- 
dent enterprise  with  which  we  have  nothing 
to  do  except  that  we  are  interested  In  super- 
vising the  expenditure  of  the  money. 

At  six  o'clock  House  took  recess. 

After  Kecess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

FRIVATE  BILLS. 

RICHMOND  AND  DRUMMOND  FIRE  INSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY. 

On  the  Order  : 

Second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  103)  respecting 
tho  Richmond  and  Druminond  Fire  Insurance 
Company.— Mr.  Tobin. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  these  Bills 
are  not  printe.l  as  shown  on  the  order  paper. 
The  object  of  delaying  the  second  reading 
of  these  Bills  until  they  are  printed  is  to 
give  those  who  desire  an  opportunity  of 
si  tidying  them,  because  the  second  reading 
endorses  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Not  a  private 
Bill. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Well,  practically  it  Is 
so  considered  In  reference  to  all  Bills. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  No. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  this  is  the  com- 
mencement of  a  practice  that  we  should  not 
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allow  to  go  too  far,  because  It  Is  easier  to 
stop  it  now  than  later. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  All  the  Bills 
tliat  are  being  read  are  printed. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  only  evidence  the 
House  has  that  a  Bill  is  printed  is  the  order 
paper. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
t.einan  will  find  this  Bill  on  his  file. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  have  no  right  to  look 
at  the  file,  I  have  only  a  right  to  look  at  the 
«rder  paper. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  would  like  to  in- 
quire whether  Bill  (No.  101)  to  incorporate 
the  Winding  Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Com- 
pany has  been  read  the  second  time  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  has  been 
referred  to  the  committee  on  miscellaneous 
private  Bills.  There  will  be  every  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  it 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  last  Bill  I  have  on  my 
file  Is  Bill  (No.  101). 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  objection  is  taken, 
I  fancy  these  Bills  will  have  to  stand. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  friends  seriously  object.  I  know 
nothing  about  any  of  these  Bills,  but  any 
that  are  printed  perhaps  might  be  read  a 
second  time  in  order  to  expedite  matters. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  on  my  order 
prper  a  memorandum  that  all  these  Bills 
are  printed. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  object  to  any 
one  of  them,  but  I  am  only  drawing  atten- 
tion to  what  I  consider,  If  it  were  to  con- 
tinue, would  be  a  very  bad  practice,  because 
it  would  make  it  impossible  for  the  mem- 
burs  of  this  House  to  consider  any  of  these 
BjJJjj  before  their  second  reading. 

BUI  read  the  second  time. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  90)  respecting  the  Esquimau  and 
Nanaimo  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Smith. 

Bill  (No.  98)  to  incorporate  the  Imperial 
Guarantee  and  Accident  Insurance  Com- 
pany of  Canada.— Mr.  Belcourt. 

Bill  (No.  99)  to  incorporate  the  Title  Guar- 
CDtee  and  Trust  Company.— Mr.  Campbell. 

Bill  (No.  100)  respecting  the  Guelph  and 
Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Gu- 
thrie. 

Bill  (No.  101)  to  Incorporate  the  Winding 
Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Company.— Mr. 
Ccstigan.  . 

Bill  (No.  102)  respecting  a  certain  patent 
oi'  the  Gold  Medal  Furniture  Manufacturing 
Company,  Limited.— Mr:  Campbell. 

Bill  (No.  103)  respecting  the  Richmond 
and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Company.— 
Mr.  Tobin. 
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Bill  (No.  104)  respecting  the  Northern 
Bank.— Mr.  Bole. 

Bill  (No.  105),  to  incorporate  the  Ontario 
Fire  Insurance  Company.— Mr.  Boyce. 

Bill  (No.  106),  respecting  the  Dominion 
Atlantic  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Black. 

Bill  (No.  107)  respecting  a  certain  patent 
of.  Celeste  Joly.— Mr.  Smith. 

Bill  (No.  108)  to  incorporate  the  Western 
Life  Insurance  Company.— Mr.  Anderson. 

Bill  (No.  109)  respecting  the  Hudson's  Bay 
and  Pacific  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Calvert. 

Bill  (No.  110)  respecting  the  Toronto  and 
Hamilton  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Calvert. 

Bill  (No.  112)  respecting  the  Hamilton, 
Gait  and  Berlin  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Guthrie. 

Bill  (No.  113)  respecting  the  Ontario,  Hud- 
son's Bay  and  Western  Railways  Company. 
-  Mr.  Dyment. 

Bill  (No.  117)  to  incorporate  the  Athabaska ' 
Railway  and  Oil  Company.— Mr.  Oliver. 

Bill  (No.  118)  respecting  the  Alberta  Cen- 
tral Railway  Company.— Mr.  Oliver. 

SUPPLY. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

National  Transcontinental  Railway — surveys, 
construction  and  other  expenses,  $1,328,500. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMBRSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals).  I  was  speaking  of  the 
Quebec  bridge  section.  Though  that  is  the 
caption,  it  does  not  cover  the  Quebec  bridge 
only,  but  a  section  of  the  line.  I  find  that 
I  was  under  some  misapprehension  myself 
with  respect  to  the  section,  thinking  It  was 
simply  the  Quebec  bridge. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  How  long  Is  the  sec- 
tion ? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  I  have  not  the  length, 
but  it  goes  out  through  Chaudiere  to- 
wards the  New  Brunswick  boundary. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  There  is  no  such  section 
under  the  Transcontinental  Railway  Act  as 
the  Quebec  bridge  section. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  No. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Is  this  whole  amount  of 
money  to  be  spent  on  that  section  ? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  No,  this  item  covers 
the  whole  eastern  section  between  Winnipeg 
and  Moncton.  This  line  is  divided  into  dis- 
tricts, one  of  which  is  the  Quebec  bridge 
district  which  comes  after  districts  A  and 
B  which  I  have  already  given. 

Mr.  SPROULB.  This  is  for  surveys,,con- 
struction  and  other  expenses.  Could  not  the 
minister  state  what  construction  has  been 
going  on  upon  that  bridge — I  take  it  that  this 
will  apply  to  that  work  ? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  The  Quebec  bridge  Is 
distinct  from  this.   The  company  build  the 
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bridge.  When  they  have  the  bridge  com- 
pleted, we  have  the  opportunity  of  utilizing 
it  in  connection  with  the  Transcontinental 
Railway.  In  consideration  of  this,  the  gov- 
ernment guarantee  certain  bonds. 


Where  does  section  A 


Mr.  DANIEL, 
commence? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  At  Monctou,  and  run* 
to  the  Quebec  boundary. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  How  much  has  been  al- 
ready expended  on  that  section? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  gone  into 
that  feature  of  it,  I  am  only  giving  the 
amounts  required  for  1905-6,  commencing 
1st  of  July  next  The  other  information  as 
to  the  expenditure  of  this  amount  is  con- 
tained in  another  section  of  my  remarks. 
That  information  should  be  given  in  con- 
nection with  some  other  Information  which 
will  be  included  in  the  report. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  When  may  we  expect  that 
report? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  chairman  of  the 
commission  has  informed  me  that  it  will  be 
furnished  within  a  few  days. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Does  the  report  contain  | 
all  the  information  that  the  commission  have  | 
In  regard  to  surveys,  and  directions  of  su-  i 
•  veys,  location  and  everything  of  that  kind,  i 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  information  is  j 
ail  before  the  House,  laid  on  the  table  with-  , 
in  the  last  two  or  three  days  by  myself,  giv- 
ing a  statement  of  section  A  and  all  the  Uif-  ' 
ferent  engineers  in  charge  and  the  employees  I 
under  them.  | 

Mr.  DANIEL.    Does  it  give  any  location  ] 
or  anything  beyond  the  statement  of  ex- 
penses? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  as  I  have  already  stated,  that  these 
are  mere  trial  lines  that  they  have  been  run- 
ning; the  location  survey  will  not  come  on  un- 
til later,  and  until  that  is  made  the  commis- 
sioners will  not  be  in  a  position  to  give  a 
report  in  a  concrete  form.  As  to  that  section 
they  are  now  running  trial  lines.  They  are 
running  lines  down  the  valley  of  St.  John 
river  and  across  the  divide  which  lies  be- 
tween the  valley  of  the  St.  John  and  the 
Tobique;  they  are  running  lines  from  the 
Tobique  valley  up  to  what  is  known  as  the 
northwest  Miramichl  valley  ;  and  lines  down 
that  valley  to  the  southwest  Miramichi  .-it 
Roiestown  and  thence  to  Moncton.  They 
are  also  running  trial  lines  down  the  valley 
of  the  St.  John  to  Frcdericton  and  thence 
across  the  country  to  (Ihipman.  These  trial 
lines  are  simply  a  preliminary  survey,  and 
based  upon  them  the  final  location  survey 
will  be  made.  Until  that  Is  done,  the  com- 
mission are  not  in  a  position  to  give  infor- 
mation or  to  make  their  report  favouring 
either  one  location  or  the  other. 

Mr.  EMMERSON. 


Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Before  six  o'clock 
the  minister  give  us  to  understand  that  as 
far  as  the  Quebec  district  Is  concerned,  the 
men  who  had  charge  of  that  district  were 
overseeing  the  Quebec  bridge  and  looking 
after  the  government's  interest  there  with 
reference  to  the  bonds.  Now,  do  I  under- 
stand they  have  nothing  to  do  with  that 
part? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  they  have  a  sec- 
tion by  themselves.  But,  as  I  understand 
it,  the  duty  will  be  cast  upon  the  engineer 
in  charge  to  make  reports  as  to  the  progress 
of  that  bridge,  and  as  to  whether  the  law 
concerning  It  passed  by  this  parliament  last 
session  is  being  carried  out 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Then  am  I  correct  in 
understanding  that  we  are  not  voting  any- 
thing here  for  construction? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  Is  not  construc- 
tion. It  Is  simply  'surveys  and  other  ex- 
penses.* 

Mr.  SPROULE.  '  And  construction,'  that 
is  in  it  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  comes  in  at  a 
later  period. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  there  either  pro- 
perly or  not.  If  it  is  In  properly,  then  we 
ought  to  know  what  has  been  done  with  re- 
gard to  construction  up  to  the  present  how 
the  money  we  have  voted  heretofore  has 
been  spent,  and  how  the  work  is  advancing  ? 
But  if  it  Is  not  intended  to  use  any  of 
this  for  construction,  the  word  should  not 
be  here. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Well,  that  word  'con- 
struction' should  be  struck  out.  I  move  that 
the  item  be  amended  by  striking  out  the 
word  'construction.' 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Can  you  properly  do 
that? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  go  before  the  Gov- 
ernor General  with  an  item  of  expenditure, 
and  he  recommends  It  upon  the  grounds  that 
thi.s  money  is  needed  for  two  or  three  pur- 
poses, one  is  for  trial  surveys,  another  for 
engineers  and  another  for  construction.  That 
is  what  appears  in  the  account  and  on  the 
strength  of  that  he  recommends  it.  Now. 
you  keep  the  whole  amount  of  money,  but 
you  strike  out  the  word  'construction,'  there- 
fore you  can  use  all  the  money  for  other  pur- 
poses and  do  no  construction  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  this  is  a  peculiar  way  of  handling  the 
estimates  after  you  have  got  the  consent  of 
His  Excellency  to  the  item. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Ilis  Excellency,  of 
course,  would  have  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  Item.  There  is  nothing  in  the  items  re- 
ferring to  construction,  unless  the  surveys 
would  be  considered  part  of  construction,  or 
unless   the  incidental  expenses  connected 
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with  surreys  might  be  classified  as  con- 
struction. Of  course  there  is  this  feature 
about  it,  that  under  the  Transcontinental 
Railway  Act,  and  under  the  Act  relating  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  the  construction 
of  this  road  would  include  the  surveys  and 
expenses  incidental  thereto,  and  the  whole 
cost  is  to  be  computed  In  the  rent  of  the 
line,  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  are  to 
pay  three  per  cent  on  the  cost  of  construc- 
tion, and,  of  course,  surveys  and  other  items 
would  be  included  in  the  cost  of  construc- 
tion. That  is  a  mere  matter  of  finance,  a 
matter  of  construing  terms. 

Mr.  SPROTJLE.  That  explanation  may  be 
of  some  use,  but  it  Is  as  clear  as  mud.  What 
Is  the  object  of  presenting  these  estimates 
to  His  Excellency  at  all  for  his  assent?  You 
require  so  much  money  to  do  a  certain  work; 
that  has  to  be  done  on  three  different  lines, 
a  portion  of  that  money  Is  used  for  trial 
surveys,  another  portion  for  engineering  and 
another  portion  for  construction.  Now, 
suppose  you  ask  a  million  dollars,  and  you 
cut  off  two  of  the  lines,  the  engineering  and 
the  construction,  and  you  leave  it  all  to  trial 
surveys.  Then  you  have  a  million  dollars 
for  trial  surveys.  If  you  had  put  such  an 
item  before  His  Excellency  is  it  likely  he 
would  have  consented  to  It?  I  have  always 
understood  that  you  could  reduce  the  amount 
of  the  item  properly  without  it  being 
necessary  to  call  his  attention  to  it,  but 
that  where  the  amount  was  Increased  it  was 
necessary  to  obtain  his  assent  and  this 
would  be  clearly  increasing  the  amount  of 
expenditure  for  one  line. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  matter  is  very 
Immaterial  because  as  I  understand  the  ex- 
penses Incidental  to  the  surveys  are  part  of 
the  cost  of  construction. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  How  much  is  the  minister 
going  to  use  of  that  for  engineering,  how 
much  for  trial  surveys,  and  what  will  he 
do  with  the  balance  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  total  amount  in 
connection  with  the  surveys  and  the  rail- 
way from  Winnipeg  to  Moncton  will  be 
$1,328,500.  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  of  course 
quite  well  understood  that  there  are  certain 
matters  of  information  I  am  to  bring  down 
but  which  I  shall  have  to  obtain  from  the 
commission,  and  it  might  be  well  if  I  should 
allow  the  whole  vote  to  stand  until  that 
information  is  procured. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  We  understood  this 
afternoon  that  it  was  going  to  stand  and 
perhaps  it  would  be  better  to  take  the  mat- 
ter up  a  little  later  on. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  my  own  view  and  I  would  ask 
to  have  the  Item  stand. 

Item  allowed  to  stand. 

Quarantine,  salaries  and  contingencies  ot 
organized  districts,  $150,000. 


Mr.  FISHER.  This  item  was  before  the 
committee  a  few  days  ago  but  I  did  not  ask 
the  committee  to  pass  it  then  because  I 
had  not  all  the  information  about  the  ex- 
penditure. On  going  into  the  matter  a  little 
more  fully  I  flnfl  I  can  reduce  the  item  by 
$20,000  and  move  therefore  the  Item  be  re- 
duced to  $139,000  instead  of  $150,000. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  this  item  include  sal- 
aries of  officers  and  officials  at  all  the  quaran- 
tine stations  in  the  Dominion  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Are  the  quarantine  officers 
expected  to  give  all  their  time  to  the  duties 
of  their  office  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Those  in  the  organized  ports 
do,  with  few  exceptions.  At  St.  John,  we 
have  one  doctor  and  be  gives  the  whole  of 
his  time  to  the  work  there ;  his  time  is  our 
time.  At  Halifax,  however,  there  are  two 
physicians  and  they  are  allowed  to  do  pri- 
vate practice  as  well. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  ask  the  question  because 
I  was  not  aware  whether  the  Agricultural 
Department  is  becoming  completely  mili- 
tarized. I  notice  that  the  port  physician 
at  St.  John  has  been  made  the  principal 
medical  officer  of  the  district ;  it  seems  that 
the  example  of  the  hon.  minister  is  extend- 
ing to  his  officials. 

Mr.  FISHER.  A  good  example. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  And  that  the  Agricultural 
Department  is  re.illy  getting  very  much 
mixed  up  with  the  Department  of  Militia 
and  Defence.  Would  the  fact  of  this  officer 
occupying  both  positions  not  Interfere  with 
the  performance  of  his  duty  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  not  aware  of  what 
!  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  exactly,  but  I 
|  take  it  that  this  is  a  military  appointment 
I  and  that  it  has  been  accepted  in  the  same 
i  way  as  clerks  in  the  military  service  and  in 
other  departments  here  become  members 
'  of  different  military  corps.   It  has  not  been 
the  policy  of  the  government  generally  in 
I  any  way  to  interfere  with  servants  of  the 
I  public  taking  part  in  the  military  service, 
,  but  if  it  was  a  permanent  office  In  the  per- 
manent corps,  it  certainly  could  not  be  held 
'  ut  the  same  time  as  the  office  that  he  now 
holds  in  St.  John. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  That  is  a  permanent  office 
as  1  understand  it,  and  it  is  accompanied 
with  an  annual  salary.  The  minister 
shakes  his  head,  but  I  can  assure  him  tiiat 
what  I  am  stating  is  the  fact.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  of  the  time  of  this  ollicial 
is  taken  up  by  his  duties  as  principal  medi- 
cal officer.  I  presume,  of  course,  that  in  at- 
tending a  camp  he  obtains  leave  of  absence, 
and  the  time  so  spent  in  camp  might  very 
well  be  spent  under  leave  of  absence.  The 
principal  medical  officer  of  the  district  must 
have  other  duties  to  perform  which  I  should 
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think  would  require  an  office  up  town.  I 
do  not  see  how  the  port  physician  who  lives 
on  Partridge  Island  could  attend  to  the  du- 
ties of  an  office  that  would  require  his  pre- 
sence in  the  city.  I  would  be  glad  to  hear 
from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  what  the 
duties  of  the  principal  medical  officer  are, 
and  then  the  committee  would  be  in  a  bet- 
ter condition  to  judge  whether  the  two  offi- 
ces were  incompatible  with  each  other  in 
the  same  person. 

Mr.  FISHER.    The  department  had  no 
knowledge  of  any  such  appointment   I  was 
aware  that  Dr.  Marks  was  a  militia  officer. 
He  has  asked  for  leave  of  absence  to  attend 
annual  camp  on  one  or  two  occasions,  which 
has  been  granted  to  him  upon  his  getting 
a  substitute  to  do  his  work  ;  but  I  certainly  ; 
think  that  a  permanent  office  which  would  | 
rf quire  his  constant  attendance  for  other 1 
purposes  than  that  of  quarantine  would  be 
incompatible  with  his  position  as  quaran- 
tine officer  ;    but  until  I  know  what  the 
office  is  and  the  nature  of  its  duties,  I  could 
not  say  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  thought  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  was  quite  familiar  with  the 
military  duties  involved.  The  principal  medi- 
cal officer  is  paid  an  annual  salary  at  $300. 
I  do  not  wish  the  minister  to  suppose  that  I 
object  to  this  gentleman  receiving  this  addi- 
tional office.  I  have  no  objection  whatever. 
My  point  is  whether  the  duties  of  the  two 
offices  are  incompatible  the  one  with  the 
t  ther. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  observed  an  item 
in  one  of  the  Halifax  newspapers  the  other 
day  to  the  effect  that  a  gentleman  who 
had  a  hospital  for  the  treatment  of  trachoma 
had  disposed  of  it  to  the  government  and 
was  now  returning  to  his  regular  city  prac- 
tice. Is  the  minister  able  to  tell  us  what 
atraugement  the  government  had  with  this 
gentleman  when  be  owned  this  hospital  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  matter,  which  re- 
lates to  immigrants,  belongs  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  and  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  it 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  How  many  doc- 
tors are  employed  in  this  quarantine  busi- 
ness, ana  has  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
any  arrangement  with  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  whereby  these  doctors  and  the  doc- 
tors employed  to  examine  immigrants  can 
work  together  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  is  no  arrangement 
t-etween  the  two  services.  The  ships,  when 
they  come  in,  whether  they  have  immigrants 
or  not,  have  to  obtain  a  free  clenrnnce  from 
the  quarantine  doctors.  They  then  come  to 
the  shore  and  land  their  passengers,  and  the 
immigration  officials  take  charge  of  the  im- 
migrants and  examine  them.  The  diseases 
for  which  the  immigration  doctors  examine 
the  Immigrants  are  not  what  are  called 
Mr.  DANIEL. 


quarantinable  diseases.  Trachoma  and 
favus,  which  I  think  are  the  diseases  my 
ton.  friend  has  reference  to,  are  not  what 
are  called  quarantinable  diseases,  and  the 
quarantine  doctors  would  not  stop  people 
who  are  affected  with  them  ;  but  the  immi- 
gration authorities  have  power  under  a  spec- 
ial Act  to  do  so.  There  is  no  concerted 
action,  because  the  two  services  are  for  two 
different  purposes. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  How  many  doc- 
tors are  in  the  quarantine  service  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  We  have  a  permanent 
officer  at  Sydney,  N.S.,  two  at  Halifax,  one 
at  St.  John,  one  at  Loulsburg,  one  at  Char- 
lottetown.  one  at  Chatham,  N.B.  Several  of 
these  are  paid  small  salaries,  and  carry  on 
their  private  practice  as  well.  Then  we 
have  the  Grosse  Isle  quarantine  station,  and 
the  station  at  William  Head,  near  the  city 
of  Victoria  in  British  Columbia  ;  also  an 
officer  at  Vancouver.  These  compose  what 
U  called  the  organized  force.  Then  we  have 
an  arrangement  with  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment by  which,  whenever  a  vessel  comes  In 
with  disease  on  board,  the  customs  officer 
calls  upon  a  local  doctor  and  he  Is  paid 
according  to  the  services  he  renders. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Has  not  the  De- 
portment of  the  Interior  medical  men  at  all 
these  places,  and  is  it  not  imposing  a  double 
expense  upon  the  country  for  both  that  de- 
partment and  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
tj  have  each  its  own  medical  officers  at  the 
same  places.  It  seems  to  me  that  an  ar- 
rangement might  be  made  whereby  one 
officer  would  do  the  work,  and  a  good  deal 
oi  expense  would  be  saved. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  Is  quite  possible  that 
some  of  the  doctors  I  have  referred  to  might 
be  dispensed  with  if  some  such  arrange- 
ment were  carried  out ;  but  so  far  there 
has  been  no  combined  organization.  As  we 
Fee  the  working  of  the  two  systems,  we 
may  be  able  possibly  to  work  them  together. 
I  will  remember  my  hon.  friend's  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  would  like  the  minister 
to  explain  to  the  committee  the  orders  which 
are  given  to  the  quarantine  officers  with 
."cgard  to  the  examination  of  ships  arriving 
a'  any  quarantine  port  in  Canada — what  dir- 
ections the  officers  are  required  to  carry 
cut,  what  vessels  they  are  required  to  ex- 
amine and  what  vessels  they  are  not  required 
to  examine. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  is  rather  difficult  for 
nie  to  answer  all  that  off-hand.  There  is  a 
pamphlet  giving  the  rules  and  regulations 
under  which  all  work  is  done,  comprising 
probably  fifteen  or  twenty  pages  of  printed 
inatler.  If  there  is  any  particular  point  on 
wbich  my  hon.  friend  wishes  information, 
I  could  give  him  the  answer  at  once. 
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Mr.  DANIEL.  The  matter  is  important. 
I  know  that  sometimes  these  regulations  dif- 
fer from  those  in  force  at  other  times. 
Sometimes  vessels  north  of  Hfttteras  coming 
to  my  own  port  of  St.  John  are  not  required 
tc  be  examined  by  the  quarantine  officers. 
So  that  as  far  as  the  quarantine  by  water 
goes,  under  those  circumstances,  we  are  not 
defended  in  uny  way  against  noxious  or 
contagious  diseases  from  those  ports  and 
occasionally  we  suffer  on  that  account. 

Mr.  FISHER.  My.  hon.  friend  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  the  regulations  differ 
a  little  according  to  the  circumstances. 
When  there  is  not  known  to  be  any  epidemic 
in  the  States  on  the  Atlantic  sea-board,  north 
of  New  York— New  York  and  not  Hatteras 
is  taken  as  the  extreme  limit  south  for  that 
purpose —  those  vessels  are  treated  with  res- 
pect to  quarantine  as  though  they  came 
from  our  ports,  and  are  not  examined.  Any 
vessels  coming  from  ports  south  of  New 
York  are  examined.  If  any  epidemic  disease 
exists  In  the  sea-board  states,  vessels  from 
those  ports  are  examined.  Lately  there  was 
a  small-pox  epidemic  in  the  United  States 
north  of  New  York,  and  for  a  while  vessels 
from  there  coming  to  a  Canadian  port  were 
examined  for  small-pox.  But  that  order  has 
been  rescinded  because  the  epidemic  there 
has  disappeared.  That  was  the  only  occa- 
sion lately  when  vessels  from  ports  north  of 
New  York  were  examined. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  What  are  the  regulations 
in  force  In  regard  to  cases  of  infectious 
diseases  which  did  not  make  their  appear- 
ance when  the  vessel  was  examined  by  the 
quarantine  officer  but  showed  themselves  a 
day  or  two  after  ?  Upon  what  authority  is 
thrown  the  expense  of  looking  after  any 
such  case  of  infectious  disease  ?  As  we  all 
know  the  incubating  period  of  some  diseases 
runs  almost  up  to  a  fortnight,  so  that  a  per- 
son from  New  York  or  any  other  place 
might  arrive  at  St.  John  or  any  other  port 
apparently  free  from  the  disease  and  pass 
quarantine  Inspection,  but  after  having  been 
In  the  place  for  some  days  the  disease  which 
Lad  been  contracted  in  New  York  might 
break  out.  What  Is  the  policy  of  the  de- 
partment in  regard  to  such  cases  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  When  the  vessel  comes  to 
port  and  is  examined  by  the  quarantine 
officer,  if  there  appears  to  be  no  disease  on 
board,  she  is  given  a  quarantine  clearance. 
The  moment  she  receives  that  clearance  and 
goes  into  a  Canadian  port  she  Is  held  to  be 
within  the  bounds  of  the  province  in  which 
that  port  Is  situated,  and  the  disease  is 
treated  the  same  as  if  It  broke  out  in  a 
house  on  shore.  It  becomes  a  provincial 
matter  to  be  dealt  with  under  the  laws  of 
the  province.  The  Dominion  government  is 
not  liable.  A  number  of  cases  of  that  kind 
have  come  up  and  applications  have  been 
made  for  compensation,  but  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  declared  emphatically  that 


the  government  was  not  in  any  way  respon- 
sible. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Did  not  the  Dominion 
government  pay  a  portion  of  the  expenses 
in  connection  with  a  small-pox  case  in  Win- 
nipeg ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  was  the  case  of  an 
Infant.  It  was  the  Immigration  Department 
Avhich  dealt  with  it  and  the  vote  was  passed 
by  parliament. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  minister  says 
that  the  government  is  not  liable  after  the 
vessels  gets  a  certiiicate  of  health.  But  two 
or  three  years  ago  a  case  of  small-pox  de- 
veloped iu  Vancouver  and  the  provincial 
authorities  put  in  a  claim  against  the  gov- 
ernment to  be  paid  the  expenses  there.  A 
similar  claim  was  made  in  Winnipeg  as 
well  ;  and  to  compensate  for  the  heavy  ex- 
penses the  local  authorities  were  put  to  by 
these  immigrants  suffering  from  small-pox, 
something  was  paid  by  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment, but  whether  paid  through  the  de- 
partment of  health  or  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  remember  the 
exact  case  referred  to,  but  I  know  there  was 
such  a  case  and  payment  was  made.  There 
were,  however,  other  reasons.  My  depart- 
ment was  told  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
that  we  were  not  responsible,  but  the  mat- 
ter was  taken  up  on  different  grounds  en- 
tirely afterwards — on  the  ground  that  these 
people  were  immigrants  and  should  be  look- 
ed after  by  us.  We  have  been  paying  for 
years  a  contribution  to  the  Winnipeg  hospi- 
tal because  they  deal  with  immigrants  and 
take  care  of  them. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  A  vessel  containing  im- 
migrants passed  the  quarantine  officer  at 
Halifax  and  got  a  clean  bill  of  health,  but  by 
the  time  these  immigrants  reached  Port 
Arthur  small-pox  broke  out  among  them. 
The  disease  was  carried  on  to  Winnipeg  and 
spread  there  to  other  parties.  The  conten- 
tion was  made  that  as  the  vessel  had  passed 
the  quarantine  at  Halifax  the  Dominion 
government  was  responsible.  Had  the  Do- 
minion government  done  its  duty,  the  muni- 
cipality would  not  have  been  put  to  the  ex- 
pense it  had  to  incur  to  quarantine  the  pati- 
ent. I  do  not  know  that  on  that  ground  they 
could  successfully  prosecute  a  legal  claim, 
but  they  contended  that  they  had  an  equit- 
able claim  and  we  paid  them  something. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Does  the  minister  pay  for 
quarantining  by  land— by  railway?  Would 
the  minister  tell  us  what  the  orders  are  that 
are  given  to  the  gentleman  who  carries  on 
this  duty  at  McAdam  and  Vanceboro  occas- 
ionally ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  What  work  is  done  along 
the  frontier  we  do  there.  "When  there  is  an 
epidemic  in  the  United  States  we  put  on 
temporary  officers  along  the  frontier  and 
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adopt  the  best  means  we  can  to  abut  out  the 
disease.  There  are  a  number  of  regulations 
here,  which,  however,  refer  to  the  ordinary 
practice  when  there  is  no  epidemic  and  when 
we  have  no  special  officials.  But  when  there 
is  an  epidemic,  temporary  officers  are  ap- 
pointed. Recently,  off  and  on,  for  about 
two  years,  there  was  an  epidemic  of  small- 
pox and  these  temporary  officers  were  ap- 
pointed. It  was  their  duty  to  board  the 
trains  and  examine  passengers.  It  was  a 
fairly  complete  but  still,  perhaps,  not  abso- 
lutely perfect  examination  In  every  case. 
Where  the  person  came  from  a  place  where 
our  officer  knew  there  was  disease,  the  new- 
comer had  to  show  he  had  been  vaccinated 
or  else  be  vaccinated  before  be  could  be 
allowed  to  come  In.  If  he  came  from  a 
place  where  there  was  no  disease  reported 
or  known  to  exist,  he  was  examined  to  see 
if  there  was  sign  of  disease  and  then  allow- 
ed to  proceed.  The  officers  were  employed 
by  the  month.  Where  and  when  the  disease 
died  out  the  officers  were  released,  and,  if 
the  disease  again  became  epidemic  they 
were  taken  on  again.  That  was  the  case 
more  than  once  at  McAdam  Junction.  These 
officers  were  paid  $100  a  month  when  they 
were  at  work. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Who  gave  the  directions 
as  to  the  duties  of  these  officers?  Was  it 
the  director  general  of  public  health.  Dr. 
Montizambert  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Referring  to  the 
subject  of  the  development  of  disease  on  the 
ships  after  they  have  received  a  clean  bill 
of  health,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  minister  a  case  that  occurred 
in  my  owu  town  of  North  Sydney,  in  the 
ruonth  of  May,  1902.  A  fishing  schooner 
called  the  '  Arthur  Blnney  '  left  Gloucester 
Mass.,  on  the  16th  of  May,  1902,  and,  be- 
cause of  stress  of  weather  or  some  other 
reason  called  at  Liverpool,  N.S.,  on  the  20th 
of  the  same  month,  and,  after  remaining  at 
Liverpool  for  a  few  hours  cleared  for  the 
bank  off  the  coast  of  Cape  Breton.  On  the 
30th  of  the  same  month,  she  came  into  the 
port  of  Cape  Breton  with  small-pox  develop- 
ed on  board.  This  schooner  had  a  crew  of 
twenty-four  or  twenty-five  men.  The  quar- 
antine officer  went  aboard  and  discovered 
one  of  the  crew  down  with  small-pox.  He 
immediately,  as  was  his  duty,  communicated 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  think- 
ing lie  would  be  instructed  to  look  after 
them.  Of  course,  he  received  the  same 
answer  which  the  minister — I  suppose  quite 
properly  according  to  the  law  has  given  here 
to-night— that,  as  the  vessel  had  touched  in 
some  point  In  Canada  the  government  of  Can- 
ada was  not  liable  for  her  bills  or  charged 
with  any  duty  in  respect  of  her.  After  con- 
siderable negotiations  we,  as  a  town,  were 
■obliged  to  look  after  that  crew  for  over  a 
month.  We  had  to  put  some  In  the  hospital 
Mr.  FISHER. 


and  to  hire  a  tug-boat  to  stay  with  the  vessel 
for  the  whole  time,  and  Incurred  expenses 
of  over  $1,000.  Now,  I  think  It  will  be  per- 
fectly clear  that,  wherever  the  responsi- 
bility ought  to  be,  it  is  not  the  duty  of  a 
small  town  on  the  sea  coast  of  Nova  Scotia 
to  be  liable  for  matters  of  this  kind.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  government  of  the 
United  States,  and,  perhaps,  the  fishing  com- 
pany to  which  this  vessel  belongs,  would  be 
pleased  to  pay  these  expenses  if  there  was 
some  constituted  authority  that  had  power 
to  deal  with  them.  But  we  as  a  town 
would  not  be  recognized  in  dealing  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  We  have  to  pay  this 
bill  even  If  we  never  get  a  cent  of  It  back 
from  any  person.  I  quite  understand  that 
the  minister's  answer  is  according  to  the 
law.  But  I  would  respectfully  suggest  that 
it  is  not  a  safe  condition  of  the  law.  It  so 
happened  that  this  vessel  came  to  our  town, 
and  we  were  able  to  deal  with  the  case. 
But  if  she  had  been  in  the  lakes,  in  the  inter- 
ior waters  of  Cape  Breton,  she  might  strike 
simply  a  municipal  district  where  there 
are  no  appliances  or  facilities  to  deal  with 
such  a  case.  The  conditions  would  have 
been  very  bad  Indeed.  I  think  the  law 
should  be  changed  and  some  regulations 
made  by  which  the  government,  or  some 
other  authority  which  is  able  to  deal  with 
the  matter  within  the  towns  and  munici- 
palities, should  be  put  in  a  position  to  look 
after  such  cases.  This,  of  course,  is  a  com- 
paratively recent  "iase — 1902 — but  there  is 
no  telling  when  another  BUch  case  may  arise, 
particularly  In  our  harbour  where  hundreds 
of  these  American  vessels  come  in.  And  I 
think  it  is,  perhaps,  the  duty  of  the  minister 
to  see  to  it  that  some  regulation  is  made 
either  by  his  department  or  by  the  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Department,  by  which  cases 
of  this  kind  can  be  properly  looked  Into. 
I  have  thought  that  some  means  should  be 
found,  either  by  negotiation  with  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  or  in  some 
other  way,  by  which  our  town  may  be  re- 
couped for  this  expenditure.  I  do  uot  think 
it  is  rair  that  we  should  be  obliged  to  ex- 
pend over  $1,000  out  of  our  small  funds  io 
pny  the  expenses  of  a  foreign  vessel  that 
should  look  after  herself. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  rememoer  something  of 
the  case,  and  remember  that  I  Inquired 
about  it.  As  my  hon.  friend  said  this 
American  vessel  had  cleared  from  a  Nova 
Scotia  port  before  reaching  Sydney.  Con- 
sequently under  quarantine  law  and  ship- 
ping procedure  she  was  a  coast-wise  vessel 
within  the  bounds  of  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  and,  under  our  practice  as  well  as 
our  law  all  matters  pertaining  to  public 
health  within  the  province,  are  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  provincial  authority,  and 
they  alone  are  responsible.  In  this  case 
it  was  not  a  question  of  a  vessel  passing 
quarantine  or  anything  of  that  kind.  She 
had  to  be  dealt  with  because  she  was  within 
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tbe  Nova  Scotia  boundaries  and  had  gone 
from  one  Nova  Scotia  point  to  another.  So, 
though  she  happened  to  be  an  American 
vessel,  a  foreign  vessel,  yet,  according  to 
sea  rule  as  I  understand  It,  she  was  a  coast- 
wise vessel.  If  sbe  had  come  into  the  first 
port  with  the  disease  aboard,  it  would  have 
been  our  duty  to  look  after  her  as  she  came 
from  a  foreign  country.  But  she  was 
cleared  from  there  as  having  no  disease 
aboard.  When  she  came  to  the  second 
port  she  had  the  disease  aboard,  contracted, 
apparently,  within  the  province.  At  any 
rate,  by  quarantine  practice  as  well  as  law, 
we  could  not  control  her  or  have  anything 
to  do  with  her.  Therefore,  It  was  a  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  provincial  authorities 
as  could  best  be  worked  out.  There  will  be 
occasional  cases  of  hardship  in  that  way 
The  Department  of  Justice  and  the  govern- 
ment felt,  In  considering  this  case,  which 
they  have  carefully  done,  that  if  we  once 
began  any  departure  from  the  clear  law 
we  shall  be  involved  in  endless  consider- 
ations of  the  merits  of  each  individual  case, 
making  it  difficult,  if  not  quite  impossible 
to  know  where  to  draw  the  line. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  minister  states  there 
was  a  quarantine  physician  at  St.  John.  I 
notice  in  the  Auditor  General's  Report  that 
another  medical  gentleman,  Dr.  Scammell, 
was  there  for  a  month  at  the  ra"te  of  $4  a 
day.  Was  he  taken  during  the  holidays 
given  to  the  regular  quarantine  physician? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  know  Dr.  Scammell  has 
taken  Dr.  Marsh's  place  on  one  or  two  oc- 
casions. It  was  possible  he  was  acting 
while  Dr.  Marsh  was  away  on  leave  of 
absence. 

Mr.  DANIEL.   Twenty-seven  days. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  must  have  been  under 
a  leave  of  absence,  because  we  never  ap- 
pointed a  second  officer  there. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  it  usual  to  give  quaran- 
tine officers  one  month  out  of  twelve  leave 
of  absence? 

Mr.  FISHER.   That  Is  not  the  practice. 

Health  of  animals.  *150,000. 

Mr.  FISHER.  This  Is  for  the  general  ani- 
mal quarantine  service,  the  examination  and 
p  otection  of  our  live  stock  from  the  Im- 
portation of  disease.  It  also  covers  the  ex- 
pense of  dealing  with  disease  in  the  Interior 
of  the  country,  and  doing  the  quarantine 
service  at  the  ports  and  boundaries. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Do  you  submit  all  Im- 
portations to  tbe  tubercullne  test? 

Mr.  FISHER.  We  test  all  importations 
for  breeding  and  dairy  purposes,  but  not  for 
slaughtering,  as  we  did  before.  We  keep 
them  ninety  days  in  quarantine. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  do  you  do  wltli 
animals  where  the  tubercullne  test  shows  a 
temperature  indicating'  tuberculosis? 


Mr.  FISHER.  We  ear  mark  them  and 
stamp  them  In  such  a  way  that  they  will  be 
shown  to  be  affected,  and  then  the  owners 
tn-e  them  away. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  is  the  use  of  going 
to  the  trouble  of  testing  at  all  if,  after  you 
ear  mark  them,  you  let  the  owners  take 
them  away  and  do  as  they  like  with  them? 

Mr.  FISHER.  If  the  owners  take  them 
away  with  that  ear  mark  they  cannot  sell 
them  without  the  purchasers  knowing  that 
they  are  affected.  If  people  buy  them  they 
do  so  with  their  eyes  open. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  imagine  we  ought  to 
have  two  objects  in  view  in  attempting  to 
carry  out  quarantine  regulations,  one  is 
tbe  health  of  the  animals  in  the  country  and 
the  other  to  stamp  out  certain  contagious 
or  infectious  diseases.  If  it  is  worth  while 
to  examine  at  all,  and  if  it  Is  found  that  the 
disease  exists,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
not  doing  our  duty  if  we  do  not  go  further 
and  prevent  the  animals  from  coming  in  and 
remaining  in  the  country,  because  one  will 
affect  a  great  many  more. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  it  not  the  law  that  all 
cattle  that  are  Imported  are  placed  In  quar- 
antine for  a  certain  number  of  days? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  At  how  many  places  in 
Canada  are  there  such  quarantine  stations? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Halifax,  St.  John,  Cbar- 
lottetown,  Levis,  Vancouver  and  Victoria. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  What  staff  has  the  minister 
at  each  of  these  places? 

Mr.  FISHER.  We  have  a  surgeon  at  each 
port  and  a  staff  for  looking  after  the  ani- 
mals.  These  are  permanent  appointments. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  How  about  the 
range  cattle  coming  In  from  Montana? 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  are  certain  customs 
ports  along  the  American  frontier  which 
have  been  selected  as  convenient  for  the  im- 
portation of  live  stock,  and  It  is  only  at 
these  ports  that  live  stock  can  be  brought 
in.  He  will  find  a  list  of  these  ports  on 
page  175  of  the  departmental  report. 

The  following  customs  ports  are  hereby  de- 
clared to  be  animals  quarantine  stations,  and 
all  animals  Imported  into  Canada  subject  to 
quarantine  must  be  entered  through  such  sta- 
tions; viz.:  Halifax,  N.S.;  St.  John,  N.B.;  Char- 
lottetown,  P.E.I. ;  Quebec,  Sherbrooke  and  St. 
Johns,  Quebec  ;  Niagara  Falls,  Windsor  and 
Sarnia,  Ontario  ;  Emerson,  Manitoba  ;  North 
Portal,  Wood  Mountain,  Pendant  d'Oreille, 
Coutts  and  Cnrdston,  N.W.T.;  Gateway,  Ross- 
land,  Nelson,  Grand  Forks,  Vancouver  and  Vic- 
toria, B.C. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Does  this  item  In- 
clude the  money  expended  under  Order  in 
Council  passed  on  the  4th  of  March,  1904, 
and  the  regulations  relating  to  mange  ? 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2311 


COMMONS 


2313 


Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Wbere  are  the 
particulars  of  that  expenditure  to  be  found  ? 

Mr  FISHER.  Tbe  expenditure  for  May 
has  been  made  almost  entirely  this  last  sum- 
mer, consequently  there  is  no  report  of  it 
yet.  That  will  appear  In  tbe  reports  of  the 
coming  year,  and  in  tbe  Auditor  General's 
Report  for  tbe  coming  year. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  I  understand  that 
cattle  come  across  at  places  other  than 
Coutts,  Pendant  dOreille  and  Wood  Moun- 
tain from  Montana. 

Mr.  FISHER.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
look  at  the  report  he  will  see  that  besides 
those  ports  I  have  already  spoken  of,  which 
are  quarantine  ports  there  are  also  inspec- 
tion ports.  But,  I  am  just  reminded  that 
there  are  none  of  these  in  the  Northwest 
Territories.  These  are  in  other  parts  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  What  I  desire  to 
point  out  is  that  an  Order  in  Council  was 
passed  In  June,  1904,  requiring  the  owners 
of  cattle  within  a  certain  area  to  dip  their 
cattle.  This  not  only  included  cattle  that 
were  actually  infected  with  mange,  but  cat- 
tle that  were  liable  to  become  Infected.  As 
I  understand  it  cattle  are  coming  across 
from  Montana  Into  Alberta  and  no  precau- 
tions are  being  taken  to  prevent  cattle  affect- 
ed with  mange  from  coming  across.  I  want 
to  know  what  precautions  are  taken  at  the 
border  in  regard  to  these  cattle. 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  are  no  cattle  com- 
ing across  that  are  being  entered  at  all  In 
cm  country.  There  is  a  certain  amount  of 
onfting  from  one  side  of  the  line  to  tbe 
ether  all  along  the  frontier.  There  may  be 
?n  occasional  drifting  of  the  animals  from 
the  other  side  of  the  line  to  our  side.  We 
rt<  the  best  wc  can  to  prevent  that,  and  I 
believe  at  the  present  time  there  is  an  ar- 
latigement  being  made  to  take  immediate 
steps  to  put  a  fence  along  the  line,  but  this 
has  not  been  done  yet.  and  ui/til  It  is  done  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  any  absolute  way 
ot  preventing  a  certain  number  of  range 
cattle  drifting  Trom  one  side  of  the  line  to 
the  other.  There  Is  no  entry  of  cattle  through 
the  custom  house  except  through  the  ports 
I  spoke  of.  I  do  not  know  if  that  Is  what 
my  hon.  friend  referred  to  or  not. 

Mr.  M.  8.  MCCARTHY.  What  I  desire  to 
point  out  is  that  cattle  come  across,  but  by 
this  Order  in  Council  an  expenditure  Is  plac- 
ed upon  the  ranchers  of  Alberta  amounting 
t)  something  like  $100,000  to  guard  against 
this  infection.  Cattle  are  coming  across 
infected  with  mnnge  and  are  mixing  with 
crtHo  which  were  dipped  pursuant  to  this 
Order  in  Council  Inst  fall,  and  no  precautious 
lave  been  taken  to  prevent  It.  That  Order 
Pi  Council  provides  that  all  the  owners  of 
cattle  within  a  certain  area  shall  dip  these 
Mr.  m.  s.  McCarthy. 


cattle  to  prevent  the  spread  of  this  disease. 
In  that  case  precautions  should  be  taken  to 
see  that  all  cattle  which  are  brought  across 
from  Montana  which  are  liable  to  be  affect- 
ed with  mange  are  treated  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  FISHER.  My  hon.  friend  is  quite 
right.  Any  cattle  coming  across  from  the 
other  side  aud  entered  at  the  custom  house 
are  dipped.  As  a  matter  of  fact  quite  a 
number  of  American  cattle  that  have  drift- 
ed across  have  been  found  and  dipped  be- 
fore they  were  returned  to  the  other  side. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Where  are  they 
dipped  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  At  Pendant  d'Orellle, 
Coutts  and  Wood  Mountain. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Are  those  govern- 
ment vats  there  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  wherever  we  have  a 
quarantine  station  we  have  a  vat  for  dlp- 
1-iug. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Do  cattle  come 
p<  ross  at  other  points  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  No,  they  cannot  be  entered 
a>  the  custom  house  at  other  points. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  But,  there  are 
cattle  coming  across  that  are  not  entered 
at  the  customs.  Every  settler  is  entitled  to 
bring  in  a  certain  number  of  cattle  free  of 
duty. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  informed  that  settlers 
have  to  come  to  these  quarantine  points 
when  they  bring  in  live  cattle  and  that  they 
bi:ve  to  make  entry  of  them. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Yes,  but  does 
not  the  hon.  minister  see  that  cattle  come 
across  at  places  other  than  the  four  points 
which  be  has  mentioned.  He  has  given  tbe 
names  of  four  places  where  there  are  dip- 
ping vats. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  Informed  that  there 
are  dipping  vats  at  live  places. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  When  vere  they 
constructed  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Last  summer  and  fall. 
They  are  at  Wood  Mouutain,  Fendant  d'Ore- 
ille,  Coutts  and  Cardston  and  one  Is  under 
construction  now  at  North  Portal. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Is  there  any  on  the 
Milk  River  range  owned  by  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  informed  that  that 
is  at  Pendant  d'Oreille.  There  is  to  be  an- 
other at  a  place  called  Ten  Mile,  south  of 
Maple  Creek.   It  is  not  yet  constructed. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Who  constitute  the 
Milk  River  Ranch  Company  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  ranch  company,  but  I  can  find 
out. 
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Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  understood  the  hon. 
minister  to  say  that  there  has  been  no  fenc- 
ing done  along  the  line  as  yet. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  have 
understood  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  has 
discussed  that  question  and  I  was  told  not 
very  long  ago  that  it  was  decided  to  be 
done,  but  I  know  the  government  has  done 
nothing  yet.  I  think  some  private  indivi- 
duals have. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  There  has  been  some 
fencing  done. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  but  it  has  not  been 
dene  by  the  government. 

Mr.  McINTYRE.  When  cattle  are  brought 
in  and  die  in  quarantine  does  the  govern- 
ment bear  any  share  of  the  loss  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  No,  If  an  animal  dies  in 
quarantine  the  government  bears  no  share 
of  the  loss. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  have  to 
trouble  the  hon.  minister  to  let  the  committee 
have  the  dates  when  these  vats  were  built 
by  the  government.  I  had  no  knowledge 
cf  any  government  owned  vats. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  Informed  that  the 
tiree  at  Pendant  d'Oreille,  Wood  Mountain 
and  Coutts  were  finished  before  the  dipping 
commenced.  The  one  at  Cardston  was  not 
finished  until  later. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Were  cattle  being 
brought  in  at  Cardston  without  being  dip- 
ped ? 

Mr.  FISHER.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.    Why  not  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Because  I  do  not  think 
they  were  allowed  to  come  in  without  being 
dipped. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Cannot  the  hon. 
minister  let  the  committee  have  the  dates 
when  these  vats  wer?  built  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  have  not  the  exact  dates. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  The  hon.  min- 
ister tells  us  that  these  vats  were  built  last 
summer  and  fall.  This  Order  in  Council 
required  all  the  owners  of  cattle— and  it 
was  a  matter  of  considerable  expenditure  to 
the  ranchmen  in  that  part  of  the  countrv— 
to  dip  their  cattle  before  the  end  of  October. 
If  range  cattle  affected  with  mange  were 
coming  in  from  Montana  after  that  date 
and  running  and  mixing  with  cattle, 
and  ranchers  had  to  go  to  the  expense 
of  dipping  even  although  there  was  no  sign 
of  mange  In  their  herds,  but  which  were 
simply  running  in  the  area  in  which  the 
officials  of  the  government  thought  there 
might  be  some  danger,  what  was  the  use  of 
putting  these  men  to  that  expense  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  informed  that  there 
were  no  cattle  allowed  to  oe  brought  in 


without  dipping  after  the  period  of  the  Or- 
der requiring  them  to  be  dipped. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  What  was  the 
period  of  the  Order  1 

Mr.  FISHER.    The  1st  of  October. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  There  was  an 
Order  in  Council  passed  on  the  4th  of  March, 
3004.  There  was  a  subsequent  Order  In 
C'cuucil  passed  in  the  month  of  June  calling 
on  the  owners  of  cattle  within  that  area  to 
comply  with  these  regulations.  Does  the 
minister  mean  to  say  that  no  cattle  came 
iu  after  the  4th  day  of  March  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  was  an  order  of  the 
department,  by  the  Act  I  have  power  to  Is- 
sue orders,  requiring  all  cattle  to  be  dipped. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  What  is  the  date 
of  the  order  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  9th  of  August.  That 
was  the  order  describing  the  districts  with- 
in which  cattle  had  to  be  dipped.  It  refer- 
red to  and  continued  the  Order  in  Council 
dated  June  27,  which,  I  suppose  Is  the  Order 
my  hon.  friend  had  reference  to  a  few 
moments  ago. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  I  referred  to  the 
one  of  March  4th. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  one  of  March  4th  Is 
simply  the  issuing  of  the  regulations.  The 
Order  In  Council  of  June  27th  provided  cer- 
tain rules  and  regulations.  Then  this  min- 
isterial order  was  Issued  giving  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  areas  In  which  animals  should 
be  dipped  and  giving  the  details  of  the 
necessary  precautions.  The  Order  of  August 
0th  required  that  all  animals  should  be 
dipped  between  the  1st  of  September  and 
the  31st  of  October,  and  I  am  Informed  that 
after  November  1st,  the  end  of  the  time  of 
year  specified,  no  range  cattle  were  allowed 
to  come  In  from  the  United  States  without 
being  dipped. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Is  It  customary  to 
furnish  rifles  and  rubber  boots  in  the  cattle 
quarantine  department  ?  I  notice  that  it  Is 
only  in  Ontario  that  these  are  furnished  ; 
the  men  in  the  other  provinces  have  not 
made  application  for  them. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  Informed  that  where 
the  men  are  slaughtering  hogs  for  hog 
cholera  they  require  rubber  boots  In  order 
to  be  able  to  wash  them  so  as  not  to  carry 
infection  from  place  to  place  as  they  would 
with  leather  boots  ;  they  wash  them  in  a 
disinfectant.  The  rifles  are  used  for  slaugh- 
tering the  hogs. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  How  many  stands  of  arms 
has  the  minister  ? 

.Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  know  the  number. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  This  Order  in  Coun- 
cil requiring  the  dipping  of  horses  refers  to 
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all  cattle  whether  they  have  mange  or  not. 
It  Is  a  compulsory  annual  event. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.   But  what  is  the  guide  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  existence  of  mange  In 
the  district. 

Mr.  M.  8.  MCCARTHY.  That  was  just 
what  I  was  referring  to.  The  ranchmen 
who  have  range  cattle  have  to  construct 
these  vats  at  their  own  expense  and  they  do 
the  dipping  at  their  own  expense  and  have 
to  do  it  whether  or  not  there  is  any  mange 
in  their  herds. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Just  because  they 
are  In  a  certain  area.  What  is  the  svstem 
of  inspection  ?  Has  the  minister  certain  in- 
spectors and  how  are  they  paid  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  All  that  work  has  been 
done  under  the  Mounted  Police.  The  areas 
are  fixed  by  the  inspectors  upon  reports  of 
mange  existing  in  the  area.  That  area  is  de- 
fined and  fixed  by  the  ministerial  order  re- 
ferred to,  because  there  is  mange  known  to 
exist  in  that  area.  I  may  say  that  the 
western  Stock  Growers'  Association  at  Cal- 
gary passed  a  resolution  endorsing  this  prop- 
osition and  declaring  that  they  desire  this  to 
be  done.  I  may  say  that  for  some  vears 
past  the  mange  has  been  increasing  amongst 
the  horses  on  the  western  ranches  and  it  has 
been  a  very  serious  impediment  to  stock 
growing.  It  is  only  because  it  was  felt  to 
l>e  a  necessity  to  take  extreme  precautions 
for  the  purpose  of  stamping  out  the  disease 
that  this  system  was  adopted,  and  the  veter- 
inary authorities  believe  that  by  doing  this 
for  a  year  or  two  we  can  stamp  out  the  dis- 
ense.  I  may  say  that  it  has  been  quite 
successfully  curried  out  this  year.  When  the 
order  was  given  I  had  no  expectation  of  be- 
ng  able  to  carry  it  out.  I  appreciate  that 
it  is  only  when  it  is  fully  followed  up  that 
results  can  be  obtained,  and  I  believe  that 
uext  year  when  this  has  been  carried  out 
again  not  half  as  much  mange  will  be  found 
in  the  district. 

.  Mr  W.  J.  ROCHE.  What  is  the  composi- 
tion ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Sulphur  2  pounds,  oil  of 
tar  8  ounces,  raw  linseed  oil  one  gallon  ; 
that  is  the  hand  dressing.  The  immersion, 
the  dip  is  a  solution  of  lime  and  sulphur  of 
a  strength  of  not  less  than  40  pounds  of  lime, 
and  24  pounds  of  sulphur  to  100  gallons  of 
water.  This  Is  to  be  applied  at  a  tempeature 
of  not  less  than  100  degrees  or  more  than  120 
degrees  Fahrenheit,  the  treatment  to  be  re- 
peated within  20  days. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  How  many  dips  does  it  re- 
quire to  cure  the  disease  :  is  one  sufficient  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  has  to  be  repeated  In 
about  10  or  15  days. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.    Have  you  the  re- 
solution passed  at  Calgary  ? 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


Mr.  FISHER.  No. 

Mr.  iM.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Did  I  understand 
that  this  resolution  fixes  the  dates  within 
which  the  dipping  was  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  informed  it  did  men- 
tion dates. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Where  can  I  get 
a  copy  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.    In  the  department 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  It  seems  to  me 
that  when  you  require  the  dipping  of  cattle 
at  a  temperature  of  100  of  105,  considerable 
risks  are  taken  in  dipping  in  the  latter  part 
of  October,  and  I  would  be  surprised  to  hear 
that  these  dates  were  selected  at  a  meeting 
of  the  stock  association.  Reference  was 
made  to  an  increase  of  mange  within  the 
area  mentioned,  practically  all  in  Alberta.  I 
think  on  investigation  It  will  be  found  that 
the  increase  was  due  rather  to  faulty  regu- 
lations at  the  border  and  the  admission  of 
diseased  cattle  in  Alberta.  No  one  knowing 
the  facts  would  suggest  that  there  has  been 
an  increase  in  mange  there  by  reason  of  the 
way  it  has  been  looked  after  by  ranchers  In 
Alberta. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  may  say  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  of  411,000  cattle  which  have  been 
dipped,  but  176,000  have  received  the  second 
treatment  up  to  the  date  of  this  report, 
which  Is  a  little  before  the  end  of  October, 
and  we  had  no  reports  of  any  harm  having 
been  done  to  any  of  these  cattle.  My  hon. 
friend  speaks  of  the  fault  of  the  arrange- 
ment. I  do  not  attribute  any  fault  to  any- 
body i  I  am  only  stating  the  fact  that  last 
season  there  was  more  mange  than  there 
was  in  previous  years,  and  greater  necessity 
for  dealing  with  it.  How  it  came  about  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  ;  but  I  do  say  that 
the  attention  to  the  frontier  has  been  far 
greater  during  the  last  few  years  than  it 
was  before. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  understand  that  an 
arrangement  has  been  made  between  the 
Agriculture  Department  of  this  government 
and  the  Manitoba  government  in  reference 
to  the  health  of  animals  in  Manitoba.  Would 
the  hon.  minister  explain  the  nature  of  the 
arrangement  that  has  been  entered  into? 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  as  to  the  health  of  ani- 
mals in  Manitoba,  and  there  seems  to  be  a 
good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
whom  to  apply  to.  Applications  had  been 
constantly  coming  to  us  in  regard  to  cases 
which  have  been  before  the  local  authorities, 
and  In  the  same  way  I  suppose  applications 
had  been  coming  to  them  with  reference  to 
cases  as  to  which  appeals  have  been  made  to 
us.  The  consequence  was  that  In  the  last  sea- 
son I  instructed  the  chief  medical  officer 
when  visiting  Manitoba  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion with  the  local  authorities  there,  and  an 
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amicable  arrangement  was  come  to  by  which 
ire  practically  take  charge  of  all  the  work  in 
regard  to  the  health  of  animals  In  Manitoba. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Would  the  minister 
explain  the  difference  between  the  system 
that  has  been  in  vogue  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  that  which  will  be  pursued  in 
future  under  this  government? 

Mr.  FISHER.  My  hon.  friend  of  course 
knows  that  we  have  had  always  to  deal  widi 
the  frontier  of  Manitoba,  and  the  question 
was  with  regard  to  the  Interior  of  the  coun- 
try. I  cannot  describe  minutely  the  differ- 
ence of  treatment,  but  our  officers  have  been 
all  over  the  country  testing  with  the  mallein 
test  horses  which  did  not  show  symptoms 
of  glanders,  but  which  had  been  in  contact 
with  the  diseased  animals  and  were  in  dan- 
ger of  infection.  We  gave  the  owners  of 
these  horses  an  opportunity  to  have  them 
tested  a  second  time  in  strict  quarantine  and 
also  a  third  time.  My  hon.  friend  knows 
that  it  is  hard  to  convince  a  man  whose 
horse  looks  healthy  that  it  is  diseased,  al- 
though the  mallein  test  shows  it  conclusi- 
vely. If  a  horse  did  not  react  under  the  test, 
he  was  of  course  freed,  but  there  was  super- 
vision of  it  for  a  little  longer.  If  it  reacted 
a  second  time,  the  owner  was  still  allowed 
to  keep  it  for  a  while  longer,  and  it  was 
tested  a  third  time.  If  the  horse  was  then 
found  to  be  diseased,  the  case  was  regarded 
as  hopeless  and  the  animal  killed.  I  do  n9t 
think  that  arrangement  was  ever  carried 
out  under  the  old  administration  in  Mani- 
toba.  That  is  the  chief  difference. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.    For  the  purpose  of 
these  tests  is  the  province  divided  into  dis-  i 
tricts.  with  different  officers  in  charge  of  | 
different  districts,  or  have  you  a  provincial 


officer  who  instructs  the  various  veterinar- 
ians throughout  the  province  to  go  and  make 
the  tests  where  required  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  is  done  through  our 
officers,  but  the  province  Is  divided  into  dis- 
tricts. We  do  not  assign  any  particular 
officer  to  any  particular  district.  We  have 
a  chief  veterinary,  C.  D.  Macglllivray. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.   How  is  he  paid? 

Mr.  FISHER.   He  gets  $1,500  a  year. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Has  he  the  appoint- 
ing of  the  local  men? 

Mr.  FISHER.  No.  He  has  the  assigning 
of  one  of  the  other  officers  to  a  particular 
case,  but  he  does  not  appoint  them. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  There  is  no  arrange- 
ment then  entered  into  with  the  local  au- 
thorities by  which  the  officials  who  have  been 
looking  after  this  work  In  the  past  are  to 
be  continued? 

Mr.  FISHER.  No. 


cattle,  has  the  minister  any  report  of  the 
number  of  imported  animals  that  have  been 
found  affected,  or  is  any  trace  kept  of  them 
after  they  come  Into  the  country?  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  the  officers  earmark  them 
and  let  them  go.  That  Is  something  like 
yelling  mad  dog  at  a  dog  and  letting  him  go. 
Is  any  watch  kept  over  the  cattle  after- 
wards to  see  whether  they  have  developed 
tuberculosis  or  not  or  are  they  allowed  to 
go  until  they  die? 

Mr.  FISHER.  We  have  o.f  course  from 
our  different  quarantine  stations  a  complete 
record  of  all  the  animals  that  react  under 
the  tuberculin  test  For  a  number  of  years 
back  there  has  not  been  a  case  of  a  horse 
imported  from  Europe  being  affected  with 
glanders.  I  am  told  that  two  coming  from 
the  United  States  have  been  rejected  at 
the  frontier  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
and  Manitoba.  I  will  just  give  a  list  of  the 
animals  tested  for  tuberculosis.  Of  those 
imported  from  Europe  and  tested  in  the 
quarantine,  191  in  number,  52  reacted.  That 
was  to  the  1st  of  November  last.  During 
the  year  there  were  tested  for  export  427 
head  of  Canadian  cattle  of  which  30  only 
reacted.  That  Is  a  very  creditable  showing 
for  Canadian  cattle  going  abroad  as  com- 
pared with  foreign  cattle  coming  in.  Only 
about  8  per  cent  of  cattle  exported  reacted 
while  25  per  cent  of  the  Importations  re- 
acted. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  do  you  mean  by 
the  earmark  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  A  piece  is  cut  out  of  the 
ear  in  the  shape  of  the  letter  '  T '  just  as  the 
herdsmen  have  the  fashion  of  marking  the 
ear  for  numbering  the  animals  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understand  that  one  of 
cur  members,  who  is  absent  to-night,  desires 
to  discuss  this  matter,  and  I  would  ask  that 
the  item  pass  subject  to  the  right  of  any  one 
to  discuss  it  again  on  another  item. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  quite  willing  to  agree 
to  that.  I  will  have  to  ask  for  a  supplemen- 
tary item  for  this  year  on  this  subject  and 
everything  can  be  discussed  when  that 
comes  up; .  but  if  for  any  reason  any  one 
wishes  to  open  the  discussion  on  another 
item,  I  am  quite  willing. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Why  is  there  a 
grant  of  $4,000  to  the  Winnipeg  and  Boni- 
face hospitals  and  not  to  other  hospitals  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  explained  already,  when 
that  Item  was  up,  that  this  is  a  continuance 
of  an  old  grant  made  many  years  ago  for  the 
first  time  to  those  two  hospitals.  There  was 
then  no  hospital  west  of  Lake  Superior  until 
you  reached  British  Columbia  except  those 
two.  The  grant  was  made  to  them  because 
they  were  taking  care  of  the  Immigrants. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  In  regard  to  the  mallein  j  Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Then  it  should 
test  for  horses  and  the  tuberculin  test  for  '  go  under  the  head  of  immigration. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  Being  a  hospital  giant,  it 
has  been  from  time  immemorial  under  the 
head  of  quarantine  and  public  health. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  Does  the  hon. 
minister  purpose  continuing  it  from  year  to 
year  simply  because  It  was  done  some  years 
ago  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  They  still  do  that  work. 
Anybody  who  has  been  less  than  a  year  lu 
the  country  is  looked  upon  as  an  immigrant, 
and  any  such  patient  is  attended  to  in 
the  hospital  and  a  record  kept  of  the  num- 
ber of  immigrants  who  have  gone  through 
Its  wards.  A  certain  amount  is  paid  per  day 
for  each  such  patient. 

Mr.  ROCHE.  This  refers  only  to  Immi- 
grants ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPllOULE.  Do  you  call  that  « 
marine  hospital  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  No. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  did  not  think  it  was 
customary  to  subsidize  any  but  marine 
hospitals. 

Mr.  FISHER.  This  is  the  only  one  1 
know  of. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Mr.  FIELDING  moved  the  adjournment 

of  the  House.  ' 

■ 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  will  be  the  gov-  : 
ernment  business  on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.   If  the  order  for  private  ' 
business  is  exhausted   and   we    take  up 
supply,  we  shall  probably  go  on  with  Public  , 
Works  or  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjjurned  ; 
at  10  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  March  13,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

QUESTION    OF  PRIVILEGE — PRESEN- 
TATION OF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS  (Yale-Cariboo).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  here  what  purports  to  be 
a  petition  in  regard  to  the  separate  school 
clauses  of  the  Autonomy  Bills,  and,  before 
presenting  it  to  the  House,  I  desire  to  make 
an  explanation. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
D.  Ross)  may  speak  to  a  question  of  privi- 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON. 


lege,  otherwise  It  would  be  impossible  for 
bim  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS.  I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  This  petition  I  received 
out  of  the  House  of  Commons  post  office 
yesterday.  It  was  addressed  in  what  I  be- 
lieve is  the  handwriting  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule).  It  does 
not  state  where  those  who  signed  it  live  or 
who  they  are. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER.  1  ask  whether 
this  Is  a  question  of  privilege  ?  It  Is  simply 
a  matter  about  receiving  a  petition  under 
some  kind  of  an  envelope. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  rule  is  that 
If  a  member  becomes  responsible  for  a  peti- 
tion that  is  handed  to  bim,  an  explanation 
014  his  part  is  permissible  as  to  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  signatures. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
If  I  am  allowed  to  do  so,  I  think  I  can  show 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  raised  the 
point  of  order  that  I  am  in  order.  It  is  ex- 
pressly stated  In  the  authority  which  I  have 
here,  May's  Parliamentary  Procedure,  that 
when  a  member  has  any  doubt  as  to  the 
authenticity  of  a  petition,  and  as  he  is  re- 
sponsible for  tbe  petition  which  he  presents 
to  tbe  House,  he  has  a  perfect  right  to  make 
an  explanation  before  presenting  it.  Now, 
as  I  said  before,  I  am  led  to  believe  that 
the  envelope  containing  the  petition  was  ad- 
dressed in  the  handwriting  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey.  I  have  no  idea  whether 
those  signatures  are  bona  fide  or  not  They 
purport  to  be  residents  of  my  district  but 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  or  not.  It 
is  quite  evident  that  tbe  petition  has  come 
through  Conservative  hands.  However, 
with  this  explanation,  I  will  present  the 
petition. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TURRIFF  (East  Asslnlboia). 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  handling  a  batch  of  peti- 
tions that  have  come  to  me,  without  any 
order  and  all  posted  in  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
I  would  say  that  there  are  some  from  ray 
own  district,  some  from  the  district  repre- 
sented by  Mr.  Lake  and  others  from  the 
district  of  West  Assiniboia  represented  by 
Mr.  Scott.  They  are  all  on  a  form  sent  out 
by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  and  I  would  suggest  that  if  he  in- 
tends to  attend  to  the  work  of  our  western 
districts  be  put  these  petitions  in  a  more 
business  like  shape.  Many  of  tbe  signatures 
to  these  petitions,  as  far  as  I  know,  are 
genuine,  and  I  have  pleasure  In  presenting 
them,  but  I  would  like  to  have  the  hon.  mem- 
t  er  put  the  petitions  In  better  shape. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Since 
my  name  has  been  brought  Into  question 
ir-ore  than  once  regarding  this  matter  I  wish 
as  a  question  of  privilege  to  say  a  word 
in  reference  to  It.  Many  of  these  petitions 
are  sent  to  me  and  as  I  do  not  know  the 
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exact  outlines  of  the  constituencies,  from 
the  letters  that  accompany  them,  from  the 
best  information  1  have  I  send  them  to  the 
member  who,  I  believe,  represents  the 
district  as  I  am  requested  to  do.  If  an 
hon.  member  thinks  they  are  not  from  his 
own  district  they  must  be  from  an  adjoin- 
ing one,  and  I  would  imagine  that  he  would 
surely  have  no  objection  to  presenting  them, 
but  1f  In  a  matter  of  this  kind  he  has  no 
rtspect  for  the  wishes  of  his  constituents 
and  if  he  refuses  to  present  them,  if  he 
will  send  them  back  to  me  1  will  be  more 
than  happy  to  present  them.  In  regard  to  I 
the  petition  presented  by  some  hon.  gentle- 
man behind,  I  have  it  before  me  and  I  And  | 
there  are  one  hundred  and  fifty  names  on  i 
It.  In  many  cases  the  post  office  address  is 
given  and  the  letter  accompanying  it  indi-  | 
cated  that  the  petition  came  from  his  con- 
stituency. Therefore,  I  properly  sent  it  to 
that  hon.  member  and  in  so  doing  I  did  no- 
thing wrong  as  far  as  I  know.  But,  hav- 
ing done  that,  I  would  at  least  hope  that 
the  hou.  gentleman  would  extend  the  same 
courtesy  to  his  electors  that  I  wish  to  extend 
to  them  when  I  am  endeavouring  to  do  my 
duty  in  a  way  which  I  think  should  not 
be  offensive  to  anybody. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont).  May 
I  suggest  in  regard  to  this  matter  that  we 
should  have  some  definite  ruling  about  It  ? 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  time  for  pre- 
senting petitions  is  a  time  at  which  ques- 
t:ons  of  privilege  are  to  be  discussed.  It 
seems  to  me  than  any  hon.  gentleman  In 
this  House  in  whose  hands  a  petition  is 
placed  must  satisfy  himself  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  will  present  it.  If  he  does  present 
it  be  accepts  ail  responsibility  in  connection 
with  it.  If  he  thinks  the  circumstances  are 
not  such  as  to  justifiy  him  in  presenting  it 
that  is  a  matter  entirely  for  himself.  If 
beyond  and  in  addition  to  Uiat  there  is  any 
question  of  privilege  that  he  wants  to  discuss, 
the  proper  time  to  do  it  is  upon  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  being  called.  Any  other  course  will 
lead  us  iuto  difficulties  and  will  bring  us 
into  debate  in  the  midst  of  the  presentation 
cf  petitions,  because,  if  one  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  on  a  question  of  privilege,  every 
other  hon.  gentleman  has  necessarily  the 
same  right  to  speak  on  a  question  that  con- 
cerns him  in  any  way.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  rule  which  I  think  is  the  proper  rule 
Is  the  one  that  should  be  followed  hereafter. 

Mr.  A.  N.  WORTHINGTON  (Sherbrooke). 
I  wish  to  say  in  regard  to  the  petition  I 
have  just  presented  that  although  the  said 
petition  is  posted  in  Ottawa  and  bears  the 
fiank  of  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  I  have  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  it  is  genuine  and  I  have 
much  pleasure  In  presenting  it. 

Mr.  A.  A.  WRIGHT  (Renfrew).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  leave  to  present  the  petition 


of  James  Robertson,  secretary  of  Sand 
Point  L.O.L.— which  I  understand  means 
Loyal  Orange  Lodge— No.  1,393.  The  petition 
Is  on  the  usual  printed  form,  the  names  are 
ail  apparently  written  in  the  same  hand- 
writing. It  was  mailed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  here  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  and 
addressed  in  a  handwriting  which  looks  very 
much  like  that  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule). 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  I  rise 
to  a  question  of  privilege.  As  my  name  has 
been  mentioned  in  this  matter  by  the  *ou. 
gentleman— 1  think  very  improperly,  and  I 
shall  ask  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker  on  that 
question— I  have  only  to  say  that  it  could  not 
be  in  the  handwriting  of  the  member  for 
Grey,  because  he  never  signed  any  of  these 
petitions  or  wrote  a  word  in  them.  1  em- 
phatically deny  the  charge,  and  I  think  it 
is  a  gratuitous  insult  to  his  own  electors  who 
signed  the  petitions. 

NEW  MEMBER. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  1  have  the  honour  to  in- 
form the  House  that  the  clerk  of  the  House 
has  received  from  the  clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery  certificate  of  the  election  and 
return  of  Alfred  Thompson,  Esq.,  for  the 
electoral  district  of  the  Yukon  Territory. 

CROWN  CASUALTY  INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  H.  GERVAIS  (St.  James,  Montreal), 
moved  :— 

That  the  petition  of  H.  G.  Garland  and  others 
presented  this  day,  praying  to  be  allowed  to 
lay  before  the  House  a  petition  asking  for  the 
incorporation  of  the  Crown  Casualty  Insurance 
Company  of  Canada,  notwithstanding  the  expiry 
of  the  time  for  receiving  petitions  for  private 
Bills,  be  read  and  received  and  referred  to 
the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  GERVAIS.  The  reason  why  the  peti- 
tion is  late  in  being  presented  is  because  the 
incorporators  of  this  company  were  under 
the  impression  that  the  delay  had  been  ex- 
tended to  the  14th  Inst.  ■  I  may  say,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  the  legislation  sought 
for  is  to  enable  these  gentlemen  to  carry  on 
an  ordinary  insurance  business  with  the 
ordinary  amount  of  capital,  and  they  do  not 
ask  for  any  special  powers.  This  delay  dur- 
ing which  petitions  are  to  be  presented  in 
the  House  Is  purely  what  we  call  a  trial  de- 
lay, and  I  believe  that  If  I  went  before  any 
court  of  law  the  judge  would  give  me  per- 
mission to  proceed  with  my  case  under  such 
an  application  as  this.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  would  be  no  extension  when  the  delay 
Is  what  we  call  a  prescription  delay  or  a 
limitation  delay,  the  expiration  of  which 
causes  the  right  of  action  to  lapse;  while  the 
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trial  delay  would  only  extinguish  the  action 
Itself  and  not  the  right  to  action— the  former 
is  used  as  a  plea  in  bar  nnd  the  other  as  a 
plea  in  abatement,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to 
use  the  phraseology  of  the  common  law  prac- 
titioner. The  present  motion  relates  to  a 
purely  formal  delay  .such  as  would  be  ex- 
tended In  any  court  of  law,  whether  the 
principles  of  the  English  common  or  of  the 
French  civil  law  prevailed.  As  I  am  arguing 
this  case  before  the  highest  court  In  the  land, 
I  should  be  granted  this  delay  In  order  that 
I  may  have  an  opportunity  to  proceed  with 
my  ease. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FALSE  REPRESENTATIONS  TO  INDUCE 
IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  H.  J.  LOGAN  (Cumberland)  moved 
for  leave  to  Introduce  Bill  (No.  120)  respect- 
ing false  representations  to  Induce  immigra- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE.  Would  the  hon. 
member  -  explain. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  The  Bill  which  I  am  asking 
leave  to  Introduce  is  along  the  lines  of  legis- 
lation proposed  In  this  House  on  former 
occasions  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
publication  of  false  representations  by  per- 
sons living  in  Canada  to  induce  Immigrants 
to  come  here  from  foreign  lands,  particu- 
larly In  reference  to  representations  touching 
the  labour  market  of  Canada.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  have  been  many  cases  of 
hardship  in  this  country,  even  during  the 
past  few  months,  among  Immigrants  who 
we/e  brought  here  believing  reports  made  to 
them  that  there  was  work  awaiting  them, 
that  they  could  obtain  positions  here  as  soon 
as  they  arrived.  This  Bill  is  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  that  state  of  affairs  and  of 
punishing  those  who  are  guilty  of  such  false 
representations.  It  provides  that  they  shall 
be  punishable  on  summary  conviction  by  the 
imposition  of  a  hue. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first 
time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
NORTHWEST  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

House  again  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  28) 
to  incorporate  the  Northwest  Telephone 
Company. — Mr.  Turriff. 

On  section  10,  business  of  company,  &c, 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  seems  to  be  an  ex- 
tremely wide  clause.  We  have  recused 
many  applications  for  the  powers  which  are 
given  under  some  of  these  subsections,  and 
tills  should  be  carefully  considered  before 
we  commit  ourselves. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.    This  Bill  was  carefully 
considered,  clause  by  clause,  by  the  Rail- 
Mr.  GERVAIS. 


way  Committee  and  It  was  amended  In 
several  clauses.  I  do  not  see  any  particular 
objection  to  this  clause ;  the  other  day  an 
objection  was  made  to  the  wording  of  sub- 
section (f)  of  this  clause,  but  there  was  no 
particular  objection  made  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  what  was  the 
conclusion  with  regard  to  that  objection. 
The  acting  Minister  of  Public  Works  (Mr. 
Hyman)  himself  suggested  that  the  clause 
should  stand  In  order  that  certain  words 
which  I  had  mentioned  as  more  suitable 
than  those  contained  in  the  subclause  might 
be  considered  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
I  have  the  '  Hansard '  report  of  my  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  If  the  hon.  member 
would  suggest  some  words  that  would  be 
more  suitable  I  have  no  objection  to  adopt- 
ing them. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  did  suggest  them  ; 
the  clause  stood  in  order  that  they  might  be 
considered.  If  the  hon.  member  will  refer 
to  the  revised  '  Hansard,'  at  page  2054,  he 
will  see  what  my  suggestion  was. 

Section  allowed  to  stand. , 

On  section  17, — borrowing  powers. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  might  say,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that  in  discussing  this  matter  with 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  we  arrived 
at  the  amount  of  $500,000  as  the  limit  of 
the  borrowing  powers.  I  would  accordingly 
move  that  after  the  word  '  Company '  in  sub- 
clause (c)  the  words 

To  an  amount  not  exceeding  $500,000. 

be  inserted. 

On  section  17,— borrowing  powers. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  raised  some  objec- 
tion to  this  when  the  Bill  was  up  before. 
As  far  as  1  am  concerned,  I  am  satisfied 
with  the  amendment  which  has  been  sug- 
gested, but  I  do  not  speuk  for  other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  may  have  different  views. 

On  section  19,— exercise  of  rights. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  only  question 
that  arose  with  regard  to  section  10  was 
one  arising  from  the  peculiar  condition  of 
the  legislation  as  it  now  exists.  You  have 
three  tribunals.  First,  the  Governor  in 
Council  who  Axes  the  rates  ;  next  arbitra- 
tion to  settle  disputes  regarding  the  long 
distance  service ;  and  third  the  Railway 
Commission  to  deal  with  certain  matters 
under  power  vested  in  it  by  virtue  of  sub- 
section four  of  section  19.  This  Is  more 
a  matter  for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  but 
must  inevitably  lead  to  confusion  and  points 
to  the  absolute  necessity  of  having  some 
general  legislation  by  which  all  these  mat- 
ters shall  be  placed  under  the  control  of  the 
Railway  Commission. 

Section  20,  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  HYMAN.  I  beg  to  move  that  sub- 
section '  F  *  of  section  10  be  amended  so  as 
to  read  as  follows : 

Acquire  and  use  any  privilege  granted  by  any 
provincial  or  municipal  authority  and  acquire, 
use  and  dispose  of  any  inventions,  letters  patent 
of  invention  or  the  right  to  use  any  inventions 
in  any  connection  with  or  appertaining  to  its 
business. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  would  meet 
the  difficulty  as  suggested. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported. 

Mr.  TURRIFF  moved  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  principle  of  inter- 
change of  traffic  among  telephone  compa- 
nies has  been  adopted  by  the  House  and 
made  to  apply  to  this  company,  the  gov- 
ernment have  any  intention  this  session  of 
making  a  general  law  In  the  same  direction. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  1  shall  pro- 
bably make  an  announcement  on  this  sub- 
ject to-morrow. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Third  reading  to-mor- 
row. 

RED  DEER  VALLEY  RAILWAY  AND  COAL 
COMPANY. 

House  went  into  committee  on  Bill  (No. 
76)  respecting  the  Red  Deer  Valley  Railway 
and, Coal  Company.— Mr.  Campbell. 

Hon.  JOHN  HAG-GART.  Is  there  a  sub- 
sidy for  this  railway  ? 

Hon.  C.  S.  HYMAN.  No. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CONSIDERED    IN   COMMITTEE— THIRD 
READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  41)  respecting  the  Regina  and 
Hudson's  Bay  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Scott. 

Bill  (No.  19)  to  Incorporate  the  Calgary, 
Red  Deer  and  Battleford  Railway  Company. 
—Mr.  Scott. 

Bill  (No.  50)  to  incorporate  the  Calgary 
and  Battleford  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Turriff. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  97)  respecting  the  Kingston  and 
Dominion  Central  Railway,  and  to  change 
its  name  to  'The  Montreal,  Ottawa,  Kings- 
ton and  Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company. — 
Mr.  Harty. 
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QUBSTIONS. 
ROYAL  CANADIAN  MINT. 
Mr.  FOSTER  asked: 

1.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  of  equipment 
of  the  Royal  Canadian  Mint  in  machinery  and 
appliances  for  coinage  ? 

2.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  of  working  per 
year,  including  number  and  wages  of  staff  ;  and 
by  whom  will  the  working  staff  be  appointed  ? 

3.  What  is  the  capacity  of  tb»  mint  ?  What 
amount  of  gold  bullion  could  be  coined  per  year, 
exclusive  of  the  necessary  silver  and  copper 
coinage  tor  use  in  Canada  ? 

4.  What  was  the  amount  of  gold  held  in  re- 
serve on  January  1st,  1905,  by  the  Dominion 
and  by  all  the  Canadian  banks,  respectively  ? 

5.  Is  It  the  Intention  to  coin  free  of  charge 
all  gold  bullion  brought  to  the  mint  ?  If  not, 
what  charge  Is  proposed  ? 

6.  What  charge,  if  any,  is  to  be  made  for  coin- 
age of  gold  for  the  British  government  ? 

7.  How  much  is  it  estimated  will  be  coined 
for  the  British  government  each  year  ? 

8.  What  has  been  the  face  value  of  copper  and 
silver  coined  for  Canada  each  year  since  1895  ; 
the  cost  of  bullion  therefor,  the  expense  of 
coinage,  and  the  cost  of  shipment  to  Canada  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance): 

1.  Based  on  the  advice  of  the  authorities 
of  the  Royal  Mint  the  cost  of  machinery  and 
appliances  for  coinage  has  been  estimated 
at  £13,000  or  say  $64,000. 

2.  The  mint  is  to  be  a  branch  of  the 
Royal  Mint  of  Great  Britain.  Appointments 
will  be  made  by  the  Imperial  treasury-  The 
principal  supervising  officers  required  such 
as  the  deputy  master,  assayer,  superinten- 
dent, chief  clerk  and  master  mechanic  will 
most  probably  be  chosen  from  the  Royal 
Mint  establishments.  Besides  these  there 
will  be  a  staff  of  mechanics,  artisans  and 
labourers  who  can  be  drawn  from  local 
sources. 

The  annual  appropriation  asked  by  the 
imperial  government  and  assured  by  the 
Canadian  government  is  $75,000. 

3.  The  proposed  plans  provide  for  three 
presses  of  which  one  will  be  a  standby  in 
case  of  break  down.  Each  press  is  esti- 
mated by  the  Royal  Mint  authorities  to  be 
capable  of  striking  110  pieces  per  minute, 
or  allowing  for  unavoidable  Interruptions 
200,000  pieces  in  a  week  of  forty-seven 
working  hours,  which  is  apparently  the 
number  of  working  hours  in  a  week  at  the 
Royal  Mint.  The  two#presses  would  thus 
provide  in  a  week  a  total  of  400,000  pieces. 

4.  On  31st  December,  1904,  the  gold  held 
in  reserve  by  the  Dominion  amounted  to 
$35,306,825.  On  the  same  date  the  Can- 
adian banks  held  specie  to  the  amount  of 
$17,617,529  of  which  a  small  proportion  is 
silver. 

5.  The  Order  In  Council  of  21st  Novem- 
ber, 1901,  provides  for  a  charge  of  three 
cents  per  ounce  for  amounts  not  exceeding 
500  ounces,  and  a  charge  of  two  cents  per 
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ounce  for  amounts  above  that  limit.  These 
are  the  equivalent  of  the  charges  in  the 
Australian  mints. 

6.  No  regulation  has  been  made  on  this 
point. 

7.  No  information  on  this  point. 

8. — BRONZE  COINAGE. 


Fiscal 
Year. 


1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 
1900 
1901 
1902 
1903 
1904 


Face 
Value. 


10,000 
10,000 
15,000 
22,000 
38,000 
30,000 
15,000 
30,000 
50,000 


Cost  of 
Bullion. 


Expense 
of 

Coinage. 


8  cts. 

1,554  77[ 
1,710  93 
2,484  94l 
4,211  08! 
10,194  99 
8,618  48 
3,360  78; 
5,540  17i 
9,871  85 


8  cts. 

1,000  00 
1,000  00 
1,500  00 
2,200  00 
3,030  80, 
3,625  551 
1,500  oo! 
3,040  88 1 
5.025  55; 


Cost  of 
Ship- 
ment. 


S  cts. 

321  65 
377  84 
535  94 
685  21 
1,222  91 
1,371  97 
586  28 
1,102  48 
1,807  48 


I 


SILVER  COINAGE. 


T 


1895-  6 

1896-  7 
1897  8 
1898-9 
1P99-1900 

1900-  1.. 

1901-  2. . 

1902-  3.. 
1903^4.. 


8  cts. 
140,000  00; 


I 

SR  -5 

Cost  of 
Bu' 

§J 

S-3 
SO 

a 

8  cts. 

8  cts. 

65,195  00  4,200  00 


217,000  00 
178,985  00 
519,000  00 
510,000  00 
200,000  00 
774,000  00 
895,538  75 


90,531  92  6,510  00 
85,854  03  5,013  95 
213,591  93115,641  63 
217,091  20j  15,300  00 
80,784  50  6,000  00 
280,156  36128,749  40 
857,676  15  26,842  79 


8  cts. 
1,120  36 


2,712  19 
1,859  70 
4,305  18 
5,621  59 
1,817  97 
7,298  95 
9,869  08 


POSTMASTER  OF  BOISSEVAIN,  MANITOBA. 

Mr.  SCHAFFNBR  asked  : 

1.  Why  and  by  whose  recommendation  was  Mr. 
Alexander  McKnight  dismissed  as  postmaster 
for  Boissevain,  Manitoba,  on  September  1st, 
1904  ? 

2.  Were  there  any  complaints  ?  If  so,  of  what 
nature,  and  by  whom*  were  said  complaints 
made  ? 

3.  Were  any  petitions  received  for  his  dis- 
missal ?    If  so,  by  whom  signed  ? 

4.  Did  the  post  office  inspector  In  the  province 
ask  for  Mr.  McKnlght's  dismissal  ? 

5.  How  long  had  Mr.  McKnight  held  the  posi- 
tion ? 

6.  When  were  complaints,  If  any,  first  made  ? 

7.  Did  the  Postmaster  General  furnish  Mr. 
McKnight  any  reasons  for  his  dismissal  ? 

8.  Were  there  any  petitions  from  Boissevain 
asking  that  Mr.  McKnight  be  reinstated  as  post- 
master ?   If  so,  by  whom  signed  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING. 


9.  Did  the  department  make  any  Investigation 
before  dismissing  Mr.  McKnight  ? 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LATJRIER  (for 
the  Postmaster  General): 

1  and  2.  The  change  in  the  postmaster- 
ship  of  Boissevain,  Manitoba,  was  not  made 
on  %at  September,  1904,  but  In  August,  1901, 
and  was  for  the  purpose  of  Improving  the 
efficiency  of  the  service.  The  change  was 
made  on  Information  which  the  department 
considered  thoroughly  reliable. 

3.  No. 

4.  No. 

5.  From  November,  1886  to  August,  1901. 

6.  July,  1901. 

7.  No. 

8.  No  petitions  asking  for  reinstatement 
of  postmaster  were  received. 

9.  The  information  furnished  the  depart- 
ment fully  satisfied  it  that  the  change  was 
in  the  public  Interest  No  further  Investi- 
gation, therefore,  was  needed. 

PAMPHLET  ON  SCHOOL  LEGISLATION  SINCE 
CONFEDERATION. 

Mr.  FOSTER  asked  : 

1.  Who  authorized  and  prepared  for  distribu- 
tion the  '  Brief  History  from  Official  Sources,' 
referring  to  separate  school  legislation  since 
confederation  ? 

2.  Has  it  been  distributed  to  all  members  and 
senators  of  the  Canadian  parliament  ? 

3.  If  to  others,  to  whom  generally,  and  In 
what  Quantities  ? 

4.  How  many  in  all  have  been  printed,  and 
how  manv  distributed  ? 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LATJRIER  (Prime 
Minister)  : 

1.  Hon.  R.  W.  Scott. 

2.  It  Is  not  considered  an  official  docu- 
ment. 

3  and  4.  It  was  sent  to  senators  and 
members  and  to  others  who  asked  for  It. 
I  am  Informed  that  about  500  copies  were 
printed. 

CAST-IRON  FURNISHED  DEPARTMENT  OF 
MARINE  AND  FISHERIES,  SOREL. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU  asked  : 

1.  How  many  pounds  of  cast-iron  were  fur- 
nished and  delivered,  from  the  1st  July,  1904, 
to  this  day,  to  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  at  Sorel,  respectively,  by  La  Com- 
pagnie  Pontbrland  (Ltmltee),  N.  F.  Patenaude, 
Beauchcmln  et  Fils  (Llmitee),  N.  F.  Patenaude, 
de  Grilles  Brevetees,  the  Dominion  Foundry, 
Victor  J.  St.  Amand,  and  the  Canadian  Foundry? 

2.  What  was  the  total  amount  paid  to  each 
one  of  the  aforesaid  persons  or  firms  ? 

3.  What  Is  the  amount  actually  due  to  each  . 
of  the  aforesaid  persons  or  firms  ? 

Hon.  L.  P.  BRODEUR  (Minister  of  In- 
land Revenue). 

1.  La  Compagnie  Pontbrland  (LImltee), 
111,538  pounds  ;  were  paid  $3,389.77  ;  N.  F. 
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Patenaude,  82,628  pounds,  was  paid  $2,- 
609.29,  due  $220.78 ;  Beauchemln  et  Flls 
<Limitee),  6,389  pounds,  were  paid  $191.67, 
due  $105.86  ;  La  Compagnie  de  Grilles  Bre- 
Tetees,  115,451  pounds,  were  paid  $3,568.08, 
due  $285.06  ;  the  Dominion  Foundry,  24,927 
t  ounds,  were  paid  $817.81 ;  The  Canadian 
Foundry,  8,467  pounds,  were  paid  $254.01, 
due  $137.52. 

2.  Answered  by  No.  1. 

3.  Answered  by  No.  1. 

HARBOUR  MASTER,  MONCTON. 

Mr.  STOCKTON  asked  : 

1.  Has  Duncan  Robertson,  Moncton,  N.B., 
been  appointed  harbour  master  of  the  port  of 
Moncton  ?  If  so,  when  was  ho  appointed  ? 

2.  Is  the  said  Duncan  Robertson  a  British 
subject  ? 

Hon.  L.  P.  BUODEUR  (Minister  of  In- 
land Revenue). 

1.  Yes ;  but  has  since  declined  to  accept 
the  position. 

20th  February,  1905. 

2.  The  government  has  no  Information  on 
the  subject. 

MANUFACTURE   OP   CORDAGE,  KINGSTON. 

Mr.  CLARE— by  Mr.  Sam.  Hughes— asked: 

1.  Has  the  government  installed  a  plan  at 
Kingston  for  the  manufacture  of  cordage  t  If 
so,  when,  why,  and  at  what  cost  ? 

2.  Is  the  plant  kept  employed  ?  If  so,  when, 
and  to  what  extent  ? 

3.  Has  the  government  manufactured  cordage 
at  Kingston  ?  If  so,  when,  in  what  quanti- 
ties, and  of  what  classes  ? 

4.  What  quantity  of  cordage  has  the  govern- 
ment on  hand  ?  When  was  it  manufactured, 
of  what  quality  or  class  is  it,  is  It  saleable,  and 
why  has  it  not  been  disposed  of  ? 

5.  What  quantity  of  cordage  has  the  govern- 
ment sold,  when  was  it  sold,  to  whom,  and  at 
what  prices  ? 

6.  When  and  how  does  the  government  pro- 
pose to  dispose  of  the  present  stock  of  cordage  ? 

7.  Does  the  government  propose  to  continue 
to  manufacture  coriage,  if  so,  why  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of 
Finance). 

1.  Yes,  in  June,  1904,  to  work  up  into 
rope  small  quantities  of  hemp  occasionally 
found  In  consignments  purchased  for  the 
manufacture  of  binder  twine,  which  our 
superintendent  deems  better  suited  for  the 
manufacture  of  rope  than  of  binder  twine. 
It  cost  $2,400. 

2.  Yes,  at  intervals,— when  sufficient  suit- 
able hemp  has  accumulated. 

3.  Yes,  since  June,  1904,  fifty-eight  tons, 
I  inch,  1  inch,  H  inch,  1J  inch. 

4.  Fifty-eight  tons.  June,  1904  to  March, 
1905.  The  quality  is  excellent.  It  Is  sale- 
able, but  Is  not  sold  because  it  was  not 
offered  for  Bale  until  the  1st  instant,  there 
not  being  until  then  a  sufficient  quantity  to 
attract  the  attention  of  large  dealers. 
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5.  None. 

6.  By  tender  to  the  highest  bidder. 

7.  Yes,  to  the  extent  and  for  the  purposes 
abov«  stated. 


CUSTOMS  OFFICER,  PINETTE,  PRINCE  ED- 
WARD ISLAND. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN  asked  : 

1.  Has  Hector  D.  Morrison,  customs  officer  at 
Pinette,  Prince  Edward  Island,  been  dismissed 
from  office  ? 

2.  If  so,  why,  and  on  whose  recommendation  ? 

3.  What  is  the  date  of  dismissal  ? 

Hon.  WILLIAM  PATERSON  (Minister  of 
Customs). 

1.  Hector  D.  Morrison,  subcollector  of  cus- 
toms at  Pinette,  P.E.I.,  was  retired  from 
the  Customs  Service  by  Order  in  Council. 

2.  The  officer  was  retired  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Minister  of  Customs,  be- 
cause the  outport  was  abolished,  the  amount 
of  customs  business  transacted  thereat  ap- 
pearing not  sufficiently  large  to  warrant  the 
maintenance  of  an  office  there. 

3.  The  Order  in  Council  abolishing  the 
outport  and  retiring  the  officer  Is  dated  23rd 
January,  1905. 

MAIL  CONTRACT,  FARMINGTON  AND  WIL- 
MOT,  N.  S. 

Mr.  LANCASTER  asked  : 

1.  Who  is  the  present  contractor  for  carry- 
ing the  malls  between  South  Farmlngton  post 
office  and  Wilmot  railway  station,  in  Nova 
Scotia  ? 

2.  When  was  the  said  contract  made,  and  at 
what  price  ? 

3.  Was  the  proposal  for  said  mall  contract 
accompanied  by  the  usual  guarantee  by  sure- 
ties on  behalf  of  the  contractor  tendering  ? 

4.  It  so,  who  signed  the  said  guarantee, 
and  who  were  the  witnesses  to  their  signa- 
tures T 

5.  How  many  tenders  were  received  for  said 
contract,  and  what  are  the  names  of  each 
tenderer,  and  the  amount  of  each  tender  res- 
pectively ? 

Hon  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General). 

1.  Minnie  J.  Pearson. 

2.  1st  April,  1901,  with  Alfred  W.  Ran- 
dall, who  on  1st  October  of  the  same  year 
transferred  the  contract  to  the  present  con- 
tractors. The  contract  price  was  and  Is 
$71.99. 

3.  Yes. 

4.  H.  M.  Phinney  and  Alfred  W.  Randall 
are  the  sureties  for  Minnie  J.  Pearson  and 
N.  W.  Phinney  witnessed  their  signatures 
to  the  bond. 

5.  Five,  viz.  : 

Alfred  W.  Randall  $71  99 

T.  Andrew  Pearson   85  00 

W.  E.  Crocker   75  00 

A.  W.  McLaughlin   81  38 

Zenas  S.  Banks   80  00 
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POSTMISTRESS  AT  KENT,  NOVA  SCOTIA. 
Mr.  LANCASTER  asked: 

1.  Has  Miss  Anna  Kent  been  dismissed*  from 
the  office  of  postmistress  at  Kent  post  office, 
Nova  Scotia  ? 

2.  If  so,  whet  was  the  reason  for  such  dismis- 
sal, and  when  was  it  ? 

3.  What  salary  was  attached  to  the  said  office? 

4.  Who  has  been  appointed  in  her  place,  and 
on  whose  recommendation  was  such  appoint- 
ment made  ? 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  With  a  view  to  increasing  the 
post  office  facilities  in  the  district  the  de- 
partment established  two  new  post  offices, 
one  called  'Centre  Muaquodobolt,'  a  short 
distance  westerly  of  Kent  post  office,  and 
the  other  '  Reynolds,'  about  two  miles  north- 
easterly. In  consequence  the  Kent  post 
office  became  unnecessary  and  was  accord- 
ingly closed,  thus  dispensing  with  the  ser- 
vices of  the  postmistress.  The  salary  at- 
tached to  the  Kent  office  was  $25  a  year. 

POSTMASTER  AT  KASLO,  BRITISH  COLUM- 
BIA. 

Mr.  LANCASTER  asked  : 

1.  Has  Mr.  Samuel  H.  Oreen,  lately  post- 
master at  Kaslo,  B.C.,  been  dismissed  from  the 
service  ? 

2.  It  so,  what  was  the  reason  for  such  dismis- 
sal, and  when  was  the  dismissal  ? 

3.  Who  is  the  present  postmaster  at  Kaslo, 
and  when  was  he  appointed  ? 

4.  On  whose  recommendation  was  the  present 
postmaster  appointed  at  Kaslo  ? 

5.  Who  Is  the  present  contractor  for  carrying 
the  mails  between  Kaslo  post  office,  B.C.,  and 
the  railway  station  ? 

8.  Were  tenders  advertised  for  In  regard  to 
such  mall  carrying  ?  If  so,  how  were  they  ad- 
vertised ? 

7.  How  many  tenders  were  received,  from 
whom,  and  at  what  prices  ? 

8.  What  sum  does  the  present  contractor  re- 
ceive for  such  mail  carrying  ? 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General)  : 

1.  Mr.  Samuel  H.  Green  has  been  removed 
from  the  postmastershlp  of  Kaslo,  B.C. 

2.  Mr.  Green's  removal  was  authorized  on 
the  14th  January  last  on  representations 
which  were  believed  to  be  correct,  that  he 
was  an  active  political  partisan,  and  had 
used  the  post  office  for  political  purposes. 

3.  Mr.  D.  P.  Kane  is  the  present  post- 
master at  Kaslo.  The  office  was  trans- 
ferred to  his  charge  on  the  1st  of  February 
last. 

4.  The  present  postmaster  was  appointed 
on  the  representation  of  Mr.  W.  A.  GaUiher, 
M.P. 

5.  6,  7,  8.  The  side  services  along  the  line 
of  railway  between  Kaslo  and  Sandon,  in- 
cluding that  of  Kaslo  post  office,  are  per- 
formed by  the  Kootenay  Railroad  and  Navi- 
gation Company  for  a  bulk  sum  covering  the 
carriage  of  malls  on  the  railway  between 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


the  two  points,  and,  being  so  included,  was 
not  the  subject  of  tender. 

I  observe  that  they  have  not  stated  the 
amount  in  the  answer.  I  think  I  am  safe 
in  adding  that  it  was  a  bulk  sum  of  $1,550 
a  year. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  INSURANCE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  T.  MARTIN  asked  : 

1.  Is  the  government  aware  that  many  suits 
are  pending  in  England  against  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Insurance  Company,  of  New 
York,  brought  by  policy-holders  ? 

2.  If  so,  how  many  ? 

3.  Is  the  government  aware  that  every  suit 
tried  so  far  has  been  given  against  the  com- 
pany, and  the  company  ordered  by  the  judge 
to  pay  back  all  the  moneys  paid  into  the  com- 
pany as  premiums,  with  Interest  at  four  per 
cent,  and  costs'? 

4.  Is  the  government  aware  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  the  case  before  the  House  of 
Lords,  Foster  vs.  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association,  of  New  York,  confirmed  Lord 
Justice  Cozens-Hardy  in  his  statement,  viz.: 
'  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  documents 
circulated  by  the  company  are  tricky  and  mis- 
leading '  ? 

5.  Is  the  government  aware  that  R.  B.  Angus, 
of  Montreal,  brought  a  suit  against  the  com- 
pany to  recover  moneys  paid  by  him  as  pre- 
mium, that  it  was  tried  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Canada  last  year,  and  judgment  was  given 
for  the  company  ;  that  it  was  appealed  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
England,  and  that  the  company  paid  him  $6,000 
or  thereabouts  to  compromise  his  claim  ? 

6.  If  Mr.  Angus  was  repaid  by  the  company, 
why  should  not  all  the  policy-holders  In  Canada 
be  paid  back  their  moneys  without  the  trouble 
to  them  and  expense  to  the  company  of  law 
suits  " 

7.  Has  the  government,  through  the  Insurance 
Department,  calculated  how  much  money  it 
would  take  to  pay  oft  Canadian  policy-holders 
who  would  be  entitled  to  receive  their  money 
on  similar  equitable  terms  as  the  Angus  settle- 
ment ?  If  so,  how  many  policies,  amount  of 
policies,  amount  of  premium  ? 

8.  Has  the  government  any  knowledge, 
through  the  Insurance  Department,  of  how 
many  policies  will  require  to  be  paid  off  in 
Great  Britain  under  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  If  so,  what  Is  the  amount  of  such 
policies,  and  the  premium  to  be  paid  back  to 
such  policy-holders  ? 

9.  Has  the  government  considered  that  the 
repayment  of  lapsed  and  forfeited  policies  In 
Canada  will  entail  a  large  sum  of  money  ?  (a) 
How  is  this  money  to  be  paid  out  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  company  in  Canada  or  elsewhere? 
(b)  What  will  the  amount  be  according  to 
statements  lodged  by  the  company  with  the 
Insurance  Department  ? 

10.  Has  the  government  taken  into  considera- 
tion what  will  be  the  position  of  policy-holders 
when  policies  have  not  lapsed,  and  what  se- 
curity they  will  have  In  the  future  ? 

11.  Is  the  government  aware  that  last  year 
Insurance  Inspector  Cutting,  for  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  has  refused  to  grant  this  com- 
pany a  license  to  do  business  in  that  state 
because  they  refuse  to  allow  their  books  to 
be  Inspected  ? 
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12.  If  the  government  Is  aware  that  this 
license  was  refused,  did  they  cause  Inspection 
to  be  made  of  the  company's  books,  on  behalf 
of  the  Canadian  policy-holders,  and  when  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance). As  respects  most  of  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  In  the  bon.  gentleman's  question, 
the  government  have  no  official  Information, 
but  they  are  aware  of  tbe  reports  which 
-have  appeared  in  the  public  press  in  rela- 
tion to  the  affairs  of  the  company  men- 
tioned. Tbe  name  '  R.  B.  Angus '  in  the 
bon.  gentleman's  question  is  probably  a  mis- 
take, and  is  intended  to  refer  to  Hon.  A.  R. 
Angers.  That  gentleman,  who  had  a  claim 
against  the  company,  has  informed  the 
Superintendent  of  Insurance  that  he  has 
accepted  tbe  sum  of  $6,000  in  settlement  of 
his  claim.  The  government,  in  common  with 
-the  public  generally,  are  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  have  occurred  in  relation  to 
the  affairs  of  this  company,  but  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  any  special  investi- 
gation would  be  of  assistance  to  Canadian 
policy-holders.  The  legislation  of  last  ses- 
sion is  believed  to  afford  all  the  relief  that 
is  available.  Tbe  company's  license  to  do 
business  iu  Canada  was  renewed  under  the 
provisions  of  that  legislation,  the  conditions 
-of  which  have  been  complied  with  by  the 
•company. 


MOTIONS  AGREED  TO  WITHOUT  DIS- 
CUSSION. 

Return  showing  :  (1)  the  number  of  perma- 
nent appointments,  male  and  female,  respec- 
tively, made  to  tbe  Civil  Service  (inside  divi- 
sion) in  Ottawa,  since  July  1st,  1896  ;  (2)  the 
.present  strength  of  the  Civil  Service  in  Ottawa 
(inside  division)  permanent  staff,  specifying 
whether  male  or  female  ;  (3)  the  number  of 
temporary  employees,  male  or  female,  on  the 
pay-list  for  the  inside  division  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice at  Ottawa  for  January,  1905  ;  (4)  the  num- 
ber of  temporary  employees,  male  or  female, 
-appointed  since  July  1st,  1896  ;  (6)  In  addition 
to  the  permanent  and  temporary  clerks  at  pre- 
sent employed  in  the  public  service  in  Ottawa, 
the  number  of  artisans,  labourers,  or  other 
workmen  employed  at  Ottawa  during  the  month 
of  January,  and  showing  to  which  department 
these  men  are  attached. — Mr.  Sproule. 

Copies  of  all  memoranda  received  by  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and 
any  other  official  of  the  department,  since  Janu- 
ary 1st,  1904,  concerning  the  '  Lurcher  '  light- 
ship.— Mr.  Lewis — by  Mr.  Stockton. 

Return  giving  the  following  information  :— 1. 
The  stipulated  price,  in  each  case,  of  the  '  Lur- 
cher', and  of  the  '  East  Point,'  Antlcostl,  light- 
ships ;  (2)  the  additional  amounts  received  by 
the  contractors  in  respect  of  these  ships  ;  (3) 
any  further  expenditure  for  alterations,  repairs 
-and  renewals  Incurred  up  to  January  1st,  1905  ; 
(4)  the  dates,  according  to  contract,  the  said 
boats  were  to  be  completed  and  delivered  by 
the  contractors  ;  (6)  the  forfeit  stipulated  in 
the  contract  for  delay  of  delivery  ;  (6)  the  pen- 
alty named  against  the  contractors  for  failure 
to  complete  the  contract  within  the  time  limit. 
—Mr.  Lewis— by  Mr.  Stockton. 


Return  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  from  1st 
July,  1897,  to  30th  June,  1904,  of  the  expenditure 
on  capital  account  upon  the  Drummond  Counties 
Railway,  and  of  the  descriptions  of  work  and 
materials  for  which  auch  expenditure  was  made. 
— Mr.  Foster.  » 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, agreements,  reports,  &c,  in  connection  with 
the  taking  over  by  the  Dominion  government 
of  th«  Halifax  and  Esquimau  defences.— Mr. 
Foster. 

Copies  of  all  advertisements,  tenders,  con- 
tracts, plans,  specifications  and  papers  relating 
to  the  construction  of  the  several  sections  of 
the  Murray  Harbour  Branch  Railway. 

2.  Of  the  several  articles  of  rolling  stock  re- 
ferred to  at  page  2186  of  '  Hansard '  of  28th 
April,  1904,  supplied  on  capital  account  to  the 
aforesaid  railway  In  each  of  the  years  there 
mentioned  ;  with  the  prices  at  which  each 
article  was  charged  to  capital. 

3.  The  names  of  the  companies,  persons  or 
railways  from  which  each  such  article  was  ac- 
quired, and  the  price  therefor  ;  stating  if  the 
articles  were  new  or  second-hand. 

4.  The  use  to  which  each  such  article  was 
applied  when  acquired,  what  compensation  was 
received  for  such  use,  from  whom,  and  bow  the 
proceeds  were  applied. 

5.  Where  each  such  article  of  rolling  stock  Is 
now.  in  whose  use,  and  on  what  terms. — Mr. 
Barker — by  Mr.  Foster. 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence,  letters,  peti- 
tions, &c,  in  possession  of  the  government,  or 
any  member  or  official  thereof,  relating  to  land 
damages  claimed  by  Thomas  Curley,  Charles 
Mitchell  and  others,  of  Village  Oreen,  Prince 
Edward  Island,  for  lands  expropriated  for  the 
Murray  Harbour  branch  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway. — Mr.  A.  A.  McLean. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  and  Robert  Buchanan, 
Peter  Veregin,  Simeon  Rieben,  and  the  Domin- 
ion Lands  Office  at  Yorkton,  or  others,  relative 
to  the  claim  of  Ivan  Shukin  to  the  patent  for 
the  northwest  quarter  section  23,  township  31, 
R.  6,  to  2nd  M.;  and  to  any  cancellation  pro- 
ceedings in  connection  with  the  said  land. — Mr. 
Lake. 

GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  HER  COLONIES. 
— UNITED  IMPERIAL  PARLIAMENT. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES  (Victoria)  moved  : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  the  best 
interests  of  Canada  and  the  empire  at  large 
would  be  advanced,  and  the  peace,  progress  and 
prosperity  of  humanity  be  assured,  by  a  full 
partnership  union  of  Great  Britain  and  her 
colonies  ;  wherein  there  would  be  a  united 
Imperial  parliament,  empowered  to  deal  with 
inter-Imperial,  international,  commercial,  fin- 
ancial and  other  necessary  national*  problems  ; 
but  leaving  to  the  existing  parliaments  their 
present  powers,  functions,  control  of  tariff, 
and  other  matters  necessary  for  their  own  pur- 
pose. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker.  As  you  are  doubt- 
less aware  it  was  my  Intention  to  move  this 
motion  a  week  ago  to  day,  but  owing  to  the 
sad  death  of  the  hon.  member  for  Centre 
Toronto  (Mr.  E.  F.  Clarke)  a  number  of  us 
were  absent  from  the  House  to  pay  him 
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a  last  tribute  of  respect  by  attending  his 
funeral  In  Toronto.  No  one  regrets  the 
demise  of  our  good  friend  Mr.  Clarke  more 
than  I  do.  I  may  say  that  It  was  arranged 
be  should  second  the  motion  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  mdre  to-day,  and  bad  he  been 
spared  to  do  so,  I  am  sure  he  would  have 
d:8cbarged  that  duty  in  bis  usually  able  and 
enthusiastic  manner  whenever  the  interests 
or  the  British  Empire  were  concerned.  •  The 
u-otion  will  undoubtedly  suffer  owing  to  his 
loss. 

My  object  In  proposing  this  motion  Is 
more  educative  ;  more  to  bring  the  question 
before  parliament  and  the  country  than  to 
obtain  a  vote  at  the  present  time,  and  con- 
sequently it  is  not  my  intention  to  divide  the 
House.  In  studying  out  this  problem  I 
And  that  I  am  at  least  60  years  behind  some 
of  the  ablest  men  who  ever  adorned  the 
public  life  of  Canada.  The  Hon.  Joseph 
Howe,  one  of  the  greatest  of  Nova  Scotians, 
long  years  ago,  as  early  as  1862  ;  aye,  as 
early  as  1846,  took  a  Arm  stand  upon  this 
question  ;  he  wrote  : 

'  The  question  of  questions  for  us  all,  he  de- 
clared far  transcending  In  importance  any 
other  within   range   of   domestic  or  foreign 

politics,  is    not  how  a  province  or 

two  can  be  strengthened  by  a  fort  or  by  the 
expenditure  of  a  million  of  dollars,  but  how 
the  whole  empire  can  be  so  organized  and 
strengthened  as  to  command  peace  or  be  Im- 
pregnable in  war. 

I  quote  from  page  190,  vol.  2,  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Hon.  Joseph  Howe,  these 
words  from  an  address  delivered  on  the 
organization  of  the  empire  ; 

Of  course  if  they  expect  us  to  be  colonists 
for  ever,  and  make  no  provision  for  our  being 
anything  else,  upon  their  heads,  and  not  upon 
ours,  be  the  consequences  of  the  separation, 
which  when  this  is  apparent,  will  be  inevit- 
able. I  prefer  full  incorporation  with  them, 
in  one  great  empire,  free  participation  with 
them  in  its  good  and  evil  fortunes,  Its  perils 
and  its  distinctions.  All  this  I  believe  to  be 
practicable,  and  shall  not  despair  of  its  ful- 
filment. 

About  the  same  period,  the  Hon.  Joseph 
Howe  laid  down  au  argument  in  connection 
with  the  federation  of  Canada,  and  in  1851— 
some  of  us  were  not  born  then— he  portrayed 
what  would  result  from  the  fusion  of  Canada 
into  one  great  Dominion.    He  said  : 

Throwing  aside  the  more  bleak  and  Inhospit- 
able regions,  we  have  a  magnificent  country 
between  Canada  and  the  Pacific,  but  out  of 
which  five  or  six  noble  provinces  may  be 
formed,  larger  than  any  we  have,  and  present- 
ing to  the  hand  of  Industry,  and  to  the  eye  of 
speculation,  every  variety  of  resource,  climate 
and  soli.  With  such  territory  as  this  to  over- 
come, organize  and  Improve,  think  you  that  we 
shall  stop  even  at  the  western  bounds  of 
Canada  or  even  at  the  shores  of  the  Pacific  T 
Vancouver's  Island,  with  its  vast  coal  mea- 
sures lies  beyond.  The  beautiful  Islands  of  the 
Pacific  and  the  growing  commerce  of  the 
ocean,  are  beyond.  Populous  China  and  the 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


rich  east  are  beyond,  and  the  sails  of  our 
children's  children  will  reflect  as  familiarly 
the  sunbeams  of  the  south  as  they  now  have  the 
angry  tempests  of  the  north. 

The  maritime  provinces,  which  I  now  address, 
are  but  the  Atlantic  frontage  of  this  boundless 
and  prolific  region  ;  the  wharfs  upon  which 
Its  business  will  be  transacted  and  beside  which 
its  rich  argosies  are  to  lie.  Nova  Scotia  is 
one  of  these. 

Will  you  then  put  your  hands  unitedly,  with 
order,  Intelligence  and  energy  to  this  great 
work  ? 

Refuse  and  you  are  recreants  to  every  prin- 
ciple which  lies  at  the  base  of  your  country's 
prosperity  and  advancemsnt  ;  refuse  and  the 
Deity's  handwriting  upon  land  and  sea  Is  to 
you  unintelligible  language  ;  refuse  and  Nova 
Scotia  Instead  of  occupying  the  foreground, 
as  she  now  does,  should  have  been  thrown  back, 
at  least  behind  the  Rocky  mountains. 

God  has  planted  your  country  In  the  front 
of  this  boundless  region  ;  see  that  you  com- 
prehend its  destiny  and  resources  ;  see  that 
you  discharge  with  energy  and  elevation  of 
soul  the  duties  which  devolve  upon  you  In 
virtue  of  your  position.  Hitherto,  my  country- 
men, you  have  dealt  with  this  subject  in  a 
becoming  spirit,  and  whatever  others  may  think 
or  apprehend.  I  know  that  you  will  persevere 
in  that  spirit  until  our  objects  are  attained. 

I  am  neither  a  prophet,  nor  the  son  of  a 
prophet,  yet  I  will  venture  to  predict  that  in 
a  few  years  we  shall  make  the  journey  hence 
to  Quebec  and  Montreal,  and  home  through 
Portland  and  St.  John  by  rail,  and  I  believe 
that  many  In  this  room  will  live  to  hear  the 
whistle  of  the  steam  engine  in  the  passes  of 
the  Rocky  mountains,  and  to  make  the  journey 
from  Halifax  to  the  Pacific  In  five  or  six  days. 

The  prediction  of  Joseph  Howe  made  In 
1851  has  been  borne  out  to  the  letter  in  re- 
gard to  our  Dominion  ;  I  believe.  Sir,  the 
time  is  near  at  hand  when  his  aspirations 
will  also  be  given  effect  to  in  relation  to 
tl-e  unity  of  the  empire— a  full  confederation 
of  equal  partnership  between  all  parts  of 
the  empire.  Speaking  in  London,  England, 
on  July  8,  last,  the  Eight  Hon.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain said  : 

What  would  the  United  States  be  at  this  mo- 
ment If  the  several  colonies  had  remained 
separate  ?  I  believe  that  our  difficulties  In 
making  a  united  empire  are  not  greater  than 
those  with  which  Washington  and  Hamilton 
were  confronted. 

I  may  be  permitted  for  a  few  moments 
to  digress  in  order  to  observe  the  tendency 
of  civilization  in  national  affairs.  That 
trend  is  undoubtedly  towards  unity  ;  unity 
in  national  life  and  absolute  local  control  in 
local  affairs.  The  failure  of  the  great  em- 
pires of  the  past ;  such  as  the  Mado-Persian, 
the  Assyrian,  the  Grecian,  the  Homan,  the 
(Carthaginian— their  failure  was  because  that 
while  they  had  centralization  in  national 
life,  they  also  tried  to  have  centralization 
in  local  matters.  The  tendency  of  modern 
civilization  has  solved  the  problem  of  em- 
pire building.  Great  Britain  was  probably 
the  first  federation  of  nations,  and  had 
Great  Britain  divested  the  imperial  parlia- 
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ment  of  many  of  the  details  of  legislation 
which  it  possesses,  and  conferred  them  on 
England,  Scotland,  Ireland  and  Wales  by 
enlarging  the  powers  of  county  councils 
and  local  bodies,  not  national,  I  believe  the 
British  Federation  would  be  the  better  for  it 
to-day.  Then  we  have  as  an  example 
at  our  doors  the  federation  of  the  United 
states  of  America,  founded  on  the  cen- 
tralization of  national  affairs  with  abso- 
lute local  control  over  matters  of  local 
concern.  In  the  United  States  we  have 
that  form  of  government  worked  out  to  a 
marked  degree  of  success.  In  Canada  our 
own  Institutions  show  the  exemplification 
of  the  same  principle  ;  Germany  possesses 
a  similar  federation,  and  under  the  new 
constitution  the  Republic  of  France  has 
carried  out  to  a  very  larg  extent  the  same 
idea  of  centralization  of  national  affairs 
with  absolute  control  in  local  matters, 
long  years  ago  I  had  the  privilege  of  being 
a  school  teacher,  and  I  remember  that  on  an 
old  map  of  the  world,  England,  Ireland, 
Scotland,  Wales,  each  of  the  provinces  of 
Canada  and  each  outlying  colony  of  the 
empire  was  painted  in  a  different  colour.  As 
a  teacher,  I  sometimes  found  it  difficult  to 
make  it  clearly  understood  by  the  students 
that  these  were  all  part  and  parcel  of  the 
great  British  Empire.  So  one  Saturday  in 
my  leisure  hours  I  took  down  the  map  and 
painted  all  the  British  possessions  one 
colour— needless  to  say,  Sir,  that  that  colour 
was  red.  I  see  some  hon.  gentlemen  smil- 
ing ;  1  may  possibly  have  been  Indulging 
in  painting  some  other  things  red,  on  later 
occasions,  but  I  have  always  looked  back 
with  pleasure  at  that  old  map  of  the  empire. 
It  was  the  first  map  I  had  seen  In  which  all 
the  British  possessions  were  of  the  same 
colour,  and  from  that  time  onward  I  have 
lelt  that  had  these  British  colonies  remained 
legislatively  united  it  would  have  been  bet- 
t"v  for  the  empire  and  for  the  world  at  large 
today.  However,  there  is  no  use  regret- 
ting the  past ;  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  en- 
deavour to  make  improvements  In  the  future. 

At  the  outset  I  will  be  met  with  the  pro- 
position that  a  federation  of  Great  Britain 
and  the  colonies  is  absolutely  Impossible,  be- 
cause the  people  who  constitute  the  British 
Empire  are  not  of  one  race.  If  you  will  show 
me  any  great  nation  or  any  nation  which 
has  ever  existed  all  of  one  race,  I  will  show 
you  a  nation  that  Is  not  a  success.  England 
Is  made  up  of  many  divergent  nationalities; 
France  from  the  earliest  times  has  had  a 
mixed  population,  Latins,  Normans,  Celtic 
and  Teutonic,  all  united  and  clearly  trace- 
able at  the  present  hour  In  every  part  of 
France.  In  Switzerland  there  are  three  dif- 
ferent races,  the  Teutonic  or  German,  the 
French  and  the  Latin  or  Italian  In  the  south. 

Then  we  are  told  that  uniformity  of  lan- 
guage is  necessary.  I  need  not  go  beyond 
Canada  to  point  how  fallacious  such  ah  argu- 
ment is.  In  my  own  experience  In  travel- 
ling from  end  to  end  of  Canada  I  have  en- 


countered 22  or  23  different  languages,  but 
the  people  speaking  these  varying  tongues 
were  all  peaceable,  law-abiding  citizens,  each 
with  the  good  of  the  nation  at  heart,  striv- 
ing to  make  it  as  strong  and  noble  as  pos- 
sible. Neither  uniformity  of  race  nor  of 
language  is  essential  to  the  upbuilding  of  a 
country.  Others  will  say:  But  you  must 
all  be  of  one  creed.  I  notice  by  the  census 
returns  that  Canada  has  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  creeds,  I  think  somewhere  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  100,  the  United  States  have 
about  130  or  140,  and  in  the  British  Empire 
throughout  the  world  there  are  about  1,000 
creeds  that  are  recognized.  If  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  digress  I  would  say  that  I  always 
thank  the  Lord  for  the  great  number  of 
creeds,  the  more  there  are  the  less  danger 
there  is  of  any  one  of  them  becoming  In  the 
ascendant  and  the  less  danger  there  is  of 
persecution.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  nor 
do  I  think  that  any  one  will  consider  that 
creed  is  an  essential  element,  or  that  all 
people  of  a  nation  should  be  of  one  creed. 
But,  we  will  be  told :  You  must  abso- 
lutely have  all  these  nations  co-terminous  ; 
they  must  be  in  close  proximity  to  one  an- 
other or  you  cannot  build  an  empire.  They 
will  say  that  the  ocean  divides  us.  If  one 
passenger  starts  from  Halifax  or  Portland 
for  Vancouver  or  San  Francisco,  and 
another  steps  on  board  an  ocean  steamer 
at  either  of  these  Atlantic  ports  for 
Liverpool  there  will  be  little  differ- 
ence in  the  time  required  by  them  to 
reach  their  respective  destinations.  Tele- 
graphic communication  between  the  east- 
ern shores  of  North  America  and  the 
old  land  to-day  is  as  easy  as  It  is  between 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific.  While  the  oceans 
seemingly  separate  us  from  the  old  land 
they  really  unite  us.  Does  any  one  pretend 
to  say  that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would 
be  able  to  place  the  products  of  Its  North- 
west In  the  market  of  the  motherland  If  we 
had  to  traverse  the  entire  mileage  now  cov- 
ered by  ocean  on  land  ?  The  freight  rates 
would  make  transportation  Impossible. 
In  short,  the  ocean  is  a  bond  of 
union,  a  connecting  link  rather  than 
a  line  of  separation.  In  other  words, 
the  waterways  of  the  world  are  the  free 
man's  highways,  and  while  mergers  and 
capitalists  of  all  descriptions  may  control 
railroads  and  terminals  they  have  as  yet 
failed  to  control  the  ocean  highway.  As 
a  very  prominent  man  in  New  York  not  long 
since  told  me,  were  It  not  that  the  city  of 
New  York  Is  open  to  the  sea  so  that  steam- 
ships of  any  company  and  of  every  nation 
may  enter  the  harbour  and  keep  down  freight 
rates,  New  York  would  be  at  the  mercy  of 
a  few  railway  companies,  a  few  banking 
Institutions,  a  few  insurance  companies,  and 
a  couple  of  telegraph  companies.  He  pointed 
out  that  the  whole  commercial  life  of  New 
York  was  preserved  by  the  fact  that  the  city 
(les  by  the  ocean.  Therefore,  the  ocean  be- 
tween Canada,  Australia,  India,  South  Africa 
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and  the  motherland  are  really  bonds  of 
union  rather  than  dividing  lines. 

If  these  are  not  essential,  what  are  the 
essentials?  I  would  again  refer  to  speeches 
of  Hon.  Joseph  Howe  to  point  out  what  are 
the  essentials  of  nation  building.  In  the 
first  place  we  must  have  a  noble  manhood, 
we  must  in  addition  to  the  noble  man- 
hood have  a  certain  community  of  Interest. 
This  we  all  have.  The  motherland  buys 
what  we  produce  and  have  to  sell,  and  we 
consume  those  things  of  which  the  mother- 
land has  a  surplus.  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
entire  House  will  agree  with  the  statement 
that  for  whatever  product  we  choose  to 
name  from  any  colony  there  will  always  be 
found  a  market  either  in  the  motherland  or 
in  one  of  the  colonies. 

We  will  also  require  in  the  upbuilding  of 
a  nation  like  this  a  high  tone  in  national 
life,  and  above  all  things  we  must  have  that 
sentiment  without  which  no  home,  no  com- 
munity, no  nation  can  succeed— we  must 
have  the  sentiment  which  has  been  aptly 
expressed  in  the  words  in  reference  to  the 
old  British  flag: 

Tte  only  an  old  bit  of  bunting, 

Tis  only  an  old  coloured  rag, 
Tet  thousands  have  died  for  its  honour, 

And  shed  their  best  blood  for  the  flag. 

In  whatever  part  of  the  empire*  one  travels 
he  finds  that  old  sentiment  for  the  British 
flag,  emblematic  as  it  is  of  liberty,  law  and 
order.  He  finds  that  sentiment  strong  to- 
day. 

The  next  question  which  suggests  itself 
is:  Is  the  time  ripe  for  ihe  upbuilding  of 
the  empire,  for  the  full  federation  of  the 
empire  ?  I  think  the  first  minister  will  agree 
with  me  that  in  so  far  as  the  colonies  are 
concerned,  and  even  in  so  far  as  the  mother 
country  is  concerned,  the  time  Is  ripe.  Pub- 
lic sentiment  in  each  community  may  not 
always  be  ripe,  but  public  sentiment  in  each 
community  must  have  leaders.  The  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  the  premier  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier),  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden),  of  the  ex-Minister 
of  Finance  (Mr.  Foster)  are  being  quoted 
and  used  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  motherland  to-day.  I  find  also  ex- 
tracts, and  very  brilliant  extracts,  from  the 
speeches  of  the  present  Minister  of  Finance 
of  this  country  (Hon.  Mr.  Fielding)  in  favour 
of  a  full  and  closer  union  or  a  full  partner- 
ship union  between  Canada  and  the  mother- 
land. 

She  is  at  the  pinnacle  of  her  greatness. 
No  nation  has  ever  attained  a  higher  posi- 
tion. She  is  the  parent  of  responsible  gov- 
ernment, having  taught  the  nations  of  the 
earth  the  rights  of  man  and  the  proper 
methods  of  governing  humanity.  She  has 
reclaimed  nearly  one-half  of  the  world  and 
made  savage  and  waste  lands  teem  with 
plenty.  In  the  Soudan  alone,  in  the  few 
years  anterior  to  Britain's  acquisition  of  that 
country,  there  were  upwards  of  three  mil- 
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lion  natives  massacred  there  in  less  than 
ten  years— massacred  as  the  result  of  Inter- 
tribal conflicts  among  barbaric  and  semi- 
barbaric  people — but  since  Britain  has  ac- 
quired the  Soudan,  the  loss  of  life  has  been 
comparatively  small  and  that  country  to-day 
has  become  productive.  We  find  that  she 
has  attained  a  position  in  trade  and  com- 
merce and  manufacturing,  especially  inven- 
tions, unequalled  by  any  other  land  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  We  find  that  since 
responsible  government  was  established  bv 
Great  Britain  ia  the  year  1700,  the  world 
at  large  has  made  more  progress  than  in  all 
the  years  anterior  to  that  period.  But  above 
all  we  find  that  in  every  land,  as  well  as  in 
Britain  and  her  colonies,  the  spirit  of  British 
justice  is  glorified  and  the  spirit  that  is 
associated  with  the  term  British  justice  is 
taken  as  the  key  note  for  justice  every- 
where. Tet  strange  to  say,  in  spite  of  all 
this,  Great  Britain  seems  to  be  hated  by 
those  she  has  served  and  upbuilt.  They 
would  cripple  her  in  trade  and  prestige,  and, 
if  they  dared,  would  even  resort  to  war  in 
order  to  disrupt  her  empire  and  give  her 
an  inferior  place  among  the  nations  of  the 
world.  It  Is  well  known  to-day  that  in  the 
Transvaal,  the  secret  plan  of  European  coun- 
tries was  that  Britain  should  be  disrupted 
and  South  Africa  knocked  of  her  empire. 
It  is  well  understood  that  the  posseslson  of 
South  Africa  is  absolutely  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  British  Empire.  In 
1765,  when  Great  Britain  was  at  war  with 
all  Europe,  she  lost  about  1,700  vessels 
rounding  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  on  their 
way  to  India,  and  she  became  convinced  of 
the  necessity  of  having  large  coaling  stations 
and  depots  in  that  vicinity  in  order  to  main- 
tain her  possessions  in  South  Africa  and 
thus  keep  intact  the  integrity  of  the  empire. 

Her  colonies  are  now  growing  into  man- 
hood. They  are  loyal  to  the  core.  Their 
loyalty  was  shown  in  the  South  African  war. 
Although  the  colonies  had  no  part  in  the 
government  of  South  Africa  and  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  war  or  its  causes,  be  the 
latter  good  or  bad,  nevertheless  when  the 
call  for  arms  was  made  they  responded 
loyally  and  did  their  duty  feariessiy  and 
well.  The  colonies,  being  new,  are  filled 
with  a  resourceful  people,  whose  individu- 
ality is  rapidly  developing  and  the  individu- 
ality of  any  young  people  in  a  new  country 
is  always  a  great  force.  Our  young  pro- 
gressive people  are  animated  by  noble  aspir- 
ations for  the  future ;  and  if  a  union  does 
not  take  place  between  Great  Britain  and 
her  colonies,  rest  assured  the  fault  will  not 
lie  with  the  colonies,  but  with  the  mother 
land.  We  find  persons  occupying  public 
positions  in  Canada  and  the  empire  at  large 
predicting  for  Canada  one  of  the  five  follow- 
ing positions.  Many  claim  that  the  future 
destiny  of  the  Canadian  people  is  neces- 
sarily annexation  to  the  United  States. 
Others  say  that  Canada  will  become  either 
a  republic  or  a  monarchy.    In  the  latter 
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event,  I  do  not  know  where  we  would  get 
our  sovereign  unless  we  chose  to  elect  the 
First  Minister  or  the  Minister  of  Finance 
to  that  position.  Others  again  say  that  we 
should  remain  in  our  present  dependent 
position  but  build  up  our  own  army  and 
navy.  And  others  claim  that  we  should  not 
only  do  this  but  also  contribute  financially 
to  the  support  of  the  empire's  military  ser- 
vice. But  there  are  others,  with  whom  I  am 
glad  to  class  myself,  who  aspire  to  full 
partnership  and  union  with  the  mother 
country  in  all  matters  in  relation  to  war 
and  trade  and  politics  so  that  we  should 
"have  a  parliamentary  union  between  Great 
Britain  and  all  iier  colonies. 

In  order  that  the  present  position  of  mat- 
ters may  be  better  understood,  I  think  that 
a  litttle  resume  of  Great  Britain's  associa- 
tion with  the  continent  of  North  America 
will  not  be  out  of  place.  In  1776  and  for 
ten  years  anterior  to  the  rebellion  of  1776— 
in  other  words  the  war  of  independence — 
there  were,  according  to  eminent  American 
historians,  agitations  being  carried  on  by 
able  men  for  the  establishment  of  a  republic 
on  the  continent  of  North  America.  This 
was  backed  up  by  those  who  hud  been 
exiled  from  the  old  land  as  convicts,  be- 
cause in  those  days  Great  Britain  used 
many  of  the  present  states  of  the  union  as 
penal  settlements.  These  and  their  children 
were  filled  with  animosity  to  the  mother 
land,  and  heartily  joined  the  movement  for 
the  establishment  of  a  republic.  We  have 
had  recently  from  American  historians  of 
the  most  eminent  type  a  good  deal  of  data 
in  connection  with  this  movement.  They 
have  shown  that  for  ten  years  previous  to 
1776  there  was  a  tyrannical  and  aggressive 
movement  against  those  who  did  not  coin- 
cide in  "the  views  of  the  agitators,  which 
practically  amounted  to  Intimidation.  We 
find  that  this  movement  made  headway, 
due  in  great  measure  to  the  reluctance  of 
the  loyalists  to  make  a  quarrel.  We  all 
know  how  reluctant  people  are  to  attack  any 
public  movement  They  may  have  the  idea 
that  the  movement  has  for  its  object  some 
improper  end,  yet  they  will  hesitate  to  take 
action  to  stamp  it  out.  Therefore  anterior 
to  1776,  the  loyal  men,  who  could  have 
brought  the  British  government  to  a  sense 
of  its  duty,  hesitated  to  take  action  owing 
to  their  reluctance  to  bring  on  a  quarrel. 
Another  cause  which  gave  the  movement 
headway  was  the  weakness  which  leads  to 
making  compromises  with  and  concessions 
to  wrong.  It  is  all  right  to  observe  the  law 
of  compromises,  but  there  are  conditions 
under  which  the  law  of  compromises  or  the 
making  of  concessions  is  absolutely  contrary 
to  the  best  Interests  of  a  people.  It  is  now 
well  known  that  foreigners  engineered  the 
movement  in  the  United  States  and  that  the 
folly  and  neglect  of  the  British  government 
tended  undoubtedly  to  fan  the  agitation  into 
a  flame.  The  result  was  that  Great  Britain 
lost  one:half  of  the  North  American  conti- 


nent. The  next  period  in  the  history  of 
Britain's  rule  in  America  may  be  taken  as 
the  period  culminating  in  the  years  1837  and 
1838.  We  find  by  careful  examination  of 
history  to-day  that  for  ten  years  anterior 
to  1837  and  1838  an  agitation  had  been  going 
on  in  the  old  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Ganada.  In  Upper  Ganada  it  was  carried 
on  by  English  speaking  radicals  and  in 
Lower  Canada  by  French  speaking  radicals, 
and  we  find  that  the  end  aimed  at  was 
either  the  independence  of  Ganada  or  its 
annexation  to  the  United  States.  That  agi- 
tation was  also  advanced  by  the  acquisition 
of  foreign  gold.  The  object  aimed  at  was 
undoubtedly  to  disrupt  the  empire.  In  the 
agitation  were  men  of  considerable  ability, 
but  I  am  proud  to  say  that  many  of  those 
who  took  part  In  the  rebellion  afterwards 
became  among  the  most  loyal  subjects  of 
the  empire  and  proved  their  allegiance  to 
their  Queen  and  country  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  Passing  on  I  find  the  next  great 
movement  looking  towards  the  disruption 
of  Britain's  colonies  in  North  America  and 
their  separation  from  the  mother  land  began 
In  1886  and  continued  on  to  1896. 

The  movement  at  that  time  took  the  more 
plausible  guise  of  commercial  union,  un- 
restricted reciprocity,  continental  free  trade, 
and  other  notions  of  that  kind.  But  with 
the  acquisition  of  office  by  the  gentlemen 
engineering  this  movement— these  move- 
ments, rather,  for  they  were  as  varied  as 
the  weather — and  all  these  agitations  disap- 
peared ;  and  now  we  find  the  leaders  of 
these  movements  occupying  the  first  places 
In  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  the  country 
high  in  the  estimation  of  their  sovereign, 
labelled  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.M.G.,  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing— showing  what  transformation 
scenes  can  be  worked  in  the  drama  of  the 
empire's  life 

Many  believe  that  during  the  Boer  war 
there  was  another  critical  period  in  the  his- 
tory of  Canada's  connection  with  the 
motherland.  That  war  was  undoubtedly  the 
result  of  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the 
nations  of  the  earth  to  disrupt  the  empire. 
But,  when  the  time  for  action  came  they 
hesitated.  Britain  had  a  record  for  war, 
and  the  nations  did  not  care  to  incur  her 
anger.  As  I  have  pointed  out,  tlieir  idea 
was  that  the  war  would  lead  to  the  loss 
of  South  Africa,  and  this  to  the  loss  of  In- 
dia, and  so  to  the  breaking  up  of  the  empire 
and  the  encroachment  of  other  nations  upon 
British  territory.  We  find  that  at  that  time 
Canada  hesitated  to  do  her  part  in  having 
troops  go  to  the  assistance  of  the  empire. 
But,  after  due  consideration  the  First  Min- 
ister himself  gracefully  yielded,  and  the 
troops  left  Canadian  shores  and  took  ser- 
vice in  South  Africa. 

At  intervals  during  the  past  few  years, 
there  has  been  a  spasmodic  agitation  look- 
ing to  the  severance  of  the  ties  that  bind 
us  to  the  motherland.    For  instance  there 
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is  the  agitation  in  favour  of  Canada  mak- 
ing ber  own  treaties,  the  agitation  in  favour 
of  building  up  our  navy,  the  agitation  in 
favour  of  cutting  off  appeals  from  Canadian 
courts  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  the  agitation  In  favour  of 
having  no  imperial  general  officer  command- 
ing in  Canada.  And,  Sir,  the  endeavour 
was  made,  as  far  as  possible,  to  create  pre- 
judice throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Canada  against  Great  Britain  and  her 
judicial  tribunals  because  of  the  decision  in 
relation  to  the  Alaskan  boundary.  I  have 
regretted  that  this  matter  was  not  brought 
up  In  the  House,  for  then  an  opportunity 
would  have  been  afforded  to  remove  some 
of  the  prejudices  created  by  the  press  of 
this  country— not  alone  by  the  press  of  one 
party,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  but  by  a  large 
portion  of  the  press  of  both  parties,  carried 
away  by  misapprehension  as  to  the  true 
state  of  affairs.  Another  agitation  was  the 
endeavour  to  create  sympathy  for  the  Boers 
In  the  war.  And  another  of  these  agita- 
tions, strange  to  say,  was  for  the  removal 
of  the  Union  Jack  from  these  parliament 
buildings.  The  question  has  been  asked  In 
this  House  by  what  authority  the  grand  old 
Union  Jack  was  flying  over  the  parliament 
buildings  of  Canada.  This  shows  the  ex- 
tremes to  which  some  gentlemen  will  go. 
Then,  many  of  us  are  a  little  surprised  that 
there  should  be  such  an  endeavour  on  the 
part  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to 
bring  in  immigrants  of  outside  nationalities 
to  our  shores.  I  have  never  found  fault 
with  the  fact  of  a  movement  to  promote  Im- 
migration. But,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  go,  I  have  endeavoured  to  agitate  in 
favour  of  bringing  in  British  Immigrants 
rather  than  those  of  other  nations.  Many 
have  been  surprised  to  see  the  large  num- 
ber of  foreign  Immigrants,  for,  it  will  un- 
doubtedly be  three  or  four  generations  be- 
fore the  decendents  of  these  people  become 
real  Canadians  and  good  British  subjects. 
Many  have  regarded  with  more  or  less  sus- 
picion the  argument  in  favour  of  not  per- 
mitting Canadians  to  serve  the  empire  un- 
der arms  beyond  the  bounds  of  Canada.  We 
watch  these  things  with  more  or  less  sur- 
prise and  suspicion.  The  latest  movement 
of  this*  kind  is  that  of  Canada  securing 
from  the  imperial  government  control  of 
the  two  great  naval  stations,  Halifax  and 
Esquimalt.  I  shall  not  discuss  that  subject 
at  length,  but  only  say  that  I  do  not  en- 
dorse it,  as  I  am  satisfied  that  it  does  not 
tend  In  the  direction  of  upbuilding  the  em- 
pire and  strengthening  Canada's  connection 
with  the  motherland.  In  1871,  when  Bri- 
tain partially  withdrew  her  forces  from  the 
continent  of  North  America,  she  banded 
over  to  Canada  munitions  of  war  valued  at 
$4,350,000  as  a  present.  She  has  also 
handed  over  11,718  acres  of  land  situated 
lu  strategic  and  central  positions  throughout 
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the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country.  Now, 
Britain  seems  to  have  handed  over  her  re- 
maining stations  on  this  continent,  Halifax 
and  Eequimalt.  This,  I  say,  I  regret.  I 
shall  quote  again  from  that  staunch  old 
statesman,  old  Joseph  Howe,  to  show  that 
away  back  in  1862,  he  foresaw  the  danger 
and  took  the  line  then  which  I  am  endeav- 
ouring to  follow  to-day.  In  1862  Mr.  Howe 
addressed  a  notable  letter  to  Right  Hon.  C. 
B.  Adderley,  in  which  he  deprecated  the 
plan  of  each  section  of  the  empire  trying  to 
defend  itself,  and  insisted  most  strongly  on 
the  propriety  and  necessity  of  unity  In 
defence. 

He  did  not  believe  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
friends  of  the  empire,  but  the  policy  of  its  ene- 
mies to  attempt  to  divide  its  forces  ;  the  task 
of  its  friends  was  to  unite  and  combine. 

It  I  understand  your  argument,  you  would 
have  halt  a  hundred  little  standing  armies, 
scattered  all  over  the  globe,  paid  out'  of  fifty 
treasuries,  and  with  uniforms  as  various  as 
were  the  colaurs  in  Joseph's  coat,  with  no  cen- 
tre of  union,  no  common  discipline,  no  provision 
for  mutual  succor  and  support. 

Further  Mr.  Howe  said  : 

I  would  have  one  army  that  could  be  massed 
within  a  few  days  or  weeks  on  any  point  of  th« 
frontier,  moved  by  one  head,  animated  by  one 
spirit,  paid  from  one  treasury.  Into  this  army 
I  would  incorporate  as  many  of  the  colonial 
militia  as  were  required  to  take  the  field  in  any 
province  that  might  be  attacked,  and,  from  the 
moment  they  were  so  incorporated,  they  should 
be  moved,  paid  and  treated  as  one  imperial 
force. 

These  sentiments,  long  ago  expressed  by 
Joseph  Howe,  I  am  satisfied  represent  the 
true  patriotic  position  for  the  empire  to  as- 
sume. And,  if  these  words  are  true  of  an 
army,  bow  much  more  are  they  true  of  a 
navy.  I,  therefore,  would  deprecate  this 
latest  movement  of  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada taking  over  Halifax  and  Esquimalt  and 
carrying  out  the  policy  which  Howe  op- 
posed many  years  ago  and  which  those  who 
truly  understand  the  position,  I  believe,  will 
deprecate  to-day. 

But,  Sir,  all  attempts  to  disrupt  the  old 
empire  havo  failed,  and  I  am  satisfied  all 
will  fail.  A  short  time  ago  I  was  convers- 
ing with  a  very  eminent  American  states- 
man. We  were  passing  along  the  street 
in  the  city  of  Toronto.  In  one  of  the  shop 
windows  was  a  very  handsome  portrait  of 
Her  late  Most  Gracious  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria.  This  American  said  to  me,  '  That 
women  has  done  more  good  than  any  hu- 
man being  that  ever  lived,  and  she  holds  a 
place  in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  even  far  beyond  that  which 
she  held  in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  the 
British  empire.  They  regarded  her  as  the 
noblest  woman  that  ever  lived.'  And  he 
went  on  in  this  line.  Then  I  drew  his  at- 
tention to  King  Edward,  and  asked  him  the 
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opinion  of  the  American  people  of  the  pre- 
sent Sovereign,  and  he  said,  they  were  all 
agreeably  surprised  and  delighted  to  find 
that  he  was  turning  out  such  a  great  ruler 
and  statesman,  and  he  added,  '  If  you  peo- 
ple of  the  British  empire  furnish  the  world 
with  another  such  example  as  these  two 
sovereigns,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  by 
the  time  his  rule  is  over  we  of  the  United 
States  will  be  prepared  to  undo  our  Act  of 
1776  and  ask  to  be  readmitted  to  the  em- 
pire.' 

Now,  Sir,  the  first  position  I  shall  briefly 
discuss  is  annexation.  I  shall  not  enter  into 
details  further  than  to  point  out  a  few  lead- 
ing considerations.  Many  who  advocate 
annexation  claim  that  'we  would  thereby 
avoid  any  extravagant  expenditure  in  mili- 
tary matters  ;  that  we  would  never  become 
responsible  for  Britain's  wars  or  for  expen- 
ditures connected  with  her  wars  ;  but  if 
we  were  annexed  to  the  United  States,  a 
republic  and  a  free  people,  we  would  not 
be  put  to  any  of  these  great  costs  for  war. 
Let  me  examine  these  contentions.  In  the 
flrst  place,  we  would  be  in  the  back  field  on 
the  farm,  our  farmers  would  be  worse  off, 
and  would  not  be  enjoying  the  same  advan- 
tages as  the  agriculturists  of  the  United 
States.  From  a  material  view  point,  you 
will  find  that  the  advantage  of  being  near 
large  centres  of  population  is  increased  from 
10  to  20  per  cent.  Farmers  are  paid  better 
prices,  they  obtain  goods  cheaper  when  they 
live  near  large  centres  than  when  they  live 
in  the  outlying  districts.  Therefore,  Canada 
should  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  being  the 
backfield  of  the  farm.  Next,  in  relation  to 
military  expenditures,  take  last  year,  when 
there  was  no  war  going  on,  the  United 
States  spent  on  her  army  $115,035,411 ;  on 
her  navy,  $102,965,102  ;  on  nrmy  pensions. 
$142,550,266,  or  a  total  of  $360,541,779.  That 
was  the  sum  paid  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States  last  year  for  war  and  war  purposes, 
and  that  does  not  include  the  interest  on 
the  war  debt  for  wars  previously  conducted. 
Exclusive  of  interest,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  paid  per  head  last  year  $4.50 
for  war  and  war  purposes.  I  gave  the 
figures  on  this  Bubject  on  another  occasion 
last  year,  I  gave  them  in  detail,  I  will  now 
give  them  in  general  totals.  The  United 
States  have  paid  for  wars  and  war  purposes, 
from  1790  up  to  the  present  time,  $16,877,- 
000,000  ;  whereas  the  wars  of  Great  Britain 
in  all  parts  of  the  world  during  the  same 
period  only  amounted  to  some  $13,000,000,- 
000.  in  other  words,  the  United  States  has 
spent  for  war  and  war  purposes  in  the  last 
120  years,  in  round  numbers,  $4,000,000,000 
more  than  the  British  empire  has  paid.  In 
this  connection,  Edward  Atkinson,  of  Bos- 
ton, a  well-known  writer  upon  economical 
subjects,  in  his  last  pamphlet,  says  : 

On  the  26th  of  January,  1904,  I  again  pub- 
lished an  analysis  of  the  expenditure  for  the 
year  1903,  with  an  estimate  continued  to  June 
30th,  1904,  based  upon  official  figures.  I  then 
proved  that  on  the  30th  of  June,  1904,  the  cost 


of  war  and  warfare  for  seven  years  would  prove 
to  have  been  one  thousand  million  dollars  ($1,- 
000,000,000)  in  excess  of  the  normal  cost  of  sup- 
porting the  government  of  the  United  States 
during  the  previous  twenty  (20)  years  at  the 
rate  of  five  dollars  (35)  per  head.  My  computa- 
tion that  the  cost  of  the  war  and  warfare  to 
June  30th,  1904,  would  prove  to  be  one  thousand 
million  dollars  ($1,000,000,000),  was  an  under- 
estimate. It  very  nearly  reached  the  sum  of 
ten  hundred  and  forty  million  dollars  ($1,040,- 
000,000).   The  end  is  not  yet. 

On  page  22  of  the  same  pamphlet  he 
says : 

The  excess  of  expenditure  on  war  and  warfare 
over  1882-9  during  the  eight  years  under  Presi- 
dents McKinley  and  Roosevelt  has  been  over 
$1,500,000,000. 

That  Is  the  excess  of  expenditure  in  these- 
eight  years  alone.  And  this  is  the  nation 
to  which  our  anti-military  friends  would 
wish  Canada  to  be  annexed  in  order  to 
avoid  taxation  for  military  and  war  pur- 
poses. If  Canada  were  part  and  parcel  of 
the  United  States  to-day,  her  contribution 
for  war  and  war  purposes,  instead  of  being 
the  paltry  sum  of  $2,500,000,  would,  on  the 
pro  rata  population,  be  upwards  of  $30,- 
000,000  ;  that  is  the  sum  we  would  have 
had  to  pay  last  year  If  we  were  a  part  of 
the  United  States  ;  and  this  year  I  believe 
the  expenses  are  to  run  higher.  When  we 
consider  the  growing  sentiment  of  the  United 
States  In  favour  of  closer  connection  with 
the  empire,  I  think  we  may  fairly  dismiss 
from  our  minds  the  idea  of  annexation  to 
the  United  States  finding  any  considerable 
foothold  in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  RALPH  SMITH.  Who  wants  annex- 
ation ?   Where  is  the  sentiment  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  saying  that 
the  sentiment,  which  was  strong  and  which' 
Is-  sometimes  found  in  the  hearts  of  certain 
persons,  has  ho  basis  in  reason,  particularly 
on  financial  grounds.  But  that  sentiment, 
whatever  there  was  of  it,  has  vanished,  as- 
well  as  the  policy  of  the  leaders  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  own  party  in  favour  of  conti- 
nental free  trade,  commercial  union  and  un- 
restricted reciprocity,  the  only  result  of 
which  policy,  if  it  had  been  carried  out, 
would  have  been  the  annexation  of  this 
country  to  the  United  States.  Another  pro- 
position that  we  sometimes  hear  Is  that  of 
independence — and  perhaps  my  hon.  friend 
will  say,  Who  wants  independence  ?  But  I 
want  to  tell  him  that  the  signs  of  the  time 
indicate  that  there  are  many  who  favour 
independence.  In  the  flrst  place.  I  may  say 
that  the  configuration  of  Canada  positively 
debars  it  from  ever  being  an  independent 
nation.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
as  between  annexation  on  the  one  hand  and 
the  Independence  of  Canada  on  the  other.  I,, 
as  a  resident  of  the  province  of  Ontario, 
would  hold  up  both  hands  in  favour  of  an- 
nexation to  the  United  States  In  preference 
to  Canadian  independence.    We  have  one- 
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community  here  on  the  east  separated  from 
a  community  in  the  far  west,  and  there  is  no 
use  disguising  the  fact  that  the  rocky  region 
to  the  north  of  Lake  Superior  will  never  be 
thickly  populated  ;  in  other  words,  Canada 
will  be  of  a  pismire  shape,  as  Hon.  Joseph 
Howe  long  ago  pointed  out,  and  ultimately 
the  great  west  wonld  throw  in  its  lot  with 
the  people  to  the  south,  and  the  east  would 
form  a  community  by  themselves.  The  great 
bond  of  union  in  Canada  to-day  is  not  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  is  not  the  new 
Transcontinental  Railway,  is  not  the  fact 
that  we  have  any  great  immunity  of  in- 
terest, so  much  as  It  is  that  the  British  flag 
floats  over  the  entire  country  from  the  At- 
lantic to  the  Pacific  ocean.  Militarism  under 
Canadian  independence — where  would  the 
gentlemen  who  stand  in  such  mortal  terror 
of  militarism  find  themselves  ?  We  would 
either  have  to  lie  under  the  protection  of  the 
United  States  or  we  would  have  to  protect 
ourselves.  Had  we  been  part  of  the  United 
States  last  year,  had  we  paid  per  head  the 
same  as  the  people  of  the  United  States 
paid,  the  cost  to  this  country,  as  I  have  al- 
ready shown,  would  have  been  upwards  of 
$30,000,000,  instead  of  the  $2,500,000.  If  we 
were  independent,  the  necessary  expendi- 
tures for  building  up  a  fleet  and  protecting 
our  commerce — and  Canada  stands  high  in 
the  commercial  world — would  be  away  up 
in  the  hundreds  of  millions  ;  the  necessary 
cost  for  defences  on  the  sea  const  would  be 
away  up  in  the  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars,  and  the  necessary  cost  for  the  rifles 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  says  he  wishes  to 
see  in  the  hands  of  every  able-bodied  man 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  would  be  away 
up  iu  the  fifty  or  sixty  millions  of  dollars,  not 
counting  anything  at  all  for  any  other  Inci- 
dental expenses  in  connection  with  it.  Were 
Canada  independent  to-day,  to  place  her- 
self on  a  footing  to  be  compared  with  any 
second-class  nation  in  the  world,  she  would 
have  to  go  to  an  immediate  expenditure 
away  up  in  the  hundreds  of  millions.  With 
her  immense  frontier,  with  her  shipping 
trade  and  her  coast  line,  Canada  would 
find  herself  confronted  with  all  that  ex- 
pense ;  and,  if  so,  what  would  we  have  and 
what  would  we  be  ?  I  saw  in  '  Hansara ' 
the  other  day  that  one  of  the  hon.  members 
from  the  maritime  provinces  asked  a  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  concerning  some 
Canadian  sailors  who  were  imprisoned  in 
Uruguay,  and  who  had  been  lying  there  for 
some  time.  Suppose  Canada  were  independ- 
ent, how  would  we  reach  them  '1  Send  down 
the  gun-boat  '  Canada  '  ?  My  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence  (Sir 
Frederick  Borden),  I  am  afraid,  would  have 
to  turn  out  his  army  and  go  down  there. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Send  down  the 
'  Minnie  M.' 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGnES.    The  'Minnie  M.' 
would  not  reach  that  port.    She  only  goes 
to  ports  where  there  is  no  danger. 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


Mr.  FOSTER.    She  is  in  dry  dock. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  What  would  be  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  case  Canada  were  in- 
dependent ?  In  the  first  place  it  would 
cost  millions  of  dollars  more  than  Canada 
would  be  entitled  to  pay  as  part  of  the 
British  Empire  for  many  years,  and  we 
would  find  ourselves  confronted  with  sim- 
ilar conditions  in  other  parts  of  world.  I 
venture  to  say  that  within  a  short  time 
after  that  question  was  asked  the  other 
day  communication  was  had  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment with  the  old  mother  country  and  that 
to-day  a  man  of  war  Is  sailing  around  Uru- 
guay demanding  of  the  ruler— I  do  not  keep 
myself  posted  on  those  gentlemen  ;  I  do 
not  know  whether  be  is  an  emperor  or  a 
president,  but  whatever  he  may  be,  no 
doubt  there  is  a  man  of  war  sailing  around 
the  shores  of  Uruguay  demanding  repara- 
tion for  the  Canadian  boys  who  are  impri- 
soned in  that  place.  It  Is  much  cheaper 
for  Canada  to  have  the  old  motherland  do 
it,  to  have  the  British  taxpayer  foot  the 
bill,  than  to  undertake  the  job  for  our- 
selves, and  It  is  far  safer. 

More  than  that ;  they  say  that  the  United 
States  will  protect  us,  that  she  has  as- 
sumed the  sovereignty  of  this  continent  Did 
any  one  ever  know  of  the  United  States  giv- 
ing something  for  nothing.?  I  never  did  and 
if  the  United  States  were  to  look  after  our 
Interests  make  no  mistake  about  it,  Canada 
would  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  it  very  dear- 
ly. Furthermore,  the  spirit  of  Canadians  is 
such  that  they  will  not  be  protected  by  the 
United  States.  A  new  country  like  this 
should  be  made  up  of  a  high  spirited  and 
independent  people  who  would  decline  to 
be  protected,  who  would  be  prepared  to 
stand  up  for  their  interests  without  being 
uuder  the  protection  of  the  United  States 
on  any  occasion.  In  the  acquisition  of 
the  two  little  naval  stations  at  Halifax 
and  Esquimalt  merely  paying  the  amount 
$2,000,000  a  year  for  the  maintenance  of 
these  positions,  not  paying  for  the  build- 
ing of  the  forts,  nor  for  the  placing 
of  the  guns,  nor  for  any  of  the  other  things 
which  have  involved  millions  of  dollars  of 
expenditure  Canada  is  doing  something  mag- 
nanimous. If  we  had  to  construct  these 
works,  to  provide  guns  and  to  construct 
battleships  necessary  to  protect  our  com- 
merce in  all  parts  of  the  world,  what  would 
the  cost  be  t  To-day  I  regret  that,  it  being 
Monday,  there  are  a  number  of  members 
who  have  not  yet  arrived.  However,  I  trust 
that  they  will  take  this  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  most  ardent  advocate  of  indepen- 
dence to  be  found  in  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada, if  he  examines  the  question  calmly  and 
dispassionately,  will  cast  it  Into  the  waste 
paper  basket  of  his  political  life  and  will 
stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the  rest  of 
us  in  the  upbuilding  of  the  old  land.  The 
lowest  sum  that  I  can  figure  out,  putting 
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it  as  radically  low  as  possible,  that  Can- 
ada would  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  the 
next  thirty  years,  were  she  independent, 
would  be  from  $60,000,000  to  $100,000,000  a 
year  in  order  to  place  her  on  a  par  with 
the  commonest  second-class  nation  of  the 
world.  I  have  prepared  here  a  table  show- 
ing the  shipping  of  100  tons  and  upwards, 
Lloyd's  register  1904-5,  giving  the  net  ton- 
nage, the  cost  of  defence,  the  population 
and  trade  of  each  country.  It  is  a  long  table 
and  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
will  refer  to  a  few  of  the  figures  in  con- 
nection therewith  and  will  then  band  it  in, 
if  it  is  satisfactory,  to  the  House.  This  in- 
formation is  collected  from  the  best  Amer- 
ican and  English  returns.  I  may  say  that 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government 
has  before  to-day  asked  the  permission  of 
the  House  to  do  this,  and  it  has  been 
granted  : 


"A 


a  2 


Argentina  ;  88 

Australasia   454i 

Austria-Hungary..  685' 

Brazil  i  163 

Chili   1081 

Denmark  i  597! 

France  '  1,693 

Germany  |  3,369 

Greece  i  40l! 

Italy  ,  1,187 

Mexico                   i  23 

Netherlands   687] 

Norway  ,  1,717] 

Portugal   99; 

Roumania   19 

Sweden  |  75ll 

Canada   6831 

United  States   3,849 

Great  Britain   15,391i 


9 

i4,516 
4,442 
69,003 
38,879 
8,685 
9,638 
204,455 
164,000 
5,402 
81,811 
6,713 
16,176 
5,298 
10,618 
8,328 
13,248 
2,524 
360,000 
314,000 


.2  3 


4,794 
4,740 
45,000, 

I4,ooo: 

3,050 
2,404 
39,000 
56,000 
2,433; 
32.4751 
13,604 
5,263' 
2,239 
5,428' 
5,912 
5,175 
5,3711 
SO.OOOi 
42,000 


8 

281,600 
874,000 
750,000 
300,000 
112,000 
218,000 
2,488,000 
2,689,000 
47,000 

iyr>,iioo 

118,000 
1,513,000 
123,000 
93,000 
129,000 
251,000 
467,064 
2,500,000 
4,700,000 


Canada  ranks  ninth  amongst  these  na- 
tions in  tonnage  and  shipping.  She  ranks 
last  in  expenditure  for  defensive  purposes 
on  her  army  and  navy.  She  ranks  eleventh 
in  population,  and  ninth  in  trade.  A  brief 
comparison  :  Canada  has  a  shipping  tonnage 
of  683,000  tons  ;  the  Netherlands  has  a  ton- 
nage of  687,000  tons.  Canada  spends  for 
defence  $2,524,000  ;  the  Netherlands  spends 
for  defence  $16,176,000.  Canada  has  a  po- 
pulation of  5,371,000 ;  the  Netherlands  has 
a  population  of  5,263,000.  Then,  we  find 
that  Canada  pays  not  much  over  one-eighth 
of  what  the  people  of  the  Netherlands  pay 
for  defensive  purposes.  Then,  let  us  take 
Chili,  which  is  a  South  American  Republic, 
entirely  out  of  the  range  of  war.  Chili  has 
108,000  tons  of  shipping,  an  expenditure  for 
war  purposes  of  $8,695,000,  and  a  popula- 


tion of  3,050,000.  Argentina  has  a  tonnage 
of  188,000,  a  war  payment  of  $14,516,0000 
nnd  a  population  of  4,794,000.  Denmark 
lias  a  tonnage  of  597,000,  an  expenditure  of 
$S*,638,000  for  war  purposes,  a  population 
of  2,464,000,  and  a  total  trade  of  $218,000,- 
000.  Comparisons  with  all  these  nations 
do  not  redound  to  the  advantage  of  our  own 
country,  and  they  show  that  we  are  sitting 
here  in  this  Dominion  supinely  letting  the 
British  taxpayer  foot  our  bills. 

The  figures  of  Canada  and  United  States 
tonnage  do  not  include  the  wooden  vessels 
on  the  great  lakes,  nor  do  the  British  figures 
include  the  small  coasting  vessels  ;  Austra- 
lasia includes  New  Zealand. 

Among  all  these  nations  Canada  alone 
spends  nothing  for  war  purposes.  Jf  Can- 
ada were  independent,  she  must  keep  pace 
with  the  United  States  ;  we  would  have  to 
do  our  share  or  the  United  States  would  not 
protect  us.  Either,  we  would  become  an- 
nexed to  that  country  or  we  would  have  to 
undertake  an  enormous  immediate  expendi- 
ture for  defence.  The  question  may  pro- 
perly be  asked  :  Why  should  we  do  anything 
that  would  involve  a  great  expenditure  for 
such  a  small  concern  when  we  can  get  along 
much  better  at  a  small  expense  for  a  great 
concern  ? 

The  next  proposition  is  that  we  should 
remain  under  the  British  flag,  but,  control 
our  own  army  and  navy.  That  is  not  open 
to  discussion.  It  is  a  humiliating  position, 
for  a  great  people.  I  could  easily  show 
the  weakness  of  such  a  position  as  re- 
gards defence  purposes,  as  regards  the 
upbuilding  of  a  nation  and  as  regards 
fair-play  and  the  adjustment  of  the  cost. 
The  proposition  to  remain  under  the  British 
flag  while  at  the  same  time  contributing 
to  imperial  defence  may  pass  without 
•comment,  because  that  principle  of  tax- 
ation, direct  or  indirect,  without  represent- 
ation would  not  commend  itself-  to  Canad- 
ians. There,  therefore,  only  remains  the  one 
proposition  of  a  full  partnership  union. 
There  are  a  few  objections  occasionally 
raised  to  this  idea,  but  their  refutation  is  self 
evident  and  I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
wfth  any  remarks  on  that  point.  In  favour 
of  a  full  partnership  union  we  have  the 
tendency  during  many  years  towards  union 
rnd  amalgamation  in  our  national,  our  geo- 
graphical, our  political  and  our  commercial 
life.  The  old  fear  that  you  cannot  success- 
fully manage  large  concerns,  disappears  In 
the  light  of  history.  When  the  Republic  of 
the  United  States  was  proclaimed,  It  was 
declared  that  it  could  not  last  for  any  time; 
so  with  the  union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, and  so  with  all  the  federations  which 
have  become  successful  in  history,  but, 
they  have  all  dissipated  the  fears  entertain- 
ed at  their  birth.  History  shows  that  com- 
binations of  great  peoples  have  tended  to 
the  advancement  of  humanity.  In  the  British 
Isles  the  combination  of  the  great  races 
Las  made  that  country  what  she  Is  to-day. 
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I  need  not  point  out  to  the  House  that  this 
movement  which  I  propose,  would  bring 
peace  and  prosperity  to  the  empire  and  to 
the  whole  world  as  well.  It  would  do  away 
with  the  necessity  for  the  great  expendi- 
tures now  made  by  different  nations  on 
their  armies  and  navies.  In  our  own  coun- 
try we  have  a  great  many  of  our  young 
men  familiar  with  the  English  and  Ger- 
man languages,  the  English  and  French  lan- 
guages, the  English  and  Russian  languages, 
and  these  young  men  would  take  their  places 
in  tilling  the  commercial  agencies  and  con- 
sular agencies  and  ambassadorial  positions 
in  various  parts  of  the  world. 

An  hon.  MEMBER  What  about  the 
Gaelic  . 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  They  say  Gaelic 
was  the  language  of  the  Garden  of  Eden  as 
it  is  the  language  of  '  the  superior  regions  ', 
but  I  do  not  know  to  what  country 
we  could  send  a  Gaelic  speaking  am- 
bassador unless  we  could  translate  him 
beyond  this  earthly  sphere.  This  full 
partnership  union  would  tend  to  do 
away  with  the  race  and  creed  prejudices 
which  we  find  agitating  not  only  Canada, 
but  agitating  the  motherland  at  times.  Jus- 
tice would  be  assured  in  every  corner  of 
the  empire  ;  freight  rates  would  be  lessened 
and  immigration  to  Canada  would  be  en- 
couraged. Let  me  point  out  that  since  1871, 
4,159,922  Britishers  left  the  shores  of  Britain 
for  the  United  States,  while  only  708,000 
came  to  Canada,  833,000  went  to  Australia, 
and  055,000  to  other  parts  of  the  world. 
Under  federal  union,  the  aim  of  the  mother- 
land would  be  to  encourage  her  children  to 
emigrate  to  her  colonies  rather  than  to 
foreign  lands,  and  Instead  of  the  United 
States  getting  4,000,000  Britishers  and  Can- 
ada only  700,000,  these  figures  would  soon 
be  reversed.  This  full  partnership  union 
would  secure  to  Canada  the  trade  of  supply- 
ing the  motherland  which  is  now  in  the 
hands  of  foreigners.  In  1903  Great  Britain 
imported  goods  from  foreign  countries  to 
the  value  of  $2,100,000,000,  while  from  the 
colonies  she  imported  only  to  the  value  of 
$560,000,000.  Of  this  foreign  trade  $600, 
000.000  dollars  worth  was  of  manufac- 
tured articles  while  the  colonies  only 
supplied  $70,000,000  worth.  Of  this  foreign 
trade  $620,000,000  were  for  raw  mate- 
rials and  articles  mainly  manufactures, 
while  from  the  colonies  Great  Britain 
onlv  took  $240,000,000.  Of  this  foreign 
trade  $900,000,000  went  for  food  and  drink 
and  tobacco,  and  the  colonies  only  secured 
$253,000,000  worth  of  it.  Britain  Imported 
from  France  last  year  $250,000,000  worth  of 
goods  most  of  which  might  have  come  from 
Canada,  anl  Britain  taxes  herself  millions 
against  French  and  German  and  Russian 
aggression  while  it  is  needless  to  say  she 
has  not  to  tax  herself  one  dollar  against 
Canadian  aggression.  Britain  imported  from 
Germany  last  year  goods  to  the  value  of 
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$172,000,000,  a  large  portion  of  which  might 
have  come  from  Canada.  Britain  imported 
from  Holland  last  year  $173,000,000  worth  of 
butter,  cheese  and  dairy  products,  all  of 
which  would  have  come  from  Canada  and 
under  a  full  partnership  union  it  undoubted- 
ly would  have  come  from  Canada  and 
the  other  colonies.  England  imported  from 
Russia  last  year  goods  to  the  value  of 
$155,000,000,  all  of  which  might  have 
come  from  Canada  and  Russia  we  may  say 
is  the  arch  enemy  of  Britain.  An  estimate 
has  been  made  that  if  the  British  and  colon- 
ial workmen  had  produced  only  twenty-five 
per  cent  of  the  manufactured  articles  import- 
ed into  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  yearly, 
there  would  not  be  a  pauper  In  the  empire. 
Britain  imported  from  foreign  countries  last 
year  $175,000,000  of  grain  and  flour  and 
from  the  colonies  only  $75,000,000  worth. 
Britain  imported  meat  products,  animals 
&c,  from  foreign  countries  to  the  value  of 
$195,000,000  last  year  and  from  the  colonies 
only  $55,000,000  worth.  Of  eggs,  butter 
and  cheese,  Britain  imported  $255,000,000 
from  foreign  countries,  and  only  $60,000,000 
from  her  colonies.  Under  full  partnership 
union,  Britain's  colonies  could  have  supplied 
her  with  the  entire  bill,  and  who  will  deny 
that  if  such  a  result  follow.ed,  there  would 
not  be  greater  prosperity  in  the  empire. 
Canada  supplied  only  $95,000,000  worth  out 
of  the  $200,000,000  of  food  products  import- 
ed by  Great  Britain,  whereas  under  a  full 
partnership  union  Canada  would  have  se- 
cured the  greater  part  of  this  trade. 

There  would  undoubtedly  be  a  great 
growth  of  population  in  Canada  ;  it  would 
secure  to  Great  Britain  and  the  colonies  the 
trade  of  the  various  British  possessions  and 
protectorates.  In  the  past  there  has  always 
been  the  open  door  In  these  regions  and  all 
the  nations  of  the  world  have  had  the  same 
access  to  these  markets  as  has  Great  Britain, 
although  Britain's  soldiers  and  Britain's 
money  have  brought  these  lands  under  civil- 
ization. The  other  nations  that  have  not 
contributed  one  dollar  to  this  purpose  have 
now  the  same  trade  rights  as  Britain  in  those 
lands.  Under  a  full  partnership  union  this 
free  access  would  be  denied  by  Great 
Britain  to  other  nations.  If  this  policy  were 
carried  out  it  would  compel  other  nations 
to  grant  Britain  fairer  tariff  privileges.  I 
need  not  go  into  details  of  how  it  would 
affect  the  empire  from  a  military  point  of 
view.  It  would  reduce  the  cost  of  war  to 
a  minimum  and  guard  us  against  foreign 
aggression. 

Let  us  see  of  what  the  British  empire 
would  consist  under  a  full  union. 

Area.  Population, 
1904. 

Great  Britain  and  Ireland..  121,000  42,790,000 
European  possession,  other  121  200,000 
Asiatic  sossesslons — 

Cyprus   3,590  250,000 

India,  &c   1,900.000  300,000,000 

Ceylon  and  Maldives..  ..  26,000  3,600,000 
Eastern  Asia   2,000  1,000,000 
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Area.  Population, 
1904. 

Africa,  South                       1.238,000  6.300,000 

West                              600,000  33,000,000 

East  and  Central  ..    750,000  8,000,000 

Mauritius,  Seychelles,  &c..         900  400,000 

Australia,  New  Zealand,  &c  3,200,000  6,000,000 

Canada                                3.750.000  5,600,000 

Newfoundland                          40.200  217,000 

West    Indies    and  South 

America                              122.000  1,500.000 

Falkland  Islands                       7,500  2.000 

Antartic.   South   Georgia..  1,500   


11,762,810  407,859,000 

Twenty-flve  per  cent  of  the  habitable  sur- 
face of  the  earth  is  controlled  by  the  British 
empire  to-day.  It  has  a  population  of  407,- 
000,000  persons  out  of  1,800,000,000  people 
on  the  whole  earth,  or  22  per  cent  of  the 
population  of  the  earth  to-day.  Canada 
alone  is  larger  that  the  whole  of  Europe 
without  Russia.  Europe's  population  in  the 
fifteenth  century  was  only  50,000,000 ;  the 
English  speaking  people  of  the  world  to-day 
number  upwards  of  150,000,000. 

The  shipping  of  Great  Britain  and  her 
-colonies  is  now  more  than  one-half  of  the 
entire  shipping  of  the  earth. 
'  The  coaling  and  naval  stations  of  Great 
Britain  are  >  found  in  every  sea.  Where 
would  Canada  be  for  coaling  stations 
throughout  the  world  in  case  she  declared 
her  independence  ?  Begging  of  Great 
Britain.  Canada,  Egypt,  India,  Australia 
and  New  Zealand  can  supply  the  empire 
with  all  the  agricultural  products  it  requires. 
The  commodities  are  now  largely  drawn 
from  foreign  nations  for  protection  against 
whose  aggression'  the  British  and  the  colonial 
tax  payers  burden  themselves  by  millions 
of  pounds  every  year.  Under  a  full  partner- 
ship union  I  maintain  that  every  part  of  the 
motherland  as  well  as  the  colonies  would  be 
infinitely  benefited. 

Some  will  say  how  are  you  to  effect  this  ? 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say.  I  understand  that 
there  is  likely  to  be  a  council  of  the  various 
portions  of  the  empire  at  an  early  date.  I 
trust  that  the  First  Minister  may  see  his 
way  clear  to  taking  a  part  in  that  confer- 
ence and  let  me  hope  that  he  will  return 
from  it  in  a  better  state  of  health  than  he 
returned  from  the  last  conference.  I  would 
not  attempt  to  dictate  or  to  do  more  than 
suggest  what  the  plan  of  union  should  be, 
but  the  only  way  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
is  to  make  a  series  of  suggestions  and  then 
eliminate  what  is  not  necessary,  what  is 
impossible  and  what  is  undesirable,  and  in 
that  way  I  am  satisfied  that  the  genius  of 
the  empire  can  very  quickly  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  the  whole  matter.  My 
idea  would  be  to  perpetuate  a  limited  form 
of  monarchical  government  and  undoubt- 
edly, Sir,  the  present  sovereign  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  would  continue  to  be 
the  sovereign  of  the  united  parliament  of 
Great  Britain  and  all  her  colonies.  There 


should  undoubtedly  be  an  executive  council 
and  there  should  be  a  parliamentary  body. 
Some  think  there  should  only  be  an  execu- 
tive council  but  my  own  opinion  is  that 
there  should  be  a  parliamentary  body,  elect- 
ed from  some  large  unit  from  all  parts  of 
the  empire  and  from  this  body  the  execu- 
tive council  should  be  chosen.  The  powers 
conferred  upon  this  great  imperial  parlia- 
ment, should  embrace  Inter-imperial  or  as 
some  prefer  to  say  lntra-imperial  matters, 
international  matters,  commercial  affairs,  im- 
perial finance,  and  other  necessary  national 
pioblems.  It  should  control  the  army,  the 
navy,  consular  agents,  commercial  agents, 
ambassadors,  and  all  other  similar  officers. 
Taxation  should  be  levied  on  a  uniform  sys- 
tem based  on  population,  trade  or  revenue 
or  a  combination  of  these. 

Each  parliament  should  continue  as  now, 
and  each  should  control  its  own  tariff  sub- 
ject to  a  preference  within  the  empire  to  be 
determined  by  the  Imperial  body. 

The  preference  duty  should  be  levied  by 
the  parliament  of  Greater  Britain,  col- 
lected by  each  Integral  part  and  credited 
to  the  exchequer  of  the  empire.  The  pre- 
ference should  be  low  on  raw  materials,  on 
necessary  breadstuffs,  foods,  &c,  and  high 
on  manufactured  articles,  and  the  same  uni- 
form principle  should  be  carried  on  through- 
out in  reference  to  all  nations.  In  case  one 
part  of  the  empire  should  pay  more  per 
l  ead  than  another  the  proportion  should  be 
fairly  arranged.  These  are  details  but  I 
make  the  suggestions. 

If  foreign  nations  would  reduce  their 
t!i  riffs  against  Greater  Britain  the  preference 
as  against  these  nations  might  be  reduced, 
and  any  most  favoured  nation  arrangements 
should  be  made  only  by  the  greater  imperial 
parliament. 

It  would  be  necessary  to  maintain  a  large 
navy,  an  imperial  navy  not  a  navy,  as  Howe 
pointed  out,  of  fifty  different  little  nations 
all  over  the  world,  but  a  great  imperial 
navy  that  could  strike  a  blow  in  any  part, 
a  navy  over  which  every  Canadian  would 
have  as  much  control  as  any  Individual  in 
any  other  part  of  the  empire,  a  navy  whose 
ofilcers  would  be,  pro  rata,  taken  from  Can- 
ada, a  navy  the  money  for  which  would  be 
controlled  by  our  Canadian  representatives 
as  much  as  by  any  representatives  from 
the  motherland  or  Australia.  These  are. 
In  general  terms,  the  outlines  of  a  naval 
scheme. 

For  land  purposes  there  would  undoubt- 
edly be  a  standing  army  for  such  an  empire, 
but  I  maintain  that  the  time  has  come  when 
military  service  must  be  largely  managed 
through  militia.  Untrained  men  and  officers 
did  good  service  In  the  rebellions  of 
1688-90.  They  did  splendid  service  in  the 
Am|8rican  war  -qf  Independence,  and  in 
South  Africa.  Untrained  men  and  officers — 
I  use  the  statement  advisedly.  One-half  the 
men  at  Waterloo  classed  as  Wellington's 
veterans  had  not  been  within  their  military 
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jackets  six  weeks,  and  yet  they  resisted  the 
onslaughts  of  the  finest  soldiers  of  Europe. 
About  20  per  cent  of  the  men  who  climbed 
the  heights  of  Alma  were  less  than  a  year 
in  service  and  more  than  20  per  cent  of  them 
were  under  20  years  of  age.  These  were 
the  men  who  fought  the  battle  of  Inkerman. 

Many  lads  who  were  out  in  South  Africa 
had  never  handled  a  rifle  before.  Untrained 
men  have  over  and  over  again  shown  that 
they  could  be  relied  on  in  war,  but  trained 
militiamen  have  again  and  again  shown 
that  for  many  purposes  they  are  equal  to 
the  best  regulars.    The  Canadian  militia- 
men and  the  militiamen  of  Australia  and 
New  Zealand  made  a  record  in  South  Africa 
which  for  ever  disposed  of  the  idea  that 
trained  militiamen  were  a  menace,  or,  as 
General  Hutton  once  told  the  British  gov- 
ernment that  the  Canadian  militia  would 
be  a  menace  to  the  regular  troops  in  South 
Africa.    With  a  large  navy,  a  small  army 
and  a  well  trained  militia  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  empire,  the  em- 
pire would  be  ready  for  defence  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice  against  any  enemy.    A  good 
many  people  are  under  the  impression  that 
when  men  have  been  out  a  few  years  in 
camp  they  cannot  reconcile  themselves  to 
taking  up  again  the  avocations  of  peace,  but 
that  idea  has  been  completely  dispelled  by 
the  fact  that  our  boys  of  South  Africa  soon 
found  new  positions  in  civil  life  when  they 
returned,  and  are  as  peaceful,  law-abiding 
citizens  as  you  will  find  in  the  whole  Do- 
minion.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  that 
I  should  prolong  my  remarks  on  this  subject, 
but  I  might  point  out  that  while  Great 
Britain  undoubtedly  has  committed  mis- 
takes in  the  past,  and  while  undoubtedly  she 
haa  her  faults  ;  yet.  Sir,  we  do  not  love  her 
on  account  of  any  fossil  ways  or  barnacles 
fastened  to  the  old  .ship  of  state,  but  she 
has  a  strong  hold  in  the  hearts  of  the  peo- 
ple, not  only  of  her  own  race  and  lineage, 
but  of  all  those  who  owe  allegiance  to  the. 
old  Union  Jack.    Her  noble  and  free  insti- 
tutions ever  endear  her  to  the  people  in 
every  land  over  which  that  flag  floats.  The  I 
love  of  individual  liberty,  which  is  implanted 
in  the  hearts  of  freemen  the  world  over,  is 
largely  due  to  her  influence.    The  love  of  1 
law  and  order  and  British,  justice  is  im-  I 
planted  in  the  hearts  of  the  people,  not  ! 
only  of  Britain,  but  of  other  lands  living  ' 
under  responsible  government    As  far  as 
the  Canadian  people  are  concerned,  her I 
glorious  record  in  war  and  literature  and 
progress  of  every  kind,  give  her  a  place  in 
our  affections  from  which  it  will  be  Im- 
possible to  remove  her.    In  the  past  she 
has  guaranteed  our  credit,  she  has  defended 
our  soil,  she  has  spent  millions  of  money 
in  maintaining  troops  and  fortifications  in  i 
our  country.   When  the  British  troops  were 
removed  from  Toronto,  the  business  men  of 
that  city  felt  they  had  suffered  a  great  loss, 
and  it  is  only  because  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment are  replacing  the  troops  which  have 
been  taken  away  from  Halifax  that  the 
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people  there  can  reconcile  themselves .  to- 
any  such  change.  Although  she  may  have- 
in  the  past  pursued  a  mistaken  policy,  it  is 
I  not  too  late  to  undo  what  has  been  done. 
If  our  hon.  friends  opposite  had  not  suc- 
ceeded to  power  in  1896,  they  would  still 
I  be  pursuing  the  same  phantoms  that  they 
j  were  accustomed  to  follow  in  the  past.  But 
j  now  that  they  have  been  clothed  with  the 
responsibilities  of  office,  they  find  how  im- 
possible it  would  be  to  manage  this  country 
under  their  old  policies.  So  that  if  there 
are  any  who  favour  annexation  to  the 
United  States  or  independence,  I  am  satis- 
fled  that  when  they  come  face  to  face  with 
the  great  problem  of  administering  the 
British  empire  under  a  system  of  full  part- 
American  war  of  independence,  and  in 
nership  union  between  the  motherland  and 
her  colonies,  they  will  let  the  visions  of  the 
past  vanish  and  join  bands  with  those  of 
us  who  go  in  for  a  federation  of  the  empire. 
I  was  very  sorry  to  read  in  the  papers 
that  an  hon.  member  of  this  House  not 
long  since  expressed  somewhere  or  other 
the  opinion  that  one  Canadian  was  as  good 
as  twenty  Doukhobors  or  a'  hundred  Eng- 
lishmen. Now,  while  I  do  not  take  second 
place  to  any  man  in  upholding  the  capability 
of  Canadians,  I  think  that  any  gentleman 
who,  whether  in  the  heat  of  excitement  or 
otherwise,  made  such  a  statement  should 
take  the  first  opportunity  of  standing  before 
the  people  and  apologizing  for  it.  Whatever 
fault  England  may  have — and  I  have  no 
English  blood  in  me,  though  I  can  boast 
of  having  the  blood  of  two  or  three  other 
nations — no  nation  In  the  world  can  boast 
of  having  done  so  much  for  the  upbuilding 
of  humanity  In  ail  parts  of  the  world.  But 
I  find  this  sentiment  so  much  more  beauti- 
fully expressed  in  a  few  lines  from  the  pen 
of  Eliza  Cook  that  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  them  : 

There's  a  heart  that  leaps  with  burning;  glow 
The  wronged  and  the  weak  to  defend— 

And  strikes  as  soon  for  a  trampled  foe 
As  it  does  for  a  soul  bound  friend — 

It  nurtures  a  deep  and  honest  love  ; 

It  glows  with  faith  and  pride. 
And  yearns  with  the  fondifess  of  a  dove 

For  the  light  of  Us  own  fireside. 

'Tis  a  rich  rough  gem,  deny  it  who  can, 
And  this  is  the  heart  of  an  Englishman. 

The  spirit  of  sneering  at  England  and 
Englishmen  has  become  too  common  among 
a  certain  class  in  Canada  of  late.  I  was 
rather  sorry  to  see  gentlemen  occupying 
positions  in  the  cabinet  or  knocking  at  the 
doors  of  the  cabinet  and  the  First  Minister, 
applauding  the  sentiment  expressed  by  an 
hon.  member  of  this  House  when  he  made 
the  comparison  between  an  Englishman  and 
a  Doukhobor.  I  would  much  prefer  that 
those  gentlemen  would  have  the  good  grace, 
whatever  they  may  feel  in  their  hearts,  to 
refrain  from  expressing  such  disloyal  an<1 
impertinent  sentiments.   It  is  all  very  well 
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to  say  that  a  silken  cord  binds  Canada  to 
the  motherland,  bat  a  little  auxiliary  bond 
would  do  no  harm.  If  Canada  had  not  the 
auxiliary  bond  of  federal  unity  in  addition 
to  the  silken  tie  which  binds  together  the 
provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  British  Colum- 
bia, I  am  afraid  the  silken  tie  would  be 
hardly  equal  to  the  strain  put  upon  it.  It  Is 
straining  sentiment  rather  too  much  to  say 
that  this  silken  tie  would  be  sufficient  to 
hold  the  Canadian  provinces  together  with- 
out the  still  stronger  bond  of  political  union. 
I  trust  that  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when 
all  the  colonies  of  the  empire  will,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  silken  tie  of  sentiment;  join  the 
mother  country  in  the  still  stronger  bond 
of  political  union.  To  give  an  instance  of 
what  sentiment  there  is  in  the  hearts  of  the 
people  in  other  .'amis,  I  shall  read  an  extract 
from  the  letter  of  a  lady  who  lost  her  son 
in  South  Africa — a  lady  known  to  other  ] 
gentlemen  in  the  House  besides  myself.  I  ! 
refer  to  Mrs.  Voss,  formerly  of  Campbell,  in 
Griqualand  West,  but  now  of  Cape  Town 
and  Douglas.  She  lost  her  son  In  the 
South  African  war,  and  In  the  letter  which 
I  shall  quote  she  gives  expression  to  a  senti- 
ment which  I  feel  Is  that  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  in  Canada  to-day  : 

I  never  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  your 
snapshots  sent  me  during  the  war.  I  never  bad 
a  chance  to '  do  so  then  as  we  were  so  un- 
settled. I  have  them  still  and  always  feel _sad 
when  I  look  at  them,  and  think  how  our  family 
was  lessened.  It  Is  hard  to  lose  one's  children 
anyway  ;  but  a*  long  as  I  had  even  one  son 
left  I  would  give  him  up  to  figftt  for  old  Eng- 
land, for  with  all  her  mistakes  and  faults  she 
is  still  our  dear  old  mother  country — the 
mother  of  nations,  the  founder  of  responsible 
government  for  all  lands,  and  the  model  for 
law.  order  and  justice  for  the  world. 

This,  I  believe,  is  the  sentiment  that 
permeates  the  hearts  of  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  In  every  corner  of  the  British 
empire.  I  have  great  pleasure,  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  moving  the  motion  which  stands  In  my 
name. 

Mr.  B.  G.  MACPHERSON  (Victoria  city). 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  an  undertone  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  against  which,  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  I  wish  to  utter  my 
earnest  and  vigorous  protest.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  people  of  Canada  need  to  sit  at 
the  feet  of  any  Gamaliel  to  learn  patrotlsm; 
or  do  I  think  that  the  fact  that  a  man  de- 
clares his  patriotism  on  the  housetops  makes 
him  any  the  better  citizen.  The  suggestion 
which  was  ever  present  in  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  Just  listened  would  lead 
those  who  were  not  In  touch  with  the  people 
of  Canada  to  think  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable number  of  our  citizens  who  were 
in  favour  of  independence  or  annexation.  I 
do  not  think  that  a  man  Is  doing  any  mem- 
ber of  this  House  justice,  or  doing  himself 
justice,  when  he  suggests,  or  makes  any 
statement  which  would  lead  people  to  be- 
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lieve,  that  there  is  any  strong  feeling  In  this 
country  in  favour  of  either  of  these  things. 
Practically  every  man  in  Canada  is  a  loyal 
citizen  of  the  empire.  That  I  believe ;  and 
1  believe  further  that  the  man  Is  the  best 
citizen  who  does  his  best  to  build  up  the 
resources  of  this  country  and  to  promote 
charity  and  unity  Instead  of  Imputing  to  hts 
fellow  citizens  motives  of  disloyalty  to  the 
empire.  When  a  man  declares  his  pat- 
riotism at  the  expense  of  his  brother  men, 
I  would  as  soon  listen  to  the  strumpet  pro- 
claiming her  virtue.  Canadian  sentiment 
and  true  British  sentiment  can  best  be 
shown  In  this  country  by  trying  to  promote 
confidence  and  good  will  among  our  peo- 
ple. To  declare  for  a  spirit  of  toleration,  to 
avoid  anything  that  would  lead  to  condem- 
nation of  one's  fellow  citizens  because  they 
happen  to  be  of  a  different  race  or  of  a 
different  religion— this  Is  patriotism.  I  say 
that  the  man  who  declares  in  our  streets 
that  the  people  of  this  country  will  take  up 
arms  and  shoot  down  their  fellow  citizens 
because  they  do  not  accept  the  same  re- 
ligion or  the  same  ideas  of  scholastic  edu- 
cation as  he  does  Is  the  greatest  rebel  that 
Canada  could  produce.  I  yield  to  no  man 
in  loyalty  to  my  own  country.  But  I  hope 
my  voice  may  be  stilled  for  ever  when  I  can 
find  no  better  use  for  It  than  to  suggest 
that  any  man  borne  north  of  the  49th 
parallel  Is  unpatriotic  or  desirous  of  divid- 
ing Canada  from  the  rest  of  the  empire. 

Oh,  we  are  the  men  of  the  Northern  Zone, 
Shall  a  bit  be  placed  In  our  mouth  ? 
If  ever  a  north-man  lost  his  throne. 
Did  the  conqueror  come  from  the  south  ? 
Nar.  nay,  and  the  answer  blent 
In  chorus  is  southward  sent. 
Since  when  has  the  southerner's  conquering 
steel 

Hewed  out  in  the  north  a  throne  ? 

Since  when  has  the  southerner  placed  his  heel 

On  the  men  of  the  Northern  Zone  ? 

And  I  say  tbat  this  parliament  would  be 
better  employed  In  trying  to  sow  the  seed 
of  toleration,  to  spread  the  gospel  of  charity 
throughout  our  country  than  In  the  consider- 
ation of  academic  subjects  such  as  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  has 
brought  up  in  this  speech  with  its  accom- 
paniment and  under-current  of  innuendo 
seeking  to  place  the  stigma  of  want  of  pat- 
riotism upon  his  fellow-men. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Beoess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  W.  P.  COCKSHUTT  (Brantford).  For 
years  I  have  looked  upon  this  as  one  of  tho 
most  important  questions  that  can  engross 
the  attention  of  either  the  Houses  of  parlia- 
ment or  of  the  citizens  of  the  empire.  It  Is 
■w  ith  much  pleasure  that  I  rise  to  say  a  few 
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words  in  support  of  the  resolution  so  ably 
introduced  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Victorin 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes);  and  I  am  sure  that 
(he  discussion  so  far  as  he  has  engaged  in 
it  has  been  one  of  instruction  to  the  House 
end  to  the  country.  The  facts  and  figures 
lie  has  collated  will  be  valuable  reading,  and 
they  will  pass  down  to  the  country,  I  think, 
as  something  that  can  be  studied  with  ad- 
vantage, something  that  will  tend  to  educate 
the  people  of  this  country  on  a  question  of 
the  very  deepest  importance.  I  shall  not 
endeavour  on  this  occasion  to  address  my- 
self at  length  to  the  matter  of  defence  which 
has  been  so  ably  dealt  with  by  my  hon. 
fiiend,  but  shall  confine  my  remarks  largely 
to  the  trade  question.  I  have  taken  for 
come  years  a  deep  interest  in  interimperial 
ttade,  in  the  shape  of  preferential  trade  with- 
in the  empire.  That  is  a  subject  I  think 
that  should  appeal  to  members  of  the  House 
on  both  sides.  I  shall  endeavour  in  address- 
ing myself  to  this  question  to  avoid  any 
matters  of  party  strife  so  far  as  possible. 
It  may  be  necessary  In  the  course  of  my 
remarks  to  refer  to  some  acts  of  the  admin- 
istration that  have  been  done,  presumably 
in  their  opinion,  in  the  best  interests  of  this 
country  and  of  the  empire.  I  may  find  oc- 
casion to  criticise  some  of  those  things,  but 
I  trust  any  criticisms  I  may  make  will  not 
be  received  as  a  partisan  attack  upon  any- 
thing that  has  been  done  In  the  interests  of 
the  Dominion  as  a  whole,  or  the  empire. 

The  matter  of  imperial  trade  is  a  subject 
ot  the  very  first  Importance,  and  I  Intend 
in  the  first  place  to  take  up  that  phase  of 
the  question.  I  am  a  believer  in  the  pro- 
position that  sentiment  should  be  strength- 
ened by  interest,  that  is,  that  the  sentiment 
that  binds  us  to  the  mother  country  should 
be  increased  by  the  common  ties  of  ad- 
vnntage,  of  interest  and  of  inter-trade.  There 
is  a  movement  at  present  on  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  I  think  it  is  being  watched  with 
deep  interest,  not  only  in  the  British  Isles 
themselves,  but  throughout  the  British  dom- 
inions, and  throughout  the  civilized  world 
wherever  the  Anglo-Saxon  tongue  is  spoken. 
There  is  a  movement  on  foot  in  England  to- 
day designed  to  bring  about  a  closer  union 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies  by 
means  of  preferential  trade  arrangements, 
Jind  in  such  other  ways  as  may  be  devised 
to  strengthen  the  bonds  of  the  empire,  to  in- 
crease the  unity  of  the  empire,  and  to  cause 
that  as  the  years  go  by  we  may  be  more  and 
more  grafted  into  one  permanent  and  sub- 
stantial whole.  I  have  been  for  years  an 
advocate  of  a  policy  that  will  tend  to  draw 
the  colonies  more  closely  to  the  mother  coun- 
try ;  and  while  I  hope  I  will  not  take  a  back 
seat  with  those  who  say  that  sentiment  Is 
wrong  enough  to  hold  us  Just  where  we 
&re,  I  say  that  if  sentiment  Is  that  strong, 
so  much  the  better.  But  there  may  be  others 
to  which  sentiment  does  not  appeal ;  and  I 
Mr.  COCKBHUTT. 


would  remind  this  House  that  there  is  a 
stream  of  immigration  coming  to  this  coun- 
try at  the  present  moment  from  almost  every 
country  under  the  sun.  We  are  a  cosmo- 
politan people  to-day,  we  are  receiving  Im- 
migrants from  almost  every  clime.  Is  it  not 
a  serious  consideration  what  the  citizenship 
shall  be  that  we  are  to  establish  in  this  great 
northern  half  of  the  hemisphere  ?  I  think 
that  is  a  question  that  should  commend 
Itself  to  us  ;  and  as  I  pass  along  I  shall 
lefer  more  particularly  a  little  later  on  to 
the  naturalization  laws  of  this  country,  to 
which  I  think  the  best  attention  of  this 
House  should  be  given  at  a  very  early  date 
In  connection  with  the  immigration  that  Is 
at  present  coming  to  our  shores.  I  regret 
the  Minister  of  Finance  is  not  yet  In  his 
f.lace,  as  I  desire  to  refer  to  the  tariff  as  it 
at  present  exists. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  am  opposed 
now,  as  I  always  have  been  to  the  tariff 
as  it  exists  In  regard  to  the  admission  of 
imports  from  Great  Britain  under  what  is 
now  called  the  preference.  That  may  sound 
strange  from  a  man  who  claims  to  be  an 
imperialist ;  nevertheless  that  has  been  my 
\iew  long  before  the  present  government 
took  up  the  question,  and  I  have  not  seen 
any  reason  so  far  to  change  the  views  I 
hold  upon  preferential  tariff.  I  contend  that 
such  tariff  never  should  have  been  given 
at  all  until  there  was  a  quid  pro  quo  from 
Great  Britain  herself  when  we  gave  that 
concession.  We  have  given  now  freely  for 
several  years"  a  great  concession  to  the 
mother  country.  That  has  been  In  opera- 
tion now  I  think  for  some  seven  years.  I 
hold  In  my  hands  figures  that  have  been  col- 
lated by  a  gentleman  who  I  think  Is 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  a  man  who 
understands  the  figures  as  the  trade  and  navi- 
gation returns  come  down  to  us.  I  find 
that  we  ar  sacrificing  now  at  the  rate  of 
about  $4,000,000  per  annum  of  revenue  that 
we  would  have  collected  on  imports  that  we 
have  been  receiving  had  not  this  preference 
existed.  Now  under  the  general  tariff  on 
Imports  we  have  been  receiving  during  the 
last  four  years  importations  of  the  follow- 
ing amounts  : 

Amount.  Duty. 

1901  $  78.466,819   $  23,826.836 

1902   88,021,607  26,696,301 

1903   99,181,600  30,041,664 

1904    99.167,713  30,168,411 

1904  <under  surtax  tariff      4,976,610  1,896,628 

$369,814,249  $112,629,640 

In  all  those  four  years  we  have  Imported 
!a  round  numbers  $369,000,000  under  the  gen- 
eial  tariff,  and  we  collected  thereon  In  cus- 
toms duties  $112,000,000,  being  an  average  of 
30-46  per  cent  upon  all  those  goods  that 
entered  the  country  under  the  general  tariff. 
Under  the  preferential  tariff  we  imported 
as  follows  : 
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1901  *  27,602,937  $  5,280,144 

1902                                      30,635,889  6,729,231 

1903                                         37,614,605  7,068,789 

1904                                      44,766,253  8,889,410 


{140,518,584  $26,967,574 

In  all  these  four  years  we  imported  from 
Great  Britain  and  the  colonies  under  the 
preferential  tariff  in  round  numbers  $140,- 
000,000  worth  of  goods,  and  we  collected 
thereon  $27,000,000,  being  a  percentage  of 
19:19.  This  is  a  difference  between  the  pre- 
ferential tariff  and  the  general  tariff  of  11 
per  cent  In  duty.  The  amounts  that  we 
would  have  collected  on  these  goods  if  duty 
had  been  collected  at  regular  rates  was  $3,- 
969,000  on  an  average  $4,000,000  of  duty 
sacrificed  each  year  under  the  present  prefer- 
ential tariff  so-called.  Last  year,  1904,  the 
loss  to  the  revenue  was  no  less  than  $5,045,- 
000,  being  in  round  numbers  over  £1,000,000 
sterling  that  we  have  sacrificed  In  duties 
that  would  have  been  collected  had  not  the 
preferential  tariff  existed  as  it  does  at  the 
present  time. 

Now  I  am  opposed  to  the  preferential  tariff 
as  it  at  present  exists,  for  the  reason  we 
have  received  during  those  years  nothing  in 
return  from  the  mother  country.  That  may 
be  disputed  by  bon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but 
I  think  they  will  have  difficulty  to  show  that 
we  have  received  from  the  mother  country 
any  particular  advantage  that  we  had  not 
pievlously  enjoyed  or  that  we  would  now 
enjoy  were  that  tariff  not  In  existence.  We 
are  sacrificing  then  in  round  numbers  $5,- 
000,000  in  duty  under  the  present  preferen- 
tial arrangement.  What  has  that  done  ? 
The  admission  of  those  goods  has  Injured 
many  factories  ;  it  has  shaken  the  woollen 
tiade  to  its  foundation,  and  many  other  in- 
dustries are  suffering  as  a  result  of  the  pre- 
sent preferential  arrangement.  Now  I  con- 
tend that  It  was  not  a  business  proposition 
in  the  year  1897,  nor  is  It  a  business  pro- 
position to-day,  that  we  should  admit  into 
this  country  year  after  year  the  large  im- 
portations of  goods  from  Great  Britain  with 
this  disadvantage  to  our  own  manufacturers, 
and  not  at  the  same  time  receive  any  ad- 
vantage to  the  other  Interests  of  this  coun- 
try. I  contend  that  Is  not  a  business  pro- 
position, and  the  sooner  this  matter  is  put 
upon  a  business  basis  so  much  the  better 
for  Imperial  connection,  and  so  much  the 
better  for  the  empire  itself.  I  hate  to  see 
anything  clothed  in  false  colours  and  I  feel 
that  this  preferential  tariff,  launched  in  1897 
was  launched  under  false  colours.  I  regret 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Hon.  Mr.  Field- 
li<g)  is  not  here,  but  I  shall  read  from  the 
Budget  speech  of  1897  the  resolution  with 
which  he  prefaced  his  remarks  when  the 
preferential  tariff  first  came  into  existence 
so  that  there  might  be  no  misapprehension 
as  to  the  words  of  the  hon.  gentleman  or 
as  to  the  Intention  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
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when  he  moved  this  preferential  arrange- 
ment  The  resolution  was  as  follows  : 

That  when  the  customs  tariff  of  any  country 
admits  the  products  of  Canada  on  terms  which, 
on  the  whole,  are  as  favourable  to  Canada  as 
the  terms  of  the  reciprocal  tariff  herein  re- 
ferred to,  are  to  the  countries  to  which  It  may 
apply,  articles  which  are  the  growth,  produce, 
or  manufacture  of  such  country.  When  im- 
ported direct  therefrom,  may  then  be  imported 
direct  Into  Canada  or  taken  out  of  warehouse 
for  consumption  therein  at  the  reduced  rates 
of  duty  provided  in  the  reciprocal  tariff  set 
forth  in  Schedule  D. 

That  any  question  that  may  arise  as  to  the 
countries  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  reci- 
procal tariff  shall  he  decided  by  the  controller 
of  customs,  subject  to  the  authority  of  the 
Governor  General  in  Council. 

That  the  controller  of  customs  may  make 
such  regulations  as  are  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  intentions  of  the  two  proceeding  sec- 
tions. 

Occasionally  a  fisher  when  he  is  baited 
for  herring  may  catch  a  whale.  Occasion- 
ally a  man  loaded  for  small  game  may  bring 
down  a  bear,  but  the  chances  are  that 
neither  of  these  things  will  occur,  and  when 
the  Minister  of  Finance  catches  an  empire 
by  something  that  was  not  Intended  in  the 
first  place  to  unite  that  empire,  I  think  he 
will  be  just  as  much  surprised  as  the  fish- 
erman or  the  huntsman  who  goes  out  for 
small  game  and  catches  a  big  prize.  The 
minister  in  this  resolution  makes  no  more 
reference  to  Great  Britain  than  to  any  other 
country  that  is  prepared  to  treat  us  with 
equal  favour.  There  Is  nothing  in  the  pro- 
position submitted  at  that  time  that  would 
warrant  us  in  believing  that  the  minister 
intended  to  unite  the  members  of  the  Brit- 
ish empire  In  a  common  bond  of  trade.  No 
such  thing  was  intended  or  thought  of,  as 
I  have  been  told  on  the  platform  on  more 
than  one  occasion.  The  reform  party 
was  under  pledge  to  the  Dominion  that 
taxation  would  be  reduced  when  they 
came  into  power.  Was  it  not  the  intention 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  introduced 
that  preferential  tariff  that  be  would  re- 
duce the  taxation  upon  the  people  of  this 
country  and  fulfil  the  promises  that  had 
been  made  upon  many  a  hustings  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  this  Dom- 
inion ?  I  have  met  this  on  the  platform  ; 
my  recent  opponent  stated  In  my  presence 
that  that  was  one  of  the  main  reasons  that 
inspired  the  present  preferential  tariff.  Now 
if  that  Is  the  reason  how  are  we  to  expect 
that  the  British  empire  will  be  united  by 
such  a  resolution  as  that  of  the  Finance 
Minister.  It  is  unreasonable  to  expect  that 
If  we  want  to  unite  the  empire  for  trade, 
commerce  or  defence  we  must  set  out  with 
a  definite  proposition  In  view,  we  must  have 
a  goal  for  which  we  are  striving  and  an 
object  which  we  hope  to  attain.  That  was 
evidently  not  In  the  mind  of  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman when  he  brought  down  the  prefer- 
ential tariff.  If  that  preference  is  a  failure 
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— and  I  believe  myself  It  is  largely  a  failure 
at  the  present  time — it  has  not  received 
that  acceptance  in  the  old  country  that  was 
hoped  for,  It  has  In  fact  been  minimized 
there,  the  British  manufacturers  saying  that 
it  is  of  comparatively  little  use,  although  I 
believe  It  has  been  of  more  use  to  the  Brit- 
ish manufacturer  than  he  supposes ;  I  be- 
lieve it  has  been  of  large  value  to  the  Brit- 
ish manufacturer  but  of  nothing  like  as 
large  a  value  as  it  would  have  been  had  it 
been  enacted  with  the  proper  spirit,  with 
the  desire  to  unify  the  empire,  the  reason 
it  haa  not  brought  the  advantage  that 
people  expected  It  would  bring  is  that  it 
has  not  had  at  its  back  the  people  most 
favourable  to  the  policy.  We  wished  and 
we  have  always  striven  for  a  return  for 
anything  given.  We  contend  that  it  is  not 
a  business  proposition  to  throw  down  one 
third  of  our  tariff  and  to  ask  nothing  in 
return.  I  have  always  been  opposed  to 
that ;  I  am  opposed  to  It  still,  and  I  believe 
It  is  detrimental  to  the  policy  we  have  so 
much  at  heaA.  That  may  be  disputed  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  will  say  : 
Do  you  advocate  the  withdrawal  of  that 
preference  ?  I  would  go  the  length  of  ad- 
vocating the  withdrawal  of  that  preference 
If  I  felt  that  I  could  do  so  without  being 
misunderstood  in  the  British  Isles  them- 
selves, and  I  feel  now  that  there  would  be 
a  difficulty  in  advocating  the  withdrawal 
of  the  preference  ;  it  would  be  considered 
in  some  quarters  as  a  retrograde  step  ;  it 
would  be  considered  by  some  that  we  were 
taking  back  what  we  had  already  given  in 
a  gracious  mood,  because  it  had  not  given 
to  the  manufacturers  of  the  old  country 
and  ourselves  the  advantage  that  had  been 
expected.  Whether  or  not  that  be  the  case, 
I  contend  that  this  House  and  this  coun- 
try are  discussing  something  more  than 
an  academic  question,  as  was  pointed  out 
by  our  hon.  friend  opposite  just  before  the 
House  rose  at  six  o'clock.  It  Is  not  an 
academic  question  ;  it  is  being  discussed 
keenly  at  every  fireside  in  Great  Britain.  It 
is  one  of  the  great  questions  before  the  Brit- 
ish empire  to-day  and  while  we  may  treat 
it  lightly  the  day  is  near  at  hand  when  we 
must  decide  on  one  or  other  of  two  things  : 
Are  we  going  to  approach  more  nearly  to 
the  Throne,  are  we  going  to  be  drawn 
more  closely  Into  the  Imperial  bonds,  or  are 
we  going  to  fall  farther  and  farther  away  ? 
Those  are  questions  mat  every  man  in  his 
heart  should  answer  truly  because  there  Is 
no  doubt  that  the  signs  of  the  times,  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes) 
pointed  out  this  afternoon,  are  not  that  im- 
perial unity  is  gaining  ground  in  this  coun- 
try. I  am  sorry  to  have  to  make  that  con- 
fession but  I  am  forced  to  do  so  by  the 
facts  and  by  recent  events.  It  Is  not  long 
since  we  have  seen  two  or  three  of  the  ties 
that  bind  us  to  the  mother  country  severed. 
There  are  not  so  many  of  them  and  how 
many  are  going  ?  How  many  more  can  we 
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afford  to  part  with  and  still  be  considered 
part  of  the  British  empire,  within  that 
great  family  of  nations,  Great  Britain  and 
her  colonies?  How  many  more  can  we  af- 
ford to  snap?  Not  long  ago  we  had  the  First 
Minister  asking  for  treaty  making  powers. 
Is  that  a  request  that  makes  for  imperial 
unity  ?  If  we  have  those  powers  who  is  to 
enforce  the  treaties  ?  Where  Is  the  arm 
that  can  enforce  them  if  we  make  them  ? 
Great  Britain  has  a  navy  and  an  army  that 
can  enforce  them;  we  have  no  right  arm, 
no  army  or  navy  to  enforce  them.  If  we 
have  the  treaty  making  power  we  must  be 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of  these 
treaties,  and  if  the  countries  with  which  we 
make  treaties  do  not  carry  them  out  we 
must  have  at  our  back  a  power  that  will 
enforce  fulfilment. 

We  were  recently  told  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia  that  in  the  near  future  Halifax  and 
Ksqulmalt  will  be  manned  by  Canadian 
instead  of  by  British  troops.  That  may  be 
considered  bearing  part  of  the  burdens  of 
empire,  but  I  submit  that  in  my  judgment 
that  is  another  weakening  of  the  cords  that 
bind  us  to  the  mother  country.  I  contend 
that  this  Is  a  dangerous  step.  I  submit 
here  as  a  proposition  that  will  appeal  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  any  army, 
any  band  of  soldiers,  or  any  navy  that 
is  fit  to  defend  the  shores  of  Canada  or 
any  army  that  is  fit  to  repel  the  attack 
that  might  be  made  upon  Halifax  or  Esqui- 
mau, ought  to  be  good  enough  to  defend 
the  shores  of  Cornwall,  to  man  the  fortifica- 
tions of  Dover.  I  say  that  any  troops  that 
can  man  the  fortifications  of  this  Dominion 
are  good  enough  to  send  abroad. 

That  is  what  should  be  done  If  we  have 
troops  to  spare.  We  should  have  inter- 
changeable regiments.  What  an  education 
and  an  inspiration  it  would  be  If  we  could 
send  a  first-class  regiment  to  garrison  an 
Important  point  In  the  motherland,  and  at 
the  same  time  bring  over  a  regiment,  equal- 
ly good  but  no  better,  to  man  our  fortifica- 
tions. Such  an  interchange  would  streng- 
then the  bonds  of  empire;  such  an  inter- 
change would  strengthen  that  silken  cord 
that  binds  us  to  the  motherland.  These  ties 
that  bind  us  are  but  light  it  is  true,  and  It 
is  not  for  us  to  ruthlessly  part  them  asun- 
der. How  many  of  these  ties  with  the 
motherland  are  left  us  now?  I  am  sorry 
to  say  but  few  remain.  True  we  have  a 
Governor  General  yet,  but  Sir,  if  we  go  on 
parting  with  them  so  lightly,  then  In  the 
near  future  we  may  see  the  very  last  cord 
snapped.  All  these  moves  to  which  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to-night  tend  in  the 
direction  of  independence.  I  believe  that 
the  danger  Is  even  more  serious,  than  our 
friend  from  Victoria  would  lead  us  to  ex- 
pect. I  believe  that  there  is  growing  up  in 
the  youth  of  this  country  a  desire  for  in- 
dependence. On  its  face  that  may  be  flatter- 
ing, for  every  youth  looks  to  the  day  when 
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be  will  be  independent  of  the  parents  who 
brought  him  up  and  cherished  him.  Every 
young  man  rightfully  longs  for  independ- 
ence and  desires  the  arrival  of  the  day 
when  he  shall  have  the  privilege  of  exercis- 
ing the  rights  of  manhood  and  full  citizen- 
ship. It  is  no  doubt  a  proper  ambition,  but 
it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  exercise 
of  such  a  right  brings  with  it,  counter  res- 
ponsibilities. A  young  man  on  attaining 
the  age  of  21  years,  takes  upon  him  the 
responsibility  of  his  manhood  and  that  res- 
ponsibility he  cannot  shirk.  Are  we  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  responsibility  of  Inde- 
pendence; are  we  prepared  to  make  these 
military  expenditures  that  our  friend  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes)  has  spoken  of,  and  which  I 
do  not  think  he  exaggerates?  If  we  had  to 
contribute  for  defence  purposes  as  do  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  our  propor- 
tionate payments  for  defence  last  year 
would  be  $30,000,000  instead  of  $2,500,000. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  Independ- 
ence, but  are  we  prepared  to  foot  the  bill  ? 
Are  we  prepared  to  put  our  hands  down  in 
our  pockets  and  pay  out  these  vast  sums, 
which  would  be  necessary  to  defend  our 
shores?  Where  would  we  be  If  we  were 
called  upon  to  send  an  army  or  a  navy  into 
a  foreign  country  to  rescue  any  of  our  citi- 
zens; where  would  we  be  if  we  had  not 
Great  Britain  to  fall  back  upon?  When  we 
adopted  the  preferential  tariff  we  made  a 
sacrifice  on  behalf  of  Great  Britain  ;  a  sacri- 
fice which  has  not  been  fully  appreciated 
because  its  value  has  not  been  recognized 
because  of  the  conditions  under  which  it 
was  made.  Last  year  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance in  his  budget  speech  hinted  that  there 
was  a  danger  that  the  preferential  might  be 
recalled  unless  there  was  some  move- 
ment in  England  to  reciprocate  with 
us.  I  draw  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
our  industries  are  being  hit  by  the  British 
preference,  and  thut  at  the  same  time  we 
are  receiving  nothing  in  return  for  it.  We 
have  been  asked  in  the  old  country,  and  we 
are  asked  to-day:  what  are  you  going  to 
give  us  if  we  tax  our  food  for  your  bene- 
fit? They  do  not  appreciate  what  we  have 
given,  and  the  question  is  with  them  :  what 
are  you  going  to  give  us  now?  There  was 
the  danger  of  giving  something  that  was 
not  asked  for  ;  there  was  the  fact  of  hav- 
ing parted  with  $5,000,000  of  our  revenue 
without  receiving  any  recompense.  If  it 
is  proper  that  this  House  and  this  country 
should  enter  into  a  trade  treaty  with  the 
United  States,  or  with  Germany,  or  with 
France,  it  is  surely  equally  right  and  it  is 
surely  equally  good  business,  that  we  should 
enter  into  some  kind  of  a  commercial  ar- 
rangement witB  the  mother  country.  There 
are  those  who  say  that  such  an  idea  is  con- 
ceived in  a  huxterlng  spirit,  and  that  if  we 
give  anything  we  should  give  It  freely. 
That  is  all  very  well  In  sentiment,  but  in 
practice  the  best  way  to  preserve  friend- 


ship and  to  avoid  unpleasantness  is  to  have 
a  fair,  straightforward  and  well  understood 
business  arrangement.  If  we  are  going  to 
have  an  arrangement  that  means:  take  all 
we  give,  and  give  nothing  in  return,  It  is 
not  the  way  to  make  for  imperial  unity. 
Let  any  man  cast  his  eye  around  his  own 
neighbourhood  and  see  how  many  families 
have  been  dispersed  because  of  this  absence 
of  the  application  of  business  principles  in 
the  home;  let  any  man  cast  his  eyes  around 
his  own  neighbourhood  and  see  how  the 
father  has  cursed  the  son  and  the  son  has 
cursed  the  father  because  he  has  been  asked 
to  labour  for  years  without  any  stated  re- 
ward. We  know  that  families  have  been 
parted  because  a  business  understanding 
within  the  household  was  not  come  to.  The 
father  employed  the  son  or  the  daughter  to 
do  his  work  without  having  provided  any 
fixed  compensation,  and  the  result  was  that 
after  years  of  hard  service  the  son  or  the 
daughter  was  forced  to  leave  the  father's 
house  and  to  receive  in  the  house  of  the 
alien  and  the  stranger  that  recognition 
which  was  denied  at  home.  The  best  way 
to  avoid  unfriendliness  among  nations  as 
among  families  is  to  have  a  direct  business 
arrangement.  When  this  preferential  tariff 
was  given  to  the  mother  country  there 
should  have  been  some  return  Instantly  ask- 
ed for.  We  should  not  have  been  content 
to  hand  out  $4,000,000  or  $5,000,000  of  our 
revenue  and  receive  nothing  in  return.  You 
have  heard  that  some  of  our  Industries  are 
feeling  this  preference  and  the  pressure 
causes  them  to  set  their  face  against  this 
policy.  When  the  preference  was  given  I 
said  and  I  repeat  it  now,  that  it  would  prove 
a  serious  blow  to  the  sentiment  that  was 
making  for  imperial  trade  unity.  I  may  be 
mistaken  on  that,  I  hope  I  am,  but  I  fear  I 
am  not.  I  would  sincerely  like  to  know 
that  I  am  mistaken  in  that  judgment  I 
believe  that  the  woollen  trade  of  Canada 
to-day  is  denouncing  the  preferential  tariff 
for  its  destruction.  I  have  heard  the  senti- 
ment expressed  on  the  platform:  we  don't 
want  any  more  of  the  preferential  arrange- 
ment because  it  injures  us.  I  submit  that 
if  a  business  arrangement  had  been  entered 
into  between  Canada  and  Great  Britain, 
these  men  instead  of  cursing  the  preferen- 
tial tariff  as  the  ruination  of  their  business 
would  be  to-day  praising  It.  I  believe  they 
would  recognize  that  it  had  brought  a  flood 
of  immigrants  to  our  country,  that  It  had 
peopled  the  vast  territories  of  the  west  with 
Englishmen,  Irishmen  and  Scotchmen,  the 
best  of  all  settlers  for  Canada.  I  believe 
that  if  we  can  get  Anglo-Saxon  Immigrants 
we  want  no  other  class.  I  believe  that  it  is 
only  our  failure  to  get  these  which  causes 
as  to  turn  our  eyes  to  the  other  nations  of 
the  earth.  The  Immigration  from  the  old 
country  has  not  been  such  as  to  inspire  us 
vith  the  1  ellef  that  this  preference  has  re- 
ceived at  home  the  attention  that  it  should 
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have  received.  Sir,  there  is  to-day  a  great 
movement  on  foot  in  the  British  Isles.  Ther* 
is  a  statesman  there  advocating  a  policy 
of  empire;  a  statesman  who  has  furnished 
an  example  to  the  statesmen  of  Canada. 
That  gentleman  has  taken  his  political  life 
in  his  hands;  he  has  sacrificed  office  and 
power  and  all  that  makes  for  greatness;  he 
has  taken  these  in  his  hands  and  set  them 
down  upon  the  earth  and  said:  I  stand  for 
preferential  trade  between  Great  Britain 
and  her  colonies,  and  as  that  is  unpalatable 
to  the  cabinet  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
ber, rather  than  injure  them  I  will  step 
down  and  out  of  government.  And  Sir,  the 
Right  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain  laid  down 
office,  and  laid  down  all  the  glory  of  his 
position  for  the  sake  of  advocating  this 
policy  which  he  believes  to  be  the  best 
policy  for  the  British  empire.  Let  me  ask, 
Mr.  Speaker:  are  we  prepared  to  make  any 
sacrifice  in  the  interest  of  the  great  empire 
to  which  we  boast  we  belong  ?  If  so  it  Is 
time  that  this  parliament  should  put  itself 
on  record.  I  am  pleased  to  think,  Sir,  that 
on  this,  one  of  the  first  opportunities  I  have 
had  of  addressing  you,  I  have  the  privilege 
of  speaking  on  so  great  a  subject  and  one 
so  dear  to  my  heart.  I  bad  hoped  that  I 
might  some  day  have  the  honour  of  speak- 
ing on  this  question  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  Canada,  and  so  I  hasten  to  embrace 
this,  the  first  opportunity  of  placing  on 
4  Hansard '  my  views  with  regard  to  British 
connection  and  the  unification  of  the  Bri- 
tish race.  I  know  of  no  cause  In  which  I 
would  be  willing  to  make  greater  personal 
sacrifices;  I  know  of  no  cause  in  which  I 
feel  I  could  work  with  so  much  interest  and 
so  much  enthusiasm  as  in  this  great  cause 
of  welding  together  the  mother  country  and 
the  colonies. 

If  any  feeble  word  that  I  could  speak  or 
any  feeble  act  that  I  could  do  would  draw 
the  colonies  and  the  mother  country  any 
closer  together,  I  should  feel  most  honoured 
and  delighted  to  speak  that  word  or  do  that 
act ;  and  it  is  with  this  object  In  view  that 
I  take  up  to-night  this  question  of  preferen- 
ial  trade  and  endeavour  to  point  out  to  this 
House  the  importance  of  keeping  that  ques- 
tion on  every  occasion  well  to  the  front. 
Let  us  not  be  drawn  away  with  the  idea 
that  national  independence  is  the  aim  and 
the  goal  of  Canada,  and  that  we  are  pre- 
pared to  lay  down  that  British  connection 
of  which  we  have  boasted  so  long.  Every 
generation  is  called  upon  to  bear  its  part 
in  the  history  of  the  world,  and  our  part  in 
the  history  of  the  Dominion  and  of  the 
empire  is  to  hand  down  unbroken  and  un- 
injured that  connection  between  the  mother 
country  and  the  colonies  that  we  had  when 
we  came  upon  this  stage.  That  is  an  obli- 
gation that  rests  upon  every  member  of  this 
House.  Let  us  not  be  a  party  to  handing 
down  to  the  next  generation  a  weaker  bond 
of  empire,  a  weaker  link  than  that  which 
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binds  us  at  present  to  Great  Britain.  It  Is 
weak  enough — let  us  not  trifle  with  it  The 
day  has  come  when  we  must  have  a  goal 
iihead  of  us ;  we  cannot  drift  on  for  ever. 
We  have,  it  is  true,  drifted  fairly  well  to- 
gether of  late.  But  the  day  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  rude  winds  and  waves  may  drift 
us  apart.  That  day  may  be  nearer  than  we 
think,  and  I  contend  that  it  is  in  the  interest 
of  every  man  in  this  House,  In  the  Interest 
of  every  citizen  of  this  Dominion  and  of 
every  citizen  of  this  great  empire,  to  en- 
deavour in  all  his  thoughts  and  actions  to 
draw  the  various  portions  of  the  empire 
closer  together,  and  by  no  word  or  deed,  to 
cause  It  a  pang  or  a  thought  sundering.  I 
trust  that  the  discussion  that  has  been 
statrted  In  this  House  to-night  will  Be  con- 
tinued, if  not  to-night,  on  some  future  oc- 
casion, and  that  as  we  are  called  upon  to 
exercise  the  various  responsibilities  that  rest 
upon  us  as  a  Dominion,  we  shall  not  be  slow 
to  recognize  that  wc  have  a  part  to  play. 

We  have  of  late  years,  it  is  true,  been 
giving  our  loyalty  nominally  to  Great 
Britain,  but  our  trade  to  the  United  States. 
U  that  a  good  proposition,  lip  loyalty  to  the 
empire  and  trade  loyalty  to  the  United 
States  ?  The  trade  returns  show  that  we  are 
importing  about  two  and  a  halt  times  as 
much  from  the  United  States  as  we  are 
from  Great  Britain.  That  does  not  look 
as  though  our  loyalty  and  our  trade  were 
united.  It  would  be  quite  proper,  I  think, 
for  the  authorities  at  home  to  say  to  us  : 
If  that  Is  the  case,  Canada,  we  would  be 
w  illing  to  have  a  little  more  of  your  trade, 
oven  if  we  have  from  you  a  little  less  lip 
loyalty.  That  is  a  proposition  which  I  think 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  might  probably 
well  make  to  us  ;  and  perhaps  they  are 
thinking  this  to-day,  in  spite  of  the  prefer- 
ence which  we  have  given,  for  which  we 
sacrificed  about  $5,000,000  last  year.  They 
say  we  are  not  contributing  one  penny 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  British  army 
or  navy.  I  say  this  country  should  have 
collected  that  duty,  if  we  had  it  to  give 
away,  and  should  have  handed  it  ovsr  to 
Great  Britain  for  defence.  Then  we  could 
not  have  been  taunted  with  the  statement 
that  we  are  not  contributing  one  penny  to 
the  British  army  or  navy.  We  should  be  just 
before  we  are  generous,  and  we  should,  I 
think,  contribute  our  fair  share  in  support 
of  the  navy  or  In  some  other  way  add  to  the 
defences  of  the  empire  before  we  begin  to 
give  away  our  revenue  In  this  way,  at  the 
rate  of  $5,000,000  per  annum,  as  a  free  gift, 
giving  a  discount  which  is  the  greater  the 
more  the  purchase  is.  It  is  rather  a 
peculiar  feature  of  trade,  that.  Generally 
the  arrangement  Is  the  other  way— the  dis- 
count goes  to  the  buyer ;  butfin  this  case  it 
goes  to  the  seller.  That  is  a  peculiar  feature 
of  the  present  preferential  arrangement.  It 
may  be  justified  as  good  business,  but  it  is 
not  the  ordinary  business  way  of  doing 
things.    The  more  we  buy,  the  more  our 
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contribution,  that  is  the  arrangement  under 
which  the  present  British  preference  exists. 
It  does  not  appear  to  be  a  good  business 
proposition.  I  would  rather  see  the  dis- 
count go  to  the  buyer  in  the  usual  way,  and 
we  could  then  hand  it  back,  and  not  be 
taunted  with  the  statement  that  we  are  not 
contributing  a  penny  to  the  British  army  or 
navy.  It  may  be  said  that  we  cannot  con- 
tribute, as  we  have  no  representation.  That 
I  admit  is  a  serious  difficulty  ;  but  there  are 
ways  of  overcoming  all  difficulties,  and  if  we 
set  our  minds  to  overcoming  these  diffi- 
culties, we  shall  be  able  to  do  so. 

I  said  the  British  preference  has  been 
disappointing  in  its  working  out.  Accord- 
ing to  the  mother  country,  it  has  not  been 
the  advantage  that  it  was  supposed  it  would 
be.  I  have  a  few  figures  on  items  which  we 
import  from  Great  Britain  and  which  might 
be  largely  Increased,  while  the  imports  of 
the  same  items  from  foreign  countries  might 
be  diminished.  I  have  a  long  list  with  which 
I  will  not  weary  the  House  ;  but  I  will  men- 
tion a  few  of  the  items  by  way  of  illustra- 
tion. The  first  item  on  the  list,  which  is 
alphabetically  arranged,  is  ale,  beer  and 
porter,  of  which  we  import  from  Great 
Britain  $108,000,  and  from  foreign  countries 
$140,000.  The  ale  and  beer  of  the  mother 
country  are  noted  throughout  the  world,  and 
it  seems  strange  that  we  should  not  be  able 
to  import  nearly  all  of  our  consumption  of 
these.  Of  books,  periodicals  and  all  other 
printed  matter  we  import  from  Great 
Britain  $422,000,  and  from  foreign  countries 
$1,500,000— less  than  one-third  from  the 
mother  country.  Of  bricks,  tiles  and  clay, 
we  import  from  the  mother  country  $221,000, 
and  from  foreign  countries  $695,000.  Of 
cottons,  on  the  other  hand,  we  import  $5,- 
000,000  from  Great  Britain  as  against  $2,- 
000,000  from  foreign  countries.  Of  drugs, 
djes,  chemicals  and  medicines  we  import 
$1,531,000  from  Great  Britain  and  $4,000,000 
from  foreign  countries.  Thus  I  might  go 
on  through  a  long  list  of  items  the  imports 
of  which  from  the  mother  country  and  other 
colonies  might  be  largely  increased  without 
interfering  with  Canadian  trade.  That  is 
the  basis  on  which  our  preferential  arrange- 
ments should  be  made — with  the  view  of 
giving  the  largest  advantage  to  the  mother 
country  and  the  sister  colonies  and  at  the 
same  time  as  little  disadvantage  to  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  as  possible. 

I  have  been  accused  on  more  than  one  oc- 
cassion,  and  may  be  accused  now,  of  try- 
ing to  ride  two  horses  when  I  stand  for 
adequate  protection  to  home  Industries  and 
at  tie  same  time  for  giving  a  liberal  pre- 
ference to  the  mother  country  under  a  reci- 
procal arrangement.  I  stand  to-day  for 
mutual  preference.  I  stood  ten  years  ago 
for  preference  as  I  then  understood  it ;  but 
that  name  has  been  appropriated  to  a  jug- 
handled  policy  of  which  I  do  not  approve. 
Therefore  I  am  compelled  to  announce  my- 


self to-night  as  a  mutual  preferential  trader. 
If  we  give  an  advantage  to  Great  Britain, 
we  want  an  advantage  in  return.  That  is 
where  I  stand — on  a  purely  business  ar- 
rangement. It  may  sound  like  an  absence 
of  sentiment ;  but  I  believe  that  is  the  best 
way  to  maintain  friendship  between  this 
country  and  Great  Britain  as  well  as  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  other  colonies 
of  the  empire.  I  believe  that  the  only  way 
to  go  about  a  preference  that  will  be  satis- 
factory all  round  is  to  sit  down  and,  as  I 
think  the  Prime  Minister  said,  negotiate  a 
trade  treaty. 

There  is  no  good  reason  that  I  know  of 
why  we  can  enter  into  trade  treaties  with  all 
the  nations  of  the  world,  but  when  it  comes  to 
considering  a  treaty  between  Great  Britain 
and  her  colonies,  we  should  say  :  take  any- 
thing you  want ;  let  us  have  no  understand- 
ing, no  arrangements.  That  is  not  a  business 
proposition.  It  will  not  lead  to  satisfaction 
in  the  long  run  and  is  apt  to  be  miscon- 
strued and  misapplied.  However  great  may 
b«>  the  strength  of  the  empire,  in  the  loyalty 
of  its  people  to  their  King,  Crown  and  flag, 
that  strength  would  be  greatly  increased 
if  we  had  a  common  bond  of  trade  uniting 
us  as  well  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  civilized  world.  I  believe  that  is  the 
goal  we  should  strive  for.  What  we  require 
is  a  comon  bond  of  trade  to  give  substance 
to  the  sentiment  of  unity  between  the  mother 
country  and  her  colonies.  That  I  believe  to 
re  the  policy  of  Mr.  Chamberlain,  and  for 
that  reason  I  am  a  supporter  of  his  policy 
as  far  as  I  understand  it.  In  some  of  its 
details,  I  am  not  quite  sure  how  it  will  work 
out. 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  Hou.  gentlemen  op- 
posite are  quite  welcome  to  their  laugh,  but 
1  think  that  even  they  will  admit  that  it  is 
not  likely  that  any  great  policy  propounded 
in  this  or  any  other  country  will  be  com- 
pletely free  from  defects.  Human  nature 
itself  is  defective,  and  it  is  only  reasonable 
to  expect  that  even  our  best  considered 
treaties  will  be  lacking  in  some  respects  ; 
but  no  matter  what  arrangement  we  may 
enter  into  with  the  mother  country,  we  have 
no  right  to  expect  to  have  everything  our 
( \vu  way.  The  policy  to  be  followed  should 
be  one  of  give  an  take,  one  of  mutual  sacri- 
fice, and  that  is  the  spirit  which  governs 
the  relations  between  the  Dominion  and 
the  provinces  to-day.  We  in  the  western 
l,rovinces  pay  a  duty  on  coal  in  order  to 
r.rotect  and  encourage  the  great  coal  in- 
dustry of  the  provinces  down  by  the  sea. 
And  on  the  other  hand  our  maritime  pro- 
vinces pay  willingly  a  duty  on  flour  for  the 
benefit  of  the  great  milling  industry  in  the 
west.  A  similar  spirit  should  govern  our 
relations  with  the  mother  country.  To  unite 
an  empire  all  its  component  parts  should  be 
willing  to  give  and  take,  should  be  willing 
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to  make  each  a  sacrifice  in  the  common  in- 
terest. Just  as  it  is  not  selfishness,  but 
unselfishness  which  is  the  highest  attribute 
ot  man,  so  the  spirit  of  mutual  sacrifice  is 
that  which  is  best  calculated  to  give  strength 
and  unity  to  a  nation  and  an  empire.  When 
we  ask  the  mother  country  to  make  sacri- 
fices in  our  behalf,  we  should  be  prepared 
to  make  some  return,  and  I  trust  that  every 
part  of  the  British  empire  is  ready  to  contri- 
bute its  share  of  sacrifice  In  the  common 
irterest  of  all.  Is  it  not  desirable  that  we 
should  make  sacrifices  with  regard  to  the 
lr.other  country  with  the  view  of  drawing 
ourselves  more  closely  into  this  great  im- 
perial family?  That  is  the  chief  consideration 
by  which  we  should  be  governed,  and  a 
sentiment  of  that  kind  is  more  likely  to  draw 
u<  together  than  any  other  consideration 
we  can  submit  to  this  House  or  country. 
AVe  hear  sometimes  the  possibility  mention- 
ed of  either  independence  or  annexation 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  for  one  take  my  stand 
here— and  I  am  not  ashamed  or  afraid  to  an- 
nounce It  to-night— for  British  and  imperial 
unity— the  unity  of  the  British  empire  ;  and 
I  trust  I  shall  never  be  afraid  to  announce 
tiiat  sentiment  either  in  this  House  or  else- 
where. It  is  what  I  feel  In  my  heart  and 
take  pleasure  in  declaring  by  my  tongue. 
One  of  the  noblest  impulses  of  the  human 
heart  is  the  desire  to  make  a  sacrifice  for 
the  mother  country.  Are  we  to  receive  all 
the  advantages  and  bear  none  of  the  bur- 
<'ms?  For  my  part  I  consider  It  a  crying 
shame  and  disgrace  to  this  country  to-day 
that  we  should  be  in  such  a  position  that  the 
linger  of  scorn  can  be  pointed  at  us,  as  be- 
ing a  nation  that  Is  quite  willing  to  accept 
the  services  of  the  British  army  and  navy 
in  our  defence,  but  will  not  contribute  a  cent 
t<>  the  cost  of  that  defence.  That  is  a  position 
in  which  we  ought  not  to  be.  I  believe  the 
rtay  is  near  at  hand  when  we  will  have  to 
divide  to  do  more  for  ourselves  and  shoulder 
our  own  responsibjlities.  The  British  navy 
I-:  being  withdrawn  from  our  shores,  the 
British  troops  are  being  removed  from  Hali- 
fax and  Esquimalt  and  there  is  a  serious 
pioblem  facing  us.  What  means  have  we 
at  our  disposal  to  defend  our  own  country  ? 
If  the  strong  arm  of  the  empire  was  not  at 
our  back,  where  would  we  be  to-day  ?  That 
is  the  problem  with  which  we  are  now  face 
to  face,  and  we  cannot  long  shirk  the  duty  of 
having  to  decide  whether  we  are  prepared 
to  subscribe  a  reasonably  fair  amount  In 
support  of  the  British  army  and  navy.  In 
depicting  the  dread  prospect  of  war,  in 
which  the  colonies  would  suffer  equally  with 
tireat  Britain,  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  used  these  words  :  '  The  weary 
Titan  totters  under  his  more  than  human 
load '  and  he  asked  why  the  colonies  should 
pot  bear  some  share  of  the  more  than  human 
load  laid  on  the  British  taxpayer.  And  I  might 
psk  how  long  Is  this  Dominion  going  to  con- 
tribute only  a  paltry  two  and  a  half  or  three 
Mr.  COCKSHUTT. 


nMllions  to  the  defences  of  the  empire,  rely- 
ing on  the  strong  right  arm  of  the  mother 
country  to  do  the  rest  ?  How  long  are 
wo  prepared  to  stand  Idly  by  and  see  the  poor 
workingmen  of  Great  Britain  bear  all  the 
taxation  ?  Some  will  say  :  You  will  never 
s.sk  the  working  men  of  Great  Britain  to 
bear  a  tax  on  corn.  Perhaps  we  will  not, 
but  we  are  asking  them  to  bear  a  tax  that 
is  weighing  them  down  far  more  heavily 
than  would  the  tax  on  corn  "and  that  is  the 
lax  of  upholding  the  British  defences.  We 
:ne  asking  them  to  pay  the  vast  sum  which 
these  entail  while  we,  who  are  more  prosper- 
ous than  the  people  In  the  old  land,  are 
not  ready  to  contribute  one  pound  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  British  army  and  navy. 
How  long  can  we  continue  to  occupy  such 
u  humiliating  position  ?  The  time  has  come 
when  we  shall  have  to  put  ourselves  on 
record  with  regard  to  this  great  question, 
,  Miid  it  is  one  of  the  most  serious  we  have  to 
I  face.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  profess  to 
i  view  our  present  position  with  satisfaction, 
but  for  my  part  I  cannot  share  in  their  com- 
placency. I  must  say  that  I  view  It  with 
more  or  loss  alarm.  I  may  be  considered 
•  pessimist,  but  I  cannot  help  regretting 
steiiiK  the  last  vestige  of  British  troops 
h  aving  our  shores,  and  the  British  navy  be- 
iiii;  recalled  from  our  waters.  For  my" part 
'.  fail  to  see  the  wisdom  of  such  a  course. 
1  I  do  not  know  what  the  authorities  of  the 
uother  country  have  in  view,  but  it  does  ap- 

■  pear  to  me  that  a  mistake  is  being  made  in 
withdrawing  British  troops  from  our  shores, 
and  leaving  us  unprotected  save  for  that 
protection  we  may  have  from  our  own  mili- 
tia.  I  should  be  th  last  man  to  cast  any  re- 

'  flection  upon  our  militia.  The  men  are 
able,  willing  and  strong,  and  I  am  not  de- 
preciating their  ability  and  readiness,  but  I 

[  *■«>'  that  any  man  good  enough  to  man  Hali- 
fax or  Esquimalt  is  good  enough  to  man 
any  British  port  in  South  Africa  or  Aus- 
tralia or  any  part  of  the  British  empire 
where  he  may  be  called  on  to  go. 

This  is  the  spirit  in  which  I  would  enter 
upon  the  defence  of  the  empire.  If  we  have 

,  anything  to  contribute,  we  should  do  It  in 

,  an  Interchangeable  way.  We  can  then  retain 
control  of  the  troops  to  some  extent — they 
can  be  Canadians,  though  they  have  gone 
abroad  for  service  ;  they  would  be  under 

,  the  British  flag,  serving  the  same  King  and 

!  devoted  to  the  same  empire. 

I  had  not  Intended  to  speak  at  so  great 
length  upon  the  matter  of  imperial  defence. 

I  But  before  I  sit  down  let  me  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  First  Minister  and  of  this  House 

<  to  a  question  In  this  connection  that,  I  think, 

■  is  worthy  of  most  serious  consideration,  and 
,  that  is  the  unification  of  the  naturalization 
|  laws  of  the  British  empire.  We  are  recelv- 
,  lng,  as  I  have  said,  immigrants  from  all 
i  lands.  Some  of  them,  of  course,  may  be 
I  British  In  sentiment,  others  are  not ;  some 
I  of  them  may  have  ties  to  the  mother  country, 

others  have  not.    But  what  are  we  giving 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2373 


MARCH  13.  1905 


2374 


them  as  an  idea  to  work  for  ?  What  are 
we  setting  up  before  their  minds  as  the 
goal  for  which  they  should  strive  ?  What 
are  we  conferring  upon  them  in  the  way  of 
citizenship  ?  Is  there  such  a  thing  as  Cana- 
dian citizenship  1  If  there  is  I  am  not 
aware  of  it  The  question  put  to  a  man  in 
our  country  when  he  votes  is  :  Are  you  a 
British  subject  ?  If  he  is  a  British  subject 
and  otherwise  qualified,  he  1s  entitled  to 
vote  In  this  country  ;  but  if  he  is  not  a 
British  subject  he  is  not  entitled  to  vote. 
Are  hon.  members  of  this  House,  are  the 
people  of  this  country,  fully  aware  that  we 
cannot  make  a  British  subject  in  this  coun- 
try ?  The  naturalization  laws,  as  I  under- 
stand them,  will  not  permit  us  to  make  a 
British  subject  In  Canada.  We  may  make 
him  a  British  subject  so  long  as  he  retains 
citizenship  within  the  borders  of  the  Do- 
minion. But  as  soon  as  he  goes  aboard  ship 
and  Is  three  miles  from  the  coast,  he  be- 
comes again  a  citizen  of  the  country  from 
which  he  came — he  is  no  longer  a  citizen  of 
Great  Britain  or  of  Canada  ;  he  is  at  the 
mercy  of  any  nation  that  chooses  to  attack 
him.  In  effect,  he  has  no  citizenship  at 
all.  Here  is  a  serious  question  to  be  con- 
sidered. We  are  receiving  amongst  us  citi- 
zens and  subjects  of  every  country,  and  we 
are  giving  them  what  they  believe  to  be 
good  British  citizenship.  But  that  is  not 
what  we  give  them  ;  we  cannot  confer  upon 
any  individual  in  this  country  the  full  rights 
of  the  British  citizen.  If  a  German  comes 
to  our  shores  he  may  become  a  British 
subject  while  he  remains  in  Canada.  But, 
if  he  goes  upon  the  high  seas,  or  goes  to 
any  other  country,  or  even  to  the  mother 
country  itself,  he  is  a  German  still,  though 
he  has  been  a  British  subject  while  here. 
A  Frenchman  may  be  a  Briton  in  South 
Africa,  but  when  he  goes  to  Great  Britain 
he  will  be  a  Frenchman  again,  because  no 
British  colony  can  confer  full  British  citi- 
zenship upon  the  natives  of  other  countries. 
This  is  a  serious  question,  and  one  that 
should  be  faced.  We  are  taking  from  the 
country  to  the  south  of  us  at  the  rate  of 
50,000  people  a  year,  I  am  told.  When 
they  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  King 
they  lay  down  their  right  of  citizenship  in 
the  United  States.  What  are  we  giving 
them  in  return  ?  They  may  think  we  are 
giving  them  full  British  citizenship,  which 
they  are  willing  to  exchauge  for  that  in 
which  they  were  born,  but  we  are  not  able 
to  confer  upon  them  the  rights  of  British 
subjects  beyond  our  own  territory.  What 
I  stand  for  Is  a  co'mmon  citizenship ' 
throughout  the  empire.  That  is  a  citizen- 
ship of  which  we  may  well  be  proud  ;  it  is 
a  citizenship  for  which  much  blood  and 
treasure  have  been  sacrificed  ;  it  Is  a  citi- 
zenship for  which  any  of  us  might  be  de- 
lighted to  lay  down  his  life  if  thereby  he 
might  be  the  means  of  transmitting  to  others 
the  liberty  that  we  received  from  our  fore- 
fathers. I  am  not  speaking  as  one  born  in 
the  British  islands.    I  have  the  distinction 


of  having  been  born  in  the  Dominion  and 
in  the  province  in  which  I  am  speaking.  I 
am  a  Canadian-born  British  subject,  and  I 
speak  in  the  best  interests  of  the  British 
empire.  I  am  desirous  of  seeding  the  empire 
unified,  and  I  raise  my  voice  in  behalf  of 
the  resolution  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria.  This  has  not  been  brought 
In  as  a  mere  academic  question,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Vancouver  (Mr.  Macpherson) 
said  It  was  ;  it  Is  a  very  timely  introduc- 
tion of  a  very  great  subject  to  the  atten- 
tion of  this  House  and  this  country.  We 
could  easily  spend  time  upon  matters  of  far 
less  importance.  This  House  has  sat  year 
after  year,  but  never,  so  far  I  know,  has  it 
placed  Itself  upon  record  upon  this  ques- 
tion. I  would  like  to  see  It  place  itself 
upon  record,  and  so  I  am  glad  that  this 
resolution  has  been  Introduced.  It  may  not 
come  to  a  vote  to-night.  Nor  do  I  say  that 
the  resolution  Is,  word  for  word,  as  I  would 
have  drawn  It.  But  with  the  principle  of  ft 
I  am  in  hearty  sympathy.  It  may  well  ap: 
peal  to  us  as  members  of  this  House  and 
representatives  of  the  British  empire.  It  is 
well  tha{  we  should  take  it  into  our  serious 
consideration  that  we  as  citizens  of  Canada 
are  not  doing  our  duty  by  the  mother  coun- 
try and  by  the  sister  colonies.  I  have  re- 
ferred almost  entirely  to  preferential  trade 
with  the  mother  country.  But  before  I  sit 
down  let  me  say  that  I  believe  that  the 
preferential  tariff  with  reference  to  the  West 
Indies  introduced  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site— and  I  give  them  full  credit  for  It — is 
a  masterly  piece  of  service  to  the  empire. 
Here  were  these  sister  colonies  suffering 
through  the  depression  of  their  Industry— 
the  sugar  Industry.  Great  Britain  turned  a 
deaf  ear  to  their  appeals  ;  In  fact,  as  a 
free  trade  country,  she  could  not  give  them 
an  advantage  in  her  market  But  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
done  a  masterly  piece  of  service  to  this 
country  and  to  this  empire  in  extending  the 
brotherly  band  of  helpfulness  to  our  op- 
pressed fellow-citizens  in  the  West  Indies. 
For  I  look  upon  them  as  fellow-citizens.  I 
do  not  know  whether  other  hon.  gentlemen 
so  regard  them,  but  I  do.  They  are  living 
under  the  same  flag,  under  the  sway  of  the 
same  King  and  within  the  borders  of  the 
same  empire.  I  regard  them  as  my  fellow- 
citizens,  and  I  am  pleased  that  the  Finance 
Minister  has  extended  his  hand  to  them, 
and  has  helped  them  as  he  has  done.  I 
believe  that  under  the  preferential  arrange- 
ment he  offered,  the  imports  of  sugar  have 
increased  from  $907,533  two  years  ago  to 
$5  236,451 — that  is  an  Increase  of  377  per 
cent.  This  shows  the  advantage  of  prefer- 
ence between  colony  and  colony.  Having 
done  that  for  the  West  Indies,  we  have 
done  a  great  service  for  the  empire  and 
have  given  help  where  it  was  most  needed. 
We  have  extended  the  hand  of  brotherly  fel- 
lowship and  assistance,  and  I  do  not  thinK 
it  has  cost  us  much.  It  is  true  sugar  Is 
dearer  now  than  it  was.    But  this  is  not 
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because  we  are  receiving  it  more  largely 
from  the  West  Indies,  but  because  the  beet- 
root crop  of  Europe  was  a  failure  last  year. 
Do  not  attribute  the  increase  in  the  price 
of  sugar  to  the  assistance  we  have  given 
the  West  Indies.  But  here  is  an  object 
lesson.  We  have  increased  our  sugar  trade 
from  the  West  Indies  almost  four-fold.  If 
that  has  been  done  in  one  item,  it 
could  be  done  in  a  group  of  items.  Why 
cannot  we  receive  an  advantage  on  our 
wheat,  our  butter,  our  bacon  and  other  pro- 
ducts of  the  farm  in  the  markets  of  Great 
Britain  ?  I  think  the  British  could  well 
give  us  that  advantage,  and  I  hope  they  will 
do  it  in  the  near  future.  I  believe  they 
must  sacrifice,  as  we  must  sacrifice  some- 
thing and  all  must  be  done  for  the  general 
good. 

I  for  one  believe  that  we  can  stand  better 
for  British  civilization,  for  British  advance- 
ment and  for  the  success  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  race  by  remaining  under  one  govern- 
ment and  one  flag,  tban  we  can  by  break- 
ing up  into  various  homogeneous  nations, 
each  one  going  its  own  way,  every  one  a 
different  road,  every  one  it  may  be  antag- 
onizing the  other.  I  believe  that  the  future 
of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  lies  in  unity.  I 
believe  that  we  can  best  advance  the  pro- 
gress of  civilization  by  retaining  the  Bri- 
tish empire  as  it  at  present  exists.  It  is 
true  that  the  great  empires  of  the  world 
have  passed  away,  all  the  old  empires  ;  and 
it  remains  to  be  seen,  and  I  believe  it  will 
be  seen  within  the  present,  or  at  most,  the 
next  generation,  whether  the  British  empire 
is  going  to  reverse  this  order  of  things  or 
go  to  pieces.  I  believe  one  thing  or  the 
other  will  happen  in  the  very  near  future. 
If  Canada  sets  the  example  of  breaking 
away,  it  will  be  but  a  short  time  when  South 
Africa  and  Australia  will  follow  suit.  Where 
will  Great  Britain  be,  shorn  of  her  great 
colonies?  That  is  a  question  that  should 
appeal  to-day  to  the  minds  of  every  British 
citizen  within  the  sound  of  my  voice,  and 
within  this  country.  I  believe  that  is  a 
consideration  that  should  appeal  to  every 
one  of  us,  and  that  we  should  be  ready  to 
make  sacrifices  in  behalf  of  it.  Great  lib- 
erties are  only  won  by  great  sacrifices.  The 
great  heritage  of  the  British  nation  is  ours, 
and  are  we  going  lightly  to  part  with  it  ? 
Are  we  going  to  snap  link  by  link  the  ties 
that  have  bound  us  to  the  mother  country 
so  long?  Are  we  going  to  see  them  ruth- 
lessly broken,  and  stand  by  and  say,  Amen? 
I  trow  not.  Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  con- 
siderations that  I  think  are  worthy  the  at- 
tention and  the  very  best  thjnght  that  we 
can  give  them.  We  will  be  best  serving 
the  interests  of  the  nation  and  of  the  race 
by  retaining  our  position  In  the  empire.  We 
can  hunt  better  in  a  pack  than  we  can  In 
units.  In  conclusion,  with  your  permis- 
sion Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  break  into  poetry 
and  give  you  four  lines  from  Kipling. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  elicit  applause  from  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite. I  am  going  to  give  you  four  lines 
from  Kipling  to  illustrate  what  I  said  about 
the  desirability  of  hanging  together  as  a 
pack  instead  of  breaking  up  into  units  : 

Now  this  is  the  law  of  the  jungle, 
A3  old  and  as  true  as  the  sky, 
The  wolf  that  would  prosper  must  keep  it, 
.  The  wolf  that  would  break  it  must  die. 
As  the  vine  that  en-circles  the  tree  trunk, 
The  law  runneth  forward  and  back. 
The  pack  is  the  strength  of  the  wolf, 
And  the  wolf  is  the  strength  of  the  pack. 

Mr.  A.  A.  BRUNEAU  (Richelieu). 
(Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question 
raised  by  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Hughes) 
is  not  a  new  question.  He  said  that  colo- 
nial representation  in  the  Imperial  parlia- 
ment has  been  asked  for  years  ago,  and 
in  order  to  prove  his  statement,  the  hon. 
member  quoted  the  opinion  set  forth  in 
1851  by  the  Hon.  Joseph  Howe.  My  hon. 
friend  could  have  gone  back  twenty  years 
further  in  the  history,  when  this  (question 
was  discussed  in  England.  In  1831,  when 
Lord  Grey's  government  introduced  their 
Parliamentary  Reform  Bill,  that  question 
of  colonial  representation  into  the  Imperial 
parliament  was  discussed  for  the  first  time. 
As  the  number  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  England  was  to  be  reduced 
by  thirty-two  through  that  Bill,  it  was  sug- 
gested to  make  up  the  difference  by  grant- 
ing representation  to  the  British  colonies. 
As  the  effect  of  that  measure  was  to  be 
more  especially  detrimental  to  the  Tory 
members,  Mr.  Hume  introduced,  on  the 
16th  August,  1831,  a  motion  to  the  effect 
that  the  colonies  should  be  represented. 
But,  before  that  proposition  was  made,  the 
British  press  had  discussed  the  question 
and,  strange  to  say,  the  reasons  given*  at 
that  time  were  about  the  same  as  those 
that  might  be  brought  to-day  in  favour  of 
my  hon.  friend's  motion.  They  wanted 
colonial  representation  in  the  Imperial  par- 
liament for  the  very  reason  alleged  by  the 
hon.  member  ;  they  claimed  that  India  and 
the  other  colonies  with  their  immense  pop- 
ulation should  necessarily  be  represented 
in  the  Imperial  parliament,  in  order  to 
submit  to  that  parliament  their  complaints 
and  grievances.  Such  representation,  it 
was  said,  would  be  a  desirable  innovation, 
because  it  would  cause  the  colonies  to 
share  in  the  settlement  of  matters  of  Im- 
perial concern.  British  capital  had  been 
invested  in  these  colonies  and  it  was  only 
fair,  they  added,  to  allow  them  to  be  re- 
presented in  order  to  give  that  capital  an 
opportunity  of  safeguarding  their  interests 
at  a  given  moment. 

As  regards  the  members  making  up  that 
representation,  their  numbers  were  not  to 
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exceed  fifteen  of  twenty,  if  statements  of 
the  newspapers  of  those  days  are  to  be 
credited.  Canada  was  to  have  four  repre- 
sentatives, Jamaica  two,  and  so  forth.  The 
famous  principle :  '  No  taxation  without 
representation  '  was  appealed  to,  and  it  was 
stated  that  the  colonies  having  representa- 
tives in  the  British  Parliament,  would  no 
longer  have  that  reason  for  revolting.  Had 
such  steps  been  taken  in  years  gone  by,  they 
said  the  thirteen  states  composing  the 
union  would  not  have  declared  themselves 
independent.  Such  were  the  reasons  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  Hume,  member  for  Middlesex,  moved 
August  16,  1831,  that  the  Reform  Bill  be  re- 
ferred once  more  to  the  committee  with 
power  to  amend  it  by  granting  some  repre- 
sentation to  the  colonies.  The  main  reason 
submitted  by  Hume  was  the  necessity  of  do- 
ing away  with  grievances  and  preventing 
them  from  arising  in  the  colonies.  It  will 
be  remembered  that,  at  that  time,  in  1831, 
Lower  Canada,  and  even  Upper  Canada,  had 
flooded  the  British  House  of  Commons  with 
petitions  for  redress.  Hume  requested 
that  the  colonies  be  granted  nineteen  repre- 
sentatives, three  of  whom  for  the  British 
possessions  of  North  America;  and  when  he 
came  to  particularize  as  regards  Canada,  he 
spoke  in  the  following  terms: 

I  will  now  come  to  the  British  North  Ameri- 
can colonies.  It  it  be  wished  to  keep  these 
colonies  in  our  power,  our  object  must  be  to 
place  them  upon  the  most  friendly  terms  with 
the  mother-country.  I  am  persuaded  that  all 
the  bickerings  and  unpleasant  feelings  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  do  exist  in  these  colonies, 
might  have  been  prevented  if  the  colonist  had 
possessed  any  fair  and  adequate  means  of  stating 
in  this  House,  from  time  to  time,  what  are  their 
feelings  and  wishes,  and  what  are  the  evils 
under  which  they  suffer.  Tear  after  year  have 
these  colonists  sent  petitions  to  us, — and  I 
have  now  a  petition  from  them  signed  by  10,000 
persons, — complaining  of  grievances  which.  I 
am  persuaded,  never  could  have  existed  if  the 
complainants  had  been  fairly  represented  in 
parliament.  I  propose  that  the  older  provinces 
of  Lower  'Canada,  containing  a  population  of 
423,630  persons,  should  have  one  representative 
in  the  British  parliament.  Upper  Canada  con- 
tains a  population  of  198,000  souls,  and  I  pro- 
pose that  that  province  should  likewise  send  a 
member  to  parliament.  I  am  aware  that  In 
stating  the  population  of  tho  colonies,  I  have, 
in  every  case,  made  the  amount  less  than  it 
actually  Is,  but  I  have  taken  the  numbers  from 
the  official  returns  in  the  Colonial  Office.  I  very 
well  know  that  the  province  of  Upper  Canada, 
Instead  of  198,000,  contains  265,000  souls. 

I  now  come  to  the  remainder  of  the  British 
colonies  in  North  America.  The  province  of 
New  Brunswick  contains  a  population  of  22,000 
souls  ;  Nova  Scotia,  with  Cape  Breton  added  to 
it,  has  a  population  of  142,000  souls,  whilst  the 
population  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is  23,000, 
and  of  Newfoundland  60,000,— in  short,  these 
colonies,  with  the  Bermudas,  comprise  a  popu- 
lation of  300,000  individuals,  and  for  these  I 
only  ask  for  one  representative  in  this  House. 
By  this  plan  the  whole  of  the  West  India 
Islands,  and  the  whole  of  the  British  colonies 


of  North  America,  will  have  six  members  to 
represent  their  inlerssts  and  to  express  their 
feelings  in  the  British  House  of  Commons.  In 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  the  representatives 
can  be  elected  by  the  representative  legislative 
bodies  of  these  provinces,  and  the  other  colonies 
must  choose  delegates  who  shall  elect  their  re- 
spective members. 

As  you  will  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  reading 
that  part  of  Hume's  speech,  in  his  opinion, 
the  representation  of  colonies  was  the 
remedy  to  all  grievances  of  which  these 
British  colonies  complained  at  the  time. 

One  of  those  who  took  the  greatest  inter- 
est in  colonial  questions  as  they  came  up  in 
the  British  House  of  Commons,  and  who 
might  be  termed  the  Charles  Dilke  of  that 
period,  and  who  had  specially  concerned 
himself  with  Lower  Canada,  rose  in  his 
turn  and  spoke  in  very  strong  terms  against 
Mr.  Hume's  plan.  The  reason  set  forth 
by  Laboucbfire  go  to  show  that  colonial 
representation  was  not  a  new  subject,  even 
as  early  as  1831,  in  the  British  House  of 
Commons,  since  lAbouchere  quoted  Burke's 
opinion  as  to  the  utter  impracticability  of 
such  representation,  inasmuch  as  representa- 
tives of  the  colonies  could  not  at  the  same 
time  subserve  the  empire  and  the  colonies. 
Such  a  plan  Is  Impracticable,  he  said,  as,  on 
the  one  hand,  representatives  of  the  colonies 
could  not  properly  vote  to  levy  taxes  on  the 
people  of  England,  while  British  members 
could  not  properly  vote  to  levy  taxes  on  the 
colonies.  Mr.  Douglas,  Lord  Althorpe,  Sir 
E.  Taunton,  Sir  Chas.  Wetherell,  Mr.  Burge, 
Sir  C.  Forbes  and  Sir  Geo.  Murray,  fought 
either  for  or  against  Mr.  Hume's  motion, 
which  was  rejected  without  a  vote  being 
taken. 

As  these  facts  show,  the  question  of  the 
representation  of  colonies  in  the  British  par- 
liament is  not  a  new  one.  While  this  ques- 
tion was  being  discussed  in  the  papers  of 
the  mother  country,  it  was  also  coming  up 
on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic;  and,  what  will 
no  doubt  be  a  surprise  to  many  hon.  mem- 
bers, the  proposal  relative  to  colonial  repre- 
sentation in  the  British  parliament  was 
brought  up  on  this  side  of  the  ocean,  not  by 
an  Englishman,  not  by  a  Scotchman,  not  by 
an  Irishman,  but  by  a  French  Canadian,  Mr. 
Pierre  de  Sales  Laterriere. 

Mr.  de  Sales  Laterriere  was  a  political 
writer  who  represented  the  city  of  Quebec 
from  1825  to  1829,  who  was  afterwards 
elected  for  the  county  of  Saguenay,  1830  to 
1834,  member  of  the  Legislative  Council  in 
1832,  and  member  of  the  special  council  in 
1838,  after  the  suspension  of  the  constitu- 
tion, following  the  uprising  of  1837.  He  was 
the  first  statesman  to  advocate  here  the  re- 
presentation of  colonies  in  the  British  par- 
liament. I  must  state  just  here  that  his 
reasons  and  motives  for  asking  such  a 
measure  were  entirely  different  from  those 
set  forth  by  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria. 
Mr.  de  Sales  Laterriere  was  of  opinion  that 
we  French  Canadians  would  be  annihilated, 
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swallowed  up  with  our  laws,  our  usages, 
our  manners  and  our  customs,  In  the  vote  of 
the  United  States,  If  we  did  not  enter  into 
a  closer  union  with  England,  barring  which 
we  were  fatally  to  fall  under  the  sway  of 
the  neighbouring  republic.  There,  In  his 
opinion,  lay  the  remedy  to  the  grievances  of 
the  Papineau  party. 

The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  stated  this 
afternoon  that  one  of  the  causes  of  the  up- 
rising in  1837  was  the  influence  of  foreign 
gold  spread  throughout  Canada.  I  beg 
leave  to  contradict  this  statement.  I  have 
made  a  special  study  of  that  period  of  our 
national  history,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to 
state  that  never  was  there  such  a  glaring 
mistake  committed.  In  going  over  the  re- 
cords of  that  period  and  in  trying  to  unravel 
the  causes  which  brought  about  the  uprising 
of  1837  and  1838,  has  the  hon.  member  ever 
been  struck  by  the  strange  situation  brought 
about  by  the  constitution  of  1791,  which  unit- 
ed Upper  and  Lower  Canada  ?  By  virtue 
of  that  constitution  England  had  subjected 
a  bouse  which  was  to  comprise  a  majority 
of  French  Canadians  to  a  hostile  majority, 
to  the  rule  of  the  '  family  compact'  The 
population  of  Lower  Canada,  made  up  for 
the  greater  part  of  Catholics,  had  elected  a 
certain  number  of  English  and  Protestant 
representatives.  The  French  Canadians, 
always  tolerant,  had  been  generous  to  the 
point  of  sending  a  few  of  their  English  fel- 
low citizens  to  represent  them  at  the  outset 
of  the  regime  created  by  the  constitution  of 
1791. 

But  the  position  was  an  odd  one  for,  while 
the  French  Canadians  were  a  majority  in  the 
House,  the  three  superior  powers  were  in 
the  hands  of  a  minority  inimical  to  all  our 
political,  civil  aud  religious  rights.  In  the 
lirst  place,  the  Governor,  who  received  his 
instructions  from  Downing  Street ;  then  the 
Legislative  Council,  made  up  of  appointees 
opposed  to  the  constitution  of  1791,  and 
lastly,  an  irresponsible  Executive  Council, 
selected,  not  from  among  the  members  of 
the  House,  but  by  the  Governor  himself  ; 
there  was  no  cabinet  responsible  to  the 
people. 

One  of  the  principal  causes  of  the  rebel- 
lion of  1837  was  the  unjust  distribution  of 
patronage.  The  family  compact  had  lbs 
nominees,  its  favourites  of  power,  who, 
being  quite  independent  of  people,  sub- 
mitted them  to  unjust  treatment  and, 
often  in  offensive  terms,  showed  them  they 
had  been  vanquished  on  the  plains  of  Ab- 
raham. Then  in  virtue  of  the  constitution 
one-seventh  of  the  lands  granted  were  set 
apart  for  the  support  of  the  Protestant 
clergy. 

All  those  who  are  familiar  with  our  po- 
litical history  know  to  what  disputes  the 
land  question  gave  rise,  even  under  the 
Union.  It  is  under  those  circumstances, 
when  Lower  Canada  was  thoroughly  dis- 
satisfied with  the  policy  followed  by  the 
mother  country,— aud  rightly  so,  I  fear  not 

Mr.  BRU.N'EAU. 


to  say,— it  Is  at  the  time  we  were  asking 
redress  from  the  metropolis,  that  Later- 
rlere  suggested  that  the  colonies  should  be 
represented  In  the  British  parliament  That 
was  on  the  10th  of  August  1831,  six  days 
before  Hume  put  his  motion  before  the 
Imperial  parliament  His  letter  appeared 
in  '  Le  Canadien.'  Three  days  later,  that 
paper,  which  was  at  the  time  the  organ  of 
the  patriotic  party,  of  Papineau's  party, 
answered  Mr.  Laterrifire :  Our  colonial  sys- 
tem is  defective  ;  it  is  defective,  taking  into 
account  the  principle  and  object  of  coloni- 
zation ;  it  is  defective  from  the  standpoint 
of  patronage ;  it  is  defective  inasmuch  as 
we  are  deprived  of  the  benefits  of  respon- 
sible government ;  it  is  defective  as  regards 
the  constitution  of  the  Legislative  Council. 

On  October  5th,  1831,  Laterriere  replied 
In  '  Le  Canadien  ' : 

England  has  protected  her  colonies  by 
increasing  for  their  benefit  the  duties  on 
foreign  products.  The  purpose  of  England, 
in  looking  after  her  colonies,  protected  as 
they  are  by  her  strong  fleet,  has  been  to 
ensure  markets  for  her  products. 

Her  colonial  undertakings  have  been  pur- 
sued on  exactly  the  same  principle  as  that 
of  all  nations,  ancient  and  modern. 

On  the  other  hand,  he  added,  the  consti- 
tution gives  us  the  right  to  complain  and 
obtain  redress.  Mr.  de  Laterriftre  does  not 
deny  that  there  is  not  an  unfair  distribu- 
tion of  patronage  ;  but  the  reform  Bill  will, 
he  adds,  swamp  the  Tory  party  in  England. 
Government  patronage  will  no  longer  be 
inimical  to  us.  Then  he  returns  to  his 
favourite  topic  and  makes  the  following 
statement : 

'  We  are  not  in  a  position  to  constitute 
here  a  nation  sui  generis  ;  England  will  cut 
us  off  one  of  these  days  ;  what  will  become 
of  us  ?  There  is  in  England  a  strong 
party  favouring  the  emancipation  of  the 
colonies.'  '  Then,'  he  added,  '  we  will 
surely  fall  under  the  sway  of  the  United 
States.'  Then,  again,  colonial  representa- 
tion was  not  to  interfere  In  any  way  with 
the  powers  of  colonial  legislatures.  This 
is  almost  the  very  wording  of  the  motion 
Introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Vic- 
toria. 

On  the  8th  of  October,  1831,  4  Le  Cana- 
dlen '  answered  as  follows  : 

'  The  real  question  is  this  :  will  such  a 
measure  Insure  redress  ? '  No.  There  are 
two  causes  to  our  ills,  added  '  Le  Cana- 
dlen.' Exclusive  legislation  of  commerce 
by  the  mother  country,  which  reduces  busi- 
ness to  a  state  of  uncertainty,  and  govern- 
ment patronage  left  into  the  hands  of 
foreign  officials. 

You  wish  the  colonics  to  be  represented, 
was  it  asked  ;  on  what  principle  will  you 
base  that  represenattion  :  I  shall  put  the 
same  question  to  the  hon.  member  for  Brant- 
ford  (Mr.  Cockshutt).  On  what  principle  are 
you  going  to  base  that  representation  ?  Are 
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you  going  to  base  It  on  population  ?  If 
you  are,  you  will  obtain  a  perfectly  ab- 
surd political  system,  since  the  colonies 
would  then  rule  over  the  sovereign  states. 

The  '  Herald,'  of  Montreal,  which  was 
at  that  time  the  organ  of  the  Tory  party, 
entirely  approved  of  the  plan  submitted 
by  Mr.  Laterrlere.  '  La  Minerve '  disap- 
proved of  it 

But  the  reason  set  forth  In  1831  by  Mr. 
Laterrlere  in  support  of  his  plea  for  colo- 
nial representation  no  longer  exist.  Through 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
Foreign  Office  of  the  mother  country,  a 
broad  and  far-seeing  policy  has  been  adop- 
ted ;  England  has  discarded  old  prejudices, 
and  better  days  have  dawned  for  the 
French  Canadians.  And  that  is  why  we 
salute  her  flag  with  as  much  respect  as  we 
revere  the  parliamentary  institutions  which 
she  granted  to  us  after  1837. 

No,  foreign  gold  has  not  been  the  cause 
of  Lower  Canada's  uprising  in  1837.  Our 
ancestors  did  not  sell  themselves.  They 
fought  for  their  rights.  Compare  the 
causes  which  brought  about  the  revolution 
of  1688  In  England  and  those  which  brought 
about  the  war  of  independence  in  America 
in  1776,  with  the  causes  which  brought 
about  our  own  rebellion  In  1837,  and  nobody 
will  be  found  to  defend  the  colonial  system 
as  it  then  existed. 

England  has  understood  at  last  that  her 
old  colonial  policy  was  not  in  harmony 
with  the  spirit  and  needs  of  the  times,  and 
we  have  become,  shielded  by  her  powerful 
arm  and  under  her  kindly  guidance,  one  of 
the  happiest  countries  In  the  world. 

We  make  our  own  laws,  and  as  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  judge  from  a  personal 
experience  extending  over  nearly  fourteen 
years,  we  are  succeeding  fairly  well  at  It, 
especially  since  the  Liberal  party  have 
come  into  power. 

We  have  cut  up,  and  are  continuing  to 
cut  up  our  country  with  canals  and  rail- 
ways. We  are  spending  a  good  deal  more 
money  on  agriculture  than  on  military 
barracks. 

We  are  not  sinking,  as  they  are  In  Europe, 
under  the  weight  of  permanent  armies. 
Our  favourite  arm  is  the  pioneer's  axe,  a 
more  powerful  factor  in  colonization,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  that  the  most  destruc- 
tive war  engines,  including  even  Krupp  or 
Creusot  guns. 

We  enjoy  responsible  government,  and 
iibove  all  we  enjoy  provincial  autonomy. 
Under  the  constitution,  each  province  has 
its  attributes,  its  rights  and  its  privileges, 
and  these  enable  us  French  Canadians  who 
are  the  great  majority  In  the  province  of 
Quebec,  to  preserve  our  civil,  political  and 
religious  rights. 

But  if  the  reasons  given  by  Laterrlere  In 
support  of  his  plea  for  colonial  representa- 
tion in  1831  do  not  hold  any  longer,  the 
same  objections  which  were  then  made  to 


that  proposal  have  still  their  full  force  in 
]905. 

The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Hali- 
lturton  has  not  quoted  a  single  historical 
precedent  In  support  of  his  claim.  Of  course, 
he  stated  that  the  United  States  were  under 
a  federal  system  as  is  the  case  with  Can- 
ada ;  but  that  does  not  show  the  necessity 
of  our  being  represented  in  the  Imperial 
parliament.  I  find  only  one  precedent,  and 
it  is  in  contradiction  with  the  principle  of 
the  motion  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend. 
The  downfall  of  the  Roman  commonwealth 
was  the  result  of  the  taking  in  of  the  allied 
Italian  states.  Towards  the  decline  of  the 
Roman  republic  its  allies,  who  had  sup- 
ported the  greater  part  of  the  burden  of 
the  war,  wished  to  be  admitted  to  the  en- 
joyment of  the  privileges  of  Roman  citizen- 
ship. Civil  war  was  the  result  of  the 
refusal.  In  the  course  of  the  war  which 
ensued,  these  privileges  were  granted  to  a 
great  number  of  these  nations,  piecemeal, 
as  they  severed  their  connection  with  the 
general  confederacy. 

But  to-day,  thank  God,  we  enjoy  all  the 
privileges  of  British  citizenship  and  these 
should  suffice.  On  the  other  hand  who  is 
nuxious  to  obtain  such  representation  ? 
Without  in  the  least  wishing  to  offend  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton, 
who  has  introduced  his  motion  In  very 
moderate  tetms,  I  might  observe  that  he  Is 
more  of  an  Englishman  than  the  King  him- 
self ;  somewhat  the  same  compliment  as 
used  to  be  paid  formerly  to  the  Ultra- 
tnontanes  in  the  province  of  Quebec  :  That 
they  were  greater  Catholics  than  the  Pope. 

The  hon.  member  stated  that  if  we  were 
more  closely  united  to  England,  the  flow 
of  immigration  towards  Canada  would  be 
much  greater— and  that  was  the  part  of  his 
speech  which  struck  me  most.  It  seems  to 
me  the  correctness  of  such  a  statement  is 
very  doubtful  and  would  require  to  be  more 
fully  demonstrated. 

The  reasons  given  by  Labouchere  still 
hold ;  and  I  consider  as  be  did  that 
such  a  system  is  impracticable  and  utterly 
unworkable.  The  duty  we  owe  to  the  em- 
pire is  totally  different  from  that  we  owe 
to  the  colony.  Do  you  wish  to  have  the 
proof  of  this  ?  I  was  not  in  the  House  at 
rhe  time,  but  I  appeal  to  the  memory  of  old 
parliamentarians  in  our  midst,  such  as  the 
hon  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Costigan). 
the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister,  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson).  When,  in 
J 879,  the  protective  policy  was  adopted,  is 
it  not  the  case  that  a  party  In  the  House  ob- 
jected on  the  ground  that  British  connection 
would  be  injured,  that  Great  Britain  would 
suffer  ?  What  was  the  reply  ?  Let  British 
connection  perish,  rather  than  let  protection 
go  ! 

You  may  like,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  know  some- 
thing of  the  views  expressed  by  the  news- 
papers of  the  country  regarding  the  motion 
introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
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and  Haliburton,  since  it  appeared  on  the 
order  paper.  I  may  quote,  in  the  first  place, 
•  La  Patrie,'  whose  editorial  chair  is  occu- 
pied, I  believe,  by  the  ex-Minister  of  Public 
Works,  Mr.  Tarte,  a  man  perfectly  well 
posted  on  the  subject,  since  he  was,  if  I 
am  not  mistaken,  the  first  French  Canadian 
to  join  the  league  of  Imperial  federation. 
This  is  what  I  read  in  '  La  Patrie '  of  Janu- 
ary 31st  last : 

Mr.  Hughes  has  postponed  the  discussion  ot 
his  motion  to  the  effect  that  the  time  has  come 
for  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies  to  establish 
an  Imperial  parliament.  The  member  for  Vic- 
toria is  a  soldier,  a  genuine  colonel,  and,  over 
the  bargain,  a  charming  man.  He  will  deliver 
his  speech  ;  H  will  be  followed  by  a  debate,  In 
the  course  of  which  party  leaders  will  speak 
with  measure,  prudence,  caution,  &c.  And  we 
shaill  remain  as  we  are  ! 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  motion  introduced 
by  Mr.  Hughes  will  be  dealt  with  seriously, 
and  that  It  will  afford  an  opportunity  tor  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  our  future  relatione 
with  the  mother  country. 

These  relations  will  long  remain  what  they 
are  to-day,  Even  If  the  colonies  were  to  ex- 
press a  wish  to  be  represented  in  the  Imperial 
parliament,  England  would  not  consent  easily. 

See  what  objections  her  statesmen  have  to 
the  simple  proposition  of  granting  a  preference 
to  the  colonies  on  the  markets  of  Great  Britain. 
These  last  objections  will  disappear  one  ot 
these  days,  which  may  not  be  very  far  off.  I 
for  one  hope  to  see  the  British  Empire  bound 
Into  one  Immense  commercial  union,  which  will 
ensure  its  prosperity  and  its  strength. 

It  is  desirable  that  the  representative  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  should  freely 
express  their  views  on  the  important  ques- 
tion raised  by  Col.  Hughes. 

"  La  Presse,"  on  February  2nd  last  wrote 
as  follows  : 

If  It  Is  our  money  that  is  wanted  in  exchange 
for  the  privilege  of  our  being  represented  at 
London  let  things  be  right  away  pot  in  their 
true  light.  What  could  a  handful  of  Canadian 
delegates  obtain  by  going  over  to  London  ?  In 
the  ordinary  course  of  things,  we  would  obtain, 
no  doubt,  what  is  granted  to  us  to-day  without 
representation  ;  for  we  recognize  that  Great 
Britain  is  exceedingly  well  disposed  towards 
us.  But,  in  difficult  matters.  Involving  com- 
plex International  questions,  England  could 
never  but  consult  her  own  interests.  They  are 
eo  superior  to  ours.  It  has  always  been  the 
case  ;  we  were  always  shoved  aside,  and  we 
did  not'  complain  of  It  either,  because,  practic- 
ally, and  barring  the  recent  Alaskan  boundary 
Incident,  we  had  not  asked  for  anything. 

The  case  would  be  altogether  different  if  our 
views  clearly  expressed  to  the  Imperial  power 
were  flatly  rejected.  There  is  nothing  like  a 
refusal.  Spite  and  bad  feeling  are  Us  outcome. 
Our  littleness  Is  rendered  apparent  ;  and  little 
by  little  discouragement,  disgust  invade  the 
strongest  soul,  and  the  most  willing.  The  main- 
spring ta  broken. 

Take  tor  Instance  the  Alaskan  incident.  It 
was  the  first  time  that  we  had  a  voice  in  the 
councils  of  the  British  nation.  The  award  ren- 
dered did  not  deprive  us  ot  the  twentieth  part 
of  what  had  formerly  been  taken  awe?  from 
Mr.  PRUNEAU. 


us  in  the  State  of  Maine,  along  the  Northwest 
boundary  and  In  the  Straits  of  Puca.  Never- 
theless our  disappointment  broke  out  with 
greater  force  and  bitterness  than  on  any  pre- 
ceding occasion.  The  reason  is  that  we  had 
been  snubbed  ;  we  had  failed  in  our  efforts, 
which  had  cost  us  a  good  deal  of  labour,  a  good 
deatl  ot  thinking  and  had  even  inspired  us  with 
some  idea  of  our  personal  importance. 

It  we  were  to  be  represented  at  London,  our 
minds  would  be  kept  working  over  these  ques- 
tions. We  would  be  kept  In  a  state  ot  fever 
about  matters  which  do  not  In  any  way  trouble 
our  slumbers  to-day.  And  the  final  result 
would  be  that  a  satisfactory  condition  of  things 
would  have  been  made  bad. 

Several  speakers  in  England,  In  answer  to 
Chamberlainlsts  emphatically  asked  :  '  What  do 
the  colonies  want  ?  Why  not  wait  until  they 
make  tbelr  requirements  known  ?  ' 

But  the  colonies  do  not  ask  for  anything. 
They  have  given  what  tney  had  to  give.  As 
for  the  remainder,  let  us  stick  to  the  old  En- 
glish proverb  :  Let  well  alone. 

'Le  Canada,*  of  February  1st  last  wrote 
as  follows  : 

Imperial  federation  Is  a  question  of  Immense 
scope,  which  the  Laurier  government  has  not 
been  charged  by  the  people  to  decide.  It  Im- 
plies too  deep  a  change  in  our  present  situa- 
tion, and  in  a  direction  so  totally  different 
from  tbat  indicated  heretofore  by  the  trend  of 
our  national  spirit  that  no  one  could  think  of 
launching  such  a  scheme  before  having  obtain- 
ed a  direct  and  clear  expression  of  the  will  of 
the  Canadian  people  In  that  regard. 

I  may  also  refer  the  hon.  member  for  Vic- 
toria and  Haliburton  to  the  opinion  express- 
ed, over  a  year  ago,  in  connection  with  the 
Dundonald  incident,  by  Mr.  Ooldwln  Smith, 
who  recalled  that  Henley,  the  famous  Cana- 
dian oarsman  had  been  termed  a  '  foreigner ' 
by  the  English  people.  And  he  added  :  That 
is  the  people  which  the  advocates  of  Imperial 
Federation  would  unite  with  us,  with  Aus- 
tralia, with  New  Zealand,  with  South  Africa, 
with  the  West  Indies,  not  to  mention  India, 
for  the  election  and  maintenance  of  a  com- 
mon government 

I  shall  not  dilate  any  longer  on  the  views 
expressed  by  the  organs  of  public  opinion 
In  the  province  of  Quebec ;  but.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Brantford,  I  shall 
refer  the  House  to  the  colonial  conference 
held  In  London  in  1902,  and  where  Canada 
was  represented.  Our  situation  was  dis- 
cussed from  the  business  and  political  stand- 
points, as  also  from  that  of  the  naval  and 
military  defence  of  the  empire.  That  con- 
ference had  been  called  by  Mr.  Chamberlain. 
Canada  was  worthily  represented  there  by 
her  present  Prime  Minister,  who  energeti- 
cally and  clearly  defined  our  position  to- 
wards England.  As  regards  our  political 
relations,  Sir  Wilfrid  would  not  even  consent 
to  foresee  the  possibility  of  a  change  In  the 
present  condition  of  things.  A  resolution 
was  passed  convening  similar  conferences 
for  every  fourth  year.  It  will  be  admitted 
that  this  was  not  going  very  far. 
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As  regards  our  commercial  relations,  to 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Brantford  has 
referred,  I  may  be  permitted  to  remind  him 
that  if  my  information  is  correct,  he  went 
over  to  England  at  the  time  of  the  confer- 
ence of  the  Boards  of  Trade  of  the  Empire, 
and  again,  if  my  information  Is  correct,  he 
advocated  there  the  same  idea  as  he  has  this 
evening.  The  hon.  member,  I  think,  did  not 
have  an  enormous  snccess. 

As  regards  our  commercial  relations  the 
Canadian  ministers,  with  great  diplomacy, 
expressed  the  view  that  the  preferential 
tariff,  granted  by  us  to  the.  mother  country, 
should  entitle  us,  In  return,  to  a  preference 
on  the  British  markets.  At  that  time — tem- 
pore mutantur— Mr.  Chamberlain  did  not  re- 
cognize the  benefits  derived  from  our  prefer- 
ential tariff.  The  Canadian  ministers  hinted 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  increase  the 
duties  on  certain  goods,  in  such  a  way  as 
to  ensure  greater  protection  to  certain  Brit- 
ish products,  but  they  added  : 

If  after  doing  all  in  their  power  to.  obtain 
from  England  a  change  in  heir  tariff,  the  Can- 
adian government  found  that  the  principle  of  a 
reciprocal  preferential  tariff  was  not  agreeable 
either  to  the  colonies  or  to  England,  they  would 
then  consider  themselves  at  liberty  to  adopt 
such  measures  as  they  considered  opportune. 

As  for  us  we  are  in  favour  of  the  latter 
policy,  in  preference  to  that  advocated  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Brantford. 

The  question  of  military  defence  was  also 
submitted  to  the  members  of  the  colonial 
conference.  The  object  was  to  have  the 
conference  pass  a  resolution  whereby  each 
colony  would  have  agreed  to  contribute  :  An 
Imperial  military  reserve  or  service  in  case 
of  necessity  outside  of  the  limits  of  the 
colony  wherein  the  said  reserve  would  have 
been  established.  The  representatives  of 
Cape  Colony  and  of  Natal  were  in  favour  of 
that  policy  advocated  by  the  Secretary  of 
War,  Mr.  Seddon. 

The  Canadian  representatives  objected  to 
this ;  they  claimed,  and  rightly  so,  that  it 
was  preferable  : 

1.  To  perfect  the  military  Instruction  of 
their  force  ; 

2.  To  reorganize  the  force  ; 

3.  To  complete  the  necessary  equipment, 
the  mobilizing  of  a  field  force,  '  while  retain- 
ing to  the  colonies  their  rights  to  determine 
from  time  to  time  in  what  manner  and  to 
what  extent  they  would  assist' 

That  policy  has  been  carried  out,  last 
year,  by  the  revising  of  our  law  relative  to 
Militia  and  Defence. 

As  regards  the  question  of  naval  expendi- 
ture, all  the  colonies  agreed  to  contribute, 
with  the  exception  of  Canada.  Each  colony 
contributed  as  follows :  Cape  Colony,  £50,- 
000  a  year ;  Australia,  £200,000  a  year ; 
Natal,  £35,000  a  year  ;  Newfoundland.  £4,- 
800  a  year ;  New  Zealand,  £40,000  a  year. 

As  regards  Canada,  Its  representatives 
refused  to  make  any  promise  ;  they  stated 


that  the  government  intended  to  establish  a 
local  naval  force  in  Canadian  waters,  but 
that  they  were  not  in  a  position  to  make 
any  offer  of  assistance  in  the  same  way  as 
the  other  colonies. 

The  hon.  member  for  Brantford  seems  to 
forget  that,  as  a  nation,  we  are  youths  on 
the  verge  of  manhood.  Our  colonial  status 
Is  but  a  step  on  the  way  towards  a  nobler 
condition,  and  one  more  worthy  of  a  great 
people.  We  will  then  be  powerful  friend, 
devoted  allies  of  the  old  mother  country, 
impelled  by  the  same  feelings  of  generosity 
and  loyalty. 

Our  country  equals  in  area  several  of  the 
largest  kingdom  of  Europe ;  its  mineral 
wealth,  its  forest  wealth,  its  fisheries  and  its 
water  powers  are  great ;  it  is  drained  by 
one  of  the  finest  rivers  in  the  world,  and 
will  soon  be  connected  from  ocean  to  ocean 
by  two  great  transcontinental  railways ;  Its 
people  are  religious  and  moral  folks,  who 
pray  to  God  for  their  daily  bread,  and  find 
(heir  happiness  in  family  life  and  the 
church.  Of  late  years  especially,  we  have 
made  immense  strides  in  all  branches  open 
to  human  Intelligence.  Nay,  more,  we  have 
revealed  ourselves  to  the  whole  world  sur- 
prised to  see  rising  in  the  west  a  new 
nation,  still  young,  but  self  reliant  and 
conscious  of  its  vigour,  and  proudly  asking 
that  her  agricultural  and  industrial  pro- 
ducts be  given  admittance  to  the  markets 
of  Europe  and  Asia.  A  brilliant  future  is 
evidently  In  store  for  us,  and  blind  Is  he 
who  does  not  perceive  that  we  have  as  yet 
written  the  first  chapter  only  of  our  history 
and  that  colonial  representation  in  Europe  or 
Imperial  federation  are  not  and  cannot  be 
the  final  stage  of  our  political  and  commer- 
cial development,  whatever  may  think-  to 
the  contrary  all  the  Imperialists  in  Canada. 
We  should  not  be  surprised  at  the  motion 
submitted  by  the  hon.  member ;  he  should 
be  congratulated  for  having  given  us  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  such  an  impor- 
tant question.  At  any  rate,  political  consti- 
tutions have,  since  the  earliest  history  of 
mankind,  busied  the  minds  of  philosophers 
find  legislators.  Varying  in  form  accord- 
ing to  the  nature  and  character  of  the 
various  races,  epochs  and  localities,  they 
have  lived  through  ages  amidst  strife  and 
dispute,  and  after  a  lapse  of  sixty  centuries, 
they  are  still  before  us  as  a  subject  for 
discussion,  meditation  and  study.  They  are 
the  guiding  star  of  peoples  ;  they  are  preg- 
nant with  tyranny  or  with  liberty.  That 
is  why  they  have  brought  about  so  many 
bloody  revolutions,  undertaken  either  to 
overthrow  or  maintain  them.  Human  works 
:ire  they  and  therefore  not  Immortal.  If  we 
glance  over  our  own  political  history,  we 
find  that  the  Quebec  Act  of  1874  was  in 
force  only  seventeen  years ;  that  the  con- 
stitution of  1791,  which  divided  the  two 
Cnnadas,  lasted  only  forty-nine  years ;  the 
union  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada  was 
maintained  twenty-seven  years  only  and  re- 
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placed  by  the  Act  of  British  North  America  ; 
and  sooner  or  later  the  British  North  Am- 
erica Act  will  be  replaced  by  some  other 
constitution  on  whose  first  page  will  be  In- 
scribed in  glowing  letters  either  the  prin- 
ciples of  Imperialism  as  advocated  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton, 
or  those  of  Nationalism,  so  eloquently  pro- 
pounded by  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle, 
or  those  of  Independence. 

In  1791  the  two  Canadas  were  separated 
because  It  was  believed  that  Lower  Canada 
would  treat  upper  Canada  unfairly  If  united 
with  it,  as  Lower  Canada  had  a  larger  popu- 
lation. That  constitution  after  all  lasted  a 
half  century  only.  The  union  of  Upper  and 
Lower  Canada,  forced  on  the  latter  to  make 
pay  a  share  of  the  former's  Indebtedness, 
lasted  only  twenty-seven  years.  The  British 
North  America  Act  replaced  it,  and  sooner  or 
later— witness  the  history  of  the  whole  world 
from  time  Immemorial  as  well  as  ours — that 
constitution  will  be  replaced  by  some  other. 
The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Halibur- 
ton hopes  to  see  the  colonial  tie  last  for  ever. 
The  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
defends  the  nationalistic  principle  ;  others 
wish  to  see  the  principle  of  Independence 
condemned  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brant- 
ford,  come  out  with  flying  colours.  And 
lastly  others,  although  in  small  numbers  and 
without  a  voice  in  this  House— would  like  to 
see  Canada  merged  Into  the  United  States. 

Let  me  then  define,  In  a  few  words,  the 
principles  of  Imperialism,  Nationalism  and 
Independence.  Imperialism  as  defined  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Halibur- 
ton, means  the  unification  of  the  empire. 
That  Is  to  say  England  first,  England  second, 
England  always.  That  Is  why  Imperialists 
are  opposed  to  Home  Rule  for  Ireland. 
They  wish  the  colonies  to  contribute  to  the 
military  and  naval  defence  of  the  empire,  In 
opposition  to  the  policy  advocated  at  the 
colonial  conference  by  the  Canadian  min- 
isters. 

However,  recognizing  the  British  political 
principle  :  No  taxation  without  representa- 
tion, they  ask,  through  the  hon.  member, 
colonial  representation,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  unification  of  the  empire  and  our  con- 
tribution to  Its  naval  and  military  defence. 
They  want  a  Zollverein,  which  will  make  of 
the  metropolis  and  its  colonies  a  single  and 
permanent  commercial  entity. 

In  July,  1904,  Mr.  Chamberlain  said  at 
Rochester  :  '  I  believe  we  could  attain  the 
great  object  of  imperial  federation  by  put- 
ting our  people  in  contact  with  that  of  the 
colonies  and  that  our  commerce  would  be 
greatly  benefited  thereby.' 

Then  commercial  federation,  as  the  pre- 
liminary step  towards  the  political  and  mili- 
tary federation  of  the  empire,  such  Is  the 
object  pursued  by  Mr.  Chamberlain.  Eng- 
land first,  England  second,  England  all  the 
time. 

To  these  principles  of  Imperallsm  which 
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I  merely  enunciate  without  expressing 
any  opinion  as  to  their  merits  not  more  than 
regarding  the  merits  of  Nationalism  or  In- 
dependence, let  us  now  oppose  the  Nationa- 
list principles  which  are  summed  up  in 
Canada  first,  Canada  again,  Canada  always. 
Any  expenditure  undergone  by  Canada  must 
be  for  the  benefit  of  Canada. 

Accordingly,  they  have  seen  with  plea- 
sure England  recall  her  troops  from  the 
military  posts  at  Halifax  and  Esquimalt. 
They  are  favourable  to  the  passing  of  a  com- 
mercial treaty  with  England,  which  would 
ensure  to  both  countries  reciprocal  advan- 
tages. They  allege  that  we  owe  nothing  to 
England.    It  Is  not  for  our  benefit,  say  the 

|  Nationalists,  that  she  has  conquered  India, 
Egypt,  the  Soudan,  the  Transvaal,  since, 

!  according  to  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  the  British 
fleet  exists  for  the  protection  of  commerce 

I  and  not  for  that  of  the  colonies.  They 

1  claim  for  Canada  the  right  to  make  her 
treaties  subject  to  ratification  by  England. 

i  They  also  claim  for  Canada  the  greatest 
measure  of  independence  consistent  with 
the  maintenance  of  the  colonial  tie.  That 
is  why  they  have  approved  the  appointment 
of  a  Canadian  officer  commanding ;  that  is 
why  they  approve  of  the  provision  under 
which  our  militia  cannot  be  sent  outside 
of  Canadian  territory  except  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  That  Is  why  they  have  ap- 
proved of  the  dismissal  of  Lord  Dundonald. 

As  for  those  who  want  Independence,  they 
give  reasons  very  different  from  those  given 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Brautford.  Advo- 
cates of  independence  desire  Canada  to  be  a 
sovereign  and  perfectly  free  state.  I  am 
not  expressing  any  opinion  as  to  the  merits 
of  these  various  policies  ;  but  I  think  it 
might  be  of  some  benefit  to  the  House  to 
make  known  the  grounds  on  which  inde- 
pendence Is  claimed  for  Canada.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  England  by  handing  over 
to  us  Halifax  and  Esquimalt  has  furnished 
to  the  advocates  of  Canadian  independence 
a  strong  argument,  especially  If  we  do  not 
lose  sight  of  the  Monroe  doctrine  propound- 
ed by  the  neighbouring  Republic.  In  accord- 
ance with  that  doctrine,  the  United  State* 
are  bound  to  protect  the  countries  of  this 
continent  against  all  foreign  aggression. 
Allow  me  to  quote  the  words  of  a  man  whc 
has  occupied  a  prominent  position  in 
Canada,  and  who  was  a  warm  advocate  of 
independence : 

When  Washington,  liberator  of  the  United 
States,  stood  up  for  Independence,  the  popula- 
tion of  the  thirteen  states  numbered  2,000,000 
only  ;  their  budget  was  for  $8,000,000  only. 
What  progress  In  the  lapse  of  one  century  ! 
People  from  all  over  the  earth  throng  towards 
Its  borders  and  take  their  share  of  the  sump- 
tuous banquet  offered  for  their  subsistence. 
The  territory  of  the  Republic  is  cut  up  in  all 
directions  by  railways  and  canals,  which  are 
in  such  great  need  for  the  transportation  of 
products  that  they  hardly  suffice  to  carry  them 
from  one  end  of  the  Union  to  the  other.  And 
the  European  nations  bless  from  day  to  day 
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this  prosperous  Republic  which  distributes  to 
them,  in  abundance,  goM,  raw  material,  bread, 
lite.  The  resources  of  that  nation  are  incal- 
culable. She  could  give  no  better  proof  of  it 
than  the  way  in  which  she  paid  up  her  public 
debt  as  rapidly  as  it  had  been  contracted. 

Never  has  their  been  a  people  to  show 
greater  ambition,  a  greater  spirit  of  enter- 
prise, a  keener  faith  in  the  incredible  energy 
of  the  human  will.  Where  will  they  stop  ? 
The  ware  rolls  on  with  increasing  force  gather- 
ing into  the  Republic  the  varying  elements 
swirled  into  the  ocean  of  its  material  prosper- 
ity. Their  wealth  and  thefr  population  are  en- 
creasinK  at  an  unheard  of  rate.  Now  do  you 
think  that  if  the  colonies  of  New  England  had 
remained  in  tutelage  they  would  have  found 
such  an  uoltmit<>d  scope  for  development  and 
attained  such  marvellous  results  ?  Do  you  sup- 
pose for  one  single  moment  that  if  the  United 
States  hid  been  held  back  by  the  colonial  tie, 
their  genius  would  have  been*  as  free,  their 
spirit  of  enterprise  as  daring  and  sublime  ? 
Would  they  have  become  in  such  a  short  time 
one  of  the  richest,  of  the  most  .powerful  and 
of  the  most  respected  nations  of  the  earth,  If 
they  had  remained  colonies  ? 

Such  are  the  reasons  urged  by  those  who 
want  independence  for  Canada.  They 
want  a  sovereign  and  free  Canada. 

Let  me  quote  the  following  words  uttered 
by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  at  Rochester,  on  July 
:i«th,  1904  : 

We  are  speaking  of  our  colonies.  You  know, 
ladies  and  gentleman,  thai  these  colonies  are 
not  ours,  inasmuch  as  we  have  no  right  of 
ownership  over  them.  The  colonies  are  states 
absolutely  independent.  Nothing  could  prevent 
them  from  cutting  themselves  away  from  us 
to-morrow.  We  would  not  be  in  a  position, 
we  would  mot  dare,  to  keep  them  back  by  force. 
They  are  bound  to  us  by  a  voluntary  tie,  the 
obligations  of  which  have  never  been  hereto- 
fore well  defined.  Had  they  refused  to  con- 
tribute a  single  man  or  a  single  penny  (to  help 
England  in  the  South  African  war),  we  would 
have  had  no  ground  for  complaint. 

Such  are  the  reasons  given  in  support  of 
the  •  principles  of  Imperialism,  Nationalism 
or  Independence. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  of 
speaking  of  those  who  favour  annexation 
to  the  United  States,  as  their  numbers  are 
too  small ;  but  allow  me,  Sir,  before  con- 
cluding, to  state  once  more  that  we  are 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  colonial  repre- 
sentation for  the  reasons  I  have  just  given. 
And  in  so  stating,  I  am  the  spokesman  of 
the  people  of  my  own  nationality.  How- 
ever, we  do  not  oppose  it  impelled  by  any 
feeling  of  disloyalty  to  the  British  Crown, 
as  suggested  by  certain  newspapers  in 
Canada  who  are  inimical  to  us.  Some 
people  consider  us  French  Canadians  as 
an  obstacle  to  national  unity.  In  the 
meantime,  we  have  more  than  once  safe- 
guarded that  national  unity.  Less  than  a 
quarter  of  a  century  after  we  had  been 
ceded  to  England,  there  was  an  uprising 
of  the  American  colonies.  At  the  time 
we  had  no  very  great  reason  to  cherish  the 
77 
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military  and  civil  officers  which  our  new 
metropolis  had  sent  to  replace  the  French 
governors.  Our  hearts  were^still  bleeding, 
and  our  only  solace  was  the  guarantees 
contained  in  the  treaties.  Nevertheless,  at 
the  command  of  our  leaders,  at  the  signal 
given  by  Bishop  Briand,  our  militiamen 
followed  Carleton  and  saved  the  country. 

Yes,  we  were  the  men  who  at  that  time 
saved  Canada  for  the  British  Crown.  Had 
we  listened  to  the  suggestions  of  Lafay- 
ette, had  we  taken  arms  under  the  Stars 
and  Sfc'ipes.  England's  power  on  the 
American  continent  would  have  been  shat- 
tered, and  nothing  of  it  would  be  seen 
either  in  Quebec,  Ontario  or  Manitoba. 

She  would  not  have  retained  those  pro- 
vinces any  more  than  she  was  able  to  re- 
press the  thirteen  states  of  New  England. 

And  thirteen  years  later,  when  the 
American  colonies  tried  once  more  to  have 
us 'follow  in  their  train,  our  French  Can- 
adian militiamen,  under  Mr.  de  Salaberry, 
repulsed  the  enemy.  At  the  call  of  Sir 
George  Provost,  at  the  call  of  bishop 
Flessis,  with  courage  and  loyalty,  we 
strengthened  the  power  of  England  over 
this  country  settled  by  our  ancestors  and 
which  was  then  much  more  the  fatherland 
of  the  French  Canadians  than  that  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  element. 

That  spirit  of  loyalty  has  never  failed. 
At  the  time  of  the  Trent  affair,  at  the  time 
of  the  Fenian  raids,  or  whenever  it  was 
necessary  to  contribute  men  or  money,  we 
have  shown  ourselves  to  be  faithful  to  our 
oath  of  allegiance. 

National  unity  !  Do  you  know  what  will 
bring  it  about  V  It  is  the  national  spirit 
And  the  national  spirit  is,  first,  loyalty  to 
the  Crown;  it  is,  in  the  second  place,  respect 
due  to  treaties  and  compacts  ;  it  is  love  of 
the  country  ;  it  Is  discarding  of  prejudices 
in  all  sections  of  the  country.  That  respect, 
that  love,  that  discarding  of  prejudices  will 
bring  about  a  co-operation  of  muscle,  heart 
and  brain  throughout  the  country  ;  and  that 
three-fold  co-operation  will  make  of  us  truly 
the  nation  which  the  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion. Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  George 
Etienne  Cartier,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  Sir 
Hector  Langevin,  Mr.  George  Brown  and 
Mr.  McCJee  dreamed  of  establishing  in  18C7. 

A  grateful  country  has  erected  close  to 
this  building,  a  bronze  monument  to  the 
memory  of  Sir  (Jeorge  Cartier.  The  artist 
has  represented  him  holding  in  his  left  hand 
the  Canadian  constitution,  and,  with  his 
right  hand,  showing  it  to  passers-by.  If 
we  are  willing  to  respect  the  fundamental 
principles  of  that  constitution,  the  nation 
dreamt  of  by  the  fathers  of  confederation 
will  be  united,  glorious  and  prosperous. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BLACK  (Hants).  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  was  kind  enough  to 
make  reference  to  some  remarks  that  I  was 
said  to  have  made  in  this  House.    He  was 
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also  kind  enough  to  volunteer  some  advice 
which  I  have  not  asked.    I  can  scarcely 
understand  why  the  hon.  member  for  Vic- 
toria (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  should  have  as- 
sumed to  advise  me  to  apologize,  considering 
that,  as  he  claims,  he  has  not  a  drop  of 
English  blood  in  his  veins.   I  presume  that 
same  generous  spirit,  that  same  desire  to 
assume  other  people's  burdens  made  him  do 
this  that  prompted  him  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  South  African  war  off  the 
hands  of  the  British  people  and  to  go  down 
to  South  Africa  to  conquer  the  Boers.    I  be- 
lieve he  did  the  trick  and  returned  to  bis 
grateful  countrymen  with  no  greater  mishap 
than   having   in   some   unexplained  way 
got  his  trousers  wet  and  his  boots  full  of 
warm   water.   I  want  to   say  this,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I   have   never  consciously 
wounded  the  feelings  of  any  man,  any 
individual    or    any    nation.   I    have  for 
forty  years  been  practising  a  profession 
that  has  forbidden  me  the  time  or  the 
opportunity  to  learn  the  arts  of  public 
speaking.    I  have  had  no  time  to  do  it,  and, 
by  the  way,  I  think  It  was  a'  pity  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  bad  not  been  barred  in 
the  same  way  for  forty  years.    But  I  was 
going  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  was  speak-  J 
ing  on  a  subject,  wbich  is  of  great  Interest 
to  every  medical    roan.    I  was  speaking ' 
on   a   subject,    which  is  dear   to   every ' 
man  who  loves  h's  fellowmen  ;  I  was  speak- : 
Ing  In  a  very  modest  way  for  I  have  never 
made  any  profession  to  being  a  speaker.    I ' 
was  a  stranger  in  a  strange  audience  and  1 j 
said  what  I  bad  to  say  in  a  very  quiet  and  ' 
very  unassuming  way.     I  was  taken  off ! 
my  course  by  the  siren  voice  from  that  gen- ' 
tie  spirit  that  reigns  in  the  breast  of  the  I 
hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) and  I  did,  in  repeating  a  sentence,  use ' 
the  word  '  Englishmen.'    I  might  have  said 
Just  as  well  Scotchmen  or  Irishmen. 

Mr.  BARKER.  No. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  could  just  as  well  have 
said  either  of  these  ;  the  name  of  the  coun- 
try dropped  from  me  quite  unintentionally. 
Anybody  who-  listened  to  me  on  that  occa- 
sion knew  what  I  was  trying  to  say,  that 
the  money  spent  in  saving  the  lives  of  good 
Canadians  was  better  than  money  spent  in 
bringing  Immigrants  into  fills  country. 
Everybody  who  has  the  spirit  of  fairness 
in  him  will  know,  that  this  was  what  I 
meant,  that  I  meant  no  insult  to  English- 
men, or  to  any  one.  I  have  no  reason  to 
insult  Englishmen  and  while  I  will  not 
apologize  at  the  order  or  on  the  advice  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes),  if  there  is  an  English 
born  member  in  this  House  who  thinks 
that  I  did  him  or  his  nation  a  wrong,  I 
shall  be  most  happy  to  apologize.  It  was 
my  first  speech  in  parliament  as  I  said  be- 
fore: it  was  my  first  slip  and  I  hope  It  will 
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be  my  last.  I  would  be  very  grateful  If 
that  mistake  of  mine  would  terminate  as  the 
sin  referred  to  by  Lawrence  Sterne  when 
Uncle  Toby  swore.  Sterne  says  It  was  his 
first  oath;  it  was  my  first  slip.  It  was 
'  Uncle  Toby's  first  oath '  and  the  accusing 
spirit  which  flew  to  Heaven's  chancel  with 
the  oath  blushed  as  be  brought  it  in.  And  the 
recording  angel  as  he  wrote  it  down,  dropped 
a  tear  and  blotted  It  out  for  ever.  Perhaps 
some  kindly  reporter  may  have  dropped  a 
tear  on  that  slip  of  mine  and  blotted  it  out 
for  ever.    Look  In  '  Hansard '  and  see. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  Mr.  Speaker,  my  hon.  friend 
I  from  Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Sam. 
|  Hughes)  has  opened  a  subject  which  has 
engrossed  the  minds  of  some  of  the  best 
men  of  the  British  empire  for  many  years 
past,  and  my  hon.  friend  is  aware  that  so 
far  no  solution  has  been  found  for  the  pro- 
blem which  has  been  opened  by  this  ques- 
tion. My  hon.  friend  remembers  that,  I 
think  some  twenty  years  ago,  the  Imperial 
Federation  League,  which  had  been  created 
for  the  very  purpose  of  trying  to  find  some 
solution,  some  means  of  effecting  a  feder- 
ation of  the  British  empire,  was  abandoned 
and  dissolved,  and  the  statement  was  made 
openly  by  the  president  of  the  league,  Lord 
Rosebery,  that  It  was  dissolved  because  no 
practical  means  could  be  found  of  effecting 
the  object  which  the  league  had  in  view.  I 
must  say  to  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sam. 
Hughes)  that  I  do  not  think  a  solution  Is 
to  be  found  within  the  four  corners  of  his 
motion.  I  do  not  know  how  far  you  can 
reconcile  the  first  part  and  the  latter  part 
of  that  motion.  In  the  first  part  my  hon. 
friend  says  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
have  a  full  partnership  union  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  her  colonies,  and  in  the  latter  part 
of  his  motion  he  says  that  such  a  union  will 
leave  to  the  existing  parliaments  their  pre- 
sent powers  and  the  full  control  of  their 
tariffs.  It  Is  difficult  to  conceive  how  it 
is  possible  to  have  a  full  partnership  union 
of  the  empire,  and  at  the  same  time  leave 
to  the  present  existing  parliaments  their 
control  of  the  tariffs.  If  there  Is  anything 
which  would  go  to  make  possible  a  full 
partnership  union,  my  hon.  friend  would  be 
the  first  to  admit  that  it  would  be  the  pos- 
session by  the  parliament  of  such  a  union 
of  the  power  to  deal  not  only  with  financial 
but  also  with  fiscal  matters,  and  if  at  the 
same  time  the  parliaments  existing  to-day 
would  retain  the  powers  to  make  tariffs, 
eacli  as  at  present  with  a  view  to  what  Is 
best  for  itself,  I  think  it  would  be  difficult 
to  have  at  the  same  time  the  paramount 
union  of  the  British  empire  and  her  col- 
onies. The  hon.  member  for  Brantford 
(Mr.  Cockshutt)  saw  the  difficulty  which 
would  be  encountered  If  we  attempted  to 
carry  out  such  an  object  as  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Sam. 
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Hughes)  has  in  view  and  at  the  same  time 
retain  the  measure  of  power  which  we  have 
at  the  present  time.    I  do  not  think  that 
it  would  be  possible  to  find  in  any  of  the 
self-governing  colonies,  any  desire  or  any 
intention  to  part  with  any  of  the  powers 
which  they  have  at  the  present  time.  I 
am  disposed  to  agree,  I  agree  altogether 
with  what  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Victoria  and  Hallburton  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes)  that  the  British  empire  Is  a 
great  factor  for  the  peace  of  the  world.  It 
is  I  think,  an  advantage  not  only  to  the 
empire  but  to  mankind  at  large,  but  at  pre- 
sent we  are  proud  to  say  and  to  believe  that 
the  relations  of  the  British  empire  within 
all  its  parts  are  absolutely  satisfactory  and 
so  long  as  they  remain  satisfactory  I  think 
it  is  idle  to  hope  or  to  think  or  to  suppose 
that  any  departure  will  take  place  from  the 
existing  relations.    It  is  not  in  accordance 
with  the  traditions  of  British  history,  it  is 
not  in  accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  race,  however,  to  make  any 
change  In  their  institutions  until  these  in- 
stitutions have  been  proven  Insufficient  or 
deficient  In  some  way.    You  may  follow 
British  history  from  the  time  of  the  Roman 
conquest  to  the  present  day  and  you  will 
be  obliged  to  admit  that  not  one  of  the 
constitutional  changes  that  have  made  Eng- 
land so  great  and  proud  hva  taken  place 
except  when  some  grievance  has  been  found 
to  exist  in  the  realm.   As  soon  as  a  grie- 
vance was  found  to  exist  In  the  realm  the 
British  people,  not  at  all  rapidly,  somewhat 
slowly,  but  always  effectively  made  the 
necessary  changes.    If,  however,  the  condi- 
tions existing  at  the  present  time  in  the 
British  empire  are  deficient  and  no  longer 
answer  the  purposes  of  the  empire,  I  have 
for  my  own  part  no  doubt  that  means  will 
be  found  to  remedy  these  deflclences.  But 
so  long  as  they  are  found  satisfactory,  so 
long  as  there  Is  contentment  in  every  part 
of  the  British  empire,  as  there  Is  to-day,  I 
am  sure  that  all  efforts  to  change  these  re- 
lations will  be  futile.    The  British  empire 
to-day  Is  composed  of  nations;  it  is  an  ag- 
gregation of  nations  all  bearing  allegiance 
to  the  same  Sovereign,  and  there  is  this 
difference  between  the  British  empire  of  the 
present  day  and  the  empires  which  have 
been  seen  In  the  past,  that  whereas  the 
empires  of  the  past  rested  on  force,  the  Bri- 
tish empire  so  far  at  least  as  the  great  col- 
onies are  concerned,  rests  altogether  on  the 
will  of  the  colonists  themselves,  under  such 
circumstances,  my  hon.  friend  has  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  people  of  Canada,  a 
question  which  I  believe  Is  not  ripe  at  the 
present  time.    I  do  not  find  fault  with  him 
for  doing  so;  it  Is  a  question  which  can  al- 
ways be  treated,  and    treated  advantag- 
eously even  though  at  the  present  time  It 
seems  to  be  premature.    1  hope  my  hon. 
friend  will  withdraw  Ills  motion. 
77* 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont).  I 
desire  to  add  only  a  few  words  to  what  the 
Prime  Minister  has  said.  I  am  very  glad  In- 
deed to  learn  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
regards  the  relations  of  Canada  with  the  em- 
pire as  so  entirely  satisfactory,  for  it  Is  not 
more  than  eighteen  months  ago  when  he  him- 
self announced  in  this  House,  that  they  were 
so  absolutely  unsatisfactory  that  we  must 
attain  to  a  greater  share  of  the  treaty  mak- 
ing power.  I  do  not  know  what  my  right 
hon.  friend  then  meant;  that  is  what  he  said, 
he  may  have  meant  something  else  and  it  Is 
for  himself  to  explain  at  the  proper  time. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  certainly  took 
very  strong  ground  at  that  time  with  regard 
lo  the  relation  of  this  country  to  the  rest 
of  the  empire  by  reason  of  the  occurrences 
which  led  up  to  the  Alaska  boundary  award. 
However  that  may  be,  if  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman entertained  any  doubt  on  that  sub- 
ject he  has  changed  his  mind. 

I  agree  with  him  that  the  development  of 
our  relations  with  the  rest  of  the  empire 
came  by  a  process  of  gradual  evolution 
and  as  necessity  required.  That  has  been 
the  history  of  our  country  for  the  last 
one  hundred  and  fifty  years ;  It  has 
specially  been  the  history  of  the  ad- 
vances we  have  made  in  our  rights 
of  self  government  from  1837  up  to  the 
present  time.  It  has  been  step-by-step  that 
we  have  gained  the  almost  complete — I 
might  say  absolutely  complete — rights  of 
self  government  which  we  enjoy  in  Canada 
to-day.  Another  thing  that  might  be  added 
is  that  In  respect  to  all  these  matters  the  In- 
itiative has  been  taken  by  the  people  of 
Canada  through  the  public  men  of  Canada. 
It  Is  therefore  a  very  worthy  subject  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam. 
Hughes)  has  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Even  those  of  us  who  may  not  be 
disposed  to  absolutely  agree  in  all  his  re- 
marks, nor  In  the  words  of  the  resolution — 
indeed  some  of  us  see  difficulty  in  practi- 
cally carrying  out  the  scope  of  his  re- 
solution according  to  the  proposals  suggested 
In  It — but  all  of  must  agree  that  he  has 
brought  before  the  House  a  very  Interesting 
question,  and  one  on  which  It  is  well  worth 
while  that  the  House  should  deliberate  as  it 
lias  done  to-day. 

As  to  the  financial  features  of  the  resolu- 
tion, I  for  one  have  been  of  opinion  for  a 
number  of  years,  that  the  material  prosperity 
of  the  empire,  and  the  ties  which  bind  Its 
different  portions  together,  may  be  improved 
and  strengthened  by  a  system  of  mutual 
trade  preferences  within  the  empire.  I  have 
advocated  a  policy  of  that  kind,  so  far  as 
this  country  is  concerned,  both  in  this  House 
and  upon  the  public  platform.  I  have  seen 
no  reason  whatever  to  take  back  anything  I 
have  ever  said  on  that  question,  and  I  abso- 
lutely believe  at  the  present  time  that  that 
policy  is  a  good  one  for  this  country  and  for 
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the  empire  as  a  whole.  I  realize  to  the  full, 
that  while  we  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  form 
our  own  conclusions  in  Canada  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  that  policy  for  the  empire  at 
large  and  for  Canada  especially,  neverthe- 
less It  Is  equally  within  the  right  of  all  other 
portions  of  the  empire  to  come  to  a  conclu- 
sion for  themselves.  A  movement  was  inau- 
gurated by  Mr.  Chamberlain  in  the  British 
Isles  some  two  or  three  years  ago  ;  it  is  a 
movement  that  no  one  of  us  expected  to  see 
begun  for  the  next  fifteen  or  twenty  years, 
although  most  of  us  believed  that  it  would 
be  inaugurated  sooner  or  later.  It  has  en- 
countered a  great  deal  of  opposition,  and 
what  the  outcome  of  it  shall  lie  at  the  next 
general  election  we  do  not  know.  In  so  far 
as  it  touches  the  material  welfare  of  the 
British  Isles  it  is  a  matter  entirely  for  the 
people  of  the  British  Isles.  Speaking  for  my- 
self as  a  Canadian,  I  ain  heartily  in  syni- 
pauiy  with  the  movement  and  I  believe  that 
the  people  of  Great  Britain,  the  people  of 
Canada,  and  the  people  of  the  other  depend- 
encies of  the  British  Empire  could  come  to- 
gether upon  a  business  basis  and  make  an 
arrangement  by  which  each  would  give  to 
the  other  certain  preferences  and  certain  ad- 
vantages, in  trade  matters  which  they 
do  not  extend  to  other  countries.  If 
this  could  be  accomplished,  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  there  is  room  for  doubt 
that  it  would  result  in  great  benefits 
not  only  to  Canada  but  to  all  portions  of  the 
empire.  I  for  one  sincerely  hope  that  many 
who  are  within  sound  of  my  voice,  may  live 
to  see  that  great  project  become  an  accom- 
plished fact. 

Air.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  highly  grati- 
fied with  the  result  of  the  debate.  We  have 
obtained  an  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
First  Minister,  and  also  from  the  member 
for  Richelieu  (Mr.  Bruneau)  and  also  from 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  I  would  like  to 
compliment  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Bruneau) 
upon  the  very  able  speech  he  delivered,  but 
1  regret  that  my  want  of  familiarity  with 
the  language  in  which  he  addressed  the 
House  has  prevented  me  following  his 
speech  closely.  However,  I  knew  enough 
of  It  to  know  that  the  first  to  uphold  colonial 
representation  in  the  imperial  parliament 
was  a  French  Canadain.  I  learned  among 
other  important  and  new  facts  contained  in 
that  speech,  that  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  others  of  that  race  in  Canada  may  be 
found  advocating  the  same  imperial  policy.  I 

Before  the  dinner  hour  the  hon.  member  j 
lor  Vancouver  (Mr.  Macpherson) — who  is 
now  conveniently  absent  from  bis  place —  ' 
rose  to  reply  to  my  remarks  and  by  his  pro- 
fession you  would  imagine  he  was  a  fol- 
lower of  the  meek  and  lowly  one,  while 
from  his  practice  you  would  think  he  was  a 
lepresentative  of  the  nether  regions,  judg- 
ing by  the  manner  in  which  he  plunged  into 
your  humble  servant,  because,  as  he  said, 
I  had  charged  members  on  that  side  of  the 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


House  with  favouring  independence  and 
annexation.  I  hold  In  my  hand  '  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler  and  the  Liberal  party '  by  Willison 
and  on  page  114  will  be  found  an  article 
from  the  pen  of  the  present  Prime  Minister, 
written  long  years  ago  I  admit,  and  not  at 
all  in  accord  with  his  views  of  to-day.  I 
will  not  now  place  it  on  '  Hansard.'  If  I 
referred  to  the  fact  that  gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  had  favoured  such  views. 
It  was  only  to  show  what  power  there  is 
behind  the  old  silken  cord  that  binds  Can- 
ada to  the  motherland,  to  win  such  a  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  as  the  Prime  Minister 
of  Canada  to  the  views  which  we  are 
pleased  to  know  he  entertains  to-day.  I 
could  show  that  the  hon.  the  Postmaster 
General  has  also  been  won  around,  and  that 
he  Is  to-day  among  the  first  to  wear  the 
decoration  of  his  sovereign.  I  have  here  also 
a  magazine  called  the  '  World's  Work,'  in 
which  will  be  found  an  article  from  the  pen 
of  an  hon.  member  of  this  House,  a  young 
gentleman  who  is  personally  one  of  the 
greatest  favourities  I  have  in  the  Dominion. 
I  shall  not  read  that  article.  I  do  not  find 
any  fault  with  my  hon.  friend  for  writing 
it,  I  am  tolerant  enough  to  let  any  man  in 
this  country  hold  whatever  views  he  wishes. 

I  hold  my  own  views  and  I  am  prepared  to 
meet  any  man  face  to  face  and  eye  to  eye 
in  friendly  assertion  of  those  views.  I 
trust  that  long  before  another  half  century 
rolls  around  we  will  find  my  young  friend 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  his  worthy 
leader,  to  become  one  of  the  most  ardent 
supporters  of  imperial  federation.  But,  Sir, 
when  the  hon.  member  for  Vancouver  (Mr. 
Macpherson)  charges  me  with  Intolerance, 
be  is  not  speaking  by  the  card.  I  presume  that 
the  parallels  he  drew  were  of  subjects 
nearest  his  heart.  I  am  not  sufficiently  at 
home  in  the  society  referred  to,  to  know 
exactly  the  kind  of  professions  of  virtue  to 
be  found  among  the  people  to  whom  be 
referred  ;  I  am  willing  to  accept  him  as  a 
competent  authority  on  all  such  matters.  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 

I I  om  first  to  last  I  made  no  profession  of 
my  superior  patriotism  or  my  superior 
loyalty. 

Therefore  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks 
fell  very  flat.  1  was  also  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  him  stand  up  in  this  House 
and  censure  bis  leader.  I  presume  that  it 
was  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  to 
whom  he  evidently  referred  when  he  spoke 
of  shouldering  rifles  ;  I  was  thunderstruck 
to  hear  the  hon.  member  for  Vancouver 
stand  up  and  censure  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man for  the  remark  he  made  about 
shouldering  a  musket  in  1885  on  the 
banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  over  a  paltry 
question  of  land  surveys.  I  think  the 
right  hon.  First  Minister  should  take 
the  hon.  member  for  Vancouver  to  task. 
Times  are  going  hard  with  the  right 
lion,  gentleman  to-day.  and  I  think  the  least 
tl><-  lion,  member  for  Vancouver  could  have 
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uoue  would  have  been  to  hold  his  tongue 
in  solemn  silence  on  such  an  occasion. 
Another  hon.  gentleman  has  endeavoured  to 
make  an  apology— I  do  not  know  where  be 
is  from — has  told  us  how  he  has  been  for 
forty  years  practising  medicine.  Well,  we 
all  know  what  some  of  these  worthy  gentle- 
men are  who  go  bumping  around  the  coun- 
try—they think  they  own  it. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  member  for 
Hants  (Mr.  Black). 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Is  that  where  be  i 
comes  from  ?    Long  years  I  used  to  have 

high  opinion  of  the  people  of  Hants.  I 
must   say    that,    unless    there    has  been 
some    misadventure,    I    shall    have  to 
change    my    opinion     of      the  people! 
there.     This    gentleman    came    to  the 
House  and  undertook  to  cast  a  slur  on  a 
great  many  people  of  this  country  who  hap- 
to  be  of  English  descent.    We  accept  j 
the  apology  which  he  has  made  to  the  House  \ 
with  very  bad  grace,  and  I  trust  that  lie! 
will  not  do  it  again.   He  has  been  taught  ti 
lesson  which  may  take  the  bumptiousness  j 
cut  of  him.     It  is  said  that  the  Divine  j 
architect  of  the  universe  stamps  on  each  j 
countenance     the     type    of     conscience  j 
that  lies  beneath.    I  am  satisfied  that  the  | 
hon.  members  who  heard  the  speech  of  the ' 
hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion,  and  have . 
seen  the  abject,  crawling  manner  in  which 
h«-  got  out  of  it,  will  realize  that  stamped 
o.i  the  hon.  gentleman's  whole  outfit  is  the  | 
framework  of  the  conscience  that  lies  be-  ■ 
r.f  atu  it.  I  again  thank  the  hon.  member  for 
Richelieu  (Mr.  Bruneau)  for  his  remarks, 
although,  as  far  as  I  could  glean  them, 1 
they  were  not  strongly  favourable  to  the 
views  I  have  presented  here  to-day.  Never- 
theless, they  were  kindly  given,  and  they  | 
opened  up  the  discussion  of  the  whole  sub-  < 
ject.    And  let  me  say  to  my  worthy  leader , 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  as  I  say  to  the  First  Mln-  j 
ister,  that  long  years  ago  when  I  had 
the    honour  of   standing  in   this   House  i 
and    advocating    colonial    assistance    In , 
Imperial  wars,    I    managed  for  two  years  t 
in    succession    to    coax    a  Conservative 
member    of    the    House,     military  man 
at  that,  to  second  my  resolution.    I  could 
not  get  a  seconder  except  by  courtesy.  I 
was  told  that  it  was  impossible  to  carry 
cut  the  scheme,  and  any  who  turn  up  '  Han- 
sard '  will  find  that  on  those  occasions  I  had 
to  speak  alone.  I  am  not  very  old;  it  Is  not 
very  many  years  since  those  ideas  were 
first  placed  before' the  House,  and  the  mo- 
tion withdrawn,  as  I  intend  to  withdraw 
this  motion.   My  object  was  to  educate  the 
people.   I  have  great  faith  in  the  horse  sense 
..ml  sound  judgment  of  the  people.    My  ob- 
ject was  then,  as  it  is  now,  to  place  the 
facts  before  the  people,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  result,  ultimately,  will  be  to  bring 
nl»out  the  aim  I  have  in  view.   I  have  lived, 
and  the  First  Minister  has  lived,  to  see  my 


.  idea  of  colonial  assistance  in  Imperial  wars 
carried  out  and  carried  out  successfully. 
The  colonies  were  all  represented  in  the 
South  African  war  on  the  identical  lines 
proposed  again   and   again   by  me  ;  and 

,  which  lines  were  pronounced  impracticable 
by  all  parties  sixteen  years  ago.  I 
hope  that  the  First  Minister  and  all  of  us 
will  live  to  see,  perhaps  not  In  the  exact  form 
in  which  1  have  laid  down  here  to-day,  but 
in  some  suitable  form,  the  idea  of  a  fuli 
partnership  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
colonies  carried  out— a  partnership  in  which 
ali  members  of  the  empire  will  have  equal 
part.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend  from 
Richelieu  to  say  that  Canada  would  be  only 
a  small  part  of  the  great  imperial  concern. 
Well,  Canadians  are  not  noted  for  taking 
a  back  seat,  on  the  contrary,  they  are  noted 
for  being  aggressive ;  and  I  feel  satisfied 
that  in  any  such  confederation  as  that  which 
has  been  spoken  of  to-day,  we  shall  have  the 
voice  not  only  of  Canadian  representatives, 
but  representatives  from  Australia,  New 
Zealand  and  South  Africa.  I  hope  it  will 
be  only  a  year  or  two  before  we  meet  with 
Great  Britain  in  full  partnership  parliament 
and  if  the  motherland  insists  on  the  dog 
wagging  his  tail,  the  tail  may  take  the 
i.otion  to  turn  around  and  wag  the  dog,  for 
the  colonies  will  soon,  combined,  be  more 
powerful  than  the  motherland.  But  there 
would  be  no  question  of  Motherland  vs. 
Colonies.  The  lines  would  be  drawn  other- 
wise. I  thank  the  First  Minister  for  his 
kind  words  and  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion for  his  kind  words,  and  above  all  I 
thank  my  good  friend  from  Richelieu  for  the 
kindly  manner  iu  which  he  has  discussed  the 
subject  which  I  have  had  the  honour  to  lay 
before  the  House  and  the  country.  I  beg 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
before  this  matter  Is  finally  disposed  of, 
there  are  just  one  or  two  observations  that 
i  desire  to  make  in  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Vancouver  (Mr.  Macpherson). 
The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  and  Huli- 
bcrton  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  has  intimated 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver  (Mr. 
Macpherson)  is  conveniently  absent  to-night. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in  a  position  to 
state  that  the  hon.  member  for  Vancouver 
bus  good  reasons  for  being  absent,  and  the 
insinuation  comes  with  very  bad  grace  from 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  that  he 
has  other  than  good  reasons  for  not  being 
here.  But  so  far  as  regards  the  observations 
addressed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver 
(Mr.  Macpherson)  to  this  House,  I  have 
only  to  say  that  I  endorse  every  one  of 
them. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Just  what  I  would 
expect. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  No  doubt,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  also  that  that  is  just  what 
every  member  of  this  House  would  desire 
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tbe  hon.  member  for  Victoria  should  think. 
It  111  becomes  him  to  stand  up  in  his  place 
and  cast  insinuations  of  disloyalty  and  pass 
reflections  on  the  loyalty  of  hon.  members 
on  this  side.  I  might  give  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man the  record  of  some  of  bis  own  leaders 
in  the  past.  When  I  was  young  in  politics 
I  heard  tbe  same  old  insinuations  cast 
against  tbe  loyalty  of  tbe  Liberal  party  in 
this  country,  but  the  more  I  have  studied 
the  history  of  that  .party  the  more  I  am 
convinced  that  at  all  times  it  has  been 
distinguished  by  its  loyalty  to  the  British 
empire.  In  the  days  when  the  Liberals 
were  in  opposition  their  loyalty  was  as 
f  trong  to  the  Crown  and  empire  as  could 
possibly  be  that  of  the  party  of  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  Is  so  distinguished 
an  ornament  But  what  do  the  records  of 
that  party  show  ?  Do  they  not  show  that 
the  only  men  in  this  country  who  signed 
manifestos  asking  for  annexation  to  the 
United  States  were  men  who  led  the  Con- 
servative party,  one  of  whom  was  tbe  Con- 
servative First  Minister  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  of  whom  the  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  was  a  meek  and  bumble  follower  1 
My  hon.  friend,  however,  conveniently  for- 
gets that  little  fact  when  he  is  treating 
This  House  to  his  philippics  on  loyalty.  I 
am  not  going  to  take  my  cue  from  him  and 
make  any  insinuations  against  the  quality 
of  bis  allegiance  to  the  empire,  but,  like 
my  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver,  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  resent  any  similar  imputations 
from  the  hon.  gentlemau  or  any  of  those  be 
supports.  A  few  moments  ago,  when  address- 
ing this  House,  my  hon.  friend  from  Vic- 
toria (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  professed  that  he 
did  not  understand  the  allusions  made  to 
rifles  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver 
(Mr.  Macpherson).  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
propose  to  give  my  hon.  friend  a  little  en- 
lightenment on  that  point.  If  he  will  turn 
to  tbe  Montreal  'Gazette'  of  the  27th 
February  last  he  will  find  there  an  explana- 
tion of  that  allusion.  He  will  find  there  an  j 
interview  with  a  gentlemau  by  the  name 
of  Sam.  Hughes.  ; 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    Read  It.  i 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  intend  to  ;  and  I  ' 
think  that  after  I  have  read  it,  the  House 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  ill  be-  ! 
comes  that  hon.  gentleman  to  get  up  here 
and  prate  about  tbe  unity  of  the  empire. 
If  there  is  one  man  in  this  country  who  has 
sought  to  foster  a  spirit  of  disunion  in  this 
country,  it  is  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hugbes).  Let  there  be  no  mis- 
take about  that. 

Some. hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  ob. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  My  hon.  friends 
opposite,  who  are  seated  around  the  hon. 
member  for  Victoria,  may  well  laugh  at 
him.  I  do  not  blame  them.  They  are  doing 
the  right  thing  when  they  show  tbelr 
opinion  of  their  colleague  by  laughing  at 
him. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Ob,  ob. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  knew  my  bon. 
friend's  opposite  could  not*  refrain  from 
showing  by  their  laughter  the  opinion  they 
have  of  their  colleague.  The  people  of  this 
country  after  all  can  be  trusted  for  their 
good  judgment  in  matters  of  this  kind  ; 
and  it  is  comforting  to  myself,  as  I  am  sure 
it  must  be  to  every  hon.  member  on  this 
side,  to  find  that  even  my  hon.  friend's  own 
colleagues,  the  men  who  sit  behind  him  on 
his  own  side,  think  so  little  of  his  profes- 
sions and  declarations  in  a  matter  of  so 
much  importance  that  they  cannot  refrain 
from  laughing  at  him.  It  Is  rather  gratify- 
ing to  us  on  this  side  to  find  that  the  opinions 
of  this  hon.  gentleman  are  regarded  as  of  so 
little  importance  even  by  his  own  friends. 
But  what  does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  ? 
He  was  interviewed  in  Toronto  a  short  time 
ago  regarding  an  important  question  before 
the  people  of  this  country  to-day.  And  let 
me  say  here  that  this  is  peculiarly  a  time 
when  men  who  desire  that  our  people  should 
live  in  unity,  when  men  occupying  respon- 
iOle  positions  in  this  country  and  anxious  to 
see  good  will  prevail  among  all  classes, 
should  speak  calmly  and  preach  modera- 
tion and  tolerance.  We  are  here  of  differ- 
ent races,  different  origins,  different  reli- 
gions, and  it  Is  important  that  we  should 
live  In  union,  peace  and  harmony  side  by 
side ;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
determined  that  what  little  I  have  to  do  in 
public  life  shall  be  in  the  direction  of  bring- 
ing about  a  better  union  and  greater  har- 
mony among  the  various  people,  races  and 
religions  which  make  up  our  nationality. 
But  what  does  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria 
do,  and  what  are  some  other  hon.  gentle- 
men who  occupy  front  benches  on  the  Con- 
servative side  doing  ? 

Mr.  LALOR.   How  about  your  own  side  ? 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Have  no  fear  with 
regard  to  my  side.  Let  me  say  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Haldimand  (Mr.  Lalor)  :  You 
do  not  find  any  appeals  going  out  from  the 
front  benches  of  the  Liberal  party  or  the 
back  benches  of  the  Liberal  party  to  the 
people  asking  them  to  stir  up  religious 
strife  throughout  this  Dominion.  But  such 
appeals  have  gone  forth  from  the  front 
ranks  of  the  Conservative  party.  They 
have  gone  forth  from  the  man  who  occupies 
a  seat  to  the  right  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  the  Conservative  party  in  this 
country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Let  me  say  that  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  allude  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Dorchester  (Mr.  Morin),  who  is 
just  now  occupying  for  a  moment  the  seat 
of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  iMr. 
Sproule).  I  am  free  to  admit  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Dorchester  can  fill  that  seat 
with  a  dignity  equal  to  that  of  tbe  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule).  but 
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the  Conservative  party  do  not  regard  my 
lion,  friend  of  sufficient  importance  to  give 
him  a  place  of  honour  in  the  front  rank, 
and  they  have  selected  to  fill  that  place  with 
this  gentleman  from  whom  has  gone  forth 
an  appeal  asking  that  religious  strife  be 
raised  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  A. 
Johnston)  has  made  a  statement  with  re- 
gard to  myself,  has  alleged  concerning  me  a 
certain  fact.  I  emphatically  deny  that 
statement,  and  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
statement  I  have  made  is  not  absolutely  in 
accordance  with  the  facts,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  withdraw  it.  But  let  me  submit  to  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  the  point  whe- 
ther  

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  or- 
der. I  want  the  statement  withdrawn.  He 
has  no  right  to  make  that  statement  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  denies  the 
statement  his  denial  must  be  accepted  and 
the  statement  withdrawn. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  cheerfully  ac- 
cept your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  with- 
draw the  statement  1  have  made  concerning 
my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule).  However,  I  am  sure  that  my 
hon.  friend  is  not  prepared  to  deny  that  he 
sent  out  a  circular  to  people  in  this  country 
asking  them  to  interfere  in  a  matter  that 
is  now  under  public  discussion,  and  to  in- 
terfere in  a  manner  calculated  to  bring  about 
misunderstanding  between  the  various  class- 
es of  our  citizens.  Will  he  deny  that  he 
has  at  least  gone  that  far?  I  have  made 
the  statement  that  from  the  front  bench  of 
the  Conservative  party  has  gone  this  appeal 
to  the  people  asking  them  to  bring  about  a 
condition  of  affairs  calculated  not  to  draw 
the  people  closer  together  but  to  drive  them 
further  apart.  Is  that  the  lesson  we  wish 
the  people  to  be  taught?  I  think  not.  Yet, 
those  who  would  teach  this  lesson  are  those 
who  come  before  this  House  and  undertake 
to  read  their  fellow-members  lessons  in 
loyalty.  We  are  not  taking  any  lessons  in 
loyalty  from  our  hon.  friends  opposite.  But 
I  rose  chiefly  to  justify  the  statement  made 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver  (Mr. 
Macpherson)  this  afternoon.  If  we  look  at 
the  Montreal  '  Gazette,'  which  is  an  excel- 
lent authority  and  will  be  accepted  as  such 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  and  Hali- 
burton,  we  find  that  in  its  issue  of  Feb- 
mar.v  27,  a  despatch  which  is  of  Interest  in 
this  connection.  It  appears  under  the  start- 
ling headings,  '  Will  be  trouble.'  '  Separate 
schools  will  breed  rebellion,  says  Colonel 
Huphes.'  I  do  not  know  whether  this  Col- 
onel Hughes  is  the  hon.  member  for  Vic- 


toria and  Haliburton,  but,  report  has  it  that 
this  Colonel  Hughes  and  the  hon.  member 
are  one  and  the  same  person.   And  here  ia 

how  the  despatch  begins  :— 

Toronto,  February  25. — Colonel  Sam.  Hughes, 

interviewed  here  to-night  on  the  Northwest 

separate    school    question,    said  :  Mark  my 

words  

It  seems  to  me  these   words  have  an 

aroma  of  antiquity  about  them.  But  we 
have  not  marked  his  words. 

 Mark  my  words,  there  will  be  a  rebellion  In 

the  Northwest  if  the  Dominion  parliament  forces 
separate  schools  on  the  new  provinces. 

Is  that  bringing  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try closer  together?  Is  that  in  harmony 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Sam  Hughes)  this  afternoon  ?  I  am  sure 
I  can  safely  appeal  to  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  who  sits  immediately  alongside 
of  him  that  these  are  not  desirable  words 
to  come  from  one  who,  for  the  time  being, 
occupies  the  important  position  of  represen- 
tative of  the  people  in  the  Canadian  parlia- 
ment. I  am  sure  that  many  hon.  gentle- 
men on  that  side,  as  well  as  many  on  this 
side,  will  agree  that  these  are  not  timely 
words  to  come  from  one  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  representing  the  people  of 
Canada  on  the  floor  of  parliament.  Bat, 
what  more  does  he  say  ? 

The  Bill  is  the  most  tyrannical  piece  of  legis- 
lation ever  Introduced  in  Canada. 

'  Tyrannical.'  This  is  teaching  a  lesson 
of  unity  and  harmony  indeed. 

It  resembles  acts  of  the  dark  ages. 

Let  me  say  to  my  hon.  friend  

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
We  have  legislation  before  this  House 
which  is  not  under  consideration  now,  and 
the  question  the  hon.  gentleman  is  discuss- 
ing is  not  the  question  before  the  House, 
but  legislation  that  is  on  the  Order  Paper. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  If  I  may  be  allowed 
a  word,  I  am  discussing  the  question  that 
has  been  raised  in  the  discussion  precipi- 
tated by  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  and 
Haliburton.  The  question  of  loyalty  to  the 
mother  country  has  been  running  through 
this  whole  discussion,  and  I  am  considering 
whether  we  are  doing  what  we  ought  to  do 
to  teach  the  people  of  this  country  to  be 
loyal  to  the  British  empire. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  again  raise  a  point  of 
order.  What  is  before  the  House  is  the 
motion  for  leave  to  withdraw  a  motion. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Ingram)  must  bear  in  mind  that  you,  Mr. 
Speaker  have  not  yet  put  that  question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  As  I  understand,  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  is 
speaking  to  is  this  :   The  hon.  member  for 
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Victoria  and  Haliburton  is  his  speech  made 
reference  in  some  way  to  guns  

"  Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  How  do  you  know 
that,  Mr.  Speaker  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Because  I  heard  him. 
The  hon.  member  for  Vancouver  (Mr.  Mac- 
phersou.i  bad  in  the  same  debate,  made 
reference  to  the  same  matter.  As  I  under- 
stand it.  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member 
(Mr.  A.  Johnston)  who  now  has  the  floor, 
the  hon.  member  for  Vancouver  was  mis- 
construed, and  it  is  to  rectify  what  he  be- 
lieves to  be  an  error  that  he  is  speaking 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  But  Mr.  Speaker, 
allow  me  to  point  out  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  will  not  Interrupt,  but 
will  allow  me  to  finish  my  ruling.  It  is 
in  order  to  rectify  a  misunderstanding  and 
it  is  to  that  point,  I  understand,  that  the 
hon.  member  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  is  directing 
bis  remarks. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  rise  to  correct 
you.  Mr  Speaker  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  my  ruling,  and 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  rise  to  a  question 
of  fnct  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  desires  to  take  excep- 
tion to  the  ruling  he  i  has  his  remedy,  which 
is  to  appeal  from  that  ruling. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  take  exception  to 
the  statement  made  to  the  House  by  you, 
Mr.  Speaker.  You  made  the  statement  that 
in  my  speech  I  made  reference  to  guns.  I 
made  no  such  reference,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, and  therefore  your  statement  is  en- 
tirely wrong. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  desire  to  continue 
the  observations  I  was  addressing  to  the 
House.  I  know  that  hon.  gentlemen  not 
only  on  this  side,  but  on  the  other  side,  are 
anxious  to  know  what  my  hon.  friend  from 
Victoria  and  Haliburton  had  to  say  in  To- 
ronto on  the  25th  of  February,  with  regard 
to  bringing  the  people  of  this  country  closer 
together— for  that  is  a  question  which  is 
ever  present  to  his  inind.  This  is  what  he 
Said  :  - 

The  Bill  is  the  most  tyrannical  piece  of  legis- 
lation ever  introduced  into  Canada.  It  resem- 
bles acts  of  the  dark  ages.  Rifles  will  be  used 
if  necessary. 

Is  that  the  way  to  bring  about  harmony 
between  the  various  classes  of  this  country 
and  of  the  British  empire  ? 

Roman  Catholics  will  fight  if  they  are  allowed. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  'Hear,  hear.*  the 
hon.    gentleman    says.    As    one   of  the 

Mr.  SPEAKER. 


Catholic  representatives  in  this  House 
let  me  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  have  no  desire  to  fight. 
When  the  time  comes,  should  it  ever  come, 
when  the  British  empire  is  in  danger,  my 
hon.  friend  will  find  the  Roman  Catholic 
people  of  Canada  prepared  to  do  their  duty 
to  the  empire.  When  it  is  a  question  such 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  was  discussing,  when 
it  is  a  question  pf  bringing  the  various 
classes  of  our  people  closer  together  instead 
of  driving  them  further  apart,  my  hon. 
friend  will  find  the  Roman  Catholic  people 
doing  their  duty  and  doing  it  loyally.  He 
will  not  find  them  advising  Canadians  to 
take  up  arms  in  order  to  do  injustice  to 
others.  As  one  who  pretends  to  know 
something  about  what  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  this  country  are  thinking  about  at  this 
moment,  let  me  contradict  my  hon.  friend's 
statement  that  they  will  fight  if  they  are 
allowed.  I  give  that  statement  a  most 
emphatic  contradiction.  What  else  does  he 
say  ? 

Protestants  will  fight  to  a  man. 

The  hon.  gentleman  may  know  better  than 
1  do,  but  if  I  know  the  Protestant  people  of 
this  country — and  I  was  brought  up  with 
them  and  have  lived  with  them  all  my  life — 
he  does  not  correctly  represent  Protestant 
opinion  in  Canada  when  he  says  tbat  they 
will  fight  to  a  man.  We  can  safely  appeal 
ic  the  Protestant  people  of  this  country,  and 
we  are  not  taking  any  stock  in  the  deliver- 
ances of  the  hon.  member  from  Victoria 
and  Haliburton  in  his  speech  at  Toronto  to 
the  effect  that  the  Protestants  of  this  coun- 
try were  desirous  of  rushing  to  arms  over 
this  question.  What  was  his  purpose  in 
speaking  at  Toronto  V  Was  it  to  bring 
nbout  union  among  the  people,  or  was  it 
for  the  purpose  that  is.  perhaps,  more  dear 
to  his  heart,  of  tearing  them  further  apart 
than  they  are  to-day  ?  It  is  for  him  to 
answer  that  question.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  language  he  used  in  Toronto  speak- 
ing to  the  newspapers,  language  that  has 
been  telegraphed  over  the  country,  would 
seem  to  beai-  the  construction  that  is  put 
upon  it  even  by  some  of  his  own  friends. 
He  says  : 

The  Galicians  will  fight.  They  came  to  Can- 
ada for  liberty. 

The  Galicians,  I  want  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  know,  will  bear  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  in  Canada  they  have  found  liberty, 
liberty  of  the  highest  kind.  I  want  to  tell 
him  that  in  my  judgment  and  in  the  judg- 
ment of  men  who  know  the  Galicians,  they 
are  satisfied  with  the  freedom  they  have 
found  here.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  desire 
to  convey  the  impression  to  people  'abroad 
that  if  they  come  to  Canada  they  will 
not  find  freedom  here  ?  He  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Conservative  party,  perhaps 
lie    desires    that    his    words    should  be 
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telegraphed  to  the  United  States  and 
to  European  countries  in  order  to  create 
the  impression  thafif  people  come  to  Can- 
ada they  will  not  find  freedom  here.  There 
is  nothing  to  justify  such  a  statement  from 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  had  hoped  that  some 
of  his  own  friends  would  take  him  to  task 
for  it ;  I  had  hoped  that  representatives  of 
the  Conservative  party  would  correct  the 
iirpression  that  might  have  been  made  by 
his  statement,  occupying  as  he  does  the 
prominent  position  in  that  party.  I  hope 
they  will  yet  avail  themselves  of  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  say  that  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned  they  are  not  willing  that  the  im- 
pression should  go  forth  that  this  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Conservative  party.  That  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  liberal  party.  Long 
before  the  Liberal  party  came  to  power  in 
Canada  they  were  striving  to  bring  about 
freedom  of  the  very  best  kind,  and  the  best 
order  in  this  great  country.  But  how  is  It 
with  the  Conservative  party  ?  In  their  press" 
from  end  to  end  of  Canada,  prominent  news- 
papers have  undertaken  to  preach  the  same 
doctrine  propounded  by  the  member  for 
Victoria  and  Haliburton.  If  he  is  desirous 
that  peace  and  harmony  should  reign  in  | 
Canada,  let  him  address  himself  to  the  i 
uewspapers  of  his  own  party,  and  ask  them  ' 
to  take  the  lesson  that  he  attempts  to  preacli  j 
to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
There  are  many  other  things  that  have  been 
spoken  during  the  course  of  this  debate  that 
I  would  like  to  comment  upon,  but  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  longer.  I  did  not  intend 
to  say  all  that  I  have  said.  I  rose  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  doing  justice'  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Vancouver  (Air.  Macpberson) 
who  spoke  before  six  o'clock,  and  I  have 
done  so.  I  have  now  to  ask  the  boti.  mem- 
ber for  Victoria  and  Haliburton  to  say  if  he 
can  that  he  never  authorized  this  interview 
with  the  '  Montreal  Gazette,'  and  if  he  can 
sa.v  that,  he  will  do  much  to  remove  an  un- 
fortunate impression  that  has  been  caused 
by  that  interview. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROL'LE  (East  Grey).  The 
hon.  member  for  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  A. 
Johnston)  generally  contents  himself  when  J 
he  rises  to  ask  a  question.  But  to-night  he 
is  playing  a  different  role.  As  a  general  thing  i 
this  House  recognizes  the  fact  that  no  man 
requires  information  worse  than  he  docs, 
and  the  House  takes  him  v  good  naturedly 
and  endeavours  to  satisfy  his  curiosity. 
But  sometimes  be  gets  beyond  bounds,  as 
he  has  done  to-night  in  attacking  my  hon. 
friend  from  Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes).  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 
defend  my  hon.  friend,  he  is  quite  capable 
of  taking  care  of  himself.  I  would  not  have 
men  to  speak  at  all  were  it  not  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Cape  Breton  unnecessarily,  un- 
reasonably, improperly,  and  I  was  going  to 
say.  untruthfully,  made  a  statement  with 
regard  to  myself  that  I  had  endeavoured  to 
arouse  passion  among  the  people  of  this 


country,  that  I  appealed  to  a  certain  class  of 
people. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Who  Is  the  hon.  gentle- 
man that  said  hear,  hear  ?  It  is  the  cigar- 
ette smoker.  Of  course  he  is  entitled  to 
special  consideration.  He  requires  that  we 
give  him  two  kinds  of  pardon — I  will  not 
tell  him  what  they  are. 

Mr.  AKMAXI)  LAVERGXE.  He  docs 
not  write  circulars  to  the  papers. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Since  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  come  Into  this  House  he  has  re- 
ceived courtesy  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
though  his  conduct  at  times  has  not  invited 
courtesy  ;  but  if  he  does  not  conduct  him- 
self with  a  little  more  decorum,  he  will  not 
receive  as  much  in  the  future  as  he  has 
done  in  the  past.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  the  hon.  member 
for  Cape  Breton  says  that  the  member  for 
East  Grey  has  endeavoured  to  arouse  pas- 
sions and  create  discord.  Upon  what  author- 
ity does  he  make  that  statement  ?  Is  it 
upon  the  authority  of  the  petition  that  I 
sent  out  to  the  general  community  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  right  of  every  British 
subject  to  petition  parliament  to  do  a  cer- 
tain thing  that  lie  thought  was  right  ?  Is 
that  not  my  right  and  the  right  of  every 
Brltish  subject  under  the  Crown  ?  It  is 
recognized  in  parliament  and  out  of  parlia- 
ment to  be  the  highest  right  of  a  British 
subject.  I  was  availing  myself  of  that 
right,  and  I  was  quite  within  my  right.  I 
shall  read  the  letter  so  that  there  may  be 
no  mistake  as  to  what  it  contains,  and  if 
the  careful  examiner  fluds  that  I  have  done 
a  very  improper  tiling  I  shall  be  greatly 
surprised.  In  view  of  this  important  ques 
tiou  that  was  coming  up  and  was  likely  to 
create  discord — and  let  me  remind  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  was  his  leader  who 
brought  it  into  the  arena  and  not  niiue,  and 
that  upon  this  question  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portant ministers  resigned,  and  in  doing  so 
he  was  quite  within  bis  rights — it  was  in 
the  endeavour  to  prevent  the  calamity  and 
the  political  trouble  that  I  foresaw  that  I 
adopted  the  measures  that  I  did.  What  did 
I  do  ?  I  addressed  to  a  society  to  which  I 
belonged,  which  is  a  law-abiding  society,  no 
matter  what  part  of  the  country  it  is  in, 
composed  of  tolerant,  respectable  citizens. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMEBS.    Tolerant  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  tolerant.  I  address- 
ed them  in  the  following  language  : 

Ottawa,  February  16th,  la0.->. 
Dear  Sir  and  Brother,— 

We  believe  an  effort  is  about  to  be  niauV  to 
impose  separate  schools  for  all  time  on  the 
people  of  the  new  provinces,  now  being  estab- 
lished in  the  Northwest  Terrltork-s.  It  behooves 
every  lover  of  liberty,  and  especially  every 
Orangeman,  to  lend  a  helping  hand,  to  prevent 
this  injustice  being  perpetrated  on  a  liberty- 
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loving  people.  Being  comparatively  weak  and  ; 
helpless,  they  must  largely  depend  on  others  to  i 
fight  their  battles  for  them. 

The  effort  made  in  1S96  to  compel  Manitoba  to  , 
grant  separate  schools  nearly  drove  the  people  | 
of  that  province  into  rebellion,  and  had  it  not 
been  abandoned,  would  doubtless  have  resulted 
In  serious  consequences.    In  view  of  this,  is  it 
not  little  short  of  criminal  folly  to  attempt  to 
deprive  the  people  of  these  new  provinces  of 
the   right   to  control   their  own  educational 
affairs  as  to  them  seems  best.   I  would  suggest  ' 
that  every  member  of  our  order  lend  a  helping  I 
hand  to  prevent  this  outrage  by  writing  or  wir-  i 
ing  and  getting  others  to  do  so  as  well,  the  | 
member  for  his  constituency  to  oppose  any  | 
legislation  or  enactment  for  that  purpose.  If 
we  speak  out  freely  and  do  our  duty'no  govern- 
ment would  dare  to  disobey  our  request.  Bre- 
thren, let  us  do  our  duty  ;  also  get  accompany- 
ing blank  petitions  signed  by  all  friendly  to  our 
cause,  giving  name  and  occupation  in  every 
case,  and  forward  to  me  to  House  of  Commons  1 
post  office,  Ottawa,  at  earliest  possible  date. 

T.  S.  SPROULE. 

| 

And  here  Is  the  petition  that  accompanied  : 
It :  I 

To  the  Honourable  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada,  In  parliament' assembled:  | 
We,  the  undersigned  electors  of  the  electoral  : 
division  of  do  pray  that  in  granting  ' 

provincial  autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Terri-  ! 
tories  the  Dominion  parliament  will  not  by  any 
enactment  or  otherwise  withhold  from  the  newly 
created  provinces  full  and  unrestricted  freedom  | 
of  action  in  all  matters  affecting  the  establish-  i 
ment,  maintenance  and  administration  of  I 
schools —  • 

Is  there  anything  Improper  In  that  ?  Is 
there  any  appeal  to  race  prejudice,  or  to  j 
passion,    or    to    creed  ?   Is    there    any-  , 
thing  but  the  most  respectful  prayer  that  i 
could  be  presented  to  parliament  by  any 
British  subject  In  the  country,  and  that  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  Importing  into 
the  political  arena  of  Canada  at  the  present 
time  of  one  of  those  vexed  questions  that  j 
would  result  In  arousing  a  great  deal  of  I 
feeling  and  doing  a  great  deal  of  injury  ?  1 
Was  I  within  my  rights  or  was  I  doing  an  ; 
improper  thing  when  I  did  this  ?   If  I  was 
wrong  in  asking  parliament  to  do  that,  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  must  have  been 
wrong  in  resigning.    Who  induced  me  to  ; 
do  this,  who  compelled  me  ?  The  very  acts 
of  the  Prime  Minister  himself  by  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  Induced  me  to  do  it. 
Then  who  is  responsible  for  it  ?  Is  it  I  who 
was  trying  to  prevent  it  being  done  or  the 
party  who  was  importing  the  element  of  ! 
discord  Into  this  House  and  Into  the  country  ! 
at  large,  that  element  which  had  created  ] 
so    much    bitter    feeling    in    the  past, 
and   which   experience   has   told   us   we  . 
had    better    avoid    if    possible    in    the  . 
future  ?   Which  one  was  doing  the  proper  1 
thing  ?    In  view  of  that,  does  the  hon.  mem- 
ber who  has  just  taken  his  seat  think  he  i 
was  justified  in  his  endeavour  to  castigate  1 
the  member  for  East  Grey  in  the  peculiar  I 
Mr  SPROULE. 


fish-wife  style  to  which  some  speakers  are 
so  admirably  adapted  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order! 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Does  he  think  that  he 
was  within  his  rights  and  doing  the  highest 
type  of  parliamentary  duty  when  he  gave 
vent  to  the  utterances  which  we  have  heard 
to-night  ?  If  I  was  wrong  in  petitioning  in 
the  direction  I  did  what  has  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  say  for  himself  and  his  leader  and 
his  friends,  who  have  addressed  petition 
to  their  confreres  in  Quebec,  copies  of  which 
are  being  presented  at  the  present  time, 
some  of  which  were  presented  to-day, 
against  the  very  petition  I  have  read  ? ' 

Mr.  JACQUES  BUREAU  (Three  Rivers). 
I  am  glad  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  has  put  the  question.  I  will 
i  i  iitinne  the  history  of  these  petitions.  There 
is  in  Montreal  a  club  called  Le  Club  Jacques 
Cartier.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  and  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  know 
the  place  well.  In  that  club  was  drafted. 
I  understand  by  a  man  who  has  been  very 
notorious  of  late  as  being  the  distributor  of 
the  tory  corruption  fund  In  the  Sault  Ste. 
.Marie  election,  the  petitions  which  I  hold  in 
my  band.  Le  Club  Jacques  Cartier  Is  the 
head  of  the  organization  of  the  Tory  party 
in  Quebec.  This  petition  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand  was  sent  to  the  various  Catholic 
organizations  in  Quebec,  or  at  least  in  the 
constituency  of  Three  Rivers,  but  luckily 
in  my  district  they  were  not  taken  up  as  the 
hon.  gentlemen  expected.  Some  of  tliem 
have  been  sent  here  to  be  presented  to  this 
House,  and  I  am  credibly  Informed,  and  have 
reason  to  believe,  that  it  is  a  continuation  of 
the  game  started  by  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey.  In  Ontario  and  the  western 
provinces  the  cry  is  :  Let  us  Tories  take  the 
lead  and  not  permit  this  legislation  to  be 
carried,  it  is  against  provincial  autonomy  ; 
but  in  Quebec  we  will  present  the  other 
side  of  the  medal,  and  we  will  tell  the  peo- 
ple to  present  petitions  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  the  House.  I  notice  that  these  peti- 
tions were  taken  to  the  Prime  Minister  and 
by  him  sent  back  to  the  members  for  the 
different  ridings  in  which  they  were  signed. 
They  are  worded  : 

(Translation.)  Whereas  in  the  Bill  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  two  new  provinces  in  the 
Northwest  Territories,  the  following  provisions 
are  to  be  found,  namely  : 

16.  The  provisions  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  shall  apply  to  the 
said  province  as  if,  at  the  date  upon  which  this 
Act  comes  into  force,  the  territory  comprised 
therein  were  already  a  province,  the  expression 
'  the  union  '  in  the  said  section  being  taken  to 
mean  the  said  date. 

2.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  sec- 
tion 93,  and  in  continuance  of  the  principles 
heretofore  sanctioned  under  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories Art,  it  is  enacted  that  the  legislature 
of  the  said  province  shall  pass  all  necessary 
laws  in  respect  of  education,  and  that  It  shall 
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therein  always  be  provided  (a)  that  a  majority  ' 
of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or.  portion  of  j 
the  said  province  or  of  any  less  portion  or  sub-  j 
division  thereof,  by  whatever  name  it  is  known,  I 
may  establish  such  schools  therein  as  they  think  I 
fit,  and  make  the  necessary  assessments  and  l 
collection  of  rates  therefor,  and  (b)  that  the 
minority  of  the  ratepayers   therein,    whether  ; 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  establish 
separate  schools  therein,  and  make  the  neces-  | 
sary  assessment  and  collection  of  rates  there- 
for,  and  (c)  that  in  such  case  the  ratepayers 
establishing  such  Protestant  or  Roman  Catho-  t 
lie  separate  schools  shall  be  liable  only  to  as- 
sessment of  such  rates  as  they  impose  upon 
themselves  with  respect  thereto. 

3.  In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by 
the  legislature  in  aid  of  education,  and  in  the 
distribution  of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  between 
the  public  schools  and  the  separate  schools, 
and  such  moneys  shall  be  applied  to  the  sup- 
port of  public  and  separate  schools  In  equitable 
shares  or  proportion. 

Whereas  in  the  above  mentioned  provisions, 
the  vested  rights  of  the  minorities  in  both 
those  provinces  are  sanctioned  and  provided 
for  ; 

Whereas  said  provisioos  are  agreeable  to  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution  which  governs  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  ; 

Whereas  the  reasons  set  forth  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Prime  Minister,  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler, 
in  support  of  said  provisions,  on  the  21st  of 
February,  1905,  meet  with  the  entire  approval 
of  the  undersigned  petitioners,  irrespective  of 
party  affiliations  ; 

Whereas  efforts  are  being  put  forth  to  have 
this  legislation  amended  or  withdrawn  ; 

We,  the  undersigned  petitioners,  do  emphati- 
cally protest  against  such  unfair  an  attempt, 
and  respectfully  beg  that  the  above  mentioned 
provisions  be  passed  into  law,  during  this  ses- 
sion and  maintained  in  their  whole  tenor  as 
they  now  stand,  as  a  full  measure  of  fair-play 
and  justice. 

And  we  beg  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister  | 
to  lay  down  this  petition  on  the  table  of  the  i 
House  of  Commons. 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray.  I 

For  the  benefit  of  my  colleagues  who  do  j 
uot  understand  the  French  language,  let  rue 
state  that  they  are  asking  that  separate  1 
schools  be  established  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  and  that  we  do  not  legislate 
otherwise  than  in  that  direction.  X  am  an 
admirer  of  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
(Mr.  Hughes)  but  I  certainly  do  not  share 
his  views  and  especially  so  when  he  talks 
as  he  did  in  that  Toronto  interview. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Bureau)  says  there  was  one  petition  dis- 
tributed in  the  west,  and  a  different  one  in 
Quebec. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Permit  me  to  say  that  1  I 
distributed  this  petition  through  .the  pro- 1 
vince  of  Quebec  the  same  as  in'*  other  pro- ! 
vinces,  and  it  has  been  signed  by  the  i 
electors  of  that  province  and  I  presented  ] 


several  petitions  from  the  province  of  Que- 
bec to  the  House. 

Mr.  BUREAU.  I  ask  nty  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sproule)  who  is  one  of  the  leaders  of  the 
party  If  any  of  these  petitions  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand  were  distributed  lu  Ontario. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  never  saw  them  before. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  afraid  we  are 
getting  perilously  near  losing  sigBt  of  the 
motion  in  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  rise  to  make  a  personal 
explanation  because  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Bureau)  has  referred  to  me  by  name.  For 
the  first  time  to-night  I  have  heard  of  these 
petitions.  I  have  not  been  to  Montreal  for 
quite  a  time  ;  I  do  not  think  I  have  been  in 
the  Jacques  Cartier  Club  since  the  beginning 
of  the  session,  and  I  know  nothing  whatever 
of  these  petitions.  I  am  sure  there  is  not  a 
member  in  this  House  from  the  province  of 
Quebec  who  would  lend  himself  for  a  single 
moment  to  the  ignoble  role  which  has  been 
suggested  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  A.  B.  INGRAM  (East  Elgin).  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  is  the  outcome  of  allowing  too 
much  latitude  in  debate.  If  members  were 
to  confine  themselves  to  the  actual  question 
before  the  House,  probably  you,  Sir,  would 
have  less  difilculty  in  controlling  the  House, 
and  probably  it  would  be  more  creditable 
to  members  on  both  sides.  A  good  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  legality  of  these  peti- 
tions, and  I  take  it  that  probably  there  are 
Conservatives  throughout  the  Dominion  who 
are  In  favour  of  the  legislation  as  well  as 
those  who  are  opposed  to  it,  and  both  sides 
have  a  right  to  petition  this  House  so  long 
as  as  they  do  so  in  proper  form.  The  hon. 
member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes) 
may  have  made  some  statements  of  a  con- 
troversial character  but  I  do  not  think  he 
went  to  the  extent  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  charges 
him  with  going.  If  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
A.  Johnston)  wants  to  evince  a  disposition 
to  allay  strife  and  ill  feeling  in  this  country 
I  can  assure  him  that  he  has  taken  the 
wrong  method  to-night. 

Mr.  J.  B.  MORIN  (Dorchester).  The  hon. 
member  for  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  A.  Johnston) 
referred  to  the  member  who  was  sitting 
near  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  and  1 
want  to  know  if  be  alluded  to  me  ? 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.    Most  certainly  not. 

Mr.  MORIN.  I  am  told  he  mentioned  the 
member  for  Dorchester. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  made  no  reference 
to  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Moriu)  when  I  spoke 
of  the  gentleman  who  sat  beside  the  leader 
of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  MORIN.  I  am  told  you  spoke  of  the 
member  for  Dorchester  and  if  you  did  I  am 
the  man. 
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Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Mr.  Speaker  I  have 
just  a  few  remarks  to  make  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member  has 
exhausted  his  right  to  speak  unless  he 
desires  to  make  an  explanation  as  to  mat- 
ters on  which  he  has  been  misconceived. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  do  not  wish  to 
depart  from  your  ruling,  but  If  necessary  I 
shall  have  the  debate  adjourned. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  quite  open  to  the 
hon.  member. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  want  to  make  a 
personal  explanation  ;  I  dout't  want  to  con- 
tinue this  circus  any  longer. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member  must 
not  speak  in  that  manner  to  the  chair.  If 
the  debate  is  to  be  conducted  properly  the 
hon.  member  must  address  himself  properly 
to  the  chair. 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID  (Grenville)  I  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  hon.  member 
for  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  Johnston)  has  gone 
out  of  bis  way  to  quote  some  remarks  which 
are  attributed  to  me  in  a  newspaper,  I  bad 
no  idea  that  the  prophecy  would  be  ful- 
filled so  soon;  I  had  no  idea  that  the  rebel- 
lion would  take  place  in  the  Liberal  party; 
I  did  not  think  they  would  be  in  rebellion 
as  they  are  at  the  present  time  over  those 
Hills.  1  thought  it  would  be  confined 
to  the  people  of  the  west,  but  I  see 
I  am  a  prophet  before  uiy  .time.  The 
lion,  gentleman  said,  that  it  was  Con- 
servatives who  had  signed  the  petition 
for  annexation  to  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  know  who  are  Conservatives  and  who 
are  not,  but  I  happen  to  know  a  number 
that  are  Liberals  and  here  are  some  names  : 
J.  Aumais,  A.  Archambault,  J.  Barsalou,  L. 
Boyer,  John  Cassidy,  J.  N.  Fournier,  S. 
Founder,  L.  II.  Holtou.  Achille  Hebert,  J. 
J.  Lamoutalgne,  R.  Laflamme,  A.  C.  Papi- 
neau,  and  a  number  more.  However  that  is 
neither  here  nor  there.  I  will  just  point 
out  that  the  question  at  that  time  was  not 
annexation  to  the  United  States  or  no  annex- 
ation to  the  United  States  ;  it  was  immedi- 
ately following  the  rebellion  of  1837  and  it 
was  in  response  to  the  passage  of  a  Bill, 
justly  or  unjustly  passed  by  the  legislature 
of  Canada,  to  compensate  the  rebels  whose 
property  was  destroyed.  The  cry  of  loyal- 
ists was  '  no  pay  to  rebels,'  and  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill  they  were  much  annoyed  and 
signed  in  their  anger  the  manifesto.  I  rose 
to  make  that  correction,  and  to  ask  that  my 
■notion  be  withdrawn. 

Motion  to  adjourn  the  debate  withdrawn. 

Motion  (Mr.  Sam.  Hugftes)  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FIELDING  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 
Mr.  MORI.V. 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  business  may 
be  expected  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  We  will  consider  the 
resolution  in  reference  to  the  packing  and 
sale  of  certain  staple  commodities,  and  on 
which  I  am  told  several  gentlemen  wish  to 
speak.  If  government  business  is  advanced 
we  will  ask  the  House  to  go  Into  supply  on 
Public  Works  estimates. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned 
at  11.30  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  March  14,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

QUESTION   OF  PRIVILEGE. 

During  the  presentation  of  petitions, 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey),  after 
having  presented  some  petltious,  said  :  I 
1  present  these  petitions  from  the  electors  of 
I  East  Assiniboia,  because  the  hon.  member 
for  that  riding  seems  to  regard  it  as  an  in- 
'  suit  that  petitions  should  be  sent  to  him. 

I     Mr.  J.  G.  TURRIFF  (East  Assiniboia). 

,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege. 
The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  has  stated 

I  that  I  considered  it  an  insult  to  have  petl- 

i  tions  from  Eastern  Assiniboia  sent  to  me 
for  presentation  to  the  House.  I  just  want 
iu  say  that  there  is  not  a  man  Iti  Eastern 
Assiniboia  who  voted  against  me  in  the 
last  election  for  whom  I  would  not  be  very 
glad  to  present  a  petition. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Order,  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  tnere  is  some- 
thing before  the  chair.  The  hon.  gentleman 
rises,  he  says,  to  a  question  of  privilege. 

Mr.  TURBIFF.  I  just  want  to  say  that  if 
any  of  my  friends,  or  my  opponents,  who  are 
also  my  friends,  in  Eastern  Assiniboia  have 
petitions  for  presentation  to  this  House,  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  they  will  send  them 
to  ine,  and  I  will  always  present  petitions 
which  come  to  me  in  anything  like  the 
proper  form.  I  presented  some  petitions 
which  came  through  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey,  but  I  drew  attention  to  the 
maimer  iu  which  these  petitions  were  drawn, 
and  the  manner  in  which  that  gentleman 
got  these  petitions  sent  to  him,  so  that  be 
could  get  the  credit  through  the  west  of 
presenting  them. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I*  rise  to  a  question  of 
privilege.  I  want  to  say,  according  to  my 
best  information,  which  I  take  from  the 
Postal  Guide  and  from  the  headings  on  the 
petitions,  that  I  sent  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
several  petitions  from  his  own  riding,  every 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2413 


one  of  which  he  commented  upon  adversely 
when  he  presented  them,  Intimating  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  had  done  some- 
thing wrong,  and  he  seemed  to  regard  it  as 
an  insult.  Therefore,  I  have  availed  myself 
of  the  opportunity  of  presenting  them  to  the 
House  to-day. 

PACKING  AND  SALE  OF  CERTAIN  COM- 
MODITIES. 

House  in  committee  on  the  following  pro- 
posed resolution  : 

Resolved,  Tbat  It  is  expedient  to  amend  the 
Act  respecting  the  packing  and  eale  of  certain 
staple  commodities,  by  inserting  the  following 
sections  after  section  4  : — 

4a.  When  spples  are  packed  in  Canada  for 
export  'or  sale  by  the  box  tbey  shall  be  packed 
In  good  and  strong  boxes  of  seasoned  wood,  the 
inside  dimensions  of  whlcb  shall  not'  be  less 
than  ten  inches  in  depth,  eleven  Inches  in  width, 
and  twenty  inches  In  length,  representing  as 
near  as  possible  two  thousand  two  hundred  cubic 
inches. 

2.  Every  person  who  offers  or  exposes  for  sale, 
or  who  packs  for  export,  apples  by  the  box 
otherwise  than  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  liable,  on 
summary  conviction,  to  a  penalty  of  twenty-five 
cents  for  each  box  of  apples  so  offered  or  ex- 
posed for  sale  or  packed. 

4b.  When  apples  are  packed  in  boxes  or  bar- 
rels having  trays  or  fillers  wherein  it  Is  in- 
tended to  have  a  separate  compartment  for 
each  apple,  then  the  provisions  of  section  4 
and  4a  shall  not  apply. — Mr.  Fisher. 

Hon.  SYDNEY  FISHER  (Minister  of  Ag- 
riculture). When  the  House  was  last  in 
committee  on  this  resolution  the  point  was 
raised  as  to  whether  subsection  2  would 
apply  to  apples  for  export  only.  I  referred 
the  wording  of  this  section  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  and  so  as  to  make  it  perfect- 
ly clear  they  suggested  that  the  words  '  for 
export'  should  be  transferred  from  the  end 
of  the  clause  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 
•  Every  person  who  for  export  offlers  or 
exposes  for  sale,  &c.'  I  propose  that  the 
clause  be  amended  so  as  to  read  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  have  some  communi- 
cations regarding  this  Bill  which  contain 
suggestions  which  might  be  valuable.  A 
gentleman  writing  from  Montreal  says  : 

With  regard  to  clause  4a  in  reference  to  the 
exporting  of  apples  in  boxes,  we  find  tbat  unless 
the  boxes  have  strong  bands  nailed  tightly  at 
the  top  of  the  box  at  both  ends  so  as  to  en- 
sure ventilation  when  loaded  on  the  steamer, 
the  apples  suffer  considerably  from  want  of 
ventilation.  The  bands  should  be  at  least  one- 
half  inch  wide  and  the  same  in  height.  Unless 
this  is  done  the  apples  are  packed  eo  closely 
on  board  the  steamers  that  there  is  positively 
no  ventilation  and  the  fruit  suffers  in  conse- 
quence. With  the  bands  above  described  the 
apples  cannot  be  packed  and  loaded  on  the 
steamer  in  a  solid  compact  mass,  as  the  bands 
provide  a  mean*  of  ventilation  through  leaving 
one-half  inch  space  between  them. 


I  have  another  letter  here  from  Messrs. 
Win.  NIvin  &  Son  of  Montreal,  who  write  : 

With  reference  to  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  we  think  It  a  sensible 
one  in  some  respects,  particularly  so  re  the 
Idea  of  having  the  size  of  the  package  uniform. 
In  the  case  of  butter  boxes  one-half  hundred- 
weight', fifty-six  pounds,  is  the  box  used  prac- 
tically in  all  large  butter  producing  countries. 
Apples  as  a  rule  are  a  cheap  article  and  must 
be  packed  in  as  cheap  and  strong  a  package  as 
possible.  The  box  package  is  steadily  growing 
In  favour  with  the  shippers,  but  owing  to  the 
season  of  packing  apples  being  so  short  we  are 
Inclined  to  think  that  the  box  package  will  not 
replace  the  barrel  for  a  long  time  to  come.  If  ' 
apples  were  packed  In  a  warehouse  it  might  be 
different,  but,  when  the  packing  has  to  be  done 
in  the  orchard  with  the  elements  to  work 
against,  the  quickest  mode  of  packing  will 
always  be  the  most  favoured.  It  the  box  pack- 
age Is  at  all  to  be  used,  then  we  think  it  should 
be  made  uniform  in  size  and  one-third  of  the 
regular  three  bushel  barrel  should  be  the  most 
convenient.  Re  the  strength  of  the  wood  and 
the  penalty  clause,  we  are  Inclined  to  'think 
they  are  too  severe,  at  all  events  for  some  little 
time  to  come. 

I  have  another  here  which  is  as  follows  : 

I  am  much  obliged  to  you  for  sending  me  copy 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  to  fix,  by  law,  the 
dimensions  of  the  apple  boxes  to  be  used  for 
export. 

The  minister,  I  know,  has  taken  the  action 
on  the  recommendations  of  the  different  Pro- 
vincial Fruit-growing  Societies  ;  but  I  find  an 
interview,  with  him,  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject a  few  days  ago,  and  recommended  a  box 
twenty-two  inches  long,  similar  in  dimensions 
to  that  box  which  has  been  used  for  some  years 
by  the  government  In  packing  apples  for  the 
European  exhibitions,  and  I  notice  tbat  the 
Bill  has  been  altered  to  read  '  shall  not  be  less 
than,  &c.,'  which  covers  the  point. 

The  twenty  inch  box  holds  barely  one-third 
of  an  apple  barrel,  and  most  of  the  fruit  grow- 
ers in  this  province,  who  are  exporters,  prefer 
the  twenty-two  inch  box  as  it  ■undoubtedly 
holds  one-third  of  a  barrel,  exclusive  of  excel- 
sior, which  must  necessarily  be  used  to  tighten 
the  package. 

Clause  4b  of  the  Bill  protects  my  own  com- 
partment case,  which  is  used  largely  for  the 
exportation  of  superior  fruit. 

I  think  the  Bill  Is  necessary  and  will  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Canadian  exporter  of 
apples  as  well  as  the  English  dealers. 

Yours  very  truly, 

R.  W.  SHEPHERD. 

Mr.  MONK.  My  hon.  friend  will  remem- 
ber that  the  consideration  of  this  resolution 
was  postponed  in  order  to  permit  some  mem- 
bers to  consult  their  constituents  upon  the 
subject.  I  have  had  several  communications 
from  the  county  of  Jacques  Cartier  where 
there  are  large  orchards  and,  without  tak- 
ing up  the  time  of  the  committee  in  read- 
ing these  communications,  I  may  say  that 
the  gist  of  the  letters  is  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  this-  Bill.  Some  of  my  cor- 
respondents stated  that  it  would  probably 
conduce  to  better  conditions  in  the  trade. 
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In  spite  of  that  I  still  respectfully  main- 
tain the  attitude  I  took  -when  this  matter 
first  came  up  for  consideration,  and  I  think 
that  the  ends  of  trade  and  the  advancement 
of  trade  in  this  country  and  in  England,  to 
which  country  most  of  the  shipment  of  our 
apples  takes  place,  would  be  better  served 
ii-  some  other  way.    It  does  not  seem  to 
ine,  for  instance,  that  the  adoption  of  such 
a  law  as  this,  the  carrying  out  of  which 
must  cost  us  some  money,  would  be  of  much 
advantage  for  instance,  In  Jacques  Cartler, 
where  there  are  large  orchards  and  where 
great  quantities  of  apples  are  produced. 
Probably  that  law  will  remain  inoperative 
In  that  county.   The  mere  passing  of  a 
law  specifying  the  sizes  of  boxes  will  tell 
nothing  to   most  of  those  apple  growers, 
whereas,  as  I  pointed  out  to  the  minister 
when  we  tlrst  discussed  this  matter,  it  seems 
to  me  that  Information  conveyed  to  these 
apple  growers  as  to  the  conditions  of  trade 
iu  England  and  as  to  the  size  of  box  that 
sells  best  there,  would  immediately  be  far 
more  advantageous.    Any  expense  which  I 
might  be  incurred  to  furnish  to  the  apple  . 
growers  and  exporters  of  apples  information  | 
us  to  how  they  can  best  succeed  and  make  j 
the  most  money  out  of  their  apple  trade 
would  be  more  beneficial.    I  still  persist  In 
that  view,  although  none  of  the  reports  which 
I  have  received  are  unfavourable  to  this  law. 
Of  course  in  most  of  our  counties  in  Que- 
bec there  are  many  who  grow  apples  In  ] 
large  quantities.     These  apples  are  sold  | 
cn  the  market  in  Montreal,  sometimes  to  j 
exporters.    Last  year  In  my  own  county ; 
there  was  an  immense  crop  of  apples,  and  I 
seme  orchards  yielded  ns  much  as  2,500  to  I 
?.000  barrels  of  apples.   They  packed  these 
apples  in  barrels  and  sold  them  In  Mon- 
treal to  large  dealers.    The  committee  will 
be  surprised  to  henr  that  last  year  apples 
were  sold  from  orchards  In  my  own  county 
at  a  dollar  a  barrel.    When  you  take  from 
that  dollar  the  cost  of  the  barrel  and  the 
time  taken  up  in  conveying  the  apples  to 
the  city  of  Montreal  it  will  be  plain  to  the 
committee  that  the  profit  Is  not  very  con- 
sirable.    My  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  has  read  a  letter  from  a  gen- 
tleman who,  as  my  hon.  friend  the-  minister 
(Mr.  Fisher)  is  aware  is  probably  the  best 
authority  on  apple  growing  In  Canada,  Mr. 
Shepherd.    Mr.  Shepherd  took  a  different 
course  with  the  product  of  his  orchard.  He 
packed  them  in  boxes  and  sold  them  In 
England  and  his  apples  netted  him,  he  told 
me  himself,  over  $5  a  barrel.  In  fact  almost 
§7  a  barrel.   In  Quebec,  for  instance  on  the 
Island  of  Montreal,  and  in  Saint  Hllalre, 
there  are  immense  orchards.  The  mountain 
of  St.  Hilalre  last  year  produced  30,000 
barrels  of  apples.    What  they  require  is 
not  a  law,  but  such  information  as  Mr. 
Shepherd  gave  to  me  as  to  the  conditions 
of  trade  In  England.    If  the  growers  had 
that  Information  they  could  fill  the  require- 
Mr.  MONK. 


•uents  of  the  British  market  with  advantage 
to  themselves.  In  other  words,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  by  legislation  that  we  should 
r.  eet  a  case  of  this  kind,  but  by  information 
conveyed  to  interested  parties,  just  as  the 
commercial  agents  of  the  United  States 
throughout  the  world  convey  information  to 
the  government  of  their  country  In  regard 
to  the  conditions,  exactions  and  general 
trend  of  trade  In  the  countries  where  they 
act  as  commercial  representatives.  From 
these  reports  the  commercial  people  of  the 
United  States  derive  information  which  is 
given  from  time  to  time,  but  not  given  in 
the  shape  of  a  law,  information  which  en- 
ables them  to  meet  these  conditions  with 
profit  to  themselves. 

Mr.  BLAIX.  I  also  have  some  correspon- 
dence with  respect  to  this  matter,  both  from 
iny  own  county  and  from,  other  parts  of 
Ontario.  One  gentleman  whom  I  regard  as 
sn  authority  on  this  matter  writes  saying 
that  in  his  trade,  which  is  very  extensive 
with  the  city  of  Glasgow,  he  has  been  ex- 
porting his  apples  in  boxes  which  are  9  x  12 
x  18  inches.  This  was  very  near  the  size 
mentioned  in  the  minister's  resolution,  but 
not  exactly  the  size.  This  gentleman  states 
m  his  letter  that  he  has  on  hand  at  the  pres- 
ent time  4,000  boxes  of  these  dimensions, 
and  he  is  very  inquisitive  to  know  whether 
the  minister  proposes  to  bring  this  Bill  into 
operation  this  coming  season  or  whether 
lio  will  give  an  opportunity  for  those  who 
have  large  stocks  of  boxes  such  as  this 
gentleman  has  on  hand,  to  work  them  off 
and  export  them  during  the  coming  season. 
Another  point  mentioned  In  one  of  these 
letters  is  that  a  smaller  box  should  be  per- 
mitted. He  sets  forth  in  his  letter  that  the 
growing  trade  of  the  old  country  In  many 
sections,  particularly  in  Glasgow,  calls  for 
smaller  packages  and  he  suggests  that  a 
rr.ckage  one-half  the  size  named  be  per- 
mitted in  the  law  that  is  being  introduced 
by  the  minister.  Those  two  points  I  think 
are  worthy  of  attention,  first  of  all  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  well  to  allow  a  smaller 
size  containing  one-half  the  quantity  and 
■whether  it  would  not  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
exporting  public  to  allow  one  year  or  pos- 
sibly more  for  dealers  to  work  off  their 
old  stock  of  boxes  which  they  may  have 
on  hand.  Might  I  suggest  to  the  minister 
that  it  would  bo  better  to  fix  the  quantity 
rather  than  the  measurements  and  to  allow  a 
man  to  make  his  boxes  say  10  x  12  and  of  a 
different  length,  working  out  his  own  shape 
of  box  so  that  he  could  use  that  which  would 
suit  his  trade  rather  than  the  exact  shape 
that  Is  specified  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MONK.  Before  the  lion,  minister 
rises  to  answer  I  would  like  to  supplement 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Peel. 
(Mr.  Blain).  I  took  the  trouble  to  inquire 
from  Mr.  Shepherd,  who  Is  a  large  exporter 
of  apples,  and  he  found  that  this  was  the 
size  of  box  required  on  the  other  side.  He 
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said  it  was  impassible  for  him  to  meet  tlie  , 
demand  for  that   class   of   goods  on  the ' 
English  market  and  he  seemed  to  approve  of  ' 
that  size  of  box.    He  seemed  to  think  that  ( 
there  was  a  demand  in  the  English  market 
which  would  consume  all  the  supply  we 
could  send  from  here.   That  is  why  I  think  I 
that  if  the  apple  growers,  at  least  down  in  1 
Quebec,  could  have  the  information  that  \ 
would  enable  them  to  conform  to  the  require-  j 
ments  of  the  English  trade  it  would  be  better  ; 
because  as  my  hon.  friend  must  have  noticed  j 
that  there  was  a  great  difference  between 
the  profit  realized  by  Mr.  Shepherd  and  the 
prices  at  which  apples  were  sold  last  year  in 
Montreal,  a  dollar  a  barrel,  from  which  you 
have  to  deduct  the  cost  of  the  barrel  and  the 
cost  of  picking  and  marketing.    Mr.  Shep- 
herd told  me  he  has  realized  as  much  as 
$7  a  barrel  by  putting  the  apples  in  litis 
kind  of  package. 

Mr.  FISHER.  These  are  matters  which 
have  been  discussed,  not  only  in  the  depart- 
ment, but  in  the  meetings  of  the  Fruit 
Growers'  Associations  over  and  over  again. 
I  appreciate  the  endorsement  of  the  principle 
of  Hie  Bill  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Jacques  Cartier  has  just  given.  He  thinks 
however  that  it  would  be  better  to  let  the 
result  aimed  at  come  about  without  any 
Bill.  Well,  what  he  proposes  has  been  going 
on  for  at  least  three  or  four  years.  The  peo- 
ple have  been  informed  on  these  points  and 
have  been  working  in  this  direction  ;  but 
at  the  same  time  these  same  people  have 
been  asking  for  the  passage  of  a  Bill  such 
ns  the  one  before  the  House,  because  they 
have  found  that  the  law  has  worked  very 
successfully  with  regard  to  barrels,  and 
that  law  is  exactly  the  same  with  regard  to 
barrels  as  the  one  we  are  now  proposing 
with  regard  to  boxes.  The  law  with  regard 
to  barrels  has  prevented  the  making  of  bar- 
rels of  a  great  variety  of  shapes  and  sizes, 
and  we  propose  to  do  the  same  with  regard 
to  boxes.  A  variety  in  shapes  and  sizes 
works  very  unsatisfactorily  in  the  loading 
and  handling.  The  size  we  should  adopt 
has  been  thoroughly  discussed  by  those 
who  make  the  boxes  and  those  who  pack 
them.  Of  course  there  are  some  who  have 
different  views,  but  the  consensus  of  opinion 
of  the  fruit-growers  endorses  the  dimensions 
indicated  in  the  Bill.  Those  organizations 
which  hold  exhibitions  and  give  prizes  for 
apples  packed  in  boxes,  specify  that  the 
boxes  shall  be  of  the  dimensions  provided  in 
this  measure.  My  hon.  friend  has  suggested 
that  we  should  provide  for  a  measure  of 
capacity  rather  than  size  in  inches.  That 
however  would  allow  differences  in  shape, 
which  would  be  objectionable.  If  a  measure 
of  weight  were  provided,  that  would  not 
serve  the  purpose  because  apples  vary  con- 
siderably in  weight,  according  to  the  variety. 
Some  weigh  as  low  as  38  pounds  to  the 
bushel  and  others  go  as  high  as  43  pounds. 
Each  of  these  boxes  Is  supposed  to  con- 


tain one  bushel  weighing  40  pounds. 
Where  the  apples  are  a  heavier  weight, 
the  boxes  would  weigh  more,  and  in  the 
reverse  case  would  weigh  less.  To  those 
who  want  a  measure  by  capacity,  I  would 
say  that  each  of  these  boxes  is  one-third 
the  present  minimum  standard  barrel.  The 
trade  in  boxes  is  increasing  somewhat  but  it 
is  still  very  small.  I  believe  that  this  last 
season  it  was  not  oyer  2  per  cent  of  the 
whole  export,  but  a  number  of  people  prefer 
to  ship  in  boxes  because  they  can  make 
more  profit  that  way  than  by  shipping  bar- 
rels. For  many  years,  however,  the  bulk 
of  the  shipping  trade  will  be  in  barrels, 
because  the  ordinary  shipper  will  not 
undertake  to  put  apples  Into  boxes  as  that 
involves  greater  trouble  and  care.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Jacques  Cartier  instanced  one 
gentleman  who  ships  in  boxes.  I  know  the 
gentleman  very  well  and  I  know  that  he 
gets  a  very  large  profit  from  his  boxes,  but 
I  question  whether  most  people  would  be 
equally  successful.  Mr.  Shepherd  has  a 
particular  clientele  in  England,  reaching 
from  the  King  downwards,  to  whom  he 
sends  regularly  a  special  and  fixed  number 
of  boxes  every  year,  and  these  are  boxes 
which  do  not  come  under  this1  Act,  but  con- 
tain pasteboard  divisions,  each  of  which 
contains  an  apple  of  particularly  careful 
selection.  And  of  course,  very  rightly  and 
justly,  Mr.  Shepherd  gets  a  very  high  price 
for  that  fruit.  He  sends  an  extraordinary 
good  article,  and  be  has  advertised  it  well 
and.  got  it  into  the  hands  of  the  people  who 
are  willing  to  give  the  highest  price  for  the 
best  article.  Consequently  he  enjoys  a  great 
profit  from  that  trade.  Other  people  are  aim- 
ing in  the  same  direction,  but,  perhaps,  not 
doing  quite  so  well  as  Mr.  Shepherd — at 
least,  I  do  not  know  anybody  who  is.  And 
these  people  connected  with  the  .trade  have 
advised  us  that  to  help  on  .that  trade,  to 
bring  about  an  increased  box  trade,  a  stand- 
ard minimum  box  ought  to  be  fixed;  and  it 
is  in  answer  to  that  appeal  that  this  proposi- 
tion has  been  made.  I  ask  the  committee 
to  pass  it  and  make  it  into  law. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  would  ask  the  min- 
ister if  this  box,  10  x  11  x  20  inches  is  the 
same  box  that  the  Fruit  Growers'  Associa- 
tion of  Ontario  are  using  at  the  present 
time?  And  I  would  also  ask  the  minister 
again  if  this  standard  box  Is  intended  for 
the  export  trade  only?  I  may  say  that  if 
that  is  the  intention,  I  have  a  letter  from 
a  correspondent,  who  is  one  of  the  largest 
shippers  in  my  constituency— and  I  come 
from  a  large  fruit-growing  district— who  is 
particularly  anxious  that  the  box  establish- 
ed shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  Domin- 
ion. He  seems  fairly  well  satisfied  with 
the  dimensions  of  the  box  as  proposed  by 
the  minister. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  explained  to  the  com- 
mittee that  this  clause  In  the  Act  will  apply 
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only  to  the  export  trade.  Some  people 
would  like  it  to  apply  to  the  internal  fruit 
trade  also.  But,  as  the  barrel  is  fixed  only 
for  tlie  export  trade,  we  thought  it  better, 
for  the  present,  at  any  rate,  to  make  the 
size  of  the  box  applicable  only  to  that  trade. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  when  the  size  is  fixed 
for  the  export  trade, -the  same  box  will  be 
used  more  and  more  for  the  internal  trade, 
and,  perhaps,  in  time,  it  may  lead  people 
to  ask  us  to  make  the  same  provision  for 
the  internal  trade. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  quite  agree  with 
certain  features  of  this  Bill.  I  believe  it  Is 
a  good  i>lau  to  make  provision  for  the  ship- 
ment of  apples  In  boxes.  Last  year  great 
difficulty  was  experienced  throughout  the 
province  of  Ontario  in  getting  the  requisite 
material  for  making  apple  barrels.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  great  quantities  of  apples 
were  lost  because  of  the  fact  that  a  suffi- 
cient quantity  of  barrel  material  could  not 
be  obtained  in  time  for  packing  the  fruit. 
The  manufacture  of  boxes  is  much  more 
simple  in  itself;  it  is  something  the  shipper 
can  carry  on  himself  In  the  winter  months 
when  he  Is  not  so  particularly  employed, 
and,  in  that  way,  possibly,  a  saving  can  be 
effected  for  the  producer  of  the  apples.  I 
regret,  however,  that  there  Is  a  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  proper  size  of  the  apple 
box.  In  the  county  1  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  county  of  Halton,  there  are 
a  considerable  number  of  shippers  of  ap- 
ples. Some  very  line  fruit  is  grown  there. 
We  are  adjacent  to  the  Niagara  peninsula 
which  is  one  of  the  great  fruit-producing 
sections  of  Ontario.  So  far  as  my  con- 
stituents are  concerned,  they  are  not  at  all 
suited  with  the  size  of  box  described  in  this 
Bill.  There  in  the  region  of  Burlington 
they  have  been  shipping  apples  in  boxes 
for  some  fifteen  years.  At  first  they  com- 
menced shipping  in  a  larger  box.  But  they 
found  this  not  so  suitable  and  gradually  re- 
duced the  size  of  the  box,  until  now  they 
have  discovered  a  box  which  they  consider 
very  convenient.  It  is  a  smaller  box  than 
that  described  in  the  resolution;  instead  of 
holding  one-third  of  a  barrel,  It  will  hold 
one-quarter  of  a  barrel.  They  give  various 
reasons  why  this  is  a  more  suitable  box. 
I  think  that  if  the  minister's  experts  look 
carefully  into  the  matter,  they  will  find  that 
the  box  of  the  dimensions  he  has  given  will 
hold  less  than  one-third  of  a  barrel.  The 
standard  barrel  is  well  known,  and  I  think 
it  may  be  well  to  adhere  to  that  standard 
and  to  have  a  box  that  will  be  some  even 
fraction  of  a  barrel.  The  cubic  contents  of 
a  standard  apple  barrel  are  *>,t!00  inches. 
One  third  of  that  would  be  2,200  inches,  the 
size  of  the  box  set  forth  in  the  resolution. 
The  size  of  box  used  in  my  county  is  9  x  12 
x  18  inches,  the  cubic  contents  of  which 
are  l.!)44  inches,  or  for  four  of  them  7,770 
cubic  inches.  Yet  it  Is  found  that  the  ap- 
Mr.  FISHER. 


pies  that  fill  four  of  the  boxes  will  exactly 
fill  the  standard  barrel,  while  apples  that 
fill  three  boxes  of  the  size  described  in  the 
resolution  do  not  fill  a  standard  barrel. 
The  apple  shippers  in  my  district  are  anx- 
ious that  the  smaller-sized  box  should  be 
adopted.  Now.  these  men,  I  am  quite  6Ure. 
are  members  of  the  Fruit  Growers'  Ass  ►- 
ciation.  They  must  have  been  consulted. 
I  scarcely  know  where  the  minister  has  ob- 
tained his  information,  and  what  associa- 
tion has  informed  bim  that  a  box  of  the 
dimensions  given  in  the  resolution  is  the 
oue  most  approved.  The  box  containing  a 
quarter  of  a  barrel  Is  certainly  approved  in 
my  section.  One  reason  is,  as  I  have  said, 
because  it  does  contain  a  quarter  of  a  bar- 
rel. Another  reason  is  that  a  good  deal  of 
the  sorting  and  packing  of  the  apples  is 
performed  by  women,  and  they  complain 
that  where  the  boxes  are  large  the  work 
is  too  heavy.  They  have  to  carry  the  boxes 
from  place  to  place  in  the  preparation  of 
them  for  market,  and  they  find  a  smaller 
box  more  convenient  Now,  this  is  a  very 
important  matter,  because,  if  apple  ship- 
pers are  compelled  to  employ  male 
labour,  instead  of  female,  they  may  have  to 
pay  twice  as  much  for  it.  so  that  there 
would  be  a  considerable  enhancement  of  the 
cost  of  sorting  and  packing  the  apples.  I 
may  tell  the  minister  that  I  have  letters 
on  this  subject  from  several  correspondents, 
one  of  whom  is  especially  well  known  to 
him— Mr.  A.  W.  Peart,  of  Burlington,  who 
i.t  a  fruit  expert  whose  opinion  has  great 
weight  wherever  he  is  known.  This  gentle- 
man highly  approves  of  the  box  containing 
a  quarter  of  a  barrel  rather  than  the  box 
containing  a  third  of  a  barrel. 

As  I  said,  they  have  been  shipping  apples 
from  that  section  of  the  country  in  boxes 
for  some  fifteen  years,  and  they  find  it  very 
satisfactory.  They  have  established  a  mar- 
ket for  that  size  of  boxes,  and  it  will  in- 
jure the  prosperity  of  their  trade  if  they 
are  obliged  to  abandon  the  boxes  for  which 
they  have  established  a  market  in  the  old 
country,  and  set  to  work  to  establish 
a  market  for  another  kind  of  boxes. 
Mr.  Peart  tells  me  that  last  year, 
notwithstanding  the  low  market  price  for 
apples  in  the  old  country,  be  sold  King 
apples  0  shillings  per  box,  four  boxes  to 
the  barrel,  or  24  shillings  per  barrel,  which 
to  my  mind  is  a  very  good  price  indeed. 
Northern  Spys  sold  at  5  shillings  per  box, 
which  would  be  equal  to  20  shillings  per 
barrel.  In  a  low  market  these  were  cer- 
tainly good  prices.  Now  these  people  are 
alarmed,  and  fear  that  the  trade  which 
they  have  established  with  a  box  of  the 
dimensions  I  have  given.  9  inches  in  width, 
by  12  and  IS.  may  be  interfered  with,  and 
they  will  have  to  begin  over  again  and 
establish  another  trade  In  place  of  one 
which  it  has  taken  them  some  fifteen 
years   to   work    up.    It    is   a  dangerous 
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thing  at  any  time  to  interfere  with  the 
trade  of  the  country,  and  I  think  con- 
siderable time  should  have  been  allowed 
to  elapse  before  that  size  of  a  box 
is  adopted,  so  as  to  allow  the  men  who  are 
engaged  in  this  business  to  get  their  pa- 
trons in  the  old  country  accustomed  to  the 
change.  They  tell  me  that  there  are  people 
who  have  box  material  on  hand  which  will 
last  them  for  two  or  three  years  ;  and  as 
the  member  for  Peel  has  said,  it  would  be 
a  serious  matter  to  these  people  to  have 
to  throw  aside  all  this  box  material  and 
purchase  other.  Therefore,  I  think  this 
Bill  should  not  be  forced  upon  the  people 
in  less  than  two  or  three  years.  Gentlemen 
in  my  county  ask  that  the  Bill  should  not 
go  into  force  until  the  year  1907.  .  I  trust 
the  minister  will  weigh  these  matters  fully, 
not  only  with  regard  to  the  size  of  the  box, 
but  with  regard  to  the  time  when  the  Bill 
should  come  into  operation.  To  my  mind 
the  labour  question  is  a  matter  worthy  of 
consideration,  and  possibly  the  minister's  at- 
tention may  not  have  been  drawn  to  it ;  but 
it  will  affect  people  not  only  in  the  county 
of  Halton  but  in  a  good  many  other  sec- 
tions of  the  country. 

Mr.  MACDONELL.  I  fully  approve  of 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Halton 
(Mr.  Henderson).  I  have  taken  advantage 
of  the  delay  which  has  been  allowed  by 
the  minister  since  he  first  brought  this 
measure  up  for  consideration,  to  consult 
the  apple  exporters  of  the  city  of  Toronto. 
The  minister  points  out  that  he  has  had 
consultations  with  the  Fruit  Growers' 
Associations,  and  also  with  the  manu- 
facturers of  boxes.  I  submit  with  due 
deference  to  the  minister  that  the  persons 
who  are  most  concerned  In  this  meas- 
ure, who  are  indeed  vitally  affected  by  it, 
are  the  apple  shippers,  the  apple  exporters, 
not  only  those  who  ship  their  goods  from 
the  Niagara  peninsula  to  the  city  of  Tor- 
onto where  they  find  a  market  for  them, 
and  where  the  apples  are  boxed  up  for  the 
foreign  market,  but  those  who  export  those 
apples  to  the  foreign  market.  I  find  among 
that  class  of  people  only  one  opinion,  and 
that  is  that  while  endorsing  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  that  while  there  should  be  a 
standard  size  for  the  boxes,  they  should 
also  be  allowed  a  smaller  size  and  a  larger 
one.  I  will  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  I 
have  received  from  Mr.  James,  of  Toronto. 
Mr.  James  is  one  of  the  most  extensive  ship- 
pers of  appies  from  the  Canadian  market. 
This  season  he  has  shipped  as  many  as 
4,000  cases  on  one  steamer.  Mr.  James 
says : 

The  different  markets  require  different  pack- 
ages. If  we  are  ever  going  to  get  into  the 
French  markets,  which  we  can  do  when  Euro- 
pean crops  are  short,  we  require  a  small  pack- 
age less  than  a  foot  square,  and  fancy  wrap- 
ped fruit,  only  the  very  choicest'. 
78 


The  South  African  market  wants  a  larger 
package,  I  have  been  shipping  one  containing, 
two  cubic  feet.  > 

The  British  markets,  Liverpool  in  particular, 
prefer  barrels,  and  while  it  has  been  experi- 
mented on  time  and  again  it  has  been  clearly 
proved  that  the  bulk  of  our  apples  will  net 
back  more  money  when  shipped  in  barrels  than 
in  any  other  way.  There  is  a  limited  market  in 
Britain  for  boxed  apples  it  fruit  is  fancy,  but 
the  traders  over  there  prefer  the  larger  pack- 
age. 

On  the  15th  of  February,  Mr.  James  sent 
a  letter  to  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture from  which  I  will  read  this  extract : 

I  would  respectfully  submit  that  the  matter 
be  left  in  abeyance  in  the  meantime,  until  we 
can  have  a  Dominion  convention  and  ascertain 
the  exact  feeling  of  those  interested  in  the 
matter.  Of  course  I  am  not  averse  to  the  pro- 
posed Act  providing  there  Is  a  clause  permitting 
the  use  of  other  boxes  while  calling  the  box 
you  suggest  the  standard  apple  box,  but  where 
certain  markets  require  a  larger  or  a  smaller, 
box  I  think  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
trade  to  prohibit  their  use. 

I  submit  these  considerations  to  the  min- 
ister, and  suggest  that  while  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  being  endorsed,  it  will  meet 
with  wider  acceptance  if  he  allows  the  mat- 
ter to  be  worked  out  according  to  the  best 
judgment  of  those  who  are  in  the  trade, 
and  all  the  good  the  measure  contemplates 
will  have  been  accomplished.  But  I  do 
submit  that  having  regard  to  the  experience 
of  apple  exporters,  both  to  the  European 
markets,  especially  the  French  market,  and 
to  the  South  African  and  the  English  mar- 
kets, that  while  the  boxes  named  in  the  re- 
solution may  be  called  standard  boxes,  it 
would  be  right  and  proper  to  permit  a  small- 
er box  to  be  used,  and  that  where  the  trade 
requires  a  larger  box,  that  also  should  be 
allowed.  I  think  the  Fruit  Growers'  Asso- 
ciation are  not  the  only  ones  who  should  be 
primarily  considered  in  this  matter,  but  it 
Is  the  exporters,  those  whose  business  it  is 
to  buy  the  apples  from  the  fruit-growers, 
ihey  are  the  people  more  vitally  interested 
in  the  question  as  to  the  size  of  the  boxes. 
As  to  the  manufacturers  of  boxes,  their  in- 
terest is  very  trifling  in  comparison,  and 
should  not  be  allowed  to  weigh  in  the  mind 
of  the  minister  against  the  interest  of  the 
exporters. 

Mr.  A.  A.  WRIGHT.  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
with  reference  to  the  boxes  in  which  apples 
are  proposed  to  be  placed.  Having  had  a 
good  deal  of  experience  in  selling  apples  for 
the  last  thirty-five  years,  I  should  know  the 
wants  of  the  retail  trade.  I  think  it  is  a 
move  in  the  right  direction  that  we  should 
place  these  apples  in  boxes  instead  of  in 
barrels.  There  are  several  reasons  why  boxes 
are  preferable  to  barrels.  In  the  first  place 
many  persons  do  not  care  to  buy  a  full 
barrel  of  apples  ;  they  only  want  a  box.  If 
you  buy  a  barrel  of  apples  and  put  them  in 
the  cellar  where  it  is  warm,  before  that 
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barrel  is  used  up  the  apples  become  shrunken 
and  deteriorate  in  quality.  But  where  you 
buy  a  box  of  an  ordinary  size  you  can 
easily  use  them  up  before  they  deteriorate. 
Then  in  shipping  these  boxes,  they  take 
up  less  space  on  the  car  and  are  easier 
Landled.  Then  there  is  a  scarcity  of  the 
material  for  making  barrels.  The  material 
Is  getting  scarcer  and  scarcer  each  year.  It 
lequires  a  certain  amount  of  skilled  labour 
to  make  those  barrels,  whereas  boxes,  as 
has  been  truly  remarked  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson),  can  be  made 
by  an  ordinary  handy  man  in  the  winter 
time  when  he  has  nothing  else  to  do,  and 
stored  away  ready  for  use  when  the  time 
comes.  Another  thing  in  regard  to  the  size 
of  these  boxes.  I  am  confident  it  does  not 
make  much  difference  what  the  size  is,  pro- 
viding there  is  a  standard  size  and  that  you 
always  adhere  to  that  size. 

I  cannot  conceive  why  it  is  necessary 
that  the  box  should  be  one-fourth  or  one- 
third  or  any  other  part  of  a  barrel.  What 
the  dealer  wants  to  know  Is  the  size  of  the 
box  of  apples  and  how  many  apples  there 
are  in  the  box.  The  boxes  in  which  oranges 
come  from  California  are  of  uniform  size, 
and  on  the  end  of  each  box  is  stamped  not 
only  the  name  of  the  packer,  but  the  num- 
ber of  oranges  in  the  box,  so  that  the  re- 
tailer knows  exactly  how  he  can  sell  them. 
The  same  Is  the  case  with  prunes.  On  the 
end  of  each  standard  box  of  prunes  which 
comes  from  the  growers  in  California  or 
Oregon,  is  stamped  the  number  of  pounds 
in  the  box  and  the  number  of  prunes  to  the 
pound  ;  so  that  the  retailer  knows  exactly 
the  size  and  the  number  of  prunes  he  is 
getting.  The  same  rule  will  apply  to 
apples.  The  shipper  will  stamp  on  the 
end  of  the  box  the  number  of  apples  it  con- 
tains, so  that  the  dealer  will  know  exactly 
what  he  is  getting.  In  our  section  apples 
are  sold  by  the  pound  as  well  as  by  the 
piece ;  but  It  is  far  more  convenient,  when 
retailing  them,  to  know  exactly  the 
number  of  apples  in  the  box.  If  yon 
have  too  "small  a  box,  you  cannot  face  the 
apples  up  In  the  way  you  could  with  a  fair- 
ly large-sized  box.  The  standard  that  has 
been  adopted  is  perhaps  as  good  as  any  other 
we  could  have.  It  is  large  enough  to  ad- 
mit of  the  apples  being  faced  up  properly, 
and  any  one  can  handle  it,  whether  a  woman 
or  a  man.  The  retail  trade  is  demanding 
boxes  for  apples  more  than  ever.  It  is  only 
recently  that  they  have  come  into  use,  but 
the  more  the  retailer  has  them,  the  more  he 
likes  them.  I  think  the  sooner  this  law  is 
put  into  force,  the  better  it  will  be  for  all, 
the  retailer  as  well  as  the  shipper. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  Since  this  matter 
was  last  before  the  House,  I  have  taken 
the  opportunity  of  making  some  inquiries 
as  to  the  best  size  of  box,  and  the  more  I 
nave  looked  into  the  matter  the  more  I  am 
■convinced  that  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Mr.  A.  A.  WRIGHT. 


minister  is  .not  a  good  one.  It  Is  in  the 
same  category  as  the  seed  Bill :  it  is  a 
meddlesome  piece  of  legislation,  which  is 
calculated  to  make  trading  more  difficult 
than  it  is  at  present  That  is  never  a  good 
move.  Trading  is  difficult  enough  under 
the  best  conditions,  and  It  should  not  be 
hampered  in  any  way  by  legislation.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  make  a  hard 
and  fast  rule  as  to  the  size  of  the  box.  I 
do  not  think  be  has  made  it  clear  to  this 
House  that  there  Is  any  serious  demand 
from  either  the  consumers  or  the  shippers 
of  apples  for  a  box  of  the  particular  size 
proposed.  Every  one  knows  that  apples  are 
of  different  sizes.  As  a  rule,  they  are 
packed  in  layers,  and  large  apples,  such  as 
the  King  of  Tompkins  and  the  Rlbstone 
Pippin,  cannot  be  packed  into  the  same 
number  of  layers  as  small  apples ;  so  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  regulate  the  size 
to  which  apples  shall  grow  before  he  at- 
temps  to  regulate  the  size  of  the  box  in 
which  they  shall  be  packed.  He  has  evid- 
ently gauged  the  size  of  the  proposed'  box 
from  the  size  of  the  orange  box.  There  Is 
no  comparison  between  the  two.  The 
orange  is  a  fruit  which  can  be  compressed 
and  conformed  to  go  Into  a  certain  sized 
hole,  and  pressure  will  not  hurt  it ;  but 
pressure  will  effectually  destroy  the  apple. 
I  have  written  to  a  gentleman  connected 
with  a  firm  which  exports  more  apples  from 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  than  any  other 
firm.  It  has  connections  in  Glasgow, 
Liverpool  and  London,  and  exports  very 
many  thousands  of  barrels,  sometimes  run- 
ning up  into  the  hundred  thousand,  per 
annum.  If  you  are  going  to  interfere  with 
a  trade  of  that  class,  you  are  going  to  In- 
jure both  the  fruit-grower  and  the  shipper. 
In  my  own  county  last  autumn  I  saw  lying 
on  the  ground  thousands  of  barrels  of 
apples  for  which  no  packages  could  be 
found  ;  and  they  had  to  be  left  there  to 
become  manure.  I  regret  that  we  could 
not  realize  the  price  which  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Jacques  Cartler  (Mr.  Monk)  has 
mentioned,  a  dollar  a  barrel.  That  would 
be  a  good  price  in  our  neighbourhood.  For 
three-fourths  of  the  apples  not  more  than 
fifty  cents  a  barrel  could  be  obtained. 
Every  year  thousands  of  tons  of  apples  are 
walsted  on  the  ground  in  Ontario  for  the 
want  of  cheap  and  effective  packages.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  going  to  make  it  more 
difficult  to  get  suitable  packages,  he  is  going 
to  do  a  serious  injury  to  the  farmer  and 
fruit-grower,  and  to  make  It  still  more 
difficult  to  deal  in  apples.  The  apple  is  a 
cheap  fruit,  and  as  soon  as  you  make  it 
dear  you  lessen  the  consumption.  Leave 
It  to  the  shipper  to  know  and  to  provide 
what  bis  trade  requires.  It  is  a  mistake 
to  make  a  hard  and  fast  rule  with  regard 
to  this  matter.  I  have  only  one  short  letter 
with  which  I  am  going  to  weary  the  House. 
It  is  signed  by  a  gentleman  connected  with 
a  firm  which  handles  three  times  the  quan-  » 
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tlty  of  apples  handled  by  any  other  firm 
In  Canada ;  and  which  has  agencies  In 
Liverpool,  Glasgow  and  London  : 

Brantford,  February  13,  1906. 

Dear  Sir, — While  it  is  desirable  to  have  uni- 
formity in  style  and  size  of  packages  (or  apples, 
as  a  matter  ot  (act  no  one  as  yet  positively 
knows  what  size  will  be  found  the  most  eco- 
nomical and  best  suited  (or  the  purpose.  There 
may  be  a  consensus  o(  opinion,  especially  (rom 
those  who  have  but  one  view  point,  but  those 
fully  acquainted  with  the  conditions  governing 
the  trade  (rom  stem  to  stern  would  hesitate  to 
name  the  dimensions  of  the  best  box. 

The  different  sizes  of  the  different  varieties 
of  apples,  makes  It  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  size 
which  will  fill  the  greatest  number  of  the 
needs.  Four  tiers  (layers)  of  Kings  cannot  be 
properly  packed  In  a  box  that  is  suited  for 
four  tiers  of  Baldwins,  or  Greenings. 

To  penalize  a  shipper  (or  packing  apples  In 
&  box  differing  in  size  to  that  named,  is  pre- 
posterous. Mr.  Fisher  has  got  his  apple  cart 
before  his  hobby-horse.  He  should  have  first 
brought  forward  a  Bill  to  compel  nature  to 
produce  all  varieties  of  apples  of  the  same  size, 
and  then  he  would  be  Justified  in  compelling 
apple  shippers  to  use  his  10  x  11  x  20  *  thunder  ' 
apple  packages  (or  twenty-five  cents  box  fine.) 
I  think  I  but  voice  the  sentiment  of  the  trade 
when  I  say  no  such  legislation  as  proposed  Is 
desirable  or  necessary. 

Tours  truly, 
J.  M.  SHUTTLE  WORTH. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man contend  that  these  thousands  of  tons 
of  apples  which  he  says  were  lying  on  the 
ground  In  his  neighbourhood  were  market- 
able fruit  ? 

Mr.  COOKSHUTT.  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  a  large  proportion  of  these 
apples  was  marketable  fruit,  many  of  them 
were  choice  fruit  They  were  not  culls,  but 
apples  just  as  they  grew  on  the  tree,  and 
they  could  not  be  shipped  because  packages 
could  not  be  obtained  at  any  price  last  fall ; 
apple  barrels  were  then  practically  unob- 
tainable in  the  district  whence  I  come. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  majority  of  apples  found  under  the  trees 
are  wind-falls  and  worm  eaten  ? 

Mr.  COOKSHUTT.  That  Is  true  of  a 
certain  number  of  apples  found  on  the 
ground,  but  the  large  majority  of  the  apples 
I  refer  to  were  serviceable  fruit  and  would 
have  been  shipped  if  suitable  packages 
could  have  been  obtained  at  a  reasonable 
figure. 

Mr.  DERBYSHIRE.  I  am  very  glad  that 
this  point  has  been  brought  out  by  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Cockshutt),  because  if  we  had 
a  uniform  box  for  the  whole  Dominion 
there  would  have  been  no  trouble  in  secur- 
ing packages  for  these  apples  and  placing 
them  on  tie  market  At  the  present  time 
we  have  to  depend  on  cooperage  for  bar- 
rels, which  are  becoming  scarcer  each  year, 
and  which  will  become  scarcer  still  as  the 
years  go  by.  The  Fruit  Growers'  Assocla- ' 
78i 


tion  demands  that  we  shall  have  a  uniform 
box.  That  association  represents  the  apple 
growers  of  Canada,  and  Its  members  ought 
to  know  what  is  in  the  interest  of  the  apple 
trade.  They  declare  that  the  sooner  we 
have  a  uniform  box  the  better  it  will  be 
for  all  concerned.  The  chief  reason  in 
favour  of  the  resolution  is  that  packed  In 
this  way,  the  apples  can  be  sold  for  more 
money,  and  the  farmer  wants  all  the  money 
he  can  obtain  for  his  products.  I  am  sure 
that  no  one  in  this  House  would,  if  he  knew 
the  facts,  Insist  upon  the  apple  growers  de- 
pending upon  barrels,  which  they  are  un- 
able to  obtain  at  the  present  time.  The 
boxes  can  be  made  during  the  winter,  when 
labour  is  cheap,  and  they  can  be  on  hand 
when  they  are  required  for  packing  the 
apples.  The  box  will  take  less  space  in  the 
railway  car  and  on  the  steamer,  the  freight 
will  be  cheaper,  and  the  contents  will  arrive 
on  the  market  in  better  condition.  This 
Bill  is  manifestly  in  the  interests  of  all  the 
people,  and  it  should  pass  without  a  word 
of  opposition. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  There  might  be  some  logic 
in  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Der- 
byshire) If  there  was  anything  In  the  law 
as  It  existed  last  year  which  prevented 
people  from  shipping  apples  in  any  sized 
box  they  wished.  I  cannot  see  why  the 
people  of  Canada  who  have  apples  to  ex- 
port should  be  compelled  to  pack  them  in  a 
box  of  a  certain  size.  Surely  the  apple  ex- 
porters should  know  something  about  it 
and  the  letter  which  has  been  read  from  one 
of  the  largest  exporters  in  the  Dominion 
ought  to  guide  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
In  coming  to  a  conclusion.  The  members 
of  the  Fruit  Growers'  Association  do  not 
export  apples ;  it  Is  the  shippers  who  pur- 
chase from  the  farmers  of  the  country  who 
are  interested  in  the  export  trade,  and  they 
can  be  relied  upon  to  pack  the  apples  in  the 
most  convenient  and  advantageous  form. 
This  resolution  does  not  say  whether  it  re- 
fers to  apples  for  export  to  England,  or 
Russia,  or  Germany,  or  anywhere  else,  and 
if  a  particular  market  demands  a  special 
kind  of  packing,  this  law  will  prevent  the 
exporter  from  complying  with  the  require- 
ments of  that  market  I  do  not  think  the 
fruit-growers  of  Canada  who  sell  their 
apples  to  the  exporter  care  what  sized  box 
the  apples  are  shipped  in,  so  long  as  they 
get  a  good  price  for  them.  This  legislation 
is  on  a  par  with  the  Fruit  Marks  Act  which 
necessitated  a  staff  of  inspectors  to  see  it 
enforced,  and  which,  as  shown  by  a  return 
which  I  moved  for,  has  cost  the  country  up 
to  date  $63,070.  Here  are  some  of  the  ex- 
penses of  enforcing  that  Fruit  Marks  Act : 
W.  A.  McKlnnon,  $1,550 ;  Elmer  Lick, 
$849  ;  Richard  Burke,  $999  ;  E.  H.  Wart- 
man,  $999  ;  P.  J.  Carey,  $999  ;  J.  F.  Scrlver, 
$1,099;  Alexander  McNeill,  $1,200;  G.  H. 
Vroom,  $999  ;  F.  L.  Dery,  $999  ;  A.  J.  Philp, 
$1,099 ;  Barton  Gandy,  $850 ;  Freeman 
Fitch,  $600 ;   Maxwell  Smith,  $1,040 ;  A. 
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Gifford,  $646  ;  G.  J.  Anderson,  $125  ;  G.  R. 
Sangster,  $450 ;  R.  J.  Rutherford,  $400 ; 
Charles  Noreau,  $493.  The  salaries  of  these 
gentlemen  amounted  to  $41,284 ;  their 
travelling  expenses  amounted  to  $21,398, 
and  the  cost  of  prosecutlous  to  $387,  making 
a  total  of  $63,070  of  the  people's  money 
which  goes  to  a  few  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture.  If  this  resolution 
passes  it  means  another  staff  of  officials  to 
see  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  pack  their 
apples  in  a  box  of  a  certain  size.  The  reso- 
lution is  uncalled  for  by  the  farmers  and 
fruit-growers ;  if  any  persons  should  be 
heard  in  the  matter,  it  is  the  exporters. 

Mr.  BRODBUR.    The  farmers  have  no 
say  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  farmers  should  have 
all  the  say.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brockville 
(Mr.  Derbyshire)  is  a  lnrge  handler  of  cheese, 
which  is  our  greatest  export  dairy  product, 
and  I  presume  that  next  year  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  will  come  down  with  a  law 
that  he  shall  put  his  cheese  in  a  box  of  a 
certain  size.  It  is  the  producer  and  the  ex- 
.  porter  of  cheese  that  have  brought  this  pro- 
duct to  its  perfection,  and  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  no  business  to  interfere 
with  them.  He  has  no  more  right  to  say 
that  apples  shall  be  exported  in  a  certain 
kind  of  box  than  he  has  to  say  that  cheese 
or  pork  shall  be  exported  in  a  particular 
form  of  package.  When  the  farmers  and 
fruit-growers  of  this  country  And  they  have 
to  pay  $63,000  for  the  enforcement  of  this 
law,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Fruit  Marks  Act, 
they  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  have  been  better  to  leave  it  off  the 
statute-books.  In  place  of  enhancing  the 
price  of  the  fruit  for  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, this  law  will  have  a  contrary  effect, 
and  in  place  of  half  of  the  apples  lying  on 
the  ground,  as  last  year,  the  whole  crop 
practically  will  be  in  that  condition.  At  the 
present  time  we  can  export  apples  in  boxes 
or  in  anything  else,  but  now  they  will  have 
to  export  them  in  a  particular  package,  and 
the  export  will  be  surrounded  with  more 
difficulty.  The  reason  the  apples  were  left 
on  the  ground  last  year  was  because  there 
were  too  many  apples  for  the  demand,  and 
it  paid  better  to  leave  them  on  the  ground 
than  to  pay  labour  for  gathering  them  and 
barrelling  them  up  and  shipping  them  out 
of  the  country.  Certainly  if  it  is  passed  it 
should  not  be  brought  into  force  until  we 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  from  the 
fruit-growers  of  this  country  and  from  the 
exporters,  because  it  is  not  the  Fruit 
Growers'  Association  that  have  anything, 
or  more  than  a  very  little,  to  do  with  the 
export  of  apples  ;  it  is  the  purchasers  who 
buy  the  product  of  the  orchards  and  pack 
and  export  them.  I  do  not  think  the  minis- 
ter has  stated  to-day  that  he  has  a  word 
from  these  exporters  in  reference  to  the 
approval  or  disapproval  of  this  box. 

Mr.  FISHER.   The  hon.  member  seems  to 
have  inspectors  on  the  brain.   He  sees  here 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 


looming  up  a  staff  of  inspectors  who  are- 
going  to  enforce  this  law.  The  hon  member 
is  perhaps  not  aware,  although  It  is  on  the- 
statute-book,  and  although  as  a  member  of 
this  House  of  long  standing  he  ought  to  be- 
aware,  he  helped  to  pass  the  law,  he  was 
present  when  the  laws  were  passed  

Mr.  TAYLOR.   And  he  opposed  It. 

Mr.  FISHER.    Did  he  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    Yes  he  did. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  like  to  see  what 
he  opposed  ;  I  have  not  yet  said  what  the- 
laws  are,  I  have  no  doubt  that  

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  thought  the  hon.  member 
was  referring  to  the  Fruit  Marks  Act. 

Mr.  FISHER.  My  hon.  friend  cannot  get 
away  from  the  Fruit  Marks  Act ;  he  has- 
that  on  the  brain  as  well  as  inspection. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  You  have  something  else- 
on  the  brain. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  I  have.  I  can  quite- 
understand  that  if  the  motion  for  the  law 
in  question  was  proposed  oy  the  present  gov- 
ernment the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right 
in  saying  that  he  opposed  it.  He  is  always 
quite  ready  to  Jump  up  and  say  that  a  law 
is  bad  simply  because  it  was  proposed  ou 
this  side  of  the  House,  without  knowing 
what  the  law  is.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  because  it  is  of  a  piece  with  bis  conduct 
in  this  House  ever  since  the  present  govern- 
ment came  into  power.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  this  is  of  a  piece  with  the  Fruit 
Marks  Act,  a  continuation  of  the  same  pol- 
icy. I  accept  the  compliment;  nothing  was 
ever  passed  by  this  House  which  has  served 
better  the  interests  of  the  people  of  Canada 
than  the  Fruit  Marks  Act  has  served  the 
interests  of  the  fruit-growers  of  Canada. 
J  accept  his  compliment  and  ask  the- 
House  if  for  no  other  reason  than  that  to 
pass  the  legislation.  But  the  hon.  gentle- 
man says  it  is  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  a  new  corps  of  inspectors.  We- 
have  bad  the  Staple  Commodities  Act,  which 
this  amends,  on  the  statute-book  for  many 
years.  We  have  in  that  Act  a  provision  as 
to  the  capacity  and  the  details  of  size  of  the- 
apple  barrels.  There  has  not  been  an  in- 
spector appointed  to  enforce  that  law,  not 
one.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees  inspectors 
looming  up  before  his  fevered  Imagination 
all  the  time.  But  it  is  only  his  imagination 
that  brings  these  inspectors  into  existence  ; 
they  do  not  exist  in  the  flesh  and  If  this 
amendment  is  passed  there  will  not  be  any 
more  inspectors  than  there  are  to-day  al- 
though I  suppose  bis  imagination  will  multi- 
ply ten  fold  and  he  will  dream  of  them  and 
have  the  nightmare  over  them  night  after 
night  and  week  after  week.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  that  the  growers  are  the  people 
to  be  considered,  the  farmers  are  to  be  con- 
sidered. I  am  proposing  this  legislation  at 
the  request  and  suggestlou  of  the  growers  of 
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fruit.  The  bon.  gentleman  Is  very  solicitous 
in  respct  of  the  farmers  and  the  fruit- 
growers, but  before  he  sat  down  he  forgot 
that ;  he  changed  bis  position  and  said  that 
It  was  shippers  and  packers  who  were  to  be 
considered  and  whose  interest  and  views 
are  to  shape  the  legislation  of  this  House 
and  not  those  of  the  farmers.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman's views  seem  to  change  even  within 
<-ne  speech,  but  as  long  as  he  can  oppose 
what  is  proposed  by  the  present  government 
or  any  member  of  the  present  government 
he  is  satisfied.  Whether  be  changes  his 
standpoint  or  his  views  or  bis  expressions. 
It  is  all  one  to  him,  so  long  as  he  can  oppose 
what  we  propose.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  need  not 
<k'iil  any  further  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  I  will  not. 

Several  other  questions  have  been  brought 
forward  which  I  will  be  glad  indeed  to  deal 
with.  Their  propositions  were  reasonable 
in  their  character  and  were  advanced,  I 
believe,  In  the  Interest  of  certain  people 
•connected  with  this  trade.  They  are  there- 
fore deserving  of  every  consideration  and 
■courtesy  at  my  hands,  and  I  am  glad  to  pay 
them  that  The  bon.  member  for  Halton 
<Mr.  Henderson)  read  to  us  the  representa- 
tions of  constituents  of  bis.  I  have  had 
similar  representations  made  by  that  firm, 
and  I  have  considered  them  very  fully.  I 
appreciate  that  this  law  may,  and  probably 
will,  to  a  certain  extent,  if  It  go  into  force 
at  once,  somewhat  interfere  with  and  dis- 
arrange the  trade  of  that  particular  linn. 
I  did  not  propose  when  I  introduced  the  Bill 
-founded  on  this  resolution  to  have  the  Bill 
go  into  force  for  this  season's  trade,  I  pro- 
posed to  have  It  come  into  force  for  the 
trade  of  next  year,  I  proposed  to  have  it  In 
-force  for  the  trade  for  the  year  1906  but  not 
for  the  trade  of  1905.  I  think  that  is  a 
reasonable  concession  to  those  who  have 
boxes  or  who  have  material  for  the  making 
of  boxes  on  hand.  I  would  say  however 
•to  my  hon.  friend  from  Halton  with  regard 
to  the  size  of  box  indicated,  that  Just  the 
condition  of  affairs  which  he  describes  is 
what  this  proposal  is  aimed  at  preventing. 
One  of  the  reasons  why  the  standard  was 
asked  for  Is  that  people  have  been  using 
smaller  and  smaller  boxes.  Individuals  quite 
x'ghtly  under  the  present  law,  quite  properly 
if  they  think  It  is  In  the  interest  of  their  par- 
ticular trade  have  been  trying  to  sell  a  little 
less  and  a  little  less  all  the  time  to  the  pur- 
chasers, and  the  people  who  are  largely  in- 
terested in  the  export  trade  of  Canada  have 
found  that  just  that  kind  of  thing  has  been 
injuring  tbe  trade  in  those  countries  to 
■which  we  ship,  because  tbe  people  there  who 
buy  boxes  of  Canadian  apples  do  not  know 
how  many  apples  or  what  quantity  of 
apples  they  are  getting.  Purchasers  in  the 
old  country  have  complained  and  it  Is  be- 
cause of  that  kind  of  complaint  that  the 
fruit-growers  of  Canada,  who  in  the  last 
resort  are  after  all,  the  people  interested  in 
this  trade,  have  asked  that  there  shall  be  a 


standard  box.  When  they  wanted  that 
standard  box  they  took  steps  to  see  what 
the  standard  ought  to  be,  and  after  very 
careful  consultation,  extending  over  several 
years,  the  Fruit  Growers'  Association  in 
every  province  In  the  Dominion  commencing 
in  the  west  at  British  Columbia,  Ontario, 
Quebec,  New  Brunswick,  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces generally  have  all  agreed  upon  this 
particular  size  and  shape  of  box  as  being 
tbe  best  compromise  of  all  the  existing  in- 
terests, and  the  best  for  the  future  develop- 
ment of  the  trade  In  apples  packed  In  boxes 
for  shipment  from  Canada.  Under  these 
circumstances,  not  because  we  wanted  to  in- 
troduce legislation,  not  because  my  col- 
league the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Commerce 
under  whose  department  this  legislation 
comes,  wanted  to  introduce  it,  or  wanted  in 
any  way  to  interfere  with  anybody,  but  be- 
cause the  people  who  are  interested  In  this 
trade  and  In  this  product  of  our  country 
have  asked  that  their  trade  should  be  helped 
by  this  arrangement.  I  would  say  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Halton  that  when  a  com- 
promise of  tills  kind  is  come  to  and  an 
agreement  made,  it  Is  very  likely  that  one 
or  other  individual  may  suffer  a  little.  That 
is  almost  necessary  from  the  nature  of  a 
(ompromise,  but  if  we  did  not  provide  a 
minimum  box  we  could  not  tell  how  far 
down  tbe  box  would  go  In  size  and  capacity, 
and  tbe  people  who  are  buying  Canadian 
apples  in  boxes  would  never  be  assured  of 
the  quantity  of  apples  they  were  going  to 
get.  That  was  tbe  reason  for  the  specifying 
of  the  dimensions  of  tbe  Canadian  apple 
barrel ;  and  now  that  the  trade  in  boxes  is 
beginning  to  develop,  the  people  who  are 
interested  ask  that  the  shape  and  size  should 
be  specified.  My  hon.  friend  from  Toronto 
(Mr.  Macdonell)  read  n  letter  from  Mr. 
James,  as  representing  the  packers  and 
handlers  of  fruit  in  that  city.  Well,  I  have 
had  a  letter  from  Mr.  James  in  which  he 
says  that  so  far  as  the  English  market  is 
concerned,  this  particular  box  is  quite  suit- 
able. 

Mr.  BRODER.  Is  this  used  by  any 
ether  country  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  by  Tasmania  which 
is  our  chief  rival  in  tbe  English  market  in 
tbe  apple  trade. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  At  a  different  season  of 
the  year  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  and  they  adopted  that 
size  because  they  found  It  the  best  pack- 
age for  the  English  market.  The  only  ob- 
jection taken  by  Mr.  James  is  that  foreign 
countries  think  that  a  different  box  might 
be  better.  As  a  matter  of  fact  our  apple 
tiade  in  those  foreign  countries  is  practi- 
cally very  small  indeed  at  present ;  and 
If  it  is  to  increase,  it  will  increase  more 
quickly  if  we  use  a  distinctive  Canadian 
package  than  an  indefinite  one. 
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Mr.  MACDONELL.  The  exporters  do 
not  agree  with  that  view. 

Mr.  FISHER.  This  proposition  has  been 
before  the  House  about  six  weeks.  We 
allowed  it  to  stand  over  so  that  lion,  mem- 
bers might  communicate  with  their  consti- 
tuents and  get  their  opinions.  It  has  been 
before  the  trade  for  three  years.  It  was 
in  1902,  that  the  first  resolutions  were  dis- 
cussed in  the  Ontario  Fruit  Growers'  Asso- 
ciation. My  hon.  friend  says  that  these 
associations  do  not  represent  the  packers. 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  in  that  is  wrong. 
Large  packers,  such  as  Mr.  Shepherd  and 
Mr.  Shuttleworth,  belong  to  these  associa- 
tions. Mr.  Shuttleworth  was  one  of  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Ontario  Fruit  Growers'  Asso- 
ciation which  first  discussed  the  proposition 
and  recommended  the  adoption  of  a  stand- 
ard box,  and  I  have  never  beard  that  he 
dissented  from  the  decision  of  that  com- 
mittee. A  similar  committee  of  the  same  as- 
sociation next  year  took  up  the  question 
and  recommended  as  a  standard  the  box 
stipulated  in  this  measure.  Mr.  Shuttle- 
worth  is  a  member  of  that  association,  but 
I  am  not  sure  if  Mr.  James  belongs  to  it. 
A  number  of  the  handlers  are,  however, 
n.  embers  of  the  association  and  they  all 
adopted  the  report  of  the  committee  recom- 
mending this  particular  sized  and  shaped 
box.  My  hon.  friend  from  Halton  spoke 
of  a  particular  firm.  Well,  some  of  the 
members  of  that  firm  are  members  of  the 
Fruit  Growers'  Association.  If  these  people 
represented  at  the  meetings  of  that  asso- 
ciation their  views,  their  views  evidently  did 
cot  meet  those  of  the  majority,  because  the 
rtajorlty  decided  that  a  box  of  this  parti- 
cular size  and  shape  should  be  recommend- 
ed as  a  standard.  In  fact  the  fruit  growers 
and  packers  in  ail  the  provinces  are  in  favour 
<>f  this  Bill,  and  I  am  proposing  it  at  the 
request  of  the  representative  bodies  engaged 
in  fruit  growing  and  packing.  My  hon. 
friend  says  he  represents  the  fruit  packers 
of  the  city  of  Toronto.  I  would  have  sup- 
posed that  they  would  have  made  repre- 
sentations to  me  If  they  had  any  objection 
to  make. 

Mr.  MACDONELL.  Mr.  James  says  he 
did. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  but  he  is  the  only 
man  in  Toronto  who  did.  There  may  have 
teen  representations  made  to  other  people, 
but  not  to  me.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brant- 
ford  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Peel  (Mr.  Blaln)  read  each  a  letter 
which  rather  endorses  the  shape  and  size  of 
these  boxes.  My  hon.  friend  from  Jacques 
('artier  also  said  that  his  people  endorsed 
their  shape  and  size,  but  the  only  question  to 
them  was  the  advisability  of  passing  a  law 
with  regard  to  the  box.  This  law,  Sir,  goes 
not  nearly  so  far  as  many  people  have 
asked  that  It  should  go.  Many  have  asked 
that  this  should  be  a  special  box  and  that 
Mr.  FISHER. 


nc  other  kind  should  be  allowed,  but  the 
Bill  only  goes  so  far  as  to  provide  that  no- 
smaller  box  shall  be  allowed,  and  the  reason 
of  that  is  to  assure  purchasers  that  when 
they  buy  a  Canadian  box  of  apples  they  buy 
a  bushel,  which  is  one-third  of  the  barrel 
they  have  been  accustomed  to  buy. 

Air.  MONK.  What  is  the  administration 
of  this  law  going  to  cost  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Nothing  more  than  the  ad- 
ministration of  staples  costs  to-day.  I  am- 
uot  aware  that  there  is  any  cost  of  admin- 
istration at  all.  The  law  is  put  on  the  sta- 
tutes and  those  who  break  the  law  are  lia- 
ble to  a  penalty  if  prosecuted.  I  do  not 
think  that  under  this  Staple  Commodities 
Act,  there  Is  a  single  officer  appointed  by  any 
department  of  the  government  for  the  en- 
forcement of  that  law.  I  may  say  that  the 
law  is  administered  under  the  Department 
of  Trade  and  Commerce  and  not  under  my 
own  department. 

Mr.  MONK.  Surely,  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Fisher)  made  the  contrary  assumption  the 
last  time  this  matter  was  under  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Never. 

Mr.  MONK.  Surely  It  Is  not  possible  to 
carry  out  this  law,  to  see  to  it  that  these 
boxes  shipped  to  Europe  are  all  of  dimen- 
sions not  contrary  to  the  law  without  ex- 
penditure ?  If  there  is  no  expenditure,  the 
law  will  be  a  dead  letter. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  has  been  done  for  the 
last  five  or  six  years  in  regard  to  the  bar- 
rels without  such  expenditure  as  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Monk)  hints  at 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  minister  devoted 
about  thirty  minutes  to  your  humble  ser- 
vant and  stated  that  he  has  bad  inspectors 
and  expense  on  the  brain.  I  do  not  wonder 
that  any  taxpayer  in  this  country  should 
object  to  expense  when  we  find  that  a  few 
years  ago,  the  Conservative  government  ran 
the  experimental  farms  and  all  the  offices 
In  connection  with  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture for  half  the  amount  now  expended 
and  did  more  and  better  work.  My  hon. 
friend  poses  as  a  good  representative  of  the 
farmer.  All  through  this  country  our  best 
farmers  have  on  their  buildings  a  wind-mill, 
a  very  useful  article.  When  the  Prime  Min- 
ister formed  his  government  he  took  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Fisher)  in  as  a  representa- 
tive farmer,  but,  I  think  more  for  the  pur- 
pose of  illustrating  the  usefulness  of  the 
article  I  have  referred  to,  than  for  any  good 
he  could  do  as  a  practical  farmer.  He  has 
been  spoken  of  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
other  members  of  the  cabinet  as  a  practical 
farmer,  a  horny-handed  son  of  toil.  Natural- 
ly, every  one  was  anxious  to  see  him.  At 
his  first  visit  down  to  Quebec  when  he  was 
introduced  as  a  practical  farmer,  one  of  the 
farmers  thought  he  would  take  the  minister 
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out  and  show  him  bts  crops.  Among  other 
things  they  saw  a  field  of  tobacco.  Is  not 
that  a  beautiful  crop  of  tobacco  ?'  asked 
the  farmer.  And  the  minister  agreed  with 
him,  but  asked:  '  When  is  It  going  to  plug 
out?'  He  is  such  a  practical  farmer  that 
he  thought  that  the  plugs  of  tobacco  would 
grow  on  the  stalks  in  the  farmer's  field. 
Shortly  after  that,  he  thought  he  would 
teach  the  farmers  how  to  fatten  chickens ; 
and  he,  or  somebody  else  for  him,  invented 
a  squirt-gun  to  pump  food  into  the  chickens. 
When  he  tried  the  first  batch  he  burst  all 
their  crops.  -Then  he  invented  a  chicken- 
food  made  of  pea-meal  and  saw-dust,  so  as 
to  teach  the  farmers  bow  to  economize  in 
feeding  their  fowls.  The  bens  that  took 
the  feed  laid  eggs,  and  when  the  farmers 
to  whom  they  were  sent  had  those  eggs 
batched  out,  they  found  that  all  the  chick- 
ens had  wooden  legs.  This  is  the  man  who 
poses  as  a  practical  farmer  and  thinks  be 
has  the  right  to  lecture  a  member  of  the 
House  because  that  member  criticises 
wasteful  extravagance  in  the  use  of  the 
people's  money.  He  tells  my  hon.  friend 
from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  that  the 
inspection  under  this  law  would  cost  no- 
thing. But  he  said  that  there  would  be 
no  expenditure  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
Fruit '  Marks  Act,  and  now  the  farmers 
find  that  they  have  to  pay  $63,000  under 
this  head  for  the  benefit  of  some  political 
supporters  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  fact 
is  the  Conservative  government  ran  the 
country  more  efficiently  at  an  expenditure 
of  $38,000,000  than  the  present  government 
can  at  an  expenditure  of  $68,000,000.  With 
all  their  great  expenditure  what  does  the 
country  receive?  Have  these  gentlemen 
built  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  any 
other  work  of  importance?  Just  as  this 
$63,000  I  have  referred  to  is  frittered  away 
on  political  friends  under  the  excuse  of 
tnforcing  the  Fruit  Marks  Act,  so  another 
$63,000  will  be  spent  on  useless  officials  en- 
gaged in  measuring  these  boxes.  The  hon. 
minister  says  that  this  Bill  fixes  a  minimum 
size  of  box— that  people  can  make  larger  but 
not  smaller  boxes.  Then,  what  Is  the  use 
of  a  subsection  like  this? 

4a.  When  apples  are  packed  in  Canada  for 
export  for  sale  by  the  box  they  shall  be  packed 
In  good  and  strong  boxes  of  seasoned  wood,  the 
Inside  dimensions  of  which  shall  not  be  less 
than  tea  inches  In  depth,  eleven  Inches  in 
width,  and  twenty  inches  in  length,  represent- 
ing as  near  as  possible  two  thousand  two  hun- 
dred cubic  inches. 

If  a  person  makes  a  larger  box  he  does 
not  make  one  '  representing  as  near  as  pos- 
sible two  thousand  and  two  hundred  cubic 
inches.'  And  he  is  liable  to  the  penalty  if 
be  makes  it  half  an  Inch  larger  than  the 
proportions  laid  down  in  the  resolution.  If 
the  minister  means  that  this  Is  to  fix  a 
minimum  size,  then  let  him  strike  out  that 
last  line,  for  with  that  line  in  it  any  man 


who  makes  even  a  larger  box  for  exporting 
apples  will  be  liable  to  a  fine  if  brought  be- 
fore the  magistrate.  Now,  I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  will  make  up  his  mind  to  leave  the 
hon.  member  for  Leeds  <Mr.  Taylor)  alone, 
and  allow  him  to  express  his  opinion  as  to 
the  cost  of  enforcing  this  Act,  or  as  to  any 
other  Bill  Introduced  by  the  government 
which,  as  In  this  case,  seems  to  have  as  its 
principal  object  the  creating  of  offices  for 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  fill. 

Mr.  FISHEB.  I  suppose  I  ought  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  committee,  if  not  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  for  having 
wasted  time  upon  a  reference  to  him.  The 
burlesque  he  has  indulged  in  in  his  reply 
dictates  that  I  should  have  been  right  to 
leave  him  unnoticed. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  would  not  have 
risen  again  to  say  a  word  had  it  not  been 
that  the  minister  seemed  to  pass  a  reflection 
upon  certain  gentlemen  referred  to  by  me 
who  have  been  shipping  apples  in  the 
county  of  Halton  

Mr.  FISHER.  I  did  not  intend  to  cast 
the  slightest  reflection. 

Mr.  HENDERSON— as  he  seems  to  in- 
sinuate that  their  preference  for  the  smaller 
box  was  based  upon  the  hope  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  their  customers  In  the  old  coun- 
try by  getting  a  larger  price  for  a  smaller 
quantity  of  goods.  I  was  careful  to  give 
the  reason  why  the  gentlemen  desired  the 
smaller  box,  and  I  think  the  minister  has 
neither  answered  that  question  nor  given 
any  reason  why  it  should  not  be  considered. 
I  still  think  that  the  argument  I  advanced 
was  a  good  one.  I  may  say  that  I  did  not 
represent  only  the  views  of  the  gentleman 
whose  name  I  mentioned,  Mr.  A.  W.  Peart, 
but  also  the  views  of  a  very  important  or- 
ganization, the  Burlington  Horticultural  So- 
ciety. I  can  tell  the  hon.  minister  that  the 
gentleman  who  writes  on  their  behalf  was 
amongst  the  first  to  export  apples  in  boxes, 
and  has  been  shipping  apples  in  boxes  for 
ten  or  twelve  years,  using  a  box  smaller 
than  that  adopted  by  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture. The  Horticultural  Society  of  Bur- 
lington covers  a  very  important  fruit  dis- 
trict one  that  produces  large  quantities  of 
apples.  And  the  people  there  favour  the 
smaller  box.  I  have  given  one  very  strong 
reason  why  the  smaller  box  should  be  adopt- 
ed and  I  would  like  to  hear  what  the  min- 
ister has  to  say  about  that.  These  people 
say  that  they  will  be  handicapped  by  the 
adoption  of  this  larger  box,  inasmuch  as  It 
will  increase  the  cost  of  sorting  and  pack- 
ing. That  argument,  to  my  mind,  is  a  very 
strong  one,  especially  In  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  labour  market.  I  think  it  a 
great  pity  that  we  should  be  compelled  to 
adopt  legislation  here  that  interferes  so  ma- 
terially with  trade  in  this  country.  The 
minister  seems  determined  to  have  a  stand- 
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ard  box  for  the  packing  of  apples.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  anything  we  can  say  in  this 
House  will  convince  him,  no  argument  will 
show  him,  that  he  is  making  a  mistake.  So, 
we  might  as  well  abandon  that  feature  of 
the  case.  But  I  do  appeal  to  him,  that  if 
there  Is  to  be  a  standard  box— and  I  assume 
there  will  be— it  should  be  of  the  smaller 
dimensions  1  hare  referred  to.  I  still  con- 
tend that  a  quarter-barrel  Is  sufficiently 
large,  and  that  it  will  be  better  than  the 
.one-third  barrel  which  the  minister  proposes. 

~Slr.  FISHER.  I  hope  my  words  cannot 
"be  construed  to  mean  any  reflection  upon 
the  gentleman  to  whom  the  hon.  member 
for  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  referred.  I  had 
jio  such  idea  in  mind.  I  was  dealing  gen- 
■erallj  with  one  of  the  reasons  why  the 
apple  packers  and  shippers  bad  found  it 
necessary  to  tlx  a  minimum  box,  that  rea- 
son being  that  the  market  on  the  other  side 
wished  to  know  that  they  always  got  at 
least  so  much  when  they  bought  a  Canadian 
box  of  apples.  I  did  not  allow  myself  for 
a  moment  to  make  any  reflection  upon  such 
a  firm  or  body  of  men  as  have  been  referred 
to.  As  to  the  labour  question  Involved,  I 
think  that  particular  phase  of  it  was  brought 
forward  in  the  Fruit  Growers'  Association, 
and  they  discussed  it  on  various  occasions, 
and  thought  that  a  box  of  the  size  Indicated 
by  the  resolution  was  one  that  could  be 
properly  and  easily  handled  by  the  people 
engaged  in  this  work. 

Mr.  M.  S.  SCHBLL.  I  had  not  Intended 
to  speak  on  this  question  as  I  spoke  some 
weeks  ago  when  the  subject  was  before 
the  House.  I  then  expressed  my  approval 
of  the  Bill  except  on  one  point,  and,  that  I 
understand,  has  been  a  compromise.  There 
really  has  been  some  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  shippers  as  to  the  size  of 
the  box  to  be  used.  But  I  wish  to 
correct  some  wrong  impressions  that 
seem  to  prevail  In  the  House.  In  the 
first  place  some  have  the  Idea  that  It 
is  intended  that  the  boxes  should  be  used 
supplanting  barrels.  That  is  not  the  idea. 
Barrels  have  been  used  more  largely  than 
boxes,  and  will  continue  to  Ire  used  more 
largely  than  boxes  so  long  as  the  material 
can  be  got  to  make  the  barrels  at  a  rea- 
sonable price— at  least  that  is  our  impres- 
sion. Another  opinion  that  seems  to  be 
held  is  that  the  shippers  themselves  are 
against  the  use  of  the  box.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  has  intimated 
that  the  growers  desire  to  .have  the  box, 
but  that  this  Is  not  desired  by  the  shippers. 

I  am  speaking  as  a  shipper  of  apples.  I 
have  been  engaged  in  the  business  for  a 
great  many  years,  Indeed  I  may  say  that 
I  commenced  as  a  boy  In  1880,  about 
twenty-live  years  ago.  In  the  business  of 
exporting  apples,  and  I  have  continued  In 
it  ever  since.  Two  years  ago  we  shipped 
over  12.000  boxes,  so  we  have  had  some 
Mr.  HENDERSON. 


experience  In  the  matter  of  boxes.  Be- 
sides, we  also  shipped  apples  in  barrels  to 
a  very  large  extent,  some  25,000  barrels, 
the  same  season,  and  we  only  used 
boxes  because  we  could  not  get  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  barrels  that  season. 
I  think  the  shippers  are  desirous  of 
using  a  uniform  size  of  box,  as  proposed 
in  this  Bill.  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  some  of  the  largest  apple  shippers  In 
the  province,  since  the  Bill  was  Introduced, 
and  I  may  say  that  In  every  case,  so  far  ns 
I  have  been  able  to  learn,  there  is  a  desire 
for  a  uniform  box,  of  some  form.  There 
are  different  views  as  to  the  size,  some 
would  prefer  a  trifle  larger,  some  would 
prefer  the  exact  size  mentioned  In  the  Bill, 
and  some  would  prefer  possibly  a  trifle 
smaller.  As  the  minister  has  intimated, 
the  size  proposed  seems  to  be  a  compromise, 
and  a  compromise  so  satisfactory  that  I 
do  not  think  there  will  be  much  objection 
urged  against  it  by  the  shippers.  Then 
there  Is  another  point  I  might  emphasize, 
and  that  is  the  desirability  of  having  a 
standard  for  the  minimum  box.  You  know 
the  tendency  would  be  in  shipping  to  Euro- 
pean markets  that  If  one  shipper  uses  a 
large  box  for  which  the  price  is  fixed,  and 
the  trade  begins  to  accept  that  size,  the 
man  who  ships  in  a  smaller  sized  box  would 
In  a  measure  partake  of  the  benefit  that 
accrues  to  the  trade  from  the  price  of  the 
larger  box.  But  when  you  fix  the  minimum 
size,  they  are  not  permitted  to  use  a  smaller 
box,  and  that  is  one  of  the  strong  points  in 
support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  minist- 
er in  compelling  the  use  of  a  minimum  size, 
it  Is  1  think  desirable  to  have  a  box  at  least 
as  large  as  is  suggested,  for  this  reason, 
that  when  the  goods  are  landed  on  the  dock 
at  Liverpool,  Glasgow  or  Hamburg,  the 
rates  Axed  for  handling,  that  Is  the  dock- 
age charges,  the  landing  charges,  and  in- 
cidental charges  of  that  kind,  are  based 
upon  the  package.  It  is  therefore  desirable 
to  have  the  box  of  a  uniform  size,  and  then 
those  in  the  trade  can  make  their  statement 
with  more  force  to  the  authorities  on  the 
other  side  who  fix  their  charges  In  propor- 
tion to  the  size  of  the  package.  That  Is  one 
of  the  difficulties  we  have  to-day  In  ship- 
ping boxes  to  the  European  markets.  The 
landing  charges  are  exorbitant,  they  are 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  charges  that  are 
made  for  barrels  ;  but  if  we  have  a  uniform 
size  then  the  trade  can  go  to  the  authorities 
who  fix  the  landing  charges,  with  a  strong- 
er case,  if  we  can  show  that  the  boxes  used" 
will  all  be  of  the  standard  size,  and  no 
smaller.  We  know  however  that  the 
tendency  will  be  on  this  side,  not  to  make 
it  any  larger,  but  to  come  as  near  as  pos- 
sible to  the  size  that  is  fixed  by  the  law. 
So  I  think  these  arguments  all  tend  to  con- 
firm the  desirability  of  having  a  standard 
box,  one  that  we  can  all  agree  upon  as 
nearly  as  possible.  Possibly  there  may 
continue  to  be  some  difference  of  opin- 
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ion.  both  as  to  the  size  of  the  box 
*nd  as  to  the  quantity  the  box  should 
contain,  but  the  differences  will  be  slight. 
Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  say  again,  as  I 
said  when  this  question  was  up  before, 
that  I  think  the  minister  Is  deserving  of 
commendation  for  the  success  with  which 
liis  Fruit  Marks  Act,  put  upon  the  statute- 
book  a  few  years  ago,  has  been  working. 
I  believe  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  is 
likewise  calculated  to  advance  the  interests 
of  the  grower,  to  advance  the  Interests  of 
the  shipper,  and  to  advance  the  Interests  of 
the  country  generally,  because  our  Interests 
are  identical.  I  am  both  a  grower  and  a 
shipper,  and  therefore  can  speak  for  both 
classes.  I  think  it  is  Just  as  much  to  the 
interest  of  the  grower  as  it  is  to  the  interest 
•of  the  shipper  that  these  matters  should  be 
put  upon  a  basis  that  will  be  followed  by 
the  trade  generally.  For  my  part  I  can  see 
no  reason  why  any  member  of  the  House 
should  hesitate  a  moment  to  support  this 
Bill, 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  question  before 
the  House  is  one  of  great  importance  to 
the  fruit  Industry  of  our  country.  I  was 
sorry,  though,  to  see  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture deal  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  in  the  manner  in  which 
lie  did.  It  is  not  the  first  time  this  session 
that  I  have  noticed  how  some  of  the  minist- 
ers of  the  Crown  have  tried  to  browbeat 
members  of  parliament  on  this  side  of  the 
House  when  tbey  are  doing  their  best  to  ob- 
tain information  from  the  ministers.  How- 
«ver,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  Bill  before 
us  is  in  the  right  direction.  I  agree  with 
the  minster  in  his  efforts  to  fix  the  size  of 
the  box,  and  to  make  it  a  uniform  size.  But 
I  would  like  to  impress  upon  the  minister 
what  I  believe  is  of  more  importance  to- the 
fruit  industry  of  this  country  than  merely 
the  size  of  the  box  and  its  dimensions,  and 
that  is  the  fact  the  transportation  of  fruit 
in  this  country  deserves  a  great  deal  more 
consideration  than  the  minister  has  been 
giving  it.  In  the  discussion  that  took  place 
last  session  on  the  subject  of  transportation 
of  fruit  across  the  ocean  and  the  ventilation 
of  the  steamers  carrying  the  same,  he  will 
remember  that  the  strongest  kind  of  con- 
demnation was  visited  upon  the  administra- 
tion for  the  manner  in  which  fruit  was 
transported  to  the  markets  of  Europe.  I 
hope  the  minister  has  remedied  to  some  ex- 
tent the  transportation  facilities  for  perish- 
able fruit.  As  he  is  aware,  we  are  sub- 
sidizing ships  to  the  extent  of  $100,000  a 
year  In  order  to  obtain  cold  storage  and 
ventilation  on  those  ships  carrying  fruit 
across  the  Atlantic. 

The  minister  admitted  at  last  session  of 
parliament  that  he  had  practically  no  con- 
trol over  that  cold  storage.  He  admitted 
that  he  had  entered  into  a  contract  some 
j  ears  ago  and  had  granted  a  subsidy  of 
$100,000  to  those  vessels ;  and  yet  the  de- 


partment of  which  he  is  the  head  has  no 
control  over  them.  If  he  will  look  at  the 
records,  he  will  find  that  thousands  of  bar- 
rels of  apples  that  are  sent  across  the 
Atlantic  reach  the  shores  of  Great  Britain 
in  a  decayed  condition  and  not  fit  for  the 
market,  simply  because  the  transportation 
facilities  are  not  what  they  ought  to  be. 
The  minister  may  tell  us  that  the  shippers 
have  the  privilege  of  using  the  cold  storage 
on  the  boats  ;  but  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  ask  the  shippers  to  pay  the  extra  charge 
placed  on  the  packages  put  into  the  cold 
storage,  especially  when  the  thermograph 
records  show  that  be  has  no  control  over 
the  cold  storage  arrangements.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  the  minister  will  take  this  matter 
into  his  consideration,  and  give  us  some 
legislation  that  will  improve  the  transport- 
ation fncllitles  very  materially. 

Mr.  FISHER.  What  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  subject  before  the  House.  I  will  deal 
with  that  when  we  have  some  motion  be- 
fore the  House  that  refers  to  it 

Mr.  OOCKSHUTT.  I  understand,  from 
what  the  minister  says,  that  he  does  not 
provide  In  the  Bill  that  the  box  shall  be  of 
a  certain  size.  In  my  argument  I  was  pro- 
ceeding on  the  basis  that  the  boxes  would 
be  uniform  in  size,  which  I  understood  the 
hon.  minister  to  argue  would  be  more  con- 
venient for  the  shipper.  Now,  I  understand 
him  to  say  that  the  boxes  are  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  uniform  In  size,  but  that  they 
are  to  be  not  less  than  the  dimensions  spe- 
cified in  the  fourth  section.  That  did  not 
seem  to  be  the  intention  of  the  section,  but 
if  it  is,  n  good  deal  of  my  objection  is 
overcome,  I  admit.  But  In  section  2  it  Is 
provided  that  only  apples  packed  as  pro- 
vided In  section  4  shall  pass  as  being  pro- 
perly packed.  If  the  dimensions  referred 
to  are  not  part  of  the  consideration,  then  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct ;  but  if 
the  dimensions  specified  in  section  4  are 
those  to  which  we  must  conform,  then  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman's  argument  does 
not  well  hnng  together.  Another  point,  which 
has  not  yet  come  out— and  perhaps  the  min- 
ister will  pardon  me  for  making  reference 
to  a  subject  that  he  may  consider  foreign, 
though  it  is  relevant— is  that  it  is  not  pro- 
vided what  kinds  of  apples  are  included  in 
these  provisions.  There  are  produced  In 
Ontario  large  quantities  of  dried  or  evapo- 
rated apples,  and  also  of  canned  apples  ; 
but  it  is  not  stated  in  the  Bill  whether  it 
is  to  apply  to  these  or  only  to  apples  as 
they  come  from  the  tree.  I  presume  that 
the  Intention  of  the  minister  Is  that  the 
Bill  shall  apply  to  apples  as  they  come  from 
the  tree ;  but  he  does  not  make  that  evi- 
dent in  his  argument,  and  the  Bill  is  not 
conclusive  on  that  point 

Mr.  FISHER.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's question,  I  may  say  that  the  Bill 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2430 


COMMONS 


2440 


applies  only  to  what  are  called  green  or 
whole  apples.  It  does  not  apply  to  evapo- 
rated, canned  or  any  other  kind. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JACKSON.  We  are  here 
this  afternoon  discussing  whether  or  not 
we  shall  hare  a  standard  box  for  the  ship- 
ping of  one  of  our  Canadian  products.  It 
has  been  said  this  afternoon  that  if  the 
farmers  of  the  province  of  Ontario  had  been 
allowed  during  last  fall  to  use  boxes,  they 
would  have  saved  an  enormous  quantity  of 
their  apples.  In  answer  to  that,  I  would 
pay  that  if  we  had  left  more  apples  on  the 
ground,  some  of  us  would  be  better  off  than 
we  are  to-day.  I  do  not  think  that  they 
were  destroyed  because  we  had  not  boxes 
to  put  them  in,  but  because  apples  were 
not  a  very  desirable  commercial  commodity 
last  fall.  With  regard  to  the  argument 
that  if  we  had  the  privilege  of  using  stan- 
dard boxes,  they  could  be  made  in  the  win- 
ter, the  same  thing  applies  to  barrels.  It 
does  not  require  any  great  amount  of  skill 
to  set  up  an  apple  barrel ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  for  the  ordi- 
nary farmer  to  start  in  either  the  box-mak- 
iug  or  the  barrel-making  business  ;  he  had 
better  leave  that  to  some  one  else.  In  re- 
gard to  the  statement  that  the  same  quan- 
tity of  apples  sent  to  Great  Britain  in  three 
or  four  boxes  would  bring  three  or  four 
times  as  much  as  If  sent  in  barrels,  that  is 
misleading,  because  the  apples  sent  in 
boxes  are  often  of  better  quality  than  those 
sent  in  barrels.  We  know  that  during  the 
last  three  or  four  years  the  price  of  apple 
barrels  has  almost  doubled.  That  is  why 
we  are  trying  to  get  something  else  in 
which  to  ship  our  apples  to  the  old  country. 
If  we  could  make  a  little  barrel  as  cheaply 
as  a  box,  the  apples  shipped  in  it  would 
bring  as  good  a  price,  and  they  would  go 
in  better  condition  than  in  a  box.  At  pre- 
sent, we  have  a  standard  barrel,  the  size  of 
which  is,  fixed  by  statute,  and  If  we  are 
going  to  commence  shipping  apples  in  boxes 
to  the  old  country,  we  must  have  a  box  of  a 
standard  size.  If  we  are  going  to  have 
two  sizes  of  cases,  they  should  be  specified. 
Anything  sold  by  the  box  should  be  shipped 
In  boxes  of  uniform  size.  In  regard  to  any- 
thing sold  by  the  pound,  it  makes  no  differ- 
ence. 

As  to  the  size  of  the  boxes,  it  is  my  belief 
that  these  boxes  are  small  enough.  In  fact, 
this  Bill  does  not  go  far  enough  in  refer- 
ence to  the  specifications  of  the  boxes,  for 
it  only  provides  for  a  certain  Inside  measure- 
ment, while,  in  my  opinion,  more  is  neces- 
sary. You  allow  one  manufacturer  of  boxes 
to  put  in  a  certain  dimension  of  material  on 
the  outside  and  another  manufacturer  to 
put  In  different  sized  material,  and  so  your 
box  will  lack  uniformity.  These  regulations 
should  go  further,  and  state  what  the  size 
of  the  material  in  the  boxes  should  be.  If 
you  are  going  to  place  them  in  cold  storage 
or  on  a  steamship,  you  must  have  the  boxes 
uniform  in  size  outside  as  well  as  inside.  I 

Mr.  FISHER. 


believe  that  this  box  is  plenty  small  enough  ; 
indeed,  I  would  like  to  sell  my  apples  to  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  on  the  principle 
that  the  full  of  one  of  these  boxes  is  a 
bushel,  because  I  have  an  idea  I  would  get 
the  long  end  of  the  deal.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  minister  could  get  a  bushel  of  apples 
Into  one  of  these  boxes  ;  I  do  not  think  it 
Is  possible  be  could  put  a  barrel  of  apples 
into  three  of  these  boxes.  I  repeat  that  if 
we  are  going  to  send  apples  to  the  old  coun- 
try in  cases,  we  should  have  a  case  which  is 
really  uniform. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  wish  to  place  be- 
fore the  Minister  of  Agriculture  certain  sug- 
gestions, the  value  of  which  I  do  not  at  all 
know,  but  which  have  been  communicated 
to  me  in  a  letter  written  6y  a  gentleman  who 
has  a  good  deal  of  experience  In  the  shipping 
of  apples.   He  says  : 

I  suppose  that  the  Bill  merely  gives  the  mini- 
mum size  and  that  it  is  not  intended  to  insist 
that  there  shall  be  but  one  sized  box.  The  Im- 
perial bushel  Is  equal  to  2,218-19  cubic  Inches 
and  the  dimensions  in  the  BUI  only  give  2,000 
cubic  Inches.  We  cannot  offer  it  as  a  bushel 
box  ;  we  might  be  brought  up  for  fraud.  If 
we  offered  It  as  a  bushel  we  would  be  deceiving 
the  public.  Moreover,  if  we  wrapped  up  the 
apples  and  put  a  layer  of  pulp  board  between 
the  rows  there  would  be  considerable  less  than 
a  bushel.  Instead,  therefore,  of  a  box  of  the 
I  dimensions  in  the  Bill,  I  suggest  one  2  x  12  x 
'  9J  Inches  which  will  give  2,220  cubic  inches 
and  allow  space  for  packing  material,  and  at 
the  same  time  give  our  English  customers  an 
honest'  English  bushel.  Some  of  our  competi- 
tors put  up  their  apples  In  boxes  going  as  high 
as  2,418  cubic  inches.  They  will  be  sure  to 
point  out  the  superiority  of  their  boxes.  But 
If  we  can  show  that  ours  holds  a  full  Imperial 
bushel  we  need  not  fear  rivalry.  We  should 
keep  clear  of  any  chance  of  a  charge  of  decep- 
tion. 

I  do  not  know  what  value  these  sugges- 
tions hare  ;  they  come  from  a  gentleman 
who  has  some  experience  in  the  business, 
and  therefore  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  sub- 
mit them  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  for 
bis  consideration. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  dimensions  stated  in 
the  letter  have  been  discussed  at  the  meet- 
ings at  which  the  dimensions  as  printed  in 
the  resolution  were  adopted.  The  dimen- 
sions as  printed  in  the  resolution  are  of  the 
nature  of  a  compromise,  and  they  have  been 
adopted  as  being  on  the  whole  the  most 
feasible  and  most  practicable.  One  strong 
reason  for  the  adoption  of  these  dimensions 
Is  that  the  size  is  very  easily  made  ana 
easily  described  ;  the  box-makers  as  well 
as  the  packers  have  an  objection  to  the  di- 
mensions of  a  box  which  involves  the  small 
fraction  of  an  inch.  It  is  true  that  the  di- 
mensions in  the  resolution  are  less  than  the 
cubic  contents  of  a  bushel  by,  I  think,  12 
cubic  inches. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Eighteen  inches 
according  to  this. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  Perhaps  so,  but  \  have  un- 
derstood from  those  who  have  considered 
the  matter  thoroughly  that  this  was  such  a 
slight  difference  that  they  did  not  think  It 
worth  while  to  consider  it.  I  appreciate 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  and  I 
can  only  say  that  the  question  raised  in 
that  letter  has  been  thoroughly  discussed. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  resolution  states  that 
the  package  shall  be  a  good  and  strong  box 
of  seasoned  wood.  Would  it  not  be  possible 
to  allow  the  box  being  made  of  other 
material  than  wood  ?  Lumber  is  now  very 
scarce  in  some  parts  of  Canada,  and  they 
are  substituting  light  sheet  steel  for  it  in 
the  manufacture  of  many  articles.  Many 
years  ago  flour  was  altogether  put  up  in 
barrels,  but  the  minister  is  well  aware  that 
linen  sacks  have  been  substituted  to  some 
extent,  and  very  often  flour  is  sold  in  paper 
bags.  I  think  it  would  be  important  if  the 
minister  provided  that  the  box  should  be  of 
seasoned  wood  or  of  some  other  suitable 
material. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  think  myself  that  the 
substitution  of  any  other  material  in  this 
country  to-day  would  be  so  much  more  ex- 
pensive than  wood  that  there  is  no  danger 
of  any  one  wanting  to  put  up  apples  In  a 
package  not  made  of  that  material.  We 
have  had  a  few  papier  machfi  barrels  made, 
but  they  have  never  been  practically  used. 
If  in  the  future  any  such  necessity  arose, 
we  might  amend  the  clause  Just  as  under 
similar  circumstances  it  would  be  necessary 
to  amend  the  section  with  regard  to  barrels. 
But  for  a  long  time  to  come  there  is  no 
likelihood  that  any  material  but  wood  will 
be  used. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Fisher)  agreed  to. 
Resolution,  as  amended,  reported,  read 
the  second  time  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FISHER  moved  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce Bill  (No.  121)  to  amend  chapter  26, 
1901,  respecting  the  packing  and  sale  of 
certain  staple  commodities. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first 
time. 

SUPPLY— THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Hon.  GEORGE  E.  FOSTER.  I  do  not 
see  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  bis  seat,  but 
I  would  ask  the  First  Minister  whether  the 
Finance  Minister  has  come  to  any  conclu- 
sion as  to  when  he  will  deliver  the  budget 
speech. 

8ir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  cannot  give 
the  information  now,  but  if  my  hon.  friend 
will  renew  the  question,  say  on  Thursday, 
I  think  I  will  be  able  to  tell  him. 

BANKING    ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  to  In- 
quire also  whether  the  government  have 


under  consideration  the  desirability  of  mak- 
ing an  amendment  to  the  Banking  Act, 
so  that  there  shall  be  some  inspection 
on  behalf  of  the  government  of  the 
banks  of  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  there  has  been  a 
recent  bank  failure  in  Nova  Scotia  which 
has  attracted  some  attention  in  financial 
circles,  and  that  failure  has  renewed  dis- 
cussion with  regard  to  this  matter  which 
was  somewhat  to  the  fore  two  or  three 
years  ago.  I  have  had  an  inquiry  from 
one  source  ae  to  whether  it  was  prob- 
able that  the  government,  in  view  of  this 
failure,  would  take  up  the  matter  again, 
announce  some  policy  upon  it  and  perhaps 
amend  the  Banking  Act  accordingly:  I 
know  of  course  the  objections  that  have 
been  raised  to  this  proposal  before ;  I  think 
the  principal  objection  urged  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  was  that  there  might  be  a 
certain  moral  obligation  on  the  government 
if  they  carry  on  an  inspection  of  banks- 
no  more>  than  a  moral  obligation  but  one 
which  might  give  any  government  trouble 
—an  obligation  to  compensate  persons 
who  had  invested  money  in  a  bank  which 
had  then  failed  and  who  might  think  it 
would  be  only  fair-play  on  the  part  of  the 
country  to  make  good  any  loss  thus  sus- 
tained. I  am  not  rising  for  the  purpose  of 
advocating  any  particular  form  of  Inspec- 
tion, but  of  ascertaining  whether  the  gov- 
ernment has  this  matter  under  considera- 
tion and  as  possibly  it  may  not  be  conve- 
nient for  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  to  give  an  answer  in  the 
absence  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Hon. 
Mr.  Fielding)  I  would  be  very  glad  If  the 
next  time  we  go  into  supply  that  answer 
would  be  given  If  the  Prime  Minister  can- 
not now  give  it. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  could  not 
give  an  answer  to  the  query  which  my  hon. 
friend  makes  but  I  shall  consult  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  on  it.  My  hon.  friend  has 
anticipated  I  think  the  views  which  would 
be  expressed.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  knows  that  this 
subject  has  been  discussed  more  than  once; 
It  has  been  discussed  every  time  we  have 
had  the  Banking  Act  under  revision,  and 
the  feeling  has  invariably  been  that  there 
was  not  much  to  be  done  beyond  what  we 
are  now  doing.  On  the  whole  I  think  the 
Banking  Act  which  we  have  is  about  as 
perfect  as  we  can  make  it  It  may  be  that 
there  are  modifications  which  might  be 
made,  but  so  far  as  I  know  the  Minister  of 
Finance  has  not  considered  the  matter  on 
the  lines  suggested,  but  I  shall  advise  with 
him  about  it. 

Motion  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  agreed  to, 
and  House  went  Into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries — contln-. 
gencies,  notwithstanding  any  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Act,  120,000. 
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Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINB  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  The  last 
time  we  were  in  committee  this  item,  in 
which  there  is  an  increase  of  $3,500  was 
allowed  to  stand.  It  is  explained  in  the 
following  manner : 

For  civil  government  contingencies  in 
3904-5  the  following  amounts  were  spent : 
Clerical  and  other  assist- 
ance including  the  pay- 
ment of  $2.25  per  day 
to  M.  Lamouche,  and 
$650  to  W.  L.  Char- 
bonneau,  messenger, 
and  $550  to  Henry 
O'Brien,  messenger, 
notwithstanding  any- 
thing in  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Act  $  3,000  00 

Printing  and  stationery.  7,000  00 
Sundries   6,500  00 

Total  $16,500  00 

The  first  of  these  items  remains  the  same 
for  1905-C.  There  Is  an  increase  in  the  ap- 
propriation for  printing  and  stationery  of 
$3,000  making  the  vote  $10,000  and  in  the 
item  for  sundries  of  $500  making  the  vote 
for  this  year  $20,000  an  increase  of  $3,500. 
The  vote  for  1903-4  was  $14,500  and  the 
•expenditure  was  as  follows  : 

Clerical  assistance  $  1,323  50 

Printing  and  stationery.  8,029  22 
Sundries   4,239  93 


Overdraft  from  1902-3. 


Less  refunds. . 


$13,592  65 
991  53 

$14,584  18 
18  22 


$14,565  96 

The  amounts  charged  for  clerical  assist- 
ance are  made  up  as  follows  : 
M.  Lamouche,  1  year's 

salary  $823  50 

L.     Charbonneau,  1 

year's  salary   500  00 

 $1,323  50 

Mrs.  Lamouche's  salary  Is  at  the  rate  of 
$2.25  a  day. 

The  department  has  been  carrying  an 
overdraft  from  year  to  year  since  1900- 
1901.  Carrying  the  overdraft  in  this  way 
has  crippled  the  department  and  in  order 
to  avoid  this  in  the  future  we  are  asking 
for  the  amount  whku  is  now  mentioned. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  an  Increase  in 
these  contingencies  of  $3,500. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  That  is 
"what  I  have  been  trying  to  explain.  I  will 
give  a  statement  showing  how  this 
matter  has  been  standing  since  1901. 
Since  that  year  there  has  always  been 
an  amount  standing  over  to  be  charged 
to  the  following  year.  In  1901,  there 
was  an  overdraft  of  $205.34.  In  1902-3, 
for  part  of  which  I  was  responsible,  there 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


was  an  overdraft  of  $1,074.47.  In  1903-4, 
the  overdraft  amounted  to  $991.53.  In  1904- 
5.  to  the  31st  of  January,  1905,  there  was  an 
overdraft  of  $7,032.06.  The  amount  spent  In 
1901-2,  was  $10,137.57,  and  only  $10,000 
voted.  In  1902-3  the  amount  expended  was 
$12,391.53.  In  1903-4  it  was  $21,616.24,  and 
in  1904-5  to  the  31st  January,  1905,  it  was 
$16,656.23,  and  only  $14,000  voted.  Next 
year  we  shall  require  $20,000  to  carry  on 
the  work  of .  the  department.  I  might 
'mention  that  the  work  has  trebled  since 
1886.  For  instance,  in  1886,  12,800 
letters  were  reoeived,  In  1891,  15,300,  and 
iu  1904,  32,184.  I  could  enumerate  the 
different  branches  to  show  what  have  been 
the  increases  since  1886,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  Is  necessary  to  do  so  at  present.  Accord- 
ing as  each  branch  comes  up,  I  can  show 
uow  much  the  work  has  increased.  So  that 
really  the  amount  of  $3,500  is  not  excessive 
in  view  of  these  facts.  It  Is  necessary  in 
order  to  put  the  books  in  such  a  condition 
that  there  will  be  no  more  overdrafts. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  a  good  policy  not  to 
have  overdrafts  though  it  may  not  be  the 
best  argument  for  an  increase  of  the  vote. 
However,  as  the  hon.  minister  promises  bet- 
ter things  for  the  future  and  to  keep  within 
his  appropriation,  I  am  not  disposed  to  be 
very  stringent  in  my  remarks,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  his  officers  should  be  a  little 
more  careful  about  the  contingencies  of  his 
department.  There  is  always  a  tendency, 
especially  when  a  minister  is  good  hearted, 
to  stretch  a  point  as  regards  contingencies. 
For  instance  the  hon.  gentleman  might  tell 
me  why  three  copies  of  '  Canadian  Annual 
Review'  should  be  required  for  the  work  of 
liis  department.  I  have  not  a  sufficient  fer- 
tile imagination  to  imagine  what  parti- 
cularly useful  service  these  works  could  be 
in  the  running  of  lighthouses  and  shipping 
buoys.  Then  I  find  that  he  has  purchased 
several  copies  of  '  Canadian  politics.'  What 
help  will  the  officers  of  the  department  find 
in  this  work  ?  Not  satisfied  with  that,  he 
has  purchased  a  whole  set  of  the  Encyclo- 
paedia Britannica.  That  is  no  doubt  a  tine 
standard  work  and  a  very  good  thing  for  a 
general  library  ;  but  one  would  think  that 
what  would  be  required  in  the  hoc.  gentle- 
man's department  would  be  special  works 
on  special  subjects.  No  doubt,  it  was  as 
an  admirer  of  old  English  Liberalism,  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  bought  a  life  or  two  of 
Gladstone.  He  has  also  acquired  'the  Speak- 
er's decisions  of  the  House  of  Commons.' 
Perhaps  these  may  be  necessary  in  the  work 
of  his  department,  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  they  can  possibly  be  of  any  use 
there.  Then,  I  find  that  the  minister  is 
lather  costly  in  his  travelling  expenses.  He 
nnd  his  secretary  have  spent  a  round  thou- 
sand or  a  little  more  on  those  expenses. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.    Speciai  cars  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Expenses,  and  cab-hire  at 
Ottawa.  My  hon.  friend  has  run  up  $150  on 
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cab-hires.  But  I  should  think  that  be  is  of 
that  peculiar  build  which  would  benefit  by 
walking  exercise.  Of  course,  subscriptions 
to  newspapers  are  absolutely  necessary.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  run  the  '  Lady  Lau- 
rier,  the  '  Neptune '  and  those  other  ves- 
sels unless  they  had  In  the  department  the 
'  Atbabaskaville  Union'  at  $6  and  the  'Char- 
lottetown  Patriot '  at  $4  and  the  '  Canada ' 
at  $4.50.  No  doubt  these  furnish  motive 
power.  With  the  subscription  to  '  The 
Sportnian's  Review,'  I  have  no  fault  to  find. 
Probably  the  minister  takes  that  iu  lieu  of 
exercise.  If  he  cannot  get  exercise  in  his 
department,  he  can  read  about  it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  travelling  ex- 
penses in  Ottawa  can  be  very  easily  ex- 
plained. I  have  to  go  to  Montreal  every 
Saturday  and  sometimes  twice  a  week, 
which  involves  my  taking  my  valise  and  my 
secretary  doing  the  same.  I  suppose  we 
are  not  bound  to  carry  them  ourselves  and 
we  drive  to  the  station.  But  I  must  say 
that  I  have  never  made  use  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa  of  a  cab  or  sleigh  at  the  expense 
of  the  government  just  for  the  pleasure  of 
having  a  drive.  Whenever  I  have  had  that 
(Measure  I  have  paid  for  it.  Whenever.  I 
have  had  friends  visiting  Ottawa  and  we 
have  driven  about,  I  have  always  paid  out 
of  my  own  pocket.  Whatever  I  have  paid  in 
cab-hire  in  Ottawa  has  been  spent  as  I  have 
described.  Representing  a  large  district  in 
the  city  of  Montreal,  and  having  a  marine 
agency  in  Montreal  and  many  large  corpo- 
rations to  meet,  I  am  obliged  to  travel  in 
the  way  I  have  stated.  But  I  do  not  think 
I  have  ever  been  extravagant  in  that  line. 
As  to  subscriptions  to  newspapers,  of 
course,  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Poster)  has 
been  a  minister,  and  he  knows  that  the 
officers  of  the  departments  must  keep  up 
with  public  events,  and,  to  be  able  to  do 
this,  they  must  have  the  papers  to  consult. 
And  you  must  have  them  iu  the  depart- 
ment, where  they  will  be  at  hand,  for  you 
cannot  send  for  them  to  the  reading  room 
or  the  library.  I  do  not  think  that  account 
has  increased  in  any  extraordinary  way.  As 
regards  the  purchasing  of  books,  I  have 
not  been  very  long  in  charge  of  the  depart- 
ment, and  when  I  became  minister  there 
was  not  even  a  copy  of  the  statutes  there. 
I  found  empty  book-cases. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Who  was  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's predecessor  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Foster)  was  himself  minister  of 
that  department  and  knows  the  course  of 
things  perfectly  well.  I  understand,  from 
information  given  me  by  the  deputy,  that  it 
has  been  the  custom,  when  a  minister 
changes  from  one  department  to  another, 
that  he  takes  whatever  books  he  thinks 
proper  to  his  new  department.  After  there 
have  been  four  or  five  changes  of  ministers, 
it  will  readily  be  understood,  there  are  no 
more  books  and  the  latest  comer  must  buy 


what  are  needed.  I  invite  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Foster)  to  visit  my  room  in  the 
department.  I  will  receive  him  as  politely 
as  I  can,  and  will  show  him  that  there  is  yet 
a  great  deal  of  room  in  that  book-case. 
But,  little  by  little,  1  am  securing  for  the 
use  of  the  department  the  books  that  I  think 
necessary.  Some  of  them  will  be  more  or 
less  necessary.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
understands  that  point  perfectly  well — he 
has  been  long  enough  In  the  business  to 
understand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  raises  a  very  inter- 
esting question.  In  view  of  the  minister's 
explanation,  I  think  we  have  every  reason 
to  be  glad  that  the  book-cases  were  left ; 
I  almost  wonder  that  they  bad  not  disap- 
peared as  well  as  the  books.  Has  it  become 
the  fashion  that  an  incoming  minister  finds 
only  empty  book-cases  because  the  books 
have  all  been  taken  ?  For  instance,  when 
.".  minister  changes  from  one  department  to 
another,  does  he  take  all  the  special  books 
that  be  used  in  the  administering  of  the  de- 
partment he  is  leaving.  Really  this  is  a 
significant  statement  that  the  minister  has 
made.  But  I  shall  not  go  into  it  now.  I 
imagine  it  extends  much  beyond  this  depart- 
ment. Where  all  the  pins  and  needles  go 
has  long  been  an  unanswered  conundrum. 
And  where  the  furniture  and  furnishings 
and  books,  for  which  immense  sums  of 
money  are  paid  by  all  these  departments 
from  Government  House  to  the  Speaker's 
chamber — where  they  go  at  each  migration 
is  a  thing  that  no  one  has  yet  been  able  to 
find  out.  But  go  they  do — there  is  not  the 
least  shadow  of  a  doubt  about  that  ?  But 
the  minister  has  not  told  me  what  he  wanted 
with  $40  worth  of  'The  Siege  of  Quebec' 
Was  that  for  a  private  library  ?  Have  we 
come  to  the  point  where  a  minister  has  a 
right  to  use  the  tax-payers'  money  in  buy- 
ing books  that  are  not  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  his  department  ?  If  the 
minister  wants  to  stock  a  private  library, 
that  is  bis  own  business.  He  is  paid  a 
salary,  and  can  use  his  own  money  for  his 
own  purposes.  But  he  has  no  right  to  use 
the  tax-payers'  money  to  make  a  private 
library,  and  then  run  off  with  It  when  he 
leaves  the  department.  I  do  not  think  that 
ought  to  be  condoned  as  a  practice,  I  care 
not  which  government  may  practice  it.  I 
can  sympathize  with  the  late  Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Hon.  Mr.  Sifton)  if  he  has  to  carry 
around  all  the  books  that  belonged  to  the 
library  of  the  department  he  has  just  left. 
If  he  has  taken  them  away,  I  am  going  to 
inquire  about  It.  And  when  the  next  man 
comes  In.  if  the  government  ever  makes  up 
its  mind  to  put  in  another  man.  if  that  other 
man  brings  in  a  vote  to  furnish  the  empty 
bookshelves.  I  think  it  will  be  criticised  in 
this  House.  I  doubt  very  much  If  that  is  the 
mle,  and  I  rioubt  if  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  has  emptied  the  bookshelves  of  his 
former  office  of  the  books  that  he  used  in 
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carrying  on  the  work  of  his  department. 
I  hope  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  FisLeries 
(Mr.  Prfefontalne)  will  renounce  the  heresy 
he  has  formulated  

Mr.  SIFTON.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Foster)  be  kind  enough  to  particularize 
iu  the  statement  he  made  in  reference  to 
myself  ?  I  am  not  sure  that  I  understood 
him. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  came  to  this  :  that  1 
pitied  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  if  he 
undertook  to  carry  off  with  him  all  the 
books  of  reference  that  were  in  his  depart- 
ment while  he  was  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
That  was  the  first  point.  The  second  was 
that  I  did  not  believe  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  done  so.  The  third  was  that  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  taken  away  these  books  and 
an  item  appeared  in  the  estimates  to  re- 
furnish the  bookshelves  I  thought  it  would 
receive  criticism  in  this  committee.  Well, 
it  is  not  the  universal  practice.  Even  if  it 
obtains  in  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  I  take  it  that  It  does  not  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Foster)  was  there.  I  suppose  it 
was  his  practice. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Foster)  was  there.  He  took  no  books 
out  of  the  Marine  Department.  And  the 
hon.  gentleman,  I  may  say,  should  not  have 
to  replenish  empty  shelves  when  he  went 
there.  That  was  not  one  of  the  traditions 
of  that  department  at  that  time. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  understand  that 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  a 
considerable  amount  charged  to  travelling 
expenses.  I  understand  also  that  he  made 
a  trip  to  Cape  Tormentlne  a  year  or  two 
ago  and  has  viewed  the  situation  there.  I 
would  like  to  know,  for  the  benefit  of  my 
constituents,  what  his  idea  is  as  to  the 
situation  at  Cape  Tormentlne.  To-day  we 
have  between  two  thousand  and  three  thous- 
and bags  of  mail  matter  lying  at  Sackville 
ready  to  be  taken  to  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  no  means  of  taking  it  across  the  Straits 
of  Northumberland.  I  understand  that  the 
minister  has  viewed  the  situation  and  Is 
satisfied  that  a  ferry  can  be  made  there 
suitable  for  carrying  mails  and  passengers. 
I  think  that,  as  the  minister  has  taken  the 
money  out  of  the  public  treasury  to  spend 
for  a  visit  to  the  Capes  Ferry,  I  have  a  right 
to  ask  him  why  it  is  that  he  has  not  furnish- 
ed the  needed  means  to  carry  malls  and 
passengers  ;  for  in  doing  this,  he  would  con- 
fer a  great  boon  upon  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island.  I  wish  to  remind  the  min- 
ister that  the  terms  of  confederation  with 
Prince  Edward  Island  distinctly  declares 
that  the  Dominion  shall  provide  continuous 
steam  communication  winter  and  summer 
for  malls  and  passengers. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  When  the  Item 
for  ferries  In  Prince  Edward  Island  comes 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


before  the  committee  for  consideration,  I 
will  be  prepared  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
all  the  information  I  possess.  As  it  is  now 
six  o'clock,  I  may  inform  the  committee 
that  after  recess  I  propose  to  take  up  the 
item  concerning  the  ship  canal,  a  very  large 
Item  of  $588,000. 

At  sis  o'clock,  committee  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Harbours  and  rivers,  Quebec— River  St.  Law- 
rence channel  ((Marine  Department),  $688,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
minister  will  give  a  statement  as  to  the 
present  condition  of  this  channel  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  This  Item  of  $588,- 
000  Is  the  same  amount  as  was  voted  last 
year  to  continue  the  work  of  Improving  the 
ship  channel  between  Montreal  and  Quebec 
In  1899  a  general  plan  was  made  of  the  im- 
provements which  were  contemplated  in  the 
channel  between  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
which  plan  was  laid  before  the  House.  This 
work  has  been  going  on  according  to  this 
plan  during  a  number  of  years  preceding 
my  tenure  of  office.  By  Order  In  Council 
of  March  11th,  1904,  on  a  report  from  the 
right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, with  a  view  to  systematizing  and  facili- 
tating the  work,  the  hydrographic  surveys, 
the  management  and  control  of  the  river  St 
Lawrence  ship  channel,  together  with  the 
dredging  and  ship  building  pUant,  w)ere 
transferred  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  to 
the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
so  as  to  place  the  supervision  of  the  im- 
provements to  navigation  on  the  St  Law- 
rence route  under  the  department  directly 
responsible  for  the  pilotage  and  aids  to 
navigation.  This  vote  of  $588,000  Is  to  make 
provision  for  the  following  In  accordance 
with  the  subjoined  detailed  estimate  trans- 
mitted by  the  superintending  engineer  of  the 
St  Lawrence  ship  channel : 

1.  Working  expenses  of  a  dredging  fleet  of  six 
elevator  dredges  and  one  hydraulic  or  suction 
dredge,  with  their  necessary  plants,  which  it 
Is  proposed  to  keep  at  work  at  various  points 
on  the  St.  Lawrence  below  Montreal,  deepening 
and  otherwise  improving  the  channel,  including 
the  sweeping  and  general  supervision. 

2.  Maintenance  of  Sorel  shipyard  establish- 
ment, inclusive  of  supplies,  charges  of  manage- 
ment, office  expenses,  stores,  buildings,  shops 
and  machinery. 

3.  Towards  construction  of  additional  dredging 
plant  at  Sorel,  Improvement  of  shipyard  facili- 
ties, including  wharf  and  dock  accommodation. 

4.  For  the  completion  of  the  construction  of 
a  powerful  ice-breaking  and  sweeping  tug. 

Detailed  estimate  of  requirements  for  1906-6  : 

1.  Dredging  operations — 

Working  expenses  of  six  elevator  dredges, 
operating  day  and  night,  with  their  accessory 
plants  of  tugs,  scows,  &c,  Including  fuel,  wages, 
board,  stores,  repairs  and  office  expenses  as 
well  as  the  supervision  and  sweeping  of  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2449 


MAECH 


2450 


ship  channel,  {or  a  season  of  about  eight 
months. 

Six  elevator  dredges  at  $40,000  each..  ..$240,000 
.Working    expenses    of    one  hydraulic 
dredge,  operating  day  and  night,  Includ- 
ing plant  and  superintendence  for  a 

season  of  about  six  months   60,000 

Working  expenses  of  two  stone  lifters  10,000 

310,000 

2.  Shipyard  supplies,  buildings  and  new 
plant — 

Coal  for  shipyard,  2,200  tons  at  $4.S0}9,900 

Smith  coal,  800  tons  at  $6   4,804 

New    sawmill    and  woodworking 

shop,    including   machinery  tor 

sawmill  21,000 

Tools  for  new  woodworking  shop  4,000 
Tools  tor  new  machine  shop..  ..  15,000 
Sterilizing    chamber    and  other 

buildings   6,000 

Slip- way  in  yard  10,000 

Furnishing  wharf  No.  4   6,000 

Purchase  of  land  on  which  shipyard 

now  stands   25,000 

Installing  galvanizing  apparatus  5,000 
New  plant  and  machinery   7,300 

3.  New  dredging  plant  and  improve- 
ments to  fleet  of  ship  channel — 

Two  new  dump  scows  of  200  cubic 
yards  capacity  each  $30,000 

Tug  to  replace  St.  Francis..   ..  17,000 

Equipment    of    floating  machine 
shops   3,000 

Flat  scow   6,000 

To  finish  new  set  of  buckets  tor 

dredge  '  Lafontaine  '  10,000 

 $178,000 

4.  Ice-breaking  and  sweeping  tug  for 
above  and  below  Quebec — 

For  the  completion  of  the  construction 
of  a  new  powerful  ice-breaking  and 
sweeping  tug  designed  for  prolonging 
navigation,  sweeping  above  and  below 
Quebec,  aiding  belated  vessels  from 
Montreal  to  Quebec  and  general  towing 
of  dredging  plant,  especially  for  Cap 
a  la  Roche   100,000 

Total  estimate  of  requirements  for  fiscal 

year  1905-6    688,000 

This  is  a  resume  of  the  whole  amount 
which  we  are  asking  the  House  to  appro- 
priate for  the  next  season.  I  must  state 
at  once  that  the  amount  is  not  included  in 
the  main  estimates  for  erecting  certain 
piers  on  Lake  St.  Peter  In  order  to  aid  navi- 
gation during  the  latter  part  of  the  season. 
It  is  an  impossibility  to  maintain  the  ordin- 
ary floating  lights  on  Lake  St  Peter  after 
the  ice  begins  to  form,  so  that  in  order  to 
make  this  part  of  the  channel  perfectly 
safe  it  has  been  decided  to  erect  a  series  of 
piers.  Four  or  five  of  them  will  be  con- 
structed In  due  time  as  far  as  our  appro- 
priation goes,  so  as  to  make  this  part  of  the 
channel  perfectly  safe  even  after  the  ice 
is  formed  and  after  the  floating  buoys  are 
taken  away.  We  think  that  by  erecting 
these  piers  and  having  fixed  lights  we  can 
maintain  navigation  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
later  than  the  25th  November,  the  time  at 
which  the  Insurance  risks  expire.  This 
work  is  not  new.    It  is  following  out  the 


plan  of  improvement  which  was  adopted  at 
the  demand  of  the  Shipping  Federation,  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal  and  the  Boards 
of  Trade  at  Quebec  and  elsewhere,  in  order 
to  make  the  bed  of  the  St  Lawrence  as 
safe  and  as  advantageous  as  it  is  possible 
to  make  it.  This  plan  is  not  mine  at  all.  It 
is  a  plan  which  was  laid  before  the  House 
in  1899  by  a  former  Minister  of  Public 
Works  who  had  studied  the  question  special- 
ly, and  who  had  this  plan  sanctioned  by  the 
House  as  far  back  as  the  year  I  have  men- 
tioned. The  work  is  under  the  same  en- 
gineer. 

Mr.  MONK.  Last  year,  in  this  vote  of 
$588,000  was  included  $60,000  on  account  of 
the  construction  of  a  new,  powerful  Ice 
breaking  and  sweeping  tug  designed  for 
prolonging  navigation.  What  success  has 
been  obtained  by  the  expenditure  of  this 
money,  and  what  has  been  the  record  of  the 
ss.  '  Montcalm '  as  an  ice  breaker  In  the 
vicinity  of  Quebec? 

Mr.  PEBFONTAINE.  The  $60,000  voted 
last  year  has  not  been  expended,  but  we 
intend  to  do  so  before  the  first  day  of  July, 
in  order  to  commence  the  construction  of 
the  Ice-breaker  and  sweeping  tug.  This 
tug  is  intended  to  aid  vessels  at  the  latter 
end  of  the  season  to  get  tfs  far  as  Lake  St 
Peter  or  perhaps  as  far  as  Quebec  where 
they  will  be  taken  In  charge  by  the  '  Mont- 
calm.' The  ice  breaking  tug  will  complete 
the  system  for  keeping  navigation  open  as 
late  as  possible  between  Montreal  and  Que- 
bec. During  the  summer  she  will  be  In 
the  service  of  the  department  Applications 
are  frequently  made  to  assist  vessels  leav- 
ing Montreal  late  In  the  fall;  tugs  not  pro- 
perly strengthened  have  to  be  used  and  they 
are  in  danger  of  being  damaged  or  lost 
The  shipping  federation  of  Canada  and  the 
pilots  have  urged  the  necessity  of  sweeping 
the  Gape  ft  la  Roche  channel  and  other 
parts  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence  Immediately 
after  the  ice  leaves  In  the  spring,  and  there 
are  more  urgent  demands  every  year  for 
sweeping  the  channel  below  Quebec.  I  may 
mention  that  a  reef  was  discovered  last  tall 
opposite  Murray  bay,  where  a  depth  of 
20  feet  was  found  and  where  the  chart  show- 
ed 75  feet  of  water.  It  was  the  intention 
to  build  this  tug  at  Sorel,  but  in  view  of 
the  special  features  of  construction  and  the 
absolute  necessity  of  having  the  steamer 
in  Canada  next  autumn  It  has  been  con- 
sidered advisable  to  give  the  contract  to  one 
of  the  two  British  firms  which  has  most 
experience  in  such  work.  As  to  the  work 
of  the  ice  breaker  '  Montcalm '  at  Cap 
Rouge  this  winter,  It  has  been  a  complete 
success  In  this  way:  that  although  the  win- 
ter has  been  among  the  severest  known  for 
the  last  fifty  years,  the  '  Montcalm '  has 
bf  en  able  to  break  the  Ice  as  far  up  as  It  Is 
necessary  In  order,  to  have  a  channel  open 
early    in    the   spring.     Some    days  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2451 


COMMONS 


ice  was  twenty  feet  thick,  but  she  worked 
her  way  through  it  so  that  as  soon  as  the 
weather  becomes  warmer  and  no  new  ice  Is 
forming,  she  will,  we  hope,  be,  able  to  open 
the  channel  higher  up  than  Cap  Rouge  and 
wake  her  way  as  far  as  Three  Rivers  or  at 
least  to  Portneuf.  There  is  no  doubt  she  can 
get  through  the  ice  and  do  what  she  was 
built  for.  The  '  Montcalm '  unfortunately 
lost  six  blades  of  her  propellers,  and  as  we 
had  only  a  small  number  of  blades  to  spare 
we  cabled  for  a  further  supply  which  have 
now  arrived  and  the  '  Montcalm  '  will  be 
ready  again  shortly.  We  are  perfectly 
satisfied  with  what  that  steamer  has  ac- 
complished. The  ss.  '  Champlain '  has  at- 
tempted with  more  or  less  success.  I 
should  say  with  fair  success,  the  winter 
navigation  between  Murray  bay  and  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  at  St.  Denis.  She  was 
delayed  for  a  few  days  on  account  of  the  ice 
being  piled  up  on  the  south  shore.  The 
'  Champlain '  Is  smaller  and  not  so  strong 
as  the  '  Montcalm,'  but  she  has  done  very 
good  work  and  we  are  quite  satisfied  that 
the  experiment  has  been  successful. 

Mr.  MONK.  This  Is  such  a  very  Inter- 
esting matter  that  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
department  a  detailed  report  from  those  in 
charge  of  the  '  Mbntcalm  '  and  '  Champlain,' 
showing  exactly  the  work  of  these  steamers 
from  day  to  day  during  the  winter  ? 

The  steamer  is  a  costly  one,  it  costs  us 
$150  a  day,  1  understand,  and  it  would  be 
interesting  to  know  exactly  what  work  she 
is  doing. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  latest  report 
I  have  about  the  work  of  the  '  Montcalm ' 
is  dated  January  11,  1905.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection at  all  to  giving  it  to  the  House  as 
I  have  received  it  from  Captain  Koenig,  who 
is  an  experienced  seaman  who  has  been 
employed  by  the  department  for  many  years. 
He  was  formerly  employed  on  the  '  Druid.' 
This  report  is  as  follows  : 

Col.  F.  Gourdeau, 

Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
Ottawa. 

Sir, — According  to  Instructions'  received  from 
you,  that  I  nave  to  make  a  statement  from  the 
time  the  Dominion  government  steamer  '  Mont- 
calm,' has  started  ice-breaking  until  to-day, 
I  beg  to  report  that  I  arrived  from  Scotland  on 
the  3rd  of  December  last,  and  from  that  date 
until  the  22nd  of  the  same  month,  I  had  to  do 
some  alterations,  in  the  piping  arrangements  to 
prepare  the  ship  for  winter  work. 

December  22nd. — Left  Quebec  at  9  a.m.,  and 
proceeded  up  towards  Cap  Rouge  up  the  river  ; 
met  some  accumulated  ice  of  about  three  feet 
thick.  Ice  running  down  the  river  freely. 
Heavy  snowstorm  with  a  strong  breeze  from 
the  north  east.    Returned  to  Quebec. 

From  this  date  until  29th  the  ice  running 
freely  in  the  river.  Men  working  at  the  piping 
arrangement. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


December  29th. — Weather  cold,  ice  making: 
fast,  but  running  freely  in  the  river.  Prepare- 
the  ship  to  go  out  In  the  morning. 

December  30th. — Received  telephone  message- 
from  Cap  Rouge  that  the  river  was  clear  of  ice. 
It  Is  also  clear  of  ice  abreast  of  the  city. 

December  31st. — Snowing,  calm  ;  left  wharf 
at  6.20  a.m.;  proceeded  up  aa  far  as  Confedera- 
tion Point  ;  found  some  ice  between  the  bridge, 
steamed  through  to  break  it  and  also  broke- 
away  some  batture  ice,  to  make  the  channel 
wider  and  returned  to  Quebec  at  one  p.m.,  hav- 
ing also  broken  some  batture  Ice  off  Beauport. 

January  1st,  1905. — Received  a  telephone  mes- 
sage from  Cap  Rouge  that  there  was  little  ice  on 
the  river  and  it  was  running  freely  ;  no  neces- 
sity to  go  out  to-day. 

January  2nd. — The  same  weather  and  condi- 
tion of  ice  as  yesterday. 

January  3rd. — Received  a  telephone  message 
from  Cap  Rouge  that  there  was  very  little  ice- 
in  the  river,  and  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  out. 

January  4th. — Snowing,  easterly  wind.  Re- 
ceived a  telephone  message  from  Cap  Rouge  that 
there  was  no  ice  on  the  river,  and  no  danger  of 
ice  taking. 

January  5th. — At  8  a.m.  left  Pointe-a-Carcy 
wharf  and  proceeded  up  the  river  ;  at  8.40  a.m. 
I  met  some  heavy  packed  ice  between  Sillery 
Point  and  extended  as  far  as  I  could  see.  Work- 
ed In  the  Ice  until  dark,  4.30  p.m.,  when  the 
ice  started  to  run  down  the  river  with  the  tide. 

January  6th. — Left  Polate-a-Carcy  wharf  at  S- 
a.m.  ;  weather  cold  and  very  thick  vapour  ris- 
ing from  the  water,  met  some  heavy  packed 
ice.  I  steamed  through  it  to  break  it.  At  noon 
the  ice  running  freely,  I  returned  to  the  wharf. 

January  7th. — Strong  easterly  wind,  with 
blinding  snowstorm.  Having  received  a  tele- 
phone message  from  Cap  Rouge  that  the  ice 
was  not  making,  I  did  not  proceed  up  the  river. 
I  steamed  through  the  ice  in  the  harbour  to* 
break  it.   I  returned  to  the  wharf  at  5.30  p.m. 

January  8th.— Heavy  loose  ice  in  the  harbour 
running  freely. 

January  9th. — Nine  a.m.  proceeded  up  as  far 
as  the  bridge.  I  found  the  ice  stationary. 
Worked  In  It  until  4  p.m.,  but  did  not  succeed 
to  break  the  Jam,  the  ice  being  packed  from 
ten  to  thirty  feet  thick.  Could  not  work  any 
longer  on  account  of  the  flood  tide  making. 

January  10th. — Left  Quebec  at  9  a.m.,  being 
high  water,  I  found  the  Ice  still  stationary  in 
the  narrowest  part  of  the  river  between  the 
piers  of  the  new  bridge  ;  worked  In  It  all  the 
ebb  tide,  seven  hours,  succeeded  to  break  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  in  the  key  of  the  Jam.  Im- 
possible to  work  any  longer  on  account  of  flood 
tide  making.    I  returned  to  Quebec. 

January  11th. — Left  Pointe-a-Carcy  wharf  at 
high  water,  11  a.m.;  found  the  ice  in  the  nar- 
rowest part  of  the  river  still  stationary.  I 
worked  at  it  until  5  p.m.,  the  beginning  of  the 
flood  tide,  and  in  seven  hours  I  only  broke  a 
distance  of  one-third  of  a  mile.  This  ice  being 
packed  to  an  unknown  depth.  I  have  seen 
pieces  breaking  away  of  twenty  and  thirty  feet 
thick. 

All  this  Jammed  and  packed  ice  is  due  to  the 
strong  current  running  down  in  this  narrow 
part  of  the  river,  which  extends  from  below 
the  piers  of  the  new  bridge  to  some  distance 
above  Cap  Rouge,  from  tour  to  five  miles. 

It  appears  by  the  work  done  to  try  to  force 
the  '  Montcalm  '  In  It,  that  the  Ice  Is  so  tightly 
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jammed  and  packed  together,  that  no  Ice- 
breaker can  break  it  away. 

1  am,  sir. 
Your  obedient  servant, 
(Signed)  OHAS.  KOENIG, 
Master. 

Dominion  government  steamer  '  Montcalm,' 
Quebec,  January  11,  1906. 

I  may  say  that  the  key  of  the  jam  is  now 
broken  so  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  clearing  mat  part  of  the  jam. 

I  have  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  I  received 
on  January  28,  from  the  government  en- 
gineer at  Montreal  who  happened  to  be 
down  in  Quebec  and  who  took  a  trip  on  the 
'  Montcalm '  on  January  17,  after  the  date 
last  mentioned  in  the  report  of  Captain 
Koenlg.  That  letter  reads  as  follows  :— 

Montreal,  Jan.  20,  1905. 

'Honourable  R.  Prefontaine, 

Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 

Ottawa. 

Sir,— On  Tuesday,  January  17th,  1905,  I  visited 
the  steamer  "  Montcalm "  at  Quebec  at  6.80 
a.m.,  and  with  the  kind  permission  of  Captain 
Koenig,  under  your  instructions,  was  able  to 
see  the  working  of  the  ice-breaker  '  Mont- 
calm.' 

We  left  the  wharf  at  6.30  in  the  morning, 
going  up  to  Cap  Rouge  about  1  mile  above 
the  Quebec  bridge.  The  ice  was  very  thick, 
ranging  I  should  judge  between  16  and  20  feet 
tblck,  piled  up  very  strongly  and  forming  a 
very  strong  barrier.  The  way  in  which  the 
Captain  handled  his  ship  on  approaching  the 
ice  was  very  masterly  as  he  did  not  overstrain 
his  ship  in  charging  the  ice  too  directly. 

The  work  being  done  by  the  steamer  is  mar- 
vellous, considering  the  immense  thickness 
of  the  ice  and  the  enormous  power  to  contend 
against.  I  feel  confident  that  the  captain  is 
doing  all  in  his  power  to  break  the  ice,  and 
will  by  constant  work  this  winter,  if  nothing 
happens  to  his  ship  prevent  the  ice  jam  from 
forming  in  the  spring.  By  breaking  daily 
up  the  ice  which  has  formed  very  strongly 
since  the  tee  began  to  form  this  winter,  the 
ship  will  be  able  to  hold  her  own.  Work  can 
only  be  done  during  the  ebb  tide,  so  that  a 
small  portion  of  the  day  can  be  used.  If  I 
may  suggest  anything  I  would  recommend 
that  after  this  season,  that  another  steamer 
be  used  in  conjunction  with  the  '  Montcalm ' 
so  that  two  steamers  could  work  jointly  to- 
gether, one  either  side  of  the  channel,  which 
would  more  than  double  the  work. 

As  to  the  steamer  herself,  she  is  a  beauty, 
strength  and  power  combined.  Her  build  is 
very  strong  and  the  engines  and  boilers  are 
perfect,  the  reversing  gear  of  the  engine  is 
astonishing  and  a  marvel  of  rapidity  in  move- 
ment. The  pumping  power  should  be  increased 
and  the  feed  pines  rearranged.  All  of  which 
no  doubt  your  captain  has  told  you  of.  I  can 
only  add  that  this  experiment  of  endeavouring 
to  keep  the  River  St.  Lawrence  at  Cap  Rouge 
open,  is  the  keynote  of  the  situation,  and  if 
effective,  which  no  doubt  appears  to  be  certain, 
provided  the  vessel  meets  with  no  unforeseen 
mishaps  will  be  accomplished.  But  you  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  task  h>  a  difficult  one 
and  requires  constant  attention  and  goodwill 
to  make  it  a  success,  which  I  am  sure  your 
captain  has  In  view.  I  hope  that  you  will 
79 


allow  me  to  visit  her  again,  as  the  experience  I 
have  already  had  on  board  of  her  is  a  most 
instructive  lesson,  and  anything  I  know  about 
ice  formation  on  the  St.  Lawrence  river  will  be 
gladly  given  If  it  may  be  of  any  use  to  you. 

I  remain,  sir, 
Your  obedient  servant, 
(Signed)    PERCIVAL  W.  ST.  GEORGE. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Weller,  manager 
of  the  Babcock  &  Wilcox,  Limited  : 
Babcock  and  Wilcox,  Limited, 

Water  Tube  Steam  Boilers,  and 

Accessories. 
Montreal,  February,  9th,  1905. 
Hon.  Raymond  Prefontaine, 

Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
Ottawa. 

Dear  Sir, — As  the  writer  spent  Monday  and 
Tuesday  last  in  Quebec,  looking  over  your  new 
ice-breaker,  the  '  Montcalm,'  I  thought  you 
would  probably  like  to  have  a  few  lines  from 
me  in  regard  to  same, 

The  writer  spent  Tuesday  out  on  the  ice 
bridge  with  her,  and  she  did  splendid  work. 
She  handled  very  well  indeed,  and  had  no 
difficulties  in  breaking  down  the  ice,  although 
it  was  of  very  considerable  thickness.  She 
was  labouring  under  considerable  disadvantage, 
owing  to  the  loss  of  a  number  of  the  blades 
of  the  propellers,  which  reduced  her  power 
very  considerably,  and  she  also  suffered  from 
the  soft  ice  getting  in  the  injection  pipes 
of  the  condensers,  and  putting  them  out  of 
business  temporarily.  The  chief  engineer 
Intends  to  make  certain  changes,  which  will 
remedy  this. 

I  went  over  the  boilers  very  carefully,  and 
found  them  an  exceptionally  fine  installation, 
and  under  Mr.  Pettit's  care,  they  handled  the 
vessel  in  good  shape. 

I  must  also  compliment  you  on  the  general 
arrangement  of  the  ship,  and  her  substantial 
build,  practically  no  vibration  or  shock  being 
discernible  when  running  into  the  heavy  ice, 
and  I  think  that  she  should  prove  a  great 
success  in  opening  up  navigation  at  an  early 
date. 

I  was  glad  to  find  that  you  had  secured  the 
services  of  Mr.  Pettlt  as  chief  engineer,  as  he 
has  been  known  to  us  for  a  long  time  as  a  thor- 
oughly capable  officer,  and  we  hope  you  will  be 
able  to  retain  his  services  in  your  department, 
and  have  supervision  over  any  installation  of 
our  boilers  which  you  may  purchase,  as  be  is 
thoroughly  familiar  with  them,  and  will  be 
able  to  train  the  firemen  properly,  so  that 
you  can  obtain  the  most  economical  results. 

Trusting  that  when  you  have  any  further 
business  in  our  line  you  will  not  fall  to  give 
us  an  opportunity  to  figure  on  same,  I  am, 
Very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)     H.  W.  WELLER. 

1  have  nothing  to  add  to  this  certificate, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  within,  the  next 
two  or  three  days  when  the  blades  that 
have  been  broken  hare  been  replaced  and 
when  the  ship  will  have  made  her  trip  down 
to  Seven  Islands— because  the  boat  was 
also  intended  to  give  some  winter  service 
to  Seven  Islands  below  Quebec  and  her 
trip  down  there  will  take  Ave  or  six  days- 
she  will  again  be  at  work,_  and  I  hope  that 
all  that  was  expected  of  "her,  although  it 
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lias  been  a  most  extraordinary  winter,  will 
be  fully  realized.  Her  trip  down  there 
will  take  five  or  six  days,  and  I  hope  that 
despite  this  very  rigorous  winter  the  work 
done  by  her  will  be  fully  up  to  expectations. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  We  are  now  on  the  item 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  ship  channel,  and  I  find 
in  the  Auditor  General's  Report  that  all 
sorts  of  expenses  are  charged  against  this 
work.  For  instance  on  page  V — 28  I  find  : 
paid  Mr.  H.  €.  Beaulieu,  Sorel,  for  one 
No.  4  sewing  machine,  $50 ;  paid  F.  X. 
Bellefeuille  &  Frere,  Three  Rivers,  second- 
hand wool  picker,  $50.  Then  on  V— 31  I 
find  paid  Dr.  A.  F.  Fleury,  Sorel,  vaccinating 
190  men  at  fifty  cents.  Also  paid  Henry 
Hains,  Ottawa,  evidence  taken  at  inquiry 
into  explosion  of  boiler  of  'J.  I.  Tarte,' 
November  1903,  65,500  words  at  16  cents 
per  hundred  and  three  copies,  196,500  words 
at  2i  cents  per  hundred. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Was  not  that  al- 
lowed by  the  Auditor  General  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  presume  he  allowed  It 
because  it  was  certified  to  by  the  minister 
as  just  and  correct,  but  you  could  get  the 
whole  thing  done  by  any  typewriter  at  3 
cents  per  hundred  words,  whereas  this  cost 
23|  cents  per  hundred  words.  Further  down 
I  find  that  Hudon  &  Orsali  were  paid  for 
four  cases  Radnor  water  at  $9,  one  case  of 
Appolinaris,  $10.50,  English  soda  and  ginger 
nle,  four  dozen  each  at  $1.35— all  charged 
to  the  ship  channel  at  Montreal.  Then  a 
little  further  down  1  find  this  item  charged  : 
Pierre  Paul,  Sorel,  funeral  expenses  of 
Joseph  Paul,  killed  in  accident  to  dredge 
•  Israel  Tarte,*  $40.  Also  paid  A.  V.  Roy, 
Curt,  St.  Ann  de  Sorel,  burial  service  of 
Joseph  Paul,  $26.  In  our  county,  If  we 
have  a  funeral,  the  minister  has  to  officiate 
free,  but  here  is  $26  paid  for  burying 
Mr.  Paul.  I  see  another  poor  fellow  was  killed 
at  the  same  time,  Thomas  Brunelle,  but 
nothing  was  paid  for  burying  him.  All 
through  the  report  I  find  items  like  these, 
and  we  should  have  an  explanation.  What 
have  they  to  do  with  the  deepening  of  the 
ship  channel  east  of  Montreal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  the  shipyard, 
we  have  to  employ  people  in  making  sheets 
and  bedding,  and  for  that  purpose  had  to  get 
a  sewing  machine.  As  regards  the  soda  water 
and  Radnor  water  and  ginger  ale,  I  do  not 
think  my  bon.  friend,  if  he  had  to  receive 
the  Shipping  Federation  or  the  representa- 
tives of  large  bodies,  coming  from  England 
or  any  par£  of  the  Dominion,  and  was  show- 
ing them  around  the  ship  channel,  he  would 
be  satisfied  to  treat  them  only  to  cold  water. 
I  do  not  think  we  were  extravagant  when 
we  made  tills  little  expenditure  on  a  few 
bottles  of  soda  water,  ginger  ale  and  Radnor, 
especially  the  Radnor  which  is  pure  Can- 
adian beverage  and  which  my  hon.  friend 
ought  to  pntronize.  As  regards  the  funeral 
expenses,    an   accident   happened    to  the 
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boilers  of  the  dredge  'J.  I.  Tarte,'  which 
resulted  in  the  death  of  two  of  the  em- 
ployees, and  of  course  we  had  to  look  after 
their  burial  expenses  and  will  no  doubt 
have  to  pay  a  pretty  large  sum  to  their 
families  as  compensation.  One  of  these  em- 
ployees we  had  to  bury  especially  at  our 
own  expense,  but  the  other  one  had  a 
brother  who  paid  the  expenses. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  They  were  both  buried 
at  the  expense  of  the  government,  according 
to  the  Auditor  General's  Report.  Thomas 
Brunelle,  killed  in  accident  to  dredge  'J.  I. 
Tarte,'  $34 ;  paid  general  hospital  services 
two  days  and  two  nights,  $6 ;  mortuary 
habit,  $25. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  As  to  these  ser- 
vices, I  must  state  that  under  our  creed  we 
believe  In  these  services  and  believe  they 
should  be  paid  for  .  to  whoever  performs 
them.  We  thought  it  would  not  be  fair  to 
allow  the  family  of  the  poor  fellow  who  lost 
his  life  In  an  accident  to  pay  these  funeral 
expenses.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Taylor)  will  bear  me  out  In  saying  that  if 
he  had  had  the  information  I  am  now  giv- 
ing him,  he  would  not  have  brought  this 
matter  up  in  the  committee.  These  people 
were  employed  in  the  work  of  the  ship 
channel,  and  I  think  that  what  was  done 
by  the  former  Minister  of  Public  Works  in 
regard  to  these  matters— email  matters  after 
all — was  rightly  done.  Had  I  been  in  his 
place,  I  would  have  done  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  TAYLOR,  My  J»on.  friend  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontaine)  did  not  explain  the  expenditure  of 
$153.92  for  the  typewriter  in  preparing  65,- 
500  words. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  explains 
Itself.  There  was  an  investigation  to  show 
who  was  responsible  for  the  accident.  This 
investigation  was  held  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  government,  and  was  in  addition  to 
the  coroner's  investigation  to  determine 
whether  there  was  a  criminal  liability.  A 
stenographer  was  employed  to  take  the  evi- 
dence. I  understand  that  the  rate  he  charg- 
ed was  the  ordinary  rate,  and  he  was  sworn 
in  the  ordinary  way,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  account  would  not  have  been  passed  by 
the  Auditor  General  If  there  had  been  an 
overcharge. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Was  a  government 
dredge  built  at  Toronto  last  year  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  her  name  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Not  for  the  De- 
partment of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  Such  a 
dredge  may  have  been  built  for  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Perhaps  I  may  refresh 
the  minister's  memory.  Was  not  a  dredge 
constructed  in  Toronto  and  was  lost  on  Lake 
Ontario  while  en  route  to  Montreal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  was  for  a 
contractor  named  Poupdre,  and  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  department.    I  happen  to 
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know  about  it,  because  the  tact  was  given 
to  me  by  Mr.  Poupore. 

Mr.  MONK.  A  large  number  of  small 
items  go  to  make  up  this  expenditure  of  half 
a  million  dollars  referred  to  by  my  lion, 
friend  from  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor).  I  would 
ask  the  minister  who  has  charge  of  the  pur- 
chasing of  these  items  ?  This  is  not  the 
first  year  that  we  have  found  most  extraor- 
dinary items  charged  to  the  St.  Lawrence 
ship  channel.  Last  year  the  Auditor  Gen- 
oral's  Report  showed  fine,  expensive  carpets 
bought  at  Hamilton  and  charged  to  the 
ship  channel.  There  are  charges  for  scent- 
ed soap,  unseen  ted  soap.  Pears'  soap,  towels 
and  pillows,  and  a  multitude  of  things,  all 
charged  up  at  considerable  prices.  There 
must  be  somebody  prepared  to  certify  these 
accounts,  and  I  would  like  to  know  who  it 
is.  There  Is  a  charge  for  snowshoes  pur- 
chased in  Ottawa,  and  many  other  things 
that  oae  would  imagine  that  would  not  be 
necessary  for  the  deepening  or  maintenance 
of  the  channel.  Who  does  the  ordering  for 
the  department  and  is  prepared  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  prices  charged  for  these 
articles  ? 

Mr.  FRBFONTAINEl  Mr.  George  E. 
Desbarats  is  engineer  in  charge  of  the  ship- 
yard In  Sorel.  He  controls  the  purchases 
and  must  certify  to  every  account.  I  cannot 
speak  for  the  system  formerly  In  use,  as  1 
do  not  know  about  it  But  since  1st  July 
last,  during  which  time  I  have  had  control 
.of  the  ship  channel,  I  have  given  special 
Instructions  that  all  orders  for  whatever 
amount  must  be  sent  to  Ottawa  and  approv- 
ed by  the  deputy  minister  or  myself.  The 
prices  are  looked  Into,  and  the  orders  go 
back  to  the  director  of  the  shipyard  who 
orders  the  goods.  He  has  to  see  to  it  that 
they  are  delivered  in  the  condition  mention- 
ed in  the  order  and  must  send  back  the  ac- 
counts to  the  department  here.  They  are 
entered  in  the  regular  way  in  the  books  of 
the  department  and  paid  as  demand  may 
be  made  upon  the  department.  I  may  say 
that  when  I  took  over  this  important  work 
I  sent  a  chartered  accountant  to  Sorel  to 
examine  the  books  and  ascertain  how  the 
business  was  conducted,  and  also  to  make  a 
regular  inventory  of  the  stock  in  store.  And 
it  was  after  I  received  the  report  from  this 
accountant  and  his  assistants  that  I  gave 
the  special  instructions  which  I  have  just 
referred  to.  As  to  the  variety  of  articles 
ordered,  the  extent  of  the  work  must  be  con- 
sidered. We  have  ten  tugs  under  our  con- 
trol as  well  as  seven  dredges.  These  dredges 
including  the  'J.  I.  Tarte,'  have  a  capacity 
of  1,000,000  cubic  yards  a  month.  This,  of 
course  means  very  large  crews.  The  tugs 
also  require  many  men,  who  must  be  housed 
and  boarded  by  those  in  charge.  As  to  the 
tugs,  some  of  them  are  of  pretty  good  size. 
Two  of  them,  the  *  Eureka '  and  the  '  Pron- 
tenac,'  are  used  by  the  officers  of  the  de- 
partment. The  '  Frontenac  *  was  built  three 
years  ago.  before  I  was  in  the  department. 
791 


She  is  a  fine  little  cruiser,  and  well  equipped 
in  every  way.  The  fact  is  she  wts  built  in 
tne  expectation  that  the  Prince  of  Wales 
would  take  a  cruise  in  her  down  the  St 
Lawrence.  She  is  for  the  special  use  of 
the  superintending  engineer  of  the  ship 
channel,  Mr.  Cowie,  who  is  in  charge  under 
me,  as  he  was  under  my  predeces- 
sors before  the  present  government  came 
into  power.  So  I  think  we  have  simply 
continuel  the  system  that  existed  be- 
fore, except  that  where  improvements 
were  to  be  made  we  have  made  them. 
I  have  tried  to  put  the  yard  in  a  better 
business  condition  than  it  was  before.  I 
have  not  wasted  any  money.  But  things 
will  improve  as  time  goes  on,  and  as  we 
acquire  more  experience.  It  Is  not  given 
to  everybody  to  run  a  shipyard  properly 
without  loss  of  something  or  other.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Desbarats  is  considered  one  of  the 
most  energetic  and  painstaking  engineers  in 
the  country,  I  do  not  think  he  could  be  re- 
placed with  advantage.  I  do  not  know 
which  aide  of  politics  he  belongs  to,  there 
are  no  politics  whatever  in  the  shipyard ; 
everything  is  conducted  as  much  as  possible 
on  business  principles.  Of  course,  there 
may  be  some  Items  that  look  strange.  I 
cannot  tell  why  the  snowshoes,  for  Instance, 
were  bought  Probably  somebody  was  sent 
out  into  the  bush,  to  look  up  timber,  that 
we  might  have  a'«upply  in  the  spring.  Be- 
sides, there  is  a  staff  of  men  working  near 
Lake  St.  Peter  taking  soundings,  and  it 
stands  to  reason  that  when  the  snow  Is 
deep  the  engineers  are  obliged  to  use  snow- 
shoes— perhaps  skates,  or  other  articles  of 
that  kind.  But  I  am  quite  convinced  that 
Mr.  Desbarats  would  never  order  anything 
which  was  not  needed  for  the  use  of  the 
men  on  the  channel.  It  would  have  been 
dishonest  for  him  to  do  so,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  is  a  man  who  would  do  anything 
of  the  sort. 

Mr.  MONK.  What  I  wanted  to  elicit  from 
my  hou.  friend  was  the  name  of  the  party 
responsible  for  these  purchases. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  said  Mr.  Des- 
barats. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  understand  my  hon.  friend 
has  modified  his  answer  since  then,  and 
now  he  says  that  everything  has  been  sent 
up  to  Ottawa  to  be  authorized  by  the  min- 
ister. So  these  purchases  which  appear  to 
us  to  be  abnormal  we  now  understand  were 
made  on  the  responsibility  of  the  minister 
and  of  Mr.  Desbarats.  Now  I  want  to  re- 
mind the  minister  that  last  year  when  be 
brought  down  his  estimates,  he  gave  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  this  sum  of  $588,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  allow  me— the  Item  was  not  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  me,  though  of  course 
I  am  ready  to  assume  responsibility  for  It. 
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Mr.  MONK.  Yes,  It  was  my  hou.  friend 
himself  who  submitted  the  Item  last  year. 
But  he  submitted  it  in  several  portions,  and 
1  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  followed  the 
same  course  this  year  it  would  enable  us 
to  get  through  the  item  much  more  readily. 
Now  out  of  this  sum  of  over  half  a  million 
dollars  last  year,  the  first  part  of  the  item 
was  for  dredging  expenses,  for  working  ex- 
penses on  six  elevator  dredges  and  one 
hydraulic  suction  dredge,  with  their  acces- 
sory plants,  which  It  was  proposed  to  keep 
at  work  at  various  points  on  the  St.  Law- 
rence below  Montreal,  deepening  and  other- 
wise Improving  the  ship  channel.  I  think 
it  was  with  that  Item  the  hon.  gentleman 
began  this  evening.  Those  expenses  last 
year  were  set  down  at  $60,000,  which  sum 
we  understood  was  to  be  expended  in  dredg- 
ing and  deepening  the  channel.  The  Item 
for  dredging  last  year  was  $240,000,  and 
there  was  added  to  that  an  extra  for  the 
working  expenses  of  one  hydraulic  dredge, 
operating  day  and  night,  Including  plant, 
and  superintendence  for  a  season  of  about 
six  months,  $60,000.  So  that  last  year 
there  was  an  estimate  of  $300,000  for  dredg- 
ing. Now  the  question  I  would  like  to  ask 
my  hon.  friend  Is  this  :  What  was  done 
with  that  $60,000  last  year?  What  dredg- 
ing was  accomplished,  and  how  Is  it  pro- 
posed to  spend  the  sum  Ibis  year  which  Is 
Included  In  that  estimate  for  dredging  ? 
What  are  the  results  obtained?  How  much 
have  we  deepened  the  channel,  where  have 
«•<•  deepened  it  and  what  is  the  field  of 
operations  for  this  year? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  I  have  here  a  full 
statement  in  detail  of  every  sum  that  has 
been  expended  for  the  year  ending  June 
30,  1004.  It  was  on  that  statement  that 
the  sum  of  $588,000  was  voted.  The  cost 
of  dredging  in  1904  was  $276,958.50 ;  expen- 
diture for  plant,  ships,  &c,  $308,766.44. 
Now  if  hon.  gentlemen  want  the  details  I 
can  give  them  but  they  are  very  long. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  desire  to  know  what  has 
been  the  result  of  last  year  s  dredging.  We 
expended  $276,000.  What  has  been  the  re- 
sult and  what  Is  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  coming  year  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  Continuing  the 
work  that  was  begun  in  1899,  I  will  read  a 
resume  of  the  work  of  each  dredge.  The 
dredge  '  Lady  Aberdeen,'  with  the  tug 
'Cartier,'  did  649,400  yards  at  a  cost  of 
5  ol  cents  per  yard  in  clay  and  stones.  The 
work  was  done  near  Contrecoeur  and  St 
Ours.  The  dredge  '  Lady  Minto  *  did  306,340 
yards,  at  12-07  cents  per  yard,  in  blue  clay 
and  stone  at  Oontrecceur  Traverse.  The 
dredge  '  Laurler '  did  817,950  at  a  cost  of 
11-28  cents.  The  first  part  was  done  in 
clay  and  sand,  and  the  other  in  clay  and 
stone,  one  at  Point  aux  Trembles  (en 
haut)  and  the  other  at  Sore]  to  He 
de   Grace.    The  dredge  '  Laral '  worked 
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to  He  de  Grace.  The  dredge  '  Laval '  worked 
in  clay  and  stone  taking  out  31,500  cubic 
yards  at  Cbamplain  at  22}  cents  and  184,- 
750  yards  at  14-77  cents,  clay  and  stone,  at 
Pointe  aux  Trembles.  '  The  dredge  '  Lafon- 
talne '  took  up  86,100  yards  at  3  6  cents  at 
Contrecceur  and  Belmouth  Curve,  248,550 
yards  at  4  cents  at  Contrecoeur  Traverse 
and  90,000  yards  at  3*38  cents  at  Petite  Tra- 
verse. The  dredge  '  Baldwin '  took  up  271,- 
000  yards  at  10-73  cents  In  clay  and  stone 
at  Pointe  aux  Trembles,  and  49,800  cubic 
yards  at  Contrecoeur,  and  the  '  j.  Israel 
Tarte '  with  the  tugs  'Lac  St.  Pierre '  and 
'  Montcalm  '  took  out  2,055,140  yards  at  3  04 
cents,  soft  blue  clay,  In  Lake  St  Peter. 
There  are  two  stone  lifters,  Nos.  2  and  3; 
they  also  did  part  of  the  work.  There 
were  the  steamers  '  Frontenac,'  '  Eureka ' 
and  '  James  Howden '  and  the  hydraulic 
survey  steamer  '  De  Lfivls.'  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wants  more  details  I  can  give  the 
fuel,  wages,  board,  classes  of  material,  &c. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  did  not  ask  for  these  de- 
tails. I  merely  wanted  to  know  what  re- 
sults had  been  obtained  from  last  year's 
dredging?  How  many  miles  have  we  deep- 
ened the  channel  ?  What  Is  the  depth  in 
Lake  St  Peter  now  and  what  are  your 
plans  for  next  year  ?  There  is  no  ose 
giving  the  number  of  cubic  yards. 

Mr.  TREFONTAINE.  How  can  you 
know  the  result  if  you  do  not  know  the 
number  of  cubic  yards  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  You  can  give  the  result  in 
much  less  scientific  language  than  that. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  no  science 
at  all  in  that,  but  if  we  want  to  get  a 
channel  30  feet  deep  and  450  feet  wide,  we 
have  to  take  out  a  certain  amount  of  ma- 
terial and  that  can  be  calculated. 

Mr.  MONK.  How  many  miles  have  you 
dredged  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  were  com- 
pleted to  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year,  42 
miles  out  of  62}  miles  requiring  dredging. 
Now  there  remain  20  miles  between  Quebec 
and  Montreal  to  complete,  and  this  we  ex- 
pect to  do  during  next  season  and  the 
following  seasons. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  merely  want  to  ask  my 
hon.  friend  what  deepening  the  channel  has 
had  with  this  $300,000  that  we  have  ex- 
pended, how  much  remains  to  be  done,  and 
how  much  he  expects  to  do  this  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  have  been 
completed  42  miles  of  the  channel  between 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  30  feet  deep  at  the 
lowest  water  aud  450  feet  wide.  The  bends 
in  tills  42  miles  have  been  straightened  so 
that  any  large  vessels  that  navigate  the  St 
Lawrence  are  perfectly  safe  day  and  night 
within  those  42  miles.  There  remain  to 
be  completed  between  Montreal  and  Que- 
bec 20  miles.  I  have  just  stated  the  amount 
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voted  this  year  will  not  complete  this  20 
miles  because  we  hare  a  very  hard  propo- 
sition to  meet.  These  Cap  a  la  Roche  shoals 
which  are  composed  mostly  of  shale 
rock  are  pretty  hard  to  dredge,  and  that 
is  why  we  will  ask,  probably,  in  the  sup- 
plementary estimates,  for  an  amount  to  tit 
up  some  of  the  dredges  in  such  a  way  as 
to  enable  them  to  work  in  that  hard  stuff. 
An  offer  was  made  to  us  to  give  this  work 
out  by  contract  and  to  arrange  for  the  use 
ol  chisels  and  other  very  expensive  machi- 
nery. We  thought  it  was  not  necessary  to 
do  that  and  that  we  can  do  the  work  with 
our  plant  Improved  somewhat.  That  is 
w  hat  we  Intend  to  do  during  the  next  sea- 
son. The  work  will  not  be  completed  to 
tide  water  until  some  time  in  the  season  of 
1906. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  hon.  minister  knows 
from  his  report  that  the  first  21  miles  are 
completed,  that  there  are  4}  miles  yet  to 
be  completed  in  the  second  division,  6}  miles 
in  the  third  division  and  9  miles  in  the 
fourth  division.  The  fourth  division  is  the 
part  that  feels  the  tide  and  therefore  It 
is  not  so  important  as  the  other  divisions. 
The  hon.  minister  knows  also  that  they  have 
completed  about  5  miles  within  the  last  sea- 
son. How  long  does  he  expect  it  to  take 
to  finish  divisions  2  and  3  leaving  division 
No..  4  possibly  for  the  next  season  ?  Will 
H  be  possible  to  complete  divisions  2  and  3 
and  give  a  ship  channel  from  Montreal  to 
Cap  a  la  Roche  30  feet  In  depth  and  450 
feet  in  width  in  the  course  of  the  next  sea- 
son ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed  by 
the  engineer  in  charge  that  he  expects  to 
complete  to  Batiscan  this  year,  about  10 
miles.  I  was  anticipating  too  much.  The 
rest  cannot  be  done  in  less  than  the  next 
two  seasons.  That  will  carry  the  work  to 
1907. 

Mr.  AMES.  Then,  do  I  understand  it  will 
take  two  seasons  more,  or  three  seasons 
more  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Three  seasons 
more. 

Mr.  AMES.  That  it  will  be  completed  to 
Batiscan  this  year,  from  Batiscan  to  within 
«•  miles  of  Quebec  next  year,  and  the  re- 
mainder in  the  third  year  ?  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  minister  if  he  can  explain 
tor  the  benefit  of  the  committee  a  state- 
ment which  appears  at  page  267  of  the 
reports  of  the  chief  engineer  of  Public 
Works  in  reference  to  the  cost  of  dredging 
up  to  date.  We  are  quite  aware  that  the 
cost  of  dredging  varies  very  much  with  the 
different  soils  that  have  to  be  dug.  We 
know  that  from  looking  at  .the  reports  of 
the  various  dredges  where  it  costs  per  yard 
all  the  way  from  21  cents  a  yard  to  4  and 
a  fraction  cents  a  yard.  But  as  a  rule,  if 
you  have  a  series  of  dredges  working  at 
j-oints  on  the  river  the  general  charge  for 


the  entire  season  will  be  about  the  same.  I 
notice  that  in  1902  and  1903  the  cost  of 
dredging  and  the  expenditure  for  plants  and 
shops  was  charged  at  $533,000  and  that 
the  quantity  of  dredging  was  6,500,000 
yards.  In  1903-04  while  the  sum  spent 
was  $585,000— slightly  more  than  the  pre- 
vious season— the  net  results  were  only 
4,619,260  cubic  yards,  showing  a  diminution 
of  about  one  third  on  the  previous  year's 
work.  In  the  first  year  the  average  price 
of  the  dredging  was  4  cents  per  cubic  yard 
and  in  the  latter  year  the  average  price 
was  6  cents.  I  can  understand  how  there 
might  be  a  variation,  but  it  is  difficult  to 
see  how  that  variation  can  amount  to  50 
per  cent  in  the  work  of  a  dredging  fleet 
j  one  year  as  compared  with  another. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  One  explanation 
is  that  the  dredge  '  J.  I.  Tarte '  met  with  an 
accident  and  worked  only  a  part  of  that 
year.  This  dredge  takes  out  more  material 
than  any  other  and  does  it  at  a  smaller  cost. 
The  engineer  also  tells  me  that  as  you 
dredge  deeper  the  stuff  gets  harder  and  the 
cost  increases.  Then,  in  1903-4  there  was  the 
beginning  of  an  Increase  in  the  salaries  of 
the  crews  which  culminated  in  an  increase 
of  nearly  25  per  cent  during  the  last  season. 
On  account  of  this  Increase  of  wages  which 
has  now  taken  full  effect,  It  will  be  found 
in  future  statements  that  the  cost  has  pro- 
portionately Increased.  We  cannot  afford 
to  pay  less  to  our  men  than  is  paid  by  out- 
side employers.  If  we  pass  regulations  con- 
trolling the  employment  of  workmen  by 
general  contractors,  it  is  only  reasonaDie 
that  the  government  shall  apply  these  regu- 
lations to  its  own  workmen.  Even  although 
we  have  made  these  increases  we  are  every 
day  losing  captains,  mates,  engineers,  and 
men,  who  are  getting  better  pay  outside. 
There  was  plenty  of  work  all  over  for  the 
men  last  year  and  we  had  to  increase  their 
pay  to  retain  them. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  salaries  in  the  shipyard 
were  apparently  increased,  because  this 
statement  shows  the  shipyard  wages,  to 
end  of  July  $16,247,  end  of  August  $18,149, 
end  of  September  $16,817,  end  of  October 
$18,721.  It  is  a  little  remarkable  that 
October  should  have  been  the  heaviest 
month,  and  it  is  also  remarkable  that  there 
should  be  a  falling  off  Immediately  after- 
wards. There  Is  also  a  peculiar  feature 
about  the  purchase  of  supplies.  This  same 
return  shows  :  for  the  month  of  August 
$48,682  worth  of  supplies,  for  the  month  of 
September  $21,047,  for  the  month  of  October 
only  $2,775,  but  for  the  month  of  November 
it  was  $65,508.  Can  the  minister  tell  us  how 
it  happened  that  $65,000  worth  of  supplies 
were  purchased  in  November  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  report  are 
you  reading  from  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  It  is  the  return  brought  down 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Monk.   I  will  send  It 
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to  the  minister.  This  Increased  expenditure 
for  wages  and  supplies  in  the  months  of 
October  and  November  demand  an  explan- 
tion. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  This  is  for  the 
year  1904,  and  as  I  have  said  there  is  an 
increase  on  account  of  the  Increased  wages 
paid. 

Mr.  AMES.  Did  the  advance  in  wages 
occur  about  September  and  October  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  know 
exactly,  but  it  was  about  that  time. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  a  little  curious 
for  information  with  respect  to  the  dredge 
'  J.  I.  Tarte.'  I  find  In  the  Auditor  General's 
Report  (V — 28)  the  two  following  Items, 
which  I  do  not  understand  : 

Bertram,  John  &  Sons,  estimate  oite  on  $18,400 
contract  for  two  boilers  for  dredge  '  J.  I.  Tarte,' 
no  public  advertisement,  contract  price  same 
as  that  of  John  Inglis  ft  Company,  $18,400,  less 
drawback,  81.840,  $16,560. 

Inglis,  John  ft  Company,  estimate  one  on 
$18,400  contract  for  two  boilers  tor  dredge  '  J. 
I.  Tarte,'  public  advertisement,  lowest  tender, 
$18,400,  less  drawback,  $1,840,  $16,660. 

Here  are  two  items  identically  the  same. 
There  would  seem  to  be  an  error ;  can  the 
minister  explain  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  This  occurred  be- 
fore I  was  in  charge  of  the  department. 
When  one  of  the  boilers  of  the  '  J.  I.  Tarte  ' 
exploded  it  was  decided  to  replace  the  entire 
four  boilers  because  it  was  ascertained  by 
the  engineer  who  bad  superintended  the  op- 
erations of  that  dredge  that  they  were  not 
quite  strong  enough  for  the  engine,  and  the 
replacing  of  the  boilers  was  ordered  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  at  the  time. 
It  took  some  time  before  this  was  decided, 
and  as  the  season  was  advancing,  there  was 
no  alternative  but  to  offer  the  work  to  the 
firms  that  it  was  thought  would  best  do  it. 
I  know  as  a  fact  that  one  of  the  firms  to 
which  it  was  offered,  namely  the  Poison 
Iron  Works,  would  not  touch  it  at  any  price, 
because  the  time  was  too  short.  Then  the 
work  was  divided  between  the  John  Inglis 
Company  and  the  John  Bertram  Company, 
who  undertook  to  furnish  the  engines  and 
trailers  in  time.  On  account  of  urgency 
there  was  no  time  to  ask  for  tenders,  and 
the  engineer  was  instructed  to  get  the  work 
done  on  the  best  possible  terms.  Although 
the  contractors  undertook  to  furnish  the 
engines  at  a  particular  date  there  was  some 
little  delay.  I  interviewed  a  member  of  one 
of  these  firms  in  Toronto  and  he  said  It  was 
quite  Impossible  for  any  engine  builders  to 
deliver  the  work  within  the  short  time  al- 
lowed. I  think  that  really  the  department 
did  the  best  that  could  be  done  under  the 
circumstances  in  order  not  to  have  the 
dredge  lose  the  whole  season  of  1904.  We 
were  delayed  and  during  the  last  season  she 
did  not  run  more  than  about  two  months, 
nnd  I  must  state  in  justice  to  my  predeces- 
Mr.  AM  ICS . 


sors  and  those  who  had  charge  of  the  work 
that  It  was  certified  by  all  the  best  authori- 
ties that  the  price  was  fair  and  reasonable. 
That  was  all  explained  when  the  Order  in 
Council  was  passed  ordering  the  boat. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Would  my  hon.  friend 
give  me  the  name  of  the  engineer  who  made 
such  a  report,  because  If  my  information 
was  correct  there  was  a  mistake. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    James  Howden. 

Mr.  BERGERON.   Is  he  an  engineer  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  was  superin- 
tendent of  the  shipyard  for  a  great  many 
years  and  of  the  dredging  fleet  for  forty 
years. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  know  Mr.  Howden  ; 
he  is  a  very  able  man,  but  I  did  not  know 
that  he  was  an  engineer. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  is  a  mechanical 
engineer. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  But  that  Is  not  the  re- 
port upon  which  my  hon.  friend  based  bis 
assertion  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  Informed  by 
the  superintendent  of  the  ship  channel  that 
it  was  Mr.  Howden  who  did  make  the 
report. 

Mr.  BERGERON.    Was  there  any  other 

report? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  And  Mr.  G.  Des- 
barats,  who  is  looking  after  the  shipyard. 
I  may  state  that  Mr.  Howden  Is  now  in 
charge  of  the  dredging  of  the  Department 
of  Public  Works.  He  was  never  under  my 
control. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Would  my  hon.  friend 
tell  me  how  long  the  dredge  '  Tarte '  had 
been  in  operation  when  this  accident  oc- 
curred? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  accident  oc- 
curred in  the  fall  of  1903. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  How  long  had  the 
dredge  been  in  opsration  at  that  time? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Two  seasons  of 
five  months  each. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  And  do  I  understand 
that  the  boilers  which  were  first  made  for 
that  dredge  were  declared  by  Mr.  Howden 
to  be  bad,  and  that  it  was  necessary  to 
replace  them  entirely? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  declared  that 
when  we  had  to  replace  one  boiler  It  was 
better  to  replace  the  four  because  he  was 
afraid  the  other  three  would  not  be  strong 
enough  and  that  sooner  or  later  an  accident 
might  happen.  The  other  three  boilers 
could  not  be  used.  One  had  blown  up  and 
li  was  evident  that  there  was  something 
wrong. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  The  others  might  have 
been  put  in  letter  condition. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAIN'E.  No,  there  was  some 
technical  reason  because  at  the  time  they 
were  forced  on  account  of  the  heavy  work 
of  the  engines  to  be  worked  at  their  fullest 
capacity;  in  fact  they  were  taxed  too  much, 
and  although  the  accident  might  have  been 
avoided  with  a  great  deal  of  care,  I  have 
heard  from  one  of  the  best  mechanical  en- 
gineers, Mr.  D6sy,  that  when  he  was  work- 
ing the  dredge  to  its  fullest  capacity  he 
was  afraid  to  remain  on  board. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  i.eems  to  be  a 
reflection  on  the  contractor;  there  must  have 
been  a  test  made  of  these  engines  before 
they  were  delivered  to  the  government  and 
paid  for. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  no  fault 
on  the  part  of  the  contractor  at  all.  They 
had  been  built  according  to  the  specifica- 
tions, but  in  an  immense  machine  like  the 
'J.  Israel  Tarte,'  it  is  difficult,  from  the 
Information  I  have  gathered,  to  be  quite 
exact.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  discus- 
sion, for  instance,  as  to  where  the  boilers 
should  be  put  in  the  dredge.  Some  engineers 
thought  that  the  boilers  should  be  higher 
than  the  deck.  It  was  decided  after  a 
good  deal  of  consultation  to  put  them  be- 
low the  first  deck  and  they  were  made 
small.  The  new  boilers  have  been  placed  as 
it  was  originally  thought  they  should  be 
placed,  that  is  to  say  they  have  been  built 
larger  and  higher  than  the  first  deck  so  as 
to  give  more  Space  for  the  steam  and  there- 
fore more  working  capacity.  They  are  larger 
boilers  than  the  others. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  But  there  were  four 
at  first? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  there  are  four 
still. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  see  here  only  two 
in  the  Auditor  General's  Report? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Well,  that  must 
be  a  mistake.  There  were  two  supplied  by 
the  Inglis  Company,  and  two  by  the  Ber- 
trams. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Was  an  Investigation 
made  into  that  accident  by  the  department 
of  my  hon.  friend  or  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment? 

.  Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  an  In- 
vestigation as  I  have  stated  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Public  Works.  A  very  thorough  In- 
vestigation took  place  under  the  direction  of 
Mr.  Gobell,  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Public 
Works.  The  results  have  not  been  made 
public  because  there  are  some  cases  pend- 
ing at  the  present  moment.  Two,  I  think, 
have  been  settled  and  the  others  are  pend- 
ing. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Of  course  I  under- 
stand the  reason  given  by  my  hon.  friend 
but  It  is  a  pity  that  we  cannot  get  that  re- 
port here.    There  was  at  that  time,  so  far 


as  my  memory  can  serve  me,  a  report  that 
some  officers  on  board,  either  engineers  or 
others  In  charge  of  these  engines  or  boilers 
had  been  very  careless,  and  that  although 
they  were  first-class  boilers  they  had  been 
left  dry  and  as  any  one  knows  any  boiler 
left  in  that  condition  is  likely,  even  If  it  Is 
the  best  in  the  world,  to  burst. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed 
that  the  verdict  of  the  coroner's  Inquest 
was  that  no  blame  was  attached  to  any 
one,  that  it  was  a  mere  accident  That  is 
the  report  I  got  from  the  superintending 
engineer  of  the  department  at  the  time, 
that  there  was  no  blame  to  be  attache;!  to 
any  one.  This  private  Investigation  was 
held  after  the  coroner's  Investigation,  as  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  thought  it 
was  a  good  way  of  obtaining  full  informa- 
tion as  to  the  facts  and  the  cause  of  the 
accident  I  may  say  at  once  that  from  the 
information  obtained  at  that  inquiry,  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  recommended  a 
settlement,  and  on  their  recommendation 
arrangements  have  bean  made  for  the  set- 
tlement of  some  of  the  cases.  The  matter 
will  come  before  the  House  before  the  end 
of  the  session,  because  a  sum  will  be  asked 
for  to  compensate  the  families  of  those  who 
will  be  crippled  for  life. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Was  that  report  of 
Mr.  Howden,  stating  that  these  boilers  were 
not  good  and  had  to  be  replaced,  made  in 
writing  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  say.  It 
was  not  made  to  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  because  the  orders  for  these 
boilers  were  not  given  by  that  department 
When  this  portion  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  was  handed  over  to  me,  the 
contract  had  been  given  to  Inglis  &  Bertram 
and  the  boilers  were  being  delivered. 

Mr.  R.  h.  BORDEN.  But  where  certain 
works,  which  were  formerly  under  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works,  are  now  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of 
Marine,  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries Is  bound  to  give  the  committee  all  the 
information  which  the  committee  would  be 
entitled  to  expect  from  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works  had  these  works 
remained  in  that  department  The  bursting 
of  the  boilers  might  have  been  due  to  some 
defects  in  construction  or  some  careless- 
ness. I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Howden  re- 
ports they  were  improperly  constructed. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  unsuit- 
able— not  strong  enough. 

Mr.  R.  Li.  BORDEN.  Then  they  were  im- 
properly constructed. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  might  have  been 
the  fault  of  the  designer. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDEN.  These  boilers  were 
built  under  the  supervision  of  Mr.  Howden  ; 
was  he  not  on  hand  to  see  that  they  were 
built  properly  ? 
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Mr.  PEEPONTAINE.  They  were  built 
under  the  supervision  of  Mr.  Robinson, 
who  bad  designed  them.  It  was  a  new  type 
of  dredge  which  Mr.  Robinson  had  design- 
ed specially  for  that  work.  He  designed  all 
tbe  machinery  ;  it  was  an  immense  piece  of 
work  ;  nud  he  took  years  to  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  MONK.  Did  the  same  men  who  had 
charge  of  the  boilers  before  remain  in  charge 
afterwards  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Two  of  theni 
could  not,  because  they  were  killed,  but 
Mr.  Desy  is  still  in  charge. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Who  superintended 
the  construction  of  the  new  boilers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  design- 
ed by  the  boiler  inspector  at  Quebec,  Mr. 
Samson,  and  he  superintended  the  construc- 
tion. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Did  not  Mr.  How- 
den  examine  the  boilers  before  they  were 
accepted  by  the  government  i 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  dredge  was 
accepted  by  Mr.  Robinson,  as  representing 
the  Department  of  Public  Works. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  not  an 
answer.  I  understand  they  were  built  under 
the  supervision  of  Mr.  Robinson. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  design- 
ed by  him  and  built  under  his  supervision 
along  with  the  rest  of  the  machinery. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Were  they  not  ex- 
amined by  Mr.  Howden  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  were  complete  and  perfect 
and  in  accordance  with  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  could  not  be 
done,  because  Mr.  Howden  is  not  a  boiler 
inspector.  The  boilers  must  have  been  ex- 
amined by  a  boiler  inspector  under  the 
supervision  of  Mr.  Robinson,  who  designed 
them  and  passed  them  as  complete  accord- 
ing to  his  designs  and  plans.  Mr.  Howden 
may  have  looked  over  them,  but  he  was  not 
called  upon  to  report. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  minister  sug- 
gests that  Mr.  Howden  is  not  competent  to 
examine  these  boilers,  because  he  says  that, 
not  beiug  a  boiler  inspector,  he  could  not 
have  done  it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  could  not  have 
done  it  officially. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  that  means  any- 
thing, it  means  that  he  was  not  competent 
to  examine  the  boilers  for  the  purpose  of 
having  them  accepted. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Although  we  may 
have  a  mechanical  engineer  in  the  depart- 
ment and  be  satisfied  with,  bis  examination, 
we  would  not  be  justified  in  accepting  his 
examination  as  official  without  the  inspec- 
tion of  a  regular  boiler  inspector. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


Mr.  R.  U  BORDEN.  While  the  minister 
fixes  the  responsibility  for  the  loss  which 
took  place  upon  the  report  of  this  gentle- 
man, he  apparently  thinks  that  this  same 
gentleman  would  not  be  capable  of  making 
the  necessary  examination  in  order  to  have 
the  boilers  accepted.  Surely  the  minister 
ought  to  be  able  to  place  In  the  hands  of 
this  committee  the.  report  of  the  evidence 
regarding  the '  accident.  Surely  you  must 
have  had  at  least  as  high  an  authority  to 
determine  the  causes  of  this  accident  as 
would  have  been  required  to  determine 
whether  the  boilers  were  fit  for  acceptance 
or  not.  But  that  is  something  we  do  not 
seem  to  have.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  coroner's  inquest,  but  that  was  probably 
not  a  very  scientific  investigation,  and  the 
minister  speaks  of  some  other  investigation. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  .The  report  of  the 
investigation  held  by  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  has  not  been  made  public, 
because  there  are  some  cases  pending  before 
the  courts,  and  we  are  trying  to  bring  them 
to  a  settlement.  When  these  claims  have 
been  adjudged  upon  and  settled,  we  will  be 
in  a  position  to  lay  this  investigation  before 
the  House,  but  it  would  not  be  judicious  t'o 
do  so  now. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  are  two 
answers  to  that  plea.  In  the  first  place,  I 
understood  from  the  minister  that  the  claims 
have  been  practically  settled.  In  the 
second  place,  the  question  whether  this  re- 
port should  be  made  public  Is  a  legal  ques- 
tion which  the  Department  of  Justice  should 
decide  and  not  my  hon.  friend.  If  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  should  report  that  on 
account  of  the  pending  litigations  it  would 
not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  publish  this 
report,  no  one  would  demur.  But  in  the 
absence  of  any  report  to  that  effect  from  the 
Department  of  Justice.  I  do  not  see  that  my 
hon.  friend  has  any  justification  for  with- 
holding the  evidence. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  try  to 
justify  anything.  I  give  the  information  I 
have  received  from  the  Department  of  Pub- 
lic Works,  and  I  give  it  frankly  and  hon- 
estly. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  Minister  is  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  so  far  as  this 
matter  is  concerned,  for  he  has  taken  over 
this  part  of  their  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  did  not  happen 
under  my  administration.  How  should  I 
be  held  responsible  and  obliged  to  justify 
an. act  of  Mr.  Gobell,  of  Mr.  Howden.  or 
any  other  officer  ?  What  am  I  supposed  to 
know  about  it  1  When  an  item  is  brought 
before  the  House  for  a  settlement,  if  there 
should  be  a  settlement,  that  will  be  the 
proper  time  for  the  furnishing  of  tbe  docu- 
ments connected  with  the  case.  Up  to  this 
time  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  volun- 
teered the  information  that  I  possessed  in 
the  matter.   I  am  not  asking  the  House  for 
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money  to  indemnify  the  families  of  these 
people,  or  to  reimburse  the  Department  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  on  account  of  the 
tost  incurred  in  installing  new  boilers. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  minister 
lias  a  very  different  idea  of  his  responsibility 
from  that  which  I  entertain.  Even  if  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  had  not  been 
divided  and  a  portion  of  its  jurisdiction  at- 
tached to  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Prfifon- 
taine).  he  is  responsible  as  a  member  of 
ihe  administration  for  everything  done  by 
every  department.  Surely  that  is  only  the 
A  B  C  of  constitutional  doctrine.  And,  sure- 
ly he  understands  that,  as  he  has  taken 
over  this  jurisdiction,  he  is  as  fully  respon- 
sible in  respect  to  it  as  if  it  had  always 
belonged  to  the  department.  He  says  he 
does  not  offer  this  explanation  because  be  is 
obliered  to  do  so.  I  must  dissent  from  that. 
1  think  it  is  a  legitimate  subject  of  inquiry. 
I{  we  had  a  report  from  the  Department 
of  Justice  against  producing  the  report  of 
this  investigation,  that  would  be  enough  ; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  such  a  report  from 
the  Department  of  Justice,  I  think  the  min- 
ister should  bring  down  the  report  of  the 
investigation.  It  is  entirely  a  question  of 
law,  upon  which  the  House  should  be  ad- 
vised by  the  Department  of  Justice,  before 
such  an  excuse  as  that  offered  by  the  min- 
ister is  accepted. 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  I  have  not  offered 
any  excuse.  I  said  the  matter  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
and  they  were  conducting  an  investigation. 
They  decided  not  to  bring  in  the  evidence 
1  ecause  they  were  engaged  In  making  a 
settlement  under  the  advice,  as  I  under- 
stand, of  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  have 
offered  no  excuse,  and  have  none  to  offer. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  understand  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  PrGfon- 
taine)  finds  himself  in  having  to  deal  with 
a  matter  which,  so  far  as  it  Is  covered  by 
the  repart  of  the  Auditor  General,  is  in  a 
different  department  than  his  own.  But 
•we  are  entitled  to  an  explanation.  Does  the 
hon.  minister  know  whether  the  Poisons 
held  an  Investigation  ?  They  had  to  make 
themselves  right  in  case  the  government 
might  have  an  action  against  them.  Does 
the  hon.  minister  know  whether  they  made 
that  investigation  and  found  out  the  cause 
of  the  accident  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of  any.  They  were  satisfied,  so  far 
as  my  information  goes,  that  they  had  built 
the  boilers  according  to  designs  made  by 
Mr.  A.  Robertson,  and  Mr.  Robertson  had 
accepted  them  as  perfect.  And  the  boiler 
inspector,  whoever  he  was,  passed  them. 
So,  that  being  the  case,  they  felt  free. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  going  to  make  a 
reasonable  demand  on    my   hon.  friend. 


information  concerning  that  accident  whe- 
ther he  gets  it  from  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  or  anywhere  else  ?  The  in- 
formation I  have  is  different  from  that 
which  the  hon.  minister  has  received.  I  am 
informed  that  the  designs  of  the  dredge 
were  made  «by  a  very  competent  en- 
gineer who  came  from  New  York  pur- 
posely to  design  the  new  dredge— for  It 
i£  probably  one  of  the  newest  on  the  conti- 
nent. The  work  was  carried  out  by  the 
very  important  house  of  Poison  &  Co.  Mr. 
Howden,  whose  name  has  been  mentioned 
here  was  three  months  in  Toronto  to  sup- 
erintend the  construction  of  the  dredge 
boilers,  engines  and  everything  else.  And, 
when  the  dredge  was  finished  it  was  ac- 
cepted as  perfectly  well  built  and  by  Mr. 
Robertson  who.  my  hon.  friend  will  find 
made  a  report  in  writing  whtch  is  now  pro- 
bably in  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
stating  that  everything  was  In  perfect  order. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Otherwise  it  would 
not  have  been  paid  for. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  dredge  was  sent 
to  Lake  St.  Pierre  and  worked  for  the  whole 
season  giving  great  satisfaction  to  the  en- 
gineers in  charge  and  doing  the  best  work 
of  any  dredge  employed. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  She  did  not  give 
satisfaction.  She  did  enormous  work  when 
she  was  In  operation,  but  was  often 
stopped. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  information  is 
that  she  gave  great  satisfaction.  I  am  in- 
formed also  that  after  the  accident  the  Pol- 
son  Company  made  an  investigation,  when 
it  was  proven  that  the  men  in  charge  were 
the  cause  of  the  accident— that  the  dredge 
was  badly  managed,  the  boilers  being  left 
dry. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  got  a  very 
severe  punishment,  then,  for  they  were 
killed  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  asking  the  min- 
ister if  he  will  be  kind  enough  to  find  out 
if  this  Information  is  correct.  We  will 
have  another  evening  on  these  estimates, 
and  it  will  be  no  difficulty  for  him  to  give 
orders  to  have  this  information  prepared. 
Do  I  understand  that  the  families  of  some 
of  these  men  will  be  Indemnified  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Has  anything  been 
done  in  that  sense  already  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  My  Information  is 
that  nobody  has  been  paid.  The  matter  is 
under  consideration  by  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  There  are  claims  filed  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  and  two  peti- 


Would  be  be  kind  enough  to  find  out  tne  tions  of  right  have  been  granted.   But  I  do 
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not  think  there  has  been  any  settlement- 
only  pourparlers. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  We  have  got  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  and  the  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Lemieux).  Now  I  want  to 
serve  notice  on  the  Minister  iof  Marine  and 
Fisheries  that  we  are  to  have  that  report 
brought  down  to  which  he  has  referred, 
unless  he  produces  the  opinion  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  that  its  production  in 
parliament  will  be  prejudicial  to  the  inter- 
est of  the  Crown  in  the  cases  to  which  ref- 
erence has  been  made.  If  that  Is  pro- 
duced, I  will  say  no  mora,  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  is  the  absolute  judge  as  to 
that  matter.  But  In  the  absence  of  such  an 
opinion  we  are  entitled  to  that  document, 
whether  it  is  in  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  or  In  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  or  any  other!  It  Is  not  enough  for 
the  minister  to  tell  us  that  the  report  is  in 
some  other  department.  We  are  entitled, 
if  necessary,  to  have  every  minister  here  and 
ready  to  furnish  information  on  every  item 
in  these  estimates.  And  in  reality  that  is 
the  theory— that  they  are  all  here  to  furnish 
such  Information.  I  want  to  put  myself 
plainly  on  record  with  the  Minister  of  Mar- 
ine and  Fisheries  In  that  regard,  that  this 
document  must  be  produced,  we  must  have 
the  information  afforded  by  it,  unless  we 
have  an  opinion  from  the  Department  of 
Justice  that  Its  production  might  be  preju- 
dicial to  the  interests  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  As  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wants  to  put  himself  on  record  as 
asking  for  these  documents,  I  also  desire  to 
put  myself  on  record  as  stating  here  that  I 
was  not  in  possession  of  thie  information, 
and  that  I  understood  this  report  was  not  to 
be  submitted  to  the  House  at  present  be- 
cause the  Department  of  Justice  was  con- 
sidering whether  they  would  settle  these 
cases  or  not  That  is  as  far  as  I  can  go. 
Now  if  the  sums  claimed  by  the  families 
of  these  poor  people  are  to  be  paid,  or  if 
a  certain  Indemnity  is  to  be  paid  to  them, 
it  stands  to  reason  that  in  order  to  justify 
It  an  investigation  would  have  to  be  held, 
and  a  report  made  to  the  House,  giving  buch 
information  as  will  justify  the  voting  of 
these  amounts— I  think  in  one  case  $5,000, 
and  in  the  other  case  $6,000.  I  under- 
stand that  one  case  has  been  recommended 
for  payment,  but  the  money  cannot  be  paid 
until  It  is  voted  by  the  House  ;  this  will 
come  down  In  the  supplementary 'estimates, 
either  in  my  department  or  in  the  Publio 
Works  Department,  and  then  no  doubt 
ample  Information  will  be  furnished.  I  have 
never  denied  the  right  of  any  member  of 
this  House  to  ask  and  obtain  that  informa- 
tion, and  I  have  always  admitted  that  the 
government  would  give  the  information  at 
the  proper  time.  As  regards  the  other  in- 
formation asked  for  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Beauharnols  (Mr.  Bergeron),  I  shall  cer- 
tainly have  the  greatest  pleasure  In  corn- 
Mr.  LEMIEUX 


municating  with  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  to  ascertain  whether  Mr.  James 
Howden  made  a  report  In  writing  before 
receiving  the  dredge,  or  whether  Mr.  Des- 
barats  did,  who  was  in  charge  of  the  ship- 
yard at  the  time,  or  whether  whoever  accept- 
ed the  dredge  'J.  I.  Tarte'  found  it  built 
according  to  specifications.  If  there  exists 
such  a  report  in  writing,  I  will  procure  it. 
As  regards  the  condemnation  of  the  other 
boilers  that  remained  intact  after  the  acci- 
dent, I  have  no  doubt  there  must  be  a  re- 
port in  writing,  either  from  the  boiler  In- 
spector, Mr.  Samson,  or  a  competent  engi- 
neer, stating  that  it  was  necessary  to  replace 
one  of  the  boilers  that  exploded.  I  will 
undertake  to  procure  any  information  that 
exists,  I  cannot  do  more. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  We  are  not  blaming 
my  hon.  friend.  If  this  had  been  done  under 
bis  administration  it  would  be  a  different 
thing,  in  fact  his  officers  would  be  acquaint- 
ed with  the  circumstances.  Since  we  are 
on  the  ship  channel  item,  it  would  have  been 
better  for  him  to  have  had  here  some  of  the 
employees  of  the  Public  Works  Department 
who  know  something  about  this  matter,  and 
then  we  could  have  obtained  from  them  alt 
the  information  we  are  asking  for. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  They  might  have 
given  more  verbal  Information  but  they 
could  not  give  any  more  information  in 
writing  than  I  have  given  myself.  But  I 
will  procure  any  Information  that  is  in 
writing  and  lay  it  on  the  table  of  the  House 
as  soon  as  I  can. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  we  should  have  here  exactly 
such  Information  as  would  have  been  here 
If  the  department  had  never  been  divided. 
All  these  reports  would  have  been  here  then, 
the  officials  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  would  have  been  in  attendance  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  them;  but  the 
difficulty  is  that  none  are  here. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  come  here  with 
all  the  Information  I  have  in  my  possession. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  know,  but  the 
trouble  is  that  he  has  not  the  required  in- 
formation in  bis  possession  because  the  de- 
partment has  been  divided.  I  do  not  seem 
to  be  able  to  make  myself  clear  to  the  hon. 
gentleman.  The  department  Is  divided  ; 
some  of  the  information  regarding  these 
estimates  he  is  placing  before  the  committee, 
is  In  the  possession  of  another  department. 
The  officers  of  that  department  should  be  at 
his  elbow  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  him  in 
giving  that  information  to  the  committee 
which  we  have  a  right  to  demand.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Beauharnols  has  kindly  suggest- 
ed that  the  acting  Minister  of  Public  Works 
had  better  send  over  for  his  staff  at  once. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  The  matter  Is  a  very 
simple  one,  it  hinges  on  a  report  When  the 
department  was  divided,  all  the  papers  re- 
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lating  to  the  9hip  channel  were  supposed  to 
have  been  sent  over  from  the  Public  Works 
Department.  If  there  are  any  reports  that 
are  not  In  the  Marine  Department,  they 
must  of  necessity  be  In  the  Public  Works 
Department.  But  there  is  just  that  ques- 
tion which  the  Minister  of  Marine  has  stated 
as  to  whether  they  could  properly  be  made 
public  at  the  present  time.  Aside  however 
from  that  question,  there  is  no  objection  in 
the  world  to  bringing  down  the  report. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  Is  what  we  are 
asking  for.  Those  papers  may  or  may  not 
be  in  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries ;  but  If  they  are  in  the  Department  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  I  am  convinced  that 
the  employees  of  that  department  who  are 
here  do  not  know  anything  about  the  affair, 
whilst  employees  of  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  could  tell  us  whether  these 
particular  papers  were  sent  down  to  the 
Marine  Department  or  not. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  know  for  a  fact 
that  they  were  not  sent  down,  because  I 
found  that  the  matter  was  still  In  their 
hands  for  settlement  and  they  had  been 
negotiating  with  the  Department  of  Justice 
in  the  matter.  I  can  have  whatever  reports 
the  Department  of  Justice  may  furnish  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  Crown. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  only  one  re- 
port. My  hon.  friend  must  know,  I  am  sure, 
all  the  documents  necessary  to  facilitate  the 
passing  of  these  estimates  concerning  the 
ship  channel,  and  which  are  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Public  Works.  There  are  no  reasons 
why  they  should  not  be  sent  from  one  de- 
partment to  the  other. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  are  merely 
playing  on  words.  There  is  not  a  cent  of 
money  to  be  voted  here  and  now  on  account 
of  that  accident.  As  I  have  said,  it  will  be 
time  enough  when  the  committee  is  asked  to 
vote  an  indemnity  to  the  families  of  these 
men,  to  produce  the  reasons  why  a  settle- 
ment is  recommended. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  We  have  been  talking 
about  many  other  things. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Let  us  dispose  of 
this  one  first  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not 
admit  that  It  would  be  Improper  to  produce 
the  report  of  this  investigation  before  the 
government  has  decided  that  they  will  enter- 
tain the  claim  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  We  decided  that  a 
moment  ago,  it  is  In  the  hands  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  As  regards  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Howden,  or  of  Mr.  Desbarats,  or 
of  Mr.  Samson,  concerning  the  construction 
of  those  boilers,  I  said  that  I  had  not  the 
report  In  my  hand,  it  was  not  in  my  depart- 
ment but  that  if  there  was  a  report  in 
writing  I  would  procure  it. 


Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  what  we 
wanted.  More  than  that,  would  the  hon. 
gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  say  whether 
there  was  an  investigation  made  by  the 
Poison  Company,  and  if  so,  would  he  bring 
down  the  report  if  there  are  no  public 
reasons  to  prevent  him  from  doing  so? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  min- 
ister that  we  have  to  wait  until  we  are 
called  upon  to  vote  an  indemnity  to  the 
parties  aggrieved  by  this  accident  before  we 
can  get  all  the  information  relating  to  the 
accident  itself. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman,  either. 

Mr.  MONK.  When  we  are  asked  to  vote 
$588,000  for  the  St.  Lawrence  ship  channel 
we  have  a  right  to  know  everything  con- 
nected with  the  incident  that  has  resulted  in 
the  bursting  of  the  boiler  of  one  of  the 
dredges  used  in  that  channel.  I  submit  that 
as  a  proposition  of  law.  I  can  bear  out 
what  the  hon.  minister  says  about  there 
being  a  case  pending,  because  I  acted  for 
the  lawyers  in  Sorel  who  represented  one 
of  these  families,  and  I  bad  to  deal  nt  the 
time  with  Mr.  Gobeil. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  You  know  more 
about  it  then  than  I  do. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 
I.ut  I  am  able  to  affirm  that  Mr.  Gobeil 
seemed  to  be  in  charge  at  that  time  of  the 
settlement  What  was  the  cost  of  these 
four  boilers  that  were  replaced  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  in  the  Audi- 
tor General's  Report 

Mr.  BERGERON.  No ;  we  have  only 
two  in  the  Auditor  General's  Report. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Their  cost  was 
$18,500  each  pair. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  $18,500  is  the  cost  of 
each  one  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  Why  are  only  two  of  them 
put  in  there  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  think  the  reason  is  that 
possibly  the  other  boilers  were  delivered  and 
paid  for  out  of  the  present  year's  vote. 

Mr.  MONK.  Can  the  hon.  minister  say 
for  what  time  these  boilers  have  been  In 
use,  and  what  is  the  ordinary  life  of  a 
boiler  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  in  use 
a  little  over  two  years.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  refer  to  the  report  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Public  Works  for  1904,  page  272, 
he  will  see  the  following : 

The  power  for  the  main  pump  is  derived 
from  a  triple  expansion  marine  engine.  The 
boilers,  of  which  four  were  originally  put  in, 
were  of  the  locomotive  type.  From  the  com- 
mencement of  the  work  difficulty  was  had  with 
the  boilers.  Finally  in  November,  1903,  one  of 
them  exploded,  resulting  In  loss  of  life  and  dls- 
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abllng  the  dredge  tor  nearly  eleven  months. 
Four  new  marine  boilers  were  put  in,  and  have 
proved  their  efficiency  and  capacity. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  am  asking  the  hon.  min- 
ister two  questions — how  long  they  have 
been  In  use  and  what  is  the  ordinary  life 
of  these  boilers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  only 
used  two  years,  and  the  ordinary  life  of  a 
boiler  should  be  about  twenty-flve  years,  un- 
less an  accident  happens  as  did  in  this 
case. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  said  a  few  moments 
ago  it  would  be  better  to  have  the  employees 
of  the  Department  of  the  Public  Works  here, 
because  they  might  know  some  things  which 
the  officers  of  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  do  not  know.  Now,  I  want 
to  ask  the  hon.  minister  how  the  provisions 
and  supplies  intended  for  use  in  connection 
with  this  ship  channel  are  procured  ?  Is 
it  done  by  tender  ?  I  find  that  purchases  to 
large  amounts  have  been  made.  If  these 
purchases  are  not  made  by  tender,  It  is  a 
very  dangerous  system  to  pursue  unless  the 
hon.  minister  is  very  sure  of  his  buyer.  I 
see  that  supplies  were  purchased  from  The 
Edward  Cavanagh  Company,  Montreal,  to 
the  amount  of  $11,575 ;  from  Caverhill, 
Learmont  &  Company,  Montreal,  to  the 
amount  of  $11,648,  and  from  Andrew  Baile, 
of  Montreal,  to  the  amount  of  $22,541.  If  I 
remember  rightly,  the  hon.  minister  has  no 
right  to  buy  anything  exceeding  in  cost  $5,- 
000  without  calling  for  tenders. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  These  are  small 
items. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  find  an  item  as  high 
as  $42,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  These  supplies 
were  not  all  bought  without  tender. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  for  coal. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  all  bought 
by  public  tender. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Well,  it  has  been 
bought  for  the  last  few  years  from  the  same 
firm,  the  T.  F.  Moore  Company,  Montreal, 
and  for  the  same  amount. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Last  year  it  was 
divided,  and  not  purchased  from  that  firm  at 
all. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  see  that  coal  was 
also  purchased  from  Andrew  Baile.  Mont- 
real. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  For  the  ship  chan- 
nel ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Well,  he  was  pro- 
bably the  "lowest  tenderer. 

Mr.    BERGERON.     Andrew    Baile.  of 
Montreal,  received  for  coal  $22,541.  and  the 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


T.  F.  Moore  Company,  of  Montreal,  $42,- 
387. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  All  this  was  done 
through  public  tenders,  and  these  tenders 
were  advertised  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
be  kind  enough  to  bring  down  some  of  these 
tenders  ? 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
lion,  minister  if  he  has  decided  yet  as  to  the 
advisability  of  giving  Captain  Leslie  a 
bonus  for  keeping  his  wrecking  plant  in 
the  lower  St.  Lawrence  ?  The  matter  was 
discused  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  matter  does 
not  appertain  to  my  department  It  apper- 
tains to  the  Department  of  Trade  and  Com- 
merce. There  are  two  propositions  before 
the  government  at  the  present  moment — one 
from  Captain  Leslie,  of  Kingston,  and  one 
from  Mr.  Farquhar.  It  has  been  proposed 
to  establish  a  wrecking  plant  at  Sydney  or 
North  Sydney.  The  matter  is  the  subject 
of  negotiation  now.  It  is  In  the  hands  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Trade 
and  Commerce. 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  Is  the  wrecking  plant 
at  Quebec  under  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No;  It  is  under 
the  Department  of  Trade  and  Commerce. 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  Is  there  any  very  good 
reason  why  it  is  under  the  Department  at 
Trade  and  Commerce  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  suppose  the  rea- 
son is  thai  they  have  been  trying  to  grab 
everything,  and  therefore  I  did  not  ask  for 
it. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  It  is  rather  a  strange 
thing  that  the  correspondence  from  the 
Boards  of  Trade  of  Montreal  and  Kingston 
has  been  directed  to  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  thought 
probably  that  It  belonged  to  that  depart- 
ment, but  all  the  correspondence  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  Trade  and 
Commerce. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  A  statement  was  made  in 
this  House  a  short  time  ago  that  very  ma- 
terially affects  the  wrecking  plant  owned 
by  parties  in  Kingston.  A  statement  was 
made  that  Captain  Leslie  bad  not  done  any 
wrecking  east  of  Montreal.  I  find  here  a 
statement  to  this  effect : 

Part  of  our  plant  as  described  in  our  letter 
to  The  Shipping  Federation  has  been  stationed 
at  St.  John's,  Newfoundland,  tor  the  past  three 
years,  but  we  cannot  afford  to  continue  the 
service  unless  we  get  some  assistance  from  the 
government  ;  hence  our  petition  that  they 
should  bonus  us  for  placing  the  plant  at  North 
Sydney  the  coming  year. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2477 


MAKCH  14,  1905 


2478 


Our  salvage  plant  is  the  most  efficient  in  the 
Dominion,  consisting  of  pumping  and  diving 
outfits  equal  toaany,  and  in  addition  our  cylin- 
drical steel  pontoon  plant  and  compressed  air 
plant  are  the  only  ones  on  the  continent,  the 
compressed  air  system  being  an  application  of 
my  own  of  that  system  to  salvage  operations, 
and  only  used  by  myself,  and  has  been  proved 
efficient  by  the  salvage  of  the  steamers  '  Gallia  ' 
and  '  Scottish  King,'  the  former  near  Sorel,  and 
the  latter  at  Newfoundland,  both  steamers  hav- 
ing been  declared  total  losses  and  not  recover- 
able by  all  other  salvage  companies,  including 
the  Davie  plant  owned  at  Quebec. 

I  simply  put  this  on  record  to  show  that 
the  statement  made  the  other  evening  by  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlci), 
to  the  effect  that  this  plant  had  not  done 
any  wrecking  east  of  Montreal,  Is  contra- 
dicted ;  and,  secondly,  to  show  that  his 
statement  that  no  plant  in  Canada  was 
equal  to  the  Davie  plant  is  not  correct  I 
want  to  put  the  statement  on  record  to  show 
that  this  is  a  superior  plant ;  and  that, 
therefore,  there  is  nothing  In  the  argument 
to  the  effect  that  this  plant  was  not  judged 
competent  to  do  wrecking  even  in  the  St 
Lawrence.  I  hope  the  government  will  do 
justice  to  this  company,  who  seem  to  be 
prepared,  and  who  are  quite  capable  and 
competent  to  do  good  wrecking  work,  either 
in  the  St.  Lawrence  or  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  This  question  of 
wreckage  plants  will  come  up  when  we  con- 
sider the  Items  connected  with  the  De- 
partment of  Trade  and  Commerce.  My 
hon.  friend  is'  not  stating  the  facts 
correctly,  no  doubt  due  to  mistake  or  lack 
of  memory.  The  other  day,  when  this 
question  was  up  for  consideration,  I 
-said  that  this  plant  was  used  once  on  the 
Newfoundland  coast  and  that  I  thought 
It  was  In  connection  with  the  salvage 
of  the  steamer  'Scottish  King.'  That 
Is  the  statement  I  made  the  other  day  and 
I  think  that  statement  is  borne  out  by  the 
letter  that  my  hon.  friend  has  just  read 
to  the  committee.  I  am  not  personally  com- 
petent to  judge  of  the  relative  merits  of  the 
two  plants  any  more  than  is  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Ingram),  but  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
Montreal  and  the  Underwriters'  Association 
of  the  Dominion  have  pronounced  on  the 
subject  and  they  have  asked  for  a  subsidy 
for  the  Davie  plant ;  they  have  not  asked 
for  a  subsidy  for  any  other,  and  they  are 
the  parties  interested  in  the  St  Lawrence 
shipping.  If  others  want  something  to  be 
done  for  Captain  Leslie  there  is  no  possible 
objection  to  that ;  but  let  the  question  of 
merit  be  decided  by  those  competent  to 
judge.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  appeal 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal  and  to 
the  Underwriters'  Association. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  To  be  fair  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  I  shall  put  on  record  the  state- 
ment be  made,  because  neither  he  nor  I 
are  competent  to  judge  of  wrecking  plants. 
The  hon.  gentleman  chose  to  criticise  the 


plant  of  Captain  Leslie.  I  read  from  '  Han- 
sard '  the  statement  In  reply  to  him,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  what  respect  did  he 
enter  into  competition  with  Leslie  T  We  all 
knew  that  there  have  been  wrecks  in  the  St. 
Lawrence  from  time  immemorial.  I  venture 
to  say  that  during  the  past  twenty  years  Cap- 
tain Leslie  had  never  gone  down  beyond  Mont- 
real except  once,  when  he  went  to  Newfound- 
land, and  I  think  he  has  regretted  that  trip 
ever  since. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  A  vessel  man  made  the  state- 
ment in  thie  House  that  Captain  Leslie  did 
wrecking  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  very  success- 
fully, and  I  prefer  taking  the  word  of  a  vessel 
man  even  to  that  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick). 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
take  the  responsibility  of  making  that  state- 
ment of  course  I  accept  it,  but  I  make  the  state- 
ment with  some  knowledge  of  Quebec— and  I 
have  been  connected  with  the  mercantile  life  of 
Quebec  for  many  years — I  make  the  statement 
that  Captain  Leslie  has  never  gone  below  Mont- 
real to  the  assistance  of  a  wreck  except  in  one 
Instance  when  he  went  to  Newfoundland,  and 
we  all  know  what  occurred  then. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  min- 
ister made  that  statement.  Possibly  in  a  few 
days  we  shall  see  whether  the  statement  of  a 
vessel  owner  in  this  House  or  that  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  is  correct. 

I  wrote  this  letter  to  Kingston  : 

Owing  to  a  debate  the  other  evening  in  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  wrecking  in  the  St. 
Lawrence,  and  in  which  the  names  of  George 
Davie  &  Company  and  Captain  Leslie  figured 
(the  latter  I  believe  was  a  former  resident  of 
Kingston),  and  to  the  fact  that  a  statement  was 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  Captain 
Leslie  did  not  do  any  wrecking  in  the  St.  Law- 
rence east  of  Montreal,  to  which  I  gave  an  em- 
phatic contradiction,  I  should  be  very  glad  if 
you  would  kindly  furnish  me  with  all  the  infor- 
mation you  can  with  respect  to  the  plant  of 
Captain  Leslie.  I  should  be  very  glad,  as  well, 
to  know  Captain  Leslie's  present  address. 

These  gentlemen  are  responsible  for  the 
statement  they  make  in  their  letter ;  they 
made  the  same  statement  to  the  Marine 
Department  they  made  -  the  same  state- 
ment to  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  and 
they '  undoubtedly  have  done  wrecking  east 
of  Montreal  and  in  the  St.  Lawrence. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  how  many  in- 
stances ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  That  does  not  make  any 
difference.  I  have  proven  the  truth  of  my 
statement  that  they  have  done  wrecking 
successfully  east  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  how  many  cases? 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.   They  assisted  at  many 

wrecks. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  We  have  here  the  state- 
ment that  they  were  successful  In  cases 
where  even  the  Davie  wrecking  plant  gave 
the  job  up.   I  have  proven  that  the  Leslie's 
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plant  is  not  so  Inefficient  as  the  Minister  of 
Justice  would  make  out. 

Mr.  AMES.  There  is  another  feature  of 
the  case  which  possibly  the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  allow  me  to  draw  his  attention 
to.  I  know  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  great 
on  chronological  sequence,  and  the  fact  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attenlon  to  Is  that  the 
resolutions  from  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
other  bodies  were  passed  after  the  debate 
had  occurred  in  this  House ;  after  these 
bodies  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  It 
was  the  Davie  Company  or  nothing  at  all, 
and  after  they  were  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  no  other  company  but  the 
Davie  Company  that  could  do  the  work. 
Surely,  if  it  was  necessary  to  have  a  wreck- 
ing company  down  in  the  gulf  to  look  after 
salvage,  they  most  naturally  trusted  that 
the  Dominion  government  would  insist  that 
the  company  should  be  capable  to  do  the 
work.  I  am  quite  sure  that  it  makes  no 
difference  to  the  Board  of  Trade  and  to 
the  other  bodies  who  gets  the  indemnity 
provided  there  is  an  efficient  service. 

Mr.  FITZPATRIOK.  I  can  tell  my  hon. 
friend  that  on  three  different  occasions, 
namely  in  1900,  1901  and  1908  the  Board  of 
Trade  asked  for  this. 

Mr.  AMES.  Mentioning  the  Davie  Com- 
pany ? 

Mr.  PITZPATBICK.  Yes,  mentioning  the 
Davie  Company.  Not  only  that,  but  a 
deputation  from  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade  waited  on  the  Minister  of  Marine  at 
the  Windsor  hotel  in  1900  or  1901  to  ask 
specially  that  Mr.  Davie  should  be  Induced 
to  put  bis  wrecking  plant  at  the  disposal  of 
the  government — a  little  knowledge  In  con- 
nection with  these  matters  is  not  bad. 

Mr«  AMES.  Being  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  council  during  the  last  few  years, 
I  know  something  about  the  discussion  that 
took  place,  and  I  think  the  Impression  is 
that  the  Davie  Company  is  the  only  com- 
pany that  does  wrecking  there. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Let  us  get  at  the 
facts  first  and  we  will  deal  with  impres- 
sions afterwards. 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
has  been  most  unfair  to  the  Leslie  Wreck- 
ing Company,  a  company  that  has  been  in 
existence  for  years  on  the  upper  lakes.  In 
making  this  House  believe  that  the  Leslies 
have  not  a  wrecking  plant  sufficient  for  the 
gulf  the  Minister  of  Justice  was  unfair.  The 
Davie  wrecking  plant  has  been  In  existence 
tor  years  at  Quebec,  but  they  never  asked 
for  a  bonus  until  Mr.  Leslie  went  to  all 
the  expense  and  trouble  of  taking  his  whole 
fleet  down  there.  Then  the  government 
gave  a  bonus  to  the  Davie  Company  and 
the  Leslie  firm  were  In  consequence  unable 
to  compete.  If  the  Minister  of  Justice  in- 
quires he  will  find  that  the  Leslie  Wreck- 
Mr.  INGRAM. 


ing  Company  has  done  good  service  in  sav- 
ing lives  and  property  at  wrecks,  and  in 
view  of  the  small  amount  that  would  be 
given  to  this  company  it  would  repay  the 
government  twice  over. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  am  not  disputing 
the  right  of  these  gentlemen  to  a  subsidy. 
The  only  issue  with  me  Is,  the  Justification 
of  the  subsidy  paid  to  Mr.  George  T.  Davie. 
My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  J.  D.  Reid)  is  perhaps 
not  as  often  in  the  House  as  some  of  us, 
and  therefore  he  does  not  know  all  that  has 
occurred.  He  Is  evidently  not  aware  that 
the  point  in  dispute  was  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Leslie  plant  had  gone  east  of  Mont- 
real. I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  they 
have  done  wrecking  on  the  upper  lakes ;  I 
am  dealing  with  the  lower  St  Lawrence 
and  I  know  something  about  that  I  said 
that  the  Leslies  wrecking  plant  went  below 
ijuebec  only  once  and  then  In  connection 
with  the  salvage  of  the  '  Scottish  King '  on 
the  shores  of  Newfoundland,  and  my  state- 
ment Is  borne  out  by  the  letter  that  has 
been  read,  and  which  states  that  they  had 
gone  below  Quebec  for  that  one  vessel— 
they  did  not  mention  any  others. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Yes,  the  steamer  •Gali- 
lee.' 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   Where  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  '  Galilee  *  ran  on  the 
shore  at  Sorel. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  What  became  of 
her  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  She  was  raised  by  this 
wrecking  company. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  'Galilee'  ran 
out  of  the  channel  into  a  bank  and  she  was 
simply  dredged  out  I  know  something 
about  the  case  of  the  'Scottish  King'  be- 
cause I  was  in  some  way  connected  with 
it  I  may  tell  my  hon.  friend  that  the  state- 
ment I  made  with  respect  to  the  operations 
on  this  boat,  the  '  Scottish  King,'  are 
absolutely  correct,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that 
if  Mr.  Lister  would  tell  us  all  he  knows 
about  It  he  would  repeat  what  I  said  here, 
that  he  has  regretted  from  the  day  be  ever 
sent  to  the  '  Scottish  King '  to  the  present 
that  he  ever  took  the  Job. 

Mr.  INGRAM.   I  would  say  

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  A.  Johnston).  The 
minister  has  stated  that  this  is  an  Item  en 
tlrely  apart  from  his  department  and  we 
have  allowed  the  discussion  to  go  on  In  or- 
der to  permit  various  members  to  make 
statements.  I  think  we  might  now  come 
back  to  the  item  under  discussion.  I  make 
the  suggestion  but  of  course  it  may  not  be 
acceded  to. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  suggestion  Is  a  good 
one,  but  we  are  discussing  a  matter  In  con- 
j  ectlon  with  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  I  wish 
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to  point  out  to  tbe  Minister  of  Justice  that 
the  point  the  other  night  when  his  discus- 
sion was  up  was  not  so  much  as  to  whether 
wrecking  had  been  done;  the  point  was 
simply  that  Davie  had  a  plant  unequalled 
by  any  other  In  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Theie  Is  no  doubt 
about  that. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Yes,  there  is. 

Mr.  FITZPATMCK.  Not  among  those 
who  know  anything  about  it 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Personally  I  admit  that  I 
do  not  know,  but  I  am  quoting  the  state- 
ment made  by  this  company  who  ought  to 
know.  The  Minister  of  Justice  talks  about 
this  steamer  being  on  shore  and  so  forth. 
This  steamer  according  to  the  statement 
here  was  given  up  even  by  the  Davie  Com- 
pany. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    Which  one? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  These  two  vessels  I  am 
speaking  of  now. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  the  case  of  the 
'Scottish  King*  the  Davie  Company  would 
not  take  the  job  at  the  price. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  steamers  were  de- 
clared total  losses  and  not  recoverable  by 
all  the  other  salvage  companies  including 
the  Davie  Compauy  at  Quebec,  and  this 
'  company  were  successful  at  least  in  raising 
it  and  making  a  success  of  the  salvage.  The 
other  night  when  the  discussion  was  up 
I  for  one  objected  to  the  statement  made 
t.)  the  effect  that  the  Davie  Company  was 
the  only  one  in  Canada  that  could  do  this 
work.  I  have  no  interest  in  the  Kingston 
Wrecking  Company  any  more  than  in  any 
other  company,  but  it  is  a  serious  matter 
for  a  company  with  a  large  amount  of 
■money  invested  to  have  a  statement  made 
in  this  House  that  might  affect  their  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  was  present  when  the  dis- 
cussion took  place  the  other  night,  and  I 
know  that  the  point  made  was  simply 
this  :  We  give  $10,000  a  year  to  the  Davie 
Company  because  it  is  the  only  company 
that  can  do  the  wrecking  work.  That  was 
the  allegation  of  the  Minister  of  Justice. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever,  it  seems  to 
me,  that  we  'have  to-day  proof  before  us 
that  there  are  other  wrecking  companies 
competent  to  do  the  work.  We  have  proof 
too  that  the  Davie  Company  began  to  get 
this  subsidy  the  moment  the  other  company 
arrived  on  the  field  of  action. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  what  year  was 
that,  will  my  hon.  friend  say? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  take  the  allegation  of  my 
friend  here.  There  is  no  question  what- 
ever; does  the  Minister  of  Justice  deny  it? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Yes. 


Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  When  was  the  '  Scottish 
King'  raised? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   In  1W)1. 

Mr.  J.  D.  REID.  That  Is  about  the  time 
that  the  bonus  was  given  to  the  Davie  Com- 
pany 

Mr.  MONK.  That  was  the  conclusion  I 
arrived  at.  It  was  not  the  exact  day  that 
the  other  company  arrived,  but  very  soon 
after.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  do  an  ab- 
solute injustice  in  not  getting  tenders  from 
these  two  companies  as  to  which  will  ac- 
cept the  lowest  retainer  to  stay  there.  There 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  about  that.  We 
have  abundant  proof  that  this  wrecking 
company  is  competent.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  it.  It  does  wrecking  on  the  lakes, 
it  went  down  there  and  is  a  well  known 
company.  Why  should  we  bonus  one  com- 
pany and  deprive  tbe  other  of  the  advan- 
tage of  being  on  the  field  of  action  at  all  ? 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  a  great  injustice.  Tbe 
plainest  course  for  us  would  be  to  find  out 
which  company  would  accept  the  lowest 
money,  because  it  is  simply  a  retainer  for 
being  down  there  and  being  ready  to  assist 
in  wrecks.  The  action  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  of  these  bodies  is  not  surprising. 
They  wish  to  have  one  company  down 
there  ready  to  do  the  work  when  the  neces- 
sity arises,  but  that  does  not  justify  us  in 
bonu'sing  one  company  and  refusing  any 
assistance  to  another.  The  thing  ought  to 
be  done  by  tender.  It  seems  to  be  a  matter 
of  favour  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  AMES.  To  return  to  the  discussion 
of  tbe  St  Lawrence  channel,  did  I  under- 
stand the  minister,  an  hour  or  so  ago,  to 
state  that  this  year  he  expected  to  have  the 
channel  deepened  to  the  extent  of  80  feet 
and  widened  to  the  extent  of  450  feet  all  the 
way  from  Montreal  to  Batiscan  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  That  will  be  all  done  this 
year? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  hope  so,  during 
the  coming  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  AMES.  Between  now  and  the  end 
of  navigation? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  fiscal  year 
lasts  from  the  1st  of  July,  1905  to  the  1st 
of  July,  1906.  It  will  be  before  the  1st  of 
July,  1906. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  reason  I  return  to  this 
question  is  of  course  that  it  is  one  of  tbe 
most  Important  with  which  we  have  to 
deal,  and  because  all  the  shipping  interests 
of  Montreal  are  anxious  to  know  how  soon 
they  can  count  on  a  30-foot  channel  all  the 
way  to  the  sea  and  how  soon  they  can 
count  on  having  a  full  width.  They  know 
of  course  that  for  the  last  nine  miles,  where 
the  tide  has  some  influence,  it  Is  not  so 
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important.  The  minister  is  aware  that  there 
remains  according  to  his  report  upwards  of 
eleven  miles  to  complete  in  the  fiscal  year. 
During  last  year  something  under  five  miles 
were  completed  and  he  intends  to  do  eleven 
miles,  more  than  double  that  amount,  be- 
tween now  and  the  end  of  the  next  fiscal 
year.  I  see  the  minister  is  only  asking  the 
same  amount  of  money  as  before,  and  I  sup- 
pose naturaUy  that  only  the  same  result  will 
be  obtained  as  from  the  money  previously 
asked. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man must  remember  that  there  are  three 
months  yet  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  July, 
1905. 

Mr.  AMES.  You  have  three  months  more 
and  then  twelve  months,  fifteen  months  in 
all,  in  which  to  do  eleven  miles  and  you 
have  taken  nine  months  to  do  less  than  five 
miles. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  hope  the 
'  Tarte '  will  work  all  this  year. 

Mr.  AMES.  That  she  will  be  good. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  She  has  only 
worked  two  months  this  season. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  trust  the  minister  will 
take  care  that  a  sufficient  sum  is  voted  In 
the  estimates,  if  necessary  in  the  supplemen- 
taries,  to  make  this  promise  good,  because 
so  much  depends  on  it  to  the  shipping  of 
Montreal  and  the  Dominion.  We  consider 
this  to  be  a  promise,  not  a  hope  bat  a  gen- 
uine declaration. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  a  promise 
provided  circumstances  will  allow  us.  If 
some  of  our  dredges  break  down  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind  occurs  we  may  be  de- 
layed, but  we  are  asking  the  money  for  a 
new  dredge  in  order  to  be  sure  that  the 
work  during  the  season  of  1906  will  be 
pushed  forward  with  more  celerity  than 
during  the  past  season. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  ask  another  question 
with  reference  to  the  method  in  which  this 
dredging  is  carried  out  We  already  have, 
of  course,  a  narrow  channel  of  27i  feet 
through  the  inland  portion  of  it  and  part 
of  the  work  of  the  dredging  is  to  deepen 
the  existing  channel,  part  of  it  Is  to  widen 
the  existing  channel.  I  would  like  to  ask 
whether  the  dredges  in  widening  the  exist- 
ing channel  work  up  and  down,  so  as  to 
give  the  benefit  of  full  channel  first  and  to 
gradually  widen  that  channel  or  do  they 
work  across  the  river,  giving  the  full  width 
of  the  required  depth,  but  only  leaving 
27$  feet  in  the  balance.  My  reason  for 
asking  this  is  that  I  believe  the  shipping  1 
people  would  prefer  having  a  narrow  chan- 
nel made  the  full  depth  as  soon  as  possible  j 
rather  than  to  have  tie  full  depth  for  a  por-  j 
tlon  of  it  and  have  the  remainder  of  it( 
Mr.  AMES. 


without  the  necessary  depth.  I  think  the 
minister  will  understand  just  what  I  mean, 
that  1  think  the  shipping  interests  will  pre- 
fer to  have  the  channel  narrow  but  of  the 
proper  depth  in  order  that  vessels  by  pro- 
per navigation  may  come  up,  rather  than 
have  the  proper  width  for  a  portion  of  the 
distance  but  not  a  proper  depth  for  the 
balance. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  My  engineer,  in- 
forms me  that  it  depends  on  the  material 
and  the  character  of  the  work.  Sometimes 
they  work  up  and  down  and  sometimes 
across  the  channel. 

Mr.  AMES.  As  a  general  principle,  my 
hon.  friend  will  admit  that  it  Is  very  advis- 
able this  work  should  be  completed  as  soon 
as  possible.  It  Is  very  advisable  that  in  as 
short  as  possible  delay  vessels  drawing  SO 
feet  may  be  able  to  come  to  Montreal  In  the 
lowest  water. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  Lake  St  Peter 
they  are  not  working  crosswise  but  up  and 
down,  but  in  other  parts  we  are  working 
up  and  down  and  also  crosswise  according 
as  the  work  can  be  done  most  advantage- 
ously. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  wish  more  especially  to  im- 
press on  the  hon.  gentleman  the  great  im- 
portance to  our  shipping  interests  of  having 
a  deep  channel  to  the  sea,  In  the  shortest 
possible  delay,  even  if  it  be  a  narrow  chan- 
nel. The  hoc.  minister  has  spoken  of  his 
department  endeavouring  to  put  the  Sorel 
shops  on  a  thorough  business  footing,  and 
he  told  us  that  an  inventory  has  been  taken. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  taken  early 
in  September  or  August  and  finished  iu 
January.  There  were  two  accountants  to 
post  up  the  books  and  make  a  special  inven- 
tory. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  supppose  the  actual  stock 
taking  was  done  very  rapidly,  in  the  course 
of  a  week  or  so  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  took  more  than 
that.  There  had  been  books  kept  in  the 
store  but  they  had  not  been  carefully  entered 
r.p,  and  the  storekeeper  was  not  able  to  give 
a  satisfactory  account  No  dishonesty  was 
suspected  and  I  do  not  think  that  any  mem- 
bers of  the  staff  were  guilty  of  anything 
wrong,  but  the  store  was  not  kept  according 
to  modern  methods,  and  we  appointed  n 
more  capable  man  to  manage  it  and  gave 
him  special  Instructions  as  regards  the 
entries  to  be  made.  Now  we  can  ascertain 
every  week  what  there  is  in  stock  which 
we  could  not  do  under  the  other  system. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  hon.  minister  is  intro- 
ducing what  is  evidently  a  new  system,  and 
one  which  will  furnish  us  material  for  future 
discussion.  He  Is  giving  us  an  excellent 
mile  post  from  which  to  start.  In  adopting 
the  system  of  taking  Inventories,  I  sup- 
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pose  he  will  have  a  general  Inventory  made 
once  every  year  ? 

Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  And  he  bas  a  competent 
stock-keeper  who  keeps  a  check  of  all  the 
goods  received  and  handed  out  ?  ' 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  and  his  in- 
structions are  to  charge  against  every 
steamer  what  is  expended  on  it. 

Mr.  AMES.  Does  the  minister  have  what 
might  be  called  a  factory  or  workshop  ac- 
count to  which  he  charges  all  his  wages, 
supplies  and  expenses  of  superintending  V 
And  then  does  he  charge  against  each  piece 
of  work,  whether  it  be  a  new  piece  or 
repairs,  what  he  considers  to  be  the  amount 
of  wages  and  supplies  that  go  into  it  ?  Does 
he  then  make  up  what  each  piece  of  work 
actually  cost,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year 
make  his  computation  to  see  whether  the 
goods  turned  out  from  the  factory  give  an 
adequate  return  for  the  wages  and  supplies 
that  have  been  expended  on  theS,  and  so 
balance  his  account?  Every  well  organized 
business,  which  has  a  factory  and  sales 
shop  side  by  side,  keeps  a  straight  factory 
account,  charging  that  account  with  all 
supplies,  wnges  and  superintendence  and 
a  certain  proportion  of  the  rental  and  other 
incidental  expenses,  and  credits  it  with  all 
completed  goods.  Then  at  the  end  of  the 
year  they  are  able  to  see  whether  they  have 
lost  or  made  money.  I  trust  the  hon  min- 
ister will  be  able  to  submit  to  the  House  a 
similar  statement  every  year. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  that  I  shall 
be  able  in  a  year  hence  to  give  my  hon. 
friend  entire  satisfaction. 

Mr.  AMES.  Then  to-night  I  shall  content 
myself  with  establishing  the  principle,  and 
I  hope  that  at  the  end  of  the  year  we  will  be 
in  a  position  to  go  carefully  through  the  esti- 
mates carried  out  on  these  lines.  What  is 
the  custom  in  the  department  regarding  em- 
ployees who  are  temporarily  absent  ?  Are 
they  charged  for  their  absence  or  given  half 
pay  ?  " 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Those  who  work 
by  the  day,  lose  their  day's  pay,  if  they 
are  absent  the  whole  day.  If  they  are  ab- 
sent less  than  a  day,  only  a  fair  proportion 
of  their  day's  wage  is  deducted.  In  the  case 
of  employees  engaged  by  the  month,  they 
are  charged  proportionately  for  their  ab- 
sences unless  they  are  absent  on  leave  or 
with  good  reason. 

Mr.  AMES.  When  we  asked  how  it  was 
that  the  expenses  this  year  are  greater  than 
last  year  in  the  Sorel  shops,  we  were  told 
that  wages  had  been  advanced,  but  my  hon. 
friend  neglected  to  state  the  date  when  the 
general  advance  took  place  In  tliose  shops. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  a  re- 
distribution of  the  wages  of  the  men,  and  I 


think  that  took  effect  in  the  beginning  or 
the  middle  of  October.  I  had  been  working 
at  it  since  the  1st  of  July.  I  went  down 
three  times  myself  to  see  about  it  and  got 
Mr.  Desbarats,  the  director  of  the 
yard,  to  make  up  the  list  Then  it  was  re- 
vised. That  took  a  little  time  and  at  the 
same  time  I  was  having  this  Inventory  made. 
There  were  other  changes  made  so  that  the 
redistribution  did  not  take  effect  untid  about 
the  middle  of  October.  Of  course  we  did 
not  Increase  the  wage  materially  but  we  are 
looking  into  the  whole  matter  to  see  what  we 
will  do  for  the  next  season. 

Mr.  AMES.  Will  the  hon.  minister  explain 
the  manner  in  which  the  supplies  for  the 
Sorel  workshops  and  his  dredges  are  pur- 
chased, are  public  tenders  asked  for  or  only 
private  circulars  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Some  are  bought 
from  day  to  day.  We  ask  prices  from  differ- 
ent merchants  for  the  different  classes  of 
articles,  and  we  take  the  lowest  who  is 
able  to  furnish  in  proper  form  and  quantity 
this  kind  of  goods.  The  request  Is  made  by 
Mr.  Desbarats,  and  he  generally  gives  us  a 
list  of  merchants  from  whom  he  has  asked 
prices.  The  order  is  examined  and  checked  ; 
and  if  it  is  approved  by  the  minister,  or  by 
the  deputy  minister  in  my  absence,  it  goes 
and  the  article  is  bought  Staple  articles,  of 
which  we  know  we  shall  require  a  quantity, 
are  purchased  by  tender  after  advertise- 
ment In  the  newspapers.  For  instance,  coal 
for  the  fleet  is  bought  in  that  way,  and  so  Is 
lumber  when  we  require  a  large  quantity 
and  are  not  obliged  to  use  it  immediately. 
Since  I  entered  the  department  I  have  con- 
sulted the  managers  of  large  concerns,  like 
the  Allans  and  the  Richelieu  and  Ontario 
Navigation  Company,  who  buy  in  large 
quantities,  and  have  found  that  the  system 
that  we  use  is  the  one  which  their  experi- 
ence has  proven  to  be  the  best. 

Mr.  AMES.  When  tenders  are  called  for 
by  advertisement  in  the  newspapers,  how 
are  the  offers  opened,  and  by  whom  ?  And 
who  decides  the  awarding  of  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  generally 
opened  by  the  deputy  minister,  or  by  the 
engineer,  or  by  Mr.  Desbarats,  in  charge  of 
the  work  at  Sorel.  The  offers  are  in  regu- 
lar form,  with  security.  The  minister  Is 
responsible  for  his  approval,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  officer  In  charge. 

Mr.  AMES.  Is  the  lowest  tender  always 
accepted  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Always,  except  in 
special  circumstances,  and  then  a  special 
Order  in  Council  must  be  obtained. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  has  spoken  of  a 
list  sent  to  Mr.  Desbarats  of  the  firms  from 
whom  purchases  shall  be  made  of  articles 
that  are  not  bought  by  public  tender. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  prepares  a  list 
of  what  be  wants  and  asks  tor  prices  from 
reliable  Arms. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  suppose  he  has  a  list  of 
firms  from  whom  he  shall  ask  prices  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  AMES.  By  whom  Is  that  list  pre- 
pared T 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  know.  I 
found  a  list  in  the  department,  and  I  follow 
it  Sometimes  I  have  added  to  it,  when  I 
thought  that  they  were  buying  from  firms 
that  were  not  firsthand  dealers.  To  save 
all  profits  and  commissions  we  must  deal  at 
first  hand. 

Mr.  AMES.  On  the  principle  of  a  new 
broom  'sweeping  clean,  we  look  to  the  hon. 
minister  (Mr.  Prgfontaine)  to  improve  on 
his  predecessors,  not  necessarily  to  accept 
the  system  that  he  found  in  use. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  why  I 
made  Inquiries  of  the  managers  of  large  con- 
cerns as  to  their  system. 

Mr.  MONK.  As  to  the  list  of  those  from 
whom  the  department  purchases,  can  the 
minister,  the  next  time  his  estimates  are 
under  consideration,  lay  that  information  on 
the  table  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Monk)  will  find  it  In  the 
Auditor  General's  Report. 

Mr.  MONK.  We  have  there  a  list  of  those 
who  have  sold  to  the  department,  but  not 
of  all  those  who  have  endeavoured  to  sell. 
If  there  is  a  regular  list,  we  are  entitled  to 
see  it,  of  course. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  Is  no  regu- 
lar list.  Mr.  Desbarats  makes  bis  list  him- 
self, consulting,  of  course,  the  officials  of  the 
department  as  to  the  reliability  of  the  firms. 
Where  he  finds  that  he  does  not  get  bottom 
prices  he  tries  elsewhere.  Of  course,  we  try 
to  purchase  from  Canadian  firms  wherever 
possible.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Monk) 
has  a  list  to  suggest,  I  am  sure  he  will  take 
It  Into  consideration. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
names,  but  wished  to  know  if  there  was  a 
regular  list.  If  the  list  in  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  Is  the  only  one  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  some  on 
the  list  of  the  director  who  have  never 
succeeded  in  selling  five  dollars'  worth  to 
the  department. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  hope  the  hon.  minister  can 
assure  us  that  there  exists  no  preferential 
list,  for  I  have  received  a  communication 
from  a  leading  firm  In  my  own  city  In  which 
they  state  that  they  are  not  on  the  privileg- 
ed list  and  do  not  supply  anything  to  the 
department.  If  I  can  assure  them  that  there 

is  no  such  list  

Mr.  AMES. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  known  par- 
ties to  complain  that  they  made  no  sales  to 
the  department,  and,  on  looking  up  their 
names,  have  found  that  they  were  supplying 
more  than  any  other. 

Mr.  LALOR.  I  understood  the  minister 
to  say  that  he  found  a  list  in  the  depart- 
ment and  had  since  added  names  to  it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  engineer  sent 
me  a  list  for  approval,  of  people  from 
whom  he  asked  tenders,  and  I  suggested 
some  other  firms  in  addition  to  that  list.  I 
suppose  he  has  added  those  names. 

Mr.  LALOR.  I  understand  that  the  ques- 
tion asked  by  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  was  whether  the  list 
would  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  did  not  say 
there  was  a  list  In  my  department.  I  under- 
stood that  the  director  of  the  works  in 
Sorel  had  a  list  before  him.  In  making 
such  large  purchases  of  supplies,  where  you 
have  an  expenditure  of  $200,000  or  $300,000 
a  year,  It  stands  to  reason  that  the  director 
will  have  a  list  of  firms  from  whom  prices 
would  be  asked.  Of  course  he  must  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  dealers,  and  be  in  a 
position  to  ask  them  for  prices. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  What  are  the  spe- 
cial qualifications  for  getting  on  to  this  list? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  To  be  an  honest 
and  straightforward  merchant 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Then  are  we  to  un- 
derstand that  all  those  merchants  in  Mon- 
treal whose  names  are  not  on  the  list  are 
dishonest  ?  I  hope  the  gentleman  does 
not  mean  to  Insinuate  that  those  whose 
names  are  not  on  that  list  cannot  qualify. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  other 
qualifications. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  would  like  to  draw  the 
hon.  gentleman's  attention  to  page  274  of 
the  Public  Works  Report  where  there  is  an 
analysis  of  a'  new  construction  under  way 
during  that  year.  I  understood  from  his 
remarks  a  moment  ago  that  next  year  this 
new  construction  account  will  be  more 
complete,  and  that  we  will  have  credited  to 
each  dredge  and  each  tug  the  expenses  for 
that  particular  construction. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  not  a  manufacturer,  he  does  not 
know  bookkeeping  as  well  as  his  neighbour 
(Mr.  Henderson).  There  will  be  In  the 
books  of  the  department  at  Sorel  entries 
made  to  justify  the  expenditure  on  every 
dredge,  whatever  it  may  be.  But  it  would 
be  improper  to  put  all  those  details  in  a 
report. 

Mr.  MONK.  Then  we  will  be  able  to 
get  a  separate  account  for  each  construc- 
tion ? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  You  will  be  able 
to  get  It  by  asking  for  It.  But  I  would  not 
undertake  to  publish  It  in  the  departmental 
report,  for  it  would  make  a  more  bulky  re- 
port than  that  of  the  Auditor  General. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  understood  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  say  that  he  was  building  an  eighth 
dredge,  he  has  seven  now.  Has  that  been 
completed  ? 

Mr.  FREFONTAINE.  No,  it  is  being  de- 
signed, nil 

Mr.  LA  LOR.  Has  the  minister  any  know- 
ledge as  to  a  comparison  of  the  work  done 
by  dredges  owned  by  the  government  and 
the  work  done  by  contractors'  dredges  paid 
by  the  hour  ?  Which  Is  the  cheapest?  Is 
It  profitable  for  the  government  to  use  their 
own  dredges  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  information  I 
gather  from  my  officials  is  that  it  is  a  great 
deal  cheaper  to  own  our  dredges  and 
work  them  ourselves.  We  do  better  work 
with  our  own  dredges,  and  do  it  cheaper. 
Naval  engineers  and  men  of  experience 
from  every  country  have  visited  the  works 
going  on  tills  year,  and  they  admit  that  we 
have  one  of  the  finest  plants  in  the  world, 
and  that  we  are  doing  the  work  very  suc- 
cessfully indeed. 

Mr.  LALOR.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  min- 
ister make  that  statement,  and  I  hope  the 
government  will  increase  the  number  of 
their  dredges  so  as  to  dispense  entirely  with 
the  necessity  of  engaging  the  dredges  of 
private  contractors  by  the  hour.  In  my  ex- 
perience, and  I  have  seen  them  at  work, 
the  government  is  being  imposed  upon  by 
private  contractors,  and  are  losing  a  great 
deal  of  money. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  my  department 
I  have  not  a  single  contractor's  dredge  at 
present  working  by  the  hour.  Last  sum- 
mer when  the  work  was  not  going  on  as 
fast  as  we  desired,  and  some  one  spoke 
about  hiring  other  dredges,  my  engineer 
said  that  it  would  be  better  to  do  the  work 
more  slowly  by  our  own  dredges  than  to 
hire  any  contractor's  dredges. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  What  business  will  be 
taken  up  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  We  will  continue  on 
the  estimates  we  are  leaving  this  evening, 
those  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries Department  I  think  there  are  no 
Bills  coming  on  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned 
at  11  p.m. 
80* 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

•  Wednesday,  March  15,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  must  call  the  attention 
of  hon.  members  to  the  rule  which  requires 
that  the  petition  shall  be  endorsed  with  the 
name  of  the  member  presenting  it.    Man;  ■ 
of  these  petitions  have  no  endorsation. 

L'UNION  ST.  JOSEPH  OF  OTTAWA. 

Hon.  N.  A.  BELOOURT  (Ottawa).  I  beg 
to  present  a  petition  praying  for  Incorpora- 
tion. The  shortest  explanation  is  to  read 
the  petition  itself,  which  is  as  follows  : 

To  the  Honourable  the  House  of  Commons  of 

Canada,  In  parliament  assembled. 

The  petition  of  the  undersigned  L'Unlon  St. 
Joseph  de  la  cite  d'Ottawa,  humbly  showeth  : 

That  your  petitioners  prior  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  of  your  honourable 
House,  became  desirous  of  applying  to  your 
honourable  House,  at  the  present  session  there- 
of, for  an  Act  of  incorporation  to  entitle  your 
petitioners  to  carry  out  the  objects  of  your 
petitioners  society,  which  are  of  a  provident 
and  benevolent  nature,  under  the  name  of  L'Un- 
lon St.  Joseph  du  Canada. 

That  your  petitioners  caused  Inquiries  to  be 
made  as  to  whether  or  not  It  was  probable  that 
an  Act  of  Incorporation  might  be  obtained 
from  your  honourable  House  authorizing  them 
to  enter  Into  contracts  of  life  and  sickness  in- 
surance with  members  of  the  society  in  accord- 
ance with  the  methods  of  Insurance  In  this  re- 
gard now  used  by  your  petitioners,  and  some 
doubt  as  to  this  having  arisen  in  the  minds  of 
the  officers  of  the  society,  the  matter  was  under 
discussion  at  various  times,  both  with  your  pe- 
tloners'  solicitors  and  with  the  Superintendent 
of  Insurance. 

That  considerable  time  was  occupied  in  the 
consideration  of  this  subject,  and  it  was  not 
until  the  present  time  that  your  petitioners  be- 
came satisfied  that  they  were  in  a  position  to 
apply  to  your  honourable  House  for  an  Act  to 
Incorporate  your  petitioners  under  the  above 
name,  with  the  likelihood  of  your  petitioners 
application  in  this  regard  being  favourably  en- 
tertained by  your  honourable  House. 

That  your  petitioners  are  extremely  anxious 
to  obtain  such  an  Act  of  incorporation  at  the 
present  session  of  your  honourable  House,  in 
order  that  no  time  may  be  lost  In  putting  your 
petitioners  in  the  more  favourable  position 
which  they  have  reason  to  believe  they  will 
attain  by  becoming  incorporated  by  Act  of  your 
honourable  House. 

That  your  petitioners'  society  is  of  an  entirely 
provident  and  benevolent  nature,  and  is  carried 
on  entirely  for  the  benefit  of  the  members  of 
the  society,  who  for  the  most  part  are  persons 
of  small  means  who  are  enabled  through  the 
methods  of  the  society  to  make  provision  for 
themselves  and  their  families  In  case  of  death 
or  sickness. 

Wherefore  your  petitioners  humbly  pray  that 
your  honourable  House  may  be  pleased  to 
authorize  your  petitioners  to  present  a  petition 
for  an  Act  to  Incorporate  your  petitioners  for 
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the  purpose  above  mentioned  at  tbe  present 
session  of  your  honourable  House. 

And  as  in  duty  bound  your  petitioners  will 
ever  pray. 
Dated  this  14th  day  of  March,  A.D.  1905. 

V.  DUROCHER, 

President  General. 
ALFRED  DOSTALER, 

Greffier  General. 

PRIVATE    BILLS— EXTENSION  OF 
TIME. 

Mr.  GRANT  presented  the  twelfth  report 
of  the  Select  Standing  Committee>on  Stand- 
ing Orders,  recommending  that  that  part 
of  the  49th  rule  which  limits  the  time  for 
receiving  petitions  for  private  Bills  be  sus- 
pended in  reference  to  the  petition  praying 
for  an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Crown  Casual- 
ty Company  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  does  not  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  case  of  emergency  where  there 
would  be  a  justification  for  suspending  a 
rule  which  we  have  already  made  in  this 
House.  It  Is  now  about  three  weeks  past 
the  time  when  petitions  could  be  presented 
for  that  purpose,  and  no  great  interest 
would  suffer  provided  it  lay  over  for  an- 
other year.  I  quite  understand  that  there 
are  many  things  that  might  require  that  a 
Bill  should  be  introduced  during  the  pre- 
sent session,  but  this  is  one  case  where  I 
do  not  think  there  is  a  justification  for 
suspending  the  rule. 

L'UNION  ST.  JOSEPH. 

Mr.  BELCOURT  moved : 

That  the  petition  of  L'Unlon  St.  Joseph  de 
la  cite  d'Ottawa  presented  this  day  praying  to 
be  permitted  to  lay  before  this  House  petition 
tor  the  passing  of  an  Act  to  Incorporate  L'Unlon 
St.  Joseph  du  Canada,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
piration of  the  time  for  presenting  petitions 
tor  private  Bills,  may  be  read  and  received 
forthwith  and  referred  to  the  Select  Standing 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  Is  an- 
other case  of  the  same  kind,  where  it  does 
not  seem  that  there  is  any  urgency  what- 
ever. The  petition  asks  for  the  right  to 
Incorporate  a  benevolent  society  about  three 
weeks  after  the  expiration  of  the  time  for 
receiving  petitions.  I  draw  attention  to 
this  because  I  think  the  government  are 
more  interested  than  we  are  in  keeping  the 
House,  in  a  moderate  degree  at  least,  close 
to  the  rules,  and  after  calling  attention  to 
this  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

Motion  (Mr.  Belcourt)  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 
ASHCROFT  WATER  AND  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

Mr.  POSTER  asked  : 

1.  How  much  pastoral  land  lying  to  the  north 
of  the  Thompson  river  has  been  applied  for  to 
lease  by  Ashcroft  Water  and  Light  Company  ? 
Mr.  BELCOURT. 


2.  Were  there  any  other  applicants  for  this 
land  ? 

3.  Has  this  company  (been  granted  a  lease  for 
these  lands  ? 

4.  Have  the  conditions  set  out  in  the  lease 
been  fulfilled  ? 

5.  Has  this  company  applied  for  lease  in  the 
Hat  Creek  country  ? 

6.  How  many  acres  has  this  company  applied 
for  to  lease  ? 

7.  How  many  acres  have  been  granted  by 
lease  to  this  company  ? 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prima 
Minister): 

1.  59,000  acres,  more  or  less. 

2.  Yes,  for  some  of  the  land. 

3.  The  company  was  granted  a  lease  for 
3,437  acres  of  the  59,000  acres  applied  for. 

4.  The  records  show  that  the  company 
has  paid  the  rental,  but  there  Is  no  Inform- 
ation in  the  department  to  show  that  It  has 
complied  with  the  other  provisions. 

5.  The  lands  referred  to  are  partly  In 
the  Hat  Creek  country;  they  are  in  one 
block,  and  lie  south  of  Hat  Creek  and 
north  of  the  Thompson  river. 

6.  Answered  by  No.  1. 

7.  Answered  by  No.  3. 


OLD  AGE  PENSIONS— INTERCOLONIAL. 

Mr.  MACDONELL  asked  : 

1.  Does  the  government  Intend  to  introduce 
at  this  session  the  Bill  respecting  old  age  pen- 
sions, that  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
promised  last  year  to  introduce  ? 

2.  If  so,  when  ?   If  not,  why  not  ? 

3.  Are  members  of  the  Civil  Service  during 
their  employment  by  the  government  allowed  to 
take  other  employment  than  that  tor  which  they 
are  paid  by  the  government  ? 

4.  Has  any  order  been  issued  by  the  govern- 
ment forbidding  members  of  the  Civil  Service 
to  compete  with  citizens  In  the  outside  labour 
market  T 

5.  If  not,  does  the  government  intend  to  do 
anything  to  prevent  such  unfair  competition  ? 

6.  If  such  order  has  been  Issued,  when  was  It 
so  issued  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance): 

1  and  2.  The  question  of  pension  for  tbe 
Intercolonial  Railway  workmen  is  under 
consideration. 

3.  Officers  generally  In  the  civil  service 
are  expected  to  place  their  whole  time  if 
required  at  the  service  of  the  department 
in  which  they  are  employed.  There  may 
be  exceptional  cases  where  the  circum- 
stances are  such  that  the  taking  of  addi- 
tional employment  is  objectionable. 

4.  The  government  are  not  aware  that 
tbe  members  of  the  civil  service  are  com- 
peting with  citizens  in  the  outside  labour 
market 

5.  Answered  by  No.  4. 
C.  Answered  by  No.  4. 
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GODERICH  MAIL  CONTRACT. 

Mr.  GDNN  asked : 

1.  Who  has  the  contract  for  the  carrying  of 
malls  between  the  railway  station  and  the  post 
office  In  the  town  of  Goderlch  ? 

2.  When  was  said  contract  let,  and  when  will 
It  expire  ? 

S.  Have  tenders  been  asked  for  ?  If  so,  how 
many  were  received  ? 

4.  Has  the  contract  been  awarded  to  the  low- 
est tenderer  ? 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General): 

1.  Thomas  Gundry. 

2.  The  contract  was  let  covering  the 
period  from  the  1st  April,  1901,  to  the  31st 
March,  1905.  On  the  24th  January  last,  in 
order  to  substitute  a  new  surety  >  for  one 
of  the  former  sureties,  a  substitute  con- 
tract was  executed    for   the  unexpired 

8eriod  covered  by  the  original  contract  on 
le  same  terms  and  conditions  as  in  the 
original  contract 

3.  (a)  Yes.    (b)  Two. 

4.  Yes. 

SUPPLY— PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT 
IN   THE    NORTHWEST  TERRI- 
TORIES. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of 
Finance)  moved  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont).  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  you  leave  the  chair,  I  wish 
to  bring  an  important  question  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  I  had  intended  to 
have  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
yesterday,  the  matter  which  I  am  about 
to  mention,  but  it  was  not  very  con- 
venient for  the  First  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  so  I  have  let  the  matter  stand 
over  until  to-day.  The  subject  on  which 
I  wish  to  speak  for  a  few  moments  con- 
cerns certain  passages  in  a  letter  which  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
has  recently  addressed  to  the  right  bon. 
gentleman  who  leads  this  House  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier).  In  proposing  to  discuss  cer- 
tain passages  in  that  letter  I  do  not  for  one 
moment  forget  that  it  is  not  open  for  me 
to-day  to  discuss  the  measures  which  the 
letter  relates  and  therefore  I  am  touching 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Haultain  in  so  far 
only  as  it  is  concerned  with  the  manner  and 
circumstances  in  which  and  under  which 
this  Bill  was  Introduced  In  this  House.  I 
assume  that  Mr.  Haultain's  letter  will  be 
brought  down  with  any  other  additional 
correspondence  and  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  by  the  government  in  due 
course.  In  the  meantime,  however,  it  has 
been  made  public  in  the  press  of  the  coun- 
try and,  without  going  over  what  I  have 
already  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  gov- 
ernment on  two  occasions  last  week,  may 
I  be  permitted  at  least  to  say  this,  that 
the  situation  which  has  developed  between 


the  month  of  October  last  and  the  present 
time  is  certainly  a  very  peculiar  one.  We 
had  this  subject,  the  granting  of  provincial 
autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Territories 
discussed  to  some  extent  in  the  year  1901, 
again  in  1902,  and  again  in  1903.  On  the 
last  occasion  I  moved  a  formal  resolution  in 
this  House  in  which  after  setting  out  re- 
solutions of  the  legislature  of  the  North- 
west Territories  to  the  effect  that  provin- 
cial status  should  be  granted  to  these  Ter- 
ritories. I  had  submitted  to  the  House  that 
that  request  should  be  taken  into  immediate 
consideration  by  the  government  of  this 
country  and  should  be  acted  upon  forthwith. 
I  pointed  out  at  that  time  that  even  if  my 
motion  passed,  if  the  government  was  dis- 
posed at  once  to  accept  the  suggestion 
which  I  then  made,  it  would  take  a 
considerable  time  to  arrange  the  de- 
tails. It  was  not  a  matter,  as  I  admitted, 
to  be  lightly  undertaken  or  to  be  disposed 
of  in  haste,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that 
I  urged  upon  the  government  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  question,  in  the 
month  of  October,  1903,  saying  as  I  did 
at  that  time,  that  If  the  matter  were  taken 
up  by  the  government  at  once  the  popula- 
iou  of  the  Northwest  Territories  of  Can- 
ada would  probably  be  500,000  before  the 
details  could  be  arranged  and  the  measure 
brought  down  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country. 

Not  one  member  of  the  administration 
made  any  answer  to  the  motion  which  I 
brought  before  the  House  on  that  occasion. 
My  hon.  friend  who  now  represents  the  con- 
stituency of  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  spoke 
on  that  motion.  He  would  not  support  the 
resolution  for  the  granting  of  provincial 
institutions  to  the  Northwest  Territories 
unless  he  knew  exactly  the  terms  upon  which 
ftutonomy  would  be  granted.  Let  me  quote 
his  own  expressive  words  : 

I.  as  a  representative  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, do  not  propose  to  go  into  a  sort  of  blind 
pool,  not  knowing  how  we  are  going  to  come 
out  when  the  conclusion  has  been  reached  on 
this  very  momentous  question. 

And  the  member  for  West  Assinlbola  (Mr. 
Scott)  spoke  on  the  same  subject  If  I  re- 
member his  attitude  correctly,  on  one  occas- 
ion at  least,  he  was  not  prepared  to  have 
this  matter  discussed  or  even  considered 
in  the  House  of  Commous  unless  his  leader 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton) 
were  present  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the 
discussion,  as  he  thought  that  bon.  gentle- 
man's guidance  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  No  member  of  the  administra- 
tion spoke  in  answer  to  the  motion.  The 
gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred  answer- 
ed for  the  government ;  then  the  division 
was  taken,  and  the  members  of  the 
administration  stood  up  and  voted  solemnly 
one  after  the  other  that  the  request  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  for 
provincial  status— a  request  expressed  un- 
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animously  on  the  two  occasions,  I  believe 
by  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories—should not  be  considered  nor  acted 
upon  in  the  Immediate  future.  My  motion 
demanded  that  the  question  should  be 
considered  and  acted  upon  as  promptly 
as  circumstances  permitted.  Parliament 
was  dissolved.  Then,  in  the  month  of 
October,  1904,  the  Right  Hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  suddenly  awoke 
to  the  gravity  of  the  situation  in  the  midst 
o*  an  election  campaign.  He  then,  for  the 
first  time,  recollected  that  letters  written  to 
him  by  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  North- 
west Territories  in  the  month  of  May 
previous  bad  not  been  answered  ;  and,  in 
all  the  stress  and  hurry  of  that  campaign- 
no  doubt,  upon  advice  communicated  to  him 
by  his  friends  in  the  Northwest  Territories, 
— suddenly  be  came  to  the  conclusion,  not- 
withstanding the  arguments  put  forward  on 
his  behalf,  and  indeed  by  himself  in  prev- 
ious sessions  of  parliament,  that  the  matter 
must  be  taken  up  without  the  slightest  de- 
lay. So,  he  wrote  to  the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  as  follows  : 

You  will  have  learned,  prior  to  the  receipt  of 
this  letter,  that  parliament  has  been  dissolved. 
The  new  House  of  Commons  will  contain  not 
four  but  ten  representatives  of  the  Northwest 
Territories,  who,  coming  fresh  from  the  people, 
will  be  entitled  to  speak  with  confidence  as  to 
the  views  and  requirements  of  those  whom 
they  represent.  Should  my  government  be  sus- 
tained, we  will  be  prepared,  immediately  after 
the  election,  to  enter  upon  negotiations  for  the 
purpose  of  arriving  at  a  settlement  of  the 
various  questions  Involved  In  the  granting  of 
provincial  autonomy,  with  a  view  to  dealing 
with  the  question  at  the  next  session  of  par- 
liament. 

That  was  a  very  much  balder  proposition, 
I  think,  than  the  opposition  bad  presented  to 
parliament  by  motion  and  by  speech  in  this 
House.  We  had  at  least  defined  our  position 
with  regard  to  the  lands  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  which  are  owned  by  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada,  and  we  had  defined  our 
position  with  regard  to  the  tax  exemption 
ol  lands  patented,  or  about  to  be  patented, 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  not 
one  of  these  matters  was  mentioned  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  And,  although  my 
hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  was 
not  willing  to  enter  a  '  blind  pool '  when  it 
was  proposed  by  the  opposition,  I  understand 
he  gleefully  accepted  the  proposition  of  the 
government,  although  in  that  case  the  pool 
was  very  much  '  blinder '  than  that  to  which 
he  had  objected.  Now,  certainly,  the  terms 
of  the  government's  proposal  might  properly 
and  Indeed  should  properly  have  been  dis- 
cussed before  and  considered  by  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  In  that  cam- 
paign. And  so  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, my  hon.  friend  from  Brandon  (Mr. 
Slfton)  was  asked  about  the  terms.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  was  asked  about  the 
terms  at  the  Instigation  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Edmonton  or  not.  The  Prime 
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Minister  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  who 
spoke  during  the  course  of  that  campaign, 
asked  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  of  that 
day  (Mr.  Slfton)  to  define  the  terms.  The 
request  was  much  along  the  line  which  had 
been  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ed- 
monton (Mr.  Oliver).  No  satisfaction  was 
given  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon 
(Mr.  Slfton),  then  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
His  answer  to  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  who  desired  that  the 
terms  might  be  discussed  during  the  pro- 
gress of  that  election  campaign,  was  that 
that  hon.  gentleman  was  a  mischiefmaker 
in  even  suggesting  that  terms  should  be 
discussed.  Speaking  at  Regina,  about  the 
19th  or  20th  of  October,  1904,  he  said  : 

Any  man  of  ordinary  Intelligence  in  public 
life,  and  Mr.  Haultain  is  a  man  of  more  than 
ordinary  intelligence,  knows  full  well  that  one 
member  of  a  government  consisting  of  four- 
teen members  would  not  come  here,  and,  with- 
out.' consulting  his  colleagues,  undertake  to  bind 
them  and  the  parliament  of  Canada  on  ques- 
tions of  such  importance.  Therefore,  the  sug- 
gestion is  made  in  a  spirit  of  mischief. 

And  again  be  said  : 

But  I  want  to  say  that  the  man  who  gets  up 
In  the  heat  of  a  political  contest  and  makes  his 
strongest  endeavour  to  bring  that  question  into 
political  discussion  is  not  a  friend  of  the  Terri- 
tories in  any  way,  sense  or  shape. 

Differing  very  much  from  my  hon.  friend 
from  Edmonton,  who  said  that  the  ques- 
tion ought  not  to  be  discussed  as  a  matter 
of  practical  politics  in  this  House  or  in 
the  country,  until  the  terms  upon  which 
these  Territories  were  to  enter  the  Canadian 
confederation  as  provinces  should  be  abso- 
lutely defined  and  made  known  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Territories.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  continued  : 

He  is  endeavouring  to  do  a  thing  which 
might  bring  very  serious  results  to  the  people 
of  the  Territories. 

For  what  reason  pray  ?  Were  not  the 
people  of  the  Territories  entitled  to  have 
the  hon.  member  for  Brandon,  then  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  discuss  that  question  be- 
fore them  ?  Were  they  not  entitled  to  have 
the  views  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada 
and  his  colleagues  as  to  this  matter  which 
was  precipitated  into  the  political  arena  by 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  in  the  midst  of 
an  election  campaign  ? 

I  have  no  authority  whatever  to  say  anything 
with  regard  to  the  subjects  Mr.  Haultain  has 
mentioned,  but  we  shall  be  In  the  position  of 
having  not  four  but  ten  members  from  the 
Territories  in  the  next  parliament,  and  we  will 
get  their  views  ;  and  while  we  do  not  say  that 
their  views  will  prevail — for  the  entry  .of  the 
Territories  Into  confederation  Is  a  matter  of 
contract  with  the  other  provinces— and  while 
the  terms  we  will  be  able  to  give  you  will  be 
those  we  can  get  the  other  provinces  to  agree 
to,  yet  I  can  say  for  myself  that  I  will  do  my 
best  to  get  the  most  liberal  term  possible,  and 
I  will  leave  you  to  judge  me  by  my  past'  record. 
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The  Prime  Minister  seems  in  the  end  to 
Lave  given  my  hon.  friend  from  Brandon 
(Mr.  Sifton)— If  I  may  use  a  common,  expres- 
sion—a dose  of  bis  own  medicine.  For  tie 
bon.  member  for  Brandon  thought  that  this 
matter  should  be  settled  by  the  government 
without  giving  any  opportunity  to  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  to  consider 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  Bill,  and  the 
Trime  Minister,  carrying  that  idea  a  little 
farther  thought  that  the  matter  should  be 
discussed  and  the  Bill  brought  down  to 
parliament  without  giving  even  the  ex-Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  an  opportunity  to  con- 
sider or  even  to  see  it. 

I  would  remark  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  that  the  manner  in 
which  this  Bill  was  introduced — introduced 
on  tiie  eve  of  the  return  of  the  ex-Minister 
of  the  Interior,  who  was  then  still  a  minister 
(Mr.  Sifton)  and  on  the  eve  of  the  return  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)— 
affords  an  excellent  specimen  of  the  way  in 
which  a  '  blind  pool '  -was  offered  those  gen- 
tlemen. Let  us  revert  for  one  moment  to 
the  debates  of  1902  and  to  the  speech  which 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  then 
made  with  all  the  authority  of  a  member  of 
the  administration.  The  ex-minister  spoke 
then  for  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country, 
for  bis  colleague  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
and  for  my  hon.  friend  the  Postmaster 
General  (Sir  William  Mulock.)  He  was  en- 
deavouring to  show  good  reason  for  post- 
poning the  introduction  and  consideration 
of  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  what  did  he  say  : 

last  year  It  was  arranged  that  a  discussion 
should  take  place,  and  our  friends  of  the  terri- 
torial government  did  urge  that  it  should  take 
place  earlier.  But  the  Minister  of  Finance  waq 
obliged  to  go  to  England  immediately  after  the 
session,  and  a  discussion  in  his  absence  would 
of  course  have  been  impossible,  be  being  one  of 
the  members  of  the  government  whose  presence 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  in  addition  to 
the  Prime  Minister  and  myself.  So  that  until 
the  return  of  the  Finance  Minister  from  Eng- 
land, it  was  impossible  altogether  to  arrive  at 
any  arrangement  as  to  when  the  conference 
should  take  place. 

I  am  not  reading  this  as  simply  -  the 
language  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  but 
as  a  declaration  by  the  present  administra- 
tion, whose  mouthpiece  that  hon.  gentleman 
then  was,  that  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion could  not  possibly  be  proceeded  with  in 
the  absence  of  t£ese  ministers.  But  to-day, 
not  much  more  than  two  -years  later,  we  find 
the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  in  the 
absence  of  his  Minister  of  the  Interior  and 
his  Minister  of  Finance — the  presence  of 
both  of  whom  this  government  had  declared 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  this  ques- 
tion might  be  considered  and  a  decision 
arrived  at — we  find  the  Prime  Minister 
bringing  down  to  the  House  on  the  21st  of 
February  this  important  measure  in  the 
absence  of  these  two  ministers.  And  we 
find  further  that  notwithstanding  that  ex- 


traordinary— I  might  even  say,  in  view  of 
all  the  circumstances,  that  indecent  haste — 
not  one  single  step  has  since  been  taken  to 
press  this  Bill  through.  And  when  we  asked 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  why  it  was  that, 
without  regard  for  constitutional  usage,  in 
absolute  contempt  of  all  constitutional  pre- 
cedent, he  not  only  did  that  which  I  have 
just  mentioned  but  brought  this  Bill  down, 
as  the  Act  of  the  government  and  the  result 
of  the  collective  wisdom  of  the  government, 
without  the  assent  of  his  two  colleagues, — 
who  above  all  others  should  have  been  con- 
sulted— when  we  ask  him  why  be  took  that 
extraordinary  course,  he  vouchsafes  to  the 
House  not  one  word  in  explanation.  I 
ventured  to  suggest  some  days  ago  that  it 
was  due,  not  only  to  the  House  and  the 
country  but  to  the  rigbt  hon.  gentleman  him- 
self, that  some  explanation  should  be  given. 
I  am  still  of  that  opinion.  What  was  the 
reason,  when  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Sifton)  was  expected  in  Ottawa  within 
two  days,  that  this  Bill  was  rushed  into 
the  House  of  Commons  before  his  arrival, 
while  not  one  step  has  been  taken  to  for- 
ward it  through  any  of  its  stages  for  three 
weeks  afterwards  ?  Why  was  it,  when  the 
Minister  of  Finance  was  on  his  w4y  home 
from  England  and  expected  to  arrive,  as  he 
did  arrive,  in  Ottawa  within  four  or  five 
days,  that  the  Prime  Minister  rushed  in 
feverish  baste  to  the  House  with  this  meas- 
ure, and  has  not  since  sought  to  advance 
it  one  jingle  stage  ?  Was  it  because  some 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  colleagues 
were  wavering  and  he  dreaded  the  result 
of  the  influence  of  two  such  strong  members 
of  his  cabinet  as  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior and  the  Minister  of  Finance  upon 
those  who  were  hesitating  to  indorse  the 
course  the  right  hon.  gentleman  purposed 
to  pursue.  Was  there  any  Idea  in  the  mind 
of  the  First  Minister  that  these  gentlemen 
might  not  be  so  ready  to  hesitate  or  to 
retreat  once  this  measure  had  been  brought 
down  as  a  government  measure.  Was  there 
anything  of  that  kind  in  the  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  ?  I  do  not  know.  I 
cannot  tell  what  was  In  his  mind,  but  we 
at  least  are  able  to  conclude  that  something 
very  extraordinary  must  have  impelled  him 
to  take  the  course  he  did. 

But  a  still  more  extraordinary  condi- 
tion of  affairs  seems  to  have  existed 
with  regard  to  the  representatives  of 
the  Northwest  Territories.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman,  when  1  brought  up  this  matter 
in  1902  and  again  in  1903,  took  the  ground 
that  the  Northwest  Territories  already  had  a 
very  considerable  degree  of  responsible  gov- 
ernment. They  had  a  legislature  of  their 
own,  a  cabinet  of  their  own,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  with  the  exception  of  the  right  to 
incur  debt  and  one  or  two  other  matters, 
they  were  already  Invested  with  the  powers 
of  responsible  government.  Well,  Sir,  the 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  in 
the  speecli  to  which  I  alluded  a  moment 
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ago — a  speech  delivered  at  Regina  about  the 
19th  or  20th  of  March  last— told  us  that 
this  Bill  must  be  In  the  nature  of  a  contract 
between  the  Northwest  Territories  and  the 
rest  of  this  country — a  contract  made,  as 
the  premier  of  the  Northwest  Territories  has 
pointed  out,  between  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country  and  the  minority 
who  live  in  the  Territories  ;  an  agreement 
to  be  made  between  five  and  one  half  mil- 
lions of  the  people  of  Canada  residing  In 
the  seven  existing  provinces  and  the  half 
million  people  who  reside  In  the  Northwest 
Territories.  These  500,000  people  have  a 
government.  That  government  was  sum- 
moned here  to  Ottawa  for  the  purpose  of 
conferring  with  a  special  committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  In  regard  to  the  terms  of  this 
measure.  It  was  to  be  a  matter  of  contract, 
so  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  told  us. 
Well,  one  would  suppose  that,  under  these 
conditions,  at  least  the  representatives  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  would  have  been  con- 
sulted about  all  the  Important  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  Does  my  right  hon.  friend  remem- 
ber how  he  swelled  with  indignation  In  1896 
when  he  charged  Sir  Charles  Tupper  across 
the  floor  of  this  House  with  having  trampled 
upon  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Nova  Sco- 
ria in  passing  through  a  moribund  legislature 
the  resolutions  relating  to  confederation  ? 
Does  he  remember  how  he  advocated  the 
rights  of  the  people  at  that  time  1  Does  he 
forget  how  he  accused  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
of  having  trampled  upon  the  dignity  of  a 
proud  people  who  would  never  forget  that 
treatment  ?  But  at  least  this  can  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  measure  which  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  caused  to  be  passed  at  that  time, 
that  It  went  before  the  representatives  of 
the  people  and  was  considered  by  them  in 
parliament,  even  if  it  were  a  moribund  par- 
liament. But,  the  Prime  Minister,  If  we  are 
to  believe  the  statements  contained  In  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Haultain,  has  seen  fit  to  bring 
down  to  the  parliament  of  Canada  certain 
provisions  In  this  measure  without  even 
deigning  for  one  moment  to  consult  the 
representatives  of  the  people  in  those  terri- 
tories. We  see  the  constitutional  advocate 
of  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  ten  years 
ago  changed  into  the— may  I  say— tyrant 
of  to-day  ?  What  are  the  words  of  Mr. 
Haultain  ? 

I  must  take  strong  exception  to  the  way  in 
which  the  subject  of  education  has  been  treated 
both  in  the  conferences  and  In  the  Bills.  1  must 
remind  you  of  the  fact  that  your  proposition 
was  not  laid  before  my  colleague  or  myself 
until  noon  of  the  day  upon  which  you  Intro- 
duced the  Bills.  Up  to  that  time  the  question 
had  not  received  any  attention  beyond  a  casual 
reference,  to  It  on  the  previous  Friday,  and  1 
certainly  believe  that  we  should  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  your  proposals  before 
twelve  o'clock  on  the  day  the  Bills  received 
their  first  reading.  No  such  opportunity,  how- 
ever, was  afforded,  as  unfortunately,  you  were 
not  able  to  be  present  at  the  session  when  this 
section  was  submitted  ;  neither  was  Sir  Wil- 
liam Mulock. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


The  same  day  !   The  same  day  ! 

I  feel  sure  that  you  will  acquit  me  of  any 
feeling  in  the  matter  other  than  that  such  an 
important  subject  should  have  been  fully  dis- 
cussed before  any  definite  conclusion  was  ar- 
rived at  by  the  government  and  before  the  Bills 
dealing  with  it  were  laid  before  parliament. 

Now,  can  any  hon.  gentleman  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  looking  at  the  situation 
as  I  have  endeavoured  to  present  It  to  the 
House  in  a  few  words,  say  in  his  heart 
that  the  declaration  made  by  Mr.  Haultain 
in  the  sentences  I  have  just  read  Is  an 
unreasonable  one  ?  He  is  here  as  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, having  behind  him  the  entire  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  as  voiced  by 
then*  representatives  in  parliament  and 
he  is  called  here  to  confer  about  this  Bill. 
It  is  handed  to  him,  in  so  far  as  this  pro- 
vision is  concerned,  two  or  three  hours  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  gentleman  presents  the 
measure  to  parliament  and  handed  to  him 
without  any  opportunity  of  discussion  with 
the  Prime  Minister,  without  any  opportu- 
nity of  discussion  with  the  Postmaster 
General  and  without  apparently  any  oppor- 
tunity of  discussion  except  with  one  or  two 
members  of  the  administration  for  a  few 
moments  and  a  few  moments  only. 

Well,  I  do  not  know  what  my  right  hon. 
friend  will  make  of  all  this.  He  did  not 
consult  the  .hon.  ex-Minister  of  Interior 
who  specially  represents  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  ;  he  did  not  consult 
the  Minister  of  Finance  who  is  especially 
concerned  with  the  financial  features  of 
this  Bill ;  he  did  not  consult,  in  so  far  as 
this  part  of  the  measure  is  concerned,  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories and  his  colleagues.  The  question 
naturally  arises  :  Whom  did  he  consult  1 
I  can  only  answer  that  question  in  one 
way.  It  seems  to  me  that  he  must  have 
consulted  the  seven  gentlemen  from  the 
Northwest  Territories  who  are  elected  as 
Liberals  and  these  provisions  are  the  result 
of  their  collective  and  united  wisdom.  He 
postponed  this  measure  in  order  that  he 
might  have  the  benefit  of  the  wisdom  of 
ten  .gentlemen  from  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. He  did  not  get  as  many  as  he 
thought  he  would  get ;  he  got  seven  and 
I  presume  that  the  educational  provisions 
of  the  measure  which  has  been  brought 
down  are  the  result  of  the  advice  and  ass- 
istance of  the  seven  gentlemen  who  sit  on 
that  side  of  the  nouse  for  the  moment 
Assuming  that  to  be  the  case— and  we  must 
assume  that  it  is  the  case  in  the  silence  of 
these  gentlemen— Is  It  good  constitutional 
practice  after  all,  to  put  to  one  side  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  when  he  is  about  to  re- 
turn, to  put  to  one  side  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  to  put  to  one  side  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  the  Northwest  Territories  and  his 
colleagues  and  to  follow  altogether  the  ad- 
vice of  these  seven  gentlemen  who  have 
evidently  drafted  the  educational  clauses 
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of  the  Bill  ?  I  yield  to  no  one  In  apprecia- 
tion of  the  great  abilities  of  these  gentle- 
men and  of  the  experience  of  some  of  them, 
but  while  conceding  everything  that  can  be 
conceded  in  that  regard,  It  was  hardly  fair 
to  pass  over  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior, 
the  Minister  of  Finance  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories and  to  follow  solely  the  advipe  of 
these  gentlemen  and  to  seek  solely  their 
assistance. 

I  have  no  more  to  say  at  present. 
I  trust  that  my  right  hon.  friend  will 
recede  a  little  from  the  position  which 
be  took  the  other  day,  and  that  be  will  give 
us  some  reason  for  tbe  very  extraordinary 
course  which  he  has  pursued  in  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  that  he  will  perhaps 
be  good  enough  to  advise  us,  although  he 
has  not  seen  fit  to  do  so  up  to  the  present 
time,  whether  or  not  any  amendments  to 
the  Bill  have  been  under  tbe  consideration 
of  the  government.  Whenever  I  have  asked 
that  question  before,  my  right  hon.  friend 
has  told  me  with  a  great  air  of  wisdom 
that  amendments  can  be  made  to  any  Bill. 
Nearly  all  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
were  aware  of  that  before  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  told  us.  There  may  have  been 
one  or  two  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  that 
came  as  a  refreshing  piece  of  news,  but 
nearly  all  of  us  were  aware  of  it  before. 
That  was  not  the  question  I  asked.  The 
question  I  asked  and  to  which  I  have  a 
right  to  get  an  answer  is  this  :  Has  the 
government  under  consideration  at  the  pre- 
sent time  any  amendments  to  tbe  Bill 
which  was  brought  down  in  such  extra- 
ordinary haste  three  weeks  ago  and  in  the 
progress  of  -which  not  one  step  has  been 
taken  since  ?  In  addition  to  that  perhaps 
my  right  hon.  friend  will  be  good  enough 
to  enlighten  the  House  as  to  the  personnel 
of  the  members  of  the  administration  who 
constituted  the  committee  of  council  which' 
was  appointed  to  deal  with  this  question. 
We  have  nothing  official  before  the  House 
In  so  far  as  I  am  aware  with  regard  to  it. 
I  understand  from  the  documents  that  my 
right  hon.  friend  was  a  member,  that  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General  was  a  member, 
and  I  would  gather  also  thit  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  must  have 
been  a  member,  because  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely indispensable  to  have  the  assistance 
of  his  very  great  legal  ability  and  experi- 
ence. Were  there  any  other  members  of 
this  sub-committee  and  if  so,  who  were 
they  ?  Was  there  any  gentleman  specially 
appointed  to  represent  the  Interests  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  Was 
there  any  gentleman  appointed  to  consider 
this  question  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
maritime  provinces,  because,  as  the  hon. 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  has  well  pointed 
out,  this  is  a  matter  which  must  be  consid- 
ered not  only  from  tbe  standpoint  of  the 
Interests  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  but  from  th*  standpoint  of  the 


interests  of  the  entire  country  ?  Now  this 
would  appear  not  an  unreasonable  demand, 
and  I  trust  my  right  hon.  friend  departing 
in  that  regard  from  his  practice  on  the 
last  few  occasions  on  which  I  brought 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  House, 
will  really  on  this  occasion  give  the  House 
Information  upon  the  subjects  which  I  have 
ventured  to  refer  to. 

There  has  just  been  placed  in  my  hands  a 
copy  of  a  journal  which  Is  sometimes  sup- 
posed to  be  in  the  secrets  of  the  govern- 
ment ;  which  is  sometimes  supposed  to  con- 
tain statements  that  have  an  official  In- 
spiration. I  observe  that  this  Journal,  quot- 
ing from  tbe  Montreal  organ  of  a  member 
of  the  administration,  gives  currency  to  a 
rumour  that  some  question  or  questions  in 
connection  with  this  Bill  are  to  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  the  Supreme 
Court  If  my  right  hon.  friend's  view,  ex- 
pressed when  he  Introduced  this  Bill,  is  a 
sound  one— and  I  presume  it  was  not  taken 
without  due  consideration— of  course  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  submit  any  ques- 
tion to  the  court,  but  perhaps  he  may  have 
had  new  light  on  the  subject  since  he  made 
his  speech.  However  that  may  be,  I  do  re- 
spectfully ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  give 
the  House  some  information  with  regard 
to  all  these  matters,  and  especially  to 
inform  us  why  it  was  that  he  did. not  see 
flt  to  consult  these  gentlemen  from  the 
Northwest  Territories  who  were  In  Ottawa 
at  his  call  and  who  were  supposed  to  rep- 
resent the  voice  and  the  desires  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  west. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister),  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) has  stated  that  It  would  have  been 
convenient  for  him  to  speak  on  this  »atter 
jesterday  as  he  had  given  me  notice,  and 
that  I  had  asked  him  to  postpone  his  re- 
marks iintil  this  afternoon,  because  I  had 
an  engagement  after  the  dinner  hour  be- 
fore which  the  question  could  not  have  been 
reached.  I  knew  I  could  appeal  to  the  cour- 
tesy of  my  hon.  friend,  because  he  and  1 
have  always  managed  these  matters  be- 
tween us  to  our  mutual  satisfaction.  1 
thanked  my  hon.  friend,  and  I  thank  him  all 
the  more  because  I  appreciate  that  in  agree- 
ing to  my  request  to  postpone  this  discus- 
sion, I  deprived  him  of  the  pleasure  of  bring- 
ing forward  once  again  extract  after  ex- 
tract from  his  scrap  book.  Judging  from 
the  extract  after  extract  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  read,  and  the  Innuendo  after 
innuendo  which  he  has  given  utterance  to, 
my  hon.  friend  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  BUI  has  been  too  hastily  prepared. 
As  an  evidence  of  this  hasty  preparation  he 
tells  us  that  the  Bill  though  given  a  first 
reading  on  the  21st  of  February  has  not  yet 
been  called  for  second  reading.  It  is  true 
that  we  have  not  yet  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  it  makes  my  heart 
sink  within  me  to  think  that  whenever  we 
defer  to  the  wishes  of  my  hon.  friends  on 
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the  other  side  of  the  House,  we  are  always 
reproached  for  having  done  something 
wrong.  I  had  scarcely  taken  my  seat  when 
1  moved  the  first  reading,  when  a  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  who  sits  very  close  to 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  rose  and  spoke 
thus : 

This  Is  an  important  Bill  and  I  ask  that  a 
large  number  of  copies  be  printed  as  there  are 
many  applications  for  It.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  second  reading  might  be  delayed  tor  some 
period  until  there  has  been  an  opportunity  to 
hear  from  those  who  are  moat  interested,  the 
people  of  the  Northwest. 

This  request  seemed  to  be  not  unreason- 
able. I  thought  It  would  be  advisable  that 
all  parties  in  this  country  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  reading  the  Bill  and  digest- 
ing its  provisions.  So  persistent  was  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
that  he  again  repeated  his  request  on  an- 
other occasion,  and  on  the  7th  of  March  he 
spoke  as  follows : 

The  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  establish 
autonomy  in  the  Northwest  Territories  is  ex- 
pected to  take  place  some  time  eoon,  and  there 
are  many  members  who  desire  to  be  present 
on  that  occasion.  In  referring  to  the  matter 
I  am  not  in  any  way  Intimating  a  desire  to 
have  an  early  reading  of  the  BUI  because  the 
later  this  comes  on  the  better  for  our  alms  and 
our  desires. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  alms  and  de- 
sires of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  who  is 
member  of  parliament  for  East  Grey  and 
who  holds  another  position  in  the  country 
also,  I  thought  that  by  giving  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  having  this  Bill  read  and  digested 
I  was  conferring  upon  him  a  favour  and 
meeting  the  wishes  of  the  leader  of  the 
opposition.  It  appears  to  have  been  a  sad 
mistake  on  my  part ;  a  mistake  which  I 
shall  be  perhaps  slow  to  commit  on  a  fu- 
ture occasion.  I  shall  steel  my  heart  against 
the  blandishments  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
East  Grey  in  future,  and  strive  to  do  my 
stern  duty. 

My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has 
found  another  evidence  of  the  hasty  prepa- 
ration of  this  Bill,  in  the  general  scope 
of  the  letter  -of  Mr.  Haultain.  I  do 
not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  in  this 
respect.  It  is  true  that  the  letter  from  Mr. 
Haultain  which  he  asks  to  be  placed  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  takes  exception  to  al- 
most every  provision  of  the  Bill,  but,  if  I 
am  to  judge  from  the  expressions  of  public 
opinion  which  are  coming  from,  all  parts  of 
the  country,  there  Is  only  one  feature  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  the  school  clause,  which  has 
caused  any  comment.  With  regard  to  the 
number  of  provinces  to  be  created ;  with 
regard  to  the  land  question,  with  regard  to 
the  finance  question  ;  indeed  with  regard  to 
all  other  proposals  of  the  Bill  I  have  yet  to 
learn  that  serious  exception  has  been  taken. 
There  have  indeed  been  some  expressions 
from  here  and  there,  but  so  far  as  con- 
cerns any  general  views  from  the  people 
Sir  WIIJTRID  LAURIBR. 


of  Canada,  the  manifestations  seem  to 
be  only  against  the  clause  referring 
to  education.  The  House  is  aware  that 
every  day  we  have  received  numerous  peti- 
tions regarding  these  Bills.  Do  they  speak 
of  the  land  question  ;  do  they  speak  of  the 
finance  question ;  do  they  speak  of  the 
number  of  provinces  ?  No ;  it  is  only  on 
the  education  clause  of  the  BUI  as  to  which 
we  have  received  any  petitions  so  far. 

I  know,  Sir,  that  in  dealing  with  this 
question  we  are  walking  upon  very  tender 
ground.  It  shall  be  my  duty  some  time  or 
other  to  discuss  it,  but  I  do  not  need  to 
say  anything  as  to  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion at  the  present  time.  I  take  issue  with 
my  hon.  friend  when  he  says  that  the  Bill 
bears  evidence  of  hasty  preparation.  On 
the  contrary  it  has  every  evidence  of  hav- 
ing been  discussed  and  prepared  with  great 
care  and  deliberation,  and,*if  the  educa- 
tional phase  were  eliminated,  I  do  not 
think  the  Bill  Itself  would  then  receive  a 
word  of  criticism.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  says  :  You  have  not  consulted 
Mr.  So-and-So,  and  Mr.  So-and-So,  and  in 
particular  you  have  not  consulted  Mr.  Haul- 
tain. On  this  ground  I  am  prepared  to  give 
my  hou.  friend  all  the  satisfaction,  and  per- 
haps more  than  all  the  satisfaction  he  is 
entitled  to.  Upon  a  recent  occasion  my  hon. 
friend  questioned  me  as  to  what  had  taken 
place  In  the  conferences  between  us  and 
Mr.  Haultain  and  Mr.  Bulyea.  I  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  give  my  own  version 
on  that  subject,  and  I  gave  my  reasons  to 
the  House  and  it  is  for  the  House  to  decide 
whether  these  reasons  were  good  or  bad. 
I  stated  that  in  my  judgment  and  to  my 
way  of  thinking  these  conferences  had  been 
confidential ;  that  there  had  been  no  secre- 
tary appointed  ;  that  there  had  been  no  rec- 
ord kept,  and  that  there  had  been  simply  an 
exchange  of  opinion  across  the  table  be- 
tween the  members  of  the  government  at 
Ottawa  and  the  members  of  the  Northwest 
government. 

Under  such  circumstances,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  have  been  right  for  me  to  have 
given  my  own  version  of  what  had  taken 
place  at  that  conference.  I  am  still  of  that 
opinion  ;  and,  Sir,  I  can  appeal  to  the  judg- 
ment of  any  man  in  this  House  that  when 
you  have  a  conference,  the  proceedings  of 
which  are  not  recorded  in  writing,  it  is 
always  a  somewhat  risky  process  to  en- 
deavour to  say  exactly  what  took  place. 
Mr.  Haultain  thinks  differently.  I  do  not 
know  that  Mr.  Haultain,  in  the  letter  which 
he  has  addressed  to  me,  and  which  he  has 
also  given  to  the  public,  has  improved  the 
criticism  which  he  makes  of  the  Bill  when 
he  complains  that  he  had  not  received  due 
consideration.  Sir,  I  would  be  sorry  to 
think  that  I  or  my  colleagues  had  been 
guilty  of  any  want  of  courtesy  towards  Mr. 
Haultain  in  regard  to  the  matters  which 
were  treated  at  the  conference.  But  Mr. 
Haultain  has  relieved  us  of  any  such  im- 
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putatlon,  because,  In  the  last  paragraph  of 
his  letter,  he  speaks  as  follows : 

In  concluding  this  letter  I  beg  to  express,  on 
behalf  of  the  Northwest  government,  our  high 
appreciation  of  the  attentive  and  courteous 
consideration  extended  to  us  by  yourself  and 
the  other  members  of  the  sub-committee  ol 
council  throughout  the  whole  conference. 

I  could  not  conceive  It  possible  for  Mr. 
Haultain  to  complain  that  the  questions 
before  us  had  not  been  properly  treated, 
when,  at  the  same  time,  he  says  he  has 
been  shown  every  possible  consideration.  It 
would  have  been  showing  Mr.  Haultain 
very  poor  courtesy  indeed  simply  to  ask  him 
to  sit  at  the  table  of  conference  and  give 
him  no  Information  whatever.  But  I  will 
take  the  statement  of  Mr.  Haultain.  My 
hon.  friend  read  It  a  moment  ago  ;  I  will 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  It  again,  so  that 
the  House  may  appreciate  whether  there 
has  been  any  fault  on  my  part  or  on  the  part 
of  my  colleagues  on  the  sub-committee,  or 
whether  Mr.  Haultain  Is  making  a  case 
which,  as  I  have  said,  it  would  have  been 
better  for  him  not  to  have  attempted.  Mr. 
Haultain  says : 

I  must  bake  strong  exception  to  the  way  in 
which  the  subject  of  education  has  been  treated, 
both  in  'the  conferences  and  in  the  Bills.  I  must 
remind  you  of  the  fact  that  your  proposition 
was  not  laid  before  my  colleague  or  myself 
until  noon  of  the  day  upon  which  you  intro- 
duced the  Bill.  Up  to  that  time  the  question 
had  not  received  any  attention  beyond  a  casual 
reference  to  It'  from  the  previous  Friday,  and  1 
certainly  believed  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  your  proposals  before 
twelve  o'clock  on  the  day  the  Bills  received 
their  first  reading. 

So  It  appears,  according  to  this  testimony 
of  Mr.  Haultain,  that  this  matter  was  con- 
sidered twice  by  the  conference — on  the 
Friday  previous  to  the  21st  of  February, 
and  again  on  the  21st  of  February.  Now, 
Sir,  I  do  not  propose,  like  Mr.  Haultain,  to 
go  Into  the  particulars  of  what  took  place 
there,  but  I  will  take  his  own  language. 
True  It  is  that  we  differed  on  several  mat- 
ters with  Mr.  Haultain.  True  it  is,  as  he 
says,  that  we  differed  with  him  on  the  land 
question.  Mr.  Haultain  was  of  opinion  that 
the  land  should  be  given  to  the  provinces. 
We  thought,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  land 
should  be  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  Dominion 
government  I  have  already  given  the  rea- 
sons for  that,  and  I  think  those  reasons, 
when  they  come  to  be  discussed,  will  stand 
good  in  the  judgment  of  every  one.  Mr. 
Haultain  differed  with  us  also  in  regard  to 
the  subject  of  irrigation.  We  thought  that 
subject  should  go  to  those  who  have  the 
management  of  the  land,  because  the  two 
are  intimately  connected.  Mr.  Haultain 
refers  to  the  fact  that  we  proposed  to  es- 
tablish two  provinces  instead  of  one.  We 
differed  from  Mr.  JHaultain  on  this  point 
also.  We  thought  it  would  be  preferable 
to  have  two  provinces  in  that  vast  domain  ; 


Mr.  Haultain  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
have  only  one  province.  But  I  appeal  to  the 
judgment  of  my  hon.  friend  who  has  taken 
us  to  task  because  we  have  not  adopted  the 
ways  and  means  of  Mr.  Haultain,  and  I 
ask  him  if  he  is  prepared  to  say  that  there 
shall  be  one  province  in  that  immense  terri- 
tory instead  of  two — that  we  should  create 
there  one  province  which  would  have  al- 
most twice  the  area  of  the  largest  province 
of  the  Dominion.  Whatever  may  be  the 
views  of  Mr.  Haultain  on  this  subject,  the 
government  came  to  a  different  conclusion, 
and  our  action  in  this  regard,  as  on  every- 
thing else,  is  in  the  judgment  of  the  House. 

But  now  I  come  to  the  principal  point 
made  by  Mr.  Haultain — that  the  education 
clauses  did  not  receive  fair  consideration. 
As  'Mr.  Haultain  says,  this  question  was 
debated  on  the  Friday  previous  to  the  21st 
of  February.  Mr.  Haultain  calls  this  a 
casual  consideration  only.  Well,  Sir,  this 
is  the  result  of  having  no  record  of  what 
took  place.  What  may  have  been  casual 
to  Mr.  Haultain  may  have  been  thorough  to 
somebody  else  ;  what  may  have  been  only 
passing  to  him,  may  have  been  sufficient 
for  somebody  else.  On  this  I  have  only  to 
say  that  the  discussions  which  took  place  on 
the  21et  of  February  between  Mr.  Haultain 
and  members  of  Council  there  revealed  this 
fact  that  while  be  held  one  view,  we  held 
another,  with  regard  to  the  educational 
clauses.  As  Mr.  Haultain  has  laid  down 
his  views  in  bis  memorandum,  I  shall  not 
commit  any  breach  of  privacy  if  I  say  what 
his  views  were.  Mr.  Haultain  took  the 
ground  that  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  applied  mechanically  to  those 
new  provinces.  The  ground  we  took  was 
that  section  93  of  the  British  North'  America 
Act  did  not  apply  mechanically,  but  that 
it  should  be  made  to  apply  in  the  legislation 
we  offered  to  the  House,  subject  only  to 
such  modifications  as  the  circumstances  of 
the  new  provinces  would  warrant.  That 
was,  thereforev  a  distinct  difference  of 
opinion  between  us  and  Mr.  Haultain.  The 
Bills  before  the  House  indicate  what  our 
position  was.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Haultain 
speaks  of  the  views  he  laid  before  the  com- 
mittee of  Council.  Those  views  were  that 
section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  applied  mechanically  to  those  provinces, 
and  that  there  was,  therefore,  no  necessity 
of  going  beyond  section  2  of  the  Bill.  But 
we  said :  No ;  we  agree  with  you  that 
section  93  must  go  into  this  Bill,  but  we 
think  it  should  be  done  legislatively,  subject 
to  such  modifications  as  are  called  for  by 
the  present  condition  of  the  people.  There 
was  the  subject  of  difference.  Therefore, 
we  knew  exactly  what  our  position  was 
and  what  the  position  of  Mr.  Haultain  was. 
Although  we  might  have  discussed  the  ques- 
tion for  a  month  or  a  year,  there  would  have 
been  the  same  difference.  We  knew  exactly 
the  line  of  cleavage  between  us  and  him. 
We  said  to  Mr.  Haultain  :  We  do  not  agree 
with  you  :  perhaps  you  are  right,  perhaps 
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wrong ;  but  at  any  rate,  that  Is  our  way  of 
thinking,  and  we  win  prepare  a  clause 
according  to  our  view  which  we  will  submit 
to  you.  When  the  clause  was  prepared,  It 
was  submitted  to  him.  It  was  open  to  him  to 
discuss  it;  but  after  he  had  taken  his  posi- 
tion and  we  had  taken  ours,  I  do  not  sup- 
pose there  would  have  been  much  to  accom- 
plish by  discussion.  We  knew  where  we 
were  and  where  he  was.  That  is  the  position 
of  the  matter,  and  I  leave  It  to  the  House  to 
say  whether  or  not,  under  such  circum- 
stances, we  have  not  given  to  'Mr.  Haultaln, 
and  Mr.  Bulyea,  the  members  representing 
the  Northwest  government,  every  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard  by  us  and  to  have 
their  views  represented  to  us  and  thorough- 
ly discussed.  Every  Impartial  man  who 
reads  the  letter  of  Mr.  Haultain  will  comd 
to  the  conclusion,  after  the  explanation  that 
I  have  given  to  the  House,  that  there  was 
nothing  to  complain  of  on  his  part.  The 
subject  was  thoroughly  threshed  out  on  the 
first  day  on  which  it  was  taken  up,  and 
after  that  we  placed  before  the  House  the 
result  of  our  deliberations. 

Now,  this  Is  all  I  have  to  say  on  this 
question  at  the  present  time.  My  hon.  friend 
has  again  pressed  me  for  Information  on 
other  subjects.  I  do  not  think  that  on  such 
an  occasion  I  am  called  on  to  give  my  hon. 
friend  more  information  than  I  have  given 
on  former  ocaslons. 

It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  government,  In 
due  time,  to  give  to  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
K.  L.  Borden)  and  to  the  House  every  in- 
formation that  is  necessary  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  has  asked 
me  if  we  contemplate  amendments  to  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  know,  Sir,  that  any  wrong 
will  be  done  to  anybody  if  we  are  contem- 
plating amendments.  Would  It  be  the  first 
time  that  a  government  when  introducing  a 
measure  should  endeavour  to  see  whether 
or  not  it  was  possible  to  satisfy  all  sec- 
tions of  the  country  in  regard  to  that  mea- 
sure ?  In  view  of  the  petitions  that  have 
been  presented  to  the  House,  some  coming 
from  one  quarter  and  other  petitions  coming 
from  another  side,  would  It  be  wrong  If  the 
government  would  say  :  We  will  reconsider 
our  position  and  see  whether  or  not  we  can 
satisfy  this  country  ?  I  am  sorry  my  hon. 
friend  has  treated  the  subject  a  little  more 
lightly  than  I  would  have  expected  him  to 
<lo  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind.  What  is 
the  spectacle  we  have  to-day  ?  We  have 
the  spectacle  of  numerous  petitions  being 
presented  asking  that  the  educational 
clauses  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Bill 
and  numerous  other  petitions  asking  that 
the  Bill  should  be  passed  as  It  is.  This  is 
a  very  delicate  subject.  It  is  not  the  first 
time  this  question  of  education  has  come 
before  the  House.  It  is  not  the  first  time 
it  has  engaged  the  attention  of  the  country 
and  upon  every  occasion  that  It  has  come 
before  the  House,  in  1872-73  with  regard  to 
the  New  Brunswick  school  question,  in  1875, 
Sir  WII.FRID  LAURIER. 


with  regard  to  the  school  question  again, 
and  in  1896,  whenever  It  has  come  before 
the  country  there  has  always  been  an  exhi- 
bition of  strong  public  sentiment  and  of 
contrary  opinions.  Sir,  under  such  circum- 
stances, if  the  government  were  thinking : 
'  Well  we  may  consider  again  the  position 
we  have  taken  ;  we  may  again  look  at  what 
we  are  going  to  do,'  Is  there  any  man  on 
that  side  or  on  this  side  of  the  House,  or 
without  the  House  throughout  this  broad 
country  who  would  say  that  the  govern- 
ment was  not  doing  right  in  thinking  twice 
before  taking  a  final  step  upon  this  ques- 
tion ?  Sir,  I  claim  that  I  have  some  sense 
of  the  responsibility  that  attaches  to  the 
government  and  to  those  who  are  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
the  country,  and,  in  a  question  of  this  kind 
especially,  whenever  such  a  matter  Is 
brought  up  the  government  is  faced  with  a 
difficulty  which  perhaps  it  has  not  anticl- 
parted  and  finding  difficulties  which  no  man 
could  have  foreseen,  viewing  the  virulence 
with  which  ,  passions  are  roused,  per- 
haps, Sir,  there  is  some  reason  why  a  gov- 
ernment should  be  slow  to  take  any  action 
and  should  hesitate  in  coming  to  a  final 
decision.  I  have  spoken  of  the  virulence  ot 
the  passions  exhibited.  I  do  not  say 
that  offensively ;  I  know  that  would  be 
greatly  mistaken  if  I  were  to  say  anything 
offensively  on  this  point.  I  would  not  do 
so  ;  I  know  that  public  passions,  strong 
passions,  are  not  always  ignoble ;  some- 
times on  the  contrary,  they  are  only  the 
exaggeration  of  a  noble  sentiment,  but  even 
the  exaggeration  of  a  noble  sentiment  may 
lead  to  outbursts  of  public  passion.  I  say 
to  my  hon.  friend,  if  he  wants  to  know, 
that  this  subject  gives  me  a  great  deal  to 
think  about,  and  if  it  be  possible  to  amend 
this  Bill  the  government  need  not  fear  to 
consider  the  matter.  More  than  this  I  will 
not  say  at  present  This  I  will  say,  that 
we  are  thinking  upon  these  matters,  that  it 
is  our  duty  to  do  so  and  the  result  of  our 
deliberations  shall  be  given  in  due  time  to 
the  House,  but  at  this  present  moment,  I 
think  I  have  given  to  my  hon.  friend  all 
the  answer  to  which  he  is  entitled. 

Mr.  W.  B.  NORTHBUP  (Bast  Hastings). 
Mr.  Speaker,  although  the  House  can  hardly 
congratulate  Itself  that  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  so  ably  leads  It  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  has  shed  any  great  flood  of  light 
upon  the  questions  submitted  to  him,  still, 
day  by  day,  as  question  follows  question  we 
do  elicit  information,  and  in  due  time  if  the 
Bill  continues  to  be  delayed  and  if  only  as 
much  information  leaks  out  every  day  as 
lias  so  far  leaked  out  we  will  at  all  events 
be  able  to  discuss  the  matter  when  it  comes 
before  us  with  a  light  of  understanding 
that  certainly  was  lacking  In  the  first  in- 
stance. To-day  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
accepted  the  statement  of  Mr.  Haultain  as  to 
the  facts  laid  down  In  his  letter  and  be  has 
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told  us  in  so  many  words  that  Mr.  Haultain 
had  no  right  or  reason  to  complain  of  the  op- 
portunity given  him  to  discuss  the  educa- 
tional clauses  In  the  BUI.  When  we  look  at 
Mr.  Haultaln's  letter  and  find  that  he  states 
that  he  never  saw  these  clauses  until  noon 
of  the  day  on  which  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
that  he  never  heard  of  these  clauses  until 
the  previous  Friday  when  there  was  but  a 
casual  reference  to  them— and  evidently  the 
clauses  themselves  could  not  have  been  laid 
before  him— we  have  an  idea  of  the  impor- 
tance the  right  bon.  gentleman  attaches  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
when  it  applies  to  the  educational  clauses 
of  these  Important  Acts.  When  a  most  im- 
portant question  touching  the  province  ot 
Manitoba  was  presented  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  when  the  legislature  of  Mani- 
toba and  the  people  of  Manitoba  were  a 
unit  in  desiring  that  their  province  should 
be  extended  to  the  west,  when  it  was  an 
undeniable  fact  that  a  little  province  73,000 
square  miles  in  size,  of  which  10,000  miles 
were  under  water,  was  to  be  placed  side  by. 
side  with  two  gigantic  provinces  of  a  quar- 
ter of  a  million  square  miles  each,  when 
the  legislature  of  Manitoba  and  the  people 
of  that  province  pleaded  that  their  province 
might  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with 
these  new  provinces,  the  one  sufficient  an- 
swer that  the  right  hou.  gentleman  gave 
was  why  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories through  their  legislature  have  op- 
posed such  a  claim.  And  inasmuch  as  the 
people  of  the  west  have  opposed  it  the  re- 
quest of  Manitoba  was  promptly  denied. 
Why  is  it  that  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  and  the  premier  of  the  North- 
west Territories  have  so  extraordinary  an 
influence  on  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  government  in  regard  to  some  matters, 
and  that  their  opinions  have  so  little  value 
In  regard  to  the  educational  clauses  which 
if  passed  must  bind  these  provinces  for  all 
time  to  come,  through  all  eternity.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  thought  the  matter 
was  of  so  little  importance  that  to-day,  after 
the  country  has  been  convulsed  for  more 
than  a  month  he  congratulates  himself  and 
gravely  tells  us  that  Mr.  Haultain  had  ample 
opportunity  to  discuss  these  clauses  which 
he  never  saw.  I  am  sorry,  Sir,  that  a  case 
such  as  this,  without  precedent  one  might 
say,  leads  to  peculiar  complications,  and  so  I 
am  not  perfectly  certain  that  I  agree  with 
my  leader  In  one  statement  that  he  made. 
That  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  the  seven  members  from  the 
west  were  those  who  enlightened,  instruct- 
ed and  controlled  the  premier  in  this  legis- 
'ation.  Possibly  they  did,  Sir,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  doctrine  of  exclusion.  We  know 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding) 
did  not ;  we  know  that  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  (Mr.  SI  f ton)  did  not,  and  we 
know  that  the  premier,  representing  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  did 
not,  and  I  suppose  that  the  bon.  gentleman 


who  leads  this  side  of  the  House,  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden),  must  have  concluded  that  the 
seven  gentlemen  In  question  were  the  ones 
who  really  did  guide  the  premier,  basing 
his  opinion  on  the  kind  of  advice  they  gave 
on  statements  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
as  made  before  the  House  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
leads  the  opposition  may  be  right,  but  I  de- 
cline to  think  that  any  native-born  Cana- 
dian could  have  given  the  right  bon.  gen- 
tleman such  advice  as  he  evidently  received. 
I  think  that  no  one  who  reads  the  statement 
which  he  made  when  the  Bill  was  intro- 
'luced,  and  I  say  it  with  all  respect  to  the 
light  hon.  gentleman,  because  I  quite  un- 
derstand that  the  onerous  duties  of  the 
leader  of  a  government,  especially  when  the 
session  is  in  progress— can  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  no  time  to  devote 
to  the  acquisition  of  facts  of  law  and  other- 
wise, and  therefore  he  Is  dependent  on 
some  one  for  these  facts.  It  would  seem 
that  the  gentleman  who  Instructed  him  re- 
lied on  Imagination  for  bis  history  and  his 
invention  for  his  law,  and  I  think  we  are 
justified  in  considering  that  even  these  seven 
were  not  consulted.  The  question  as  to  the 
propriety  or  Impropriety  of  the  clauses  is 
of  course  not  a  question  which  we  can  dis-> 
cuss  at  the  present  time. 

But  surely  all  must  admit  that  the  very 
evidence  we  have  seen  in  this  House  day 
after  day,  when,  from  one  end  of  this  coun- 
try to  the  other  petitions  are  pouring  in, 
some  for  and  some  against  this  measure, 
must  be  enough  to  impress  the  members  of 
this  House  with  the  gravity  of  the  position 
in  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  placed 
this  House,  has  placed  these  provinces,  baa 
placed  the  people  of  Canada  by  Introducing 
the  BUI  which  has  been  so  long  held  back. 
And  the  right  hon.  gentleman  seems  to 
lead  us  to  infer  that  the  Bill  was  held 
back  out  of  kindness  and  consideration  for 
the  wishes  of  the  bon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule).  Applying  the  old  rule 
that  it  is  the  unexpected  that  happens,  we 
would  naturally  expect  the  right  non.  gen- 
tleman to  defer  his  own  wishes  to  the  con- 
venience and  Interest  of  the  hon.  membei 
for  East  Grey.  But,  as  I  understand  the 
complaints  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  and  other  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  they  are  not  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  has  held  back  the  second- 
reading  of  the  BUI  so  much  as  that  we  cannot 
find  out  what  the  Bill  is.  I  think  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  was  right  in  asking 
that  ample  time  should  be  given  to  the  coun- 
try to  consider  and  digest  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  But  how  Is  the  country  to  con- 
sider and  digest  these  most  important  mat- 
ters when  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  will  ■ 
not  tell  us,  though  appealed  to  again  and' 
again,  what  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  to 
be.  It  Is  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  tell  us  that  no  important  BUI' 
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goes  through  parliament  without  changes 
and  amendments.  That  is  perfectly  true. 
But  I  would  ask  the  right  hon  gentleman 
if,  in  the  course  of  his  reading  of  consti- 
tutional law,  he  has  ever  found  a  case  where 
the  leader  of  a  government  introduced  a 
Bill  and,  contrary  to  the  ordinary  practice 
not  only  explained  its  provisions,  but  made 
an  impassioned  appeal  to  the  House  by  all 
the  principles  of  right,  and  by  all  the 
claims  of  justice,  loyalty,  and  even  religion, 
t<>  pass  certain  clauses,  aud  days  and  weeks 
after  told  the  House  gravely  that  the  gov- 
ernment was  considering  these  clauses  and 
reserved  its  right  to  do  as  it  saw  fit  about 
tl'em  ?  I  would  ask  the  right  bou.  gentle- 
man's followers  if  it  would  not  be  more 
in  accordance  with  constitutional  procedure 
and  more  statesmanlike  if  this  consideration, 
this  discussion,  had  taken  place  before  the 
Bill  came  down,  and  before  this  burning 
question  was  thrown  into  the  political  arena! 
Would  it  not  have  been  better  to  discuss 
the  matter  with  his  boh.  colleagues,  so  that 
they  might  have  a  chance,  before  the  Bill 
was  brought  to  parliament,  to  oppose  the 
measure  and  to  try,  by  resignation  or  in  any 
other  proper  way,  to  compel  a  modification  of 
Its  terms  1  Would  not  this  be  better  than, 
after  parliament  is  called,  the  members 
f-Lould  be  detained  from  their  business  week 
after  week  because  the  government  is  not 
ready  to  announce  its  policy  ?  My  hon. 
leader  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  asked  the  righi 
hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  a  most 
important  question— it  occurs  to  me  the  most 
important  questiou  in  connection  with  this 
matter— which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  answer.  He  inquired  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  government,  as  stated  in  a 
newspaper  ordinarily  supposed  to  be  one  of 
the  organs  of  the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  to  refer  this  question  to  the  Supreme 
Court.  Now,  I  do  not  know  what  the  policy 
of  the  Conservative  party  or  any  other  mem- 
ber of  the  Conservative  party  may  be  on  this 
subject.  But,  speaking  for  myself,  I  op- 
pose any  proposal  to  refer  this  matter  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  We  know  that  even  a  wise 
n  an  may  be  caught  napping  once,  but  no 
wise  man  will  be  caught  napping  twice  in 
the  same  way.  I  remember  a  question  sim- 
ilar to  this  that  agitated  this  country  nearly 
ten  years  ago.  I  remember  that  a  consti- 
tutional question  arose  along  lines  similar 
to  this  in  the  province  of  Manitoba.  After 
it  had  been  decided  that  Manitoba  bad 
not  the  right  to  separate  schools  because 
there  were  no  separate  schools  by  law  or 
practice  in  the  province  at  the  time  it  entered 
Into  confederation,  Manitoba  claimed  the 
right,  under  the  remedial  clauses  of  the  law, 
t6  appeal  to  the  Dominion  parliament.  The 
right  of  this  parliament  to  repeal  a  provin- 
cial statute  passed  after  the  union  was 
discussed,  and  the  House  was  asked  to 
consent  to  a  reference  of  the  matter  to  the 
Supreme  Court.    It  was  so  referred.  But 

Mr.  NORTHRUP. 


an  less  an  authority  than  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  himself  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
pointed  out— and,  I  think,  wisely  and  cor- 
lectly— that  the  very  fact  of  the  House  refer- 
ring to  the  Supreme  Court  the  question  of 
its-  right  to  pass  this  legislation  was  an 
admission  by  the  House  that,  should  it  be 
l-eld  that  parliament  had  the  right  to  pass 
such  a  law,  it  was  in  reason  and  in  honour 
bound  to  exercise  that  right.  And  it  was 
for  that  reason,  and  not  because  we  were 
advocating  separate  schools  in  Manitoba  that 
I  and  many  others  like  me,  thought  that, 
this  House  having  asked  whether  it  bad  the 
power  to  pass  remedial  legislation,  It  would 
be  a  monstrous  absurdity,  it  would  be  a 
stultifying  of  ourselves  not  to  pass  It.  To 
nsk  whether  we  had  the  right  to  act  and, 
when  that  right  was  established  refuse  to 
act,  would  simply  be  playing  a  double  game- 
It  would  be  asking  the  Supreme  Court  and 
the  Privy  Council  gravely  whether  otur 
rights  extended  to  a  certain  point  while 
determined  that  even  if  they  did  extend  that 
far,  we  would  not  act  upon  the  right  thus 
decided  to  be  ours.  There  Is  a  clear  cut 
line  between  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
r.nd  Mr.  Haultain  and  many  other  gentle- 
men in  this  country  as  to  the  constitutional 
right  of  this  House  to  pass  the  legislation 
now  proposed.  Of  course,  I  do  not  propose 
to  discuss  that  point  at  present  But  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  lawyer  will  look  Into 
the  matter  and  not  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  at  least,  the  question  is  open  to  argu- 
ment that  it  is  doubtful  whether  this  House 
has  power  to  pass  and  enforce  such  legis- 
lation. But,  if  we  should  pass  such  legis- 
lation, and  it  should  be  decided  to  be  ultra 
vires  of  our  powers,  the  provinces  will  find 
that  out  for  themselves  and  it  will  not  be 
long  before  the  people  will  find  that  they 
are  not  bound  as  they  were  supposed  to 
le.  But  I  would  protest  against  submitting 
the  question  to  the  Supreme  Court  or  Privy 
Council  whether  we  have  power  to  pass  such 
educational  clauses  as  are  proposed  ;  for 
ail  must  see  that,  if  this  House  should  ask 
the  Supreme  Court  whether  we  have  that 
power  to  pass  such  clauses,  it  might  be 
contended,  as  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
said  ten  years  ago,  that,  if  it  should  be 
decided  that  we  had  the  power,  then  we 
should  be  bound  to  show  our  sincerity  and 
good  faith  by  passing  such  legislation  and 
so  impose  these  clauses  upon  the  Northwest 
Territories  for  all  time  to  come. 

Now,  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  spoke  of  the  educational 
c'auses  as  the  only  objectionable  clauses  In 
the  Bill.  I  would  enter  a  very  earnest  dis- 
sent from  that  proposition.  The  Bill  may 
have  many  objectionable  clauses,  but,  if  It 
has  one  transcendently  objectionable,  it  is 
quite  reasonable  for  the  people,  for  the 
time  being,  to  concentrate  their  attack  upon 
that  clause  rather  than  spend  their  time 
on  minor  clauses  which,  however  objection* 
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able,  are  comparatively  of  small  importance. 
I  can  assure  the  bon.  gentleman  that  be  will 
und  in  tbe  'Northwest  Territories  the  people 
have  a  very  strong,  and,  he  may  find,  a  very 
well-founded  objection  to  many  of  tbe 
clauses  outside  of  tbe  educational  clauses 
to  which  he  has  referred.  I  do  not  wish  to 
occupy  time  more  than  to  say  that  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House,  I  suppose,  have  a  per- 
fect right,  when  tbe  government  brings  down 
such  a  measure  as  this  and  when  the  right 
bon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  tbe  government 
is>  considering  the  question,  to  ask  that 
when  they  have  pondered  over,  they  will 
give  us  the  benefit  of  their  views.  When 
tbe  right  hon.  gentleman  takes  tbe  position 
he  does  we  have  tbe  right  to  ask  if  he  brings 
to  the  discussion  of  this  question  the  same 
open  mind,  the  same  views  as  to  constitution- 
al law  and  the  rights  of  tbe  provinces  that 
he  held  years  ago.  In  case  be  may  have  for- 
gotten, I  will  read  his  own  views  as  to  the 
rghts  of  the  provinces,  as  explained  by  hlm- 
M>lf  some  years  ago.    In  1803,  be  said : 

Sir,  I  am  to-day  as  arm  a  believer  as  I  ever 
was  in  the  doctrine  of  provincial  rights.  I  take 
as  much  pride  as  ever  I  did  In  belonging  to  the 
great  party  which  in  the  past  carried  that  doc- 
trine to  a  successful  issue,  an  Issue,  indeed,  so 
successful  that  we  rank  among  the  advocates  of 
that  doctrine  to-day  the  most  prominent  of  the 
men  who  opposed  it  in  the  past.  And  when  the 
historian  of  the  future  shall  refer  to  the  first 
twenty  years  of  confederation,  the  brightest 
page  he  wtil  have  to  record  will  be  the  page  In 
which  he  will  trace  the  efforts  of  the  Liberal 
party  to  maintain  Inviolate  and  intact  the  liber- 
ties and  Independence  of  the  local  legislatures. 
And  I  am  proud  to  say  that  among  the  names 
which  shall  be  revered  in  the  hearts  of  their 
countrymen,  as  the  names  of  those  who  stood 
foremost  in  the  fight,  will  be  the  names  of 
Edward  Blake  and  Oliver  Howat. 

Surely,  Sir,  we  have  the  right  even  yet 
to  expect  that  the  right  bon.  gentleman, 
misled  by  those  who  by  distorted  facts  and 
mistaken  law,  have  caused  him  to  abandon 
the  position  which  apparently  be  would 
like  to  occupy— surely  we  have  the  right 
to  expect  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
after  considering  the  question,  as  be  pro- 
mised to  do,  will  be  only  too  proud  to  add 
his  name  to  those  dear  to  the  Canadian 
people  as  the  defenders  of  provincial  rights, 
£nd  thus  complete  the  glorious  triumvirate 
Edward  Blake,  Oliver  Mowat  and  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler. 

Mr.  E.  B.  OSLEK  (West  Toronto).  When 
•my  right  bon.  friend,  tbe  Prime  Minister, 
charged  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition  with 
treating  this  matter  with  levity,  be  made 
Mr.  Speaker,  what  I  consider  a  most  ex- 
traordinary statement  I  fail  to  see  bow 
any  one  who  has  listened  to  the  remarks 
of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Borden)  could  come 
to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  be  has 
treated  this  question  as  what  it  really  is, 
one  of  the  most  serious  that  has  ever  come 
before  this  House.  But  if  a  charge  of 
levity  In  this  connection  rests  against  any 


one,  it  certainly  does  against  the  Prime 
Minister.  In  his  reply  to  my  hon.  friend 
I  fall  to  discover  a  single  argument.  In- 
stead of  arguing  seriously  tbe  points  raised 
by  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  he  has 
sought  lightly  to  brush  them  aside  as  if 
the  question  were  not  to  be  considered  or 
discussed  at  all  until  it  suited  tbe  right 
bon.  gentleman  to  proceed  further  with 
his  Bill  and  favour  tbe  House  with  some 
further  particulars.  But  that  my  right 
bon.  friend  Is  dally  finding  his  position 
more  uncomfortable  and  his  difficulties  In- 
creasing is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  in 
.his  reference  to  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  he  let  slip  an  allusion 
of  a  personal  nature,  because  that  is  a 
species  of  retort  which  my  right  hon. 
friend  Is  usually  careful  to  avoid.  In  refer- 
ring to  the  bon.  member,  he  spoke  of  him 
as  not  being  a  member  of  parliament  only, 
but  as  something  else.  Well,  we  all  know 
what  the  right  bon.  gentleman  meant  We 
all  know  that  by  something  else  he  meant 
that  the  bon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  was  tbe  chief  source  of  those  pe- 
titions which  are  being  daily  presented 
against  the  clause  In  this  Bill  relating  to 
schools.  For  my  part  I  can  say,  so  far  as 
my  knowledge  goes,  that  my  toon,  friend  is 
not  tbe  chief  source  of  those  petitions.  In 
fact  I  have  been  very  much  surprised  that 
the  body  which  tbe  bon.  member  for  East 
Grey  represents  has  shown  Itself  so  thor- 
oughly self  contained  throughout  this  mat- 
ter. I  do  not  believe  that  the  First  Minister 
realizes  for  a  moment  the  feeling  which  this 
Bill  has  created.  Already  by  this  measure 
he  has  set  creed  against  creed  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario.  Already  he  has  done 
evil  which  ten  years  will  not  wipe  out;  and 
I  appeal  to  him  to  lose  not  another  day 
in  submitting  this  Bill  to  the  House  and 
the  people  because  every  day's  delay  is 
widening  tbe  breach  and  intensifying  the 
feeling  against  it  It  is  intensifying  that 
feeling  to  such  an  extent  that  no  matter 
whether  the  Bill  be  altered  to  meet  tbe 
views  of  those  who  are  opposing  it  or  not 
the  bitterness  now  created  will  last  longer 
than  the  lifetime  of  many  in  this  House. 
I  have  been  astonished  at  tbe  strength 
of  the  feeling  which  has  been  aroused 
in  connection  with  this  educational  clause. 
My  right  hon.  friend  pleads  that  as  this 
is  the  only  clause  in  tbe  Bill  to  which 
objection  has  been  made,  we  must  con- 
clude that  great  consideration  has  been 
given  to  It  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  fact 
rather  is  that  this  educational  clause  so 
overshadows  all  tbe  others  that  the  other 
clauses  have  not  received  the  criticism 
which  they  ought  to  get.  It  is  stated  in 
the  newspapers  without  contradiction  that 
this  measure  was  left  to  four  members  of 
the  cabinet— tbe  First  Minister,  tbe  Min- 
ister of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick),  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  (Mr.  Scott)  and  the  Post- 
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master  General  (Sir  Wiliam  Mulock).  I  am 
sorry  my  hon.  friend  the  Posmaster  General 
is  not  in  his  place  because  I  wished  to  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
feeling  in  the  constituency  I  represent  and 
among  my  friends  that  he  has  not  given 
his  full  assent  to  this  measure  and  has 
reserved  his  right  to  withdraw  later.  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  bring  before  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  and  this  House  what 
I  believe,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  realize,  namely;  the  intense  feeling 
which  is  being  created  by  this  Bill  and  I 
appeal  to  the  First  Minister  not  to  delay 
a  day  in  submitting  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  if  he  be  determined  to  submit  it  in 
that  shape.  Let  us  In  that  event  deal  with 
the  Bill  and  fight  it  out,  and  perhaps  the 
feeling  which  is  being  created  in  the  coun- 
try and  Is  continuing  to  spread  may  then 
be  stopped.  Surely  from  the  21st  Febru- 
ary until  the  15th  March  Is  a  reasonable 
length  of  time  to  have  the  Bill  before  the 
country,  and  It  ought  now  to  be  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  parliament.  Surely 
that  is  all  the  time  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  could  possibly 
have  asked  for.  Every  day  the  feeling  is 
intensifying.  Every  day  the  newspapers 
are  Instilling  more  and  more  into  the 
minds  of  the  people  that  this  is  a  measure 
which  simply  is  setting  creed  against 
creed.  Let  us  then  face  the  issue  straight 
and  squarely.  Every  day's  delay  Is  inten- 
sifying the  feeling  against  the  Bill,  and 
that  feeling  has  taken  such  root  that  I 
venture  to-day  that  ten  years  hence  will 
not  see  the  sore  healed. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY  (Calgary).  Repre- 
senting, as  I  do,  one  of  the  constituencies 
directly  affected  by  this  Bill,  I  do  not  see  how 
I  can  remain  silent  in  this  discussion  es- 
pecially In  view  of  some  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
the  First  Minister.  I  rise  to  protest 
against  the  conduct  of  the  administration 
in  having  framed  this  measure  without  any 
reference  to,  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
minster  who  is  charged  by  statute  with 
the  control  and  management  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  for  hav- 
ing introduced  it  in  his  absence.  I  may 
perhaps  be  permitted  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  members  to  the  statute  to 
which  I  refer.  By  section  3  of  chapter  22 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  it  is 
provided  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
shall  have  the  control  and  management  of 
the  affairs  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
Why  then  should  a  measure  of  such  vital 
Importance  to  the  people  of  that  country 
have  been  framed  and  introduced  without 
reference  to  the  minister  who  has  been 
clothed  by  statute  with  this  particular 
duty.  That  needs  explanation.  No  one 
can  fall  to  see  that  there  was  no  member 
of  the  cabinet  whose  presence  was  more 
Mr.  OSLER. 


necessary  before  arriving  at  a  conclusion 
on  such  an  important  matter  for  the  west 
than  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sif ton)  for  there  was  no  minister  whose  In- 
dividual responsibility  in  that  matter  was 
so  great  It  is  a  matter  of  common  com- 
plaint that  the  affairs  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  can  be  given  only  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  time  which  the  minister* 
are  able  to  spare  from  their  respective  de- 
partments. 

That  Is  a  complaint  that  one  often  hears, 
and  perhaps  the  reason  is  plain.  There  are 
matters  pressing  on  the  different  ministers 
in  their  departments — matters  near  at  hand 
— in  which  they  must  be  more  interested 
than  they  are  in  the  rights  of  the  people 
living  two  or  three  thousand  miles  away. 
That  it  has  been  the  practice  in  the  past  to 
consult  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  in  regard 
to  matters  of  much  less  Importance  regard- 
ing the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  I  think  cannot  be 
denied.  Looking  at  the  correspondence 
which  has  been  had  between  members  of 
the  legislative  assembly  and  the  federal 
government,  it  will  be  observed  that  near 
ly  all  that  correspondence  has  been  carried 
on  with  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sifton).  I  find  that  on  April  5th,  1001,  he 
writes  the  Hon.  F.  W.  G.  Haultaln  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  saying  that  busi- 
ness is  so  pressing  upon  the  respective  min- 
isters that  the  measure  could  not  be  brought 
down  that  session.  Then,  again,  I  find  that 
Mr.  Haultaln  was  communicating  with  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  over  an  appoint- 
ment to  discuss  affairs  relating  to  the  terri- 
tories with  the  members  of  the  government, 
and  I  find  that  on  June  4th,  1901,  the  Hon. 
F.  W.  G.  Haultaln  wired  to  Hon.  Clifford 
Sifton  : 

Can  you  arrange  early  meeting  tor  us  with 
sub-committee  of  Council  before  ministers  dis- 
perse for  summer  ?  Any  time  after  fifteenth 
will  suit  us. 

(Sgd.)  P.  W.  Q.  HAULTAIN. 

And  in  answer  to  that  a  wire  comes  back, 
dated  June  5th,  1901,  as  follows : 

Hon.  F.  W.  O.  Haultaln, 

Reglna. 

It  is  impossible  to  settle  date  of  conference 
now.  Finance  Minister  must  be  present.  He 
has  gone  to  England  and  is  not  expected  back 
untM  August. 

(Sgd.)  CLIFFORD  SIFTON. 

Apparently  there  Is  a  variance  between 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  First  Minister, 
and  even  that  of  the  ex-Minister  of  the- 
Interlor,  as  to  the  necessity  of  having  the 
Minister  of  Finance  present  at  the  confer* 
ence.  Following  on  with  that  correspon- 
dence, I  find  that  on  December  7th,  1901,  » 
letter  was  addressed  to  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  by  the  Hon.  F.  W.  G.  Haul- 
tain.  In  that  letter  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  the  Northwest  Territories  was  fully  gone 
Into,  and  a  draft  Bill  was  inclosed  setting 
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out  what  the  legislative  assembly  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  considered  they  were 
entitled  to  claim  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. I  will  not  read  all  the  letter,  bat  in 
part  it  states  : 

I  have  the  honour  to  submit,  on  behalf 
of  the  government  of  the  Territories,  the 
following  statement  of  the  present  position 
as  It  appears  to  us,  together  with  such 
remarks  as  seem  to  be  necessary  to  pro- 
perty set  forth  the  reasons  which  led  the  assem- 
bly to  request  that  inquiries  be  made  and  ac- 
counts be  taken  with  a  view  to  the  establish- 
ment of  provincial  institutions  within  that  por- 
tion of  the  Northwest  Territories  lying  between 
the  provinces  of  Manitoba  and  British  Col- 
umbia. 

Then,  further  on  in  the  letter,  he  says  : 

After  giving  some  earnest  thought  to  the  mat- 
ter of  presenting  this  part  of  the  subject  as 
desired  by  the  sub-committee,  of  the  Privy 
Council,  I  have  concluded  that  I  cannot  do  so 
in  any  better  manner  than  by  submitting  the 
views  of  the  executive  council  of  the  Terri- 
tories in  the  form  of  a  draft  BUI,  in  which  the 
several  points  we  would  like  to  have  brought 
to  an  issue  are  duly  set  forth,  making  such 
comment  upon  the  principles  involved  as  occurs 
to  me  in  connection  with  each  section  or  group 
of  sections. 

And  he  concludes  : 

In  conclusion  I  would  venture  to  express  the 
hope  that  His  Excellency's  advisers  will,  at  an 
early  date,  arrive  at  a  favourable  conclusion 
to  their  consideration  of  the  subject  matters 
herein  set  forth. 

(Sgd.)  P.  W.  0.  HAULTAIN. 

That  was  written  on  the  7th  December, 
1901.  On  March  15,  1902,  when  the  legisla- 
ture was  about  to  meet  at  Regina,  a  tele- 
gram was  sent  to  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  as  follows  : 

Legislature  opens  Thursday.  Important  that 
we  should  know  nature  of  reply  to  letter  of 
December  7  for  reference  in  speech.  Will  you 
kindly  have  summary  wired  if  possible. 

(Sgd.)  F.  W.  G.  HAULTAIN. 

The  answer  comes  back  on  March  18. 
1902  : 

Hon.  F.  W.  G.  Haultaln, 

Rezina. 

Xo  answer  can  be  sent  until  the  return  of 
Minister  of  Interior,  who  is  absent  through  ill- 
ness. 

(Sgd.)  WILFRID  LAURIER. 

The  point  I  desire  to  make  is  that,  al- 
though that  was  not  a  new  matter  which 
was  before  the  members  of  this  government, 
although  they  had  had  the  matter  under 
consideration  since  January  20,  1900,  al- 
though there  had  been  one  conference  on 
the  Bill  which  had  been  in  their  possession 
since  7th  December,  1901,  they  would  not 
even  take  the  risk  of  framing  a  bald  tele- 
gram to  the  legislative  assembly  at  Regina 
without  first  having  a  consultation  and  con- 
ference with  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
What  is  it  that  has  happened  since  that  has 
81 


caused  this  administration  to  change  their 
minds  as  to  consulting  and  conferring  with 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  lu  respect  to  a 
question  which  was  submitted  to  them  by 
that  draft  Bill  ?  The  right  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  has  stated  that  no  com- 
plaints have  come  in  from  that  country,  with 
the  exception  of  a  complaint  with  regard  to 
the  educational  clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  may 
say  that  if  that  statement  had  not  been 
made  I  would  not  have  troubled  the  House 
this  afternoon.  I  have  here  a  copy  of  a  re- 
solution passed  at  Medicine  Hat  three  weeks 
ago.  1  may  say,  explaining  It,  that  it  ob- 
jects to  the  attempt  of  the  federal  adminis- 
tration to  retain  the  lands ;  it  also  objects 
to  the  proposed  legislation  in  respect  to 
education,  and  it  goes  further,  and  declares 
that  the  placing  of  the  dividing  line  on  the 
4th  meridian  Is  a  great  hardship  to  the 
ranching  Industry,  in  that  the  laws  govern- 
ing a  farming  country  would  conflict  with 
the  laws  governing  a  ranching  country. 
Further  on  it  says  : 

We  would  respectfully  suggest  that  the  gov- 
ernment appoint  a  commissioner  to  inquire 
fully  into  all  the  circumstances,  and  that  a 
copy  of  the  resolutions  be  forwarded  to  the 
principal  newspapers  In  the  country,  the  pre- 
mier and  leader  of  opposition,  also  to  the  pre- 
mier of  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  W.  Scott, 
M.P. 

When  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment says  that  no  other  objections  were 
taken  to  this  Bill,  either  he  had  not  received 
a  copy  of  that  resolution,  or  the  information 
which  was  communicated  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for"  West  A8siniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  could 
not  have  been  made  known  to  him,  or  no  at- 
tention was  paid  to  the  resolution  by 
either  gentleman.  I  say  that  there  are  com- 
plaints coming  in,  and  that  they  are  coming 
in  all  forms  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
in  respect  to  the  educational  question,  in 
respect  to  the  boundaries  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces, and  as  to  the  advisability  of  includ- 
ing in  these  provinces  that  great  northern 
country.  There  is  where  the  difficulty  lies  ; 
the  people  of  the  west  to-day  have  no  person 
through  whom  they  can  communicate  with 
the  government,  because  there  is  no  Minister 
of  the  Interior.  They  can  communicata 
with  their  representatives,  as  the  people  of 
Medicine  Hat  did  with  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Asslniboia  ;  but,  apparently,  if  their 
representations  do  not  meet  the  party  views 
of  these  gentlemen,  they  will  not  take  the 
trouble  to  lay  the  matter  before  the  govern- 
ment. Therefore,  the  situation  we  have  to- 
day is  that  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  have  no  channel  of  communica- 
tion with  the  government  because  there  Is 
no  Minister  of  the  Interior  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Taking  up  these  resolution0 
that  have  been  passed  at  Medicine  Hat, 
which,  I  may  say.  Is  one  of  the  most  pros- 
perous and  flourishing  towns  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  which  is  practically 
on  the  line  which  divides  the  proposed  pro- 
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¥inces  iu  two  ;  while  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
at  any  length  into  the  suggested  dividing 
line,  in  view  of  what  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  suggested  to  the  House  to-day,  I 
feel  that  I  would  be  remiss  in  my  duty  if  1 
did  not  point  out  some  of  the  objections  that 
are  coming  from  that  country  in  regard  to 
this  i>ro|)osetl  divided  line.  This  line,  I  may 
say,  is  placed  right  In  the  heart  of  the  ranch- 
ing country.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  map  pub- 
lished by  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  on  which  the  ranching  country  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  is  shown,  and  from 
which  it  can  be  seen  that  but  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  ranching  country  is  to  be 
placed  in  the  eastern  province  of  Saskatche- 
wan. The  objection  to  that  division  is  that 
the  ranching  country  in  that  eastern  pro- 
vince will  have  such  small  representation 
ta  the  local  House  that  its  demands  and  Its 
aeeds  may  not  receive  the  recognition  which 
they  deserve.  The  people  inhabiting  that 
district  have  realized  this,  and  so  they  sent 
their  resolution  of  protest  down  to  their 
representative  in  this  House.  Another  ob- 
jection which  may  seem  of  small  concern  to 
the  people  of  the  east,  but  which  Is  very  im- 
portant to  the  people  of  the  west,  is  that 
by  placing  a  portion  of  the  ranching  terri 
tory  in  the  eastern  province  there  is  a  possi- 
bility that  there  will  be  a  conflict  In  the 
branding  laws,  which  would  undoubtedly 
lead  to  great  inconvenience. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member  is  now 
discussing  the  terms  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  We  were  told 
to-day  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  no  objec- 
tions had  been  raised  to  the  Bill  except 
a8  regards  the  educational  clause  and  I 
want  to  show  the  right  hon.  gentlemun 
that  there  are  still  other  objections.  I 
point  him  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  chau- 
nel  through  which  we  could  approach  the 
government  to  make  known  our  objections 
other  than  by  open  statements  in  this 
House  of  Commons,  and  so  It  devolves  on 
ns  from  the  Northwest  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  government  to  some  very  Im- 
portant objections  which  the  people  of  the 
west  have  to  this  Bill.  Of  course,  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  I  am  out  of  order  I  will  bow 
to  your  decision  and  desist.  Let  me  how- 
ever point  out  that  another  very  strong 
objection  raised  against  this  Bill  is,  that 
the  great  northern  country  is  being  includ- 
ed in  the  new  provinces.  While  we  may 
have  great  hopes  and  aspirations  for  the 
future  prosperity  of  that  northern  country 
jet  the  greater  part  of  that  territory  is  not 
agricultural,  If  we  can  accept  as  true  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Intro- 
ducing the  Bill. 

If  we  look  at  the  census  of  1901  It  will 
be  found  that  in  the  provisional  district  of 
Athabnska  the  population  consists  of  80 
English  ;  8  Irish  :  39  Scotch  ;  105  French  ; 
7  Germans  ;  2  Scandinavians  ;  1  Belgian,  or 
142  white  people  in  all.  There  were  2,393 
hnlfbreeds.  3,716  Indians,  202  unspecified, 
Mr.  m.  s.  McCarthy. 


giving  a  total  population  for  the  district  of 
Athabaska  of  6,615.  We  remember  that 
the  Prime  Minister  when  introducing  the 
Bill  discussed  the  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  it  was  advisable  to  give  Manitoba, 
with  a  population  then  of  10,000  a  provin- 
cial status  in  1870,  and  he  suggested  that 
it  would  have  been  better  to  allow  them 
to  mature  by  gradual  process.  If  that  view 
were  sound  in  regard  to  Manitoba  Is  it  not 
equally  applicable  to-day  to  this  great 
northern  country  1  Is  there  any  great  de- 
mand from  that  northern  country  to  be  in- 
cluded in  any  province  ?  I  believe  that  they 
need  and  are  entitled  to  the  establishment 
of  courts  of  law  and  a  further  measure  of 
civil  Justice,  but  1  have  not  heard  there  is 
any  demand  for  autonomy  in  the  district 
of  Athabaska.  Would  it  not  be  just  as 
logical  to  add  the  Yukon  to  British  Colum- 
bia or  to  add  Keewatin  to  Ontario  or  to 
add  Ungava  to'Quebec.  as  to  add  the  dis- 
trict of  Athabaska  to  the  western  province 
and  extend  that  territory  to  the  north  ? 
There  is  this  additional  objection :  that 
under  the  proposed  autonomy  Bill  the  pro- 
vinces have  no  Interest  In  the  lands,  mines, 
or  minerals,  and  that  is  an  important  con- 
sideration when  we  are  dealing  with  this 
phase  of  the  measure.  What  would  the 
members  in  this  House  from  British  Col- 
umbia, from  Ontario  and  from  Quebec  say 
if  the  territories  to  the  north  of  their  pro- 
vinces were  to  be  given  representation  in 
the  provincial  legislatures  and  they  were  to 
be  saddled  with  the  cost  of  this  administra- 
tion under  conditions  similar  to  those  on 
which  Athabaska  is  to  be  included  in  the 
province  of  Alberta  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  lion,  gentleman  is 
plainly  discussing  the  terms  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Then,  Sir. 
it  Is  my  duty  to  point  out  to  the  First 
Minister  the  very  serious  inconvenience 
suffered  by  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
by"  reason  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
to-day,  no  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  complained 
that  no  objections  to  the  Bill  have  come 
from  the  Northwest  save  In  respect  to  the 
educational  clauses.  Let  me  remind  him. 
that  there  Is  no  minister  of  the  Crown  re- 
presenting the  Northwest,  to  whom  the 
people  can  transmit  their  grievances.  I 
trust  that  the  Prime  Minister  will  at  a  very 
early  day  be  able  to  assure  us  that  the  port- 
folio of  the  Interior  will  be  filled.  Day 
after  day  questions  are  asked  in  this 
House,  which  should  be  answered  by  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  of  the  Interior  ;  day  after 
day  people  are  coming  here  great  distances 
to  interview  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  on 
matters  s?r:ously  concerning  the  North- 
west, but  there  is  no  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior to  whom  they  can  make  their  repre- 
sentations. It  is  true  there  is  a  very  cap- 
able officer  In  the  position  of  deputy  min- 
ister, but,  he  has  been  so  recently  appointed 
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that  he  is  not  familiar  with  the  details  of 
the  department,  and  he  cannot  be  expected 
to  give  that  authoritative  information  which 
a  cabinet  minister  would.  We  have  people 
here  to-day  from  Dawson  city,  from  Battle- 
ford  and  from  distant  points  who  have 
travelled  thousands  of  miles  to  transact 
business  with  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
but  they  have  been  forced  to  return  home 
without  being  able  to  attain  their  object 
I  trust.  Sir,  that  we  shall  soon  have  a  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  with  whom  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  can  transact 
public  business,  and  through  whom  they 
can  make  their  grievances  known  to  the 
government  of  Canada. 

Mr.  R.  S.  LAKE  (Qu'Appelle).  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  a  matter  of  such  importance  to 
the  Northwest  Territories,  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  say  a  very  few  words  at  the  present 
time,  and  especially  shall  I  address  myself 
to  the  urgency  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  To  learn,  as  we 
did  the  other  day,  that  the  terms  of  this 
Bill  had  been  agreed  upon  and  laid  before 
parliament  without  consultation  with  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior— and  as  it  after- 
wards proved,  in  direct  opposition  to  his 
known  views — was  surprising  enough  ;  but 
to  have  the  statement  ten  days  later  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  that  he  had  then  no 
intention  of  selecting  a  new  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  was  simply  amazing.  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  on  the  following  day  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  modified  that  statement 
and  gave  us  a  hope  that  in  the  near  future 
there  would  be  an  appointment.  I  feel  that 
we  are  entitled  to  nsk  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  an  absolute  and  positive  state- 
ment on  this  question. 

If  it  is  not  unconstitutional  to  go  on  with 
sich  important  measures  as  those  before  the 
House  in  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  and  I  believe  it  is  uncon- 
stutional,  I  will  make  this  assertion,  thai 
it  is  plainly  against  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
Ftitution,  and  that  it  is  also  against  the 
piinciples  which  were  laid  down  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  in  the  Order  in 
Council  which  was  published  in  connection 
with  the  retirement  of  the  Earl  of  Dundonald 
last  year.  I  submit,  Sir,  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  at  the  present  time  that  the 
Prime  Minister  should  admit  Into  his  most 
confidential'  counsels  some  man  who  is 
thoroughly  imbued  with  the  spirit  and  the 
aspirations  of  the  west.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Bills  In  their  present  form  would 
have  been  brought  down  If  the  Prime  Min- 
ister had  had  in  the  cabinet  at  the  time 
they  were  being  discussed  a  gentleman  from 
the  west  who  was  In  touch  with  the  west ; 
and  I  feel  quite  certain  that  those  Bills 
would  not  have  been  introduced  in  the 
terms  in  which  they  were— terms  which 
practically  threw  down  the  gauntlet  to  the 
people  of  the  west  on  a  subject  on  which  the 
Prime  Minister  must  have  known  that  they 
were  very  sensitive  indeed. 
81J 


In  his  speech  in  Introducing  the  Bills, 
the  right  lion,  gentleman  said  :  '  The  North- 
west Territories  have  at  the  present  time 
a  large  measure  of  local  autonomy.'  He 
went  on  to  say  that  they  have  '  most  of  the 
essential  powers  which  are  now  given  to 
the  provinces,'  and  he  concluded  by  saying 
that  he  proposed  to  crown  that  with  '  com- 
plete and  absolute  autonomy.'  I  sometimes 
wonder  whether  it  could  be  possible  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  really  meant  that  when 
he  said  it.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  who 
chooses  to  study  these  Bills  and  to  take  them 
i.j'  connection  with  the  constitutions  of  the 
other  provinces  of  Canada,  can  doubt  but 
that  it  is  proposed  to  form  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  '  imperfect  and  inferior  organi- 
zations,' to  quote  the  words  of  the  premier 
ot  that  country  ;  and  if  more  proof  were 
needed  that  the  people  of  tlie  Territories 
did  not  believe  that  they  were  going  to 
be  put  on  the  plane  of  the  older  provinces  of 
the  Dominion,  I  would  point  to  the  character 
of  the  meetings  which  are  now  being  held 
almost  daily  throughout  the  west.  This 
question  is  not  dealt  with  up  there  as  a 
party  question.  I  notice  that  In  the  towns 
!r.  the  district  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  in  several  cases  the  prime 
movers  are  gentlemen  who  are  supporters 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite ;  and 
1  was  surprised  to  hear  that  he  bad  not 
heard  that  other  objections  had  been  taken 
tc  the  terms  of  these  Bills  above  and  be- 
>oud  the  objections  which  were  taken  to 
the  educational  clauses.  I  may  tell  him  that 
I  have  received  copies  of  resolutions  tak- 
ing the  very  strongest  objections  to  other 
clauses.  Of  course,  the  terms  in  which 
the  educational  clauses  are  couched  have 
Iiten  such  as  to  raise  a  feeling  which  must 
o\ersuadow  all  other  feelings  amongst  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  ;  and 
therefore  we  find  that  the  agitation  against 
these  educational  clauses  takes  the  first 
place.  But  I  can  assure  the  Prime  Minister 
that  there  are  the  very  strongest  objections 
r.gainst  the  proposal  that  our  lands  should 
be  retained  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
There  are  the  very  strongest  objections 
to  having  the  perpetual  exemption  from 
taxation  which  is  at  the  present  moment 
enjoyed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  placed  on  the  shoulders  of  the  new 
provinces  forever.  That  is  a  burden  which 
we  believe  the  Dominion  of  Canada  should 
bear.  I  may  say  that  the  large  measure  of 
local  autonomy  which  the  Prime  Minister 
referred  to  in  his  speech  as  having  been 
enjoyed  by  the  Territories  has  developed  a 
strong  western  sentiment  and  solidarity 
which  is  manifesting  itself  in  connection 
with  the  clauses  of  these  Bills  ;  and  I  would 
suggest  to  him  that  he  should  put  this  mat- 
ter to  the  test  by  inviting  some  genieman 
from  amongst  the  western  Liberal  members 
of  parliament  to  enter  his  cabinet  and  in  this 
way  open  a  seat  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
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vitories  and  see  what  the  verdict  of  the 
people  will  be. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  said  :  '  We  have 
had  the  benefit  of  the  presence  of  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  and  Mr.  Bulyea,'  and  he  went  on  to 
say  further  :  '  We  have  had  the  advantage  of 
the  advice  of  several  members  from  the 
Territories  In  the  discussion  of  these  Bills.' 
Now,  as '  has  been  pointed  out  this  after- 
noon, Mr.  Haultain  at  any  rate  has  put  him- 
self definitely  on  record  as  objecting  to 
the  terms  of  the  draft  Bill.  And  I  may  say 
that  Mr.  Haultain  and  Mr.  Bulyea  do  not 
speak  as  private  Individuals  ;  they  speak 
as  being  armed  with  the  authority  of  the 
accredited  representatives  of  the  government 
and  the  legislative  assembly  of  the  North- 
west Territories.  And  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  claims  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories were  set  forth  In  the  most  distinct 
and  definite  terms— were  set  forth  categor- 
ically— in  a  draft  Bill  which  the  premier 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  submitted  to 
the  Prime  Minister  more  than  three  years 
ago.  Those  terms  were  discussed  in  the 
legislative  assembly,  and  were  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes  unanimously  approved.  I  may 
say  that  there  was  a  unanimous  approval 
of  the  various  terms  of  that  draft  Bill,  with 
just  one  exception  :  that  was  as  to  whether 
there  should  be  one  or  two  provinces.  On 
that  question  the  majority  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member  is 
again  commencing  to  get  very  close  to  a 
discussion  of  the  Bill  on  the  order  paper. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  was  endeavouring,  Mr. 
speaker,  to  answer  a  remark  which  was 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself ;  but 
I  will  get  at  It  more  directly.  The  Prime 
Minister  made  a  strong  point  of  the  fact  I 
that  Mr.  Haultain  had  objected  to  two  pro- 
vinces being  formed.  That  made  a  large  ! 
part  of  his  argument,  and  surely  I  should  be  j 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference 
tv>  that.  What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  this, 
that  a  very  large  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  legislative  assembly  were  in  favour  I 
of  one  province.  There  was  a  small  mln- ' 
crlty  in  favour  of  two  provinces,  buf  they 
v,  ere  divided  in  opinion  as  to  how  these  two 
piovinces  should  be  formed— whether  there 
should  be  a  northern  one  and  a  southern 
one  or  an  eastern  one  and  a  western  one- 
Mr.  Haultain  was  only  doing  his  duty  when 
he  advocated  what  was  the  very  strong  ver- 
d'ct  of  the  members  of  the  legislative  as- 
sembly. When  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
vp  f erred  to  the  immense  province  which 
r  uch  an  area  would  make,  I  think  he  forgot 
that  the  legislative  assembly  had  not  asked 
for  the  Immense  area  which  he  now  proposes 
t->  include  in  the  two  new  provinces.  They 
had  only  asked  for  a  portion  of  it ;  and  I 
might  suggest  to  him  that  the  three  present 
organized  districts  only  include  an  area  less 
than  that  of  BritUh  Columbia  or  that  of 
Quebec. 

Mr.  LAKE. 


I  may  say  further  that  the  terms  of  this 
draft  Bill  formed  the  principal  question  in 
the  general  election  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories which  took  place  shortly  after  its 
submission  to  the  legislative  assembly  ;  and 
that  the  principal  campaign  literature  issued 
by  the  local  government  of  that  day  was 
the  correspondence  In  connection  with  the 
draft  Bill,  and  the  draft  Bill  itself,  so  that 
there  can  be  no  question,  seeing  that  Mr. 
Haultain's  government  was  returned  to  pow- 
er with  an  overwhelming  majority,  that  he 
was  voicing  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  in  the  demands  which  he  has 
made  in  regard  to  the  terms  upon  which  the 
Northwest  Territories  were  to  become  pro- 
vinces. But,  as  the  right  hon,  the  Prime 
Minister  says,  he  had  discussed  this  ques- 
tion and  had  great  advantage  in  the  dis- 
cussion not  only  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Territorial  government,  but  also  with 
several  western  members,  we  must  presume 
that  the  Bill  was  introduced  with  the  con- 
currence of  these  western  members.  We 
must  assume  that,  or  else  these  remarks  of 
the  Prime  Minister  would  have  no  signific- 
ance or  meaning.  I  noticed  "lso  that  some 
Northwest  members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  greeted  the  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  that  occasion  with  the  most 
vigorous  applause. 

Again  I  say  that  I  consider  that  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  in 
this  House  is  most  necessary.  A  proposal 
is  made  in  these  draft  Bills  that  the  Domin- 
ion government  should  remain  in  possession 
of  the  public  lands  of  the  Northwest.  I 
venture  to  assert  that  it  has  been  found 
impossible  in  the  past  to  administer  the 
lands  of  that  country,  with  satisfaction,  from 
Ottawa  and  I  think  that  if  a.  close  inquiry 
were  made  into  the  conditions  it  would  be 
found  that  there  Is  a  great  deal  of  dissatis- 
faction in  that  country  with  the  proclaimed 
policy  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  with 
reference  to  the  settlement  of  these  lands, 
and  that  the  administration  of  these  lands 
is  not  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west. This  House  should  have  the  fullest  In- 
formation on  these  points,  and  I  apprehend 
that  it  would  be  practically  impossible  to 
get  that  full  Information  unless  we  have, 
silting  in  his  seat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  a  Minister  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE  (Marquette).  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  a  western  representative,  I 
desire  for  a  very  short  time  this  afternoon 
to  discuss  more  particularly  one  feature  of 
this  debate  that  has  been  referred  to,  espec- 
ially by  my  colleagues  from  the  west,  n 
question  In  which  we  are  particularly  inter- 
ested in  common  with  the  people  who  reside 
in  that  portion  of  Canada.  I  refer  to  the 
vacancy  which  exists  in  the  portfolio  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  Some  two  or 
three  years  ago  when  the  territorial  execu- 
tive consulted  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
as  to  whether  he  was  willing  and  realy  to 
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enter  into  a  conference  with  the  members  of 
tlie  executive  with  a  view  to  granting  pro- 
vincial government  to  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman replied  at  that  time  that  he  could 
not  accede  to  their  request ;  for  what  rea- 
son ?  Because  of  the  absence  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  through  illness.  He  could 
aot  take  up  this  great  question  in  the 
absence  of  the  member  of  the  government 
who  was  particularly  charged  with  looking 
after  the  welfare  of  western  interests,  with 
the  gentleman  who,  from  his  long  residence 
in  that  western  country  and  from  his  long 
official  connection  was  better  able  to  give 
him  official  advice  than  any  other  colleague 
in  his  cabinet.  I  must  admit  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  at 
that  time  was  a  very  valid  one  and  that 
in  the  absence  of  this  gentleman  it  was  not 
reasonable  to  take  up  the  question  of  self 
government  for  the  Territories.  According 
to  my  judgment  this  was  in  accordance 
with  constitutional  procedure  and  was  a  de- 
ferring to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  that 
was  only  that  gentleman's  due.  The  grant- 
ing of  autonomy  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  is  a  most  important  ques- 
tion ;  it  marks  another  epoch  In  the  history 
cf  the  confederation  of  Canada  and  it  is  a 
question  requiring  the  best  advice  of  the 
most  responsible  advisers.  Realizing  this, 
as  undoubtedly  the  Prime  Minister  did,  he 
would  not  enter  into  the  initial  stages  even, 
be  would  not  take  up  the  question  of  hold- 
ing a  conference  with  the  territorial  execu- 
tive in  the  absence  of  his  responsible  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior.  Jf,  however,  it  was 
so  very  necessary  to  have  that  gentleman 
present  in  the  conducting  of  negotiations, 
how  much  more  was  it  necessary  to  have 
him  here  when  that  Bill  was  being  draftee! 
for  submission  to  this  House.  And  yet,  we 
hnd  the  right  hon.  gentleman  having  a 
Bill  prepared  or  preparing  It  himself,  In  com- 
pany with  his  colleagues,  without  that  gen- 
tleman's presence,  without  his  consent,  with- 
out his  knowledge  even,  and  launching  it 
01  this  parliament  without  ever  having  sub- 
mitted it  to  him  for  bis  approval  or  disap- 
I-'.oval.  No  explanation  has  yet  been  vouch- 
safed to  this  House  by  the  Prime  Minister 
why  be  followed  such  a  course.  He  has 
cot  touched  upon  that  phase  of  the  speech 
cf  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  this  afternoon.  He  real- 
izes that  there  is  no  explanation  that  can 
be  forthcoming  for  his  having  treated  his 
Minister  of  the  Interior  so  cavalierly  and 
having  so  contemptuously  treated  Indirectly 
the  people  of  the  west.  There  has  been  no 
explanation  of  why  he  took  so  different 
a  position  from  that  of  two  or  three  years 
a§o  when  he  would  not  even  have  a  con- 
ference In  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Irterior.  This  information,  I  may  say,  did 
not  come  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman  him- 
self ;  It  remained  for  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  upon  his  return  to  the  House  of 


Commons  when  he  saw  for  the  first  time 
this  Bill  that  has  been  submitted  to  parlia- 
ment, when  he  read  the  educational  clauses, 
and  realized  that  he  could  not  consistently 
give  his  support  to  the  educational  clauses 
to  sever  his  official  connection  with  the  gov- 
ernment and  give  an  explanation  to  the 
members  of  the  House,  which  conveyed  the 
idea  to  every  member  in  this  House  that  that 
hen.  gentleman  resented,  and  justly  resented, 
the  treatment  accorded  to  him  by  his  chief, 
the  head  Qf  the  government,  In  paying  so 
little  respect  to  those  views  which  the  prem- 
ier knew  quite  well  his  colleague  held.  This 
I  is  especially  remarkable  In  view  of  the 
policy  that  was  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
|  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  no  longer  ago 
'  than  the  session  of  1904  in  regard  to  the 
I  principle  that  was  to  guide  the  right  hon. 
!  gentleman  and  his  government  in  the  divi- 
sion of  ministerial  responsibility.  This 
has  been  referred  to  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion, but  it  will  stand  emphasizing,  and 
1  desire  to  read  this  Order  in  Council  where- 
in the  hon.  gentleman  laid  It  down  as  his 
raiding  principle  as  to  how  the  affairs  of 
the  country  were  to  be  managed.   He  said  : 

In  the  case  of  members  of  the  cabinet,  while 
all  have  an  equal  degree  of  responsibility  In  a 
constitutional  sense,  yet  in  the  practical  work- 
ing out  of  responsible  government,  in  a  country 
of  such  vast  extent  as  Canada,  it  is  found  neces- 
sary to  attach  special  responsibility  to  each 
minister  for  the  public  affairs  of  the  province 
or  district  with  which  he  has  close  political 
connection,  and  with  which  his  colleagues  might 
not  be  so  well  accuainted. 

And  yet,  notwithstanding  that  declara- 
tion of  policy  within  eight  months  of  laying 
down  that  principle  to  guide  himself  and 
his  colleagues,  he,  the  erstwhile  .democrat  to 
the  hilt,  in  the  most  autocratic  manner, 
rides  roughshod  over  the  terms  of  this 
Order  in  Council  and  practically  ignores 
the  fact  that  he  has  a  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior at  all.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
knew  quite  well  the  very  strong  views  held 
fcy  his  Minister  of  the  Interior  on  that  sepa- 
rate school  question.  He  was  quite  well 
aware  of  the  fact  that  in  the  west  a  few 
3  ears  ago  he  earned  himself  the  sobriquet 
of  being  the  special  champion  of  national 
schools.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  knew 
the  strong  stand  his  minister  had  taken 
against  Dominion  Interference  with  matters 
that  should  be  entirely  under  provincial  con- 
trol and  yet,  with  this  knowledge  in  his 
possession,  he  bad  so  little  respect  for  his 
colleague  from  the  west  that  he  did  not 
even  submit  the  educational  clauses  to  that 
hon.  gentleman.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
evidently  did  not  do  so,  to  judge  by  the  re- 
marks of  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior 
himself.  Is  it  at  all  surprising,  therefore, 
under  the  circumstances  that  that  gentle- 
man should  resent  such  treatment  and 
should  sever  his  official  connection  with  bis 
colleagues  and  should  step  down  and  out. 
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But.  at  tbe  same  time,  the  country,  and 
especially  the  west,  is  left  without  a  voice 
in  the  council,  without  a  representative  of 
the  western  interests  that  are  paramount, 
at  a  time  when  they  should  have  somebody 
in  the  cabinet  to  maintain  their  rights.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  informed  this  House 
that  he  has  taken  no  steps  to  fill  this  va- 
cancy, nor  is  it  his  intention  to  take  any 
immediate  steps  towards  that  end.  In  order 
that  I  may  not  do  him  any  injustice,  let 
me  quote  from  '  Hansard '  of  March  9,  the 
t  ight  hon.  gentleman's  answer  to  a  question 
01'  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition  : 

My  hon.  friend  asks  a  second  question.  He 
wants  to  know  whether  any  action  is  to  be 
taken  to  fill  tbe  vacancy  in  the  portfolio  of  the 
Interior  caused  by  the  retreat  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton).  He  is  entitled  to 
a  full  and  categorical  answer.  No  action  has 
been  taken,  and  it  is  not  my  intention  now  to 
take  any  action  in  the  way  of  filling  that  port- 
folio. 

Now,  it  is  because  of  that  declaration  on 
the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  I  rise 
lo  protest  as  a  western  representative, 
against  this  procedure.  The  idea  of  having 
these  great  questions  considered  without 
having  that  portfolio  filled  Is  contrary  to 
the  best  Judgment  of  the  people  of  western 
Canada.  Tbe  Prime  Minister  may  say  that 
there  has  been  no  undue  delay  in  filling 
that  portfolio,  that  a  longer  time  has  elapsed 
in  tilling  other  vacancies  in  other  cabinets. 
But  this  vacancy  at  this  particular  time  is 
unique  in  Its  character,  and  there  are  very 
special  reasons  why  the  portfolio  should  be 
tilled  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  In 
tbe  first  place,  the  resignation  has  taken 
place  during  the  holding  of  a  session  of 
parliament,  and  even  before  the  estimates 
of  this  department  have  received  the  ap- 
proval of  this  House.  Important  transac- 
tions have  been  carried  out  under  this  de- 
partment since  tbe  session  of  190-1,  espe- 
cially in  regard  to  western  Canada,  which 
transactions  should  be  explained  to  this 
House  by  a  responsible  bead  of  that  de- 
partment. Then,  we  have  the  Autonomy 
Bill,  a  Bill  of  vital  Importance  and  affecting 
the  whole  future  of  the  people  of  western 
Canada.  The  people  of  that  portion  of  the 
country  demand  that  they  shall  have  n 
voice  at  the  council  board.  The  right  bon. 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  must 
know  that  no  acting  Minister  of  the  Inte- 
rior, no  colleague  of  his  holding  another 
portfolio,  can  possibly  discharge  tbe  duties 
of  the  Minister  of  tbe  Interior  to  tbe  satis- 
faction of  the  people  of  the  west,  espe- 
cially at  this  juncture  ;  for  they  need  n  man 
there  whom  they' can  hold  directly  ond  espe- 
cially responsible  for  his  official  acts.  The 
territory  from  the  great  lakes  to  the  Pacific 
ocean,  a  territory  some  2.000  miles  from 
side  to  side.  Is  to-day  without  cabinet  repre- 
sentation. Fancy  for  a  moment  the  great 
province  of  Quebec  in  a  similar  position. 
Suppose  that,  with  its  351,000  square  miles, 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


a  large  portion  of  it  were  still  without 
provincial  autonomy  ;  and  suppose  that  a 
Bill  were  submitted  to  this  parliament  to 
confer  upon  the  territory  organized  all  the 
powers  of  local  self  government  :  and  sup- 
pose that  there  were  no  representative  of 
those  people  In  tbe  council  to  maintain  their 
rights  ; — would  not  there  lie  strong  expres- 
sions of  Indignation  ?  And  would  not  those 
expressions  be  justified  and  be  supported 
by  every  other  portion  of  Canada  1  And 
still,  to-day,  we  have  all  the  territory  west 
of  tlie  great  lakes,  almost  a  million  square 
miles,  inhabited  by  almost  a  million  souls,  of 
whom  half  are  in  tbe  new  provinces  about  to 
lie  created,  and  as  yet  they  are  left  without 
anybody  to  stand  up  for  their  rights  and 
see  that  even-handed  justice  is  meted  out 
to  them.  Now,  there  Is  another  great  ques- 
tion that  demands  a  representative  in  the 
cabinet  council  to-day  and  one  in  which, 
;is  a  representative  of  Manitoba,  I  am  espe- 
cially interested  ;  I  refer  to  the  extension 
of  tbe  boundaries  of  Manitoba.  I  will  not 
enter  into  tbe  merits  of  that  question  to- 
day. 1  have  only  to  say  that  we  have  had 
many  requests  made  to  this  government  by 
tbe  people  of  Manitoba  through  their  legis- 
'ature.  speaking  with  unanimous  voice,  for 
tbe  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  the  pro- 
vince. This  is  a  most  opportune  time  to 
have  that  question  settled,  now  that  the 
new  territories  are  having  their  boundaries 
fixed.  Let  any  one  look  at  the  map,  and 
he  will  see  the  proposed  new  provinces  with 
sin  area  of  about  250,000  miles  each.  Brit- 
ish Columbia  with  370,000  miles,  Ontario 
with  2tK).(XH).  and  Quebec  with  iVil.tum : 
and,  in  contrast  with  these,  you  find  little 
Manitoba  cribbed,  cabined  and  confined 
within  an  area  of  73,000  square  miles.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  gave  his  reason 
why  he  would  not  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories to  have  only  one  province.  He  said 
in  effect :  Look  at  this  one  territory  of 
>00.000  square  miles,  and  then  look  at  On- 
tario and  Quebec  with  so  much  less.  Well, 
turn  tbe  right  hon.  gentleman's  argument 
against  himself  ;  look  at  little  Manitoba  with 
an  area  of  73.000  square  miles  in  contrast 
with  each  of  these  other  provinces  with  an 
area  of  '^50,000  square  miles.  Any  person 
with  a  spirit  of  fairness  must  resent  such 
treatment  of  Manitoba  at  tbe  hands  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  And  what  Is  the  reason 
for  this  refusal  on  bis  part  to  listen  to  tbe 
unanimous  demand  of  the  people  of  Man- 
itoba ?  i  am  afraid  tbe  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  not  been  as  frank  with  this  House 
as  be  uiigDt  have  been.  I  am  not  sure  that 
we  have  had  the  true  reason  expressed  pub- 
licly by  the  representatives  of  the  govern- 
ment why  this  treatment  is  meted  out  to 
.Manitoba  in  regard  to  her  boundaries.  Tbe 
Prime  Minister  says  that  the  government 
<annot  even  accede  to  the  request  to  extend 
the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  northward  to 
Hudson's  Bay,  but  must  consult  Quebec, 
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must  consult  Ontario,  and  even  must  consult 
the  new  province  of  Saskatchewan — but 
must  not  consult  his  own  Minister  of  the 
Interior.  Apparently,  he  did  not  submit 
this  question  to  the  responsible  representa- 
tive of  the  west,  his  own  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  for  I  cannot  and  will  not  believe 
that  that  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  repre- 
senting, as  he  does,  a  Manitoba  consti- 
tuency, and  knowing  the  wishes  unanimous- 
ly expressed  of  the  people  of  his  own  pro- 
vince—for this  has  not  been  a  party  ques- 
tion—would agree  to  have  the  representa- 
tions of  Manitoba  turned  down  as  they 
have  been,  and  her  request  refused  on  the 
ground  that  these  other  provinces  must  be 
consulted,  even  though  Manitoba's  bounda- 
ries might  be  extended  without  trespassing 
upon  a  single  foot  of  territory  belonging  to 
any  of  these  provinces.  I  think  we  shall 
have  to  look  to  the  press  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  to  find  out  the  reason.  The  hon. 
member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P.  Mac- 
lean) has  told  us  already  that  the  press 
supporting  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
Riven  the  reason  away.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther these  newspapers  speak  by  the  book 
or  not.  The  Prime  Minister  has  stated  that 
he  must  not  be  held  responsible  for  the 
utterances  of  his  party  newspapers.  But, 
when  a  paper  like  the  '  I-e  Soleil '  will  an- 
nounce itself  as  follows  : 

We  declare,  once  for  all,  that  '  Le  SoleH  '  is 
the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  by  that  fact 
is  under  the  direction  and  absolute  control  of 
Sir  Wilfrid.  The  supporters  of  Sir  Wilfrid,  and 
those  who  affirm  themselves  to  be  such,  are 
begged  to  take  notice  of  the  present  declara- 
tion. 

I  say  when  the  '  Le  Soleil '  so  announces 
itself,  surely  the  Prime  Minister  will  not 
repudiate  an  organ  that  distinctly  states 
that  it  is  so  abject  to  him  as  to  be  under 
lifs  absolute  direction  and  control.  And, 
this  is  why  Manitoba's  boundaries  have  not 
l)een  extended  at  the  present  Juncture,  ac 
cording  to  this  paper  : 

The  school  legislation  of  the  little  province 
Is  not  of  a  nature  to  attract  the  immigrants 
who  people  the  districts.  The  Northwest  has 
its  separate  schools.  Manitoba  has  abolished 
them. 

Every  good  act  has  Its  reward,  every  bad  act 
its  chastisement.  Manitoba  will  remain  lowest 
with  her  pretentious  law. 

Is  this  the  true  reason  ?  Have  we  to  go 
to  the  press  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  for 
his  true  reasons  in  these  matters  ?  Is  It 
not  a  humiliating  position  for  any  govern- 
ment to  be  placed  in,  when  one  of  its  own 
journals  distinctly  gives  such  a  reason  why 
Manitoba's  boundaries  have  not  been  ex- 
tended ?  But  it  is  not  only  that  one  journal 
which  has  been  speaking  in  this  manner. 
There  Is  another  publication  in  the  west, 
the  '  Northwest  Review,'  which  deals  with 
the  very  same  question  In  much  the  same 
spirit.    Speaking  a  couple  of  weeks  ago 


about  Mr.  Rogers  and  the  Winnipeg  'Tele- 
gram,' it  says  : 

Two  days  after  the  '  Telegram  '  had  trumpet- 
er abroad  the  Hon.  Robert  Rogers'  great  hopes 
for  the  western  extension  of  Manitoba,  the  same 
wise  and  prophetic  journal  deplores  the  fact 
that  there  will  be  no  such  extension  in  any 
direction. 

Then  this  newspaper  goes  on  to  say  : 

But  it  omits  to  give  the  reason  thereof.  The- 
only  obstacle  to  the  territorial  expansion  of 
our  province  is  its  iniquitous  and  cruel  school 
system.  Not  even  the  wildest  corner  of  any 
unorganized  territory  will  consent  to  saddle  it- 
self with  such  a  tyranny.  Manitoba  must  be 
content  to  remain  small  and  mean  so  long  as  it 
maintains  its  small  and  mean  school  policy. 

Is  that  the  kind  of  policy  we  have  in 
that  province?  If  it  is,  who  is  responsible? 
Who  but  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  own 
colleague,  the  ex-premier  of  Manitoba  (Mr. 
Greenway)  now  the  hon.  member  for  14a- 
gar.  It  was  Mr.  Greenway's  government 
which  passel  the  school  law,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman,  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Sifton)  is  one  of  our  public  men 
who  was  mainly  responsible  for  the  pas- 
sage of  that  law.  These  gentlemen  will 
hardly  agree  that  it  is  a  mean  and  a  cruel 
school  policy.  If  there  is  any  blame  to  be 
attached  to  the  people  of  the  province  bj 
reason  of  this  school  policy,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's own  friends  are  responsible  and 
he  himself  is  accessory  to  the  fact.  Ha 
supported  the  Instigators  and  the  support- 
ers of  that  policy  every  time  they  appealed 
to  the  people  of  Manitoba  both  before  and 
since  this  Manitoba  school  law  was  passed. 
He  gave  them  every  assistance  in  his  power 
to  gain  their  re-election,  and  he  has  been 
heralded  everywhere  as  the  great  concili- 
ator, the  gentleman  who  settled  the  school 
question  to  the  satisfaction  of  everybody. 
But  his  own  journals  evidently  are  not 
satisfied.  They  say  that  it  has  not  been 
settled  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  minority, 
and  that  on  that  account  the  boundaries 
of  Manitoba  will  not  be  extended.  Because 
that  province  happens  to  "be  ruled  at  pre- 
sent by  a  Conservative  government  and 
because  that  government  will  not  alter  the 
school  policy  to  suit  the  wishes  of  support- 
ers of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  we  are 
to  be  denied  our  just  request  for  an  exten- 
sion of  our  boundaries.  I  bring  this  mat- 
ter to  the  attention  of  the  House  because 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  may  not  be  aware 
of  the  extent  to  which  the  discussion  of 
this  question  is  carried  in  the  journals  of 
the  west.  1  have  even  seen  that  reason 
given  circulation  in  the  Toronto  '  Star." 
Well,  if  we  are  to  be  treated  in  this  way, 
we  ought  to  know  it.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  never  yet  given  this  House  any 
reason  why  the  request  of  Manitoba  for  an 
extension  of  its  boundaries  should  not  be 
granted  except  the  puerile  one  that  he 
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must  consult  three  of  the  other  provinces 
before  he  can  accede  to  it.  But  his  own 
supporters  are  coming  from  Winnipeg  to 
protest  against  such  treatment.  The  Board 
of  Trade  and  the  city  council  are  sending 
down  deputations,  and  I  trust  the  right 
hou.  gentleman  will  give  some  satisfaction 
to  these  representatives  and  remove  the  im- 
pression created  by  his  own  press  that  the 
reason  why  the  application  of  Manitoba  is 
denied  is  because  the  government  of  that 
province  will  not  change  Its  school  laws. 
As  a  singular  indefiniteness  characterizes 
the  utterances  of  the  First  Minister  regard- 
ing his  intentions  with  respect  to  this  mea- 
sure, I  am  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  it 
at  present.  He  has  not  yet  explained  why 
he  did  not  consult  his  own  colleagues  and 
responsible  ministers,  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance (Hon.  Mr.  Fielding)  and  the  ex-MIn- 
ister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  or  why 
he  did  not  consult  on  this  educational 
clause  the  First  Minister  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  Who  then  did  he  consult? 
Did  he  consult  the  other  members  of  the 
cabinet?  Perhnps  not,  except  the  sub- 
committee which  drafted  the  clause.  It 
may  turn  out  that  until  noon  on  the  day 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet  knew  uothing  about 
that  clause.  I  am  forced  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Mulock)  did  know  about  it  because  he  was 
a  member  of  the  sub-committee,  but  I  am 
somewhat  shocked  at  his  success  in  swal- 
lowing himself  as  he  has  done.  I  have 
here  a  record  of  the  views  be  held  in  1898 
regarding  provincial  jurisdiction.  Let  me 
read  a  few  words  of  the  speech  he  deliver- 
ed in  this  House  on  March  20th  of  that 
year,  pages  1189  and  4190  of  'Hansard':— 

There  are  seven  provinces  in  this  Dominion. 
There  is  territory  out  of  which  to  carve  many 
more.  There  is  a  minority  in  every  province. 
Shall  we  to-day,  hastily,  thoughtlessly  and 
without  due  consideration,  without  first  ex- 
hausting every  other  means  of  settlement,  legis- 
late as  is  proposed  by  this  Bill,  and  place  upon 
our  statute-book  a  statutory  invitation  to  the 
minority  in  every  province  now  existing,  and 
every  province  that  may  hereafter  be  carved 
out  of  our  territory,  to  appeal  to  the  people's 
representatives  in  this  parliament  to  settle 
questions  that  might  be  better  settled,  under 
the  spirit  of  the  Confederation  Act,  by  the  pro- 
vinces in  which  those  questions  arise. 

Here  is  a  distinct  statement  by  the  Post- 
master General  that,  according  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  Confederation,  these 
questions  should  be  settled,  not  by  the 
Dominion  parliament,  but  by  the  provincial 
legislatures  where  they  arise.  He  then 
realized  that  the  question  of  education 
should  be  left  as  a  matter  of  provincial 
concern,  to  provincial  jurisdiction.  But  as 
a  inemoer  of  the  sub-committee  which 
drafted  this  clause,  he  took  entirely  differ- 
ent ground. 
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I  do  not  desire  to  weary  the  House  any 
longer.  I  simply  rose,  as  a  western  repre- 
sentative, to  protest  most  strongly  against 
the  course  of  the  government  in  deciding 
this  question  and  others  incidental  to  it  in 
the  absence  of  that  representative  in  the 
cabinet  from  the  west  whom  the  people 
of  that  country  can  hold  particularly  res- 
ponsible. If  the  right  hou.  gentleman 
wants  to  give  the  people  directly  interested 
an  opportunity  to  make  their  views  known, 
let  him  select  a  representative  from  the 
west  to  replace  in  the  cabinet  the  ex-Min- 
lster  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  and  have 
him  go  back  to  the  people  for  election.  If 
he  should  be  re-elected,  then  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  will  be  in  a  position  to  say  that 
ihe  people  of  the  west  have  given  their 
sanction  to  this  Bill  and  the  other  pro- 
vinces should  not  press  further  any  ob- 
jections. I  would  urge  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  to  adopt  that  mode  of  proce- 
dure without  delay  and  not  push  the  BUI 
through  the  House  first  and  then  Invite 
a- representative  from  the  west  to  enter  his 
cabinet  Let  the  people  of  that  country 
be  given  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinion  and  let  them  have  a  representative 
In  the  cabinet  to  whom  they  can  look  to 
vindicate  their  rights. 

At  six  o'clock.  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 
PRIVATE  BILLS. 
OTTAWA  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  12)  re- 
specting the  Ottawa  Electric  Company.— 
Mr.  Galliher. 

On  the  preamble, 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  before 
the  preamble  Is  carried,  perhaps  I  ought  to 
say  that  as  the  first  sections  of  this  Bill 
deal  with  arranging  for  sufficient  capital 
to  buy  stock  in  another  company  that  exists 
and  is  doing  business  in  the  city,  the  ob- 
jection that  the  city  takes  to  the  Bill  is  that 
if  the  powers  that  are  asked  for  by  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  are  granted,  then 
It  follows  that  they  will  purchase  the  stock 
of  the  other  company  and  thereby  destroy 
competition.  I  do  not  know  what  the  pro- 
moter of  the  Bill  has  to  say  ;  but  if  that  is 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  I  am  here  to  enter 
my  protest  on  behalf  of  the  city  against 
the  preamble. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understood  that  this 
Bill  was  held  back  for  a  length  of  time  un- 
til some  arrangement  was  reached,  and  that 
it  was  finally  referred  to  a  special  commit- 
tee, and  that  that  special  committee  report- 
ed. But  while  the  Bill  seemed  to  be  special- 
ly objectionable,  there  is  one  feature  of  it — 
the  power  to  increase  the  capital  stock — to 
which  I  understand  there  is  no  general  op- 
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position.  My  understanding  Is  that  that 
would  be  permissible  and  that  there  was  no 
serious  objection  to  it.  But  the  power  to 
purchase  the  stock  of  a  competitor  of  its 
own  was  the  feature  of  the  Bill  which  we 
were  informed  was  objectionable,  and  to 
my  mind  it  ought  to  be  objectionable,  be- 
cause for  a  long  time  they  have  had  com- 
petition in  this  city  in  regard  to  electric 
light.  At  one  time  there  was  no  competi- 
tion, but  after  two  or  three  companies  got 
Acts  of  incorporation  the  city  got  competi- 
tion. In  one  of  these  Bills  that  was  passed 
there  was  a  clause,  which  was  accepted  by 
the  company,  providing  that  they  should  not 
at  any  time  purchase  the  stock  of  another 
company.  Now,  then,  after  having  been  in 
operation  for  some  years,  they  come  back 
and  want  their  original  Bill  amended  so  as 
to  allow  them  to  purchase  the  stock  of  an- 
other company  which  reduced  the  cost  of 
electric  lighting  below  what  it  was  before. 
I  believe  this  company  stated  that  they 
were  willing  to  accept  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  with  the  condition  that  they  should 
m*ver  charge  more  than  they  now  charge 
for  electric  lighting.  The  company  were 
charging  52-100ths  or  56-100ths  of  a  cent 
per  hour  for  light  according  to  a  certain 
measurement. 

Mr.  BEL/COURT.  Fifty-two  one  hun- 
dredths of  a  cent  per  ampere  hour. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  per  ampere  hour. 
But  at  the  present  time  the  people  of  Ot- 
tawa are  getting  their  light  for  36-100ths 
of  a  cent  per  ampere  hour.  Why  should  we 
give  this  company,  which  is  supplying  lights 
at  that  rate  to-day,  the  power  to  raise  the 
price  at  any  time' to  02-100ths  of  a  cent  per 
ampere  hour  ?  Why  should  we  take  away 
or  destroy  the  contract  that  was  entered 
into  between  this  company  and  the  city 
years  ago.  by  which  it  was  provided  that 
the  city  should  have  perpetual  competition 
between  these  companies  ?  If  we  allow  this 
Bill  to  pass  in  this  form  we  are  deliberately 
legislating  into  the  hands  of  a  monopoly. 
There  is  no  doubt  of  that  whatever,  be- 
cause, although  we  impose  a  limit,  the  price 
prescribed  by  the  limit  is  very  much  above 
what  is  being  charged  the  people  of  the 
city  to-day.  There  is  no  justifiable  reason, 
in  my  judgment,  why  we  should  allow  a 
company  to  secure  the  right  that  they  did 
not  ask  to  have  years  ago,  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  buy  up  the  stock  of 
other  companies,  and  prevent  that  healthy 
competition  which  the  city  has  enjoyed  for 
some  years.  I  think  we  should  not  do  It, 
and  I  think  we  should  stop  at  the  preamble 
of  the  Bill.  The  principle  is  an  unsound 
one.  The  city  objects  to  it.  This  company 
accepted  a  clause  which  prevented  them 
from  destroying  this  competition  years  ago. 
Why  should  we  turn  around  and  enable  one 
party  to  the  contract  to  violate  and  dis- 
honour It,  while  the  other  party  holds  to 
its  side  of  it.  is  something  that  1  cannot 
understand.  I  think  that  the  members  from 


the  city  of  Ottawa,  as  well  as  the  members 
from  every  city  in  Canada,  ought  to  be 
sufficiently  interested  in  this  to  prevent  any 
such  Bill  from  passing.  What  we  want 
to-day  is  competition,  not  monopoly,  and  this 
Bill  is  making  for  monopoly  as  straight  as 
anything  could. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Carried. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No;  It  is  not  carried 
yet. 

Mr.  MONK.  As  one  of  the  special  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  from 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  quite  puts  it  before 
the  committee  as  it  ought  to  be  put.  In  the 
first  place,  it  would  be  good  to  note 
to  the  committee  that  the  special  com- 
mittee, not  only  was  unanimous  after 
having  heard  the  parties  interested,  but. 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  I  did  not  notice 
any  dissent  among  the  parties  present  at 
the  time  the  committee  arrived  at  Its 
final-  conclusion  and  adopted  the  Bill  in  the 
present  form.  It  is  possible  that  the  amend- 
ment might  not  have  given  entire  satisfac- 
tion to  those  who  represented  the  city  of 
i  Ottawa— the  mayor  was  there — but  there 
was  no  expression  of  dissent.  This  struck 
me  all  the  more  as  I  was  credibly  informed 
that  a  year  agot  under  similar  circumstances, 
this  very  proposal  upon  which  we  flnally 
settled  had  been  proposed  to  the  representa- 
tives of  the  city  and  had  been  accepted.  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge  of  this,  but  I 
am  credibly  Informed  of  it.  Now,  what  I 
would  like  the  committee  to  consider  is 
this  :  The  Bill  does  not  create  a  monopoly, 
whatever  may  be  its  ultimate  effect.  The 
Bill  grants  to  the  Ottawa  Electric  Com- 
pany what  we  have  never  refused  before. 
We  have  granted  by  the  Bill  power  to  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  to  acquire  stock 
in  other  companies.  This  is  a  thing  which 
is  perfectly  legitimate  in  itself,  and  which 
has  been  granted  often  by  this  parliament. 

Mr.  SPUuULE.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman if  this  was  not  refused  to  this  same 
company  years  ago,  and  if  a  provision  was 
not  put  in  their  charter  to  the  effect  that 
they  could  not  do  what  they  now  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  do  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  well  informed  on 
that  point.  The  obstacle  we  met  with  was 
this  :  one  of  the  objections  raised  was 
!>ased  upon  an  agreement  entered  into  be- 
tween the  city  of  Ottawa  and  the  Electric 
Company.  Speaking  from  memory.  I  think 
there  was  a  clause  in  that  agreement  which 
prevented  amalgamation.  The  principle 
upon  which  we  have  always  acted  having 
been  to  grant  power  to  acquire  stock,  why 
should  we  refuse  it  in  this  Instance  ?  be- 
cause of  the  private  agreement— if  I  might 
call  it  so— between  the  city  of  Ottawa  and 
this  company  to  prevent  amalgamation.  I 
submit  to  the  committee  that  it  is  the  habit 
here  to  grant  legitimate  powers   of  this 
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kind.  Is  this  parliament  going  to  make 
an  inquiry  Into  agreements  entered  into 
between  private  parties  ?  For  instance,  if 
a  man  enters  into  an  agreement  with  an- 
other man  not  to  do  a  certain  thing  and 
he  comes  to  Ottawa  to  seek  incorporation 
with  associates,  is  this  parliament  to  be 
asked  to  adjudicate  u|K>n  his  application 
and  to  enter  into  an  inquiry  as  to  the  nature 
of  this  agreement  and  its  consequences  and 
Its  value  '!  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  role 
of  parliament.  We  would  become  a  court, 
and  a  very  incompetent  court  too,  sitting 
to  decide  questions  which  belong  to  the 
constituted  tribunals.  When  a  company 
comes  to  us  and  makes  application  for 
powers  which  are  in  themselves  legitimate 
and  which  we  are  in  the  habit  of  granting, 
it  is  not  for  us  to  become  a  court  of  in- 
quiry into  private  agreements  between  the 
parties  ?  If  we  did  so  most  of  our  time 
would  be  taken  up  trying  such  questions 
and  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  mission  of 
parliament.  Why  should  we  refuse  the 
powers  asked  by  this  company  when  they 
are  legitimate  powers  and  when  we  are  in 
the  habit  of  granting  similar  powers  to 
other  corporations  ?  I,  for  instance,  am  not 
sufficiently  conversant  with  the  law  of  On- 
tario—I believe  most  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  are  in  the  same  position— to 
interpret  this  agreement  to  weigh  its  terms 
and  to  finally  decide  upon  its  effect.  If  we 
undertook  to  adjudicate  as  to  the  rights  of 
the  parties  founded  upon  this  agreement, 
we  would  be  entering  upon  dangerous 
ground  and  we  would  make  ourselves  judges 
in  a  matter  which  we  have  neither  the  time 
nor  the  qualification  to  adjudicate.  It 
is  probably  for  that  reason  that  the  com- 
mittee unanimously  decided  to  grant  this 
application.  It  might  have  been  advisable 
1o  add  a  proviso  to  the  amendment  we 
adopted,  saving  the  rights  of  the  parties  to 
such  damages  as  the  law  of  Ontario  gave 
them,  but  I  express  no  opinion  as  to  that. 
The  committee  did  not  give  this  company 
a  monopoly  ;  any  person  or  company  can 
furnish  electricity  to  the  city  of  Ottawa. 
1  was  informed  that  there  is  at  present 
another  company  in  existence  for  that  ob- 
ject. Moreover,  if  the  committee  took  care 
to  insert  a  provision  that  the  maximum 
rates  agreed  upon  between  the  city  of  Ot- 
tawa and  the  companies  interested  should 
not  in  the  future  be  exceeded. 

Mr.  SPKOT'LE.  As  the  statement  has  been 
made  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  agree- 
ment which  prevented  this  company  from 
buying  out  the  other  companies,  I  shall 
lead  the  following  statement  in  a  circular 
issued  on  behalf  of  the  city  : 

That  the  company  may  acquire  shares  in  the 
capital  stock,  debentures  and  securities  of  other 
electric  companies  ;  and  that  the  proviso  be 
struck  out  of  the  original  Act  which  provides 
that  such  stock,  debentures  or  securities  shall 
only  be  issued  as  the  consideration  for  goo<ls, 
Mr.  MONK. 


wares  or  merchandise  sold  to  such  other  com- 
panies in  the  ordinary  course  of  business. 

Under  this  they  would  be  prevented  from 
using  their  securities  to  buy  out  the  stock 
of  other  companies. 

Mr.  STEWAUT.  In  reply  to  the  ton. 
member  (Mr.  Monk)  I  may  say  that  there 
are  only  two  companies  doing  business  in 
the  city  of  Ottawa,  and  not  three  companies 
as  he  has  stated.  It  is  true  that  previous 
to  the  inauguration  of  the  second  company 
in  existence,  namely  the  Consumers'  Elec- 
tric Company,  a  charter  was  granted  to 
;the  Metropolitan  Electric  Company,  but 
that  company  has  never  gone  into  exist- 
ence. 

Mr.  MONK.  Is  there  anything  in  this 
Bill  to  prevent  that  company  from  going 
into  operation  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  STEWART.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
Bill  to  prevent  that  company  going  into 
business,  but  it  would  be  a  very  long  time 
before  that  company  could  be  equipped  to 
enter  into  business.  In  the  meantime,  if 
the  ostensible  object  of  this  Bill  is  attained 
the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  will  have 
absorbed  the  Consumers'  Electric  Company. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  intention  of  the 
Bill  is  that  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
should  be  given  power  to  purchase  the 
stock  of  the  Consumers'  Electric  Company, 
and  thereby  get  over  the  agreement  made 
as  between  the  city  and  the  Consumers' 
Electric  Company,  which  agreement  stipulat- 
ed that  the  Consumers'  Electric  Company 
should  not  sell  out  to  any  other  company. 
To-day  there  are  two  companies  competing 
in  Ottawa,  with  the  result  that  the  rates 
tor  electric  light  are  comparatively  low.  The 
companies  and  their  friends  say  that  the 
rates  are  entirely  too  low,  but  that  is  their 
own  business.  It  seems  to  me  that  they 
might  be  very  well  left  to  look  after  their 
own  business,  without  parliament  being 
asked  to  interfere  in  order  to  override  an 
agreement  made  between  the  city  and  the 
Consumers'  Electric  Company  in  which  the 
city  distinctly  stipulates  that  the  Consumers' 
Electric  Company  shall  be  forbidden  to  sell 
out  to  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  or  to 
any  other  company.  The  hon.  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  cannot  see  why 
parliament  should  interfere  in  this  case  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  city  when  these 
rights  are  being  invaded.  But  let  me  point 
out  to  the  hon.  member  what  parliament  did 
once  before  under  such  circumstances.  In 
1S94  there  was  an  amalgamation  of  three 
companies,  namely,  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company,  the  Chaudifre  Electric  Com- 
pany, and  the  Standard  Electric  Com- 
pany, and  the  same  company  applied  to 
parliament,  and  parliament  gave  them 
power  to  amalgamate,  but  in  order  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  city  a  provision  was 
placed  in  their  charter  which  reads  : 
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Provided  that  If  any  such  purchase,  lease  or 
other  acquirement,  working  arrangement,  agree- 
ment or  amalgamation  is  entered  into,  the  com- 
pany shall  not,  without  the  consent  by  by-law 
or  otherwise  of  the  municipality  of  the  city  of 
Ottawa  or  of  the  city  of  Hull  respectively,  as 
the  case  may  be,  increase  the  ordinary  price  of 
rates  charged  by  any  of  the  said  companies 
for  electric  -light  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  or  in  the 
city  of  Hull  respectively,  at  the  time  such  pur- 
chase, lease,  or  other  acquirement,  working 
arrangement,  or  amalgamation  is  entered  into. 

Mr.  K.  L.  BORDEN.  What  statute  is 
that  ? 

Mr.  STEWART.    1894,  chapter  111. 

Mr.  UALLIHER.    What  was  that  rate  ? 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  do  not  know,  and  1 
do  not  know  that  it  makes  any  difference 
what  it  was. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.    It  was  -72. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Whether  it  was  72  or 
what  it  was,  it  was  forbidden  that  they 
should  alter  the  arrangement  without  the 
consent  of  the  city.  1  think  it  is  only 
right  that  the  city's  interests  should  be  pro- 
tected on  this  as  on  the  former  occasion. 
We  have  only  the  two  companies  at  pre- 
sent competing.  It  is  said  by  the  friends 
of  the  company  that  the  cost  of  electric 
lighting  in  Ottawa  is  low.  Perhaps  it  is ; 
but  we  think  it  is  only  reasonable  that 
these  two  companies  should  agree  so  that 
remunerative  rates  should  be  secured  by 
both  of  them  without  asking  parliament 
for  the  rights  proposed  to  be  granted  by 
this  Bill.  I  may  say  that  the  ratepayers  of 
the  city  of  Ottawa  feel  very  Keenly  on  this 
subject.  They  think  the  rights  of  the 
municipality  are  being  invaded,  and  they 
protest  very  vigorously  against  that.  The 
feeling  throughout  the  city  of  Ottawa  to- 
day is  very  strong  against  the  adoption  of 
this  Bill.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
given  notice  of  an  amendment  which  1  will 
read.  Perhaiw  it  may  be  accepted  by  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  and  if  so  it  will  set- 
tle the  whole  difficulty.  This  may  not  be 
the  proper  time  to  move  It,  but  my  amend- 
ment is  as  follows  :— 

That  section  5  be  struck  out  and  the  following 
be  substituted  therefor  : 

Provided  that  the  power  to  acquire  shares  In 
the  capital  stock,  debentures  or  securities  of 
other  electric  companies,  possessing  power 
similar  to  -those  of  this  company,  will  not  apply 
to  the  capital  stock,  debentures  or  securities  of 
the  Consumers'  Electric  Company,  Limited,  or 
the  Metropolitan  Electric  Company,  Limited,  or 
their  or  either  of  their  successors  or  assigns. 

If  this  is  accepted  by  the  promoter  of  the 
Bill,  we  think  it  will  stop  all  difficulty,  and 
will  assure  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  that  par- 
liament has  no  desire  to  invade  their  rights. 

Mr.  N.  A.  BELCOURT.  It  may  perhaps 
be  more  convenient  to  discuss  this  amend- 
ment now,  because,  as  intimated  by  my 


colleague,  if  it  is  accepted,  it  may  settle 
the  difficulty.  This  Bill  was  before  the 
House  last  year.  At  that  time  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  Speaker  of  this  House, 
and  could  not  take  part  either  in  the  Select 
Committee  or  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  consequently  took  no  part 
in  the  proceedings  concerning  the  Bill 
at  that  time.  This  year,  in  the  early  part 
of  the  session,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
asked  me  to  take  charge  of  it.  I  declined, 
because  I  knew  that  last  year  the  citizens 
of  Ottawa  generally  were  much  opposed  to 
the  measure,  and  the  Bill  was  confided  to 
another  member,  who  has  had  charge  of 
it  since.  Before  the  Bill  came  up  for  dis- 
cussion in  the  Private  Bills  Committee,  I 
endeavoureu  to  see  if  some  arrangement 
could  not  be  arrived  at  between  the  city  of 
Ottawa  on  the  one  hand  and  the  company 
promoting  this  Bill  on  the  other.  I  had 
an  interview  with  the  mayor  of  the  city, 
and  suggested  to  him  that  possibly  the 
amendment  of  which' notice  was  given  last 
session  by  my  then  colleague,  Mr.  Birkett, 
might  be  satisfactory  to  the  city  of  Ottawa. 
I  went  over  the  amendment  with  the  mayor, 
and  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
amendment  prepared  last  year  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  city.  The  notice  of  the 
amendment  given  by  Mr.  Birkett,  which  I 
And  at  page  434  of  the  Votes  and  Proceed- 
ings of  lalt  year,  read  as  follows  :— 

Mr.  Birkett.— On  the  third  reading  of  BUI  No. 
110,  '  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company,' — Will  move  that  the  said  BUI  be  not 
now  read  a  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with  in- 
structions to  amend  the  same  by  adding  a  clause 
providing  that  if  the  company  acquires  a  ma- 
jority of  the  shares  in  the  capital  stock  or  in 
the  debentures  or  securities  of  the  Metropolitan 
Electric  Company,  of  Ottawa,  Limited,  or  in 
the  Consumers'  Electric  Company,  Limited,  the 
company  shall  not  increase  the  prices  or  rates 
for  electric  light,  heat  or  power  beyond  those 
provided  for  in  the  franchises  granted  by  the 
city  of  Ottawa  to  the  Metropolitan  Electric 
Oompany,  of  Ottawa,  Limited,  and  to  the  Con- 
sumers' Electric  Company,  Limited;  and  being 
those  contained  in  by-laws  Nos.  1857  and  2138  of 
the  city  of  Ottawa. 

The  mayor  stated  that  that  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  city,  and  I  appeared 
before  the  committee,  and  as  a  member 
of  the  committee  1  proposed  that  a  clause 
worded  almost  exactly  like  this  amend- 
ment, should  be  added  to  the  Bill  as 
section  5.  The  mayor  was  present  be- 
fore the  committee  when  I  made  that  pro- 
posal. The  company  objected  to  the  pro- 
posed clause,  contending  that  it  would  be 
unfair  to  them  if  in  the  future  they  were 
compelled  to  put  their  wires  underground.  A 
rider  of  three  lines  was  suggested,  to  the 
effect  that  the  clause  would  be  binding  on 
the  company  so  long  only  as  they  were  not 
compelled  to  put  their  wires  underground. 
The  chairman  put  the  amendment  with 
this  rider  to  the    committee.     I  objected 
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that  tbe  rider  was  not  part  of  iny  amend- 
ment, but  tbe  amendment  with  tbe  rider 
was  put  to  tbe  committee  aud  agreed  to. 
Tbe  Bill  was  reported  to  the  House,  and, 
as  the  Ilouse  knows,  on  the  motion  of  the 
premier,  the  Bill  was  again  referred  to  a 
select  committee.    I  understand  now,  as  I 
have  understood  for  some  time,  that  even 
the  amendment  which  I  proposed  to  the 
committee,  without  the  rider,  was  not  ac- 
ceptable to  the  city.   The  mayor  came  be- 
fore tbe  Select  Committee  the  other  day 
and  explained  that  he  had  agreed  to  the 
amendment  which  I  had  proposed  and  was 
quite  content  with  it,  but  that  when  he 
went  back  to  the  city  council  he  was  told 
by  the  city  councillors  that  he  had  ex- 
ceeded bis  authority  and  bad  no  right  to 
accept  the  amendment.    Tbe  city  council 
declared  by  a  vote  of  10  to  5  that  he  had 
exceeded  his  authority,  and  instructed  him 
to  oppose  the  Bill.    The   whole  question 
seems  to  be  this.   At  present  there  are  two 
companies  in  Ottawa    supplying  electric 
light— the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  which 
is  promoting  this  Bill,  and  the  Consumers- 
Company.     I   understand   that  the  rate 
charged  is  .36  cent  per  ampere  hour.  The 
Consumers'  Company,  when  it  got  its  fran- 
chise, was  limited  to  .52  cent  per  ampere 
hour.    The  Ottawa  Electric  Company,  when 
It  got  its  charter,  was  limited  to  .75  cent 
per  ampere  hour.    When  I  proposed  my 
amendment  as  the  mayor  had  agreed  to  it. 
I  thought  the  city  would  be  willing  to  have 
the  maximum  rate  of  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  reduced  to  the  maximum  rate  of 
the  Consumers'  Company,  namelv  .52  cent, 
and  would  be  willing  to  let  the  Bill  go 
through  with  that  provision.      That  was 
what  was  proposed  in  the  amendment  of 
which  Mr.  Birkett  gave  uotice  last  year. 
When  I  proposed  the  amendment  to  the 
Private  Bills  Committee  I  had  no  doubt 
that  the  amendment  I  proposed  would  have 
been  accepted  by  the  city.   However,  the 
city  council  opposed  that,  and  is  opposed 
to  it  to-day.    As  my  hou.  colleague  has  ex- 
plained, the  citizens  of  Ottawa  generally 
are  opjwsed  to  this  Bill.    They  are  at  pre- 
sent enjoying  light  at  the  rate  of  .30  cent 
per  ampere  hour.     This  Bill  would  enable 
the  Ottawa  Company  to  put  up  the  rate  to 
.52  cent.     Under  the  circumstances,  as  tbe 
city  is  opposed  to  tbe  Bill,  and  as  we  nave 
been  asked  by  the  city  council  to  oppose  it, 
there  is  no  course  left  to  both  mv  colleague 
and  myself  except  to  oppose  this  Bill.   If  the 
suggestion  which  is  embodied  in  tbe  amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  colleague  is  accepted, 
then  I  imagine  that  there  will  be  no  other 
objection  to  the  Bill  and  the  Bill  might  go 
through.    I  did  not  understand  that  in  the 
committee  any  special  objection  was  taken 
to  the  increase  of  capital.    The  objection 
was  to  tbe  clause  permitting  tbe  acquisi- 
tion of  shares  of  other  companies  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  enabling  the  Ot- 
tawa  Electric    Company    to  acquire  the 
Mr.  BELCOURT. 


shares  and  securities  of  the  Consumers' 
Electric  Company.  What  the  citizens  of 
Ottawa  are  afraid  of  is  that  by  the  adoption 
of  the  Bill  as  it  is  the  competition  which 
exists  to-day  may  be  destroyed,  at  all  events 
to  the  extent  of  the  difference  between  36- 
100  and  52-100  of  a  cent.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  propose  to  vote  against  the 
Bill,  and  ask  the  members  of  the  House  to 
do  so  also. 

Mr.    AMES.     The    hon.    member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  who  acted  as 
chairman  of  the  special  committee,  will 
doubtless  remember  that  I  reserved  the 
right  to  discuss  and  object  to  the  principle 
involved,  provided  the  Bill  was  not  accept- 
able to  the  city  of  Ottawa.   Prom  my 
point  of   view,   therefore,   we   are  here 
to  discuss  the  reasonableness  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa   upon  this  matter.     It  may 
or  it  may  not  be  that  the  city  council 
has  acted  unreasonably  in  deciding  that 
they  will  not  accept  the  amendment  and 
in  deciding  also  to  instruct  their  delegates 
to  oppose  the  Bill  In  toto.   The  fact  stiH 
remains  that  the  city  of  Ottawa,  by  resolu- 
tion duly  passed  in  their  gathering  and  by 
a  vote  of  19  to  5,  has  decided  that  this  Bill 
should  be  opposed  and  therefore  they,  who 
were    originally    one    of    the  consenting 
parties   to   what   I  think   will  be  shown 
to  be  a  contract,  object  to  hurrying  the 
original    terms    of    that   contract  alter- 
ed   by    a    higher    authority.     It  invol- 
ves,   therefore,    the    entire    principle  of 
municipal  rights,  and  because  it  is  so  far- 
reaching,  although  apparently  a  very  simple 
Bill,  I  find  it  necessary,  following  the  foot- 
steps of  the  member  for  Ottawa,  to  vote 
against  the  Bill  or  at  all  events  against 
paragraph  2  of  the  Bill.    I  wish  to  point 
out  the  full  significance  of  the  failure  of 
the  city  of  Ottawa,  through  its  council,  to 
assent  to  the  Bill  as  amended  and  as  now 
presented    to    this    House.    This  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  received  a  charter,  under 
which  It  presently  operates,  in  the  year 
19c4  and  at  the  same  time  that  they  were 
securing  their  charter,  concurrent  legisla- 
fon  was  being  carried  through  the  local 
city  council  with  the  view  to  giving  a  fran- 
chise as  soon  as  the  company  was  duly 
constituted.     We  find  the  Bill  introduced 
in  the  nouse  on  April  18.  1894  :  it  received 
its  third  reading  on  May  the  18th.  and  it 
passed  through  the  House  without  amend- 
ment and  without  comment.    We  And  that 
It  then  reached  tbe  Senate  and  secured  its 
second  reading  on  June  8th/   We  then 
find  a  by-law  passed  by  the  city  council 
on  the  11th  of  June.    1894.   based  upon 
what  by  that  time  h>id  evidently  been  ac 
cepted  as  the  probable  mould  in  which  this 
charter  would  be  formed.    It  passed  the 
lower  House  without  amendment  and  pass- 
ed the  second  reading  in  the  upper  House, 
then  and  on  the  basis  of  that  a  franchise 
was  granted  permitting  the  company  to 
operate  In  Ottawa.    The  city  council  there- 
fore were  thoroughly  cognizant  of  the  fact 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2541 


MAECH  15,  1905 


2542 


that  in  this  charter  there  was  a  clause  that 
this  company  was  not  to  be  permitted  to 
acquire  the  capital  stock,  debentures  or 
securities  of  other  electrical  companies  ex- 
cept in  the  way  of  return  for  goods  thai 
might  be  purchased.  Practically  therefore 
this  company  had  received  a  charter,  but 
a  charter  with  limitations.  Certain  things 
they  were  not  empowered  to  do,  and  not 
being  empowered  to  do  these  things  they 
secured  a  franchise  from  the  city  council. 
When  this  Bill  came  up  in  the  Senate 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  was  a  settlement 
agreed  to  by  all  parties.  Is  borne  out  by 
the  'Hansard'  of  that  body.  Senator 
Clemow  introduced  the  Bill  and  explained 
it  as  follows  in  the  Senate,  and  this  is  the 
only  reference  to  the  Bill  that  is  found  in 
the  1  Hansard '  of  either  chamber.  Senator 
Clemow  said  : 

This  is  a  Bill  to  incorporate  certain  gentle- 
men under  the  name  ot  the  Ottawa  Electrlo 
Company,  and  also  to  give  them  power  to 
amalgamate  with  other  companies  now  in  ex- 
istence. The  arrangement  hae  been  made  with 
the  cKy  council  and  received  their  full  concur- 
rence and  it  is  with  the  avowed  object  of  re- 
ducing expense  that  this  Bill  is  Introduced, 
and  there  can  be  no  objection  to  its  passage. 
The  citizens  are  very  well  satisfied  with  the 
arrangement  made. 

The  introducer  of  the  Bill  therefore 
plainly  stated  in  the  Senate  that  this  Bill 
exactly  as  drawn  bad  the  concurrence  ot 
the  city  council  in  1894  and  therefore  that 
it  was  in  one  sense  a  contrnct  which  the 
company  on  one  hand  and  the  city  council 
on  the  other  had  come  to  and  which  they 
asked  this  parliament  to  ratify.  You  will 
notice  therefore  that  the  council  In  giving 
this  franchise  on  June  11  did  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  place  any  clause  in  the  agree- 
ment restricting  the  company  from  amal- 
gamating. Therefore  they  said  that  this 
was  entirely  provided  for  by  the  statute 
under  which  they  would  operate,  and  when 
the  city  council  found  it  necessary  four 
years  later  to  give  a  franchise  to  another 
company,  the  Metropolitan  Company,  whose 
letters  patent  contained  no  such  clause  as 
we  find  in  this  Bill  of  1894,  the  city  coun- 
cil took  good  care  to  put  in  this  clause  : 

That  the  said  company  shall  not  at  any  time 
during  the  said  period  amalgamate  or  combine 
with  any  other  company  now  carrying  on  or 
which  may  hereafter  carry  on  in  the  cHy  ot 
Ottawa  during  the  said  period  the  business  ot 
supplying  electric  light,  4c.,  4c. 

In  other  words,  when  the  council  gave  to 
the  Metropolitan  and  to  the  Consumers' 
Companies  their  franchises,  having  noticed 
that  in  the  letters  patent  and  the  Bill  of 
these  companies  there  was  no  such  limi- 
tation, they  took  pains  to  put  that  limita- 
tion Into  the  franchises,  and  consequently 
to-day  the  Consumers'  and  Metropolitan 
companies  cannot  acquire  stock  in  any 
other  company  under  the  terms  of  the  bar- 
gain which  they  made  with  the  city  of 
Ottawa.  Now  the  city  of  Ottawa  has  refused 


to  consent  to  this  present  proposition. 
We  may  or  may  not  think  that  the  city 
of  Ottawa  is  aggrieved  in  the  case. 
We  may  think  that  the  BUI  as  amended 
is  in  every  respect  a  reasonable  Bill, 
but  the  fact  still  remains  that  the  city 
of  Ottawa  originally  agreed  with  this 
company,  that  that  agreement  was 
made  a  law  and  that  now,  without 
the  consent  of  one  of  the  parties  to  that 
agreement,  parliament  is  being  asked  to 
remove  one  of  the  protective  clauses  which 
existed  in  that  Bill  before  the  franchise 
was  given.  That  is  practically  the  only 
point  I  wish  to  make  and  I  make  that  point 
owing  to  the  principle  involved,  because 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  an  infringement 
of  municipal  rights  and,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  who  recently,  in  introducing  a 
Bill  to  this  House,  has  taken  good  care  to 
present  to  the  House  the  '  Hansard ' 
record  of  the  Introduction  of  the  Bill  In 
order  that  we  might  know  not  only  what 
the  Bill  said  but  what  those  who  passed 
the  Bill  thought  and  meant  at  the  time  the 
Bill  was  introduced.  So,  taking  a  leaf 
from  him.  I  shall  do  the  same  In  this  case, 
and  I  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
the  fact  that  when  In  1891  the  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  was  incorporated  it  was 
by  understanding  with  the  city  of  Ottawa 
that  they  were  restricted  in  their  powers. 
Now  you  take  away  that  restraint,  you 
make  this  company  a  competent  buyer, 
and  so  put  out  of  competition  the  other 
company.  You  remove  the  limitation 
which  existed  when  the  contract  with  the 
city  was  made. 

Hon.  JOHN  HAGGART.  As  one  of  the 
members  of  the  special  committee  who  bad 
this  Bill  under  consideration  a  few  days 
ago,  I  wish  to  explain  briefly  the  reasons 
why  we  reported  the  Bill.  The  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  had  a  charter,  and  also 
had  an  agreement  with  the  city  by  which 
they  had  the  right  to  furnish  light  to  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  at  75-100  cents  per  ampere 
hour.  The  Ottawa  Electric  Company,  in- 
stead of  being  limited,  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Ames)  who  has  just  spoken 
said,  had  an  exclusive  contract  with  the 
city  of  Ottawa.  The  city  of  Ottawa,  by  a 
resolution  of  its  council,  declared  that  this 
company  should  have  the  exclusive  right 
to  furnish  light  to  the  city.  But,  It  seems 
that  a  resolution  is  not  binding  upon  the  city. 
Hie  only  way  a  corporation  like  the  city  of 
Ottawa  can  be  bound  is  by  by-law,  and  no 
by-law  was  passed  in  that  direction.  While 
that  resolution  was  unrevoked,  the  city 
entered  into  an  arrangement  with  the  Con- 
sumers' Electric  Company,  which  company 
agreed  to  furnish  light  at  a  great  reduction— 
about  50-100  or  52-100  ceuts  per  ampere 
hour.  Another  company  was  formed  and 
entered  Into  an  agreement  with  the  city— the 
Metropolitan  Company.  The  two  companies 
are  furnishing  light  to  the  city  for  36-100 
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cents  per  ampere  hour,  which  does  not 
pay  them.  The  object  of  the  company  is 
evident.  The  Ottawa  Electric  Company  ap- 
ply for  power  which  nearly  every  other  com- 
pany has,  of  purchasing  stock  In  similar  com- 
panies. The  city  of  Ottawa  objected,  be- 
cause of  its  bargain  with  the  Consumers' 
Company,  which  bargain  was  to  the  effect 
that  they  would  not  amalgamate  with  any 
other  company.  The  city  of  Ottawa  says 
tbut  we  are  facilitating  the  evasion  of  the 
contract  that  they  have  with  the  company 
by  allowing  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
to  obtain  stock  in  the  other.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  was  entirely  necessary  for  the  com- 
pany to  have  the  power  to  obtain  stock. 
The  only  object  would  be  to  facilitate  the 
transfer  of  stock  of  the  Consumers*  or 
Metropolitan  Companies  to  the  Ottawa  Elec- 
tric Company  in  order  to  give  it  control.  The 
assertion  of  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
is  that  at  present  it  is  impossible  to  make 
the  undertaking  pay.  They  do  not  wish  to 
alter  any  contract  mad£  with  the  city  of 
Ottawa.  The  city  of  Ottawa  have  a  con- 
tract with  the  Consumers'  Company  to  fur- 
nish light  at  about  50  per  cent  less  than 
the  contract  with  the  Ottawa  Company.  In 
order  to  guard  the  rights  of  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  we  Inserted  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
providing  that  if  the  Ottawa  Electric  Com- 
pany obtained  control  of  the  stock  of  the 
Consumers'  Company  they  should  not  be 
entitled  to  charge  the  city  of  Ottawa  any 
more  than  can  be  charged  by  the  Cousumers' 
Company  under  Its  contract  with  the  city. 
It  is  a  very  ordinary  provision  to  put  in  such 
a  Bill  that  one  company  can  buy  stock  in 
another.  The  reasons  assigned  to  the  com- 
mittee for  the  change  I  thought  very  reason- 
able—the cheapness  of  arrangement  and  the 
saving  of  expense,  and  the  impossibility  of 
making  a  profit  at  the  present  rates.  Now, 
what  is  the  position  ?  The  shareholders  of 
the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  may  make 
n  bargain  with  the  shareholders  of  the  Con- 
sumers' or  Metropolitan  Company  and  ob- 
tain control  of  either  of  these  companies. 
It  is  true  that,  to  a  certain  extent  we  have 
facilitated  the  transaction,  for  we  author- 
ize the  company  to  make  such  arrange- 
ments, and  it  is  possible  that  they  may  make 
such  arrangements.  But,  even  without  such 
a  Bill  the  parties  who  control  one  corpor- 
ation can  obtain  control  of  the  other  and 
carry  out  any  policy  they  desire.  The 
city  of  Ottawa  are  only  entitled  to  their 
coutract  with  the  Consumers'  Company,  and 
we  have  made  provision  under  the  Bill  that 
the  parties  who  are  facilitated,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Ames)  says.  In  obtaining  the 
stock  of  these  other  companies,  shall  not  be 
able  to  charge  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  a 
higher  rate  than  may  be  charged  under  the 
contract  which  already  exists. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    It  seems  to  me  that  the 
essence  of  the  case  is  this  :    To-day  there 
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are  two  or  three  electric  companies  in  Ot- 
tawa and  there  is  competition.  The  aim  of 
legislation  should  be  to  secure  for  the  people 
the  cheapest  rates,  and,  In  order  to  do  that, 
to  facilitate  competition.  This  we  do  In  re- 
gard to  railways  and  other  transportation 
lines  as  well  .as  in  other  matters.  But  we 
know  these  companies  will  try  to  destroy 
competition  by  buying  one  another's  stock. 
At  present  the  city  of  Ottawa  has  competi- 
tion in  the  supply  of  electric  light.  Are  we 
going  to  deprive  them  of  that  benefit  by  en- 
abling one  company  to  buy  out  the  other  ? 
But  we  are  told  :  'We  have  provided  that 
Uiey  shall  charge  no  higher  rate  than  52-100 
cents  per  ampere  hour.'  But  suppose  that 
improvements  in  the  facilities  for  the  supply 
of  electric  light  greatly  reduce  the  cost, 
then,  with  competition,  the  price  to  the  con- 
sumer will  go  down.  The  best  proof  of  that 
is  the  fact  that  It  has  already  gone  down 
from  52-100  to  36-100  cents  per  ampere  hour. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  South  Lanark  (Mr. 
Haggart)  says  that  the  companies  cannot 
pay  a  dividend.  Every  company  that  wishes 
to  amalgamate  presents  that  as  a  stock 
argument.  Before  accepting  it  we  should 
make  full  inquiries  that  we  may  judge 
whether  the  argument  is  well  based  or  not. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  allegation  Is 
founded  on  fact  or  not,  but  we  do  know 
that  it  is  one  of  the  stock  in  trade  argu- 
ments which  corporations  always  advance. 
The  very  fact  that  we  provided  by  legisla- 
tion years  ago  to  secure  competition  and 
that  the  city  has  benefited  by  that  competi- 
tion must  create  the  presumption  that  If 
you  destroy  that  competition  to-day  the 
rates  will  undoubtedly  be  raised.  If  you 
should  do  so  in  this  case,  you  will  have 
other  corporations  applying  for  similar  Acts; 
If  it  succeeds  In  this  city  we  may  soon 
look  for  other  companies  from  other 
cities  coming  here  for  similar  favours. 
We  all  know  that  corporations  are 
not  slow  in  trying  to  get  what  they 
can  from  parliament.  We  have  fre- 
quently legislated  to  prevent  railway 
companies  from  amalgamating  -or  to  com- 
pel them  to  specify  the  companies  with 
which  they  desire  to  amalgamate  in  order 
that  we  may  decide  whether  the  amalgam- 
ation would  be  In  the  public  Interest  or 
not.  But  notwithstanding  all  our  precau- 
tions we  find  that  by  no  legislation,  we  can 
pass,  can  we  prevent  railway  companies 
somehow  or  other  agreeing  on  rates  and 
preventing  the  public  from  getting  the  bene- 
fit of  competition.  But  in  this  particular  in- 
stance, the  limitations  we  have  put  upon 
the  powers  of  these  three  corporations  have 
resulted  in  obtaining  for  Ottawa  the  bene- 
tions  we  find  that  by  no  legislation  we  can 
asked  to  destroy  the  binding  contract  that 
exists  between  the  company  in  question 
and  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  under  which 
the  company  got  its  charter,  because  it 
only  got  its-  charter  subject  to  the  limita- 
tion. 
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Mr.  HAGGART.  There  was  no  binding 
contract  made  with  the  city  of  Ottawa. 
There  was  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Ot- 
tawa council  in  which  the  city  gave  an  ex- 
clusive right  to  the  company.  As  regards 
the  question  whether  the  company  received 
remuneration  for  its  expenditure,  we  had 
the  balance  sheet  of  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  before  us  and  we  had  the  state- 
ment that  the  Consumers'  Company  never 
paid  a  cent  of  dividend. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  judge  from 
what  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Lanark 
has  said  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  in 
reality  to  enable  the  company  to  advance 
the  rates.  That  may  be  a  perfectly  proper 
object,  but  I  would  ask  whether  or  not  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill  agrees  in  that  view. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  Bill  which  would  indicate  to  anybody 
that  the  object  of  passing  this  legislation 
is  to  enable  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
to  increase  its  rates. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  suggest 
that  there  is  anything  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill  to  indicate  any  such  object,  but  I  am 
simply  taking  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart),  who 
was  a  member  of  the  special  committee, 
as  to  the  way  in  which  the  case 
was  presented  by  the  company  to  that 
committee.  I  would  gather  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart)  is  en- 
tirely correct,  because  he  pointed  out  that 
the  balance  sheets  of  both  companies  were 
before  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of 
demonstrating  that  the  company  is  not 
earning  dividends  at  present.  That  proof 
could  only  have  been  made  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  the  necessity  for  an  increase  in 
the  rates.  If  the  companies  are  not  paying 
a  dividend  on  capital  fairly  invested,  and 
especially  if  my  hon.  friend  from  Lanark 
(Mr.  Haggart)  is  right  about  the  agreement 
which  was  entered  into,  it  is  perfectly  prop- 
er for  the  companies  to  ask  for  some  relief 
iu  that  regard.  But  what  I  want  to  know  is 
this:  if  that  be  the  object  of  these  two  com- 
panies, what  is  there  to  prevent  them  from 
increasing  their  rates  now  ?  The  max- 
imum rate  for  the  Consumers'  Company  and 
the  Metropilitan  is  -52  of  a  cent  per  ampere 
hour.  The  maximum  rate  of  the  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  under  the  arrangement 
made  with  the  city  of  Ottawa  is  *75  of  a 
cent  per  ampere  hour.  One  company  has 
a  margin  of  about  -3fl  of  a  cent  per 
ampere  hour  and  can  double  Its  rates,  and 
the  other  company  can  increase  its 
rates  by  nearly  50  per  cent.  Why  should 
they  come  before  parliament  to  increase 
their  rates  when  they  can  do  so  without 
taking  that  course  ? 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  Would  not  that  do 
away  with  the  necessity  for  the  city  of 


Ottawa  opposing  this  legislation  ?   If  the 
city  of  Ottawa  could  not  prevent  an  in- 
crease of  the  rates  now,  it  will  be  in  no 
►worse  a  position  when  this  BUI  passes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  par- 
liament ought  to  be  asked  to  pass  this 
legislation  unless  there  be  some  good 
reason  given  for  passing  it.  There  must  be 
some  necessity  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
panies for  coming  here  or  they  would  not 
come.  But  if  they  have  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands,  why  do  they  appeal  to 
parliament  for  one  ?  Besides  if  there  was 
really  an  arrangement  between  the  city  of 
Ottawa  and  these  companies,  such  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Antolne  (Mr.  H.  B.  Ames),  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  possible  for  the  city  of 
Ottawa  to  have  gone  to  the  courts  and 
absolutely  prevented  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  from  coming  to  parliament. 
There  is  a  well  established  principle  in  law 
that  any  corporation  or  person  may 
be  restrained  from  coming  to  parlia- 
ment to  seek  rights  in  violation  of  an 
agreement  with  some  other  person  or  cor- 
poration. Had  the  city  of  Ottawa  gone  to 
the  courts  and  asked  for  a  restraining  order,' 
it  would  have  been  granted  at  once,  and  the 
companies  prevented  from  applying  to  par- 
liament for  any  legislation  inconsistent 
witli  the  agreement  they  had  made.  But 
the  fact  that  such  a  remedy  existed  and 
that  the  city  of  Ottawa  did  not  use  it 
creates  of  course  the  very  strong  pre- 
sumption that  there  could  hardly  have  been 
as  definite  and  distinct  an  agreement  as 
has  been  suggested  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
St.  Antoine's  division.  But,  still,  after  all, 
here  is  the  other  question  and  the  fact  that 
my  hon.  friend  who  is  promoting  this  Bill 
is  not  able  to  give  me  any  better  answer 
thau  that  which  he  has  vouchsafed  to-night 
in  response  to  my  inquiry  certainly  does 
leave  some  suspicion  in  my  mind  that  there 
is  an  object  behind  this  Bill  which  we  do  not 
appreciate.  Otherwise,  I  think  it  would 
have  been  for  my  hon.  friend  to  give  a 
frank,  straightforward  answer,  or  at  all 
events  a  better  one  than  he  vouchsafed  to- 
night. 

Mr.  STEWART.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Kootenay,  in  replying  to  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition,  when  he  asked  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  companies  could  advance 
the  rates,  stated  that  there  was  no  need  for 
the  city  to  ask  that  this  measure  should  not 
go  through,  because  to-day  the  company 
have  the  right  to  increase  rates.  They  have 
now  the  right  to  increase  rates,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  more  than  one  hon.  gentle- 
man, up  to  "52  in  one  case  and  tip  to  '75  in 
the  other  case.  But  the  hon.  member  for 
Kootenay  touched  the  question,  when  he 
asked  why  the  city  cnine  to  parliament  and 
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asked  that  this  legislation  should  not  be 
granted  when  the  company  bad  the  right  to 
increase  the  rates.  The  authorities  of  the 
city  believe  that  if  you  take  away  from  the  ^ 
city  the  competition  that  exists  to-day  the 
rates  will  go  up.  The  whole  gist  of  the 
question  is  that  this  legislation  aims  at  de- 
stroying the  competition,  with  the  result 
that  rates  are  bound  to  be  increased.  The 
city  does  not  object  to  the  two  companies 
making  a  reasonable  profit.  If  the  rates  are 
too  low,  surely  they  can  get  adequate  rates. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart),  as  to  the  resolution 
passed  by  the  city  council,  or  the  promise 
made  by  it.  I  understand  him  to  say  that 
the  city  of  Ottawa  had  promised  a  monopoly 
to  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company.  It  is 
true  a  resolution  was  passed  by  the  council 
of  the  city  of  Ottawa  promising  a  monopoly 
to  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company.  I  think  it 
is  open  to  the  members  of  the  Ottawa  city 
council  to  change  their  minds  on  this  ques- 
tion. Immediately  after  the  resolution  was 
passed — and  it  may  have  been  secured  in 
some  way,  although  I  am  not  suggesting 
anything  of  that  kind — notice  of  reconsider- 
ation was  given,  and  it  was  pointed  out  by 
the  solicitor  of  the  company  that  the  resolu- 
tion promised  something  that  no  municipali- 
ty could  give,  that  in  common  law  it  was  im- 
possible to  grant  a  monopoly  to  any  one 
company.  An  Illustration  of  the  fact  that 
it  was  against  the  common  law  was  shortly 
afterwards  afforded  by  something  that  hap- 
pened in  the  adjoining  municipality  of  Hull. 
The  corporation  of  the  city  of  Hull  endea- 
voured to  give  a  monopoly  to  the  Hull  Com- 
pany and  the  Ottawa  Company,  which  is 
to-day  seeking  a  monopoly  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  entered  a  protest ;  an  appeal  was 
taken  to  the  courts,  and  it  was  found  to  be 
a  violation  of  the  common  law.  The  result 
is  that  to-day  there  is  competition  in  the 
city  of  Hull,  where  an  endeavour  was  made 
to  create  a  monopoly.  Now  the  point  made, 
as  I  understand  it,  by  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Lanark  is  that  the  city  of  Ottawa 
had  entered  into  a  bargain,  or  made  a  pro- 
mise, that  they  afterwards  did  not  keep. 
It  Is  true  this  resolution  was  passed  by  the 
city  council,  but  I  do  not  think  that  should 
govern  parliament.  If  we  consider  that  iu 
our  judgment  it  is  a  wrong  thing  to  inter 
fere  with  the  vested  rights  of  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  then  I  do  not  believe  we  should  pass 
this  legislation.  We  should  not  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  the  municipality. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  We  are  now  on  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill,  and  perhaps  it  would 
be  more  regular  if  we  adopted  the  preamble 
and  proceeded  to  deal  with  the  clauses  as 
they  rfrise.  There  are  clauses  in  the  Bill 
which  are  not  objectionable,  and  when  we 
reach  any  clause  that  is  ..objectionable,  then 
we  can  consider  the  question.  I  have  a  great 
deal  of  respect  for  vested  rights  as  far  ns 
cities  are  concerned,  and  I  have  some  re- 
Mr.  STEWART. 


spect  for  the  vested  rights  of  corporations 
also.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  am  not  a 
municipal  ownership  man,  but  I  am  in 
favour  of  corporations  when  they  are  pro- 
perly regulated,  and  I  want  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  saying  so. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  happen  to  be  a 
friend  of  municipal  rights. 

The  hour  for  private  Bills  having  expired, 
the  Speaker  took  the  chair. 

SUPPLY— PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT 
IN  THE  NORTHWEST  TERRITORIES. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Fielding,  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  F.  L.  SOHAFFNER  (Souris).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  not  rise  to-night  to  ad- 
dress this  House  on  this  question,  which 
has  been  so  well  discussed  this  afternoon 
— perhaps  I  shall  only  be  repeating  very 
many  of  the  statements  that  have  been 
already  made — were  it  not  that  I  felt  it  to 
be  an  imperative  duty.  There  are  one  or 
two  reasons  why  I  believe  it  imperative  that 
I  should  have  something  to  say  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  will  endeavour  to-night,  in  the  few 
remarks  which  I  make,  not  to  discuss  the 
Bill.  There  seems  to  be  a  great  tempta- 
tion to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  Bill. 
When  the  proper  time  comes  to  discuss  the 
Bill,  I  hope  to  have  an  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing a  few  remarks.  But  I  will  say  right 
here  that  when  the  proper  time  comes  my 
effort  will  be  to  address  this  House  on  that 
question  In  a  manner  absolutely  free  from 
offence  to  any  creed  or  any  set  of  people 
in  this  House  or  in  this  country.  I  believe 
that  this  great  question  in  connection  with 
the  formation  of  these  two  provinces  in 
the  Northwest  is  more  than  a  provincial 
question ;  it  is  a  national  question  ;  and 
I  believe  that  whatever  men,  or  whatever 
hon.  members  on  this  or  the  other  side 
of  the  House  think,  that  is  the  way  in  which 
we  should  endeavour  to  discuss  it.  There 
are  one  or  two  reasons  why  I  wish  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  time  of  the  House.  One  is 
that  I  represent  a  constituency  of  the  west, 
which  I  can  say — and  I  do  not  do  it  boast- 
fully— has  to-day  more  elevators  and  grows 
more  wheat,  although  it  is  somewhat  of  a 
large  district,  than  any  other  section  of  a 
similar  size  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
One  other  reason  why  I  would  like  to  make 
a  few  remarks  is  that  the  present  govern- 
ment were  good  enough  to  give  us,  before 
the  last  election,  increased  representation. 
In  order  that  we  might  have  that  increased 
representation,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
constituencies  that  already  existed  should 
be  divided.  I  was  particularly  favoured  by 
having  the  honour  of  contesting  a  portion 
of  the  constituency  which  has  been  repre- 
sented by  the  lion,  member  for  Brandon 
i Mr.  Sifton).  I  was  given  the  south  half. 
In  the  south  half  of  that  constituency,  which 
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was  controlled  by  and  which  always  elected 
my  bon.  friend  the  member  for  Brandon 
when  be  was  able  to  bring  those  wonderful 
powers  which  he  possessed  to  bear  upon  the 
electorate,  he  was  able  to  secure  a  majority 
of  200  or  300.  To-day,  after  that  power  has 
been  withdrawn,  the  same  people  who  elect- 
ed him  were  good  enough  to  elect  me  by  a 
majority  of  a  little  over  500.  Knowing,  as 
I  do  what  these  same  people  think  on  this 
great  question,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  trespass 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  for  a  short 
while. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  although  I  am  new  in 
this  parliament,  I  am  not  very  new  in  the 
matter  of  years,  and  I  am  not  very  new  in 
my  knowledge  of  the  political  aspect  of 
this  country  and  of  my  friends  who  sit  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Living  so 
near  as  I  do  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bran- 
don (Mr.  Sifton),  we  became  to  same  extent 
at  least  chums— I  do  not  know  if  that  is  a 
parliamentary  expression,  but  it  is  at  all 
events  a  somewhat  endearing  term.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton) 
wants  my  sympathy,  but  I  cannot  help  be- 
ing a  little  sensitive  for  him  and  I  feel  very 
deeply  the  manner  In  which  he  was  treated 
in  connection  with  this  Bill.  Some  time 
ago,  when  we  asked  the  First  Minister  as 
to  when  the  member  for  Brandon  might  be 
expected  back,  we  were  told  he  was  in  the 
south  for  his  health.  Soon  after  that  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  from  a  health  point  of 
view  it  was  very  unfair  to  compel  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  to  make  such  a  break 
neck  journey  to  Ottawa,  and  after  getting 
here  to  force  him  to  rush  out  on  the  street 
to  ascertain  what  were  the  contents  of  the 
Autonomy  Bill  which  had  been  introduced 
to  parliament  The  Prime  Minister  told  us 
to-day  that  the  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  bad  asked  for  three  weeks'  delay 
between  the  first  and  second  readings  of 
this  Bill,  but  hon.  gentleman  will  remember 
with  what  derisive  cheers  from  the  gov- 
ernment supporters  that  request  of-  the 
member  for  East  Grey  was  met  at  the  time. 
The  three  weeks  asked  for  by  the  mem- 
ber for  Grey  have  passed  and  although 
this  House  of  Commons  has  not  been 
very  busy,  we  are  still  waiting  for  the 
second  reading.  To-day  the  honoured  leader 
of  the  opposition  endeavoured  to  get  some 
information  from  the  premier  as  to  when 
the  second  reading  would  be  moved,  and 
when  that  request  was  made  a  gentleman 
on  the  Liberal  benches  remarked  :  You  will 
know  soon.  Well,  I  for  one,  would  like  to 
know  how  long  that  '  soon '  is.  We  have 
the  information  now  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sifton)  was  not  consulted  as  to 
this  Bill,  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  was 
not  consulted  either,  and  that  Mr.  Haultain, 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Territories  was 
not  consulted  as  to  the  educational  clauses. 
The  Prime  Minister  tried  to  make  out  that 
Mr.  Haultain  had  been  consulted,  but  I 
have  too  much  confidence  in  the  ability  of 
82 


the  right  bon.  gentleman  to  think  that  he 
for  one  moment  thought  that  he  was  mak- 
ing the  House  believe  any  such  thing.  So 
far  as  we  know  at  present,  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  the  Minister  of  Finance,  Mr. 
Haultain  and  the  members  of  parliament 
from  the  Northwest  Territories  were  not 
consulted  on  this  matter.  Right  here  I 
would  like  to  say  that  this  afternoon 
during  the  discussion  of  this  great  question, 
not  one  member  from  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories supporting  the  government  was  in 
his  place  in  the  House.  I  do  not  know  all 
these  members  and  that  statement  may  not 
he  correct,  bnt  I  am  told  that  it  is  a  fact. 
Any  way,  whether  they  were  here  or  not 
they  were  absolutely  silent  on  the  question 
nnd  I  suppose  the  inference  is  they  are 
satisfied  with  what  has  occurred.  I  have 
not  such  a  deep  interest  In  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  government  as  I  have  in  the 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  and  there- 
fore I  am  not  so  concerned  in  the  fact  that 
the  others  were  not  consulted  about  this 
matter,  but  I  really  do  feel  chagrined  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  should  have 
been  so  slighted.  There  are  other  gentle- 
ment  in  the  cabinet,  who,  if  they  were  con- 
suited  must  have  experienced  an  extraor- 
dinary conversion  from  their  views  if  they 
gave  their  consent  to  such  a  measure  as 
that  now  before  the  House.  In  1896,  when 
the  Manitoba  school  question  was  before 
parliament,  the  present  Minister  of  Mili- 
tia (Sir  Frederick  Borden)  said  : 

This  measure  proposes  to  make  use  of  the 
powers  of  this  House  as  has  never  been  at- 
tempted since  confederation,  namely,  to  inter- 
fere, to  amend,  to  supplement,  to  change  the 
legislation  of  a  province  with  reference  to  a 
subject  over  which  the  provinces  have  exclu- 
sive control  under  our  federal  system  of  gov- 
ernment. 

Even  if  I  rested  my  case  there,  that  ia 
pretty  strong  language  from  the  Minister 
of  Militia  and  we  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  his  views  have  changed  since.  How  did 
it  come  that  he  gave  his  consent,  or  was 
it  that  he  was  not  thought  of  when  the  con- 
sulting was  going  on.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler 
(then  Mr.  Laurler,  leader  of  the  opposition) 
used  this  language  : 

But  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  bit- 
terness of  the  initiation  of  confederation,  the 
feeling  against  the  coercion  then  practised  has 
never  been  removed,  and  never  will  entirely  dis- 
appear until  it  is  buried  in  the  grave  of  the 
last  man  of  that  generation  whose  manhood 
was  outraged  by  the  arbitrary  proceeding  which 
trampled  under  toot  the  dignity  and  manhood 
of  a  proud  people. 

That  reference  to  coercion  was  intended 
by  Mr.  Laurler  for  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in 
relation  to  his  efforts  to  bring  Nova  Scotia 
into  confederation,  but  I  am  old  enough  to- 
remember  some  things  which  were  said  and 
done  by  members  of  the  present  govern- 
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nient  In  reference  to  the  same  matter  and 
which  they  would  no  doubt  like  to  forget 
Now,  it  is  my  opinion,  and  I  say  it 
■believing  it  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart, 
that  it  will  be  more  than  ten  years,  when 
many  of  us  who  are  now  in  this  House  will 
■have  reached  the  chloroform  stage,  before 
this  question  will  be  satisfactorily  settled 
by  the  Bill  which  was  Introduced  a  short 
time  ago.  Again,  the  Minister  of'  Militia 
said  : 

My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Laurler)  might  have  gone 
further  than  he  did  in  his  statement  because  it 
will  mot  only  be  the  last  man  who  was  able  to 
■exercise  the  franchise  of  that  time  but  his 
children  and  his  grandchildren  will  have  to 
pass  away  before  the  memory  of  that  unjust 
Act  is  effaced  from  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia.  .  .  .  When  we  think  that  we 
are  about  to  pass  a  system  of  laws  upon  the 
subject  of  education  which  is  exclusively  a  pro- 
vincial right,  and  that  we  are  going  to  impose 
upon  a  great  province  this  taw  for  all  time,  no 
matter  how  the  circumstances  may  change,  or 
hew  the  'population  may  change,  or  how  de- 
sirous they  may  be  to  make  a  change  in  that 
matter,  when  we  think  that  for  ever  that  law, 
by  our  act  here,  is  to  be  fastened  upon  that 
unwilling  province,  surely  It  ought  to  cause  us 
to  pause. 

Again,  he'  said,  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
people  were  known  to  be  opposed  to  that 
legislation,  just  as  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  Canada  to-day  are  known  to 
be  opposed  to  the  Bill  which  these  hon. 
gentlemen  are  now  trying  to  force  through 
ihis  House.    Further  lie  says : 

And  I  dare  say  It  is  Siting  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  so  successfully  bull-dozed  the 
legislation  of  Nova  Scotia  in  1867  could  carry 
confederation  through  the  House  against  the 
well  understood  wishes  of  the  people  of  that 
province,  should  be  brought  here  to  coerce  this 
House  into  passing  legislation  which  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  are  opposed  to  and  which 
is  inimical  to  the  interest  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba  and  the  Interest  of  the  Dominion  at 
large.  .  .  .  We  hear  a  great  deal  about  the 
rights  of  minority.  I  believe  in  preserving  and 
conserving  the  right  of  minority,  but.  Sir,  we 
-are  here  under  a  system  of  responsible  govern- 
ment, and  the  very  foundation  stone  of  respon- 
sible government  ia  to  govern  in  the  Interest  of 
the  majority  with  a  view  to  the  greatest  good 
of  the  greatest  number. 

That  is  a  noble  and  very  old  and  tried 
■sentiment. 

It  is  most  gratifying  to  us  on  this  side  of  the  , 
House,  whose  policy  has  favoured  this  course  i 
from  the  first,  because  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  long  ago  laid  down  the 
policy  of  investigation  and  the  policy  of  con- 
ciliation as  opposed  to  the  policy  of  blind  coer- 
cion. 

And  I  want  to  say  that  If  anybody  reads 
the  speech  then  delivered  by  the  then  Mr. 
Laurler,  now  the  right  hon.  leader  of  this 
House,  he  will  find  that  the  very  core  of  his 
argument,  the  silver  thread  that  ran  through 
it  from  beginning  to  end,  was  the  argument 
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of  Investigation.  Now,  it  has  not  been 
shown  to  us  that  the  First  Minister  took  any 
great  pains  to  make  an  investigation  before 
introducing  his  own  Bill ;  he  did  not  even 
consult  the  members  of  his  own  cabinet 

What  possible  good  can  be  served  by  proceed- 
ing with  this  BUI  until  we  know  what  becomes 
of  these  negotiations.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  leads  this  House  has  con- 
ducted himself  in  such  a  way  as  to  give  every 
indication  of  the  strongest  desire  to  annoy  the 
government  and  the  people  of  Maitoba  to  the 
utmost  extent  of  his  ability.  .  .  .  Well,  Sir. 
I  leave  it  to  the  hon.  members  of  the  House  to 
judge  who  are  mainly  responsible  if  these  fires 
have  been  kindled  in  this  Dominion — whether  it 
is  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  rush  madly  into 
this  offensive  course  toward  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  or  whether  it  is  my  hon.  friend  here, 
the  leader  of  the  apposition,  who  has  always 
counselled  moderation,  who  has  always  coun- 
selled conciliation,  who  asks  only  that  all  the 
facts  of  the  case  be  ascertained  and  the  fullest 
information  be  secured  before  this  tremendous 
step  is  taken. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  said  something 
to-day  about  creeds.  I  want  to  ask  right 
here,  who  is  responsible  If  we  have  any 
trouble  with  creed,  race  and  religion  In 
connection  with  this  Bill  ?  Upon  whom 
must  this  House  and  this  country  place 
the  responsibility  if  it  is  not  upon  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  cabinet  who  have 
introduced  these  unnecessary  clauses  into 
tills  Bill  ?  The  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  went 
on  : 

Was  the  hon,  gentleman  able  by  himself  to 
make  up  his  mind  what  alterations  should  be 
made  in  the  tariff  ? 

He  is  asking  when  the  great  fiscal  policy 
was  introduced  into  this  country  by  the 
gieat  party  which  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  has  Introduced  nearly  all  the  great 
policies  of  this  Dominion.  I  admit  that 
these  policies  have  been  followed  by  our 
friends  on  the  other  side.  They  may  not 
be  very  good  Introducers  of  policies,  but 
they  are  first-class  mimics.  I  am  very 
thankful  that  in  their  fiscal  policy  they  have 
come  so  near  to  adopting  those  rules  and 
directions  that  were  laid  down  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  great  Conservative  party.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said : 

Was  the  hon.  gentleman  able  by  himself 
to  make  up  his  mind  what  alterations  should  be 
made  in  the  tariff  ?  No,  Sir,  he  took  his  two 
assistants,  the  Comptroller  of  Inland  Revenue 
and  the  Comptroller  of  Customs  with  him  and 
he  went  ail  over  the  country  and  called  into 
his  counsel  people  who  are  going  to  be  affected 
by  the  legislation  which  he  proposed — that  is, 
some  of  the  people.  But  at  any  rate  he  laid 
down  this  principle  that  he  was  going  to  enact 
legislation  which  affected  the  rights  and  might 
affect  prosperity  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, and  that  H  was  his  duty  to  consult  or  con- 
fer with  those  people  who  are  to  be  affected  by 
the  legislation  which  he  proposed  to  enact. 

Now,  there  Is  no  use  in  saying  that  we 
have  rumours.  The  rumours  are  regrettable. 
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but  where  there  is  so  much  smoke  there  must 
be  some  fire,  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  there 
is  a  great  disturbance  in  the  cabinet  to-day, 
a  disturbance  which  is  retarding  business 
and  is  detrimental  to  this  House  and  this 
country.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  referred 
to  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Kenny,  a  member 
for  Halifax,  as  to  the  way  the  school  laws 
v.ere  being  operated  In  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick,  as  follows  : 

I  was  glad  to  hear  him  say  be  went  further,' 
aid  would  be  willing  to  leave  it  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  majority  of  the  .people  of  this 
country  that  they  would  not  Inflict  an  injury 
upou  any  minority  In  this  country.  Well,  Sir, 
if  that  is  the  case,  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  so 
much  confidence  in  the  good  sense  of  the  people, 
why  should  he  not  leave  the  administration  of 
the  'law  in  -the  province  of  Manitoba  to  the 
people  who  are  charged  with  administering  that 
law  ?  Why  not  give  them  an  opportunity  at 
any  rate  of  showing  whether  they  am©  willing, 
by  the  administration  of  the  law,  to  do  as  the 
government'  and  people  of  Nova  Scotia  have 
done — that  is,  consult  the  prejudices  or  require- 
ments of  the  minority  of  that  province.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  province  of  New  Brunswick  we 
have  a  law  similar  to  that  of  Nova  Scotia.  I 
was  here  during  part  of  the  time  in  1872-73-74 
when  the  question  of  the  New  Brunswick  school 
was  brought  up  by  the  present  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  who  invited  us  to  inter- 
fere. Wisely,  Sir,  we  abstained  from  interfer- 
ence, and  what  is  the  result  to-day  ?  The  re- 
sult is  that  in  New  Brunswick  the  law  is  being 
administered  in  a  way  that  is  satisfactory  to 
all  classes  of  the  community.  Suppose  we  had 
listened  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  fills 
the  position  of  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies, who  so  eloquently  urged  upon  us  the  neces- 
sity of  interfering  with  the  legislation  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  had  undertaken  to  interfere 
with  the  laws  of  that  province.  Suppose  we 
had  interfered,  what  would  have  been  the  posi- 
tion in  that  province  to-day  ?  Think  you  that 
you  would  have  bad  the  same  amicable  and 
friendly  relations  between  that  province  and 
this  Dominion  that  exists  to-day  7  No,  Sir.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  prevailed  he  would  have 
sown  the  seed  of  discord  throughout  this  Domin- 
ion. As  a  result  I  say  that  to-day  you  have  In 
the  province  of  New  Brunswick  as  happy  a  con- 
dition of  things  as  exists  in  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  so  also  in  the  province  of  Prince 
■  Edward  Island.  There  is  a  Public  School  Act 
and  there  Is  no  dtffloulty  among  the  different 
denominations  in  that  province. 

There  we  have  the  three  maritime  provinces 
ot  this  Dominion  presenting  an  object  lesson 
to  this  parliament  to  take  note  of  and  to  take 
warning  by  that  it  is  possible,  nay  that  it  is 
probable  that  if  the  province  of  Manitoba  is 
left  to  the  administration  of  Its  own  laws  it 
will  administer  them  in  such  a  way  in  its  own 
interests,  if  it  is  wise  that  every  part  of  the 
community  shall  be  satisfied. 

These  are  the  words,  these  are  some  of 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia  who,  I  suppose  or  really  I  cannot 
suppose,  was  one  of  those  who  sanctioned 
the  Bill  introduced  some  three  weeks  ago. 

But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  propose,  without 
having  given  that  province  an  opportunity  to 
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say  whether  they  desire  to  make  their  law 
satisfactory  to  the  minority  of  that  province, 
to  start  out  on  a  policy  of  coercion.  They  take 
the  province  of  Manitoba  by  the  throat  by  is- 
suing their  remedial  order,  and  then  follow  up 
that  remedial  order  by  legislation. 

Hon.  gentlemen  propose  to  coerce  that'  pro- 
vince. Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  you  and  I  ask  this 
House  whether  anything  was  ever  gained  any- 
where by  a  policy  ot  coercion.  I  say  you  can- 
not coerce  Manitoba,  and  the  legislation  will  be 
a  failure.  We  hear  a  good  deal  about  the 
rights  of  minorities. 

And  that  is  something  of  which  we  will 
hear  a  good  deal  when  this  question  comes 
up  for  discussion.  I  said  in  the  beginning 
that  I  believed  in  treating  these  questions 
freely,  that  I  believed  in  treating  them  on 
high  national  principles  and  when  we  treat 
them  in  that  way  we  will  certainly  settle 
all  these  questions  to  the  very  best  Inter- 
ests of  this  country. 

I  have  referred  to  the  particular  view  that  the 
member  for  Leeds  takes  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  but  speaking  seriously  we  all  desire 
from  the  bottom  of  our  hearts  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  minority  everywhere.  The  rights 
of  the  minority  appeal  to  our  best  sympathy 
always.  But,  Sir,  we  have  to  consider  what  ia 
the  beet  course  in  the  interest  of  that  minority. 
Is  It  the  best  course  to  pursue  in  the  interest 
of  the  minority  to  run  a  muck  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Manitoba  and  to  at- 
tempt coercive  measures  upon  that  province  ? 
No,  Sir,  I  think  not.  I  think  that  no  more  fatal 
mistake  could  be  committed  in  the  interest  ot 
the  minority  of  Manitoba  than  to  attempt  to 
force  this  measure  through  this  House  at  this 
time. 

If  we  substitute  'the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories '  for  '  Manitoba '  we  will  have  a  pretty 
good  description  of  the  Bill  which  is  now 
proposed  in  this  House,  and  which  no  doubt 
this  House  will  be  asked  to  sanction.  We 
have  here  just  what  the  Minister  of  Militia 
thinks  about  this  question,  and  if  he  thinks 
that,  how  is  it  possible  that  he  could  have 
approved  of  the  present  Bill  which  is  con- 
trary to  the  views  which  he  expressed  be- 
fore. Now,  let  us  sum  up  briefly  the  opi- 
nions which  he  expressed.  First  he  objects 
to  coercion.  None  of  us  like  that  word. 
Then  he  takes  the  stand  that  what  is  past 
cannot  be  changed  even  down  to  the  third 
or  fourth  generation.  I  am  afraid  that  be- 
fore that  time  we  will  all  be  chloroformed. 
He  also  takes  the  stand  for  provincial 
rights  he  thinks  the  minority  should  be 
considered,  he  thinks  that  before  any  great 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  country  is  made 
there  should  be  an  investigation.  He  thinks 
that  if  Manitoba  is  left  to  administer  its 
own  laws  it  will  administer  them  in  its  own 
interest  and  in  the  interests  of  all  parts  of 
the  Dominion.  I  have  taken  some  pains 
to  find  what  the  minister  said  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  want  .the  House  to  take  it  into 
consideration  that  it  Is  difficult  to  under- 
stand bow  this  gentleman  ever  supported 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  of  this  spirit  As 
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regards  the  extension  of  the  boundaries  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba,  I  would  like  to 
say  that  I  think  that  is  a  right  principle.  The 
people  of  that  province  have  been  to  a  large 
extent  pioneers  In  that  western  country ; 
they  have  been  pioneers  In  reference  to 
the  government  of  that  western  country. 
In  that  case  are  they  not  deserving  of  some 
rights  now  ?  When  the  First  Minister 
wanted  to  make  two  provinces  in  the  North- 
west he  seems  to  have  been  determined  on 
making  thein  so  large  that  even  the  mem- 
ber for  Calgary,  who  lives  In  that  district, 
thinks  they  are  too  large  and  yet  he  did 
not  even  consult  the  Minister  of  the  Inte- 
rior or  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  I  believe 
the  Minister  of  Militia,  or  several  other 
ministers.  It  is  impossible,  the  First  Min- 
ister says,  to  extend  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba  unless  he  calls  Into  council  with 
him  the  province  of  Quebec,  Ontario  and 
the  Northwest  Territories.  I  claim  that 
that  is  not  fair  to  us  in  Manitoba.  I  cannot 
understand  how  It  Is  that  the  hon.  the  First 
Minister  could  occupy  as  much  time  as  he 
does  in  replying  to  straight  away  questions 
put  from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  say  so 
little.  It  seemed  to  me  that  he  absolutely 
failed  to  give  Information.  I  suppose,  per- 
haps, that  is  part  of  the  game  and  that  I 
have  not  been  here  long  enough  to  under- 
stand, but  I  think  on  some  points  at  least 
we  should  have  the  Information  we  asked. 
He  said  to-day  that  although  this  question 
had  been  before  the  people  for  some  three 
weeks  the  only  fault  found  with  it  was  in 
connection  with  the  school  clauses.  This 
House  must  remember  that  the  people  who 
are  most  interested  in  that  clause  are  scat- 
tered over  very  many  hundred  miles  of 
this  country  and  it  takes  quite  a  long  while 
for  mails  to  reach  them,  but  If  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  yet  received  any  commu- 
nication from  that  country  objecting  to  any 
other  clause  except  the  school  clause,  I 
wish  to  read  to-night  a  petition  that  has 
been  received  since  the  meeting  of  the 
House  this  afternoon,  which  will  show  that 
there  are  others  and  perhaps  just  as  great 
objections  to  this  Bill.  This  petition  is  as 
follows  : 

The  undersigned  settlers  in  and  around  the 
town  of  Neudorf,  Asslnibola,  do  strongly  pro- 
test against  the  proposed  action  of  the  Autono- 
my BHd  in  regard  to  the  compensation  offered 
by  the  present  government,  for  withholding  our 
public  lands  from  us.  Also  in  regard  to  clause 
23  which  leaves  the  exemption  of  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  from  taxation  for  ever  tree,  and 
laatfly  In  regard  to  the  educational  clauses,  and 
we  wish  to  express  our  indignation,  to  the 
above,  by  appending  our  signatures  as  follows  : 

I  am  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting this  petition  before  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  and  of  assuring  him  that  from 
this  time  forward,  he  is  ltkely  to  receive  a 
great  many  petitions  of  the  same  kind.  A 
question  that  affects  me  personally,  as 
greatly  as  any  is  the  fact  that  that  great 
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country  west  of  Lake  Superior  Is  not  repre- 
sented to-day  In  the  Dominion  government. 
However  great  his  ability  may  be,  no  man 
on  either  side  of  this  House  at  such  a  time 
in  the  history  of  the  country  as  this  can 
be  Prime  Minister  and  at  the  same  time 
perform  with  satisfaction  the  duties  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  hold  that  this 
cannot  be  done,  and  I  want  to  say  further 
that  I  do  not  want  to  detract  from  any  east- 
ern province.  Nearly  all  of  us  who  have 
been  in  that  western  country  for  20,  25 
and  30  years,  who  have  been  pioneers, 
notwithstanding  that  we  have  made  that 
country  our  home,  we  are  sons  of  the  east 
— <I  am  sure  this  is  true  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  that  country— and  we  are 
lcyal  to  the  east  Personally,  though  I  have 
been  In  the  west  for  twenty-four  years,  1 
never  hear  the  word  '  Nova  Scotia*'  spoken 
but  it  Alls  me  with  pride.  And  I  believe 
that  Is  true  of  every  easterner.  Every 
member  of  this  House,  I  am  sure,  believes 
that  if  this  Canada  of  ours  is  to  be  a  great 
country  like  the  country  to  the  south  of  us, 
great  in  population,  in  trade  and  in  wealth, 
the  resources  upon  which  its  progress  must 
be  based  He  west  of  Lake  Superior.  We 
have,  perhaps,  to  take  some  of  our  lessons 
from  the  east,  but  if  we  are  to  become 
g»eat,  If  we  are  ever  to  have  forty  or  fifty 
millions  of  inhabitants,  it  must  be  because 
of  the  resources  of  the  west.  And  yet  that 
country  is  deprived  of  a  man  In  the 
council  to  represent  our  case  as  it  should 
be  represented.  That  Is  not  a  condition  of 
affairs  that  ought  to  exist  to-day.  I  think 
I  need  not  say  more  on  the  subject  of  the 
extension  of  the  boundaries.  If  I  were  to 
talk  for  an  hour  I  could  not  make  myself 
better  understood  than  by  the  statement 
that  I  believe  It  is  the  right  of  Manitoba 
to  have  her  boundaries  extended.  And  we 
should  have  at  once  a  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, a  nan  who  can  do  our  business  for  us. 
And  I  would  like  to  make  a  suggestion- 
well,  no  ;  I  have  no  right  to  put  it  that  way; 
I  would  like  to  submit  a  request— to  the 
First  Minister  that  when  he,  in  his  own 
good  time,  appoints  a  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, he  will  appoint  a  man  who  Is  res-  • 
ponslble  to  the  people.  We  do  not  want  a 
man,  however  great  his  ability  may  be,  that 
belongs  to  some  constituency  in  which  he 
Is  not  directly  responsible  to  the  people.  I 
would  like  to  see  some  constituency  in  tiie 
v  est  opened  up  to  test  public  opinion  on 
these  great  questions.  I  think  we  are 
ready  for  it.  When  this  question  was  being 
settled  for  Manitoba  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  was  very  an- 
xious for  Investigation.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
don't  you  think  that  a  very  good  way  to 
find  out  what  the  people  think  upon  this 
question  would  be  to  throw  open  one  of  the 
constituencies  ?  We  are  not  very  particular 
which  constituency  in  the  west  these  hon. 
gentlemen  decide  to  open  ;  any  of  them  will 
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afford  a  fair  test.  I  tliauk  the  House  very 
much  for  the  kind  attention  with  which  they 
have  beard  me. 

Mr.  J.  HEBRON  (Alberta).  I  shall  occupy 
only  a  few  minutes  of  your  time,  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  stating,  as  briefly  as  possible  my  views  on 
the  phase  of  the  provincial  autonomy  ques- 
tion that  is  now  before  us.  I  was  much 
surprised  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  state  this  afternoon  that 
he  believed  that  the  clauses  of  his  Bill  af- 
fecting education  were  the  only  clauses  not 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  If  the  Prime  Minister  believes 
tl.at  he  expresses  the  opinions  of  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  when  he  says  that,  except 
for  the  educational  clauses,  they  are  entirely 
in  accord  with  the  Bill,  I  can  only  tell  him 
that  I  believe  that  he  Is  mistaken.  What  his 
sources  of  information  may  be,  I  do  not 
know.  But  this  is  one  of  the  reasons,  1 
think,  why  we  should  have  a  Minister  of 
the  Interior  to  represent  that  country  and 
express  at  the  council  board  the  wishes 
of  its  people.  Dealing  with  the  question 
which  involves  such  important  questions, 
such  grave  financial  responsibilities  and  con- 
trols such  vast  areas  of  land,  and  dealing 
also  with  the  right  of  half  a  million  people, 
it  seems  perfectly  plain  that  those  people 
should  be  represented  in  the  government. 
I  do  not  consider  that  we  are  represented 
at  this  time.  And  that  is  one  of  the  ob- 
jections the  people  have  to  the  present 
situation.  We  in  the  Northwest  will  not 
be  satisfied  unless  we  get  the  handling  of 
our  own  lands  and  our  own  minerals.  I  for 
cne  believe  that  no  compensation  could  be 
given  by  this  government  that  would  re- 
concile the  people  of  that  country  to  being 
deprived  of  this  control,  for  this  involves 
far  more  than  dollars  and  cents  to  the  peo- 
ple. I  wish  to  put  myself  on  record  as  say- 
ing that  there  are  several  clauses  in  the  Bill 
as  objectionable  to  our  people  as  the  clauses 
dealing  with  education. 

Hon.  GEORGE  E.  FOSTER  (North  To- 
ronto). Mr.  speaker,  the  discussion  of  this 
afternoon,  I  believe,  has  not  been  without 
Its  lessons  for  this  House  and  the  country. 
Any  one  of  an  observant  turn  of  mind  sit- 
ting in  the  gallery  or  even  on  the  floor  of 
this  House,  would  have  thought  over  a  great 
many  things,  while  many  deductions  from 
the  circumstances  would  have  forced  them- 
selves upon  his  mind.  Why  is  It,  for  in- 
stance, that  when  an  important  question  of 
this-  kind  is  being  discussed  we  are  not 
afforded  even  the  courtesy  of  having  res- 
ponsible ministers— still  ministers,  however 
long  they  may  continue  In  their  positions— 
in  their  seats  ?  The  conduct  of  the  policy 
of  the  government  of  which  they  form,  I 
suppose,  a  responsible  part  Is  being  reviewed 
by  His  Majesty's  loyal  opposition.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  sufficient  answer  to  that 


Question.  I  think  these  ministers  ought  to 
be  here.  I  think  they  owe  it  to  themselves, 
to  those  they  represent  and  to  the  country 
at  large  to  be  present  in  their  seats.  And 
yet,  as  this  discussion  has  gone  on  the  ob- 
servant person  would  have  noticed  that 
at  one  time  there  would  be  but  one  minister 
in  his  seat,  at  another  time  two,  sometimes 
even  three,  but  the  number  always  very 
small.  Now,  It  may  be  good  policy  for  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  affect  a  show  of 
indifference,  and,  perhaps,  at  the  same 
time  to  conceal  their  true  feeling,  which  is 
not  indifference,  but  a  very  genuine  discom- 
fiture at  the  mistakes  they  have  made  and 
the  position  in  which  they  find  themselves. 
Why  is  it  also  that  when  a  subject  involving 
so  greatly,  the  interests  of  the  Northwest 
is  under  review,  we  find  almost  all  the 
members  on  the  other  side  representing  con- 
stituencies in  the  Northwest  Territories  ab- 
senting themselves  from  their  places  ? 

Was  it  because  they  have  such  superior 
knowledge  and  such  superior  parts  that  they 
did  not  think  it  consistent  with  their  high 
qualities  to  listen  to  animadversions  and 
to  statements  reflecting  on  a  policy  of  the 
government  or  a  Bill  which  vitally  affects 
themselves  ?  I  do  not  think  It  was.  I  think 
that  their  modesty  would  not  allow  them 
to  come  to  any  such  conclusion.  Then 
was  it  because  they  were  supremely  care- 
less and  did  not  care  a  fig  how  things 
went?  I  hardly  think  it  was  that  either. 
Or  was  it  because  they  were  schooled  to 
silence  and  told  to  say  nothing  and  get 
out  of  the  House  ?  Perhaps  that  would 
come  nearer  the  right  answer  than  either 
of  the  other  suppositions  I  have  made. 
These  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  wont 
to  be  voluble  enough,  in  1896,  their  ton- 
gues were  not  tied.  When  they  were  on 
this  side  of  the  House  they  had  a  volume 
of  speech  and  sound  which  was  admirable, 
long  continued  and  vehement  it  seemed 
to  come  from  Inexhaustible  sources.  Why 
are  those  gentlemen  so  silent  now  ?  Why 
is  it  they  have  not  a  single  word  to  say  in 
their  own  defence?  Why  is  It  that  res- 
ponsible ministers  who,  I  suppose,  count 
for  something  in  the  cabinet— some  min- 
isters do  count  for  something— why  Is  It 
that  two  of  them  at  any  rate  who  counted 
for  something  were  forestalled  deliberately 
before  the  Bill  was  brought  down.  The 
others  who  remained,  and  who  presum- 
ably did  not  count  for  much,  were  simply 
taken  in  hand  by  that  autocrat,  the  First 
Minister.  His  Bill  was  rushed  In  and  he 
practically  said  to  these  gentlemen  :  there 
it  is  before  you  and  the  country  ;  you  can 
support  it  or  not  as  you  please.  I  make 
bold  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  never  before 
has  any  parliament  witnessed  such  an 
exhibition.  Like  whipped  children  fearing 
the  lash,  yet  afraid  to  confess  their  faults, 
the  members  of  the  government,  from  the 
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highest  to  the  lowest,  sit  in  the  House, 
take  their  medicine  and  say  nothing.  To 
the  simplest  question  they  have  no  an- 
swer, or  If  they  attempt  an  answer— I 
should  not  put  it  in  the  plural  but  In  the 
singular— or  if  the  Prime  Minister  attempts 
an  answer,  it  is  an  attempt  not  to  give 
the  information  but  to  evade  the  questions 
put  to  him.  I  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  as  a  serious  sensible  man  :  Is 
it  or  is  it  not  a  question  to  which  the  op- 
position and  the  country  have  the  right  to 
an  answer,  why  he  rushed  his  Bill  Into 
parliament  as  the  measure  of  a  united 
government  when  he  knew  that  his  two 
most  important  ministers  were  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  one  of  the  principal 
clauses  In  that  Bill,  and  had  placed  them- 
selves on  record  as  Irrevocably  pledged 
against  It  time  and  again  ?  Was  not  that 
somewhat  peculiar?  One  by  one  the  pre- 
tenses of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  have 
been  struck  from  him,  and  by  this  time  he 
stands  before  this  House  and  country 
pretty  bare.  He  is  no  longer  the  some- 
what picturesque  object  he  was  a  few 
months  ago.  Shorn  of  bis  feathers  and 
his  beautiful  colours,  he  is  coming  to  be 
known  more  and  more  for  what  he  Is  and 
what  he  has  proved  himself.  If  In  1896, 
my  right  hon.  friend  secured  any  popu- 
larity among  the  staunch  stalwart  Lib- 
erals of  this  country,  he  secured  It  solely 
because  he  then  made  himself  the  cham- 
pion of  provincial  rights.  And  if  to-day 
he  has  forfeited  the  respect,  esteem  and 
confidence  of  thousands  and  tens  of  thou- 
sands In  this  country,  as  he  has,  it  ts  be- 
cause he  has  at  last  come  out  in  his  true 
colours  as  being  the  opponent  and  not  the 
champion  of  provincial  rights.  It  is  be- 
cause he  has  reversed  his  position.  The 
position  of  1S96  was  apparently  a  brave 
one.  That  of  1905  is  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent one,  and  to  it  is  due  the  loss 
of  respect  and  confidence  of  which  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues 
are  only  too  well  aware.  The  speech 
which  he  delivered  in  this  House  not 
two  weeks  ago  abounded  In  pretense 
and  assumption,  but  when  the  facts  come 
to  be  known  these  are  stripped  from  it 
oue  after  the  other.  He  declared  that  he 
was  about  to  put  the  crown  of  complete 
and  absolute  autonomy  on  these  western 
territories,  and  all  bis  people  behind  him 
cried  out  amen,  and  rent  the  air  with  their 
plaudits.  But  five  minutes  after  any  one 
of  them  that  listened  knew  that  the  two 
most  sparkliug  gems  in  that  crown,  the 
control  of  education,  the  right  to  the  pub- 
lic lands,  were  missing  and  thus  rendered 
his  statement  absolutely  meaningless  and 
without  foundation.  In  1800,  what  was 
the  plea  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  ?  It 
was  that  he  wanted  to  consult  the  people 
whose  interests  were  chiefly  affected.  He  j 
wanttnl  to  get  at  the  exact  condition  of  I 
Mr  FOSTER. 


things  amongst  the  people  of  Manitoba  Id 
order  that  he  might  find  out  the  «xact 
remedy  to  be  applied.  He  wanted  to  know 
exactly  what  the  people  desired.  He  was, 
as  he  had  often  boasted,  a  democrat  up 
to  the  hilt  and— he  wished  to  find  out  ex- 
actly what  the  people  required  and  carry 
out  their  will.  What  reason  had  he  for 
not  giving  autonomy  a  year  ago?  Because 
he  wanted  to  wait  until  he  had  ten  repre- 
sentatives from  that  country  in  this  House 
instead  of  four.  He  wanted  also  to  have 
the  executive  of  the  Northwest  here  In  or-, 
der  that  be  might  confer  with  them.  And 
yet  when  I  asked  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man to-night  whether  he  embodied  in  that 
educational  clause  any  of  the  fruits  of  that 
wide  and  thorough  consultation  of  the 
wishes  of  the  500.000  people  of  the  North- 
west, what  answer  has  be  ?  He  must 
answer  that  he  had  not  When  I  asked  him 
whether  in  that  same  clause  he  embodied 
the  results  of  bis  conferences  and  inter- 
changes of  opinion  with  the  executive  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  his  reply  and 
that  of  Mr.  Haultain  taken  together  show 
that  he  did  not. 

I  ask  him  and  ask  hon.  members  from  the 
Northwest  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
if  the  educational  clause  embodied  their  last 
thought.  Or  deepest  conviction,  or  complete 
assent,  to  what  ought  to  be  given  to  their 
people  in  the  Northwest,  and  I  have  but  to 
ask  the  question  to  answer  It.  Can  the 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  say  that  he  did  ? 
Yet  in  his  speech  he  declared  that  what  he 
had  the  benefit  of  was,  not  only  the  consul- 
tation with,  but  the  advice  of  the  repre- 
sentatives from  the  Northwest.  Let  him 
get  up  and  answer  now  whether  the  educa- 
tional clause  embodied  the  advice,  the  last 
thought,  and  best  thought  of  the  repre- 
sentatives from  the  Northwest  Let  any 
representative  from  the  Northwest  get  up 
and  say  that  it  did  so.  I  challenge  them 
to-night — those  that  are  here— I  challenge 
them.  Does  that  clause  represent  them  ? 
Did  it  represent  them  when  it  was  brought 
down  ?  Does  It  represent  them  now  ? 
There  is  not  a  man  of  them  that  wil  gel  up 
on  his  legs  and  say  that  It  does.  All  of  the 
preceding  negotiations  of  the  Northwest  In- 
reference  to  autonomy  went  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  man  chiefly  to  be  em- 
ployed, the  medium  chiefly  to  be  considered, 
the  representative  through  whom  all  the 
ideas  should  filter  to  the  government, 
was  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  Minis- 
ter of  the  Interior.  Does  he  deny  that  ? 
The  records  show  it  The  whole  course 
of  the  administration  shows  it  It  was 
so  In  our  time ;  the  people  from  the 
outside  get  to  the  inside  of  the  cabinet 
through  an  accredited  member  of  it.  It  Is 
more  so  now,  because,  at  the  instigation  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  himself,  the  govern- 
ment have  enlarged  and  strengthened  the 
functions  of  the  cabinet  minister.  Not  only 
have  they  made  each  a  cabinet  minister  as 
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to  the  country  at  large,  but  they  have  In- 
Tested  him  with  what  we  may  call  a  geo- 
graphical ministerial  responsibility,  and 
they  have  declared  above  board,  honestly, 
we  suppose,  earnestly,  we  know,  that  the 
new  doctrine  has  been  embodied  in  the  gov- 
ernment of  this  country,  that  a  minister  is 
not  only  responsible  to  the  whole  country, 
but  he  is  especially  responsible  to  the  geo- 
graphical division  which  he  is  more  inti- 
mately connected  with.  Now,  Sir,  if  that 
were  good  for  a  Fisher,  why  is  It 
not  good  for  a  SIfton  ?  If  that  were  good 
enough  when  you  wanted  some  machinery 
and  engineering  in  order  to  carry  out  a 
piece  of  vile  patronage,  why  is  it  not  a 
thousand  times  better  when  the  rights  of 
f»00,000  free  people  in  the  great  and  grow- 
ing Northwest  are  in  question  ?  .Good,  when 
you  want  to  suppress  a  Dundonald,  but  bad, 
when  you  want  to  use  it  as  the  means 
for  keeping  these  500,000  people  from  get- 
ting their  wishes  embodied  in  parliamentary 
form.  The  pretense  of  absolute  and  com- 
plete autonomy  has  been  completely 
stripped  off  from  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman. These  pretenses  were  lovely  and 
beautiful  when  the  speech  was  being  de- 
livered, and  all  the  men  on  that  side  of  the 
House  said  '  amen '  and  rent  the  air  with 
their  plaudits.  What  do  they  think  now, 
that  these  pretenses  are  stripped  off  ?  To- 
day the  Northwest  has  no  representative  in 
the  cabinet  To-day  I  cannot  say  that  the 
Northwest  has  any  friend  in  the  cabinet. 
You  are  not  legislating  here  for  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  you  are  not  legislating  here 
for  the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
you  are  not  legislating  here  for  the  province 
of  New  Brunswick,  of  Quebec,  of  Ontario  or 
of  British  Columbia.  Only  in  a  general 
way  are  you  legislating  for  these  provinces, 
and  in  this  particular  Bill  that  general  way 
is  a  very  small  way  indeed.  Thus  we,  the 
representative  of  these  other  provinces,  are 
legislating  for  a  great  people  now  and  an  im- 
mensely greater  people  hereafter,  laying 
down  a  hard  granite  mould,  outside  of 
which  they  cannot  step  or  run  in  their  great 
growing  life  for  all  the  years  that  are  to 
come.  Yet  these  gentlemen  who  stood  up  in 
1806  to  demand  provincial  rights,  who  stood 
up  in  1896  in  strong  demand  that  the  people 
in  the  country  for  which  that  legislation 
was  demanded  were  the  people  whose 
wishes  and  will  were  to  be  found  out — these 
people  to-day  rush  into  legislation  without 
consulting  the  accredited  representative  of 
the  Northwest,  who,  I  do  not  think,  have 
a  single  friend  in  the  cabinet.  Why  should 
I  think  they  have  not  a  single  friend  in  the 
cabinet  ?  Who  Is  a  friend  ?  The  hon.  Minis- 
ter of  the  Interior  had  his  convictions.  He 
made  them  known.  The  right  hon.  First 
Minister  knew  them.  But  there  were  other 
men  who  said  they  had  convictions.  The 
hon.  minister  who  sits  alongside  my  right 
hon.  friend,  the  Postmaster  General  (Sir 
William  Mulock),  said  in  1806  that  he  bad 


convictions.  They  were  as  strong  as  those 
that  were  held  by  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior. That  hon.  minister  has  been  in  the 
cabinet.  He  has  seen  his  brother  minister 
who  had  convictions  leave  it  for  these  con- 
victions. He  himself  has  subscribed  to  the 
clause  which  has  made  it  necessary  for  his 
brother  minister,  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, to  leave  the  cabinet"  Can  we  count 
upon  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  as  a 
friend  of  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  We 
have  got  to  say  this,  that  the  hon.  Postmas- 
ter General  agreed  with  the'  legislation, 
helped  to  frame  it,  stands  by  it,  let  his  con- 
victions of  the  past  be  what  they  may  have 
been.  We  know  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral to  be  a  man  who  has  Ideals  when  they 
are  pleasant,  who  has  ideals,  and  high  ones, 
when  he  is  aiming  for  power,  but  who  for- 
gets to  practise  them  when  once  he  gets 
Into  power.  What  have  we  to-day  ?  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  declared  before  this 
House  that  he  does  not  propose  to  take  into 
consideration  at  present  the  nomination  of 
a  minister  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
How  long  are  we  going  to  sit  In  this  parlia- 
ment without  having  a  minister  for  the 
Northwest  Territories,  without  having  the 
cabinet  filled  up  ?  The  hon.  Postmaster 
General  had  ideals  at  one  time.  One  ideal 
was  that  you  should  not  keep  offices 
dangling  before  the  minds  and  eyes  of  re- 
presentatives for  fear  you  might  influence 
them  corruptly.  What  a  splendid  thing  to 
keep  dangling  to-day  is  the  ministership  for 
the  Northwest  Territories  ?  How  effective- 
ly my  right  hon.  friend  might  use  it,  and 
he  knows  how  to  use  such  things.  He  used 
them  with  Mr.  Langelier,  and  all  the  world 
knows  it.  He  has  been  using  them  ever 
since,  and  all  Canada  knows  it.  How  nice 
it  is  to  see  him  now  holding  this  Minister- 
ship of  the  Interior  up  before  the  gaze  of 
all  the  members  from  the  Northwest,  as 
much  as  to  say — and  It  is  not  necessary  for 
the  right  hon.  First  Minister  to  say  it  in 
words — behold  the  beautiful  thing  !  See  the 
patronage  and  power  that  are  attached  to 
it !  Look  at  the  splendour  which  crowns 
it !  It  is  for  one  of  you,  which  one  I  do  not 
say  ;  but  it  Is  certainly  not  going  to  the 
chap  who  does  not  stand  by  me.  Yet  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General,  who  made  a  long 
crusade  against  that  kind  of  thing  at  a 
period  when  he  had  Ideals,  helps  to  forward 
the  same  gross  and  material  conception  as 
an  aid  to  twentieth  century  statesmanship. 

Where  Is  the  Minister  of  Finance  ?  He 
too  was  a  brother  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  in  these  good  old  days  when  they 
were  straining  for  power  and  when  it  was 
popular  to  advocate  provincial  rights.  Can 
any  stronger  statements  be  made  by  any- 
body than  were  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance  1  Is  that  the  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  have  been  brought  down  before  the 
Minister  of  Finance  got  here  ?  Any  way 
the  Bill  is  down  and  the  education  clause  is 
in  It.    Is  the  Minister  of  Finance  a  friend 
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of  the  Northwest,  is  he  to  take  the  place 
-of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  ?  Their  opi- 
nions were  the  same,  their  convictions  were 
the  same,  one  has  stood  by  his  convictions 
«nd  gone  out— the  other,  where  oh  where  is 
he  ?  It  is  said  that  he  may  go  out ;  well,  he 
may  go  out.  And  there  is  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  not  in  his  seat  of  course,  but 
the  Minister  of  Customs  has  a  record  on 
this  very  question.  In  what  thundering 
tones  in  1892  and  1896  and  years  inclusive, 
did  he  pulverize  these  Tories  who  were 
against  provincial  rights.  Where  is  he  to- 
day ?  Is  he  a  friend  of  the  Northwest,  or 
does  he  believe  in  the  school  clause  as  it  is, 
and  has  he  been  one  of  those  who  has  fa- 
voured it  and  brought  it  down,  and  so 
must  stand  by  it  And  the  Minister  ot 
Militia  ;  his  record  has  been  read.  The 
statements  he  made  in  1896  were  as  strong 
as  ginger ;  were  stronger  in  fact.  Does  he 
too  acquiesce  ?  Now,  there  is  the  govern- 
ment for  you,  with  all  its  pretenses  stripped, 
with* its  professions  of  1896  absolutely  re- 
■\ersed,  flinging  to  the  winds  anything 
smacking  of  the  democratic  Idea  of  con- 
sulting the  people  whose  interests  are  at 
stake.  And.  like  the  autocratic  Czar  ot 
Russia,  the  Prime  Minister  rushing  his  Bill 
in  before  his  ministers  can  get  together  to 
consult  him,  declaring  the  Bill  to  embody  his 
doctrine  and  the  doctrine  on  which  he  is 
bound  to  stand.  What  is  the  weakness  ot 
the  Czar  of  Russia  to-day  ?  It  is  because 
he  does  not  consult  the  people ;  it  is  worse 
than  that :  it  is  because  while  not  consult- 
ing the  people  he  consults  only  the  Grand 
Dukes.  The  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  is  in 
the  same  position  to-day.  The  people,  are 
the  500,000,  out  in  the  west  for  whom  he 
legislates.  Who  are  the  grand  dukes  ?  We 
know  right  well  whom  he  has  not  con- 
sulted, but  do  we  know  whom  he  has  con- 
sulted if  there  has  been  any  consulting.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  if  anybody  is  to  be 
■consulted  it  Is  the  members  of  this  House 
primarily,  and  it  is  essentially  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  the  great  North- 
west for  whom  we  are  legislating  in  this 
matter.  When  my  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  put  his  question  and  put  his  case 
to-day,  every  man  in  this  House  noticed 
how  he  was  answered.  The  question  was  : 
Why  so  much  haste  to  get  the  Bill  down 
two  days  before  two  of  his  most  responsible 
ministers  could  arrive  here,  when  three 
weeks  have  since  elapsed  without  a  step 
in  advance  ?  That  was  a  fair  honest  ques- 
tion. What  was  the  answer  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  gave  ?  Did  he  himself  believe 
in  that  answer  ?  Did  any  man  who  heard 
him  believe  in  It  ?  He  tried  to  make  it  ap- 
pear that  this  delay  was  all  due  to  the  fact 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
asked  him  not  to  be  in  too  great  a  hurry  to 
bring  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  now  :  Is  that 
the  reason  of  this  delay  of  three  weeks  ? 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  knew  it  was  not 
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the  reason  when  he  stated  it,  and  why 
then  make  that  answer  ?  If  that  was  sim- 
ply the  reason,  why  all  this  travelling  to 
and  fro  by  the  ministers  for  the  last  three 
weeks  ;  why  these  frequent  consultations  ; 
why  this  disruption  in  the  cabinet ;  why 
the  rumour  of  other  ruptures  ;  why  this 
government  reduced  to  utter  incapacity  for 
three  weeks  ?  Is  It  all  because  the  member 
for  Grey  asked  the  Prime  Minister  to 
postpone  the  second  reading  ?  My  right  hon. 
friend  may  take  credit  to  himself  for  hav- 
ing dodged  the  question,  but  he  cannot 
take  credit  for  having  answered  it  What 
reply  has  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  ques- 
tion put  to  him  as  to  whether  he  thought 
It  right  to  go  on  in  this  matter  In  the 
absence  of  any  accredited  representative 
from  the  Northwest  Territories.  Has  he 
given  any  answer  ?  There  is  none.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
fact  that  this  is  all  the  worse  because  there 
are  now  two  departments  of  government 
which  are  in  hypothec,  so  to  speak  ;  they 
are  not  being  carried  on  by  men  respon- 
sible to  this  House.  One  Is  under  the 
nominal  headship  of  my  old  friend  Sir 
Richard  Cartwrlght,  but  Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wright  is  in  another  House,  and  the  deputy 
minister  is  not  physically  able  to  transact 
the  business.  That  is  not  a  live  depart- 
ment, and  we  only  needed  to  have  the  ex- 
hibition of  the  Minister  of  Customs  trying 
to  put  through  its  simple  estimates  to  tell 
us  how  little  anybody  else  knew  about  that 
department.  There  is  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  not  under  a  responsible  head. 
I  sympathize  as  much  as  any  one  can  with 
the  cause  that  prevents  our  friend  the  min- 
ister from  being  in  this  House,  but  the 
business  of  this  country  must  go  on,  and 
sickness,  and  death,  cannot  always  be 
pleaded  as  an  excuse  for  the  public  busi- 
ness not'  going  one.  It  is  high  time  that 
there  should  be  a  responsible  minister  in 
this  House  in  charge  of  the  Public  Works. 
I  believe  it  is  nominally  under  my  hon. 
friend  from  London  (Mr.  Hyman).  Will  not 
the  Prime  Minister  now  do  a  good  turn  to 
the  hon.  member  from  London,  and  do  a 
good  turn  to  the  public  service,  by  accepting 
the  resignation  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  at  once  and  giving  a  chance  to  my 
lion,  friend  (Mr.  Hyman)  to  go  back  to  his 
old  constituency  and  get  the  endorsation  of 
his  people. 

Mr.  BENNETT.    He  may  not  run  there. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  would 
run  where  he  ran  before. 

Mr.  BENNETT.    Only  twenty. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Only  twenty ;  but  this 
Rill  which  has  been  brought  down  in  such 
u  hurry  is  of  such  sterling  quality  and 
commends  itself  so  strongly  to  the  elect- 
orate of  the  west,  that  it  would  be  a  strong 
factor  In  favour  of  the  member  of  London 
ii  the  constituency  were  opened  now.  My 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Hyman)  will  not  be  doing 
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Ills  duty  and  living  up  to  bis  responsibilities, 
nod  gauging  tbe  possibilities  of  the  passing 
hour,  if  he  does  not  demand  that  he  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  testing  the  feelings 
ot  the  people  of  London.  The  portfolio  of 
the  Interior  is  vacant.  To-night  In  this  city, 
there  are  two  or  three  hundred  men  from 
all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  especially 
from  the  great  Northwest,  who  are  down 
here  to  do  business  with  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  and  very  important  business 
at  that  Can  they  do  it  ?  No,  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible.  Even  this  House  has  not 
been  able  to  do  anything  in  connection  with 
the  Interior  Department  for  the  last  three, 
or  four,  or  five  weeks.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  he  is  trying  to  administer  the 
department.  He  may  be  trying  to  do  it, 
but  be  will  not  think  I  am  saying  anything 
out  of  the  way  when  I  say  that  he  is  not 
doing  it,  and.it  Is  practically  Impossible  for 
him  to  do  it  It  is  a  very  large  department 
with  great  ramifications.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  all  he  can  do  without  trying 
to  master  the  details  of  that  department.  It 
is  impossible  for  him  to  do  it ;  be  cannot 
undertake  it  and  he  cannot  overtake  it  Why 
should  not  my  right  hon.  friend  appoint 
his  Minister  of  the  Interior  and  let  him  go 
to  his  constituency  and  come  back  here  as 
soon  as  possible  in  order  that  the  business 
of  this  country  may  go  on  ?  It  will  not 
take  long,  and  it  will  serve  another  very 
useful  purpose,  the  purpose,  namely,  of 
testing  the  feeling  of  the  Northwest  itself 
upon  the  measure  which  my  right  hon. 
friend  has  brought  down.    Will  he  do  it  ? 

Some  Jion.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  he  will ; 
but  I  think  he  ought  to  do  it  in  the  interest 
or  good  government  and  also  in  the  in- 
terest of  a  full  and  free  expression,  in  the 
only  way  In  which  it  can  be  given,  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  in  regard  to  the 
measure  which  he  has  brought  down. 

My  rigbt  hon.  friend  accused  the  leader 
of  tbe  opposition  of  treating  tbis  subject 
lightly.  Well,  I  must  say  that  I  bent  for- 
ward quickly  in  my  seat  when  I  beard  that 
expression,  to  make  sure  that  it  was  the  ex- 
pression actually  used.  If  the  treatment 
of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition) 
was  light  treatment,  what  does  the  right  hon 
gentleman  think  of  his  own  treatment  ? 
If  the  earnest  honest,  straightforward  way 
which  my  hon.  friend  beside  me  took  to  put 
his  question  and  to  ask  for  explanations  was 
l*ght  treatment,  what  wa^s  the  tone  adopted 
and  the  arguments  used  by  the  rigbt  hon. 
gentleman  himself  ?  Surely  my  right  hon. 
friend  must  have  been  laughing  inside  of 
himself  when  he  made  that  statement  Does 
not  my  right  hon.  friend  see  this?  He  tooki 
his  own  method  of  getting  his  information; 
he  took  his  own  time  to  consult  the  mem- 
bers of  his  government— those  whom  he 
chose  to  consult ;    he  took  his  own  leisure 


to  frame  a  measure  that  should  be  ade- 
quate ;  and  so  sure  was  he  that  it  was 
adequate  that  he  could  not  wait  until  the 
second  reading  to  make  his  argument,  but 
made  it  on  the  introduction  of  the  Blll.j 
However,  be  had  taken  his  ground,  and  was 
determined  to  stand  to  it— that  was  the 
position  of  my  hon.  friend  when  he  intro- 
duced this  Bill  three  weeks  ago.  Now  he 
says  that  even  his  government  Is  not  above 
making  changes  if  they  are  necessary,  study- 
lug  the  people  and  the  expression  of  their 
feelings,  and  trying  to  meet  them  if  they 
pnssibly  can.  Should  not  that  have  been 
done  before  ?  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
s]>oke  of  tbe  gravity  of  tbe  question.  It  is 
a  grave  question.  I  do  not  think  we  are  go- 
ing to  discuss  this  question,  whenever  it  does 
come  before  us,  In  any  other  than  an  open, 
honest  and  straightforward  manner,  on  Its 
merits.  The  merits  of  separate  schools  are 
not  involved  in  this  Bill.  It  is  a  constitui 
tional  question,  pure  and  simple,  as  it  seems 
to  me.  If  we  differ  upon  It,  we  will  differ 
as  gentlemen  differ,  not  reproaching  each 
other  for  differences  of  creed  or  race. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Ob,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Hon.  gentlemen  do  not 
wish  to  do  that.  They  are  opposed  to  such 
a  course  as  that.  Very  well ;  they  can 
have  their  way.  If  they  wish  the  other  way, 
they  can  have  it ;  but  if  they  do  wish  it, 
upon  themselves  will  be  the  responsibility, 
that  is  all ;  and  there  is  this  further  to  be 
s?.!d,  that  although  no  man  kne,w  better 
than  my  right  hon.  friend  tile  danger  of  ex- 
plosion, the  closeness  and  nearness  with 
which  opinions  on  creed  and  race  are  held, 
and  the  danger  that  whenever  you  touch 
them  you  will  have  harsh  expressions,  which 
will  grate  upon  opposing  ears— although  no 
Iran  knew  better  than  my  right  hon  friend, 
for  he  has  been  through  these  from  con- 
federation up,  yet,  when  it  was  not  called 
for,  when  he  himself  disowned  it  in  the 
first  part  of  his  speech,  he  forgot  himself 
in  the  latter  part  and  raised  the  question 
pure  and  simple  of  public  schools  as  opposed 
to  separate  schools.  Now,  If  in  the  heat  of 
debate  some  harsh  expression  Is  used,  you 
will  probably  find  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
and  some  of  his  followers  saying  :  Oh,  you 
are  raising  the  sectarian  discussion.  The 
sectarian  discussion  has  been  raised  by  my 
right  hon.  friend.  He  has  challenged  the 
public  school  system  of  this  country  and  of 
this  continent.  He  did  it  gratuitously  ;  it 
was  absolutely  unnecessary  ;  although  in 
tbe  first  part  of  bis  speech  he  declared  that 
he  was  not  going  to  do  it.  Therefore  if 
there  Is  any  sinner,  It  Is  my  right  hon. 
friend  ;  and  if  there  be  further  sinners,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  they  will  be  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  not 
myself  at  least,  nor,  I  believe,  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Autonomy  is  a  ques- 
tion which  was  bound  to  come  up.  No  human 
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foresight  could,  I  suppose,  have  prevented  It. 
New  provinces  had  to  be  created,  and  when 
they  were  created  the  question  of  their  eduj 
catlonal  rights  would  have  to  come  up; 
'Statesmanship  does  not  cower  before  a  pro- 
blem of  that  kind.  It  meets  it  In  a  bold 
and  statesmanlike  way.  'We  who  repre- 
sent the  people  of  different  creeds  and  races 
Lave  to  meet  it  in  this  House,  and  whilst 
we  have  our  opinions  and  hold  them  strong- 
ly and  express  them  boldly,  we  will  not,  I 
hope,  offend  even  the  most  sensitive  of  those 
who  do  not  agree  with  us  on  questions  of 
cieed  or  race. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to  carryl 
this  further  to-night.  I  am  going  to  reiter-i 
ate  what  I  think  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  take  into  consideration.  He  ought 
to  fill  up  his  vacant  or  dormant  cabinet  posi- 
tions, especially  the  one  In  which  is  needed 
a  representative  of  the  Northwest  people, 
whose  interests  are  being  legislated  upon; 
and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will 
1  e vise  the  statement  which  he  made  a  few 
days  ago,  that  he  does  not  propose  to  give 
h>s  attention  to  that  matter  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  done ;  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  think  it  ought  to  be 
done ;  I  believe  the  people  of  the  great 
Northwest  think  It  ought  to  be  done.  De- 
prived of  their  own  champion  and  repre- 
sentative in  this  matter,  they  do  at  least 
ask  the  government  of  the  day  to  give  them 
another  representative  through  whom  they 
can  voice  their  opinions.  It  is  not  enough  to 
say  to  that  great  country  and  the  million 
of  people  who. are  there  :  Give  your  views 
to  us,  and  we  will  take  them  Into  consider- 
ation. Everybody  knows  that  even  a  repre- 
sentative cannot  go  where  a  minister  goes. 
The  formative  process  is  in  the  cabinet  itself, 
and  it  is  difficult  to  decide  upon  what  Is 
not  formulated  in  the  cabinet.  Therefore 
I  say  the  west  needs  Its  representative, 
needs  its  champion.  How  inadequate  was 
the  argument  of  my  right  hon.  friend  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  any  part  of  this 
Bill  but  one  clause.  Suppose  we  take  that 
for  granted,  will  not  my  right  hon.  friend 
admit  that  that  one  clause  is  the  great  clause 
for  this  whole  Dominion  as  well  as  for  the 
Northwest  ?  If  public  opinion  centres,  with 
unerring  aim  and  unerring  sense  of  right; 
upon  the  one  great  essential  clause,  is  that 
an  argument  for  saying  that  all  the  rest  ofj 
a  multiplicity  of  enactments  are  satisfactory) 
and  find  no  dissentients  in  the  Northwest 
or  anywhere  else  in  this  country  ?  It  is 
simply  that  this  one  overshadows  the  others, 
but  that  there  are  others  my  right  hon. 
friend  knows  and  he  will  know  still  better 
as  this  discussion  goes  on.  He  will  find  out; 
one  thing  I  think  and  that  is  that  his  fin 
cncial  terms,  as  he  has  placed  them  in  this 
Bill,  will  bring  upon  him  every  province  In, 
this  Dominion.  Already  the  mutterings  are 
lu  that  direction,  already  the  tendency  Is 
clearly  discernible.   Take  It  on  any  ground 
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you  like  and  by  the  proportions  which  you. 
have  meted  out  to  the  Northwest  and  yotu 
have  gone  beyond  the  financial  conditions. 
ot  every"  other  province  of  this  Dominion. 
That  is  why  the  Minister  of  Finance,  I  think, 
should  have  been  here  and  should  have  been 
considered  when  this  Bill  was  in  prepara- 
tion. But  my  right  hon.  friend  will  find 
that  there  are  other  clauses  besides  the  edu- 
cational clause  which  will  be  brought  up. 

Now  what  has  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  1  He  gave  us  the  wonderful  Infor- 
mation the  other  day  that  amendments  are 
very  often  made  to  Bills  and  that  they  are 
very  often  made  as  the  Bills  go  through 
committee.  He  did  not  say  whether  he  was 
going  to  amend  the  Bill  or  not.  To-day  he 
rather  foreshadowed  an  amendment.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  came  out  without  Its 
being  necessary  or  constitutional,  three 
weeks,  four  weeks,  five  weeks,  out  of  due 
season  and  ahead  of  time,  burned  all  his 
bridges  behind  him  and  made  an  impas- 
sioned argument  for  the  four  chief  points  of 
his  Bill,  ne  nailed  his  colours  to  the  mast 
and  he  declared  that  he  would  have  the 
courage  once  his  convistlons  were  formed  to 
stand  by  those  convictions.  What  said  he 
in  1895  ? 

Well,  Sir,  to  be  wanting  in  courage  Is  a  grave 
charge  I  admit.  But  if  to  make  promises  and 
not  to  implement  them  is  courage,  if  to  mak« 
threats  and  to  quail  before  their  consequences 
la  courage,  if  to  be  boisterous  in  language  and 
meek  in  action  is  courage,  if  to  pass  an  order 
and  refuse  to  execute  it  is  courage.  If  to  act  In 
such  a  manner  as  to  force  your  beat  friends  to 
the  conviction  that  you  are  deceiving  them  la 
courage,  there  is  a  galaxy  of  courageous  men 
on  the  treasury  benches  before  us,  such  as  we 
have  not  seen  for  a  'long  time.  Sir,  courage  is 
a  noble  thing  in  itself,  but  foresight  is  not  to 
be  despised  either.  Foresight  is  not  to  be  de- 
spised in  such  a  country  as  this,  with  all  Its 
conflicting  elements.  My  courage  is  not  of  the 
kind  of  courage  possessed  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  I  admit.  My  courage  Is  not  to  make 
hasty  promises  and  them  to  ignoimlniously  break 
them.  My  courage  is  to  speak  slowly,  but  once 
I  have  spoken  to  stand  or  fall  by  my  words. 

That  is  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  answer 
to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton) 
to  the  Postmaster  General  (Sir  William 
Mulock)  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr. 
Fielding),  to  the  Minister  of  Militia  (Sir 
FredericK  Borden)  to  the  people  of  the 
Northwest,  to  the  people  of  this  broad 
Dominion  :  '  I  have  foresight ;  I  have  used 
it.  That  Bill  is  the  result  of  it.  In  that  I 
have  made  my  promise  and  mine  is  the 
sterling  courage  which  never  goes  back  on 
its  promises,' 

We  will  see,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Hon.  CHARLES  FITZPATRICK  (Min- 
ister of  Justice).  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
Mr.  Speakert  to  say  that  I  have  no  desire 
to  follow  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
the  path  on  which  he  has  entered.  I  have 
no  desire  to  do  it  because  I  think  It  would 
entail  a  useless  waste  of  time  in  the  first 
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place  and  in  the  second  because  I  feel  I  am 
not  by  any  means  qualified  to  tread  the 
same  path.  However  1  think  it  proper  to 
say  that  my  hon.  friend's  (Mr.  Poster's)  allu- 
sion to  my  friend  the  right  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  should 
not  pass  unnoticed  and  my  answer  to  him 
will  be  brief,  brief  because  I  trust  it  will 
express  the  sincere  convictions  which  I 
entertain.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Foster)  has 
spoken  of  the  leader  of  the  government  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler)  as  one  who  has  been  shorn 
of  bis  feathers  ;  he  has  referred  to  him  in 
contemptuous  terms  as  the  erring  cham- 
pion of  provincial  rights.  Now  in  the  first 
instance  let  me  say  that  in  so  far  as  my  hon. 
friend's  allusion  to  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  as  one  who  has 
been  shorn  of  his  feathers  is  concerned, 
our  answer  to  him  Is  this  :  We  have  heard 
that  statement,  not  so  eloquently  put  forth 
but  put  forth  very  frequently  in  this  House, 
and  our  answer  is  to  appeal  to  the  verdict 
whioh  the  people  of  this  country  have  given 
in  1896,  have  given  again  in  1900  and  have 
renewed  in  the  month  of  November  last, 
1904.  He  has  said  that  the  leader  of  the 
government  has  lost  the  respect  and  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  venture  to  make  this  statement,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  leader  of  the  government 
has  not  lost  the  respect  nor  the  confidence 
of  any  man  in  this  country  whose  respect 
and  whose  confidence  he  values.  My  hon. 
friend  has  gone  on,  leaving  the  path  marked 
out  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition  when  he 
began  this  discussion  to-day,  to  challenge  the 
government  to  appeal  to  the  country  at  the 
present  time  so  as  to  see  whether  or  not, 
under  existing  conditions,  the  conduct  of  the 
government  in  respect  to  this  Northwest 
Territories  Bill  will  be  approved  of.  I  say 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  say  it  deliberately,  and  I 
say  it  with  the  honest  conviction  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  will 
agree  with  me  that  designedly  gentlemen 
opposite,  as  representing  the  Conservative 
party,  have  appealed  to  passions,  have  arous- 
ed prejudices  In  this  country  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK— in  connection  with 
this  Bill  upon  which  they  expect  to  rely. 
But  they  will  find  that  appeal  in  the  present 
time  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  broken  reed 
as  was  the  case  in  1896  when  they  endea- 
voured to  appeal  to  the  passions  and  preju- 
dices of  the  Catholics  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   Mr.  Speaker  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Sit  down.  Order, 
order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  ask  your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  hon. 
member  is  in  order  to  say  that  the  opposition 


deliberately  and  of  set  purpose  appealed  to 
the  passions  of  the  people. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  What  meant  your 
circular  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  ask  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker  if  the  hon.  gontleman  has  not  gone 
beyond  the  bounds  'deliberately  and  of  set 
purpose '. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  that  state- 
ment goes  a  little  beyond  the  bounds  of  par- 
liamentary decorum. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Shave  it  down. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  If  that  expression 
goes  beyond  the  rules  of  parliamentary 
etiquette  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto,  I  will  attempt  to  pare 
it  down,  and  instead  of  making  the  state- 
ment I  will  bring  forward  the  proof.  What 
is  going  on  at  the  present  time,  in  this  coun- 
try, Mr.  Speaker  ?  What  is  being  done  ? 
Petitions  are  being  circulated  emanating 
from  the  other  side,  addressed  on  the  one 
hand  to  the  people  of  Ontario  in  the  hope 
that  they  may  arouse  them  against  this 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  the  privileges  of 
the  Northwest  Protestants  are  being  in- 
vaded. And,  on  the  other  hand,  what  have 
we  going  on  ?  Petitions  emanating  from 
the  same  source  addressed  to  the  Catholics 
of  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  We  have  them  in 
our  possession  

Mr.  FOSTER.    Trot  them  out. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Petitions  are  be- 
ing circulated  throughout  the  province  of 
Quebec  asking  what  ?  Asking  that  this 
government  should  be  forced  to  adopt  that 
clause  In  this  Bill  that  hon  gentlemen  op- 
posite are  asking  the  people  from  Ontario 
to  repudiate. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  allow  me  a  word?  He  said 
lie  was  going  to  prove  it.  Does  he  not 
acknowledge  the  gravity  of  the  charge  ? 
Will  he  not  prove  it  ?* 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  I  for  my 
part,  would  ask  Is  this  :  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  has  said  that  there 
were  petitions  to  the  province  of  Quebec 
emanating  from  this  side,  pointing  to  my- 
self and  to  the  gentlemen  around  me,  ask- 
ing the  Catholics  of  that  province  to  urge 
the  government  to  pass  this  Bill.  Now,  I 
want  to  tell  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  tt.  L.  BORDEN.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  so  far  as  I  know  
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Some  lion.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  K.  L.  BORDEN.  Allow  me  to  get 
through;— so  far  as  I  know  any  act  on  the 
part  of  any  other  hon.  gentleman  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  is  without  one  particle 
of  foundation.  . 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.     My   hon.  friend 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  his  usual  guarded 
way  says  that  so  far  as  be  knows,  this 
statement  Is  without  foundation- 
Mr  FOSTER.    Prove  it 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  want  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite  not  to  trouble  themselves 
about  attempting  to  intimidate  me. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Oh,  no ;  we  would  not 
do  that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  statement  1 
made  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  Hon.  gentle- 
men must  keep  better  order. 

Mr  FITZPATRICK.  The  statement  1 
made  was  that  these  petitions  were  being 
deliberately  circulated  In  the  province  of 
Quebec.  And  I  make  the  statement  now 
on  the  authority  of  a  colleague  of  mine  in 
this  House  

Mr.  FOSTER.    Trot  out  your  colleague. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK— that  these  peti- 
tions are  being  circulated  by  one  Elle 
Maurault,  secretary  of  the  Jacques  Carder 
club,  which  has  extended  its  hospitality  to 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  within  the  last  ten  days. 

Mr.  B.  L.  BORDEN    Mr  Speaker  

Some  hon  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  R.  L  BORDEN— if  every  other  state- 
ment that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  made 
is  equally  untrue  with  the  one  he  has  just 
made,  there  is  not  the  slightest  truth  in 
any  of  those  statements. 

Some  hon  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  perfectly  In 
order  I  am  speaking  of  that  which  is 
within  my  own  knowledge.  I  say  the 
Jacques  Carrier  club  did  not  extend  its 
hospitality  to  me  within  the  last  ten  days; 
and  If  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  no  bet- 
ter knowledge  of  other  facts  than  he  has 
in  this  particular  cose,  he  had  better  defer 
his  remarks  until  he  is  more  fully  ac- 
quainted with  what  he  is  talking  about 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  statement  I 
made  was  that  these  petitions  were  being 
circulated  

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man stated  that  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man stated  that  the  club  from  which  eman- 
ated these  petitions  sent  to  Quebec  had 
extended  its  hospitality  to  me  within  the 
last  ten  days,  meaning  to  imply,  if  he 
meant  anything,  that  I  had  In  some  way 
some  connection  with  the  circulating  of 
those  petitions.  I  ask  him  to  make  that 
statement  good,  or,  as  a  gentleman,  to 
withdraw  it 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  statement 
that  I  made  was  that  these  petitions  were 
being  circulated  through  the  agency  of 
Mr.  Elle  Maurault  of  the  city  of  Mont- 
real, secretary  of  the  Jacques  Cartier  club. 
The  Jacques  Cartier  club  Is  a  prominent 
Conservative  organization  in  the  city  of 
Montreal.  And,  in  that  connection,  I  said 
that  the  leader  of  the  opposition  had  been 
entertained  by  the  Jacques  Cartier  club 
within  the  last  ten  days.  I  am  now  In- 
formed that  in  the  last  statement  I  was 
incorrect,  and  I  now  take  It  back. 

Some  hon  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  one 
word  more;— we  might  as  well  thrash  these 
things  out  as  we  go  along.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  said  that  he  is 
able  to  prove  that  those  petitions  eman- 
ated from  some  gentleman  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  I  ask  him  either  to  withdraw 
that  statement  or  to  name  In  your  presence, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  In  the  presence  of  mem- 
bers of  this  House,  the  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  from  whom  any 
one  of  those  petitions  emanated. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  want  to  say  for 
the  benefit  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
that  I  do  not  intend  to  allow  him  or  any 
other  member  in  this  House  to  put  words 
into  my  mouth  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.     The  hon.  gentle- 
man <Mr  Fitzpatrick)  said  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  every  word  of  It 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    And  It  was  said 

for  a  purpose  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   For  a  purpose- 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 
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Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  What  I  said  to- 
night was  said  for  a  purpose,  and  said  de- 
liberately  

Mr.  FOSTER.    And  untruthfully. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  member  .for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) ought  to  say  '  untruthfully.' 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Let  me  explain. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  ask  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  if  he  will  allow  me  to 
explain.  If  ever  I  heard  anything  plainly 
and  distinctly— and  now,  if  I  am  wrong,  I 
will  take  it  back— it  was  the  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  these 
petitions  emanated  from  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  state  that,  then,  my  ears  deceived 
me.  But,  I  most  certainly,  have  pretty 
sharp  ears.  • 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  want  to 
get  into  any  altercation  with  the  Minister 
of  Justice  <Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  

MT.  FITZPATRICK.  I  think  I  am 
showing  a  great  deal  of  good  temper  about 
this  matter. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man objects  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    I  do  not 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN— I  will  .take  m} 
seat  at  once. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    I  do  not  object 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  This  is  a  personal 
matter,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  is  better  to 
thrash  these  things  out  on  the  spot  than 
have  any  ill-feeling  on  the  matter  after- 
wards. I  distinctly  say,  that,  so  far  as  my 
ears  could  gather  the  words  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, spoken  distinctly  and  with  a  great 
deal  of  passion  and  earnestness,  they  were 
that  these  petitions  to  which  he  referred, 
and  one  which  he  said  he  held  in  his  hands, 
emanated  from  this  side,  and  he  pointed 
to  this  side  of  the  House.  I  ask  him  to 
name  to  this  House  and  this  country  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  from  whom 
these  petitions  emanated,  or  else  to  with- 
draw the  statement 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  did  not  make 
the  statement  that  the  petitions  emanated 
from  any  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  I  did  make  the  statement 
that*they  emanated  from  the  other  side  


Mr.  LENNOX.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
they  emanated  from  the  same  source  as 
the  petitions  from  the  province  of  On- 
tario. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  is  pretty  badly  In  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  is  because  I  am 
so  badly  in  that  my  hon.  friends  opposite 
ought  to  be  more  generous.  It  seems  to 
me  not  quite  fair  that  I  should  have  to 
answer  four  or  five  at  a  time.  When  it  Is 
realized  that  I  am  endeavouring  to  come 
after  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
fMr.  Foster)  it  seems  to  me  that  I  ought 
to  have  the  sympathy  of  every  member 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    You  have  mine. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  am  entitled  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  (Mr.  Foster's)  sympathy, 
because  my  task  is  no  easy  one.  I  quite  un- 
derstand that  Now,  leaving  that  question 
aside  for  the  moment  I  want  to  be  precise 
in  the  position  I  take,  I  want  to  be  quite 
sincere  about  this,  for  it  is  a  serious  mat- 
ter. I  hold  the  Conservative  party  res- 
ponsible for  the  fact  that  two  sets  of  peti- 
tions are  being  circulated  in  this  country 
at  present — one  addressed  to  the  people  of 
Ontario  for  the  purpose  of  creating  prejudice 
in  their  minds  against  this  Bill  and  the 
other  addressed  to  the  people  of  Quebec  for 
a  like  purpose.  My  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  charged  us 
with  not  having  consulted  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  who  are  .most  concerned  in  this 
Bill.  I  say,  and  I  say  it  deliberately,  that 
an  attempt  is  being  made  to  prejudice  the 
people  of  Ontario  against  this  Bill.  And 
for  what  reason  forsooth  ?  Because  they  are 
jealous  that  a  Catholic  happens  to  be  con- 
nected with  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Xir.  FITZPATRICK.  Read  the  Toronto 
'  Telegram '  and  you  will  find  the  proof 
of  what  I  say.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  said 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced  into  this  House 
without  any  previous  conference  or  con- 
sultation with  the  representatives  of  the 
I  eople  of  the  Northwest  Territories  who 
are  most  concerned.  Let  me  say  that  every 
line  of  this  Bill  was  settled  after  previous 
conference  with  the  people  representing  the 
Northwest  Territories,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  the  educational  clause  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  rather  like  .to  hear 
my  hon.  friends  interrupt  me.  There  must 
bo  some  reason  for  it.  When  I  rose  in  fear 
and  trembling  to  follow  the  Goliath  of  the 
opposition,  I  did  not  expect  so  much  success. 
As  far  back  as  1902,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  pill 
was  prepared  by  the  executive  of  the  North- 
west Territories  In  anticipation  of  that  au- 
tonomy whicli~ls  now  about  to  be  granted. 
They  prepared  for  the  consideration  of  this 
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government  the  provisions  under  which  they 
wished  to  be  granted  provincial  status.  That 
Bill  has  been  under  consideration  since. 
Not  only  that,  but  it  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  present  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Slfton)  and  we  had  the  advantage  of  his 
notes  on  that  Bill  and  his  consideration  ot 
il.  The  only  exception  was  with  respect  to 
the  clause  regarding  education.  Let  me 
-deal  with  that,  and  I  want  to  be  precise.  In 
so  far  as  that  clause  Is  concerned,  there  is 
uo  direct  reference  to  it  in  the  Bill  as  It 
was  submitted  to  us  or  In  the  Bill  which  was 
handed  over  to  me  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  previous  to  his  going 
away  on  his  last  journey  immediately  before 
the  session.  But  when  that  question  came 
up  for  consideration  I  myself  had  a  con- 
ference with  Mr.  Haultain,  and  I  want 
now  to  say  that  in  the  statement  I  am  about 
to  make  I  have  absolutely  and  exclusively 
to  trust  to  my  recollection  of  what  took- 
place  in  that  meeting.  I  have  no  notes  oil 
what  occurred,  but  I  feel  certain  I  can  put 
almost  in  terms  what  passed  between  us. 
When  that  Bill  was  up  for  consideration  It 
was  necessary  to  refer  to  the  educational 
clause ;  and  on  the  Thursday  preceding 
the  day  when  the  Bill  was  Introduced 
Messrs.  Bulyea,  Haultain,  Read  and  myself 
with  two  or  three  other  members  of  the 
government— I  forget  who  they  were— dis- 
cussed the  measure.  Then  the  question 
arose  regarding  schools,  and  I  said  to  Mr. 
Haultain,  what  are  we  to  do  with  respect  to 
this  educational  clause  ?  His  answer  to  me 
was  that  provision  was  made  for  the  school 
question,  so  far  as  the  Northwest  Territor- 
ies were  concerned,  by  section  two  of  the 
Bill,  section  two  being  that  section  which 
makes  applicable  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  section  93  Included.  My 
answer  to  that  was  that  in  my  judgment  to 
make  the  British  North  America  Act  ap- 
plicable In  these  general  terms  would  be 
fruitful  of  difficulties  in  the  future,  and  I 
had  no  desire  to  have  a  repetition  of  the 
Manitoba  school  controversy.  I  wanted  to 
make  the  position  of  the  people  In  the 
Northwest  with  respect  to  educational  mat- 
ters so  clear  and  simple  that  any  man  might 
understand  the  clause  when  he  read  it 
I  said  that  nothing  should  be  left  to  doubt, 
uncertainty  or  misconception  ;  and  in  so  far 
as  <I  am  concerned,  that  clause,  in  the  terms 
in  which  it  is  now  drafted,  was  prepared 
tuerely  for  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  those 
things  which  they  now  have  and  It  never 
was  Intended  to  go  one  inch  beyond  that 

Mr.  R.  It.  BORDEN.  What  does  my  hon. 
friend  mean  by  that  ?  He  says  the  Intention 
was  to  give  the  precise  rights  which  are 
enjoyed  at  present  Of  course  that  might 
be  susceptible  of  two  meanings,  as  my  hon. 
friend  will  rightly  gather.  He  knows  what 
I  mean,  and  I  would  ask  him  to  be  a  little: 
more  precise. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  think  that 
this  is  the  proper  time  to  discuss  that  pro- 
vision of  this  Bill.  When  the  time  comes, 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  explain  line  by  line; 
and  clause  by  clause  this  Bill  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  and  I  shall  endeavour  to  do  so 
to  the  best  of  my  ability.  But  I  think  the 
question  put  by  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  Is  a  perfectly  fair  one,  and  I 
shall  answer  It  as  briefly  as  I  can  without 
I  trust,  breaking  to  too  great  an  extent 
the  rules  of  the  House.  In  1875  the  prin- 
ciple of  separate  schools  was  settled  so  far 
as  the  Northwest  Territories  are  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  It  could  be  settled  under  the 
provisional  legislation  of  that  time.  Under 
the  Act  of  1875  a  system  of  schools  was 
created  by  an  ordinance  of  the  Territories  ; 
and  to  that  system  of  schools  so  created, 
certain  pecuniary  allowances  were  made. 
This  Bill  Is  intended  for  no  other  purpose, 
in  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  than  to  give 
effect  to  that  provision  of  the  Act  of  1875 
end  the  conditions  of  the  ordinances  now  in 
force  In  the  Northwest  Territories. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  I  have  trespassed  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  far  beyond  the 
limits  I  originally  assigned  to  myself,  but  I 
would  like  to  say  a  word  in  conclusion.  My 
lion,  friend  the  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  has  spoken  of  the  500,000  peo- 
ple in  the  Northwest  who  ought  to  be  con- 
sulted. I  have  no  desire  to  introduce  un- 
necessarily controversial  matter,  but  I  ask 
him  In  all  earnestness— and  when  I  do  so 
I  ask  him  to  remember  the  speeches  he  made 
in  this  House  in  1806  which  I  read  then 
and  have  read  only  quite  recently— I  ask 
him  In  all  earnestness ;  have  we  no  regard 
to  pay  In  the  settlement  of  that  delicate 
question,  to  the  opinion,  the  honest  con- 
v.'ctions  of  over  forty  per  cent  of  the  popu- 
lation of  this  Dominion  ?  I  say  that  there 
are  deep  seated  prejudices  being  aroused, 
passions  being  inflamed,  and  the  desire,  I 
am  quite  convinced,  of  every  man  In  this 
House  is  that  peace  should  reign  supreme 
throughout  this  land.  All  I  say  now,  and 
I  speak  for  myself,  Is  that  there  can  be  no 
peace  except  that  peace  which  is  based  on 
lustlce ;  there  can  be  no  peace  expect  that 
peace  which  is  based  on  equal  rights  and' 
respect  for  the  honest  convictions  of  every 
man  In  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  H.  BENNETT.  (Bast  Slmcoe). 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  government  are  at  least 
to  be  congratulated  on  the  fact  that  at 
last  they  have  found  some  hon.  gentleman 
ready  to  stand  behind  them  and  perhaps  it 
may  be  that  there  Is  some  truth  in  the 
rumour  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  is  about  to  retire  from  the 
cabinet  and  that  to-night  he  is  giving  a 
parting  shot.  Be  that  as  it  may  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  has  appeared  as  he  al- 
ways has  done  in  his  favourite  role  of  fan- 
ning and  appealing  to  prejudices.  One 
would  imagine  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 
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Justice  bad  comported  himself  throughout 
his  lifetime  and  particularly  prior  to  bis 
advent  to  this  House  as  a  perfect  har- 
binger of  peace,  and  that  be  bad  gone  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  in  order 
to  pacify  and  alleviate  the  feelings  of  those 
who  might  have  been  Influenced  by  reli- 
gious prejudices.  One  would  have  supposed, 
at  least  from  the  strong  statements  he  has 
made  to-night,  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  would  be  tbe  last  man  who  would 
desire  to  look  back  upon  the  recent  history 
-of  this  country.  There  was  a  general  elec- 
tion in  1896  and  it  was  found  by  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  be  a  matter  of  life  and 
4eath.  From  1878  down  to  that  time  they 
had  attempted  time  and  again  on  different 
issues  to  achieve  office,  but  always  with 
ihe  same  result  that  they  had  been  repulsed 
by  the  electors.  Unfortunately,  perhaps, 
for  the  peace  of  the  country  and  for  the 
.peace  of  the  Conservative  party,  a  question 
similar  to  the  present  one  loomed  up  on  the 
political  horizon.  The  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  went  down  through  the  province  of 
Quebec  and  his  complaint  against  the  Tup- 
per  government  on  that  occasion  was  that 
the  Tupper  government  had  been  recreant 
to  tbe  cause  of  the  Roman 'Catholic  part  of 
the  population  and  he  said  that  If  he  went 
to  Ottawa  he  would  go  there— to  be  a  Lib- 
eral ?— No,  not  a  Liberal.  To  be  a  Conser- 
vative ?— No,  not  a  Conservative,  but  that 
if  elected  he  would  only  support  the  party 
which  would  support  a  Remedial  Bill.  I 
challenge  the  hon.  minister  to-night  to  deny 
that  statement 

"Mr.  FITZPATRIOK.  My  bon.  friend 
from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  used  that 
quotation  with  very  much  more  force  be- 
fore, and  I  think  I  can  stand  a  repetition 
by  my  bon.  friend  from  East  Simcoe  (Mr. 
Bennett)). 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Well,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man may  affect  that,  but  I  challenge  him 
to  deny  the  statement  that  when  he  went 
iuto  the  province  of  Quebec  and  was  elected 
for  the  county  of  Quebec  he  did  not  think 
It  was  wrong  on  his  part  to  pledge  himself 
to  the  hilt  to  tbe  bishop  of  the  diocese,  that 
if  he  was  elected  to  a  seat  in  this  House  he 
would  not  be  a  Conservative,  not  a  Liberal, 
but  he  would 'be  a  Remedial  Bill  man,  first, 
last  and  always.  That  was  the  pledge  the 
bon.  gentleman  made  and  the  pledge  upon 
which  he  was  returned  by  tbe  electors  of 
that  riding.  How  did  the  hon.  gentleman 
i  edeem  his  pledge  ?  He  came  into  this 
House,  he  secured  or  was  appointed  to  the 
position  of  Solicitor  General,  and  after  the 
pledge  that  he  had  made  to  bis  party  and 
the  pledge  that  he  had  made  to  bis  electors 
that  Remedial  Bill  was  thrown  to  tbe  winds 
and  nothing  further  was  heard  of  it  But, 
tbe  day  has  come  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
bas  to  meet  his  overdue  note.  That  is  what 
it  is.    The  hon.  gentleman  has  found  out 


that  he  cannot  hoodwink  tbe  people  of  the 
county  of  Quebec  any  longer.  Living  as 
he  is  living,  not  on  what  should  be  the 
ground  work  of  statesmanship,  but  on  reli- 
gious fanaticism— and  that  is  what  he  isliv- 
ine  on  In  the  province  of  Quebec,— he  finds 
that  he  is  brought  face  to  face  with  the 
question  of  this  Northwest  school  Bill  and 
he  Is  bound  to  throw  in  his  lot  on  the  side 
of  the  church,  that  is  why  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  to-day  posing  as  the  advocate  of 
these  people  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 
But,  I  tell  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  that 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  and  in  every 
province  of  this  Dominion  there  would  be 
little  religious  prejudice  were  it  not  for  fire 
brands  of  the  stamp  of  the  bon.  Minister  of 
Justice. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  does  not  make 
any  difference. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Bennett)  will  withdraw  that  remark,  I  hope. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  No,  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  bas  been  a  flam- 
ing torch  in  Quebec  nor  has  he  been  a 
darning  torch  perhaps  from  Quebec  on  the 
mlnsterlal  side  because  to-day  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  an- 
nounced that  he  was  going  to  back  down 
from  his  position.  The  hon.  minister  is 
put  in  this  position  that  after  all  these 
strong  pledges  and  promises  which  have 
been  given,  he  and  the  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  are  to-day  endeavouring  to  cover 
their  retreat  I  had  supposed  that  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  would  have  denied  the 
charge  that  he  had  made  a  pledge  to  sup- 
port a  Remedial  Bill,  but  as  nothing  has 
been  denied  he  stands  confessed  to  the  new 
members  of  the  House  at  least  as  having 
secured  bis  election  In  the  county  of  Que- 
bec by  making  a  promise  and  a  pledge  to 
the  bishop  of  the  diocese  and  to  the  electors 
of  that  riding  that  if  he  came  here  as  their 
representative,  and  that  if  Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier—then  plain  Mr.  Laurier— became  pre- 
mier, he,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  would 
vote  against  him  unless  he  produced  and 
formulated  a  Remedial  BUI.  Yet  here  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  sits,  his  pledge 
made  to  the  people  unredeemed  and  unful- 
filled, he  continues  in  the  emoluments  of 
his  office  and  being  confronted  with  this 
overdue  note  he  is  endeavouring  to  get  even 
with  his  pledge.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Jus- 
lice  talks  about  religious  prejudice  in  the 
province  of  Ontario.  Who  is  stirring  up 
religious  prejudice  in  the  province  of  Onta- 
rio to-day  ?  Who  is  stirring  it  up  in  this 
House  to-day  ?  Not  one  word  is  said  from 
this  side  of  the  House  on  this  question,  but 
when  the  Bill  is  introduced  one  of  the  sup- 
porters of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  L.  Q.  Mc- 
Carthy) rises  up  on  bis  feet  denounces  the 
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Bill  and  tells  the  right  bon.  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  the  government  that  they  shall  not 
have  his  support  on  this  question.  What 
attitude  has  the  Toronto  '  Globe '  taken  on 
this  question  ?  What  attitude  has  been 
taken  by  Mr.  Stapleton  Oaldecott,  a  gentle- 
man who  a  little  time  ago  was  nominated 
in  the  city  of  Toronto  as  the  Liberal  can- 
didate, but  declined  the  honour  ?  It  is  a 
very  doubtful  honour  to  be  nominated  as  a 
Liberal  candidate  in  the  city  of  Toronto. 
And,  to  go  further,  Mr.  Robinette,  the  can- 
didate for  hon.  gentleman  opposite  in  Cen- 
tre Toronto,  only  a  few  months  ago,  has 
denounced  the  stand  taken  by  the  govern- 
ment on  this  question.  Still  further,  the 
candidate  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  In 
North  Toronto,  Mayor  Urquhart  has  also 
denounced  the  position  which  the  govern- 
ment has  taken  on  this  question.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  says  that  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  has  not  lost  the  respect  of 
any  of  his  former  supporters.  I  say  to 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite,,  let  them  bring  on 
a  general  election  to-day  in  Ontario  and 
throughout  the  whole  Dominion,  and  they 
will  find  whether  or  not  be  has  lost  the 
respect  and  support  of  the  country.  What 
an  exhibition  this  government  is  to-day  be- 
fore the  people  of  Canada.  Ministers  are 
in  open  mutiny.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance (Mr.  Fielding),  one  of  the  most  promi- 
nent members  of  the  cabinet,  the  gentle- 
man who  has  been  named  as  the  successor 
of  the  Prime  Minister  when  the  Prime  Min- 
ister shall  see  fit  to  drop  out  of  his  position, 
is  insulted.  He  is  on  his  way  to  the  city, 
but  within  two  or  three  days  of  his  arrival 
this  Bill  is  brought  down  without  bis  know- 
ledge, consent  or  confirmation,  and  Sir, 
while  it  was  manliness  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  ex-Minlster  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slf- 
ton)  to  resent  the  insult,  apparently  the 
Minister  of  Finance  l|kes  to  lick  the  hand 
that  smites  him. 

As  to  the  hon.  ex- Minister  of  the  Interior 
he  is  to  be  congratulated  on  his  position 
and  on  the  attitude  which  he  has  taken.  In- 
sult could  not  have  gone  further,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  show  their  pique  and 
resentment  as  soon  as  an  hon.  gentleman 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  be  he  a  member 
of  the  House  or  Minister  of  the  Crown,  turns 
upon  them.  What  is  being  said  to-day  of 
the  hon.  ex-Minlster  of  the  Interior  ?  Look 
at  the  newspapers  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec. Do  they  attribute  to  the  hon.  ex-Min- 
lster of  the  Interior  the  fact  that  he  left 
the  government  by  reason  of  an  honesty  of 
purpose  and  a  regard  for  principle  ?  Not 
at  all,  but  he  is  reported  as  having  been 
kicked  out  of  the  government  by  reason  of 
scandals  which  it  is  said  attach  to  htm. 
Why  does  not  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minis- 
ter display  a  more  noble  and  manly  spirit 
towards  his  late  minister  ?  Why  does  he 
not  stand  up  in  bis  place  and  resent  the  im- 
putations that  are  being  cast  upon  the  hon. 
ex-Minlster  of  the  Interior?  Nay  more,  there 

Mr.  BENNETT. 


are  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  There  is  the  hon.  member 
lor  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  whose  name  is 
associated  with  '  Le  Nationallste.' 

Why  does  he  not  rise  in  his  place  and  im- 
peach the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  for 
wrong-doing  in  connection  with  his  depart- 
ment ?  The  fact  is  that  this  government  is 
all  at  sixes  and  sevens,  knowing  not  where 
to  turn  or  what  move  to  make  next  And 
as  to  the  ministers  from  Ontario,  with  the 
two  old  men  of  the  sea  In  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber and  the  .two  chloroformed  ministers  in 
this  House — the  Postmaster  General  and 
the  Minister  of  Customs — both  Oslerized  be- 
cause they  are  over  60,  what  can  the  Libe- 
rals of  Ontario  expect  from  them  ?  What 
is  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  York  (Mr. 
Campbell)  doing  on  the  present  occasion  ? 
He  was  at  a  meeting  in  his  own  riding  the 
other  night,  at  which  the  government  was 
denounced  on  all  sides,  but  the  member  for 
Centre  York  was  afraid  either  to  condemn 
the  government  or  approve  of  their  policy. 
His  cry  was :  Wait  wait ;  you  will  see 
something  will  happen.  To-day  we  have 
an  intimation  of  what  is  going  to  happen. 
I  suppose  It  will  be  a  repetition  of  the  Re- 
medial Bill  experience  In  1896,  of  members 
and  ministers  opposite  giving  their  pledges 
that  they  are  going  to  do  this  and  that,  and 
then  doing  the  other  thing.  The  debates  on 
the  Manitoba  question  show  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Northwest  schools  was  a  live 
question  in  1896,  and  although  the  Minister 
of  Justice  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  pledge  his 
word  of  honour  that  in  the  event  of  a  Reme- 
dial Bill  not  being  passed  he  would  oppose 
any  administration  that  might  be  formed  by 
Mr.  Laurier  ;  yet  there  were  other  members 
who  found  their  way  into  this  chamber  by 
giving  pledges  that  when  the  question  of 
the  Northwest  schools  came  up  they  would 
stand  for  legislation  similar  to  the  remedial 
legislation  for  Manitoba.  There  is  fear  and 
trembling  among  them  to-day.  The  Solici- 
tor General  (Mr.  Lemleux)  came  to  parlia- 
ment on  one  of  these  pledges. 

Mr.  LEMIBUX.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  ? 

Mr.  LEMIBUX.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Perhaps  I.  had  better 
read  it 

Mr.  LEMIEDX.   Read  it 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  thought  perhaps  the 
Minister  of  Justice  might  invite  me  to  read 
his. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  can  refer  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  four  elections  I  have  since 
had  in  my  county. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   How  did  you  get  In  t 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  the  last  two  my 
opponent  lost  his  deposit. 
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Mr.  BENNETT.  We  all  know  that  cer- 
tain influences  were  at  work  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  in  the  last  election  ;  there  was 
the  pledge  that  there  should  be  separate 
schools  in  the  Northwest,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  was  worked  to  the  bitter  end ; 
quietly  no  doubt ;  much  quieter  than  in  the 
case  of  the  Remedial  Bill  in  1896.  Be  that 
as  it  may,  here  is  a  cabinet  disjointed  and 
disrupted,  paralyzed  before  the  people  of 
Canada  for  the  last  three  weeks,  fighting 
within  and  fears  without,  and  its  supporters 
all  muzzled  except  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Simcoe  (Mr.  Leigbton  McCarthy), 
whom  I  congratulate  on  bis  bravery  in 
standing  up  In  defiance  of  the  government, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  South  Wellington 
(Mr.  Guthrie),  who  has  not  been  seen  since. 
My  fear  is  that  if  any  other  gentleman  on 
that  side  were  to  make  a  similar  statement, 
the  same  fate  might  attend  him.  And  what 
is  the  position  of  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Guthrie)  to-day  ?  Here  is  the  Bill  which 
he  was  to  support  going  to  be  emasculated, 
nothing  to  be  left  of  it  and  if  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman conies  back  to  the  House  he  will  have 
to  denounce  the  government  for  taking  the 
very  vitals  out  of  his  pet  measure.  And 
where  Is  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assini- 
boia  (Mr.  Scott)  ?  He  published  in  the 
newspapers  that  he  was  favourable  to  this 
legislation,  but  to-night  he  is  as  silent  as 
the  tomb.  What  a  humiliating  spectacle .' 
Only  the  Prime  Minister  to  speak,  and 
after  him  the  Minister  of  Justice  ;  and  when 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  had  his  say,  it 
is  the  same  parade  of  the  stock  in  trade  that 
brought  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  front  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  and  on  which  he 
has  been  depending  ever  since,  and  on  which 
he  must  always  depend  in  order  to  have  a 
political  existence  in  this  country. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE  (West  Algoma).  If  this 
House  can  congratulate  itself  that  during 
the  discussions  of  this  measure  inflamma- 
tory addresses  have  been  unknown  in  the 
past,  we  have  now  to  regret  that  such  a 
happy  condition  of  affairs  has  come  to  an 
end.  It  has  remained  for  another  member 
of  the  silent  ministry  to  drag  in  that  passion, 
that  prejudice  and  that  extreme  asperity 
and  bitterness  which  hon.  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  have  been  most  anxious 
to  exclude.  In  reply  to  the  repeated  de- 
mands from  this  side  of  the  House  that 
some  one  should  speak  for  the  government, 
the  Minister  of  Justice  flew  to  his  feet  and 
indulged  in  the  most  extreme  degree  of 
heat  and  passion.  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
minister  that  there  is  a  time  to  be  bitter,  as 
there  is  a  time  to  be  tranquil.  If,  in  the 
bitterness  of  his  soul,  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice is  forced  to  rise  up  and  denounce 
the  engendering  of  passion  and  prejudice 
where  passion  and  prejudice  did  not  exist, 
I  must  refer  him  to  his  leader,  the  Prime 
Minister,  for  the  ground  upon  which  pas- 
sion and  prejudice  is  fostered.  Eating 
dead  sea  fruit  is  bitter  work,  and  the  bit- 


terness of  the  eating  lies  with  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  to-day,  and  It  is  made  more 
bitter  because  the  bitterness  of  it  is  thrust 
down  his  throat  by  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment. The  hon.  gentleman  has  appealed  to 
the  verdict  of  the  people  in  1896.  Will  he 
stand  by  the  verdict  of  the  people  in  1896  ? 
Is  he  content  to  take  that  verdict  upon  the 
principles  involved  In  this  question  ?  But, 
Sir,  it  is  the  verdict  of  the  people  of  to-day 
that  is  wanting,  and  that  verdict  we  have 
not  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  this  measure 
was  not  submitted  to  the  people,  but  was 
kept  in  the  back  ground  when  the  govern- 
ment made  their  appeal  at  the  last  general 
election.  The  Minister  of  Justice  has  told 
us  that  in  pursuing  the  course  which  he  has 
pursued,  the  Prime  Minister  has  not  lost  the 
respect  of  a  single  person  whose  respect  he 
values.  Contrast  that  with  the  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  said  he  accepted 
with  sorrow  and  regret  the  resignation  of 
his  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  you  will 
see  in  it  a  direct  contradiction  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  said,  in  ac- 
cepting the  resignation  of  the  hon..  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  on  the  first  day  of 
the  month,  that  he  had  regret  In  accepting 
it— that  there  were  no  causes  of  difference 
between  them  beyond  the  cause  of  differ- 
ence set  forth  in  the  correspondence.  Yet, 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  would  have 
this  House  believe  that  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman did  not  care  for  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  there- 
fore he  dismissed  him  and  sent  him  from 
the  cabinet  doors.  There  Is  a  position  of 
inconsistency,  Sir,  which  It  is  hard  to  re- 
concile. But  when  we  talk  of  inflamma- 
tory addresses,  let  us  see  the  extraordinary 
position  in  which  this  cabinet  finds  itself 
to-day.  Upon  this  important  question, 
which  has  occupied  more  or  less  off  and 
on  the  attention  of  this  House  since  the 
21st  day  of  February  last,  when  the  BUI 
was  introduced  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
what  intimation  have  we  had  from  the 
members  of  the  ministry  of  their  individual 
views  pro  or  con?  Although  challenges 
have  been  issued  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  they  have  not  met  with  any  res- 
ponse except  from  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  posed  as  the  Czar  of  this 
measure.  Yes,  they  have.  Through  these 
weary  days  of  waiting,  we  have  heard 
from  the  hon.  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and 
the  moment  he  spoke  he  condemned  the 
measure;  and  when  after  further  weary 
days  of  waiting,  enlivened  possibly  by  the 
eloquence  the  mental  vision  and  the  mental 
dexterity  with  which  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman evaded  the  appeals  to  him  from 
this  side  of  the  House  to  explain,  we 
have  at  last,  at  long  last,  Sir,  been  favour- 
ed with  an  expression  of  opinion  by  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice.  Sir,  from  ail 
that  rumour  has  brought  to  our  ears,  some 
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of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  would  not 
have  been  astonished  If  we  had  seen  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  rise  to  disagree 
with  the  right  horn,  gentleman,  and  to 
state  that  he  was  not  entirely  in  accord 
with  him;  because  rumour  has  been  ban- 
dying about  strange  things  lately  In  con- 
nection with  the  name  of  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Justice.     But  that  is  indicative 
only  of  the  tempest  that  is  raging  or  the 
fire  that  is  burning  within  those  doors. 
There  was  a  burst  out  on  the  21st  day  of 
February,  when  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
and  we  have  again  had  a  burst  out  from 
the  Minister  of  Justice  in  another  way. 
But  I  must  refer  again  to  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said,  although  the  hon.  member 
for  Siuicoe  has  referred  to  It.    The  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice    has  stated  that  we 
have  appealed  to  prejudice,  that  we  have 
circulated  petitions  and  have  dragged  in 
the  creedal  question.    Sir,  I  have  been  in) 
this  House  during  the  whole  of  this  dis- 
cussion since  this  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
I  say  that  on  every  occasion  on  which  it  has 
been  dealt  with,  it  has  been  dealt  with  on 
this  side  irrespective  of  party,  faction,  sec- 
tion or  creed.   There  has  been  no  question 
raised  upon  which  that  charge  could  be 
visited  upon  any  member  on  this  side  of 
the  House.    But  it  has  been  said  that  the 
action  of  bodies  or  associations  of  persons, 
and  of  individual  persons  who  have  felt 
themselves  aggrieved,  and  who  are  exer- 
cising their  prerogative  in  appealing  to 
parliament  by  petition,  has  been  engineered 
and  provoked  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  if  he 
considers  that  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
papers  in  Ontario  has  been  engineered  by 
gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House— whe- 
ther they  are  responsible  for  the  position) 
which  the  '  Globe '  has  taken,  and  the  pa- 
pers which  profess  independent  support  of 
hon.  gentlemen  oppouite,  in  opposition  to 
this  Bill.    Would  be  like  to  take  one  horn 
of  the  dilemma  or  both?    If  we  are  res- 
ponsible for  one,  is  it .  too  much  to  say 
that  they  are  responsible  for  the  others  ? 
Then,  Sir,  there  is  in  this  measure  that 
which  has  provoked  some  questions  from 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  to-day  ;  and, 
without  desiring  or  intending  to  take  the 
time  of  the  House  longer  than  a  few  mo- 
ments to  run  over  the  ground,  I  would 
Just  like  to  point  out  to  you,  Sir,  the  ex- 
traordinary   position,    chronologically,  in 
which  this  government  finds  itself  to-day; 
face  to  face  with  the  utterances  of  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.    On  the  21st  day 
of  February  there  was  transacted  here  an 
event  for  which  this  House  had  been  wait- 
ing for  some  time.     In  the  speech  from 
the  Throne  we  had  read  that  the  long- 
looked-for  Bill  granting  autonomy  to  the 
Northwest  Territories  was  to  be  brought 
down.    Questions  were  asked  in  the  House 
as  to  when  that  might  be  expected.  Onj 
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the  31st  day  of  January,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister was  asked  across  the  floor  of  this 
House  when  the  hon.  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior might  be  expected  to  return,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  was  in- 
formed by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
Atnister  was  expected  to  return  on  the 
15th  day  of  February.  On  the  10th  day 
of  February,  as  appears  by  '  Hansard,'  the 
question  as  to  the  absence  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  and  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance was  again  repeated  by  hon.  gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House,  and,  in 
conjunction  with  other  business,  it  Is  a 
notable  circumstance  that  the  Prime  Min- 
ister was  asked  whether  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  Introduce  this  Bill,  and  he  stated 
that  the  Bill  would  be  introduced,  so  far 
as  he  then  knew,  on  the  21st  day  of  Feb- 
ruary; and  significant  -was  his  remark, 
when  asked  if  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
would  be  here,  that  '  the  Prime  Minister 
would  be  in  his  place'.  The  Introduction 
of  the  Bill  took  place  on  the  21st  day  of 
February.  With  regard  to  education,  the 
clause  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
says  is  the  only  one  to  which  there  is  op- 
position, the  right  hon.  gentleman,  in  the 
course  of  a  deliberate  speech,  says,  on 
page  1526  of  'Hansard': 

I  now  come  to  the  question  of  education,  and 
this  question  is  perhaps  under  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances the  moat  Important  of  bill  that  we 
have  to  deal  with. 

This  afternoon  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
stated,  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
has  echoed  his  remark,  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  are  responsible,  forsooth, 
for  the  outbreak  of  passion.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  went  further,  and  put  it 
in  an  abstract  Interrogative  form,  that 
there  was  a  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
government,  because  was  it  not  open  to 
the  government  to  change  this  measure  if 
it  thought  fit  so  to  do?  Then,  what  does 
he  say? 

There  are  evidences,  not  a  few  coming  to  us 
from  all  directions,  that  the  old  passions  which 
such  a  subject  always  aroused,  are  not,  unfortu- 
nately, buried. 

However,  this  was  before  the  Bill  received 
its  first  reading.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
was  fully  in  touch  with  the  situation  through- 
out the  country,  knew  that  these  old  pre- 
judices and  passions,  as  he  is  pleased  to  call 
them,  would  be  engendered  and  were  engen- 
dered and  further  on  he  says  : 

The  government  has  been  warned,  threatened 
from  both  sides  of  this  question,  from  those 
who  believe  in  separate  schools  and  from  those 
who  oppose  separate  schools. 

And  then  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  pro- 
ceeding to  argue  the  case,  set  forth  reasons 
why  this  clause  which  he  read  should  be  in- 
troduced, and  in  order  to  show  the  House 
that  he  really  intended  at  that  time  to  stand 
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by  what  he  said  I  shall  read  his  further 
remarks  : 

That  is  the  position  that  we  have  before  us 
to-day.  I  aim  not  here  to  advocate  separate 
schools  as  an  abstract  proposition,  but  we  have 
introduced  into  this  BM1  the  "two  propositions 
that  the  minority  shall  have  the  power  to  estab- 
lish their  own  schools,  and  that  they  shall  have 
right  to  share  In  the  public  money.  It  is  the 
law  to-day. 

And  further  on  the  right  foon.  gentleman 
says  in  the  same  speech  that  he  had  decided 
on  the  incorporation  of  this  clause  as  It  then 
stood  with  the  explanation  and  the  argu- 
ment in  support  of  it  which  he  then  gave  the 
House.  If  I  understand  the  word'  decision ' 
'it  means  that  first  there  were  conferences, 
consultations,  deliberations  and  a  great  deal 
of  searching  of  hearts  with  respect  to  mat- 
ters then  under  consideration,  and  that 
the  final  decision  which  was  reached  was 
then  crystallized  into  that  BUI  and  was 
then  explained  and  argued  for  by  the  in- 
troductory speech.  Then  a  change  came 
over  the  spirit  of  the  dream  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman.  The  Minister  of  the  Inter- 
ior resigned,  and  there  came  one  of  those 
eloquent  silences  which  have  prevailed  lat- 
terly over  the  government  benches  when 
awkward  questions  from  this  Aide  of  the 
House  have  been  asked.  There  have  been 
silences  when  questions  as  to  the  absence 
of  ministers  have  been  asked,  and  questions 
with  regard  to  the  intention  to  change  that 
which  the  government  had  said  was  decided 
upon,  and  there  have  been  great  silences 
to-night  and  this  afternoon  with  regard  to 
the  cogent  questions  which  have  been  asked 
by  the  leader  of  the  opposition.  The  right 
lion,  gentleman  is  face  to  face  with  a  pos- 
ition which  is  not  an  enviable  one  and  one, 
which  he  will  find  it  difficult  to  reconcile 
with  what  has  been  said.  There  has  been  the 
deliberation  which  he  admits,  there  has  been 
the  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the  fact- 
ional strife,  knowledge  of  the  existence 
oC  that  prejudice  to  which  In  bis  speech  he 
referred  ;  there  has  been  the  argument  and 
the  positive  assertion  that  the  clause  has 
been  Introduced  after  matmre  deliberation  ; 
there  has  been  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill, 
its  printing  and  circulation,  and  then  there 
were  rumours  <wlth  regard  to  the  dlssentlona 
which  exist  In  the  cabinet  to-day.  The 
House  and  the  country  are  in  the  dark, 
are  labouring  to  know  what  the  intentions 
of  the  government  are  with  regard  to  this 
important  clause  in  that  BUI.  I  consider, 
Sir,  that  they  are  entitled  to  know  because 
If  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country  can 
stand  up  in  bis  place  and  pronounce  for  a 
certain  state  of  things  as  the  result  o< 
deliberation,  and  state  that  that  Is  his  dec- 
ision, and  that  is  the  law  to-day,  and  then 
afterwards  state  or  hint  vaguely  that 
changes  may  take  place  and  will  not  deny 
the  suggestion  that  there  may  be  a  reference 
to  a  Judicial  tribunal,  then  I  say  the  people 
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are  entitled  to  know  the  reason  for  this, 
vaccillation.  The  position  of  the  government 
upon  this  question  is  simply  incomprehens- 
ible. It  Is  simply  Impossible  to  ascertain 
from  its  members  where  it  stands.  The  re- 
cord of  '  Hansard '  shows  that  it  stands  in 
one  place  and  that  It  is  absolutely,  Irre- 
vocably or  In  the  words  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Wellington,  unalterably  committed  to 
one  line  of  policy.  Then  we  have  the  darlq 
hints  which  have  fallen  from  the  lips  of  tha 
Prime  Minister,  that  there  might  be  changes! 
—and  changes  with  regard  to  tiie  very  clause, 
of  this  Bill  which  he  states  was  the  subject 
of  mature  deliberation.  There  is  a  poin{ 
with  regard  to  the  resignation  of  the  mem- 
ber for  Brandon,  the  ex-MInister  of  the  In-> 
terlor  <Hon.  Mr.  Slfton),  to  which  I  would 
like  to  refer.  The  hon.  minister  on  that 
day  made  an  explanation  of  his  reasons  and 
that  explanation  is  before  the  House.  It 
contains  something  to  which  I  would  In- 
vite the  consideration  of  the  House  In  view 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister since  that  time.   He  says  : 

Before  'leaving  I  discussed  with  the  Prime 
Minister  most  of  the  subjects  that  necessarily 
required  to  be  dealt  with  In  the  BUI  which  was 
to  be  Introduced,  and  so  tar  as  I  was  able  to  do 
so  at  that  time,  I  communicated  my  views  to 
him  upon  the  various  subjects.  I  may  say  that 
when  I  went  away  I  did  not  anticipate  that  It 
would  be  considered  necessary  to  Introduce  the 
BUI  for  creating  the  new  provinces  before  I 
returned. 

What  does  that  indicate?  Is  it  not  reason- 
able to  infer  from  the  very  plain  utterance 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  had  confer- 
ences with  the  leader  of  the  government, 
that  the  result  of  these  conferences  was  that 
clauses  of  ,thls  Bill  were  submitted  for  con- 
sideration that  he  was  leaving  on  a  prolong- 
ed absence  and  that  further  consideration, 
further  conferences  at  any  rate,  as  he  un- 
derstood, were  postponed  until  he  should 
have  returned  ?  He  further  proceeds  : 

As  members  of  the  House  are  aware,  I  re- 
turned to  the  capital  on  Thursday  afternoon. 
I  immediately  'took  occasion  to  read  carefully 
the  speech  which  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Min- 
ister (Sir  Wilfrid  baurter)  bad  delivered  In  In- 
troducing the  BUI. 

And  hence  followed  the  resignation.  If 
I  read  English  aright  that  meant  that  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  felt  that  he  had  not 
been  rightly  treated  by  the  leader  of  the 
government ;  he  felt  that  he  had  been  pro- 
mised consideration  and  attention  and  that 
he  had  a  right  to  be  further  consulted  be- 
fore that  Bill  was  brought  down.  And 
very  natural  was  his  chagrin  and  disap- 
pointment when  he  found  on  his  return  that 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  with  clauses 
to  which  he  had  objected.  Sir,  reference 
has  been  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  th£ 
record  of  the  election  of  1896,  when  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  came  Into  power,  on  the 
advocacy  of  a  principle  the  diametrical 
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opposite  of  the  principle  that  tons  been 
lately  enunciated  by  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment. I  would  point  out  that  the  quo- 
tations the  right  toon,  gentleman  has  given 
from  the  utterances  of  hon.  George  Brow:i 
will  not  gloss  over  the  inconsistency  he  has 
shown  or  make  more  tenable  the  unstable 
position  be  has  taken.  The  hour  is  late 
and  in  conclusion,  I  would  only  desire,  if  thel 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  were  In  his  placet 
to  contrast  the  position  he  took  in  1895 
and  1896,  when  be  was  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  with  the  utterance  he  has  recently 
made.  I  would  contrast  the  inflammatory 
addresses  which  he  then  made  in  this  House 
and  on  the  hustings  advocating  provincial 
rights  and  nou-interference  with,  the  acts 
of  provincial  legislatures,  with  his  present 
speeches.  And  I  would  refer  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  words  of  the  Hon.  George 
Brown  on  the  subject  of  the  stability,  and 
consistency  that  ought  to  be  the  ornament 
and  the  crown  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  a 
country  of  the  Importance  of  Canada.  In 
1896  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  took  a  certain  position  in  order  to 
obtain  power.  And  now,  after  his  third  re- 
turn, we  have  him  laying  down  a  policjl 
which  is  the  absolute  negation  of  that  which 
he  contended  for  In  1896.  Let  him  consider 
the  words  of  Hon.  George  Brown  :  '  If,  Sir, 
a  public  man  can  avow  certain  principles, 
agitate  those  principles  and  seek  to  over- 
throw the  government  of  the  day  to  estab- 
lish those  principles,  and,  when  be  obtains 
power  laughs  at  his  professions  and  casts 
his  principles  to  the  winds,  be  is  aiming  a 
blow  at  public  morality.' 

Mr.  A.  B.  INGRAM  (East  Elgin).  At  this 
late  hour,  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up  much 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  But,  in  view  of) 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  21st  of  February,  in  view  of  the 
large  number  of  inquiries  that  are  being 
made  from  time  to  time  concerning  It,  and 
in  view  of  the  rumours  that  are  in  circula- 
tion, I  have  not  been  in  a  position,  up  to 
this  evening,  to  give  a  definite  answer  to 
those  wbo  have  asked  me  whether  the  gov- 
ernment proposed  to  carry  the  Bill  through 
the  House  as  it  has  been  Introduced  or  not. 
So,  I  wish  to  compliment  the  Minister  of 
Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpa trick)  for  being  so  frank 
as  he  was  this  evening,  for  he  has  stated 
that  when  he  framed  this  BUI  he  framed 
it  on  the  line  of  the  legislation  already  af- 
fecting the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. That  being  true,  I  am  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  exactly  what  the  government 
propose  to  do  in  the  matter  of  this  legisla- 
tion. The  Minister  of  Justice  stated  that 
there  could  be  no  peace  except  it  were  based 
on  justice.  There  are  a  large  number  of 
people  in  this  country  who  do  not  believe 
in  the  present  system  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories being  carried  out  by  any  law  pass- 
ed by  the  Dominion  parliament.  I  would 
like  to  ask  him  whether  he  believes  that 
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those  who  oppose  this  legislation  are  doing 
what  they  ought  not  to  do  ?  And  will  be 
say  that  there  shall  be  no  peace  in  this 
country  if  his  so-called  justice  Is  not 
meted  out  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  ? 
The  Minister  of  Justice  is  the  man  above 
all  others  in  this  House  who  should  keep  an 
even  temper,  should  calmly  consider  all 
questions  coming  before  him  and  should 
be  particularly  guarded  in  the  remarks  be 
makes,  for  it  is  to  his  department  that  the 
people  look  for  good  advice  based  upon  calm- 
ness and  judgment.  I  was  sorry  therefore, 
to  observe,  the  tone  of  the  hon.  gentleman's! 
speech  to-night.  He  has  charged  hon.  mem- 
bers on  this  side  with  appealing  to  preju- 
dice. He  was  not  a  member  of  this  House 
in  the  first  session  of  1896.  Had  he  been, 
how  would  he  have  found  his  friends  oc- 
cupied ?  The  government  of  that  day.  after 
Introducing  a  BUI  in  this  House,  were  try- 
ing to  get  it  into  committee  to  have  it 
considered  on  its  merits.  But  bon.  gentle- 
men opposite  then  on  this  side,  showed 
no  willingness  to  have  this  carried  out. 
They  even  remained  for  one  hundred  and 
twenty-nine  hours  without  rest,  keeping  this 
House  in  session,  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting that  Bill  being  considered  by  the 
House.  And,  on  the  one  hand  we  found 
members  in  the  opposition  of  that  day 
standing  up  ami  condemning  the  govern- 
ment because  the  Bill  went  too  far.  On 
the  other  band  some  condemned  It  be- 
cause it  did  not  go  far  enough.  Still  others 
condemned  the  financial  arrangements  as 
unsatisfactory.  But,  on  all  sides,  they 
were  fanning  the  flames  of  prejudice,  and 
it  was  through  the  existence  of  these  pre- 
judices that  they  came  into  power  in  1KH>. 
So  far  as  the  present  opposition  is  concerned 
nothing  of  this  kind  bas  been  done.  No 
man  on  this  side,  so  far  as  I  can  learn), 
has  expressed  bis  opinion  in  regard  to  that 
legislation.  They  have  carefully  waited 
to  see  what  the  government  would  do  in 
the  matter — and  rightly  so.  The  leader 
of  the  government  has  told  us  that  amend- 
ments '.may  be  introduced.  But,  tbank 
goodness,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  with  bis 
frankness  has  stated  exactly  the  position 
the  government  is  In.  And,  when  the  First 
Minister  proceeds  with  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  same 
good  judgment  will  be  displayed  and  the 
same  calm  criticism  given  by  tbe  opposi- 
tion, whether  they  agree  or  disagree  with 
the  Bill.  Whatever  hon.  members  on  this 
side  may  say  will  be  in  parliamentary 
form  and  will  be  the  result  of  calm  consi- 
deration and  not  of  mere  prejudice.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  tried  to  work  up  a 
little  agitation  about  the  Toronto  'Tel- 
egram. Everybody  who  knows  the  'Tele- 
gram' knows  that  it  Is  an  independent  paper 
with  Conservative  leanings.  It  is  almost 
as  likely  to  condemn  the  Conservative 
party  as  to  condemn  the  Liberal  party.  Tbe 
Conservative  party  would  not  hold  itself 
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responsible  for  the  opinions  of  the '  Tor- 
onto '  Telegram.'  Reference  was  made  to 
the  Bill  of  1902  as  submitted  by  Mr.  HauU 
tain.  The  Minister  of  Justice  did  not  pay, 
much  of  a  compliment  to  the  ex-Minis^ 
ter  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton)  when  he 
said  that  the  draft  Bill  was  submitted  to 
the  goverment  for  Its  consideration.  If  that 
statement  meant  anything  at  all  it  meant 
that  the  draft  Bill  contained  the  very 
sections  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior  11 
objecting  to  in  the  Bill  Introduced  by  that 
leader  of  the  House  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler). 
I  have  read  that  draft  Bill  and  I  fail  to 
nnd  in  it  any  similarity  to  the  educa- 
tional clauses  in  the  Bill  now  introduced. 
That  being  true,  the  governement  could  not 
have  consulted  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  In- 
terior with  respect  to  these  educational 
clauses. 

I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  about  these 
utlemen  who  resign  from  the  government. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  a  question  arises  ou 
which  the  difference  of  opinion  between  one 
of  the  ministers  and  bis  colleagues  is  so 
clear  that  he  feels  it  Is  his  duty  to  resign, 
then,  he  is  not  doing  bis  duty  to  his  con- 
science, or  to  the  people  he  represents,  or 
to  the  people  who  agree  with  him,  by  sitting 
silently  in  bis  place  and  refraining  from 
taking  any  part  In  the  discussion  of  that 
question  when  it  comes  up.  It  strikes  me 
that  If  I  were  in  such  a  connection,  I  would 
lose  no  opportunity  to  make  myself  heard, 
i  would  rise  day  after  day  and,  by  my  pro- 
tests seek  to  prevent  the  passing  of  the  legis- , 
lation  which  seemed  to  me  so  far  wrong. 
Those  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  resigned 
from  the  cabinet  seem  to  think  they  do  their 
duty  when  they  make  one  speech  explaining 
their  position.  If  there  are  more  ministers  | 
iu  the  cabinet  who  take  the  same  view, 
It  seems  to  me  that,  even  though  they  differ 
with  their  colleagues  they  might  as  well 
swallow  the  objectionable  legislation  bolus 
bolus  and  remain  where  they  are. 

Now,  a  word  about  the  petitions  and  1 
am  through.  The  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr. 
Firzpatrick)  seems  to  lay  great  stress  upon 
the  fact  that  certain  Conservatives  sign 
petitions  in  favour  of  this  legislation.  I 
fail  to  see  why  any  Conservative  In  the 
province  of  Quebec,  or  Nova  Scotia,  or  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  for  that  matter,  it 
he  feels  that  the  legislation  introduced  by 
the  government  of  the  day  is  legislation  that 
should  be  approved,  does  any  wrong  by 
petitioning  the  government  In  favour  of  Its 
being  made  law.  If  the  petition  Is  a  proper 
one.  one  that  can  be  fairly  presented  to 
this  House,  in  what  way  does  a  Conservative 
violate  good  taste  or  any  rule  of  this  House  | 
when  he  signs  it  ?  But,  what  is  the  ob- 
ject of  what  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Fitz-  j 
Patrick)  has  stated  ?  He  remembers  quite  i 
well  the  conduct  of  bis  own  friends  in  1896 
—his  own  included— when  they  did  not  take 
an  honourable  stand  on  the  school  question. 
They  fanned  the  flame  of  prejudice,  and  U 


was  only  by  doing  so  that  they  attained 
power.  A  prominent  legal  Liberal  came  to 
this  House  in  1896  and  advised  his  friends 
here  to  keep  up  the  work  of  increasing  popu- 
lar prejudice  as  the  only  means  by  which, 
they  could  get  Into  power.  And,  had  <t 
not  been  for  their  success  In  that  work,  thejj 
would  have  been  In  opposition  until  this 
day.  And  I  say,  as  a  humble  member  ofl 
this  Conservative  opposition,  that,  I  would 
remain  in  opposition  until  doomsday  rather 
than  obtain  power  by  such  means.  We. 
ought  to  be  above  that  kind  of  thing,  and 
we  are.  We  have  here  a  good  country,  a 
great  country,  and  our  aim,  instead  olj 
stirring  contention  should  be  to  unite  ouq 
people  and,  as  far  as  possible  to  quench] 
these  dangerous  flres  of  popular  prejudice. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  I  wish 
merely  to  refer  to  one  or  two  statements 
made  in  the  course  of  this  discussion.  The 
first  was  a  statement  by  the  Prime  Minister 
(Sir  Wilfrid  I^aurier).  who  spoke  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  as 
occupying  a  dual  position,  and  in  one  capa- 
city stirring  up  strife  in  the  country,  while 
in  the  other  he  might  be  doing  his  duty  as 
a  member  of  this  House.  That  can  only 
refer  to  one  thing,  to  the  petitions  which 
fire  coming  in  and  which  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  been  good  enough  to  attribute 
to  myself  as  having  sent  them  out.  I  ac- 
cept that ;  and  I  gave  the  explanation.  I 
have  never  denied  or  attempted  to  deny  that 
I  did  It  nor  do  I  make  any  apology  for  doing 
it.  The  Minister  of  Justice  followed  this  up 
by  saying  that  the  members  of  the  opposi- 
tion were .  deliberately  and  of  set  purpose 
mousing  religious  prejudices  by  distributing 
petitions  amongst  the  Protestants  of  Ontario 
for  that  purpose  while,  from  tlie  same 
source,  tbey  were  distributing  petitions  to 
the  people  of  Quebec  to  arouse  feeling 
amongst  them.  I  took  down  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's statement  as  he  made  it.  Have  I  re- 
corded it  correctly  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  says  he  took  It  down,  I 
suppose  he  took  it  down  correctly.  But  I 
must  say  that  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  the  statement  as 
I  took  It  down.  Had  it  not  been  that  the 
Minister  of  Justice  displayed  so  much 
warmth  and  declared  that  he  could  prove 
his  statement,  while  at  the  same  time  flour- 
ishing a  document  as  though  it  contained  the 
proof,  I  would  not  have  paid  so  much  atten- 
tion to  his  statement.  But  he  made  the 
statement  that  these  petitions  emanated 
from  the  same  source  as  the  others.  And 
just  before  that  he  had  attributed  the  dis- 
tribution of  these  petitions  in  Ontario  to 
myself.  Had  he  not  thus,  by  implication  at 
least,  attributed  the  distribution  of  these 
petitions  to  myself,  I  would  not  have  paid 
any  attention  to  the  matter.  If  any  one  in 
this  House  could  know  whether  his  allega- 
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Hons  are  correct,  it  would  be  the  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  and  I  rise  to  give 
that  the  most  emphatic  contradiction  possi- 
ble.  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the 
statement.   I  am  not  here  to  deny  that  peti- 
tions may  have  come  in  on  the  other  side 
from  the  province  of  Quebec.    About  that 
I  know  nothing.    The  Minister  of  Justice 
endeavoured  to  lead  this  House  to  believe 
that  these  petitions  were  distributed  among 
the  Protestants  of  Ontario  for  the  purpose 
of  inflaming  their  passions,  but  that  similar 
petitions  were  not  distributed  among  the 
Protestants  of  Quebec.    I  said  last  night, 
and  I  repeat,  that  the  very  same  peti- 
tions which  were  distributed  in  Ontario 
were  distributed  throughout  Quebec,  and 
many  of  them  have  come  back  since  signed, 
not  only  by  Conservatives,  but  by  Reform- 
ers as  well.     If  petitions  did  come  from  the 
supporters  of  the  one  party  for  and  against 
a  certain  measure,  does  it  necessarily  follow 
that  the  members  of  that  party  are  working 
these  petitions  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
sectional  strife  1    If  it  does,  then  let  me 
refer  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
supporters  of  the  government  in  Ontario  are 
petitioning  to-day  in  hundreds  of  thousands 
against  the  very  Bill  the  government  has 
before  the  House,  and  from  the  province  of 
Quebec  as  well,  and  likewise  the  maritime 
provinces.    They  are  petitioning  against 
this  Bill,  while,  at  the  same  time,  supporters 
of  the  government  are  sending  here  peti- 
tions in  favour  of  it — doing  the  very  thing 
which  the  Minister  of  Justice  tried  to  lead 
this  House  to  believe  is  so  very  wrong.  Be- 
cause petitions  come  against  this  Bill  from 
Conservatives  and  also  in  favour  of  it,  there- 
fore the  Conservatives  must  be  doing  some- 
thing that  is  radically  wrong.  But  the  very 
same  thing  applies  to  the  opposite  side.  And, 
ns  ray  hon.  friend  from  East  Elgin  has  said: 
Is  it  not  the  right  of  every  British  subject  to 
petition  the  Crown  and  parliament  ?  Have 
we  not  members  supiwrting  the  Conservative 
party  who  are  to-day  supporting  this  Bill 
and  others  who  are  opposing  it  ?  Have  we 
not  among  the  members  of  the  Reform  party 
some  who  are  petitioning  for  this  Bill  and  I 
others  against  it  ?    If  that  argument  is  ' 
worth  anything,  it  applies  with  equal  force  i 
to  the  opposite  side  as  well  as  to  this  side.  > 
But,  witli  respect  to  the  petitions  that 
have  been  circulated,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  made  the  statement  that  they  were! 
deliberately  and  intentionally  put  in  clr- 1 
culation  to  arouse  religious  strife  and  pas- 1 
slon.    What  justification  has  he  for  mak- 1 
ing  that  statement?     Who  is  responsible  i 
for  raising  the  religious  strife  and  passion : 
that  have  been  imparted  into  this  debate ' 
during  the  present  session?     Was  it  the! 
Conservative  party  ?— not  by  any  means. 
Who  Introduced  the  Bill?    Was  "it  not  the 
Reform  party?    Who  made  an  Impassion- 1 
ed  appeal  along  religious  lines?    Was  It 1 
not  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  on  the 
occasion  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  and  i 
Mr.  gPROULE. 


was  it  not  a  thing  most  unusual  In  this 
House?  It  invited  reprisals  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  can  tell  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  when  he  says  that 
there  will  be  no  peace  until  it  is  fought  out. 
and  he  added  I  throw  down  the  gauntlet  and 
I  invite  this  fight  to  come  on.  He  has  thrown 
down  the  gauntlet  and  I  assure  him  that  he 
will  not  be  disappointed  about  the  fight. 
AVhen  it  is  over  he  can  congratulate  himself 
upon  what  be  has  done  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  peace,  harmony  and  good  feeling 
amongst  the  citizens  of  this  country.  If 
he  succeeds  in  doing  It  1  will  be  very 
much  mistaken.  He  has  thrown  down  the 
gauntlet  to  a  class  of  people  who  will 
stand  up  for  their  rights  whether  it  pleases 
or  displeases  the  Minister  of  Justice.  There 
Is  no  doubt  that  from  the  commencement 
of  this  discussion,  from  the  first  word  to 
the  last  which  has  been  said  on  this  sub- 
ject, there  has  not  been  displayed  so  much 
rancour  as  that  which  has  been  exhibited 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  and  there 
has  not  been  heard  as  strong  language  as 
that  which  has  come  from  the  Minister  of 
Justice  who  ought ,  to  be  the  last  man  In 
this  House  to  set  such  an  example  to  the 
parliament  of  Canada.  If  this  measure  re- 
sults in  arousing  passions  and  creating 
hard  feelings  let  me  assure  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  upon  them  above  all  others 
must  the  responsibility  rest. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  went  into 
Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  do  not  imagine  the 
House  has  any  desire  to  take  up  the  esti- 
mates at  this  hour.  I  therefore  move  that 
the  committee  rise, .  report  progress  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  business 
may  we  expect  to-morrow  1 

Mr.  FIELDING.  We  may  take  up  the 
business  at  the  point  at  which  we  left  off 
to-night;  that  is  If  we  have  a  clear  con- 
ception of  what  that  point  is. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yesterday  when  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  was  not  in  I  asked 
the  right  hon.  First  Minister  If  there  was 
auy  decision  as  to  the  probable  time  of 
bringing  down  the  budget  speech  and  be 
promised  to  confer  with  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  sorry  that  I  am 
not  able  to  give  a  definite  answer  to  my 
bon.  friend.     I  will  promise  that  he  will 
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have  timely  notice  but  it  may  be  some 
days  yet. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  in  Introducing  the  measure  re- 
ferred to  correspondence  he  had  on  both 
sides  of  the  questions  involved  In  the  Auto- 
nomy Bill  and  he  was  requested  to  lay 
such  papers  on  the  table  of  the  House.  1 
understood  him  to  say  that  he  would  do 
60.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  fulfil- 
ment of  the  requirements  of  the  House  to 
lay  them  on  the  table  on  the  day  that  the 
debate  commenced.  I  should  hope  that  he 
would  put  them  on  the  table  at  least  early 
enough  to  give  us  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining them  before  the  debate  com- 
menced. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  that  the  pa- 
pers bearing  on  the  subject  ought  to  be 
brought  down  at  a  reasonable  time  in  ad- 
vance of  the  second  reading.  Would  the 
hon.  gentleman  indicate  the  particular  pa- 1 
pers  to  which  he  refers  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  could  not  because  we! 
did  not  have  any  information  in  regard  to 
them  beyond  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister,  referred  to  correspondence 
and  papers  that  he  had  on  both  sides  of 
the  question. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  will  call  the  Prime 
Minster's  attention  to  the  hon.  gentleman's 
remarks. 

Motion  agreed  to,  House  adjourned  at 
12.05  a.m.,  Thursday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  March  16,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

THE    CROWN    CASUALTY  COMPANY. 
Mr.  H.  GERVAIS  moved  : 

That  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation 
contained  in  the  12th  report  of  the  Select  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Standing  Orders  that  portion 
of  the  49th  rule  which  limits  the  time  for  re- 
ceiving petitions  for  private  Bills  be  suspended 
in  reference  to  the  petition  of  H.  D.  Garland 
and  others  presented  this  day,  for  ah  Act  of 
incorporation  under  the  name  of  the  Crown 
Casualty  Company  of  Canada,  and  that  the  said 
petition  be  read  and  received  forthwith. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GERVAIS  moved  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  respecting  the  Crown  Casualty 
Company. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first 
time. 


REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Annual  report  of  the  Marine  and  Fisheries 
Department  for  1904,  Fisheries— Hon.  Ray- 
mond Pr£fontaine. 


QUESTION. 

MAIL  SERVICE— COLDWATER  AND  LOVER- 
ING. 

Mr.  BENNETT  asked  : 

1.  Has  a  contract  been  let  for  the  mail  service 
between  Coldwater  and  Lovering,  from  the  31st 
of  March,  1905  ? 

2.  If  let,  were  tenders  asked  for  ? 

3.  If  let,  who  was  the  contractor  ? 

4.  If  let,  what  is  the  consideration  per  year 
agreed  upon  ? 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  A  contract  for  this  service 
was  let  by  tender  in  1897  and  awarded  to 
the  lowest  tenderer,  W.  H.  Lovering,  at 
$130  a  year.  On  its  expiring  It  was,  in 
1901,  renewed  with  the  same  contractor  at 
the  same  price  for  four  years  ending  on  the 
31st  March,  1905,  and  it  has  been  agreed  to 
renew  this  contract  for  another  term  of 
four  years  from  its  expiring  with  the  same 
contractor  at  $156  a  year. 


SUPPLY— INQUIRY  FOR  RETURNS. 

Hon.  WILLIAM  PATERSON  (Minister  of 
Customs)  moved  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  F.  R.  LALOR.  On  the  13th  February 
I  asked  concerning  the  purchase  of  certain 
supplies  for  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  I  also,  on  February  20th,  inquired 
concerning  orders  given  in  the  department 
without  public  tender. 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  I  am  having 
the  papers  copied  and  will  lay  them  on  the 
table  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  An  order  of  the 
House  was  granted  on  the  3rd  February  for 
the  enumerators'  list  in  use  at  the  last  elec- 
tions in  the  Northwest  Territories.  This 
matter  was  also  referred  to  on  the  21st 
February,  and  no  return  has  come  down. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  might  add  to 
what  my  hon.  friend  has  said  that  I  men- 
tioned several  returns  at  the  time  when  the 
Bill  was  introduced.  I  also,  in  the  conclud- 
ing portion  of  my  remarks  on  that  occa- 
sion, pointed  out  certain  other  information 
which  I  thought  would  be  extremely  useful 
in  the  discussion  of  the  measure.  If  the 
information  is  to  be  of  any  practicable  ser- 
vice, it  should  be  brought  down  reason- 
ably early,  so  that  it  may  be  before  the 
House  when  the  question  is  being  discussed. 
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Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  There  are  some 
returns  which  were  asked  by  my  hon.  friend 
and  I  hoped  they  will  be  brought  down  on 
Monday.  There  is  also  some  information 
which  he  asked,  and  which  requires  a  good 
deal  of  compilation  ;  I  am  not  sure  whether 
we  will  have  It  but  we  are  working  at  It. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  wish  to  remind  my  right 
hon.  friend  that  the  copies  of  correspond- 
ence with  the  imperial  authorities  in  regard 
to  the  Royal  Mint  were  ordered  some  time 
ago  and,  if  it  Is  possible,  we  would  like  to 
get  theui  down  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.   I  shall  try. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Something  over  a  month 
ago  the  Prime  Minister  promised  that  he 
would  bring  down  shortly  the  interim  report 
of  the  Transportation  Commission,  more 
especially  with  regard  to  the  port  and  har- 
bour of  St.  John.  I  have  been  waiting  for 
that  report  and  I  notice  that  in  a  discussion  a 
few  days  ago  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  referred  to  it  as  having  been  before 
the  notice  of  the  government  so  long  ago 
as  May  last  year.  I  do  not  myself,  of  course, 
know  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  These  commis- 
sioners I  presume,  are  appointed  not  alone 
for  the  information  of  the  government  but 
for  the  information  of  parliament  and  of  the 
country  and  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
when  I  spoke  to  him  and  spoke  in  the  House 
about  it.  Intimated  that  there  was  no  ob- 
jection, I  would  be  glad  if  he  would  bring 
the  report  down. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  must  apolo- 
gize to  my  hon.  friend.  The  fault  is  alto- 
gether mine.  I  am  under  the  impression 
that  this  report  was  brought  down  last  ses- 
sion, but  I  shall  inquire  and  if  it  has  not 
been  brought  down  it  will  certainly  be 
brought  down  on  Monday. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  At  this  period  of  remind- 
ers, 1  beg  leave  to  remind  the  Prime  Min- 
ister to  remind  his  Minister  of  Railways 
that  the  first  part  of  that  cargo  of  hay  in- 
telligence has  not  yet  come  down. 

'.Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Is  my  hon. 
friend  quite  sure  of  that  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  shall  try  to 
satisfy  him. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   The  load  is  not  complete. 

Motion  agreed  to.  and  House  went  Into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Ocean  and  river  service — maintenance  and  re- 
pairs 'o  government  steamers  and  Ice-breakers, 
$400.''<00. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  As  regards 
this  service,  as  will  be  seen,  there  is  an  in- 
crease of  $75,000.  Last  year  the  amount 
was  $325,000  and  this  year  we  are  asking 
$400,000.  The  expenditure  on  government 
steamers  for  1903  was  $30(5,171.  For  the 
six.  months  ending  31st  December,  1904, 
$219,015.19,  and  up  to  the  first  of  January, 
1905,  $204,053.  During  the  current  year  two 
new  steamers  built  in  Scotland  have  been 
added  to  the  fleet,  the  '  Champlaln '  and 
'  Montcalm.'  The  '  Champlaln  '  arrived  at 
Quebec  about  the  14th  November.  This  ves- 
sel Is  intended  to  keep  the  passage  open 
in  winter  between  Murray  Bay  and  River 
Ouelle.  She  will  be  engaged  in  the  same 
service  in  the  summer  and  will  connect  with 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  thus  giving  com- 
munication to  the  people  on  the  north  shore 
of  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  '  Montcalm '  has 
also  reached  Quebec  from  Scotland.  This 
ship  is  of  large  dimensions,  about  245  feet 
in  length  and  40  feet  in  breadth  and  will 
carry  a  crew  of  forty.  This  ship  besides 
tending  the  lighthouse  service  during  navi- 
gation is  intended  to  keep  the  St.  Lawrence 
clear  of  ice  between  Quebec  and  Montreal 
and  is  expected  to  keep  the  channel  open 
and  allow  vessels  to  leave  Quebec  two  weeks 
later  in  the  fall  and  to  reach  Quebec  two 
weeks  earlier  in  the  spring.  This  experi- 
ment is  considered  by  the  shipping  interests 
of  Montreal  to  be  of  great  service  to  the 
Dominion. 

Mr.  AMES.  How  many  vessels  are  there 
in  the  service  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  nine : 
the  names  are  :  The  '  Aberdeen.'  the 
'  Druid,'  the  '  Lansdowue,'  the  *  Quadra.'  the 
'  Stanley,'  the  '  Minto,'  the  '  Lady  Laurier,' 
the  '  Montcalm  '  and  the  '  Champlaln.* 

Mr.  AMES.  How  many  vessels  were 
there  in  1900  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Six. 

Mr.  AMES.  In  1900  there  were  six  and 
the  cost  to  the  country  was  $200,000  a  year. 
In  1905  there  are  nine  and  you  propose  to 
ask  for  $400,000  ?  Can  you  explain  the 
apparently  disproportionate  difference  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  at  once 
an  increase  in  expenditure  last  year  of 
$73,000  for  the  '  Montcalm  '  and  the  '  Cham- 
plaln.' Of  course  I  have  not  the  figures  for 
1902. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  probably  has  an 
estimate  as  to  what  the  several  vessels  will 
cost  for  the  coming  year  ? 

Mr.  TREFONTAINE.  The  estimate  Is  as 
follows  : 
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Estimated 

Vessel.  Expenditure. 

Aberdeen  $48,000 

Druid   36,000 

Lansdowne  34,000 

Quadra   34,000 

Stanley'.   45,000 

Minto   50,000 

Lady  Laurier   50.000 

Montcalm   53,000 

Champlain   40,000 

Miscellaneous  expenditure  10.000 

The  '  Lady  Laurier '  last  year  cost  $80,000 
on  ncount  of  an  accident. 

Mr.  AMES.  How  much  was  spent  on  the 
'  Lady  Laurier  '  during  the  last  fiscal  year  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  'Lady  Laurier' 
met  with  an  accident  when  going  into  Lock- 
port,  N.S.  Owing  to  a  misplaced  buoy  she 
struck  a  ledge  and  was  badly  damaged,  and 
the  •  Lansdowne '  and  '  Tyriau  '  were  de- 
tailed for  service  in  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  AMES.  How  much  did  the  'Lady 
Laurier  *  cost  last  year  ? 

«Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  $80,049.38.  This 
year  we  ask  for  $50,000. 

Mr.  AMES.  Then  the  difference  between 
the  $80,000  and  the  $50,000  represents  what? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Repairs. 

Mr.  AMES.  Last  year  the  .department 
was  given  $36,107  for  repairs  on  the  '  Lady 
Laurier.'  How  were  those  repairs  made, 
and  when,  and  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  They  were  made 
by  day  labour.  Sometimes  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  ascertain  what  damages  actually  are 
suffered  by  a  steamer  in  striking  on  a  rock, 
or  suffering  other  Injury  under  water.  The 
repairs  were  made  at  Halifax  under  the 
supervision  of  one  of  our  best  men. 

Mr.  AMES.  Were  they  made  under  the 
supervision  of  an  officer  of  the  department 
who  remained  with  the  vessel  during  the 
entire  construction  work  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  under  the 
supervision  of  a  steamboat  inspector  who 
remained  all  the  time  at  the  works. 

Mr.  AMES.  By  how  much  did  it  exceed 
the  estimate  that  was  made  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  no  esti- 
mate made  at  the  time. 

Mr.  AMES.  How  long  was  the  vessel 
laid  up  on  account  of  this  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  About  three  months. 

Mr.  AMES.  And  during  that  time  were 
the  salaries  of  all  those  engaged  on  the  ves- 
sel going  on  as  before  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  the  salaries 
were  paid,  but  not  of  the  full  crew. 


Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAX.  How  many  trips 
did  the  '  Minto '  and  '  Stanley  '  make  since 
they  commenced  work  the  beginning  of  the 
winter  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  a  statement 
giving,  from  the  12th  of  December,  each  day 
that  the  '  Stanley '  made  a  trip.  From  the 
12th  of  December  up  to  the  24th  of  January 
she  made  a  trip  nearly  every  day.  and  the 
'  Minto '  about  the  same.  After  that  date 
they  were  frequently  Interrupted  by  tem- 
pestuous weather. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  '  Lady  Laurier,'  I  under- 
stand, is  a  new  vessel  only  built  about  two 
years  ago,  well  built  by  Fleming  &  Fergu- 
son, of  Paisley.  What  did  she  cost  origin- 
ally ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  $200,000.  The  re- 
pairs became  necessary  by  reason  of  the 
accident  I  have  Just  mentioned.  The  acci- 
dent was  a  serious  one.  I  do  not  know  if 
It  makes  much  difference  whether  a  vessel 
is  new  or  old  when  it  meets  with-  an  acci- 
dent, but  I  should  think  that  if  a  new  vessel 
were  damaged  in  the  hull,  or  by  grounding, 
it  would  cost  more  to  repair  her  than  an  old 
vessel  because  of  everything  being  brand 
new. 

Mr.  AMES.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
caused  his  department  to  make  any  Inquiry 
as  to  the  causes  of  this  accident  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Certainly  I  have. 

Mr.  AMES.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
stive  the  committee  the  benefit  of  the  result 
of  his  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  result  of  the 
inquiry  was  very  much  like  that  in  the 
case  of  the  'J.  Israel  Tarte';  it  was  very 
difficult  to  place  the  responsibility.  We 
■eight  have  placed  it  on  the  captain  as  the 
result  of  going  too  fast  at  a  dangerous  point, 
and  we  might  have  placed  it  also  on  those 
who  were  responsible  for  the  buoy  at  that 
place. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  hon.  minister  said  that 
one  cause  of  the  accident  was  a  misplaced 
buoy.  I  understand  the  department  are 
responsible  for  placing  the  buoys ;  that 
those  they  do  not  place  themselves  are  plac- 
ed by  contract. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  This  is  one  of  the 
buoys  that  had  been  placed  by  the  depart- 
ment in  a  proper  position  but  it  had  been 
removed  or  displaced  by  some  cause  or  other, 
by  the  tides  and  currents  which  are  very 
9trong  there,  or  by  another  steamer. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  minister  has  had  a  report 
made  to  bim  as  to  the  full  causes  of  the 
accident  and  if  there  is  such  a  report  in 
the  department  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  a  report 
on  file  in  the  department,  but  I  am  inform- 
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ed  by  my  officer  that  It  is  not  quiet  satisfac- 
tory. That  It  the  reason  why  we  should 
not  put  the  blame  on  one  or  other  of  these 
officers.  We  could  have  placed  it  on  both 
and  dismissed  both,  but  we  did  not  think  it 
proper  to  do  so.  | 

Mr.  AMES.    The  lion,  minister  has  a  1 
department  for  the  investigation  of  wrecks, 
and  casualties  that  he  brings  to  bear  on  | 
private  shipping.    Was  that  same  kind  of 
investigation  proposed  by  him  when  an 
accident  occurred  in  his  own  marine  ?  | 

Mr.  PKEFONTA 1 X B.    No,  there  was  no  j 
necessity  for  It.    We  had  a  report  from  . 
the  crew  of  the  '  Lady  Laurler '  and  a  re- 
port on  the  misplaced  buoy.  I 

Mr.  AMES.  Was  anybody  held  respons- 
11.  le  for  the  misplaced  buoy  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  Just  as  I  have 
described  It.  We  might  have,  as  an  ex- 
ample, dismissed  both  the  captain  and  the 
agent,  but  for  one  reason  or  another  it  was 
not  done.  Mr.  Parsons  is  die  agent  at  Hall- 
fax,  but  we  thought  it  was  more  an  acci- 
dent than  a  matter  for  which  he  should  be 
held  responsible  and  we  did  not  act. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
were  not  reports  made  to  the  agents  as  to 
this  buoy  being  out  of  place  and  was  It  not 
permitted  to  remain  out  of  place  for  some 
time  after  it  was  reported  to  the  agent  that 
if  was  out  of  place  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  report  we  re- 
ceived at  the  department  on  the  complaint 
made  was  that  the  agent  had  been  advised 
cf  the  buoy  being  out  of  place,  but  that 
the  paper  containing  that  advice  had  been 
mislaid  for  some  reason  or  another.  It 
a i> pears  that  it  was  left  about  the  office  of 
the  ageut  at  Halifax  and  got  mixed  up  with 
s<,ine  other  papers  when  he  was  moving 
fiom  one  room  or  one  office  to  another. 
The  agent  gave  that  explanation  to  me 
when  I  was  in  Halifax.  Whether  the  facts 
are  exactly  as  he  represented  them  to  be  I 
cannot  say.  Until  the  present  moment  I 
1  ave  not  taken  the  responsibility  of  dis- 
missing the  captain  or  the  agent  at  Halifax. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  certainly  think  that  in  a 
matter  of  such  serious  moment  as  this  is,  a 
most  searching  inquiry  should  have  been 
made.  The  government  at  considerable 
effort  secured  a  vote  of  $200,000  to  buy  a 
steamer  for  service  on  the  Nova  Scotia  coast 
This  steamer  was  bought  two  years  ago. 
She  had  not  been  much  more  than  a  year 
in  the  service  before  she  met  with  a  ser- 
ious accident  that  laid  her  up  for  three 
months  and  put  her  out  of  service  for  that 
.rngth  of  time.  It  cost  $30,000  to  make  the 
damage  good  and  we  do  not  know  to-day  If 
the  vessel  is  as  good  as  she  originally  was. 
With  such  a  serious  fault  on  the  shoulders 
of  somebody  it  seems  to  me  that  the  hon. 
lr.inister  should  have  made  a  full  investi- 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


gallon  in  ascertain  whether  the  navigators 
of  the  vessel  were  responsible  or  whether 
the  proper  precautions  had  been  taken  or 
whether  the  buoy  service  had  been  pro- 
I'erly  looked  after.  It  is  not  enough  that  the 
buoys  should  be  placed  in  the  spring.  The 
hon.  minister  knows  that  from  time  to  time 
buoys  become  misplaced  and  it  would  cer- 
tainly seem  that  this  buoy  bad  been  mis- 
placed. According  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Cape  Breton  (Mr.  Johnston)  to-day  a  noti- 
fication had  been  served  on  the  department 
that  this  buoy  was  out  of  place. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  The  notice  was 
s-erved  on  the  agent. 

Mr.  AMES.  Yes,  and  the  agent  carelessly 
neglected  to  have  the  necessary  steps  taken 
to  have  the  buoy  put  in  the  right  place,  the 
cMisequence  of  which  is  that  we  have  this 
serious  damage.  In  the  first  place,  if  the 
liuoy  service  was  defective  It  might  have 
happened  to  the  merchant  marine  and  in 
ti>at  case  we  would  have  heard  a  great  deal 
more  about  it  than  we  did  when  It  happen- 
ed to  one  of  the  ships  of  the  country.  Ap- 
parently the  public  interest  demands  that 
there  should  be  the  fullest  Investigation  jfhd 
this  House  Is  entitled  to  have  laid  before  it 
the  papers  showing  the  evidence  taken 
and  that  the  blame  has  been  put  on  the 
shoulders  of  some  one.  I  would  like  to  ask 
if  it  is  the  hon.  minister's  intention  to 
have  a  further  Investigation  in  order  to  be 
able  to  place  the  fullest  explanation  before 
the  House  on  this  Important  matter. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  could  not  make 
any  further  investigation  Into  the  matter. 
We  have  all  the  facts  and  they  are  simply 
as  I  have  stated.  Notice  was  served  on  the 
agent.  He  admits  it  himself,  but  there 
»re  many  notices  served  on  him  that  buoys 
are  displaced.  Sometimes  he  gets  as  many 
as  four  or  five  notices  a  day.  I  under- 
stand the  seriousness  of  the  accident  and  if 
I  had  found  the  agent  really  responsible 
for.  the  accident  by  reason  of  his  negligence 
I  would  have  taken  action,  but  I  could  not 
consider  that  there  was  such  negligence  as 
would  justify  me  in  dismissing  him.  He 
gave  his  explanation  in  a  very  frank  way. 
He  said  :  I  remember  receiving  that  notice. 
1  was  moving  from  one  office  to  another  and 
the  paper  was  mislaid.  He  Is  a  man  ad- 
vanced in  years  and  be  forgot  all  about  it 
It  is  unfortunate,  of  course,  that  such  an 
accident  should  have  happened,  but  on  con- 
sidering the  whole  case,  I  did  not  feel  that 
I  was  justified  in  putting  under  oath  an 
old  officer  of  the  department  who  had  been 
there  for  the  last  25  or  30  years,  and  the  mat- 
ter has  remained  since  in  the  same  condition. 
The  accident  was  unfortunate,  but  we  could 
rot  hold  any  one  in  particular  responsible. 

Mr.  It.  T..  BORDEN.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
know  anything  of  the  circumstances  of  this 
oarticular  case,  but  I  do  not  only  know  Mr. 
Parsons  in  his  service  of  the  government  in 
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the  position  which  he  now  holds,  but  I  knew 
luni  intimately  as  a  member  of  the  bar  years 
ngo,  and  he  has  always  been  a  very  capable, 
painstaking  and  diligent  man.  I  feel  that 
li  he  has  been  guilty  of  any  seeming  negli- 
gence In  this  case  there  has  been  some  very 
strong  controlling  reason  for  it,  because 
the  whole  course  of  his  life  is  absolutely  for- 
eign to  any  lack  of  diligence,  industry  and 
painstaking  care  in  anything  that  he  under- 
takes. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  exactly  the 
way  I  looked  on  the  affair.  If  I  bad  thought 
that  Mr.  Parsons  had  been  really  negli- 
gent I  would  have  suspended  him,  but  I  did 
not  think  so  at  the  time  and  so  the  matter 
L-as  remained. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Before  we  pass  away 
from  it,  I  desire  to  Impress  upon  the  hon. 
minister  the  importance  of  the  question  rais- 
ed by  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal  (Mr. 
Ames).  The  question  he  brings  so  forcibly 
to  the  attention  of  the  hon.  minister  is 
li  deed  a  very  important  one.  I  reiterate  the 
demand  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal 
that  the  minister  should  Inquire  Into  this 
n:atter  and  ascertain  who  is  to  blame.  For 
my  part  1  do  not  think  there  is  much  ques- 
tion as  to  who  is  to  blame,  but  the  depart- 
ment should  take  steps  to  place  it  beyond 
nil  doubt  as  to  who  is  responsible  for  this 
accident  to  the  '  Lady  Lanrler.' 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  refuse  to 
open  the  case  if  it  is  Insisted  upon,  but  as 
regards  the  evidence  we  have  It  all. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  repair  account  .for  these 
vessels  used  In  the  lake  and  river  service 
amounts  to  a  very  large  sum  annually.  Last 
year  $94,000  was  spent  In  repairing  these 
vessels  as  well  as  some  engaged  In  the 
lighthouse  service.  Has  the  minister  any 
regular  system  of  calling  for  tenders  or  for 
doing  the  work  by  day  labour  1  Last  year 
the  'Stanley'  cost  $11,000  for  repairs,  In 
what  way  was  that  work  done  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  work  was 
done  by  contract  at  Plctou  after  a  detailed 
report  from  her  officer  as  to  what  repairs 
were  necessary. 

Mr.  AMES.  You  say  It  was  done  by 
public  contract  at  Plctou  ;  how  many  per- 
sons were  asked  for  tenders  in  that  case. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  published 
in  the  papers  and  I  think  there  were  three 
tenders  received. 

Mr.  AMES.  Did  the  lowest  tender  get  the 
contract  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  The  price 
was  about  the  estimate  made  by  the  offi- 
cers. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Were  any  of.these 
repairs  done  at  Charlottetown  ? 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.   The  engines  were 
repaired  at  Charlottetown. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.   What  amount  was 
expended  in  repairs  there  ? 

Air.  PREFONTAINE.  The  repairs  cost 
$13,000  and  out  of  that  $9,000  was  spent  at 
Charlottetown. 

Mr.  AMES.    Were  the  repairs  to  the 
'  Stanley  '  done  under  one  contract  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  were  two 
contracts,  one  at  Plctou  and  the  other  at 
Charlottetown.  The  engines  cost  $9,000  at 
Charlottetown  and  the  balance  of  $4,000  was 
spent  at  Plctou. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  am  informed  that 
no  tenders  were  called  for  the  work  done 
on  the  4  Stanley '  In  the  year  1904,  wtiile 
tenders  were  called  for  the  year  1903.  I 
am  told  that  In  1904  three  people  were 
waited  upon  and  asked  to  do  the  work,  but 
no  tenders  were  called  for  by  publication 
of  a  notice  or  in  any  other  public  way. 
These  repairs  were  given  to  the  friends  of 
the  minister  alone,  and  no  other  person 
was  asked  to  tender  for  the  work.  The  re- 
pairs were  done  by  the  Matthewson  Foun- 
dry of  New  Glasgow  at  Plctou  and  the 
Stewart  Foundry  at  Charlottetown. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed  by 
the  accountant  of  the  department  that  dur- 
ing the  year  1903-4  there  were  $13,000 
worth  of  repairs  done  on  the  '  Stanley,'  and 
they  were  made  by  public  tenders  called 
through  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  The  minister  says 
he  'thinks,'  but  his  officers  are  In  the 
House  and  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
definite  information. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  did  not  say  that 
I  thought.  I  have  to  rely  on  the  informa- 
tion given  by  my  officers  and  they  tell  me 
that  public  tenders  were  called  for.  If  the 
lion,  gentleman  desires  to  have  these  ten- 
ders placed  on  the  table  of  the  House  I 
will  produce  them  with  the  greatest  plea- 
sure. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.    I  think  that  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  I  happen  to 
know  that  in  regard  to  the  work  under  con- 
sideration, tenders  were  called  for  publicly 
in  the  newspapers  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  that  the  work 
clone  at  Pictou  was  awarded  to  the  lowest 
lender.  I  may  say  further,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  knows  very 
well,  that  owing  to  the  situation  of  the 
'  Stanley,'  the  parties  who  would  be  likely  to 
tender  for  work  of  that  kind  would  be  con- 
lined  to  these  particular  localities. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  am  informed  by 
my  officer  that  the  notices  were  not  only 
oublisbed  in  the  Halifax  paper  and  the  • 
Charlottetown  paper,  but  also  in  Quebec. 
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Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Was  that  for  1904  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  a  couple 
of  months  previous  to  the  time  that  the 
repairs  were  to  be  made. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  has  not  yet 
answered  my  question  as  to  what  Is  the 
custom  in  the  department  when  it  is  found 
necessary  to  make  extensive  repairs  amount- 
ing say  to  $5,000  or  $10,000  on  one  of  these 
steamers.  Are  specifications  prepared  and 
public  tenders  called  for  In  all  cases  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  thought  I  had 
given  the  information  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, but  I  will  repeat  it.  The  officers 
of  each  steamer  make  a  list  of  the  repairs 
necessary  which  is  handed  to  the  agent 
of  <he  department  at  the  port  where  the 
steamer  is,  and  the  agent  sends  a  hull  inspec- 
tor, or  boiler  inspector,  or  steamboat  inspec- 
tor as  the  case  may  be  to  look  into  the  details 
of  the  requisition.  If  he  deems  it  neces- 
sary to  ask  for  public  tenders  advertise- 
ments are  issued  and  tenders  asked  for.  If 
he  thinks  the  different  items  of  the  repairs 
can  be  done  by  day's  work,  with  the  help 
of  the  crew,  he  does  it  in  that  way.  If  he 
thinks  that  the  repairs,  although  not  done 
by  the  crew,  are  not  of  such  importance  as 
to  Justify  asking  for  tenders,  he  is  author- 
ized to  engage  men  to  do  the  work  or  to 
distribute  the  work  to  others  who  are  best 
able  to  do  it.  He  has  to  certify  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  work  that  has  been  done 
according  to  the  estimate  which  he  has 
made  beforehand. 

Mr.  AMES.  A  considerable  portion  of 
the  cost  of  these  steamers  is  Incurred  for 
supplies,  Including  coal,  and  I  find  from 
the  Auditor  General's  Report  that  coal  Is 
bought  at  prices  all  the  way  from  $8.50  to 
!j>4.75  per  ton  according  to  the  place  where 
the  steamers  get  it.  Will  the  minister  kindly 
explain  how  the  coal  purchase,  for  his  de- 
partment are  made  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  All  the  coal  Is 
bought  by  tender.  Public  notice  is  given 
or  circulars  are  sent  to  the  different  coal 
dealers,  especially  those  at  the  coaling 
places;  but  sometimes  a  steamer  may  be 
out  of  coal,  and  Is  obliged  to  supply  itself 
at  a  small  port  at  the  market  price  at  that 
I>ort.  This  explains  why  more  has  been 
paid  at  certain  places  than  at  others.  All 
the  accounts  for  the  supply  of  coal  are  cer- 
tified by  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  steam- 
er, and  pass  through  the  hands  of  the 
agent,  who  has  to  see  that  they  are  right. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  would  like  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  minister  the 
manner  in  which  the  coal  Is  loaded  on  the 
steamers  'Mlnto'  and  '  Stanley.'  These 
vessels  laud  at  the  eud  of  the  wharfs  at 
Pictou.  and  instead  of  using  a  chute  for 
conveying  the  coal  to  the  steamer,  per- 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


haps  twenty  or  thirty  or  forty  men  are 
employed  to  carry  It  on  in  small  baskets. 
I  think  this  is  an  improper  expenditure  of 
public  money.  A  vast  quantity  of  coal  is 
used  on  these  vessels  during  the  season, 
and  proper  appliances  should  be  used  for 
putting  it  on  the  vessels.  I  saw  with  my 
own  eyes  men  carrying  the  coal  In  baskets. 
I  think  it  is  a  scandal  to  have  the  business 
conducted  in  this  manner.  There  would 
not  be  two  shovelfuls  of  coal  in  each  bas- 
ket. The  money  spent'  in  employing  these 
men  is  squandered.  The  coal  could  easily 
and  at  a  small  expense  be  carried  to  the 
vessel  on  a  trolley  and  put  into  it  by  a 
chute;  but  In  order,  as  I  believe,  to  pay 
some  of  the  supporters  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  represnts  Pictou  In  this  House, 
a  large  number  of  men  are  employed  to 
carry  the  coal  in  spoonfuls. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed 
that  the  '  Stanley '  was  so  constructed  that 
the  bunkers  cannot  be  filled  otherwise  than 
in  the  way  specified.  We  have  a  couple  of 
other  steamers  in  the  same  condition.  So 
that  it  is  impossible  to  use  a  chute. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  has 
pointed  out  that  when  the  friends  of  the 
lion,  member  for  Queen's,  Prince  Edward 
Island,  constructed  the  first  steamer  that 
provided  winter  navigation  with  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  they  took  care  to  see  that  the 
steamer  should  be  so  constructed  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  the  coal  on 
board,  and  saw  to  it  that  only  the  friends  of 
their  party  should  carry  it.  When  the  gov- 
ernment came  Into  power,  they  took  care 
that  the  steamer  which  they  constructed 
should  be  so  constructed  that  the  coal  could 
be  put  on  by  a  more  up^;o-date  method.  My 
hon.  friend  knows  that  it  is  impossible  for 
these  vessels  to  reach  the  coal  piers  so  as  to 
receive  the  coal  from  the  chutes  on  the 
wharf,  as  they  have  to  come  in  the  midst 
of  heavy  Ice.  My  hon.  friend  will  see, 
therefore,  on  reflection,  that  he  Is  disposed 
to  be  hypercritical  when  he  undertakes  to 
say  that  nature  should  be  so  kind  as  to 
enable  these  steamers  to  reach  the  coal 
piers. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAX.  The  present  govern- 
ment built  the  '  Mlnto,'  and  I  notice  that 
the  same  means  are  adopted  for  supplying 
that  steamer  with  coal  as  are  adopted  for 
the  '  Stanley.'  Perhaps  the  hon.  member 
for  Pictou  would  explain  why,  If  the 
'  Mlnto '  is  provided  with  the  modern 
means  of  receiving  coal,  those  means  were 
not  employed.  This  large  sum  of  $400,000 
inifdit  be  greatly  decreased  If  proper  means 
were  adopted  for  putting  the  coal  on  board. 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  minister  how  much 
it  costs  this  country  to  put  coal  and  other 
supplies  on  board  those  steamers  which 
are  constructed  in  that  way. 
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Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.  The  men  are  paid 
20  cents  an  hour.  I  do  not  know  the 
amount. 

Mr.  AMES.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
method  employed  (or  coaling  the  steamers 
of  this  fleet  Is  antiquated  and  expensive. 
It  is  time  that  the  government,  with  its 
rapidly-growing  fleet,  and  with  the  large 
quantities  of  coal  it  has  to  purchase,  should 
take  steps  to  secure  that  coal  at  wholesale 
prices  delivered,  and  save  money  by  doing 
so.  Any  vrp-to-date  railway  would  have 
been  doing  that  long  ago;  but  the  Can- 
adian government,  In  its  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries Department  and  in  its  Railway  De- 
partment, prefers  to  keep  to  the  antiquated 
method.  If  the  minister  would  publicly 
advertise  for  20,000  tons  of  coal  to  be  de- 
livered at  Halifax,  St.  John,  Cbarlottetown, 
Gasp6  and  other  stipulated  points  through- 
out the  Dominion  of  Canada  in  the  quanti- 
ties set  forth,  required  for  the  fiscal  year 
1906-6,  I  am  satisfied  that  he  would  save 
$20,000  on  his  coal  bill. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  I  am  sure  that  the 
House  would  be  better  pleased  with  the 
criticism  of  the  hon.  gentleman  If  he  would 
come  to  the  maritime  provinces  and  learn 
something  of  the  conditions  down  there  be- 
fore he  undertakes  to  propound  a  policy 
for  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies. My  hon.  friend  undertakes  to  say 
that  the  methods  of  the  department  In  deal- 
ing with  the  coal  supply  are  antiquated. 
As  has  already  been  pointed  out,  some  of 
the  larger  steamers  are  so  constructed 
that  It  is  impossible  to  put  the  coal  on 
board  otherwise  than  by  carrying  It.  Others 
are  so  constructed  that  it  can  be  received 
off  the  coal  piers.  I  happen  to  know  some- 
thing of  this  matter,  because  the  coal  com- 
pany that  has  supplied  the  department 
during  the  last  year  or  so  happens  to  be 
one  of  the  large  companies  of  my  county. 
That  company  received  the  contract  for 
supplying  the  coal  after  public  competition. 
There  was  no  favouritism  there.  My'  hon. 
friend  says  that  this  company  delivers  its 
coal  by  antiquated  methods,  but  as  I  point- 
ed out  there  are  certain  steamers  which 
can  only  receive  their  coal  by  hand.  Those 
that  are  fitted  up  so  as  to  receive  the  coal 
through  chutes  are  loaded  the  same  as 
every  other  steamer  properly  fitted.  My 
hon.  friend's  proposition  that  coal  depots 
should  be  constructed  at  these  various 
paints  would  involve  considerable  extra 
cost  I  submit  that,  speaking  from  the 
standpoint  of  Nova  Scotia  people  and  those 
who  do  know  something  about  these  mat- 
ters, that  the  department  has  been  receiv- 
ing coal  as  cheap  as  it  can  be  obtained  for 
commercial  purposes  anywhere  in  the 
maritime  provinces.  So  that  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  see  what  advantages  there  would 
be  in  carrying  out  the  suggestion  of  my 


hon.  friend  that  this  department  should  go 
to  the  expense  of  building  storage  wharfs 
and  sheds  and  keeping  men  at  their  var- 
ious points  for  the  purpose  of  storing  that 
coal  and  again  delivering  it.  The  scheme 
is  an  impracticable  one.  I  am  sure  that 
if  my  hon.  friend  would  come  to  the  mari- 
time provinces,  he  would  see  that  so  far 
as  the  coal  supply  is  concerned,  the  results 
are  not  deserving  of  adverse  criticism. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  am  not  speaking  altogether 
without  having  given  this  matter  some  con- 
sideration or  having  had  the  opportunity  of 
visiting  the  maritime  provinces,  and  being 
in  every  one  of  the  places  I  have  mentioned. 
Further  than  that.  I  have  not  made  the  pro- 
position without  having  consulted  persons 
in  the  coal  business  who  have  had  the  larg- 
est experience  in  the  handling  of  coal.  I 
am  assured  by  persons  who  have  handled 
more  coal  than  the  port  of  Pictou  has 
handled  in  the  last  ten  years  that  the 
scheme  I  suggest  Is  perfectly  feasible  and 
would  save  considerable  money,  if  worked 
as  a  business  concern  would  work  it.  My 
hon.  friend  spoke  of  the  coal  having  been 
bought  at  Pictou  at  the  lowest  market  price. 
Possibly  it  was,  but  has  the  department 
ever  bought  more  than  a  few  thousand  tons 
at  any  one  time  ?  My  proposition  is  that 
the  20,000  or  25,000  tons  needed  should  be 
let  in  one  contract  and  the  various  coal 
companies  be  invited  to  bid  for  it.  They 
would  then,  no  doubt  furnish  the  coal  at 
lower  figures  than  the  government  can  buy 
it  at  under  the  present  system. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONADD.  Would  my 
hon.  friend  indicate  what  coal  company  in 
Nova  Scotia  would  be  prepared  to  do  all 
these  things  he  speaks  of  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  The  suggestion  I  make  is 
this,  that  if  the  government  will  advertise 
for  tenders  In  a  bona  fide  manner,  it  will 
very  soon  get  the  Information  as  to  which 
coal  company  will  supply  the  coal. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  that  the  government  Is  not  doing 
the  very  thing  he  indicates  ought  to  be 
done  ? 

Air.  AMES.  Certainly  I  will.  The  gov- 
ernment from  time  to  time  advertises  at 
certain  places  for  a  comparatively  small 
amount  of  coal,  which  they  get  at  the  low- 
est price  at  that  one  particular  place  for 
that  quantity.  They  possibly  get  the  regu- 
lar bunker  price  that  ordinary  ships  seeking 
to  have  their  bunkers  filled  have  to  pay  ; 
but  my  contention  is  that  if  you  were  to 
bulk  your  coal  order  for  the  ocean  and 
river  service  and  offer  a  contract  for  20,000 
tons  to  be  delivered  during  the  space  of 
twelve  months,  you  would  make  a  very  con- 
siderable saving.  As  to  the  contention  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make  great  expendi- 
tures at  all  these  different  ports,  at  nearly 
every  one  of  them  there  is  at  present  coal 
storage  capacity  for  the  vessels  of  the  de- 
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partment  There  Is  at  Quebec,  and  at  every 
one  of  these  points  the  government  have  at 
present  wharfs  where  they  can  store  the 
coal,  so  that  If  it  be  necessary  to  spend 
some  initial  money  in  order  to  equip  the 
department  to  handle  this  wholesale  coal 
business,  the  money  would  be  well  invested. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  I  understood 
my  hon.  friend  to  indicate  that  he  had  in- 
formation from  the  coal  men  in  the  mari- 
time provinces  that  they  would  be  prepared 
tc  supply  coal  cheaper  than  it  is  now  sup- 
plied. Does  he  say  so  1  And  if  he  does, 
would  he  be  good  enough  to  give  the  name 
of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  I  have  already  answered 
that  question  by  saying  that  if  the  govern- 
ment will  adopt  a  businesslike  method  and 
.advertise  for  the  entire  quantity  of  coal 
which  they  require  for  the  next  season,  they 
will  very  soon  find  out  the  name  of  the 
company  that  will  supply  it 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend 
ought  not  to  make  a  statement  which  he 
is  unwilling  to  back  up.  Is  he  in  a  position 
to  state  that  any  coal  company  in  Nova 
Scotia  has  Intimated  to  him  that  it  will  be 
iu  a  position  to  supply  coal  cheaper  than 
it  is  now  being  supplied  ;  and  if  so,  will 
he  give  the  name  of  that  company  ? 

Mr.  AMBS.  My  hon.  friend  is  endeavour- 
ing to  put  words  into  my  mouth  that  I  did 
not  use.  The  statement  I  made  was  this, 
that  I  had  consulted  experts  in  the  coal 

business. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  Where? 

Mr.  AMES.  That  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
question.  I  have  consulted  experts  who 
have  bandied  Immense  quantities  of  coal, 
and  they  told  me  most  unequivocally  that 
if  this  method  were  adopted  the  govern- 
ment could  save  considerable  money.  If 
there  is  any  doubt  about  that,  let  the  gov- 
ernment try  the  experiment. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  admits  that  the  government  is 
now  receiving  coal  as  cheap'  as  It  can  be 
bought  for  commercial  purposes.  He  wants 
it,  however,  to  enter  on  an  experiment,  but 
is  unwilling  to  give  the  information  as  to 
where  that  experiment  will  land  the  country- 
Mr.  LALOR.  What  objection  has  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  the  government  trying 
the  experiment  ? 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  Because  my 
hon.  friend  has  admitted  that  the  govern- 
ment is  now  receiving  coal  at  the  same  rate 
as  is  paid  for  coal  commercially  in  the 
maritime  provinces.  I  do  not  know  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Haldlmand  expects  the 
government  to  pay  less  than  an  ordinary 
business  man  would  pay.  If  the  govern- 
ment are  receiving  coal  at  that  figure,  why 
make  an  experiment  which  might  prove 
more  costly  ? 
Mr.  AMES. 


Mr.  LALOR.  We  expect  the  government 
to  buy  as  cheap  as  it  can,  irrespective  of 
what  the  commercial  people  pay.  If  the 
government  could  get  cheaper  rates,  it 
should  do  so. 

Mr.  AMBS.  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou 
has  again  misunderstood  me.  I  said  that 
any  tramp  steamer  can  put  into  the  port  of 
Pictou  and  buy  coal  just  as  cheaply  as  the 
government  can.  But  what  I  claim  is  that 
if  the  government,  which  has  nine  boats 
engaged  in  the  ocean  and  river  service, 
would  bulk  its  contract  for  a  single  season, 
it  could  buy  the  coal  at  a  considerable  re- 
duction. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  There  are  people 
in  this  country  who  buy  very  much  more 
coal  than  the  Dominion  government  does 
and  are  larger  consumers  of  it,  and  they 
are  not  getting  their  coal  any  cheaper.  The 
price  which  the  government  is  paying  is  a 
reasonable  one.  Are  we  to  understand  from 
the  member  from  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames)T  that 
he  desires  the  government  to  purchase  the 
coal  at  a  price  which  would  not  be  reason- 
able, and  which  would  be  considered  by 
people  In  the  trade  as  unreasonable  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Macdonald)  if 
he  says  that  on  the  '  Stanley '  which  Is  207 
feet  long,  32  feet  beam  and  19  feet  deep, 
with  a  gross  tonnage  of  914  tons,  the  only 
means  they  have  for  loading  that  vessel  is 
by  20  or  30  men  carrying  coal  in  baskets 
containing  two  shovels  apiece. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  if  my 
hon.  friend  was  in  the  House  when  the 
minister  made  the  announcement  that  the 
'  Stanley '  which  was  constructed  by  the 
government  in  power  previous  to  1896  was 
so  constructed  that  it  was  impossible  for 
her  to  receive  coal  through  a  coal  chute, 
aud  that  the  only  way  in  which  coal  could 
be  supplied  was  by  carrying  it  in  baskets. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  gentleman  leads 
us  to  believe  that  he  endorses  that  The 
-Minto'  is  of  225  feet,  13  feet  depth,  Ac., 
and  the  same  principle  is  Involved  In  load- 
ing her.  Are  they  loaded  by  baskets  In  all 
ports  of  the  maritime  provinces  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  I  might  point  out 
to  my  hon.  friend — apparently  he  was  not 
here  when  the  matter  was  discussed  

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  like  to  point  out 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  am  always  here. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend,  If  he 
was  here,  must  be  very  obtuse  at  times.  My 
hon.  friend  also  should  visit  the  maritime 
provinces,  particularly  at  winter  time.  If  he 
went  down  there  he  would  find  that  these 
two  steamers  to  which  he  refers  have  been 
engaged  in  the  winter  service  between  Nova 
Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  With  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty  they  are  able  to 
reach,  in  these  harbours  to  which  they  run. 
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some  wharf  where  their  passengers  and  sup- 
plies may  be  landed.  It  is  impossible  for 
them  to  get  to  the  coal  piers  in  Pictou  har- 
bour where  the  coal  is  supplied  In  the  sum- 
mer. My  bon.  friend  will  see  that  in  winter 
it  is  not  a  question  of  construction  at  all, 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity  that  coal  if  It 
Is  to  be  put  on  board  these  boats  must  be 
put  on  board  by  hand  as  it  is  impossible  to 
get  to  the  wharf  where  the  coal  chutes  are 
on  account  of  the  Ice. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  it  the  practice 
in  winter  to  load  all  steamers  in  this  way  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  other 
way  to  do  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Are  there  not  coal 
chutes  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  It  Is  Impossible  for 
steamers  in  Pictou  to  go  to  the  wharfs 
where  the  regular  coal  chutes  are. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLBAN.  I  understand  the 
situation  in  Pictou  very  well,  and  I  think 
that,  If  this  coal  was  elevated,  as  there  are 
side  hatches  on  both  of  these  vessels,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  with  a  very  small  expense 
chutes  could  be  erected  so  that  the  coal 
could  be  put  on  board  at  comparatively  small 
expense.  The  coal  could  be  elevated  by  two 
or  three  men  Instead  of  30  or  40,  and  from 
that  elevation  it  could  be  put  in  chutes  and 
placed  on  the  vessels  at  small  expense.  I 
think  the  minister  should  see  to  this.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  minister  what  the 
expense  of  loading  these  vessels  Is  ?  The 
minister  should  be  in  a  position  to  state 
the  expense  of  loading.  The  men  who  were 
engaged  in  this  business  are  engaged  in  it 
exclusively,  and  the  cost  should  be  at  the 
minister's  command. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Are  we  to  understand  that 
the  minister  keeps  a  staff  of  men  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  coal  on  vessels  at  these 
different  points. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  My  hon  friend  says  '  no.' 
Then  how  Is  it  ?  Do  you  let  a  contract  to  a 
certain  man  to  carry  the  coal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  engage  the 
men  when  we  want  them,  when  the  steamer 
Is  coaling  and  we  pay  them  20  cents  an 

hour. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  frequent  is  that,  say 
at  Pictou  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Whenever  they 
want  coal. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  I  asked  how  often  that 
would  be. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Once  or  twice  a 
month;  perhaps  four  times  a  month;  it  de- 
pends on  the  quantity. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  unable  to  find  out 
how  these  vessels  are  constructed  so  that 


they  can  only  use  the  basket  method  of 
loading. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Any  one  who  has 
a  mechanical  mind  at  all  could  understand 
this.  The  bunkers  are  covered  and  there- 
fore as  has  been  explained  already  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
the  vessels  being  unable  to  come  near  the 
place  at  the  wharf  where  the  coal  chutes 
are,  it  stands  to  reason  that  the  coal  has  to 
be  carried  from  the  pile  which  lies  further 
on,  and  be  brought  to  the  steamer  and  put 
in  the  bunkers  if  the  chutes  cannot  be 
used. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Is  that  on  account  of 
t  he  ice  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  ice  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  it  It  is  because  they  can- 
not get  near  the  wharf  where  the  chutes 

are. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  After  all  the  thousands 
of  dollars  we  have  been  spending  in  Nova 
Scotia  to  dredge  harbours,  you  cannot  get 
a  vessel  near  the  coal  chutes  to  load  it  in 
the  usual  way. 

Mr.  LALOR.  It  is  somewhat  novel  to  find 
large  vessels  of  this  kind  loading  coal  with 
baskets.  I  have  seen  a  good  many  boats 
of  various  kinds,  but  I  have  yet  to  see  a  boat 
that  you  could  not  load  by  some  other  means 
than  by  carrying  with  baskets,  and  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  minister  to  explain  It. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  allow  me — be  is  under  a  com- 
pletely wrong  impression.  We  do  not  load 
these  boats  with  coal ;  they  are  not  col- 
liers, we  load  the  bunkers. 

Mr.  LALOR.  I  understand  that  they  are 
not  boats  which  you  load  with  coal,  but 
you  put  a  large  quantity  on  board  for  their 
use. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  quantity  ne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  LALOR.  And  there  are  men  em- 
ployed In  these  particular  counties  to  fill 
these  bunkers  with  baskets.  I  never  heard 
of  such  a  thing  before,  nor  do  I  think  any- 
one else  did  either.  I  am  informed  there 
is  one  place  where  they  do  it,  but  I-  have 
had  no  experience  there.  They  say  that 
they  do  that  In  China. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  And  yet  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Pictou  says  that  he  is  quite  up 
to  date. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MAODONALD.  My  friends 
from  Haldlmand  and  Elgin  will  have  to 
come  to  the  maritime  provinces  to  get  up 
to  date. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  If  that  is  what  he  means 
by  being  up  to  date,  we  will  not  go  there. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.    I  am  sorry  for 

you. 
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Mr.  LALOR.  My  hon.  friend  from  Pic 
tou  invites  members  to  go  to  the  maritime 
provinces  to  see  the  conditions  there.  I 
wonder  if  he  means  the  political  condl 
tions. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MAODONALD.  Take  them  all 
together. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  They  are  all  in  a 
basket. 

Mr.  PERIvEY.  I  notice  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  wharfs  in  Nova  Scotia,  some  of 
which  I  understand,  are  of  very  little  use. 
I  suggest  that  some  of  this  money  might  be 
spent  for  wharfs  in  places  where  the  stea 
mers  could  go  and  coal. 

Mr.  AMES.  A  statement  was  made  a  few 
moments  ago  that  the  Dominion  govern 
nient  purchased  coal  as  cheaply  as  possible, 
but  if  you  turn  to  the  Auditor  General's  Re- 
port at  page  P— 12  you  will  find  Jos.  Gin- 
ftras,  Que.,  coal  at  $5.10  per  ton  ;  Geo.  E 
Boak  &  Co.,  Halifax,  coal  at  $5,  $4.25,  and 
$3,  and  If  you  turn  to  page  P— 21  you  will 
find  Clarkin  Bros.,  Charlottetown,  coal  at 
$4.35  per  ton,  and  at  page  P — 22,  A.  Pickard 
&  Co.,  coal  at  $4.35,  $4.25  and  $4  a  ton.  Now 
1  do  not  think  those  are  prices  that  this 
government  would  have  to  pay  for  about 
20,000  tons  of  coal. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  some  coal 
has  been  bought  at  $9,  some  at  $8.75  and 
some  at  $8. 

Mr.  AMES.   Where  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  At  different  places 
where  it  was  wanted,  and  all  by  tender. 
There  is  nothing  extraordinary  about  it. 
But  the  ordinary  coal  that  has  been  bought 
for  the  service  of  the  steamers  In  large 
quantities  has  been  bought  at  the  lowest 
market  price  after  tenders  being  asked  for. 

Mr.  POSTER.  How  much  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  At  Sydney  at  $3 
per  ton,  from  Mr.  Hackett ;  at  Pictou,  from 
the  Intercolonial  Coal  Company,  at  $3.75  ; 
from  Halifax,  at  $1.25  ;  from  the  Reserve 
Mine,  at  $3 ,  and  so  on.  All  these  different 
quantities  of  coal  were  purchased  in  the 
regular  manner  after  tenders  being  asked 
for.  There  may  be  fifty  different  points 
where  coal  is  to  be  delivered,  and  it  varies 
in  price  according  to  the  cost  of  transporta- 
tion. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  want  to  point  out  how  the 
minister  has  verified  the  statement  I  have 
made.  He  shows  bow  that  in  some  cases 
the  Dominion  government  halve  actually 
bought  coal  at  the  Reserve  Mine  for  $3  a 
ton,  and  at  other  places  for  $3.75,  and  $4.25. 
The  minister  has  spoken  of  some  out  of  the 
way  places  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Is  Sydney  an  out 
of  the  way  place  1 
Mr.  MACDONALD. 


Mr.  AMES.  The  places  mentioned  in  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  for  1904-5  have 
been  places  such  as  St.  John,  Halifax,  Pictou 
and  Charlottetown.  Now  if  the  Reserve 
Mine — which  we  all  know  produces  about 
as  good  coal  as  can  be  found — if  the  Reserve 
Mine  coal  can  be  bought  at  $3  a  ton,  do  you 
not  suppose  the  Reserve  Mine  would  be  will- 
ing to  give  a  contract  for  20,000  tons  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  To  be  delivered 
all  along  the  coast  at  different  points  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  Certainly. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  lots  of  5  tons, 
10  tons,  20  tons,  and  send  a  special  steamer 
to  make  delivery  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  You  would  not  have  the 
slightest  difficulty  In  getting  men  to  charter 
a  steamer  and  load  it  with  2,000  or  3,000 
tons,  and  deliver  it  at  St  John,  Halifax, 
Pictou,  Charlottetown,  Gaspe  and  Quebec  ; 
and  if  you  could  get  it  at  $3  a  ton  plus  the 
freight,  you  would  save  a  lot  of  money  to 
the  government. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  suppose  the  coal 
dealers  kno/w  their  own  business,  they  have 
to  compete  with  each  other,  five  or  six  large 
companies  dealing  in  coal,  and  tenders  are 
asked  for  coal  to  be  delivered  at  points 
mentioned.  Surely  they  must  know  their 
own  business. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  knows  that  the 
tenders  asked  for  are  for  small  quantities 
to  be  delivered  at  a  number  of  dlffierent 
points. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  At  points  where 
it  is  wanted. 

Mr.  AMES.  No  company  of  any  size  is 
going  to  tender  for  1,000  or  2,000  tons. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  gentleman's  object  Is  in  wast- 
ing so  much  time.  Does  he  mean  to  say  that 
we  should  ask  for  tenders  for  the  whole 
quantity  of  coal  to  be  delivered  at  different 
points,  no  matter  what  the  quantity  ?  Then 
he  would  ask  the  mine  owners  or  the  deal- 
ers in  coal  to  distribute  It  in  quantities  of 
from  5  tons  to  100  tons  at  perhaps  four 
hundred  different  places. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  call  for  tenders  in- 
viting the  large  coal  companies  who  have 
vessels  of  their  own  by  which  they  can  de- 
liver, or  who  are  in  a  position  to  make  con- 
tracts for  delivery,  and  I  would  ask  them  to 
tender  for  20,000  tons  of  coal  to  be  delivered 
at  these  points. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  And  you  would 
ask  them  to  deliver  at  four  hundred  points  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  does  not  get 
coal  at  four  hundred  points.  Unless  a 
steamer  happens  to  be  stranded  and  runs 
out  of  coal  at  some  particular  place  where 
she  has  to  be  supplied,  95  per  cent  of  his 
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coal  is  bought  either  at  St.  John,  Halifax, 
Charlottetown,  Pictou  or  Quebec. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  AMES.  Well  look  through  the  Audi- 
tor General's  Report.  Show  me  $10,000 
worth  of  .coal  bought  outside  of  those  places. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  know  the  points 
where  it  has  to  be  delivered. 

Mr.  AMES.  Show  me  in  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  where  $10,000  worth  of  coal 
is  bought  and  delivered  outside  of  those 
places,  and  that  will  put  another  phase  on 
the  question.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  we 
are  wasting  the  afternoon  on  this  matter. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  a  system  can  be  in- 
augurated whereby  $15,000  or  $20,000  can 
be  saved  to  the  country  in  a  single  year,  this 
parliament  might  be  well  engaged  in  devis- 
ing such  a  system. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  A  good  deal  of 
misapprehension  exists  in  the  mind  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames)  as  to 
the  way  we  handle  coal  in  Nova  Scotia.  I 
would  invite  him  to  visit  the  barbours  of 
Sydney  and  North  Sydney,  where  they  can 
load  a  steamer  at  the  rate  of  1,000  tons  an 
hour.  The  cases  where  coal  is  loaded 
aboard  small  steamers  by  the  shovel- 
ful are  so  few,  and  the  quantities  are 
so  trifling,  that  the  coal  kings  of  Nova 
Scotia  hardly  think  it  worth  while  to 
provide  any  other  method.  In  the  harbour 
of  Sydney  some  of  the  finest  warships  in  the 
world  are  loaded  with  baskets.  Some  of 
the  magnificent  French  steamers  come  into 
the  harbour  of  Sydney  and  load  their  bunk- 
ers with  baskets,  and  English  steamers  in 
the  same  way.  The  steamers  are  so  con- 
structed, and  have  to  be  kept  so  clean  and 
in  such  good  condition,  that  the  masters 
don't  care  to  put  them  under  chutes  where 
the  coal  comes  tumbling  down  from  a  height 
of  30  to  50  feet.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  a  valuable  property  such  as  these  steam- 
ers he  would  hesitate  before  putting  them 
under  these  chutes.  That  being  the  case, 
and  as  it  Is  only  a  trifling  quantity  of  coal 
that  has  to  be  handled  in  this  way,  there  is 
no  trouble  about  it.  I  think  it  is  small  busi- 
ness to  waste  the  afternoon  upon  a  few  tons 
of  coal  put  upon  these  steamers  in  the  way 
that  I  have  mentioned.  The  hon.  member 
for  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames)  is,  I  think,  strug- 
gling to  cut  down  the  price  of  coal  in  the 
provinces  I  come  from.  We  do  not  want  to 
see  tie  price  of  coal  cut  down.  We  have 
thousands  of  people  in  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia  whose  bread  and  butter  depend  upon 
the  price  of  coal,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
true  Canadianism  for  us  to  ask  this  gov- 
ernment to  cut  down  the  price  of  an  article 
of  such  great  Importance  to  our  people. 

Mr.  AMES.    May  I  make  just  one  more 
suggestion  in  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Cape  Breton  and  Victoria  (Mr.  D.  D.  Mc- 
84 


Kenzie).  Some  years  ago  I  had  the  pleasure 
of  going  to  Japan  on  one  of  the  handsome 
boats  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
which  are,  as  you  know,  some  of  the  finest 
steamers  in  the  world,  and  which  are 
painted  perfectly  white  from  stem  to  stern, 
everything  as  clean  as  new  paint.  At  the 
Canadian  end  they  loaded  coal  from  chutes, 
and  at  the  Japanese  and  Chinese  end  they 
loaded  it  with  baskets.  I  do  not  like  to  see 
the  Chinese  system  in  vogue  on  the  Atlantic 
coast. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  minister,  by 
his  explanations,  has  rather  clouded  the 
whole  matter  concerning  coal.  It  is  a  fact, 
I  suppose,  that  coal  is  used  at  four  hundred 
different  points. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Say  three  hundred 
and  ninety-nine. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  mean  to  say  that  it  is 
delivered  at  a  very  large  number  of  places. 
Wherever  you  'have  a  lighthouse,  I  suppose 
you  have  to  have  some  coal,  unless  it  is  in 
a  wooded  country.  Well,  how  does  the 
minister  deliver  'his  coal  at  those  places  ? 
It  is  delivered,  as  I  understand,  by  supply 
steamers,  there  is  a  very  large  number  of 
these  small  places  which  take  a  few  tons 
only.  Therefore,  it  is  unfair  to  say  that 
you  could  not  adopt  the  plan  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  (St.  "Antoine),  because 
you  would  have  to  have  this  coal  delivered 
at  400  different  places.  That  is  not  It  at 
all.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  supply  steam- 
ers and  with  these  supply  steamers  and  in 
other  ways  he  delivers  the  little  driblets 
of  coal  that  are  required,  a  few  tons  at 
each  place.  That  is  not  what  my  hon. 
friend  has  been  talking  about  at  all.  It 
is  true,  on  the  other  hand,  that  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  coal  which  is  being  used  by  the 
department  is  bought  and  is  deliverable  at 
half  a  dozen,  or  eight  or  ten  points  at  the 
most,  and  that  is  a  part  of  the  coal  which 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
think  might  be  got  at  a  smaller  price  and 
a  large  saving  made.  An  hon.  gentleman 
in  speaking  in  favour  of  keeping  up  the 
price  of  coal  has  the  laudable  view  that 
the  workmen  shall  not  be  defrauded  of 
their  wages,  but  we  are  not  dealing,  in 
asking  for  tenders  and  getting  it  as  cheap- 
ly as  possible,  with  the  workmen.  We  are 
dealing  with  the  mine  owners  and  if  they 
furnish  20,000  or  30,000  tons  of  coal  at  a 
less  price  than  is  being  paid  now.  and 
make  their  profit  by  it,  as  undoubtedly  they 
can,  the  miners'  wages  are  not  affected 
thereby  in  the  least  and  their  bread  and 
butter  are  just  as  secure.  The  point  is  as 
to  whether  the  hon.  minister  can  by  chang- 
ing his  method  get  his  coal  at  a  cheaper 
rate,  and  I  certainly  think  he  can  do  so. 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Companies,  who  are  large 
consumers  of  coal— although  they  are  in 
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some  respects  different— receive  their  coal 
at  a  very  much  cheaper  rate  than  the  hon. 
gentleman  Is  receiving  his,  because  he  does 
not  buy  it  in  large  quanties.  He  gets 
local  men  to  deliver  the  coal  at  local  points 
and  in  comparatively  small  quantities. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal,  St.  An- 
toine  (Mr.  Ames)  if  I  understood  him 
rightly  as  saying  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  boats,  the  description  of  which  I 
quite  agree  with,  load  at  the  Pacific  end 
by  chutes. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  understood  It.  I  know 
that  on  the  other  end  they  load  by  bas- 
kets, and  I  thought  that  cn  this  end  they 
could  not  load  with .  baskets. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  Well,  I  can  tell 
my  hou.  friend  that  they  load  entirely  by 
baskets  on  this  end. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  To  satisfy  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  I  will  try  the  experi- 
ment suggested  and  ask  for  tenders  in  an 
alternative  way.  We  will  ask  for  them  un- 
der the  old  plan  and  the  new,  and  we  will 
see  what  difference  there  Is  in  the  price 
of  our  coal. 

Mr.  POSTER.    That  is  a  good  Idea. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  would  not  think 
for  an  instant  of  trying  the  other  plan 
alone  because  I  am  sure  that  we  would 
pay  25  or  30  per  cent  more  for  our  coal. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Has  the  hon.  minister  in- 
stalled the  Marconi  wireless  system  of  tele- 
graphy on  the  boats  yet  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  on  the 
*  Minto '  and  'Stanley'  but  there  is  a  special 
item  for  that 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  notice  In  looking  over 
the  hou.  minister's  report  that  there  is  no 
mention  made  except  in  one  case  as  to  the 
number  of  crews  on  these  various  steam- 
ers. In  the  case  of  the  4  Canada '  which 
is,  I  understand,  really  a  third-class  cruiser 
and  the  foundation  of  the  navy  of  Can- 
ada  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Those  vessels 
are  included  in  the  Fisheries  estimates. 
They  are  in  the  Fisheries  protection  ser- 
vice. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Will  the  hon.  minister 
tell  us  then  what  are  the  legitimate  crews 
of  the  vessels  which  are  now  under  dis- 
cussion, such,  for  Instance,  as  the  '  Lady 
Laurler '  and  these  other  steamers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  crews,  ex- 
clusive of  officers,  are  as  follows :  '  Druid,' 
23;  'Aberdeen,*  31;  'Stanley,'  34;  'Minto,' 
37;  '  Lady  Laurier,'  36;  '  Lansdowne,'  26  ; 
'  Quadra.'  20;  '  Brant,'  8;  '  Champlaln,'  28  ; 
'  Montcalm.'  35;  '  Maisonneuve,'  3  ;  '  Con- 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


stance,'  18;  '  Shamrock,*  14  ;  '  Scout,'  11, 
and  '  Reserve,'  9.  The  '  Canada  *  has  a 
crew  of  48  exclusive  of  officers. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  The  'Canada'  has  76  In- 
cluding officers  In  this  report. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Oh,  well,  on  the 
cruise  she  is  making  ait  the  present  moment 
she  has  75.  But  the  regular  crew  of  the 
'  Canada  '  is  48. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  the  hon.  minister 
aware  of  the  number  of  the  crew  on  board 
the  '  Lady  Laurier '  in  Halifax  about  the 
3rd  November  last  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  figures  I  have 
given  are  those  of  the  regular  crew,  I  do 
not  know  that  the  crew  was  increased  in 
any  shape  or  form. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  ask  the  question  be- 
cause I  understood  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderably larger  number  on  the  '  Lady 
Laurier'  at  that  time  than  are  usually  ap- 
pointed to  that  vessel. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  were  col- 
onizing, I  suppose. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  think  full  infor- 
mation has  not  been  obtained  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Daniel). 
The  hon.  minister  tells  us  that  they  were 
colonizing.    What  does  that  mean  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  suppose  that 
was  what  the  hon.  gentleman  had  In  bis 
mind  and  I  told  him  that  was  not  so,  that 
the  crew  was  the  same  as  It  always  was. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  It  is  said  that  there 
were  some  95  of  a  crew.  Is  that  number 
necessary  to  sail  this  vessel  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No,  there  never 
were  95  on  the  vessel. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  That  is  what  the 
record  at  Halifax  proves,  I  believe. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    What  record  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  There  were  some 
95  domiciled  there. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    What  record  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  The  voters'  list; 
that  is  the  record.  There  were  some  95 
people  domiciled  on  that  vessel. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.    Have  you  the  list  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  have  the  list.  It  is  a  matter  of  record, 
ft  is  not  a  question  of  dispute. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Quite  the  con- 
trary.   It  is  disputed.    It  is  not  so. 

Mr.  HENDERSON  Well,  you  dispute 
your  own  records 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  a  system  of  registration  In  Hall- 
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fax  and  it  would  be  Impossible  to  have 
95  men  whose  names  are  on  the  voters' 
list  recorded  as  belonging  to  the  '  Lady 
Laurier '  unless  the  ship's  record  Indicated 
that  that  number  of  men  composed  her 
crew.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  states  that  there  was  no  such 
number  of  men  in  the  crew.  In  Nova 
Scotia  we  have  not  heard  this  story  of  my 
hon.  friend. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.    That  is  what  we 
honestly  believe;  we  believe  that  there  was  | 
no  such  number  as  95.  but  under  different 
names  they  were  put  there. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Where? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.    On  the  list. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  Department  j 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  nothing  to  do  ; 
•with  the  preparation  of  the  list.  Anybody  | 
can  claim  to  be  employed  on  the  '  Lady 
Laurier '  but  we  cannot  help  that  The 
crew  is  sworn  in  and  articled  In  the  re- 1 
gular  way. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.    Then    there  were 

not  95  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Well,  we  thought 
not. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  There  had  been 
an  attempt  made  to  show  that  there  was 
some  wrong  doing  In  connection  with  this 
business,  and  as  a  Nova  Scotlan,  I  court  the  ! 
fullest  possible  inquiry.  I  know  that  the 
allegation  is  absolutely  unfounded  and  false 
tmd  it  should  be  threshed  out  here.  I  do  not 
want  any  insinuation  ;  I  want  the  whole 
truth  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    What  is  the  minister's 
plan  for  buying  supplies  for  these  steam- 
ers at  different  points  ?   What  does  he  do 
in  attempting  to  get  provisions  at  the  most j 
reasonable  price  as  I  suppose  he  does  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    When  I  came  to 
the  department  I  found  a  system  estab-  j 
lished  for  thirty  years  and  I  followed  it.  i 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  was  Min- 1 
ister  of  Marine  and  he  knows  what  it  is.   It ! 
Is  to  ask  the  prices  by  circulars  from  the  I 
different  traders.   These  prices  are  given 
to  the  agent  who  verifies  whether  it  is  the  . 
regular  market  price,  and  then  the  order 
is  given  to  the  captains  of  the  different 
steamers  to  buy  supplies  at  the  different , 
places. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  To  whom  are  these  cir- 
culars sent  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  To  the  different 
merchants. 

Mr.  AMES.    To  all  the  merchants  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.     Nothing  of  the 
feind.  I  followed  the  custom  of  the  depart- 
ment in  vogue  for  25  years. 
84i 


Mr.  AMES.    And  the  same  merchants  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  think  so. 
It  may  be  that  some  of  them  are  the  same 
but  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  min- 
ister has  a  list  of  reformers  whom  he  thinks 
have  done  good  work  for  the  party  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  harm  is 
there  In  that.  If  we  buy  at  proper  prices 
I  suppose  we  have  a  right  to  buy  where  we 
like. 

Mr.  BARR.  But  that  is  not  advertising 
for  tenders. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  never  said  we  ad- 
vertised ;  I  said  I  followed  a  method  that 
had  been  followed  for  25  years. 

Mr.  BARR.  But  you  do  not  use  the  same 
list 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Oh,  that  Is  too 
clever. 

Mr.  BARR.  In  days  gone  by  we  used 
to  hear  the  Liberals  declare,  that  this  very 
system  was  bad  and  corrupt,  but  now  It 
seems  that  the  Liberals  in  power  have  ad- 
opted it  Two  wrongs  do  not  make  a  right. 
If  the  old  government  was  wrong  the  pre- 
sent government  should  not  have  followed 
their  example.  It  Is  a  well  known  fact  that 
the  department  sends  round  a  list,  and  that 
it  is  only  sent  to  men  who  support  the  gov- 
ernment, so  that  there  is  no  guarantee  we 
are  getting  the  goods  at  the  market  price. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  prices  are 
there  and  can  be  verified. 

Mr.  BARR.  And  some  of  them  are  pretty 
high  prices. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  For  instance,  in  the  city 
of  Quebec  the  minister  would  send  one  to  a 
number  of  grocers — 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Nearly  every  gro- 
cer in  Quebec,  because  they  are  all  Liberals. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  speaking 
about  that  at  the  present  time.  When  the 
supplies  are  furnished  according  to  this  list, 
who  checks  the  goods  supplied  and  sees 
that  they  are  up  to  the  standard  and  of  the 
proper  quality  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Mr.  Gregory,  the 
spent  at  Quebec,  an  old  employee,  has  to 
verify  as  to  whether  the  prices  are  the 
market  prices. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  does  not  verify  that 
they  are  market  prices  as  I  understand  it 
because  the  prices  are  fixed  according  to  the 
list  he  receives. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  master  fills 
out  a  regular  requisition  for  the  articles  he 
needs ;  ho  sends  thnt  to  the  agent  who 
orders  the  goods  at  the  prices  which  were 
tendered  for.  The  articles  are  sent  on 
board  the  steamer  and  checked  by  the  ste- 
ward and  verified  by  the  captain.   Then  the 
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account  Is  sent  back  to  the  agent  who  veri- 
fies it  and  sends  it  to  the  department  here, 
where  it  is  verified  again. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  how  I  thought  it 
might  be  done.  Who  makes  sure  that  the 
goods  delivered  are  according  to  sample  ? 
for  instance  there  are  various  kinds  of  tea. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  steward  and 
the  captain  do  that  and  they  will  complain 
very  quickly  if  the  articles  are  not  according 
to  quality. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  system  leaves  a  very 
wide  hole  open. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  obtained 
special  information  on  this  question,  be- 
cause I  knew  from  previous  experience  in 
passing  these  estimates,  that  I  would  be 
asked  concerning  it.  I  have  here  a  state- 
ment which  I  will  read  and  which  is  as 
follows  : 

With  reference  to  tbe  purchase  ot  supplies 
by  the  different  transportation  companies,  the 
department  has  been  in  communication  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Steamship  Company, 
the  Richelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation  Company, 
and  the  Charlottetown  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany, and  I  find  that  those  corporations  do  not 
purchase  by  tender,  but  purchase  in  the  market 
as  they  find  that  they  can  get  better  value  and 
quality  than  by  inviting  tenders  and  getting 
their  supplies  by  contract. 

The  Charlottetown  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany purchase  nothing  but  coal  by  tender,  and 
they  obtain  their  supplies  from  dealers  in  the 
trade. 

The  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  pur- 
chase their  staple  articles,  such  as  flour,  pilot 
bread,  pork  and  beef  in  barrels,  salt  fish,  but- 
ter, sugar  by  the  barrel,  and  tea  by  the  chest, 
from  provision  dealers,  circulars  having  been 
previously  sent  to  them  for  prices.  Fresh  meat 
is  purchased  from  butchers  as  required.  No 
tenders  are  asked  for  tbe  smaller  articles  of 
groceries,  or  canned  goods,  dried  fruit  or  fruit 
of  any  kind,  and  such  like  articles.  The  agents 
are  always  Instructed  to  invite  tenders  for 
staple  articles  from  provision  dealers  and  the 
smaller  articles  of  groceries  are  purchased  with- 
out inviting  tenders.  Provision  dealers  often 
say  that  they  tender  for  tho  staple  articles  at 
low  prices  in  order  that  they  may  secure  the 
orders  for  the  smaller  articles  of  groceries.  This 
would  be  all  right  provided  we  had  only  one 
firm  or  grocer  to  purchase  from,  but  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  department  to  purchase  at  one 
port,  as  the  ships  are  continually  going  from 
one  port  to  another  and  require  supplies  at  the 
port  they  are  in  at  the  time.  No  tenders  are 
asked  for  these  supplies,  as  in  such  cases  the 
ships  would  be  delayed.  Samples  of  supplies 
are  always  furnished  with  tenders.  Poor  art- 
icles are  expensive  at  any  price,  and  therefore, 
the  department  buys  the  best  quality  of  pro- 
visions and  supplies  generally.  In  some  in- 
stances it  happens  that  steamers  calling  at  out 
of  the  way  places,  make  purchases  of  butter, 
condensed  milk,  and  such  articles  at  higher 
prices  than  they  could  be  obtained  for  at  any 
large  business  centre.  The  quantities  thus  pur- 
chased may  not  be  very  large,  but  the  high  price 
paid  appears  in  the  Auditor  General's  Report, 
and  the  department  has  been  subjected  to  criti- 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


clsm  in  parliament  on  account  of  the  prices  ot 
these  few  articles,  and  has  been  blamed  for 
purchasing  at  extravagant  prices.  The  agents 
at  all  times  are  instructed  to  purchase  the  best 
quality  of  supplies  at  a  fair  market  value. 

I  may  add  that  I  have  consulted  the 
Messrs.  Allan  in  regard  to  their  method  of 
purchasing,  and  1  find  that  it  is  the  same 
ay.  that  of  the  other  navigation  companies; 
Vut  they  do  not  take  all  of  the  precautions 
that  we  are  taking  in  the  department. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  not  these  companies 
Lave  a  purchasing  agent  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  have  a  pur- 
chasing agent,  which  explains  why  they  do 
not  need  to  ask  for  tenders.  Mr.  Smith, 
the  manager  ot  the  Richelieu  and  Ontario 
Navigation  Company,  gives  a  list  of  the 
merchants  to  whom  the  purchasing  agent 
goes. 

Mr.  AMES.  Do  I  understand  the  minister 
to  say  that  his  method  of  purchasing  by  cir- 
cular Is  exactly  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Allans,  the  Richelieu  and  Ontario,  and  the 
other  large  navigation  companies  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  drafting  of  the 
circular  might  be  different,  but  the  prin- 
ciple is  the  same. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  suppose  the  list  the  hon. 
member  uses  is  not  similar  to  the  list  these 
companies  use,  for  instance,  In  the  city  of 
Montreal  V 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  buy  very  little 
in  Montreal,  but  when  we  do  want  some- 
thing, we  go  to  the  best  wholesale  dealers. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  like  the  minister 
to  tell  me  a  little  more  clearly  how  he 
prepares  this  list  of  favoured  people  to 
whom  the  circulars  are  to  be  sent  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  preparation  of  the  list.  Very 
often  in  the  course  of  the  year  people 
apply,  asking  :  Are  we  not  entitled  to  get 
part  of  the  patronage  ?  I  give  instructions 
to  the  agent  at  the  place  to  which  the  appli- 
cant belongs,  to  get  prices  from  that  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  AMES.  And  whom  does  the  hon.  min- 
ister consider  entitled  to  have  a  part  of  the 
patronage  which  he  speaks  of  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  the  best  men 

who  are  entitled  to  get  the  patronage  ;  and 
I  may  say— there  is  no  use  mincing  matters 
—  that  when  the  prices  are  equal,  we  con- 
sider it  only  fair  and  reasonable  that  the 
government  should  favour  their  friends.  I 
suppose  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
were  in  power,  they  would  do  the  same. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  want  to  draw  the  hon. 
minister's  attention  to  what  is  probably  an 
oversight,  so  far  as  he  Is  concerned.  I  un- 
dertook to  communicate  with  Halifax.  Que- 
bec, St.  John  and  other  places  submitting 
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n  list  otf  the  persons  from  whom  the  hon. 
u.inlster  obtains  his  supplies.  Last  year, 
for  example,  the  '  Lady  Laurier '  secured  its 
supplies  mostly  at  Halifax.  There  were 
fifty-eight  persons  on  the  list  from  whom 
the  supplies  were  obtained,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  have  to  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
among  those  fifty-eight  there  is  one  Con- 
servative. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  give  me  the  name,  we  shall  have 
the  list  corrected. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  steamer  '  Xeptune '  buys 
its  supplies  at  Halifax.  According  to  my 
Halifax  friend,  there  are  eighty-four  names 
on  the  list,  of  whom  three  are  Conservatives. 
The  steamer  '  Stanley '  obtains  part  of  its 
supplies  at  Charlottetowu  and  part  at  Pic- 
tou,  and  in  this  case  the  minister  succeeded 
better,  because  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
people  at  Pietou  from  whom  the  supplies  are 
obtained  are,  to  use  my  informant's  expres- 
sion, '  hot  grits.'  In  Quebec  the  steamer 
'  Druid '  obtains  its  supplies  from  sixteen 
persons,  all  red-hot  Liberals,  but  one  only 
liable  to  be  independent.  The  steamer 
'  Aberdeen '  buys  its  supplies  at  Quebec 
from  thirty-four  people,  all  strong  Liberals. 
Thus,  out  of  about  two  hundred  people  who 
supply  the  department  about  half  a  dozen 
aie  Conservatives.  This  calls  for  Immediate 
attention. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  look  up  the 
list,  and,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  complains, 
I  will  inform  these  Conservatives  that  they 
are  not  to  sell  any  more  goods  to  the  ves- 
sels. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
minister  that,  so  far  as  the  county  I  repre- 
sent is  concerned,  it  is  not  necessary  to 
look  up  the  list,  because  only  good  Grits 
there  get  the  patronage. 

Mr.  PREFOXTAINE.  If  my  hon.  friend 
finds  fault  with  that,  we  will  endeavour  to 
correct  It. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  If  I  found  fault  from  now 
till  doomsday,  I  am  afraid  that  I  should 
imake  very  little  impression  on  the  hon. 
gentleman. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  prices  being  equal,  he  would  give 
the  preference  to  bis  own  friends ;  but 
how  does  he  know  that  the  prices  would  not 
be  more  favourable  if  competition  existed 
among  all  the  merchants  of  the  place  ?  How 
does  he  know  that  there  are  not  Conserva- 
tives In  Halifax,  Quebec  or  Montrealwho 
would  supply  these  goods  at  lower  prices  ? 
They  never  have  an  opportunity  to  compete, 
tthey  are  not  asked  to  do  so,  though  It  is 
quite  possible  that  if  they  were,  very  much 
better  prices  might  be  obtained.  The  min- 
uter has  no  knowledge  of  that,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  he  takes  his  supplies 
from  his  own  political  friends,  who  know- 


ing that  he  will  not  go  outside  of  that  circle, 
doubtless  take  care  to  get  good  prices.  If 
he  is  determined  to  obtain  goods  at  fair 
prices,  he  must  open  the  door  to  all  parties, 
and  allow  all  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
competing.  Then,  If  his  own  friends  are 
the  lowest  tenderers,  I  have  no  objection  to 
Lis  giving  them  the  contract  in  preference 
to  political  opponents. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  notice  that  In 
Prince  Edward  Island  forty-eight  who  have 
supplied  goods  to  the  department  are  all 
Liberals.  I  do  not  raise  any  objection  to 
the  list  at  all,  but  I  would  ask  the  minister 
to  reconsider  this  matter,  and  see  If  he  can- 
not give  the  Conservatives  some  little  show. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  make  an  ex- 
ception of  Prince  Edward  Island,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  object  to  purchases 
being  made  from  Conservatives. 

Mr.  AMES.  There  is  an  item  on  page 
I'— 20  of  the  Auditor  General's  Report  of 
which  I  would  ask  the  minister  to  give  an 
explanation.  It  is  an  item  of  $1,978.81  for 
buttons,  gold  lace,  &c.  I  am  sure  we  are 
a!)  very  anxious  that  the  Canadian  navy 
should  present  a  creditable  appearance, 
Jjut  it  certainly  appears  to  me  that  the 
amount  of  money  which  is  to  be  spent  in 
gold  braid  and  trimmings  is  rather  large  for 
:•.  young  country  just  beginning  to  have  a 
service  and  which  as  yet  has  not  many 
vessels  which  appear  on  parade.  I  notice 
for  Instance,  the  following  charges  : 

1.  33  gross  coat   buttons.. $  9  10  $  300  30 

2.  4  gross  jacket  buttons..  . .    6  10  24  40 

3.  20  gross  vest  buttons..  ..  5  10  102  00 
4.2  jap.  uniform  cases . . . .  10  00  20  00 

5.  24  sword  belts                     3  80  91  20 

6.  405}  yards  gold  lace  ....    0  85  344  46 

7.  20  yards   gold   lace..    ..    2  90  58  00 

8.  24  dozen  gold  can  badges  20  00  480  00 

9.  200  pairs  shoulder  straps   0  45  90  00 

10.  48  gold  naval  sword  knots   2  75  132  00 

11.  24  swords                          11  60  276  00 

12.  24  sword  bags                     0  75  18  00 

13.  18  dozen  hat  ribbons..  2  00  36  00 
Cases  and  tins   6  45 

1.978  81 

Possibly  the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us 
whether  this  was  for  some  special  festive 
occasion,  or  what  use  has  been  made  of  the 
amount  of  trimmings  mentioned  here  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Certainly  I  have 
not  been  wearing  them.  They  were  bought 
in  the  regular  way  for  the  different  crews, 
just  as  was  done  under  the  late  government ' 
As  regards  the  changes  we  have  made,  they 
are  to  the  advantage  of  Canadians.  We 
used  to  buy  these  articles  through  the  High 
Commissioner  in  London  at  the  Army  and 
Navy  stores,  but  we  found  a  firm  in  Mon- 
treal and  another  in  Toronto  ready  to  fur- 
nish these  articles  at  the  same  prices,  and 
we  give  each  year  an  order  to  one  of  these 
firms.   One  year  we  buy  from  the  firm  in 
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Montreal  and  the  other  year  from  the  Arm 
in  Toronto. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  With  regard  to  this 
item  of  $1,500  for  the  Marconi  system  which 
is  installed  on  the  '  Stanley '  and  '  Mlnto,' 
I  understand  that  those  steamers  have  been 
in  the  harbour  all  winter,  and  that  this  sys- 
tem has  not  been  used  in  the  winter  at  all, 
because  they  have  not  sufficient  power  to 
communicate  between  the  wharfs  at  Pictou 
and  Georgetown.  They  can  only  communi- 
cate within  a  radius  of  thirty  miles. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  will  not  re- 
main there. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  was  told  by  the 
man  who  operates  one  of  the  machines  that 
he  could  not  communicate  from  the  wharf 
at  Pictou  with  the  steamer  at  the  wharf  at 
Georgetown.  If  that  is  so,  it  is  a  mistake. 
At  any  rate,  the  installing  of  this  machinery 
on  board  those  steamers  is  of  very  little  use 
unless  it  is  also  installed  on  the  shores,  be- 
cause both  those  steamers  might  be  out  in 
the  gulf  and  there  might  be  great  necessity 
for  the  erection  of  two  stations,  one  on  the 
Pictou  side  and  one  on  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  side,  so  as  to  enable  the  steamers  to 
communicate  with  the  shore.  So  far  as  the 
system  now  installed  on  the  steamers  is 
concerned,  I  can  say  that  it  will  be  of  very 
little  use. 

Mr.  PEEPONTAINE.  There  is  a  special 
item  for  the  Marconi  station,  and  when  that 
comes  up  I  will  give  all  the  explanations 
required. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  Is  an  item  here  for 
damages  allowed  to  merchants  and  shippers 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  for  losses  sustain- 
ed on  perishable  goods  owing  to  the  '  Mlnto  * 
and  '  Stanley  *  being  Ice-bound.  The  amount 
is  $9,356.66. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  was  fully 
discussed  last  year.  It  was  a  vote  by  parlia- 
ment after  an  investigation  was  held. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  It  affirmed  a  prin- 
ciple ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No ;  without 
affirming  a  principle  In  any  way.  All  the 
reasons  and  conditions  were  given  at  the 
time. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  it  is  a  matter  past  and 
gone,  it  is  outside  of  the  question  now.  But 
the  minister  informs  me  that  it  does  not 
create  a  precedent  or  affirm  a  principle. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 
Examination  of  master  and  mates,  J7.000. 

Mr.  AMES.  Who  now  fills  the  position 
of  examiner  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Captain  Demers. 

Mr.  AMES.   What  are  his  qualifications  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    He  has  a  certifi- 
cate from  the  English  Board  of  Trade,  and 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


was  recommended  as  an  assistant  to  Cap- 
tain Salmon. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Who  has  been  appoint- 
ed examiner  at  Charlottetown  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Captain  Cavanagh. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Was  he  appointed  last 
year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  being  made 
now. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.   At  what  salary  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  $200. 

Rewards  tor  saving  life,  including  life  saving 
stations.  $12,000. 

Mr.  ALCORN.  I  would  like  to  ask  what 
is  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  life-saving 
service  on  the  Lake  Ontario  front,  in  the 
county  of  Prince  Edward,  Ontario.  Some 
years  ago  we  had  a  very  efficient,  well 
equipped  and  manned  life-saving  station  at 
Point  Traverse  ;  but  owing,  I  presume  to  the 
fact  that  the  people  of  that  vicinity  did  not 
support  this  government  as  well  as  was  de- 
sired, that  station  was  removed.  The  boat 
was  taken  to  Wellington,  in  the  same  coun- 
ty, and  stored  there  in  some  person's  barn. 
I  recollect  that  a  year  or  two  ago  a  claim 
was  made  against  the  department  for  stor- 
age in  respect  of  that  boat,  but  whether  that 
claim  was  settled  before  the  last  elections 
or  not.  I  do  not  know.  The  boat,  haw- 
ever,  seems  to  have  gone  out  of  service. 
It  has  no  crew  and  no  use  is  made 
of  it.  There  was  also  a  boat  on  Consecon 
beach,  in  Prince  Edward,  but  I  do  not  know 
how  that  is  now.  I  would  like  full  Informa- 
tion as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  ser- 
vice In  that  region.  The  coast  Is  one  which 
absolutely  requires  a  life  service,  because 
a  number  oT  wrecks  occur  there  yearly, 
and  a  good  many  lives  are  lost. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  look  into  the  question.  According 
to  the  information  given  me  by  my  deputy 
minister,  the  station  was  abolished  five  or 
six  years  ago  as  not  being  necessarv. 

Mr.  ALCORN.    Will  the  hon.  minister 
have  the  information  put  In  writing,  and 
'  give  the  places  where  the  boats  are  now 
I  located  in  that  county,  In  whose  charge, 
|  who  are  the  crew,  whether  such  crews  are 
practised  or  only  crews  on  paper. ;  and  what 
is  the  expense  of  each  station,  to  whom  paid, 
and  on  what  account  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.   What  wrecks  were  inves- 
igated  last  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  following 
wrecks  were  investigated  last  year  : 

SS.  '  Vancouver. 

SS.  '  Kensington  '  ...  . 

Barquantine  '  Kodan  •  «>"«»"«>• 

SS.  'Athenia'  „„.... 

SS.  '  Verax  1  collision. 

SS.  *  Vancouver." 

SS.  '  Turret  Cape.' 

SS.  '  Tuiret  Chief  ' 
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'  Catalone.' 
'  Loulsburg.' 


Mr.  INGRAM.  Has  it  been  necessary 
to  engage  any  wrecking  plant  in  connection 
with  these  accidents  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  in  the  case  of 
the  'Vancouver.'  The  Davie  Company  help- 
ed to  pull  the  '  Vancouver '  out  of  the  mud 
in  which  she  had  stuck  outside  of  the 
channel.  Most  of  the  work  was  done  by  the 
Department  of  Marine,  the  ship  channel 
department.  We  really  dug  out  the  steamer 
which  was  11  feet  in  the  mud.  A  channel 
was  dug  along  each  side  of  her  and  when 
it  was  thought  sufficiently  deep  she  was 
pulled  out  by  the  Davie  boats  and  other 
boats  that,  we  had  furnished  through  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  so  as 
to  reduce  the  damages  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  In  what  section  of  the 
river  was  the  accident  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Just  outside  Sorel, 
near  the  entrance  of  Lake  St.  Peter.  She 
sheered  right  out  of  the  channel  and  went 
about  200  feet  into  the  mud. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  mentioned  the 
'  Canada '  but  I  do  not  find  in  the  minister's 
report  pages  99  to  108,  any  reference  at  all 
to  the  '  Canada.'  Why  is  no  report  of  the 
investigation  as  to  the  4  Canada '-'  Cape 
Breton  '  affair  published  here  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  did  not  think 
it  was  a  formal  inquiry  and  therefore  we 
did  not  publish  it.  This  question  was  entire- 
ly threshed  out  in  the  House.  We  did  not 
publish  this  report  because  we  thought  the 
proceedings  were  all  defective. 

Mr.  AMES.  But  you  have  no  report  of 
it  at  all  here. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Whatever  papers 
were  collected  were  put  before  the  House 
but  we  never  considered  that  that  report 
was  legal  and  therefore  did  not  publish  It. 

Mr.  AMES.  Was  it  an  investigation  that 
differed  from  the  others  here  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  differed  greatly; 
it  was  not  according  to  the  instructions  at 
all. 

Mr.  AMES.  Did  I  understand  the  min- 
ister to  say  that  this  was  simply  a  prelim- 
inary inquiry  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  what  I 
Bald. 

Mr.  AMES.  It  was  not  an  investigation 
at  all  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  some  kind 
of  an  investigation  preliminary  to  a  formal 
investigation. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  like  to  refresh  the 
memory  of  the  minister,  because  I  think 


that  the  documents  of  the  case  contain  proof 
that  it  was  not  a  preliminary  inquiry  as 
alleged. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  not  even 
written  instructions. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  knows  that  the 
papers  have  just  been  brought  down  and 
laid  before  the  House.  The  minister  will 
find  among  the  papers  a  report  dated  June 
13,  1904,  which  report  says  : 

I  beg  to  refer  you  to  the  attached  newspaper 
report  of  the  loss  of  the  above  vessel,  and  to 
recommend  that  an  Investigation  be  held  as 
soon  as  possible.  From  inquiry  by  telephone 
this  morning  I  learned  that  the  ss.  'Cape  Breton' 
has  proceeded  on  her  voyage  to  Sydney,  and  will 
probably  return  about  next  Saturday,  so  that  it 
the  minister  approves  ot  my  recommendation 
for  investigation  it  must  be  postponed  until 
this  vessel's  return.  I  would  suggest  that  if 
possible  the  minister  might  hasten  the  passage, 
of  the  amendment  to  the  Shipping  Casualties 
Act  through  the  Senate,  otherwise  the  pilot 
will  have  to  be  tried  before  Mr.  Guerin. 

This  is  signed  by  Capt.  R.  Salmon,  wreck 
commissioner,  and  is  initialled  across  the 
base  '  R.  P.,'  which  I  believe  to  be  the 
initials  of  the  minister.  It  would  therefore 
seem  that  this  was  a  recommendation  on  the 
part  of  Capt.  Salmon  asking  for  an  investi- 
gation and  that  recommendation  has  been 
initialled  by  the  minister  showing  that  the 
minister  concurred  in  the  demand  of  Capt. 
Salmon  for  an  investigation.  If  we  look  at 
the  other  reports  we  find  that  with  all 
other  casualties  the  investigation  was  re- 
commended in  almost  identical  terms.  When 
the  '  Vancouver '  was  wrecked,  Capt.  Sal- 
mon writes  : 

I  learn  that  the  above  named  steamer  is 
ashore  in  Lake  St.  Peter,  about  sixteen  miles 
east  of  Sorel,  and  in  the  event  of  her  being  de- 
tained I  recommend  that  an  Investigation  into 
the  casualty  be  held. 

In  the  case  of  the  '  Kensington '  the  same 
terms  exactly  were  used.  In  Capt.  Salmon's 
report  he  says  he  does  not  consider  an  In- 
vestigation necessary. 

In  the  case  of  the  '  Athenia  '  and  '  Verax  ' 
be  says  : 

I  beg  to  recommend  that  an  investigation  be 
held. 

And  an  investigation  was  held.  Again 
in  the  matter  of  the  '  Athenia '  and  '  Verax ' 
he  speaks  of  having  ordered  an  investigation. 

Again  in  the  matter  of  the  'Vancouver': 

I  recommend  that  I  proceed  to  Montreal  to- 
morrow in  order  to  make  arrangements  for 
this  investigation. 

Again  in  the  case  of  the  '  Carolina '  he 
speaks  of  investigations  and  so  in  all  cases 
where  an  Investigation  was  held  the  form 
of  the  report  used  exactly  the  same  terms 
as  in  this.  Consequently  it  will  be  seen 
that  in  the  Canada-Cape  Breton  case  the 
usual  recommendation  was  made  and  the 
minister  having  initialled  the  usual  recom- 
mendation ordered  the  usual  investigation. 
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In  this  case,  which  we  have  been  discus- 
sing, the  minister  telegraphs  to  Mr.  Gregory, 
agent  of  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Quebec  and  be  says  : 

Minister  wishes  to  know  if  Paul  Lachance,  St. 
Lawrence  Point,  St.  John,  Island  of  Orleans, 
would  make  a  good  assessor  to  sit  on  '  Canada- 
Cape  Breton  '  investigation.  It  you  do  not 
know,  will  you  please  make  Inquiries  ? 

(Sgd.)    R.  SALMON. 

Wreck  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Gregory  replies  : 

It  no  objection  to  a  pilot  acting  as  assessor 
on  a  case  where  a  pilot  is  concerned,  Paul  La- 
chance,  who  is  a  pilot  and  master  mariner, 
might  make  a  good  assessor. 

Assessors  are  only  used  in  regular  in- 
vestigations and  Mr.  Gregory  has  acknow- 
eidged  in  this  case  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Where  is  the  au- 
thority from  the  minister  there  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  The  authority  of  the  min- 
ister is  found  in  the  Initials  of  the  minister 
written  across  the  report  of  R.  Salmon, 
wreck  commissioner. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Do  you  imagine 
it  gave  him  the  power  to  choose  a  commis- 
sioner in  that  way  without  consulting  the 
minister  ? 

Mr.  AMEtS.  And  the  subsequent  tele- 
grams in  the  department  show  that  in 
seeking  an  assessor  that  was  his  intention. 
Now  this  matter  came  up  in  the  House 
and  the  hon.  minister  made  this  statement 
himself  in  the  House  on  the  17th  day  of 
June,  1904. 

I  can  promise  the  House  that  there  will  be  a 
thorough  and  complete  Investigation  into  this 
casualty,  which  I  repeat  is  not  due  to  the  river 
channel. 

The  minister  himself  states  that  there 
should  be  a  thorough  .and  complete  investi- 
gation. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  not  a  thor- 
ough and  complete  investigation  that  was 
l\eld. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  first  six  clauses  of  the  law  refer 
only  to  preliminary  Inquiry,  bat  from 
clause  7  onward  it  is  a  formal  investigation. 
The  latter  is  what  was  held,  and  Captain 
Salmon  during  the  entire  time  he  was  en- 
gaged in  the  matter  never  once  held  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry.  That  proves  that  this 
Investigation  was  not  a  preliminary  enqueue. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Because  there  was 
none  before  It. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  report  of  Captain  Salmon 
begins  in  the  same  way  : 

In  the  matter  of  a  formal  investigation  held 
at  the  Harbour  Commissioners'  office,  Montreal, 
Mr.  AMES. 


Quebec,  on  the  8th, 
ust.  1904  


9th,  10th  and  11th  of  Aug- 


Now  I  am  citing  these  documents  rapidly, 
simply  because  they  prove  the  point  that 
every  reference  that  was  made  by  the  cor- 
respondence of  the  department,  by  the 
letters  of  the  wreck  commission,  and  by  the 
'  Hansard '  containing  the  minister's  re- 
marks— every  reference  speaks  of  it  as  an 
investigation,  there  is  not  one  word  calling 
it  a  preliminary  Inquiry.  It  was  a  formal 
Investigation,  and  an  interference  with  it 
was  not  legitimate.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  minister  whether  auy  investigation  was 
held  when  the  '  Carolina '  got  into  trouble  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  not  thought 
necessary. 

Mr.  AMES.  Was  there  any  report  from 
an  official  of  the  department  asking  that  the 
affair  be  investigated  V 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Nobody  asked  for 
an  investigation. 

Mr.  AMES.  Was  there  any  report  on  the 
part  of  an  official  of  the  department  asking 
that  there  should  be  an  investigation  ?  I 
must  refresh  the  memory  of  the  minister  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Perhaps  Mr.  Sal- 
mon did. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  want  to  call  the  minister's 
attention  to  some  correspondence  In  refer- 
ence to  the  'Carolina,'  which  might  bear 
explanation.  Here  is  the  letter  of  Captain 
Salmon  to  the  department : 

Attached  hereto  is  a  newspaper  clipping  giving 
an  account  o£  the  stranding  of  the  above  men- 
tioned vessel  near  St.  Alphone,  on  July  15th.  I 
beg  to  recommend  that  an  Investigation  be  held. 

The  Wreck  Commissioner,  on  the  18th  of 
July,  writes  begging  to  recommend  that  an 
investigation  be  held.  Here  is  the  reply 
which  I  think  the  minister  will  find  in  the 
records  of  the  department : 

JUly  26th,  1901. 
With  regard  to  the  instructions,  the  minister 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  document  is 
the  hon.  gentleman  reading  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  I  am  reading  the  report  of 
Captain  Salmon  to  the  department,  and  I 
will  ask  the  minister  if  he  has  a  copy  of  this 
in  his  department  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  ask  for  it  in  the  usual  manner,  I 
will  look  it  up  and  produce  It,  if  it  is  there. 

Mr.  AMES  (reading)  : 

With  regard  to  the  Instructions  the  minister 
has  written  on  my  previous  memorandum,  I 
beg  to  suggest  that  perhaps  our  action  in  con- 
sulting the  authorities  of  the  Richelieu  and 
Ontario  Steam  Navigation  Company  as  to  whe- 
ther they  desire  an  investigation  into  the  above 
or  not,  might  possibly  be  misconstrued,  and 
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with  deference  to  the  minister's  opinion,  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  the  company  will  ask  for  an 
investigation  if  they  desire  it. 

Apparently  the  company  did  not  want  an 
investigation,  and  they  did  not  have  one. 
Does  the  minister  remember  anything  about 
that  ?  Has  he  the  original  in  the  depart- 
ment 1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  will  look  It  up. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  point  I  make  is.'  this  :  1 
want  to  know,  after  the  experience  of  the 
department  In  the  case  of  Captain  Salmon, 
whether  the  method  is  now  adopted  that 
when  a  wreck  commissioner  sits  upon  a  case 
and  comes  to  a  decision,  he  submits  it  in 
advance  to  the  minister  In  order  that  the 
minister  may  read  and  approve  of  it  before 
the  commissioner  sitting  as  a  court  gives 
his  decision  to  the  public.  Does  the  minister 
come    first  and  the  public  afterwards  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No  matter  what 
investigation  he  holds,  he  is  obliged  to  sub- 
mit his  report  to  the  minister  before  he  sub- 
mits it  to  the  public.  That  is  the  clear 
meaning  of  the  law. 

Mr.  AMES.  That  is  the  point  I  wanted  to 
make.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  now  that 
his  wreck  commissioner  who  sits  and  takes 
evidence  and  conies  to  a  decision,  dare  not 
give  that  decision  to  the  pub.lic  until  he  has 
first  submitted  it  to  the  minister.  Now  if 
It  happens  to  be  a  friend  of  the  minister 
who  is  concerned,  I  suppose  that  report  may 
never  come  to  light. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  mm  gentle- 
man has  a  queer  way  of  making  insinua- 
tions that  he  has  no  right  to  make.  I  have 
explained  the  law  already,  when  this  ques- 
tion came  before  the  House  on  a  previous 
occasion.  If  I  have  not  explained  the  law 
correctly,  then  I  am  ready  to  be  corrected. 
But  the  law  as  I  Interpret  it  says  clearly 
that  the  commissioner  must  first  submit  his 
report  to  the  minister,  and  there  is  no  way 
of  getting  round  it.  This  commissioner 
thought  he  was  not  only  the  law  but  the 
public,  that  he  was  a  Judge,  a  Judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  or  of  the  Privy  Council ;  he 
had  a  swelled  head  and  nothing  less.  The 
hon.  member  from  Montreal  can  have  his 
own  opinion  and  can  keep  it.  I  have  my 
opinion  also,  and  that  is  what  I  follow. 


sioner  at  all  ?  Why  not  let  the  minister  do 
the  whole  thing  in  the  first  place  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
law. 


Then  repeal  the 


Mr.  AMES.  The  point  I  make  is  this,  and 
it  is  a  point  of  principle.   If  the  various  de- 
cisions of  our  courts  had  to  be  reviewed  by 
the  minister  before  they  could  be  given  out, 
where  would  Justice  be  ?    Now  here  is  a 
court,  in  a  certain  sense  of  the  word.   It  is 
of  course  a  necessity  on  our  St.  Lawrence 
route  that  when  a  casualty  occurs  the  blame 
should  be  placed  in  an  unprejudiced  manner 
upon  the  proper  shoulders,  and  that  the  right 
people  should  be  punished  for  it.  Here 
was  a  case  where  there  was  a  loss  of  life, 
and  similar  cases  may  occur.  What  we  need 
is  a  wreck  commissioner  who  is  absolutely 
independent  of  fear  or  favour,  and  who 
feels  that  when  he  sitting  as  a  court,  and 
takes  evidence,   he  may  come  to  a  de- 
cision according  to  his  own  conscience.  But 
the  minister  claims  that  he  has  a  right  to 
override  this  decision,  and  so  he  may  decide 
that  the  penalties  shall  be  remitted  or  that 
the  finding  is  irregular.    But  until  the  find- 
ing is  handed  down,  as  I  read  the  law,  the 
minister  has  no  right  to  interfere.    But  If 
the  minister's  interpretation  of  the  law  is 
to  hold  good,  then  the  public  will  be  able 
to  place  a  right  estimate  upon  the  value  of 
this  wreck  commission  ;  and  if  every  find- 
ing of  the  wreck  commissioner  must  first 
be  submitted  to  the  minister  and  have  his 
approval,  and  if  no  decision  can  be  given 
until  that  approval  is  had,  the  estimate  of 
that  wreck  commissioner  for  absolute  fair- 
ness and  freedom  from  political  Interference 
will  not  rank  high  in  the  country. 


Mr.  AMES.  Then  we  are  clearly  to  under- 
stand, and  the  country  may  as  well  under- 
stand It  too,  that  there  is  supposed  to  exist  a 
wreck  commissioner,  and  that  commissioner, 
when  sitting  upon  a  case  of  casualty,  hears 
the  evidence  and  is  supposed  to  come  to  a 
finding.    But  before  that  finding  can  be 
given  to  the  public,  before  the  commissioner 
can  declare  what  he  may  have  in  his  heart 
he  must  first  make  a  report  to  the  minister, 
the  minister  must  read  it  over,  and  approve 
of  it  before  the  report  can  be  made  public 
v\  hat  is  the  use  of  having  a  wreck  commis- 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  would  like  to 
differ  from  my  hon.  friend's  opinion.  There 
are  cases  in  the  department  where  the 
minister  has  greater   responsibility  than 
the  responsibility  involved    in  .  this  case. 
When  he  sends  bis  officer  to  make  a  pre- 
liminary investigation,  which  was  done  In 
the  case  of  the  '  Canada '  and  the  '  Cape 
Breton,'  the  least  that  can  be  exacted  is 
that  the  investigation  shall  be  legally  con- 
ducted.    In  this  case  it  was  not  legally 
conducted.    It  was  conducted  contrary  to 
law  and,  as  I  have  already  stated,  con- 
trary to  the  usage  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  England.    We  proceed  exactly  as  they 
are    proceeding    in    England    where  the 
wreck  commissioner  acts  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Board    of  Trade.  Nobody 
can  reasonably  have  any  doubt   of  the 
guarantee  that  is  offered  by  such  proceed- 
ings.    The  hon.  gentleman  may  have  the 
opinion  which  he  has  expressed  if  he  thinks 
fit.  but  all  I  can  say  Is  that  I  have  a  differ- 
ent opinion.    He  may,  if  he  chooses,  ask 
us  to  believe  that  the  responsibility  of  a 
minister  is  not  as  great  as   that    of  his 
clerk  whom  be  sends  out  to  make  an  in- 
vestigation.   That  is  his  own  way  of  look- 
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ing  at  the  question.  He  thinks  that  an 
officer  who  is  paid  $2,000  a  year,  who  Is 
sent  out  to  make  an  investigation  and 
who  does  not  do  it  legally  will  Inspire 
more  confidence  than  the  minister.  Well, 
he  may  have  that  opinion,  but  I  am  sure 
that  outside  and  inside  of  this  House  peo- 
ple will  have  a  different  view. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    I  never  had  that  idea  of 
the  functions  of  a  wreck  commissioner. 
The  hon.  minister  may  be  right.    He  says 
he  has  looked  into  the  law  and  that  is  his 
interpretation  of  the  law,  but  it  comes  as 
a  sort  of  surprise  to  me.    Of  course,  1 
never  probably  very  carefully  looked  Into 
the  matter,  but  I  know  what  the  practice 
was  when  I  was  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  and  while  I  cannot  recollect  exact 
cases  of  anything  of  that  kind,  my  Impres- 
sion of  the  office  was  that  it  was  meant  to 
have  an  independent  investigation  whenever 
a  wreck  occurred  and  it  was  deemed  of  suffi- 
cient importance  that  either  a  preliminary^ 
examination    or   a    regular  examination 
should  be  had,  that,  if  it  were  a  regular 
examination,  then,  by  means  of  assessors 
and  the  taking  of  evidence  the  wreck  com- 
missioner who  constituted  a  quasi  court 
would  with  the  evidence  and  with  the  aid  of 
the  judgment  of  his  assessors,  make  up  his 
mind  as  to  the  rights  of  the  case  and  give 
his  decision.     Now,  of  course,  that  de- 
cision is  subordinate  to  the  ministerial  au- 
thority in  the  end.    But,  the  Idea  I  had 
was  that  the  minister  then  could  exercise 
his  superior  power  over  it  just  according 
as  the  law  directs.     Well  now,  the  hon. 
minister  says  that  it  is  not  that  kind  of 
an  investigation  at  all,  that  there  is  simply 
a  man  sent  out  by  the  minister  to  report 
to  him  and  that  before  he  gives  his  de- 
cision, and  consequently  at  any  time  dur- 
ing his  examination,  he  is  entirely  subject 
to  the  minister,  subject  to  the  suggestions 
of  the  minister,  subject  to  the  interference 
of  the  minister  and  that  his  report  or  de- 
cision cannot  be  given  until  it  has  been 
approved   by    the    minister.     Well,  that 
takes  away  all  idea  of  an  independent  and 
unpartisan    Investigation.      The  minister 
may  be  a  superior  man  intellectually  and 
otherwise  to  the  wreck  commissioner,  but 
there  are  certain  things  that  an  independ- 
ent man  even  of  a  less  high  calibre .  can 
do  that  even  a  minister  cannot  do  and  one 
of  these  things  is  to  hold  an  Independent 
investigation.     The  minister's  power  re- 
mains.   He  has  the  power  of  revision  but 
in  so  far  as  the  investigation  is  made  it  Is 
done  by  a  man  appointed  for  that  purpose 
who  has  expert  and  technical  knowledge, 
who  has  the  advantage  of  taking  the  evi- 
dence himself,  who  has  the  advantage  of 
assessors  and  being  a  man  without  pat- 
ronage and  the  like  of  that  and  having 
these  aids  he  is  apt  to  give  a  decision  more 
nearly  representing  the  rights  of  the  case. 
Mr.  PREPONTAINB. 


If  that  is  not  so  it  seems  to  me  we  are 
open  to  two  things.  In  the  first  place  the 
people  of  this  country,  in  so  far  as  they 
are  concerned  in'  matters  that  come  before 
the  wreck  commissioner,  cannot  have  the 
idea  that  they  are  appealing  to  an  unpar- 
tisan and  independent  tribunal.  If  they 
have  not  that  idea  then  they  care  nothing 
for  that  tribunal  or  very  little.  It  is  not 
their  interest  to  get  the  proper  evidence 
before  the  tribunal.  It  is  their  interest  to 
button  hole  the  minister,  to  bring  partisan* 
Influence  to  bear,  to  carry  their  story  to 
the  minister  himself  and  by  ways  that  are 
well  known  try  to  influence  him  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  Is  that  the  beet  method 
to  pursue?  Is  it  better  for  the  public  who 
are  damaged  and  whose  rights  are  In  ques- 
tion ?  Is  it  better  for  the  minister  or  the 
department  itself?  I  should  think  the 
minister  would  rather  have  an  independent 
investigator  who  would  take  evidence  with 
the  proper  aid  of  nautical  information  and 
would  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  mat- 
ter, subject  of  course,  to  a  higher  revision. 
I  should  think  he  would  rather  have  that 
and  I  am  quite  certain  it  would  be  the 
best  practice  and  it  would  best  meet  the 
wants  of  the  country.  Now,  if  the  law 
turns  out  to  be  what  the  hon.  minister 
says  and  if  this  commissioner  Is  not  an 
independent  commissioner  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  law  can  be  beneficially  changed,  I 
should  think  beneficially  to  the  interests  of 
the  people  and  I  should  think  beneficially 
to  the  minister  himself,  who,  I  should  think, 
would  rather  be  rid  of  that  kind  of  an  in- 
vestigation than  have  it  saddled  upon  him. 
Has  the  hon.  minister  had  the  benefit  of 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
upon  that?  Has  he  had  the  opinion  of 
the  Minister  of  Justice  that  this  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  law  as  It  Is  on  the  statute- 
book  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Of  course,  I  have 
consulted  many  times  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice on  the  matter  -  and  especially  on  this 
case. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  the  Minister  cf  Jus- 
tice is  of  the  opinion  that  the  wreck  com- 
missioner is  not  an  independent  investi- 
gator, but  that  he  is  on  all  occasions  to 
be  subject  to  the  interference  and  direction 
of  the  minister. 

Mr.  FREFONTAINE.  I  never  put  that 
question  because  it  never  came  up. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Well,  that  is  the  whole 
question  involved  here. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  has  not 
come  up. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  whole  question  in- 
volved is  whether  while  an  investigation  is 
poing  on  it  is  open  to  the  minister  and  his 
deputy  to  interfere  with  it  and  to  make 
demands  upon  Mie  court. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  not  a  court 
at  all. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  that  court,  consider- 
ing itself  to  be  independent  simply  had  to 
vacate  its  position  in  the  end  in  order  to 
resent  the  interference  of  the  minister.  Yet 
the  hon.  minister  says  be  has  not  presented 
that  phase  of  the  case  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice. 

Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.    It  never  came  up. 

Mr.  FOSTEB.  I  should  think  it  would 
be  well  that  he  should  give  us  the  advice 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  which  I  am  sure  quite  reverses 
the  general  practice  of  the  department  If 
I  were  owner  of  a  vessel  and  that  ves- 
sel came  in  contact  with  another  and  there 
was  an  investigation  to  be  beld,  I  would 
not  want  to  go  to  any  deputy  minister  or 
minister.  I  would  want  to  go  to  an  In- 
dependent court  which  is  not  subject  to 
patronage  and  party  ends,  and  I  would 
want  to  put  my  evidence  before  that  court 
and  get  a  decision.  There  may  be  higher 
courts  of  appeal  somewhere,  but  I  would 
want  to  get  the  decision  of  the  first  court 
and  I  am  sure  the  shipping  interests  want 
that. 

Mr.  PKBFONTAINE.  Although  this 
case  was  known  to  all  the  shipping  inter- 
ests they  never  complained.  They  quite 
approved  of  my  conduct  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  were  other  things 
that  went  to  the  public ;  one  was  that  it 
was  not  an  inquiry  but  simply  a  preliminary 
inquiry.  Has  the  public  yet  learned  that 
there  is  no  place  for  a  wreck  Inquiry  except 
before  the  minister  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  When  I  think  it  Is 
required— I  am  the  judge  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister  think 
he  can  sit  in  his  office,  and  in  view  of  the 
multiplicity  of  his  other  duties,  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  justice,  without  knowing  any  of 
the  local  colouring  and  not  having  heard  the 
evidence  and  the  facts  as  a  judge  would  j 
hear  them  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  supposition  1 
is  not  correct.  You  cannot  imagine  that 
the  minister,  without  having  information.  I 
would  set  himself  out  against  the  wreck  I 
commissioner  and  prevent  him  from  doing  j 
his  work. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  minister  seems  to 1 
have  done  that  in  this  case. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Not  at  all.  I  deny  1 
that  In  the  most  formal  way,  because  I 
never  Interfered  in  this  case  except  to  ren- 
der regular  the  proceedings  that  were  being 
held  by  this  officer,  and  he  declined  to  fol- 
low my  instructions. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister  mean 
to  say  that  if  a  wreck  taken  place  on  the 


Nova  Scotia n  coast  he  goes  down  there  and 
hears  the  evidence,  or  does  he  mean  that  he 
can  know  all  about  the  case  when  it  inci- 
dentally comes  before  him  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  You  cannot  sup- 
pose that  anything  of  the  kind  would  occur 
unless  the  minister  would  be  unfit  for  his 
position.  In  this  case  I  knew  of  witnesses 
that  the  wreck  commissioner  refused  to 
examine ;  I  knew  that  the  case  was  taken 
before  another  court  and  that  the  invari- 
able rule  in  England  is  to  suspend  proceed- 
ings under  such  circumstances.  I  asked 
him  to  suspend  proceedings  and  he  refused. 
He  threw  himself  before  the  public  and 
rendered  a  ridiculous  and  Illegal  judgment 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  imagine  that  a 
minister  who  understands  bis  position  would 
Interfere  In  an  investigation  without  a  rea- 
son that  could  be  explained  ?  The  minjster 
has  to  take  the  responsibility,  and  he  should 
be  able  to  advise  his  officer  how  to  conduct 
the  Investigation  so  that  justice  may  be 
rendered  impartially  to  the  parties. 

Mr.  AMES.  Allow  me  to  point  out  the 
essential  difference  between  the  twj  me- 
thods of  doing  the  same  thing.  As  Captain 
Salmon  understood  his  duty,  it  was  that 
during  the  progress  of  the  Investigation  he 
was  not  to  have  his  findings  reviewed  by 
the  minister,  but  when  the  investigation 
was  over  and  the  finding  had  been  given 
then  the  minister  had  a  right  to  reverse  it 
if  he  desired. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man misrepresents  the  case.  In  this  case 
the  interference  of  the  minister  began  after 
the  proceedings  had  been  taken  before  the 
Admiralty  Court  in  Quebec.  I  produced  the 
letter  before  the  House  showing  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  officer  then  to  stop  the  investi- 
gation., He  disregarded  my  instructions 
which  I  had  a  right  to  give  him  under  the 
law. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  does  not  exactly 
understand  the  point  I  make. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  understand  you 
are  trying  to  make  a  case  outside  of  the  real 
case. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  can  make  clear  what  I 
mean  to  say  if  the  minister  will  allow  me. 
I  wish  to  demonstrate  the  difference  be- 
tween the  old  method  and  the  new.  As 
Captain  Salmon  understood  it.  the  old 
method  was  :  that  while  he  whs  a  wreck 
commissioner  holding  an  investigation  he 
was  a  law  unto  himself,  and  that  until  he 
delivered  his  decision  It  could  not  be  altered 
by  the  minister.  That  is  the  way  Captain 
Salmon  understood  the  law.  The  present 
understanding  of  the  law  is  that  the  wreck 
<  ominissioner,  after  he  has  made  his  in- 
vestigation, shall  submit  his  finding  to  the 
minister  and  it  shall  be  revised  or  altered 
or  approved  by  the  minister,  and  then  it 
shall  be  made  public  and  have  the  force  of 
i:  decision. 
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Mr.  rilEFON'TAIXE.  But  he  did  not 
finish  the  case. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  difference  between  the 
two  methods  is  very  plain.  Under  the  old 
method,  if  the  minister  wanted  to  overthrow 
the  decision  of  the  wreck  commissioner  he 
had  to  do  it  opeuly  and  publicly  ;  but  under 
the  new  method  if  he  wants  to  alter  the  de- 
cision of  the  wreck  commissioner  he  can  do 
it  privately,  and  the  wreck  commissioner 
has  to  take  all  the  blame  for  it.  The  result 
of  the  new  method  is  that  the  finding  is  not 
the  judgment  of  the  wreck  commissioner 
but  the  revised  finding  of  the  wreck  com- 
missioner by  the  minister,  and  the  public 
must  judge  as  to  whether  the  old  or  the  new 
method  is  the  better. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  committee  took  recess. 

After  Bee  ess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  minister  spoke 
of  an  accident  to  the  steamship  'Vancouver' 
at  Sorel.  Was  there  not  another  accident 
further  down  the  river  ? 

Mr.  PKEFOXTAIXE. 
was  no  investigation. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Surely  there  was  an  in- 
vestigation. The  one  the  hon.  minister  spoke 
of  was  on  July  2,  1904.  The  other  was  at 
Mataue  on  May  22,  1904,  and  the  court 
recommended  that  the  fog  signal  and  the 
buoy  should  be  changed.  If  those  changes 
had  been  made  previous  to  the  accident,  the 
chances  are  that  it  would  not  have  occurred. 
Have  these  changes  yet  been  made  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  could  not 
answer  that  question  off-hand.  When  the 
item  of  aids  to  navigation  is  reached.  I  shall 
be  able  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  in- 


Yes  ;   but  there 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  understand  that 
there  was  only  one,  the  one  pointed  out  by 
I  the  hon.  member  from  Montreal. 

'     Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.    Before  dinner  I 
!  had  intended  to  give  a  little  attention  to  the 
'  question  of  the  wreck  which  the  bon.  mem- 
i  ber  for  St.  Antolne,  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames), 
was  discussing.   The  observations  made  by 
,  that  hon.  gentleman  and  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  would 
perhaps  create  the  impression  that  there 
was  some  laxity  about  these  investigations. 
I  am  sure  that,  as  a  lawyer,  I  voice  the 
sentiments  of  every  other  lawyer  in  this 
|  House,  and  every  fair-minded  man,  when 
I  say  that  it  would  be  a  very  sad  thing  in- 
1  deed  to  have  the  impression  go  abroad  that 
!  investigations  of  this  kind  were  conducted 
!  in  a  loose  or  lax  manner,  or  that  favouritism 
,  or  politics  was  considered  in  connection  with 
them.    These  hon.  gentlemen  seem  to  dis- 
|  cuss  the  law  from  their  own  ideas  of  what 
'  the  law  ought  to  be.    It  so  happens  that 
!  when  we  are  dealing  with  courts  and  in 
■  courts,  we  have  to  deal  with  the  law,  not 
as  we  might  suppose  it  ought  to  be,  but  as 
.It  Is  ;  and  there  happens  to  be  a  clear-cut 
statute  governing  every  step  in  connection 
i  with  investigations  of  this  kind.    It  would 
'  be  well  for  hon.  gentlemen,  before  they  un- 
1  dertake  to  put  their  views  on  record  and 
'  give  them  to  the  country  as  to  what  the  law 
;  of  this  country  is  and  how  it  Is  being  ad- 
ministered, to  look  a  little  carefully  into  the 
statutes  governing  those  particular  cases. 
The  steps  to  be  taken  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  as  the  minister  has  over  and 
i  over  again  explained,  are  of  two  kinds. 
One  of  them  is  a  preliminary  investigation, 
an  informal  investigation  ;  the  other  is  a 
formal  investigation.   The  first  one  has  no 
particular  consequences,  except  that  evi- 
dence is  taken,  facts  are  submitted  to  a 
certain  officer,  and  he,  after  taking  or  col- 
whatever 

say  as  to  the  effect  it  will  have  in  the 
shape  of  a  decision  ;  he  simply  reports  to 


formation.    I  know  that  these  reports  are 

taken  cognizance  of  by  the  department ;  j  fectin'g  tlie^evid^nceriias'n^thing* 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  we  have  yet  1  t0  say  as  to  the  effect  It  will  ha 
acted  on  that  report  or  not. 

-Mr.  BLAIN.  What  course  does  the  de-  '  the  minister.  A  great  deal  of  fault  was 
paitmeut  pursue  with  reference  to  wrecks  '  ^ouu1d  mf  ,a"ern,x>n  b,^au8f  j,e,dld  Fepf?rt 
that  take  place  ?  Who  is  to  determine  t0  "*e  minister,  and  did  not  declare  to  the 
whether  an  investigation  takes  place  or  !  T!^  his,  decIsion-  "  happens  that  the 
not  ?  I  statute  clearly  and  distinctly  governs  his 

i  conduct  and  he  would  be  doing  a  wrong, 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    The  facts  are  re-  i  and  the  minister  would  be  doing  a  wrong, 
ported  to  the  minister,  and  if  he  thinks  an    to  allow  his  conclusions  to  go  broadcast 


Investigation  should  be  held,  he  orders  It, 
whether  formal  or  preliminary.  That  is  ac- 
cording to  law. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  many  wrecks  took 
place  last  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Ten. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  At  a  total  cost  of  how 
much  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  $4,535. 

Mr.  BLAIN.   Were  there  any  applications 
to  investigate  wrecks  that  were  refused  by 
the  minister  ? 
Mr.  AMES. 


throughout  the  country.  Section  7  of  the 
Act  says : 

Upon  the  conclusion  of  any  such  Inquiry  the 
officer  or  person  who  made  it  shall  send  to  the 
minister  a  report  containing  a  full  statement 
of  the  case  and  of  his  opinion  thereon. 

That  is  all. 

Accompanied  by  such  report  of  or  extracts 
from  the  evidence  and  such  observations  as  he 
thinks  at. 

That  is  the  whole  of  his  duty,  and  now 
the  minister  says  that  this  man  who  made 
the  inquiry  that  was  under  consideration 
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had  no  authority  to  make  a  formal  Investi- 
gation at  all.  1  would  like  this  House  to 
consider  whether  or  not  an  officer  can  be 
mistaken  as- to  whether  he  has  the  author- 
ity to  act  as  performing  a  preliminary  in- 
vestigation or  a  formal  investigation.  Gen- 
tlemen of  the  legal  profession  will 
understand  that  this  formal  investigation 
has  consequences,  that  under  this  formal 
investigation  a  captain's  certificate  may  be 
cancelled,  he  may  be  suspended,  he  may  be 
subjected  to  a  great  many  punishments,  and 
so  may  every  officer  on  board,  including 
the  engineer,  and  when  he  is  put  in  that 
position,  as  in  any  other  court,  to  answer 
which  he  has  to  answer  are  placed  in  the 
captain's  hands  and  he  is  placed  in  a 
position,  as  any  other  court,  to  answer 
these  charges  either  by  himself  or  by  coun- 
sel in  his  behalf.  There  was  nothing  of  this 
kind  in  this  case,  but  this  man,  proceeding 
entirely  improperly  to  inquire  into  this 
matter.  I  understand  undertook  to  cancel 
the  certificate  of  an  officer  who  had  a  certi- 
ficate of  very  high  character.  He  cancelled 
that  certificate  without  the  slightest  ground 
for  doing  so.  The  section  under  which  he 
acted  says  after  setting  forth  his  duties  in 
respect  to  an  informal  investigation- 
Provided,  however,  that  no  formal  Investi- 
gation of  any  case  shall  be  held  until  It  has 
been  ordered  by  the  minister. 

There  can  be  no  mistake  about  the  lan- 
guage. The  investigation  had  to  be  ordered 
by  the  minister  before  it  could  be  held  and 
if  this  gentleman  went  on  to  hold  an  in- 
vestigation without  being  told  to  do  so.  I 
think  it  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  minister, 
as  soon  as  it  came  to  his  notice  that  an 
illegal  and  improper  investigation  was  being 
proceeded  with  in  his  department,  to  stop 
it.  particularly  because  his  officer  was  pro- 
posing to  cancel  the  certificates  held  by  the 
officers  without  giving  them  the  protection 
and  rights  which  they  enjoyed  under  the 
law.  Fault  was  found  here  to-day  because, 
forsooth,  the  report  of  this  formal  Investiga- 
tion was  submitted  to  the  minister.  The 
statute  distinctly  says  that  that  report  and 
that  decision  shall  be  submitted  to  the  min- 
ister. There  are  no  two  ways  about  It ; 
they  have  no  say  In  the  matter  at  all,  they 
must  submit  it.     Section  25  says  : 

In  any  case  where  a  formal  investigation  has 
been  held  the  minister  may  order  

After  he  gets  the  report 

 may  order  the  investigation  to  be  re-heard, 

either  generally  or  as  to  any  part  thereof  ; 
and  he  shall  do  so  (a)  If  new  and  Important 
evidence  which  could  not  be  produced  at  the 
investigation  has  been  discovered,  or  (b)  if  for 
any  other  reason  there  has,  in  his  opinion,  been 
ground  for  suspecting  that  a  miscarriage  of  Jus- 
tice has  occurred. 

The  minister  may  then  order  the  case  to  be 
reheard  by  the  court  by  whom  the  case  was 
heard  in  the  first  instance.  And  lie  has 
power,   without  a  rehearing  under  this 


statute,  to  overrule  the  finding  of  the  court, 
to  restore  the  certificates  which  have  been 
cancelled  or  to  give  a  different  kind  of  cer- 
tificate in  place  of  the  one  which  was  can- 
celled, and  this  statute  puts  the  whole  busi- 
ness absolutely  under  the  control  of  the 
minister.  Gentlemen  stand  up  in  this  House 
and  say  that  this  is  a  lax  political  inquiry 
without  ever  looking  at  this  law  as  to  what 
the  powers  of  the  minister  in  respect  to  this 
inquiry  are,  and  what  must  be  done  In  order 
to  comply  with  the  law.  I  submit  that  if 
there  is  anything  wrong  about  this  law.  if 
it  Is  lax,  and  not  a  proper  system  of  Inquiry, 
then  hon.  gentlemen  should  come  here  with 
amendments  to  the  law.  If  the  law  is  not 
perfect  let  us  amend  it,  but  do  not  let  us  be 
publishing  abroad  in  the  newspapers  and 
in  the  proceedings  of  this  House,  reports 
that  lax,  Improper  and  illegal  Inquiries  are 
being  conducted  in  reference  to  properties 
and  rights  of  this  kind  when  in  fact  every 
step  is  being  taken  In  compliance  with  the 
law  of  the  country  as  It  stands  to-day.  Al- 
though the  minister  has  made  the  situation 
very  plain,  I  thought  it  was  my  duty,  having 
something  to  do  with  matters  of  this  kind 
and  coming  from  a  part  of  the  country 
where  there  is  a  great  deal  done  about 
matters  of  this  kind  to  point  out  as  clearly 
as,  I  can,  that  everything  possible  is  being 
done  to  show  fair  play  and  to  show  that 
the  rights  of  every  individual,  whether  the 
right  of  property  or  a  certificate  or  whatever 
it  may  be,  are  fully  protected.  This  is  cer- 
tainly my  purpose  in  bringing  clearly  before 
the  committee  the  condition  of  the  law  to- 
day and  the  steps  that  were  taken  In  con- 
nection with  It 

Mr.  INGRAM.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  D.  D. 
McKenzie)  must  not  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  who 
have  discussed  this  question  here  to-day  do 
not  fully  understand  the  law.  They  under- 
stand the  law  probably  quite  as  well  as  the 
Lon.  gentleman  did. 

Mr.  FRKFOXTAINE.  They  did  not  seem 
(o. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  say 
that  they  did  not  seem  to.  I  do  not  think 
it  lies  in  the  mouth  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Cape  Breton  to  criticise  In  that  way,  because 
there  are  men  just  as  capable  as  my  hon. 
friend.  What  they  were  finding  fault  with 
was  certain  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
minister  and  they  recommended  that  the 
law  should  be  changed,  that  the  minister 
had  too  much  power  in  the  matter,  that  he 
interfered  with  investigations  under  the  law 
an  it  was,  and  they  were  recommending 
that  certain  changes  be  made  in  the  law. 
If  this  is  not  the  proper  place  to  recommend 
changes  in  the  law.  I  would  like  to  know 
where  to  go  to  suggest  these  changes. 
Surely  the  proper  place  is  in  the  House  of 
Commons  where  the  law  is  made.  In  the 
matter  of  formal  investigations.  I  have  the 
report  in  my  hand  here  where  investigations 
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Lave  taken  place,  and  on  every  page  of  this 
report  on  which  the  court  reports  what 
does  it  say  '!  It  says  '  in  the  matter  of  a 
formal  investigation.'  In  every  instance  '  in 
the  matter  of  a  formal  Investigation.'  Does 
the  hou.  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  mem- 
bers in  this  House  will  take  up  this  report 
and  say- 
Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Does  my  hon. 
friend  say  that  reports  take  the  place  of  or 
overrule  the  statute  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  My  hou.  friend  may  be 
accustomed  to  the  practice  of  law,  but  not 
to  the  practice  of  parliament  or  he  would 
not  ask  that  question. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  I  do  not  think  I 
will  take  my  practice  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  not  like  to  hold 
n-yself  up  as  a  model  of  the  practice  of  par- 
liament, and  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with 
my  hou.  friend.  He  has  always  couducted 
himself  very  courteously  since  he  has  been 
in  this  House,  and  I  would  not  desire  for  a 
moment  to  be  uncourteous  to  him.  But  I 
am  simply  pointing  out  that  this  is  not  a 
new  subject,  but  one  which  has  been  fully 
discussed,  and  discussed  by  men  just  as 
fully  competent  to  deal  with  the  law  as 
my  hon.  friend. 

Expense  of  schools  of  navigation,  $7,500. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  being  done  in 
those  schools  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  four 
government  marine  schools— one  at  Hali- 
lax,  one  "at  Yarmouth,  one  at  St.  John  and 
one  at  Victoria,  B.C.,- -and  they  are  presided 
over  by  the  examiners  of  masters  and  mates. 
The  result  has  been  pretty  good,  but  no 
doubt  there  is  a  good  deal  of  room  for  im- 
provement. However,  the  department  has 
not  thought  proper  to  ask  a  large  amount 
until  this  naval  reserve  scheme  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  be  put  before  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  being  done  at 
those  schools  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  pupils  are  put 
iii  a  position  to  pass  examinations  in  order 
to  qualify  as  masters  and  mates.  All  the 
(Mails  will  be  found  In  my  report  at  page 
111.  Lectures  are  given  on  the  rudiments 
o£  navigation,  the  lauuching  of  vessels,  the 
mechanical  appliances  on  board  ship,  the 
management  of  the  compass  and  so  on. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  are  the  pupils  obtain- 
ed and  how  many  are  there  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  At  Montreal,  Capt. 
Demers  is  the  head  of  the  school.  The  min- 
imum attendance  is  five,  the  maximum  35 
and  the  average  attendance  32.  The  total 
number  of  pupils  was  five  hundred,  and 
twenty-five  lectures  were  given.  In  Hali- 
fax the  number  of  lectures  given  was  21, 
Mr.  INGRAM. 


the  minimum  attendance  eight,  the  maximum 
eight,  the  average  attendance  twelve,  and 
the  total  number  of  pupils  38.  The  professor 
was  Commander  E.  B.  Tinling..  At  St.  John 
the  professor  is  Capt.  R.  C.  Cole.  Number 
of  lectures  23,  minimum  attendance  2,  max- 
imum 21,  average  9,  total  pupils  229.  At 
Yarmouth,  Capt.  J.  E.  Murphy  is  the  profes- 
sor. Number  of  lectures  23,  minimum  atten- 
dance 3,  maximum  attendance  16,  average  9, 
total  number  of  pupils  203.  At  Victoria, 
Capt.  James  Gaudin  is  professor.  Number 
of  lectures  20,  minimum  attendance  2,  max- 
imum 10,  average  6,  total  pupils  110.  I 
would  like  to  have  more  of  these  schools, 
because  we  lack  marine  officers  for  our  ship- 
ping. In  the  inland  water  we  have  suffi- 
cient mariners,  but  for  sea-going  vessels 
we  have  not  the  number  of  qualified  officers 
we  should  have,  and  it  was  to  Induce  our 
young  men  to  embrace  this  profession  that 
these  schools  were  established. 

Mr.  BARR.  Are  these  schools  free  for 
all  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Are  the  lectures 
given  weekly  or  daily  ?  For  Instance,  I 
notice  in  one  place  that  there  is  a  total 
attendance  of  twenty-eight  and  an  average 
attendance  of  nine. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  An  announcement 
is  published  in  the  papers  that  lectures 
will  be  given,  for  instance,  weekly  in 
Montreal,  at  a  certain  time  and  place,  and 
calling  upon  those  to  attend  who  wish  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  R.  Li.  BORDEN.  Do  the  pupils  go  on 
and  take  out  certificates  ?  Are  these  pre- 
paratory schools  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Those  who  attend 
these  lectures  are  supposed  to  be  preparing 
themselves  by  acquiring  a  knowledge  of 
these  matters. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Are  these  courses 
supposed  to  be  followed  up  by  pupils  who 
eventually  will  take  out  certificates  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Eventually  they 
will. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  no  care  taken  to  select, 
the  people  who  attend  these  lectures,  and 
to  see  that  they  come  consecutively  ?  Are 
there  any  examinations  ?  Is  it  class  work, 
or  Is  it  simply  a  public  lecture  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  more  of  a 
public  lecture  than  a  regular  course.  We 
have  not  yet  reached  the  point  of  making 
these  schools  a  regular  course  of  study. 
They  are  a  preparatory  course  to  encourage 
young  men  who  desire  to  learn  the  first 
principles  of  the  profession  that  they  intend 
to  embrace.  Then  when  they  get  a  chance 
they  take  positions  on  board  steamers  or 
sailing  vessels,  which  positions  they  are 
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able  to  fill  with  the  knowledge  they  have 
gathered  In  these  schools. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  we  are  spending  money 
and  call  tbem  schools,  surely  all  is  not  being 
done  that  should  be  done  if  you  simply  ad- 
vertise that  lectures  will  be  given  and  any- 
body who  choose  may  come  in,  and  may  not 
come  again  perhaps.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
the  system  that  was  intended.  It  seems 
to  me  they  were  meant  to  be  schools,  and 
that  some  method  was  to  be  taken  to  And 
out  who  were  qualified  to  become  members 
of  the  class.  The  idea  was  that  the  lectures 
should  be  followed  up  by  questions  and  ex- 
aminations, that  there  should  be  a  regular 
course,  and  that  some  sort  of  certificate 
should  be  given.  Otherwise  you  are  dis- 
persing your  efforts  entirely.  You  had 
better  give  ten  people  a  consecutive  course 
and  fit  tbem,  than  to  lecture  to  200  or  300 
people,  gathering  in  some  now  and  some 
others  at  another  time.  It  is  not  a  proper 
school  where  you  simply  advertise  lectures, 
and  let  Tom,  Dick  and  Harry  come  in  and 
listen  one  night,  and  another  set  come  in  on 
another  night. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  establish- 
ed on  the  same  principle  as  the  night  schools 
for  the  labouring  classes.  The  men  who 
attend  these  lectures  do  the  best  they  can, 
of  course,  because  they  have  a  disposition 
to  come  and  listen.  After  following  the 
course,  if  they  are  found  by  the  professors 
to  be  good  scholars  and  have  talents  for 
navigation,  the  professors  aid  them  to  get 
places  on  vessels.  Of  course  if  we  were 
endeavouring  to  establish  naval  reserves  we 
would  organize  a  school  more  efficiently. 
But  these  are  only  preparatory  lectures  in 
order  to  give  these  young  men  some  naval 
ideas. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  is  no  care  taken  to  as- 
semble the  right  kind  of  people  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Certainly.  There 
Is  a  curriculum,  and  everybody  who  presents 
himself  can  come  In  and  follow  the  lectures. 
If  some  only  come  once  or  twice,  we  can- 
not help  that.  But  those  who  follow  the 
course  get  a  certificate  which  shows  they 
have  attained  some  efficiency. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister  know 
whether  any  effort  is  made  to  keep  tally 
of  those  who  attend  consecutively,  and  to 
encourage  consecutive  attendance  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  the  object  to  make  what 
you  call  common  sailors,  or  is  it  the  idea 
to  turn  out  men  who  are  fit  to  be  officers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Their  intention  is 
to  be  sailors.  A  great  number  of  sailors 
and  mariners  have  been  taken  from  these 
schools. 

Mr.  MONK.  Has  there  been  a  report 
made  by  the  professor  ? 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  it  is  published 
on  page  111  of  my  report. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  There  are  five  professors, 
one  each  at  Montreal,  Halifax,  St.  John. 
Yarmouth  and  Victoria.  What  are  their 
salaries  ? 

Mr.  PRE  FONTAINE.  $250. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  not  had  the  pleasure 
of  reading  over  the  report,  the  minister 
read  only  the  bare  figures.  Does  each  oue 
of  these  give  a  report  of  the  results  of  the 
schools  during  the  past  year  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No.  They  keep 
their  notes.  What  is  published  in  the  de- 
partmental report  is  a  short  synopsis  of 
what  has  been  done,  and  that  Is  "signed  by 
the  superintendent  of  the  schools. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  the  minister  have 
a  report  from  each  one  of  these  teachers  of 
the  general  results  of  the  teaching  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  cannot  give  re- 
sults except  what  I  have  read  Just  now. 
There  were  so  many  lectures,  and  so  many 
attending.  That  comes  from  the  superin- 
tendent of  the  schools.  Of  course  the  sup- 
erintendent of  the  schools  would  not  pub- 
lish over  his  signature  the  Information 
which  he  gets  from  the  professors  in  these 
different  places  without  getting  reports 
from  tbem. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  I  mean  is  that 
while  you  may  give  the  number  of  persons 
attending  you  do  not  give  any  idea  as  to 
what  has  resulted  from  the  professor's 
work.  He  has  given  a  certain  number  of 
lectures.  He  may  form  an  Idea  as  to 
how  lils  work  has  resulted.  He  may  think 
that  the  year's  business  may  teach  him 
that  it  is  foolish  to  go  on  in  that  way  or 
he  may  see  a  tangible  result  which  has 
given  the  worth  of  the  money  spent  upon 
it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  rather  exacting.  These  schools 
were  established  only  two  years  ago.  The 
results  cannot  be  very  great  as  yet.  The 
professor  Is  paid  for  his  services,  $250.  It 
Is  a  beginning  and  I  have  good  reason  just 
now  for  not  thinking  It  proper  to  ask  for 
a  larger  amount  to  establish  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  schools. 

Mr.  MONK.  My  hon.  friend  has  re- 
ferred me  to  this  report.  Of  course,  I  am 
perfectly  favourable  to  the  establishment 
of  such  a.  school,  but  my  hon.  friend  must 
admit  that  this  is  not  a  satisfactory  report. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  give 
more  than  I  have  got. 

Mr.  MONK.  My  hon.  friend  has  been  a 
school  commissioner  himself. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Not  at  this  kind 
of  school.  We  paid  our  professors  better 
than  this. 
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Mr.  MONK.  The  report  from  the  in- 
structor should  give  some  Information  as 
to  the  progress  of  the  pupils.  I  am  en- 
tirely in  accord  with  my  hon.  friend  as  to 
the  usefulness  of  the  teaching,  but  we  have 
now  had  two  years  of  it  and  surely  there 
have  been  some  results  to  the  pupils  to 
report.  For  the  city  of  Montreal  we  have 
the  statement  that  Captain  Demere  de- 
livered thirty-five  lectures,  that  there  was 
a  minimum  attendance  of  five,  a  maximum 
of  thirty-five,  that  the  average  was  twenty- 
two,  and  that  the  total  number  of  pupils 
was  500.  Then,  we  have  the  curriculum, 
which,  as  far  as  I  could  judge,  is  a  good 
one,  but  we  have  no  results. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  explained 
to  the  committee  why  there  are  no  results? 
There  can  be  no  results.  We  have  only  one 
professor  there.  He  has  500  attending  his 
school.  What  do  you  want  him  to  do? 
To  give  certificates  of  capacity  ?  The 
schools  are  not  established  for  that  at  nil. 
They  are  established  to  enable  men  to  ac- 
quire such  a  knowledge  of  navigation  as 
will  fit  them  to  earn  their  livelihood  upon 
the  sea  either  as  masters  or  in  some  other 
capacity. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  am  quite  of  the  opinion 
that  these  schools  serve  a  useful  purpose. 
There  was  an  average  attendance  at  Mont- 
real of  twenty-two. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  can  I  do  ? 
I  have  no  more  money.  Do  you  want  the 
schools  to  be  abolished  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  would  give  Captain  De- 
mers  instructions  that  we  want  the  Tesults 
which  have  been  achieved  by  that  average 
attendance  of  twenty-two  pupils.  We  must 
know  at  the  end  of  the  year  how  the  pu- 
pils have  profited  by  the  lectures  given  and 
what  the  results  have  been  to  them.  If 
as  my  hon.  friend  says  he  has  succeeded 
In  finding  pupils  who  are  qualified  and  has 
placed  three  or  four  or  five  of  them  In  the 
regular  livelihood  of  navigation  surely  we 
ought  to  know  it.  I  find  no  fault  with  the 
institution,  but  I  do  find  fault  because  the 
reports  are  absolutely  barren  of  results.  I 
myself  would  think  that  instead  of  having 
one  professor  at  each  of  these  five  places 
it  would  be  better  to  have  either  one  or 
two  professors,  more  liberally  remunerated, 
say  in  Montreal,  where  there  are  a  great 
number  of  young  men  who  would  have 
the  aptitudes  for  navigation,  but  you 
should  carry  on  the  schools  in  a  more  sys- 
tematic manner  and  In  such  a  way  as  to 
give  more  definite  results. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  notice  that  there  has 
been  rather  a  large  amount  spent  for  plates 
of  signals  and  other  things  of  that  kind. 
They  appear  to  be  rather  expensive.  Could 
the  hon.  minister  give  us  an  Idea  of  the 
sort  of  plntes  these  are?  I  think  the  amount 
is  over  $4,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  These  plates  were 
exhibited  on  the  table  of  the  House  last 
year  and  they  were  commended  by  the 
press  all  over  Canada.  They  were  the 
most  elaborate  and  finest  of  their  kind. 
They  are  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
struction in  these  schools.  I  would  have 
great  pleasure  in  Inviting  my  hon.  friend 
to  come  down  and  see  them  at  the  depart- 
ment, and  he  will  be  convinced  that  they 
are  well  executed  and  that  they  afford  one 
of  the  most  effective  methods  of  Impart- 
ing instruction  to  those  who  are  engaged 
in  tbe  study  of  navigation. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  rather  approve  of  the 
method  of  distributing  these  schools  in 
different  parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  think 
it  very  much  better  than  the  mode  sug- 
gested by  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Monk).  These  men  in  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  Dominion  certainly  will  be 
better  served  by  having  schools  where 
they  can  get  at  them  than  they  would  be 
If  there  were  Just  two  schools  at  which  a 
smaller  number  would  be  able  to  attend. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  question 
of  the  organization  of  a  naval  reserve  had 
not  been  under  consideration.  I  would  have 
taken  up  this  school  of  navigation  more 
thoroughly  and  I  would  have  Insisted  that 
a  larger  amount  be  placed  in  the  estimates 
to  carry  on  these  schools  at  which  people 
could  study  the  science  of  navigation. 
But,  as  the  scheme  of  a  naval  reserve  em- 
bodies In  Itself  the  establishment  of  special 
schools,  I  did  not  think  It  proper  to  insist 
on  a  larger  expenditure,  but  I  concluded 
that  the  expenditure  should  be  the  same 
as  last  year  so  as  to  give  the  poorest  class 
of  the  people  the  advantage  of  attending 
lectures  of  this  kind  In  different  parts  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  hon.  min- 
ister was  very  wise  in  not  asking  for  more 
money  until  be  could  show  some  tangible 
results  from  the  expenditure  already  made. 
Seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  to- 
gether with  the  Initial  expenditure  for 
plates  and  other  apparatus  Is  a  tidy  bit  of 
money.  No  results  have  been  accomplish- 
ed. You  cannot  say  that  results  have  been 
accomplished  because  a  man  has  given  so 
many  lectures  and  so  many  people  have 
attended.  The  lectures  may  have  been  In- 
teresting and  a  good  many  may  have  at- 
tended them,  but  I  think  the  minister 
should  have  got  from  the  teachers  a  re- 
port as  to  what  the  results  were.  Does 
the  hon.  minister  say  there  has  been  no 
system  of  examination  at  all  so  as  to  make 
concrete  as  It  were,  the  Instruction  wblcb 
has  been  given  and  also  to  give  to  the  pu- 
pil who  has  benefited  by  the  Instruction  a 
certificate  by  which  he  can  be  benefited 
and  which  would  show  the  progress  he  had 
made?   Nothing  of  this  seems  to  have  been 
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done ;  it  is  class  work  that  Is  necessary  and 
not  lecturing;  you  can  never  make  a  man 
efficient  in  navigation  unless  you  put  him 
through  a  virtual  instruction.  It  would 
be  very  much  better  if  the  teacher  should 
form  a  class  which  would  have  stated 
hours  for  attendance,  whose  members 
would  be  examined  and  receive  certificates 
when  it  is  found  they  are  entitled  to  them. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  idea  on  this  side  of 
the  House  is  to  find  out  whether  these 
schools  are  merely  places  where  lectures  are 
given,  or  whether  they  are  devoted  to  prac- 
tical education.  Lecturers  can  always  be 
found  who  will  deliver  any  number  of  lec- 
tures in  the  season  at  a  filed  fee,  no  matter 
how  many  or  how  few  may  attend.  All  we 
can  ascertain  from  the  report  Is  that  there 
have  been  thirty-five  lectures  at  one  par- 
ticular class,  at  which  the  attendance  has 
ranged  from  five  to  thirty-five,  or  an  aver- 
age of  twenty-two.  I  would  ask  the  min- 
ister to  see  that  in  future  the  lecturers  should 
keep  a  record  of  the  attendances  of  each 
student,  so  that  we  would  be  able  to  know 
whether  or  not  some  good  is  being  done. 
If  we  could  see  that  twenty  or  twenty-five 
had  attended  regularly,  probably  some,  good 
would  be  done,  but  if  all  we  know  is*  that 
there  was  a  lecture  at  which  twenty-two 
casuals  dropped  in  for  want  of  something 
better  to  do,  it  may  be  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  this  money  is  useless. 

Mr.  POSTER.  Will  the  minister  see  that 
tbese  reports  are  obtained  in  future  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  employ  our 
examiners  of  masters  and  mates  at  these 
ports,  paying  them  an  extra  allowance  of 
$250,  and  they  report  to  the  superintendent, 
Mr.  Demers,  who  has  replaced  Captain 
Salmon.  Mr.  Demers  then  makes  a  sum- 
mary of  these  reports  for  the  report  of  the 
department  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
of  any  use  to  publish  the  full  report  of  every 
professor.  About  two  years  ago  we  autho- 
rized these  lectures,  because  we  thought 
we  would  help  poor  young  men  who  were 
desirous  of  studying  the  science  of  naviga- 
tion. I  do  not  know  what  happens  else- 
where, but  I  know  that  in  Montreal  these 
lectures  are  very  much  appreciated,  and 
quite  a  number  of  young  men  have  acquired 
sufficient  knowledge  to  enable  them  to  enter 
the  naval  profession.  During  these  two 
years,  in  Montreal,  at  least  fifty  young  men 
have  been  fitted  to  go  to  sea  with  some  use- 
ful knowledge  of  navigation. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  information  which  the 
minister  has  given  from  his  personal  know- 
ledge of  Montreal  is  the  kind  of  informa- 
tion we  want.  There  is  no  opposition  to  the 
schools  ;  what  we  want  to  do  is  to  assist 
the  minister  in  making  it  effective.  We 
want  to  know  if  we  are  getting  results  from 
the  expenditure,  and  that  report  does  not 
give  the  least  idea  of  what  has  been  accom- 
plished. 
85 


Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion that  all  the  details  should  be  given. 

Mr.  POSTER.  We  should  be  told  if  there 
is  any  attempt  made  to  test  the  result  of  the 
teaching  by  examination ;  we  should  be 
told  as  to  the  number  of  regular  attendants 
at  these  lectures,  and  to  what  extent  they 
have  been  useful  in  fitting  young  men  for 
positions  as  ships'  officers. 

Mr.  BARR.  The  minister  tells  us  that 
these  schools  are  only  In  their  infancy  ;  and 
such  being  the  case,  it  is  the  very  time  for 
us  to  begin  to  make  them  as  perfect  as 
possible.  They  are  undoubtedly  of  great 
Importance  and,  If  they  are  properly  con- 
ducted, they  deserve  encouragement.  The 
next  report  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  should 
show  how  many  have  attended  these  lec- 
tures, the  extent  of  the  knowledge  the 
students  were  able  to  acquire,  and  the  num- 
ber of  certificates  issued  for  competency. 
It  is  quite  possible,  under  good  manage- 
ment, to  make  these  schools  of  the  great- 
est possible  use  ;  and  even  if  we  expended 
more  money  on  them  than  we  do  now,  it 
would  be  well  applied,  provided,  of  course, 
the  schools  were  efficient.  But  we  want 
something  more  definite.  We  do  not  say 
that  more  could  have  been  accomplished 
than  has  been  accomplished  in  the  past  few 
years ;  but  what  we  do  urge  is  that  in  the 
future  these  schools  be  made  more  perfect 
and  more  Important  to  the  class  attending 
them,  and  then  we  have  no  doubt  that  good 
results  will  come  from  the  money  expended 
upon  them. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  quite  agree  with 
what  the  minister  has  said  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  having  these  schools,  and  I  do  not 
think  any  member  of  this  House  would  ob- 
ject to  a  vote  of  even  twice  the  amount  for 
this  purpose.  I  believe  these  schools  should 
be  established  at  every  centre  where  sailors 
are  to  be  found.  In  the  province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
school  of  this  kind,  so  that  the  sailors  there 
have  to  pay  for  their  tuition  at  home  or  go 
to  Halifax  or  St.  John  to  get  education.  I 
observe  that  only  $250  is  allowed  to  each 
professor.  If  a  school  can  be  established  for 
so  small  a  sum  of  money,  the  sailors  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  should  be  placed  on 
a  par  with  the  sailors  of  the  other  provinces. 
There  are  two  schools  at  Charlottetown 
which  are  competent  to  teach  the  sailors  and 
to  fit  them  for  the  examination,  and  I  would 
ask  the  minister  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  placing  in  the  supplementary  estimates 
an  amount  sufficient  to  pay  for  a  professor 
at  Charlottetown.  I  may  remind  him  that 
there  are  from  3,000  to  5.000  sailors  in  the 
province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  men  who 
go  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  and  I  think 
these  men  should  receive  the  benefit  of  the 
legislation  and  the  votes  of  this  parliament. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  I  may  say  for  the 
information  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  as 
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soon  as  Mr.  Campbell,  who  has  the  nomin- 
ation of  examiner  of  masters  and  mates,  Is 
appointed,  he  will  be  authorized  to  open  a 
school  at  Charlottetown. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  grant  to  the 
marine  school  in  Montreal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  it  was  $500. 
It  is  paid  out  of  this  item,  and  is  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  the  rooms  and  pay- 
ing the  rent  of  the  rooms. 

Removal  ot  obstructions  in  navigable  rivers, 
$10,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  regular  amount 
&sked  for  by  the  department  for  years  has 
been  $1,000,  but  last  year  the  appropriation 
was  increased  to  $10,000,  for  the  removal 
■of  a  sunken  grain  elevator  at  section  27, 
Montreal  harbour,  and  also  for  the  removal 
•f  an  obstruction  of  logs  In  Oxstall  river, 
B.C.,  so  that  salmon  could  ascend  the  river. 
The  cost  of  raising  the  sunken  elevator  at 
tMontreal  has  been  paid  to  the  Montreal 
Harbour  Commissioners  by  the  company 
that  owned  the  elevator,  so  that  the  depart- 
ment has  been  put  to  no  expense  In  the 
matter.  With  reference  to  the  obstruction  In 
Oxstall  river,  B.C.,  and  also  the  obstruct- 
ion in  Copper  river,  B.C.,  these  obstructions 
are  caused  by  logs  in  the  rivers,  preventing 
the  fish  ascending.  The  estimated  cost  is 
$1,000  each.  This  appropriation  can  now  be 
reduced  by  $5,000.  There  are  other  obstruc- 
tions reported  from  British  Columbia.  At 
the  time  the  main  estimates  were  prepared 
1  thought  we  might  require  $10,000,  but  I 
will  now  move  that  the  amount  be  reduced 
to  $5,000. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Then  there  must  be  a  mis- 
print in  the  report  of  the  minister,  because 
if  he  looks  at  page  17,  he  will  find  that 
it  states  that  the  amount  granted  last  year 
was  $1,000,  whereas  as  a  matter  of  fact  it 
was  $10,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  must  be  a 
misprint. 

Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ALCORN.  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  the  fact  that  I  had 
some  correspondence  with  him  last  summer 
Iir  reference  to  a  request  for  three  light- 
bouses  to  be  placed  in  the  Bay  of  Quinte, 
and  I  think  the  answer  I  got  was  that  the 
finances  of  the  department  would  dot  per- 
mit it  to  be  done  that  season.  May  I  ask 
the  minister  to  make  a  note  of  the  matter 
new,  so  that  In  the  coming  season  it  may 
receive  attention.  These  lights  are  highly 
necessary. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  give  Instruc- 
tions, i 

Tidal  service,  including  the  salary  of  an  as- 
sistant clerk  beyond  $500,  notwithstanding  any- 
thing in  the  Civil  Service  Act,  $28,000. 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  increase  seems 
to  be  for  appliances  for  surveys  and  for 
maintenance  of  vessels.  The  principal  tidal 
stations  maintained  in  continuous  operation 
i  day  and  night  throughout  the  year  were  : 
I  Quebec,  Father  Point,  for  the  St.  Lawrence 
!  river ;  St.  Paul's  Island,  at  the  entrance 
to  the  Gulf  of  St  Lawrence  ;  Halifax,  for 
the  Atlantic  coast  and  Nova  Scotia  ;  St 
;  John,  N.B.,  and  Yarmouth,  N.S.,  for  the 
Bay  of  Fundy  ;  Forteau  Bay,  in  Belle  Isle 
I  Strait ;  Sand  Heads,  B.C.,  for  the  Gulf  of 
Georgia,  Vancouver,  &c.  The  secondary  tld- 
|  al  stations  are  :  Victoria,  B.C.,  for  addition- 
al information  ;  Bamfleld  and  Port  Simpson. 
B.C.,  Charlottetown,  P.E.I. ;  Pictou,  N.S., 
Souris,  P.E.I. ;  and  Trepassey,  at  Cape  Race, 
Newfoundland,  for  comparison  with  currents 
1902.  The  record  obtained  from  the  above 
gauges  is  reduced,  hour  by  hour,  throughout 
the  year,  in  the  tidal  survey  office.  This 
reduction  is  submitted  to  an  analysis  in  the 
Nautical  Almanac  Office,  London,  where  the 
tide  tables  are  calculated  by  means  of  a  cal- 
culating machine  specially  devised  for  tidal 
purposes.  This  analysis  brings  the  tides  in- 
to direct  relation  to  the  movements  of  the 
sun  and  moon,  and  eventually  forms  a  basis 
lor  the  calculation  of  the  tide  for  all  time 
to  come,  so  long  as  the  oceans  and  contin- 
ents remain  as  they  are.  It  is  thus  work 
or  the  most  permanent  value  which  can  be 
undertaken.  During  the  past  12  months, 
eight  complete  years  from  Father  Point,  St 
Paul's  Island  and  Halifax  have  been  thus 
treated,  and  six  more  years  are  now  in 
hand,  which  will  serve  to  Improve  the  ac- 
<  uracy  of  the  tidal  tables  for  Quebec,  Father 
Point  and  St.  John,  N.B. 

Winter  mail  service,  $9,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  This  is  to  provide 
for  an  Ice-boat  during  the  winter  between 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  mainland. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  When  did  this  ser- 
vice begin  during  the  present  season  and 
how  many  trips  have  been  made. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  service  began 
on  January  27th,  1905  and  has  continued, 
with  some  Intermissions,  up  to  the  present, 
and  I  have  here  a  statement  showing  the 
number  of  trips  made  and  the  delays  that 
occurred  which  I  will  pass  over  to  my  hon. 
friend. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Before  this  item 
passes  I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
reference  to  the  manner  In  which  this  ser- 
vice has  been  conducted  this  season.  The 
hon.  minister  has  just  told  us  that  It  com- 
menced on  the  27th  of  January,  1905,  and 
that,  with  some  Intermissions  of  a  week  at  a 
time,  it  has  gone  on  up  to  the  present.  On  the 
24th  of  January  last,  the  trips  of  the  '  Mlnto ' 
and  '  Stanley '  ceased,  and  the  only  com- 
munication between  the  mainland  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  since  then  has  been 
by  this  antiquated  system  of  ice-boats — a 
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system  which  was  in  vogue  seventy-five 
years  ago.  You  are  aware,  Sir,  that  when 
Prince  Edward  Island  entered  confederation, 
one  of  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  was 
that  efficient  steam  communication  would  be 
provided  by  the  Dominion  for  the  convey- 
ance of  malls  and  passengers  from  the 
island  to  the  mainland  and  back  at  all  times 
winter  and  summer.  Well,  in  no  winter 
season  since  confederation  have  the  inter- 
ruptions to  this  service  been  so  great  as 
during  the  present  winter.  These  have 
caused  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  and 
loss  to  the  travelling  public,  and  in  that 
connection  I  want  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  minister  to  this  fact.  Travellers  upon  the 
railway  going  to  Pictou  or  Cape  Tormentlne 
are  entitled  to  receive  information  either 
at  Moncton  or  St.  John  as  to  the  conditions 
of  the  service  at  those  points.  But  nearly 
every  traveller  on  that  road  complains  that 
he  cannot  get  any  information  whatever,  or 
that  when  information  is  given  him  it  is  mis- 
leading, and  he  Is  put  to  extra  trouble  and 
expense  in  order  to  retrace  his  steps.  As  I 
have  said,  this  is  a  serious  matter  for  the 
people  of  the  island.  From  year  to  year 
it  has  been  brought  up  in  this  House  and 
from  day  to  day  during  this  session,  but  is 
treated  as  lightly  by  the  present  government 
as  It  has  been  by  preceding  governments. 
I  would  like  to  read  a  letter  which  I  received 
yesterday,  and  which  shows  the  manenr  in 
which  the  people  of  the  island  consider  this 
matter.  This  is  a  private  letter  but  I  am 
at  liberty  to  read  it  to  this  House  and  with 
your  indulgence,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  pro- 
ceed to  do  so  : 

Charlottetown,  P.B.I.,  6th  March,  1906. 

Dear  Sir,— In  view  of  the  blockade  of  steam- 
ers, trains  and  malls,  it  would  seem  to  be  Im- 
portant that  our  representatives  should  make 
energetic  remonstrances  in  both  Houses  as  to 
the  non-fulfllment  of  the  bond  for  continuous 
steam  communication  with  the  mainland.  The 
Dominion  enforces  the  union  bond  to  the  letter 
where  the  terms  can  be  construed  against  us, 
and  has  In  that  way  taken  away  one-third  of  the 
representation  which  we  thought  we  had  for  all 
time.  We  have  been  now  forty  days  without  a 
steamer  from  the  mainland.  The  Ice  boat  ser- 
vice brings  us  an  occasional  mail  of  letters,  one 
two  or  three  weeks  old.  As  for  newspapers, 
they  are  frequently  a  month  old  before  they 
reach  us.  And  there  are  now  tons  upon  tons 
of  newspaper  mall  from  a  month  to  six  weeks 
old  piled  up  on  the  other  side  of  the  straits 
awaiting  transmission  to  the  Island.  It  would 
be  easy  to  have  sufficient  ice  boats  to  bring 
these  papers  over.  What  is  the  good  of  a  news- 
paper a  month  or  six  weeks  old  ?  And  yet 
thousands  of  island  subscribers  to  the  Montreal 
'Star,'  Toronto  'Globe,'  and  other  papers  printed 
In  Canadian  or  American  cities  are  left  in  that 
position,  with  island  cattle  literally  starving 
for  want  of  the  hay  that  is  detained  at  Pictou. 
The  conditions  are  Intolerable.  As  surely  as 
the  sun  rises  there  will  grow  up  an  agitation 
to  break  out  of  the  union  if  these  things  are 
not  remedied.  The  history  of  the  Tenant 
League  shows  what  our  people  can  and  will  do 
85J 


when  aroused.  At  present  the  bond  of  union 
with  Canada  is  looked  upon  as  a  galling  fetter, 
a  bond  of  slavery  and  Injustice,  and  so  far  as 
we  can  see  nothing  doing,  nothing  planned  to 
make  things  any  better.  A  more  powerful 
winter  steamer  is  a  first  prime  requisite  till 
we  get  the  tunnel.  I  hope  you  and  your  fel- 
low representatives  In  the  House  and  Senate 
will  urge  this  on  the  government  with  all  your 
force.  If  nothing  Is  done  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  will  very  shortly  lay  their  griev- 
ances at  the  toot  of  the  Throne  and  demand  the 
abrogation  of  the  union.  Cortain  it  is  that  with 
all  we  are  paying  in  federal  taxes  we  would  be 
better  out  of  the  union  than  in  It  unless  the 
Dominion  carries  out  its  contract  to  give  us 
constant  communication.  I  do  not  care  for  my 
name  to  be  used,  but  otherwise  you  can  make 
whatever  use  you  like  of  this  letter. 

Every  word  of  this  letter,  Mr.  Chairman, 
Is  true.  A  solemn  bond  was  made  with  the 
island,  and  the  Dominion  government  en- 
forces that  bond  to  the  letter  when  it  oper- 
ates in  its  favour.  It  Is  true  that  a  year  or 
two  ago  a  sort  of  settlement  was  made  for 
the  lack  of  communication  during  some  pre- 
vious years  up  to  1902,  whereby  the  govern- 
ment of  Prince  Edward  Island  receives 
$30,000  a  year  for  all  time  to  come.  But 
what  is  the  government  of  Canada  going  to 
do  to-day  ?  There  were  on  the  6th  of  March 
last  between  two  and  three  thousand  bags 
of  mall  matter  at  Cape  Tormentlne  and 
Pictou.  I  took  the  trouble  yesterday  to  tele- 
graph the  president  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  Charlottetown  as  to  the  present  con- 
ditions. In  the  meantime,  between  the  date 
of  this  letter  and  the  15th  of  March,  an  at- 
tempt was  made  to  take  this  mall  matter 
across  to  the  Island,  and  I  believe  they  re- 
duced it  by  something  like  1,000  bags,  but 
the  president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  tele- 
graphed me  yesterday  as  follows  : 

Eight  hundred  to  one  thousand  bags  of  mail 
at  Pictou.  Papers  and  samples  of  goods  accu- 
mulating since  January  27th.  Also  one  hundred 
and  eighty-five  bags  at  Tormentlne. 

On  the  28th  January  what  was  the  situ- 
ation at  Cape  Tormentlne  ?  The  govern- 
ment were  not  in  a  position  to  carry  the 
mails  and  passengers  from  Cape  Tormen- 
tlne to  Prince  Edward  Island.  They  Had 
only  four  boats.  I  was  there  on  the  28th 
January  last  and  saw  the  situation.  I  saw 
a  boat  hanging  up  in  the  boat  bouse,  and  I 
asked  the  man  in  charge  there  why  this 
boat  was  not  put  ino  the  service.  I  was 
told  that  there  were  a  number  of  boats 
owned  by  private  individuals  whose  ser- 
vices could  be  obtained  if  the  government 
desired  them.  They  told  me  that  in  order 
to  have  outside  boats  employed  it  was 
necessary  first  to  telegraph  to  the  post- 
master of  the  city  of  Charlottetown,  and 
that  he  in  turn  would  have  to  telegraph  to 
the  minister  in  Ottawa.  Under  conditions 
as  pressing  as  those  which  I  witnessed  on 
January  27th,  I  think  it  was  ridiculous  that 
such  red  tape  was  necessary.  On  some  occa- 
sions there  were  something  like  eighty-five 
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passengers  there  trying  to  get  across  with 
no  boats.  Men  who  own  boats  there  offered 
to  put  them  in  the  service  of  the  govern- 
ment to  make  the  round  trip  for  $25  and  to 
furnish  all  the  men.  The  answer  was  that 
tlie  government  would  not  employ  any  boat 
except  the  boats  they  themselves  owned. 
What  has  been  the  consequence  V  The 
consequence  has  been  that  the  business  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  has  been  imperilled 
to  a  great  extent.  It  is  true  that  the  Post- 
master General,  a  few  days  ago,  stated  that 
the  mail  matter  which  was  there  was  simply 
commercial.  Commercial  matter  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  did  not  make  any  difference. 
Commercial  matter  in  the  district  which 
the  Postmaster  General  represents  would 
be  a  matter  of  great  interest  to  him  in  his 
business,  but  when  the  difficulty  is  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  it  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence; these  people  live  away  down  in  the 
east  and  come  here  year  after  year  to  air 
their  grievances.  I  know  that  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  not  going  to 
come  here  many  more  years  to  ask  to  have 
these  grievances  remedied.  Here  is  a  griev- 
ance that  could  have  been  remedied  by  the 
payment  out  of  the  public  treasury  of  a 
few  dollars  of  public  money.  The  govern- 
ment could  have  got  ten,  fifteen  or  twenty 
boats  to  carry  the  mails  over,  but  they  were 
so  near  and  parsimonious  that  they  refused 
to  employ  any  boat  except  the  four,  five  or 
six  boats  which  they  own  themselves.  It 
is  all  very  well  for  the  minister  to  laugh. 
I  have  heard  of  ministers  laughing  over  this 
situation  before,  but  it  is  a  serious  matter 
for  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
and  I  wish  to  impress  on  the  government 
that  this  should  not  occur  again  ;  and  If  it 
does  occur,  they  will  hear  more  strongly 
from  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
than  I  am  speaking  to  the  House  to-day. 
A  mass  meeting  of  delegates  from  every 
section  of  the  province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  met  in  Charlottetown  on  the  10th 
day  of  March  instant  in  order  to  bring  this 
matter  properly  before  the  parliament  of 
Canada,  and  at  that  meeting,  which  was 
attended  by  representative  men  from  one 
end  of  Prince  Edward  Island  to  another,  a 
resolution  was  passed.  I  shall  read  that 
resolution  to  this  House  as  it  appears  in 
the  '  Island '  newspapers  of  the  11th  day  of 
March  : 

Whereas,  this  province  of  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land entered  the  Canadian  federation  under 
these  explicit  terms  as  to  communication,  '  effi- 
cient steam-service  for  the  conveyance  of  mails 
and  passengers  to  be  established  and  main- 
tained between  the  Island  and  the  Dominion, 
winter  and  summer,  thus  placing  the  Island  in 
continuous  communication  with  the  Intercol- 
onial Railway  and  the  railway  system  of  the 
Dominion.' 

And  whereas  these  terms  have  not  been  ful- 
filled, to  the  great  hardship  of  the  people  and 
detriment  of  the  province. 

And  whereas  a  tunnel  under  the  straits  from 
Carleton  Head  Cove  to  Money  Point,  as  already 
surveyed  and  reported  on  by  Sir  Douglas  Fox, 
Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN. 


is  a  possible  impletion  of  said  terms  of  con- 
federation. 

Therefore  resolved  that  this  meeting  of  the 
people  of  Princ  Edward  Island  in  general  con- 
vention assembled  do  hereby  call  upon  the 
federal  government  to  fulfil  the  said  terms  of 
the  union  forthwith  by  causing  such  tunnel  to 
be  constructed  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

And  further  resolved  that  pending  the  con- 
struction of  such  tunnel  we  demand  the  daily 
communication  by  navigation  by  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  a  third  powerful  steamer 
of  the  most  approved  ice-breaking  type,  and 
that  one  ot  the  steamers  be  used  on  the  western 
route  in  winter. 

Resolved  that  the  provincial  government  be, 
and  is  hereby  requested  to  urge  incessantly  on 
the  federal  government  the  absolute  necessity 
of  impleting  the  terms  of  confederation  and  fur- 
ther 

Resolved  that  our  claims  for  compensation 
for  the  non-fulfilment  of  such  terms  be  yearly 
served  upon  the  federal  authorities. 

Here  is  a  plain  statement  of  the  case  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  so  far  as  the  present 
situation  is  concerned.  What  do  we  find  ? 
We  find  that  the  two  boats  which  ply  be- 
tween Charlottetown  and  Pictou  ceased 
running  on  the  24th  day  of  January,  and 
they  have  not  yet  resumed  their  trips.  These 
boats  are  tilled  with  hay  and  other  goods. 
I  understand  that  between  Toronto  ami 
Pictou  there  are  over  350  cars  of  goods  to 
be  taken  over  to  Prince  Edward  Island. 
As  this  letter  to  me  states,  during  last  sea- 
son there  was  a  shortage  of  hay  in  the  pro- 
vince, and  that  hay  which  is  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  animals  on  that 
island  is  at  Pictou  and  cannot  be  taken 
over.  Why  ?  Because  the  government  have 
not  provided  a  steamer  of  sufficient  power  to 
break  through  the  Ice.  I  will  be  told  pro- 
bably to-night  that  the  steamers  which 
are  there  are  powerful  enough  and  as  large 
as  is  necessary  in  order  to  properly  do  the 
work.  But  what  do  we  find  when  we  go 
to  the  Mackinaw  straits,  where  the  ice  is 
just  as  thick  and  the  conditions  as  bad  as 
between  Pictou  and  Prince  Edward  Island  ? 
We  find  there  car  ferry  steamers  400  feet 
Ions,  the  '  St.  Ijrnace '  and  the  '  Ste.  Marie.' 
These  are  boats  of  the  same  style  as  the 
•  Ermaak '  in  Russia,  and  go  through  ice 
four,  five  and  six  feet  thick  without  any 
trouble,  and  they  never  make  a  miss.  If 
we  had  boats  of  similar  construction, 
boats  of  similar  power,  probably  this 
situation,  as  it  exists  to-day,  would  not 
have  occurred.  I  would  ask  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  Pr£- 
fontaine)  to  take  this  matter  into  his  serious 
consideration.  When  this  matter  has  been 
brought  up  year  after  year  in  this  House  it 
has  been  passed  upon  very  lightly.  I  may 
tell  the  minister  that  we  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  pay  one-fiftieth  part  of  the  revenues 
which  are  collected  from  the  population  of 
Canada,  which  is  something  like  $70,000,000. 
so  that  we  pay  Into  the  public  treasury 
about  $ 1.500.000.  What  do  we  get  in  return? 
Not  half  of  that  amount,  including  the  con- 
struction of  the  little  bit  of  railway  which 
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they  gave  us  a  few  years  ago  ;  and  still,  if 
we  come  here  and  ask  for  justice,  ask  for 
the  fulfilment  of  the  terms  of  the  solemn 
contract  made  between  the  Dominion  and 
the  island  when  we  entered  confederation, 
we  are  told  :  We  will  consider  the  matter. 
Iu  1903  we  were  told  that  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  consideration  whether  a  third 
winter  boat  would  be  built  or  not.  I  sup- 
pose that  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 
This  matter  has  been  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  by  my  colleagues  from 
the  Island  and  by  myself,  and  I  think  that 
the  government  are  now  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.  The  serious  conditions 
which  exist  there  are  apparent  to  them  and 
to  every  man  in  this  House  and  to  every 
man  in  Canada.  This  does  not  affect  the 
business  interest  of  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  only,  it  affects  the  business 
interests  in  Toronto,  Hamilton,  Montreal 
and  all  the  manufacturing  centres  in  On- 
tario and  Quebec,  but  still  this  matter  is 
left  with  the  members  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  I  would  ask  to-night  the  assistance 
of  those  gentlemen  whose  interests  are  the 
same  as  mine,  and  as  the  interests  of  the 
business  men  and  farmers  of  the  province 
of  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  would  ask 
them  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  that  province 
and  to  endeavour  to  obtain  for  that  province 
justice  from  the  ^government  of  Canada.  It 
is  no  small  matter  for  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  be  shut  up  there  for  two 
months,  as  they  have  been  this  present 
season,  without  any  communication.  This 
matter,  as  I  said  before,  is  treated  lightly  ; 
it  has  been  treated  too  lightly,  and  I  want 
to  impress  upon  the  Minister  of  Marine 
(Mr.  Prefontaine)  that  it  is  his  duty  to  lose 
not  one  moment  in  making  a  contract  for 
the  construction  of  a  third  winter  boat. 
What  will  be  the  situation  next  year  if  the 
contract  is  not  let  at  once  ?  I  understand 
that  before  the  model  of  the  present  boat 
was  made  no  effort  was  made  to  discover 
what  would  be  the  proper  model  of  a  boat 
for  that  service.  I  would  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  the  construction  of 
the  boats  at  Mackinaw,  and  I  think  that  if 
none  of  his  officers  have  seen  these  boats 
and  their  operations — and  I  understand  that 
none  of  them  have — It  would  be  his  duty  to 
send  a  man  up  to  the  Mackinaw  straits  ; 
and  If  he  cannot  get  the  information  there, 
he  might  be  sent  to  the  centres  in  Russia, 
where  these  powerful  boats  are  in  use,  boats 
which  break  through  ice  fourteen  and  fifteen 
feet  thick,  and  keep  up  constant  communi- 
cation with  the  outside  world  from  such  ice- 
bound ports  as  Cronstadt  and  other  ports 
in  Russia. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  before  this  item  is 
carried  I  would  like  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  minister  to  the  fact  that  these 
Imats  which  are  used  at  the  capes  in  the 
service  to-day  weigh  something  like  1.000 
pounds  each  in  weight.  There  are  three  men 
on  each  side  to  row  and  pull,  six  men  to 
each  boat,  and  these  boats  can  only  carry  3."><> 


pounds  of  mail.  On  nearly  every  occasion 
in  which  the  mails  come  down  there  are 
only  four  boats  at  Cape  Tormentlne,  and  they 
can  only  take  half  the  mail  which  reaches 
that  centre.  That  Is  not  as  it  should  be. 
There  should  be  a  sufficient  number  of 
boats  to  take  every  pound  of  mail  that 
comes  to  Cape  Tormentlne,  and  the  same 
condition  should  apply  to  Cape  Tra- 
verse. The  service  has  not  been  properly 
kept  up  this  season.  It  was  not  equip- 
ped in  time,  and  by  reason  of  the  neglect 
of  the  government  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  have  suffered  a  serious 
wrong  and  injury,  particularly  the  farm- 
ers and  business  men.  Let  me  give  the 
minister  one  instance.  During  the  months 
of  December  and  January  when  these 
steamers  were  running,  something  like 
1(!,."00  dead  hogs  came  over  on  these  boats, 
But  when  the  boats  stopped  running  what 
was  the  situation  ?  The  farmers  had  to 
stop  killing  their  hogs  and  go  on  feeding 
them.  You  can  understand  what  a  great 
amount  of  money  was  expended  by  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  in  feeding 
these  animals  which,  if  the  boats  had  been 
running  properly,  they  would  have  taken  to 
market.  Contracts  were  made  by  the  deal- 
ers in  fish,  in  meats  and  other  commodities 
with  the  merchants  of  the  provinces  of 
Quebec,  of  Manitoba,  and  all  these  con- 
tracts had  to  to  be  cancelled.  Take  the 
fresh  fish  industry  alone.  From  the  steamer 
'  Stanley,'  at  the  wharf  in  Georgetown,  I 
am  told  something  like  10  tons  of  fresh 
tish  was  thrown  overboard,  and  the  fish 
industry,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
there  were  no  steamers  there  to  carry 
this  fish  to  market,  was  very  seriously  in- 
jured, and  all  the  fish  which  was  caught 
was  thrown  into  cattle  pens  as  manure. 
Why,  Sir,  I  could  stand  here  talking  for 
hours  on  the  injury  that  our  people  are 
suffering.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  knows  the  conditions  just  as 
well  as  I  do,  and  it  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  detail  them  any  further. 
What  we  want  him  to  do  at  the  present 
time  is  to  give  a  contract  as  soon  as 
possible  for  the  construction  of  a  third 
winter  steamer,  one  with  twice  the 
power  possessed  by  either  of  the  steamers 
now  on  the  route.  Then  let  ns  have  what 
the  people  asked  for  the  other  dav.  let  us 
have  a  tunnel.  In  my  opinion  that  is  the 
only  proper  solution  of  the  difficulty,  and  it 
is  a  solution  that  the  people  of  Canada  owe 
to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
agreement  is  made.  The  people  of  Can- 
ada must  fulfil  this  contract,  they  must 
fulfil  it  to  the  letter.  When  a  bridge 
was  being  constructed  across  the  Hills- 
borough river  two  or  three  years  ago 
the  government  of  Canada  said.  yes.  we 
will  build  a  bridge  if  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  will  contribute  one- 
half  the  cost,  and  we  did  it.  We  knew  that 
we  were  entitled  to  that  bridge  without  any 
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payment  from  our  province,  but  in  order 
to  get  the  bridge  we  agree  to  con- 
tiibute  one-half  of  the  estimated  cost, 
and  we  are  now  contributing  over  $9,000  a 
year  for  all  time  to  come  for  the  construc- 
tion and  maintenance  of  that  bridge.  Now 
I  suppose  if  the  people  made  an  offer  to  the 
minister  to  pay  one-half  the  cost  of  another 
steamer  he  would  give  out  the  contract 
to-morrow.  But  I  want  to  tell  him  that  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  not 
going  to  make  such  an  offer  as  that.  It  is 
our  due  to  have  that  steamer  at  once  ;  and 
I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  I  would  also  ask  the  Minister  of 
Finance  who  lives  in  the  maritime  provin- 
ces, a  gentleman  who  I  know  has  the  inter- 
ests of  the  maritime  provinces  at  heart— I 
would  ask  him  also  to  take  this  matter  up 
and  fulfil  speedily  the  terms  on  which  Prince 
Edward  Island  entered  the  confederation. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  The  question  raised 
by  the  junior  member  for  Queen's  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  is  one 
of  vital  importance  to  the  province,  and  also 
affects  the  adjacent  provinces  with  which 
we  do  the  chief  part  of  our  trade.  A  few 
days  ago  the  island  members  arranged  to 
bring  this  matter  up  on  Monday  next,  when 
the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr.  Lefurgey) 
will  move  a  motion  he  has  on  the  Order 
Paper.  But  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  has  seen  fit  to 
bring  it  up  to-night,  consequently  I  will  not 
go  into  the  matter  as  fully  as  I  intend  to 
do  when  the  motion  is  moved  on  Monday 
next.  I  may  say.  however,  at  present,  that 
the  conditions  on  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  in  the  maritime  provinces  are  unusual 
particularly  so  on  Prince  Edward  Island. 
There  is  practically  a  famine  there  to-day 
in  cattle  feed.  There  is  a  large  quantity 
of  hay  at  Pictou,  only  a  few  miles  distant, 
some  hundreds  of  tons  I  believe,  that  were 
brought  down  there  last  fall,  but  we  cannot 
get  this  hay  over,  and  the  cattle  are  dying 
by  thousands,  according  to  the  information 
we  receive.  This  is  a  serious  condition  of 
affairs.  I  am  also  told  that  many  farmers 
are  killing  part  of  their  stock  in  order  to 
save  the  rest  Our  business  on  the  island 
is  chiefly  dairying  and  hog  raising.  But 
the  dairying  industry  is  probably  crippled 
for  years  because  of  the  present  famine. 
Of  course  we  cannot  blame  the  government 
for  the  scarcity  of  feed,  nor  can  we  blame 
the  government  for  the  unusual  severity  of 
the  winter.  But  there  is  perhaps  some 
blame  attaching  to  some  one  because  there 
are  not  more  powerful  steamers  on  the 
Straits  of  Northumberland,  steamers  that 
could  keep  the  passage  open,  and  that  could 
bring  over  this  hay.  I  understand,  from 
reading  the  terms  of  union,  that  the  gover- 
nment is  not  bound  to  carry  freight,  but  they 
are  bound  to  provide  a  continuous  communi- 
cation for  passengers  and  mails.  Such  a 
communication  I  am  bound  to  say  has 
never  been  carried  out  to  the  letter.  That 
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agreement  was  made  at  the  time  the  pro- 
vince of  Prince  Edward  Island  came  into 
the  union.  Some  of  our  friends  in  the  other 
provinces  think  perhaps  it  was  more  than 
fair  ;  I  think  I  have  heard  the  statement 
from  gentlemen  in  this  House  that  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  have 
been  generous  towards  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land. We  entertain  a  different  opinion  with 
regard  to  that  matter,  and  particularly  with 
regard  to  this  question  of  communication. 
Now  I  want  to  state  that  I  think  the  gov- 
ernment will  have  to  consider  this  matter 
seriously. 

While  the  conditions  this  year  are  un- 
usual as  far  as  the  snowfall  is  concerned 
they  have  not  been  very  unusual  in  so  far 
as  the  frost  is  concerned.  Consequently  I 
am  afraid  that  the  ice  conditions  in  the 
Straits  of  Northumberland  are  not  much 
worse  this  winter  than  they  will  be  in  other 
winters,  and  if  the  steamers  we  now  have 
there  have  been  unable  to  keep  Up  communi- 
cation this  winter  they  will  in  all  probability 
be  unable  to  do  so  for  the  years  to  come, 
j  Certainly  the  condition  of  things  that  we 
have  had  this  winter  should  not  be  per- 
I  niitted  to  continue.  I  may  say  that  when 
i  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  were 
i  invited  to  link  their  fortunes  with  their 
brethren  In  this  part  of  the  world  and  Join  the 
confederation,  there  was  no  argument  held 
out  to  them  that  appealed  so  strongly  as 
this,  namely,  that  their  isolation  would  be 
overcome,  that  the  disadvantages  and  dif- 
ficulties under  which  they  were  placed,  be- 
cause of  -their  insular  position  would  be 
things  of  the  past,  and  that  they  would  have 
continuous  and  efficient  communication  by 
means  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and 
other  railway  systems  with  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion.  Well,  we  have  not  had  tliflt, 
according  to  our  way  of  thinking  at  all 
events,  and  when  I  go  into  this  matter  a  lit- 
tle more  thoroughly  as  I  Intend  to  do  on 
Monday  next,  when  this  matter  will  come 
up  again.  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  prove 
mat  contention.  That  is  all  I  have  to  sny 
at  present  on  the  matter.  I  Just  desire  to 
suggest  to  the  government  that  this  is  a 
natter  that  requires  very  serious  eonsider- 
tion  particularly  on  the  part  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  The  matter  that  has 
been  brought  to  our  attention  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen's,  Prince  Edward  Island 
(Mr.  McLean)  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Louder. 

Mr.  OOOKSHUTT.  You  will  hear  me 
presently  if  you  keep  quiet.  The  matter 
that  has  been  called  to  our  attention  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's  is  one  that 
demands  the  consideration  of  the  committee. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken,  the  hon.  member  for  King's 
(Mr.  Hughes),  could  not  see  his  way  to  go- 
ing so  far  against  the  government  as  to 
back  up  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's  In  the 
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way  he  should  have  done.  I  think  the  situ- 
Ptlon  that  my  hon.  friend  has  depicted  is 
quite  serious  enough,  and  there  seems  to 
be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  this  govern- 
ment to  treat  this  small  province  without 
justice.  If  there  has  been  a  bargain  made, 
and  there  appears  to  have  been  such  at 
confederation  that  uninterrupted  communi- 
cation should  continue  between  the  main 
line  and  the  island  during  the  winter,  it 
is  certainly  a  very  serious  thing  that  the 
farmers  of  the  island  should  to-day  be  in 
the  position  of  seeing  their  animals  starv- 
ing to  death  because  of  the  lack  of  fodder. 
I  believe  that  to  be  an  actual  fact.  I  saw 
in  the  press  a  few  days  ago  that  animals 
on  the  island  were  starving  to  death  for  the 
lack  of  hay  and  other  fodder  which  Is  now  on 
the  mainland  and  which  cannot  be  carried 
over  owing  to  the  break  down  in  the  trans- 
portation arrangements.  Surely,  if  there  has 
been  an  agreement  entered  into  between 
the  Dominion  government  and  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  it  should  be  carried  out.  If 
the  island  is  expected  to  carry  out  its 
obligations  to  the  Dominion  it  is  not  reason- 
able for"  us,  being  a  much  stronger  body, 
being  as  it  were  almost  an  overshadowing 
power,  to  cripple  this  poor  small  territory, 
comparatively  speaking  and  to  deny  it  the 
justice  that  it  undoubtedly  merits  at  our 
hands.  I  am  sure  that  the  appeal  that 
lias  been  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen's  is  such  that  it  must  touch  the  sym- 
pathies of  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  There  is  a  real  hardship  being 
endured  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
people  are  being  robbed  of  their  hard  earned 
means  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  this  gov- 
ernment to  carry  out  the  obligation  that 
tney  are  called  upon  to  carry  out.  It  is  use- 
less to  say  that  it  is  going  to  cost  too  much 
and  that  the  business  will  not  stand  it. 
That  is  not  the  question.  If  we  have  enter- 
ed into  an  obligation  with  the  population  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  to  keep  communica- 
tion open  during  the  winter  then  undoubted- 
ly we  are  bound  to  do  it.  I  think  that  no 
hon.  gentleman  on  either  side  of  this  House 
should  say  that  the  island  is  too  small 
to  receive  our  consideration.  The  matter 
of  transportation  between  the  mainland 
and  the  island  is  one  of  sufficient  import- 
ance to  demand  that  this  House  shall  give 
It  its  best  consideration.  I  trust  that  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
(Mr.  Prefontaine)  will  have  something  more 
to  propose  than  the  taking  of  this  question 
into  his  serious  consideration.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Queen's  has  asked  him,  I  think 
with  great  force  and  with  great,  justice,  to 
see  to  it  that  communication  is  immediately 
established.  If  you  cannot  run  a  boat 
through  the  ice  you  must  run  one  over  the 
ice.  You  must  run  ice  boats.  If  you  can- 
not run  them  over,  run  them  under  as  an 
l;on.  gentleman  suggests.  I  think  the  hon. 
minister  has  submarine  boats..    The  '  Lady 


Laurler '  was  a  submarine  boat  for  a  short 
time  as  we  heard  to-day.  If  you  cannot  get 
over  the  ice  you  must  get  under  the  ice 
and  If  you  cannot  get  under  the  ice  by 
means  of  a  boat  you  must  get  under  it  by 
means  of  a  tunnel.  There  are  various  ways 
of  overcoming  these  difficulties,  and  we 
must  see  to  it  that  this  small  piece  of  ter- 
r'tory  receives  justice  at  the  hands  of  this 
Dominion.  We  have  entered  into  an  obli- 
gation. We  have  asked  them  to  fulfil  their 
obligations.  Why  is  it  that  the  obligation 
of  the  Dominion  government  towards  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  not  been  carried  out  ? 
It  Is  very  detrimental  to  business  interests 
at  large,  an  injustice  is  being  committed 
against  the  people  of  the  island  and  I  do 
trust  that  the  appeal  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen's  will  not  fall  upon  deaf  ears  to- 
night. I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  see 
to  it  that  communication  is  established  and 
maintained  in  a  way  different  from  that 
which  has  heretofore  prevailed.  Almost 
ever  since  the  House  met  in  January  we 
have  day  after  day  had  this  question  brought 
before  us  and  there  appears  to  be  no  remedy, 
Hon:  gentlemeu  opposite  say  they  cannot 
control  the  weather.  We  know  they  cannot 
control  the  weamer,  but  these  difficulties  can 
and  have  been  overcome  and  there  is  no  dif- 
ficulty that  cannot  be  overcome  if  proper 
means  are  adopted.  I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  hon.  gentlemen  should  sit 
there  and  be  muzzled  when  an  appeal  such 
as  that  which  has  been  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen's  is  being  addressed  to 
the  government.  The  hon.  member  for 
King's  appears  to  have  handled  this  ques- 
tion with  kid  gloves.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther his  constituents  will  approve  of  that 
or  not.  I  think  it  was  his  duty  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  that  island  to  say  whether  or 
not  the  statement  of  the  circumstances  given 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's  is  correct, 
whether  the  appeal  Is  just  or  right  and  if 
it  Is  Just  and  right  it  is  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
member  for  King's  to  get  up  and  say  to  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  that 
communication  should  be  opened  and  kept 
open  and  that  the  island  should  not  be 
starved  out.  I  think  it  is  not  right  that  we 
should  cripple  a  small  and  feeble  province. 
If  we  ask  them  to  carry  out  their  obliga- 
tions surely  it  becomes  us  to  carry  out  ours. 
I  trust  that  these  obligations  will  not  be 
ligatly  set  aside. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Louder. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  You  are  hearing,  now, 
are  you  not  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.    Not  hearing  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  Well,  you  have  a  pretty 
dull  understanding.  You  apparently  are  not 
open  to  have  the  truth  enter. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Order. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.  I  tbiuk  I  am  quite  in 
order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Address  the 
t  hair. 

Mr.  COCKSHUTT.     I  think   I  am  iu 
order.    I  have  a  right  to  be  heard  in  this 
House  as  well  as  other  hon.  gentlemen.  If 
any  hon.  gentleman  wishes  later  to  go  into 
this  question  it  is  open  to  him  to  do  so.  I  am 
endeavouring  to  show  to  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite that  it  is  their  duty  to  remove  this 
cause  of  complaint  which  is  backed  up  by 
truth  and  justice,  and  I  say  that  hon.  gen- 
tlemen in  this  House,  be  they  on  that  side 
or  this  side,  should  join  with  the  oppressed, 
with  those  who  are  suffering,  and  see  that  a 
sufficient  measure  is  brought  down  to  en- 
able the  government  to  carry  out  their  obli- 
gations to  the  people  of  this  little  province. 
1  do  think  it  is  time  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  listened  to  the  cry  from  Queen's 
and  other  parts  of  the  island  of  Prince 
Edward.     Day  after  day  tile  Postmaster 
(Jeueral  has  told  us  that  the  mails  cannot  be 
got  across  to  the  island,  and  now  we  hear 
from  the  Minister  of  Marine  that  he  can- 
iiot  get  his  boats  across  with  supplies  to 
keep  the  animals  on  the  island  from  starv- 
ation—probably we  will  soon  hear  that  the 
men,  women  and  children  may  be  lacking 
supplies  as  well,  for  all  we  know.    It  is  the 
duty  of  the  government  to  see  to  it  that  the  '. 
obligations  which  rest  upon  the  Dominion  | 
in  connection  with  Prince  Edward  Island ' 
should  be  carried  out  quickly  and  effectively.  ! 
It  is  their  duty  to  see  that  Canada  carries! 
out  the  terms  upon  which  Prince  Edward  ' 
Island  came  into  the  confederation.    I  hope  I 
the  appeal  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's 
(Mr.  McLean)  will  not  longer  fall  on  deaf 
ears,  and  that  something  will  be  done  by  the  | 
jiowrument  to  rectify  this  grievance. 

Mr.  MACDOXALD.    I  do  not  know  thatj 
my  lion,  friend  from  Prince  Edward   Is- , 
land  i.Mr.  McLean)  who  initiated  this  dis- : 
cussion,  can  congratulate  himself  upon  the  1 
assistance  which  the  lion,  member  from  ■ 
Bra ut ford  <  Mr.  Cockshutt)  probably  thought  I 
he  was  rendering  the  cause  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.      This  hon.    member    (Mr. 1 
Cockshutt)  seems  to  have  taken  everybody  ■ 
in  this  country  under  his  wing  from  the 
wild  man  of  the  west,  down  through  the , 
other  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  to  the 
people  of  the  little  island  province  by  the  • 
sea.    But,  before  he  entered  on  this  dis-  • 
cussion  it  would  have  been  perhaps  wise 
on  his  part  bad  he  informed  himself  as  to  ; 
what  the  present  government  has  done  in 
the  matter  of  carrying  out  the  terms  of 
confederation  with  Prince  Edward  Island. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Brantford  was  so  an- ! 
xious  to  attack  the    present  government, 
that  lie  altogether  lost  sight  of  the  fact 
that  for  eighteen  years  his  Conservative! 

Mr.  C()"KSHl*TT. 


friends  were  in  power,  and  that  all  th»y 
did  was  to  furnish  one  boat  to  solve  this 
problem  of  winter  communication,  whereas 
the  present  government  has  furnished  an 
additional  boat  much  better  adapted  for  the 
service  than  the  single  boat  which  piled  in 
former  years.  For  the  past  six  or  seven 
years,  the  ferry  service,  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  have  been  performed  by  these  two 
steamers  in  a  fairly  satisfactory  way.  as 
every  unprejudiced  man  in  the  maritime 
provinces  will  admit.  But,  this  wintei' 
has  been  an  abnormaly  severe  one  in  the 
history  of  the  maritime  provinces,  and  even 
those  of  us  who  live  on  the  mainland 
have  suffered  great  inconvenience.  Even 
so  we  do  not  think  there  Is  anything  in 
that  to  justify  this  scold  from  our  hon. 
friend  (Air.  Cockshutt).  I  presume  that  If 
any  objection  should  be  raised  to  the  gov- 
ernment carrying  hay  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  in  order  to  relieve  the  fodder 
famine  which  existed  in  eastern  Nova 
Scotia,  the  member  for  Brantford  will  not 
be  found  criticising  the  government  on  that 
account.  We  have  had  some  indications 
that  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  benches  in- 
tend to  eoudemn  the  government  for  their 
action  in  that  respect,  and  now  that  the1 
member  for  Brantford  has  become  the 
champion  of  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  I  trust  he  will  champion  the  people 
on  the  mainland  who  laboured  under  simi- 
lar stress.  When  this  question  comes  up, 
if  it  should  come  up,  I  hope  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  be  found  disassociating  himself 
from  his  party  friends.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen's  (Mr.  McLean)  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  climatic  conditions 
in  the  maritime  provinces  were  abnormal 
this  winter,  and  that  being  so  it  is  unfair 
to  charge  the  government  with  neglect.  It 
will  be  conceded  by  every  hon.  gentleman 
who  understands  the  matter,  that  the 
solution  of  the  problem  of  winter  naviga- 
tion must  be  worked  out  in  face  of  the 
variable  conditions  as  they  exist  from 
year  to  year.  I  have  no  doubt  there  is 
distress  iu  Prince  Edward  Island,  1  am 
sorry  it  should  be  so;  but,  it  is  not  fair  to 
argue  that  because  of  that  we  should  have 
a  steamer  that  will  accomplish  wonderful 
things  aud  overcome  the  forces  of  nature. 
Such  talk  as  that  will  not  settle  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  member  from  Queen's  (Mr. 
Martin)  lias  liccn  threatening  the  House 
day  after  day  that  he  will  produce  tele- 
grams complaining  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  have  not  had  a  re- 
gular mail  delivery,  but  I  may  tell  him 
that  we  in  Nova  Scotia  have  had  the  same 
difficulty  with  our  mail  service  although 
we  have  not  cried  out  about  it  so  vocifer- 
ously, because  we  have  been  fair  enough  to 
see  that  the  extremely  severe  winter  was 
the  cause  of  this  inconvenience.  Living  in 
a  contiguous  province.  I  am  interested  in 
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Prince  Edward  Island,  and  I  desire  to  see 
the  question  of  winter  navigation  satisfac- 
torily solved,  but  I  can  quite  see  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  the  island  province  (Mr. 
McLean)  Is  not  goiug  to  help  bis  case  In 
the  slightest  degree  by  hysterical  appeals 
because  of  peculiar  conditions  existing  this 
winter,  which  were  due  to  the  abnormal' 
severity  of  the  weather,  and  which  it  was 
difficult  if  not  Impossible  for  human  in- 
genuity to  overcome. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  Judging  by  the 
manner  In  which  the  hon.  member  for 
P.iantford  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  approached  this 
question,  it  Is  quite  evident  that  it  was  not 
his  desire  to  help  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  but  rather  to  try  and  make  a 
political  question  out  of  it.  I  can  tell  him 
that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
do  not  want  anything  of  that  kind,  and  if 
that  is  the  only  kind  of  assistance  the  mem- 
ber for  Brantford  can  give  us  we  would 
much  rather  be  without  his  help.  This  is 
not  a  political  question  at  all,  and  we  dd 
not  want  to  get  it  into  politics.  But,  since 
the  policy  of  the  two  political  parties  has 
been  referred  to.  It  is  nevertheless  a  fact 
that  since  the  Liberal  government  came  to 
power  in  IStHi,  we  have  had  a  better  service 
to  the  island  than  we  ever  had  before.  We 
have  two  steamers  now  when  previously 
we  only  bad  one,  and  I  may  say  that  all 
the  other  branches  of  the  public  service 
have  been  greatly  improved  under  the  Lib- 
eral regime.  We  believe,  however,  that 
the  existing  conditions  can  be  further  im- 
proved, but  as  has  been  already  said  there 
is  no  need  for  approaching  this  question 
in  an  hysterical  manner  or  for  making  any 
extreme  or  rabid  statements.  I  am  quite . 
convinced,  judging  by  the  remarks  of  the 1 
hoii.  member  for  Brantford,  that  he  does  j 
not  understand  the  question  at  all  although 
he  doubtless  knows  something  about  the 
aborigines  in  his  own  part  of  the  coun- 
try, and  we  know  that  he  is  exceedingly 
willing  to  air  his  views  before  the  House* 
upon  every  possible  occasion.  He  has 
been  good  enough  to  lecture  me  on  my 
duties  as  a  representative  from  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  Well,  I  do  not  claim  any 
particular  ability,  but  I  do  think  that  I 
endeavour  to  do  my  duty  towards  the  peo- 
ple of  my  constituency  and  the  people  of 
my  province,  and  when  I  think  I  need  a 
lecture  from  the  member  from  Brantford 
I  will  be  humble  enough  to  ask  him  for  it. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  will  not  get 
much  information  from  him. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES  Perhaps  not.  We 
in  the  island  province  are  anxious  to  have 
the  assistance  of  every  member  in  this 
House  of  Commons,  and  we  will  be  thank- 
ful for  it  provided  that  whoever  should  be 
good  enough  to  assist  us  shall  show  by  his 
manner  and  disposition  a  real  desire  to  ad- 


vance our  prosperity.  I  am  sorry  to  think) 
that  the  manner  and  the  method  of  the 
gentleman  from  Brantford  did  not  Indicate 
that  such  was  his  object  this  evening.  I 
may  tell  him  that  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
occupies  a  prominent  position  on  his  side  ofl 
the  House  has  repeatedly  stated  that 
Prince  Edward  Island  was  getting  too 
much.  I  do  not  know  that  that  gentleman 
represents  the  opinion  of  our  friends  on 
I  lie  other  side  of  the  House,  and  I  hope 
he  does  not. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  To  whom  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  refer? 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  He  is  not  present 
to-night  and  I  would  prefer  not  to  mentioil 
his  name,  unless  my  hon  friend  ■  (Mr.  In- 
gram) insists  that  I  should. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  It  would  be  just  as  well 
to  mention  his  name  so  that  he  may  be  in 
a.  position  to  defend  himself  if  he  \vishe:i 
to. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  refer  to  the  form- 
er Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  (Hon. 
Mr.  Haggart). 

Mr.  INGRAM.  He  is  able  to  answer  for 
himself. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  may  say  that  the 
conditions  this  winter  are  abnormal.  I  hope 
we  shall  not  have  another  winter  like  it  for 
many  years  to  come.  I  may  state  that  the 
three  representatives  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  who  are  here  now  had  arranged  to 
bring  this  matter  up  on  Monday  next  and  go 
into  It  thoroughly.  We  hope  to  have  a  repre- 
sentative House  on  that  occasion,  and  I  have 
asked  the  Minister  of  Marine  to  be  present. 
I  did  not  expect  that  the  subject  would  come 
up  to-night. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  As  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen's  alluded  to  myself,  he 
will  perhaps  permit  me  to  say  that  he  drew 
a  somewhat  erroneous  impression  from  what 
I  said.  He  said  that  I  had  explained  that  the 
detained  mails  from  the  mainland  consisted 
only  of  merchandise  and  papers,  and  that 
while  I  might  think  that  merchandise  and 
papers  were  important  to  other  parts  of 
Canada.  I  evidently  thought  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  had  no  desire  to 
obtain  merchandise  and  papers.  If  the  lion, 
gentleman  refers  to  my  remarks,  lie  Will 
find  that  I  did  not  speak  of  the  articles  de- 
tained in  any  such  spirit.  I  stated  as  a 
simple  fact  that  we  had  endeavoured  to 
transport  to  the  island  the  mails,  but  not 
being  able  to  send  them  all.  we  bad  sent  the 
letters  and  newspapers  addressed  to  indi- 
viduals, while  the  class  of  mail  that  we 
thought  the  people  could,  with  the  least  in- 
convenience do  without  was  the  merchan- 
dise and  the  uuaddressed  newspapers  ;  lint 
I  certainly  said  nothing  to  indicate  that  I 
did  not  think  the  island  was  as  anxious  to 
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obtain  its  merchandise  as  all  other  parts  of 
this  country  would  be.  With  that  exception 
I  thought  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's  pre- 
sented his  case  fairly  and  well  from  his 
standpoint,  and  I  think  we  are  prepared  to 
give  him  credit  for  that.  The  only  gentle- 
man who  seemed  to  think  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen's  could  not  plead  his  own 
case  sufficiently  well  was  the  hon.  member 
for  Brantford,  and  he  may  be  right  and  all 
the  rest  of  us  wrong.  My  hon.  friend  sug- 
gested that  the  true  way  to  solve  this  prob- 
lem is  to  construct  a  tunnel.  Perhaps  that 
is  so.  The  question  then  becomes  a  question 
of  cost.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say  off- 
hand what  the  cost  of  a  tunnel  would  be  ? 
I  believe  there  have  been  estimates.  He 
said  that  the  island  had  with  business  enter- 
prise contributed  towards  the  cost  of  the 
Hlllsboro'  bridge.  Perhaps  the  island 
would  be  prepared  to  join  with  the  Dominion 
in  a  like  spirit  and  in  contributing  in  the 
same  proportion  towards  the  construction  of 
a  tunnel.  If  so,  we  would  be  approaching 
the  subject  in  a  practical  way. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Postmaster  General  has  put  the  case  as 
he  has  with  respect  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  matter  was  brought  up  by  me.  It  was 
not  my  Intention  to  deal  with  it  as  a  political 
question  at  all.  The  contract  which  I  read 
to  the  House  was  clear  and  distinct,  that 
the  government  of  Canada  should  furnish 
communication  winter  and  summer  for 
malls  and  passengers.  This  they  have  not 
done.  So  far  as  the  tunnel  is  concerned,  that 
was  before  this  House  before,  and  I  believe 
an  estimate  was  made  by  Sir  Douglas  Fox. 
I  do  not  remember  what  the  estimate  was. 
It  can  be  found,  I  suppose.  In  '  Hansard.' 
But  we  think  we  have  a  contract  with  the 
government  of  Canada  which  is  enforceable, 
and  we  wish  to  en  fore  the  contract  against 
them.  I  believe  it  is  the  duty  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  to  obtain  an  estimate  of 
what  the  tunnel  will  cost,  and  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
to  contribute  one  cent  towards  the  fulfil- 
ment of  a  contract  which  should  be  fulfilled 
by  the  govern -neut  of  Canada. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend 
misunderstands  me.    I  understood  him  to  i 
suggest  as  an  alternative  that  there  should  ! 
be  a  tunnel.    There  is  no  contract,  as  I  | 
understand,  on  the  part  of  the  government  I 
of  Canada  to  build  a  tunnel.    The  contract  I 
is  to  maintain  steam  communication.  Does  I 
the  hon.  gentlemen  think  that  it  is  possible 
to  maintain  unbroken  steamship  communi- 
cation between  the  island  and  the  mainland 
across  the  straits  at  all  seasons  of  the 
winter,  with  all  the  appliances  that  can  be  ! 
brought  to  bear  ?    What  thickness  of  ice  ; 
forms  there  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAX.  I  am  asking  simply 
that  the  government  of  Canada  fulfil  their 
contract. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  a  lawyer  if  he  thinks  it  is 
possible  tD  carry  out  the  contract  specifically 
in  all  its  details  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  know  it  is,  or  the 
government  of  Canada  would  not  have  made 
the  contract.  They  must  have  known  that  it 
could  be  carried  out,  and  I  think  the  men 
in  the  government  of  Canada  at  that  time 
were  business  men  enough  to  know  that 
that  contract  would  be  enforced  against 
them. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hou.  gen- 
tleman may  be  perfectly  right.  I  speak 
from  lack  of  information — what  is  the  thick- 
ness of  ice  that  at  times  has  to  be  broken 
in  order  that  the  steamer  may  cross  the 
straits  ?    Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  ? 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  do  not  know. 
Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies would  be  able  to  tell.  That  would  be 
part  of  his  duty.  I  have  crossed  the  straits, 
but  I  never  made  a  study  of  that  matter. 
But  the  matter  that  I  have  studied  very 
much  is  this,  that  the  government  of  Canada 
have  not  fulfilled  their  contract.  That  is 
something  I  know  as  a  positive  fact,  and  I 
know  that  if  the  government  of  Canada 
spend  money  enough,  they  can  fulfil  that 
contract,  and  it  Is  their  duty  to  fulfil  it,  no 
matter  what  it  costs.  We  were  told  years 
ago  that  the  contract  they  made  with  British 
Columbia  could  not  be  fulfilled  ;  but  It  .was 
fulfilled.  We  were  told  that  It  would  take 
the  whole  resources  of  the  British  Empire 
to  fulfil  it.  It  did  not,  and  tlie  undertaking 
is  a  paying  enterprise  to-day.  We  might  as 
well  say  that  if  it  took  the  whole  resources 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  government  of  Canada  to  fulfil  that 
contract.  If  a  tunnel  were  built,  I  believe 
the  value  of  the  farm  lands  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  would  be  increased  one-half. 
What  Is  the  amount  of  money  expended  on 
the  present  service  ?  The  Interest  on  the 
winter  boats  is  about  $8,000  ;  wear  and  tear, 
about  $20.»KH) ;  running  expenses,  about 
$73,000  ;  average  deficit  on  the  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  Railway,  about  $90,000 ;  sub- 
sidy to  summer  steamers,  about '  $12,500, 
ice-boat  service,  about  $8,000.  There  would 
be  $210,000,  which  you  would  strike  off  the 
account  if  you  built  a  tunnel.  Suppose  it 
cost  $15,000,000.  What  would  that  be  at 
3  per  cent,  at  which  rate  this  government 
can  borrow  money  ?  It  would  be  some- 
thing like  $450,000  a  year.  You  would  have 
then  only  $210,000  a  year  for  the  govern- 
ment to  supply,  and  the  extra  trade 
which  would  be  brought  by  that  route  would 
amply  repay  the  government  for  that  ex- 
penditure. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Any  argument  based 
upon  the  general  view  that  we  should  im- 
prove transportation  facilities  in  any  part 
of  Canada  would  be  deserving  of  our  con- 
sideration and  attention  ;  and  if,  owing  to 
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the  isolated  condition  of  the  Island,  we  find 
it  necessary  to  do  something  more  in  order 
to   improve  her   communications,  by  all 
means  let  us  try  to  do  it,  and  any  reasonable 
argument  to  that  end  may  well  be  brought  i 
before  the  House.     But    since  my   hon.  I 
friend  put  it  entirely  on  the  ground  of  a  ■ 
contract,  I  wish  to  say  that  no  such  con- 1 

tract  exists  which  has  not  been  fulfilled  to  ,  ,     .  , 

the  letter.  Every  contract  made  with  the  1  Names  »n  electoral  list  of  Halifax  having  ad 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  has  been  > dress  ss-  ' Lady  Laurier 


hon.  friend  from  Halton,  and  to  some  ex- 
tent prevent  those  apprehensions  being 
communicated  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Brantford,  I  shall  read  a  list  of  the  electors 
on  the  '  Lady  Laurier '  Irrespective  of  the 
officers.  The  officers  are  householders  and 
well  known  and  entitled  to  vote  on  their 
own  holdings. 


5a. 


fulfilled.  If  there  be  any  doubt  upon  the 
point,  you  have  only  to  look  to  the  statute 
of  several  years  ago  when,  in  consequence 
of  the  difference  of  opinion  said  to  exist, 
an  allowance  was  made,  the  amount  of 
which,  it  was  distinctly  declared  In  that 
statute,  was  to  be  in  full  and  final  settle- 
ment of  the  terms  of  union.  Let  my  hon. 
friend  put  this  thing  on  a  fair  ground. 
There  is  no  portion  of  this  Dominion  which 
has  been  more  liberally  treated— I  do  not !  i-am  to  whom  my  hon.  friend  from  Halton 
say  too  liberally— in  the  distribution  of  alluded  this  afternoon.  He  only  multi- 
public  money  for  some  years  past  than :  P"ed  the  number  by  nine,  and  I  have  no 
the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  Let  |  doubt  his  mind  will  be  greatly  relieved  to 
our  friends  recognize  that  fact  and  not'  know  the  exact  number  of  electors  of  the 


Sullivan,  Jasper,  3c. 
Goodwin,  A.  G.,  4a, 
Blols.'J.,  5a. 
Calderwood.  J.  W., 
Gallagher,  S.,  5a. 
Jones,  M.,  5a. 
Mitchell,  E.,  5a. 
Nicholson,  A.,  5a. 
Pelletler,  E.,  5a. 
Pelletier,  E.  S.,  5a. 

Ten  in  all.    These  are  the  men  in  buck- 


come  before  the  House  in  a  complaining 
spirit  and  say  they  have  not  been  treated 
justly.  Let  them  put  their  claim  on  the 
other  ground,  on   the    ground    that  the 


city  of  Halifax  who  were  on  the  books  of 
the  steamer  '  Lady  Laurier '  at  the  expense 
of  our  great  and  growing  and  common 
country. 


world  ft  moving  and  that  they  should  have,  Mr.  j.  j.  HUGHES.  I  regret  that  I  can- 
the  benefit  of  better  ships,  if  better  ships  ,  not  agree  exactly  with  my  hon  friend  the 
are  built.  Any  argument  of  that  kind  w  11 1  Flnance  Minister  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  his 
have  my  warm  sympathy  Anything  In  I  statement  that  the  Dominion  government 
reason  which  can  be  done  to  improve  com- 1  -  - 
munication  between  the  island  and  the 
mainland  will  have  my  hearty  sympathy 
and  support ;  but  I  do  hope  that  the  case 
Is  not  to  be  put  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  ever  on  this  old  ground  that  the 
terms  of  union  have  not  been  fulfilled,  be- 
cause there  Is  no  justification  for  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  W.  ROCHE.  An  observation  has 
Just  been  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Brantford  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention,  and  that  observation  re- 
vived a  remark  or  two  made  this  afternoon 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  at  which  I 
was  not  present.  I  regret  I  had  not  the 
opportunity  then  to  refer  to  the  same  obser- 
vations made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Antoine  division  of  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames) 
and  which  were  endorsed,  I  am  informed, 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Halton  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson). These  gentlemen  alluded  to  the 
immense  number  of  electors  in  the  city  of 
Halifax  *  who  apparently  had  emanated 
from  the  steamer  'Lady  Laurier.'  My  hon. 
friend  from  Halton,  I  am  informed,  said 
there  were  some  ninety-five  seamen  of  the 
steamer  '  Lady  Laurier '  represented  as 
electors  and  as  having  their  domicile  in 
that  steamer.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brant- 
ford (Mr.  Cockshutt)  alluded  to  that  just 
now  in  a  jocular  and  somewhat  sneering 
way.    To  relieve  the  apprehensions  of  my 


had  entered  into  no  obligation. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  said  they  had  ful- 
filled the  obligation. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  think  this  was 
the  statement,  that  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment had  entered  into  no  obligation  with 
the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
which  it  had  not  carried  out  to  the  letter. 

Mr.  FIELDING.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  Let  me  mention 
one  fact  which  disproves  that  statement. 
In  1901,  this  parliament  granted  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  a  subsidy  in  perpetuity  of 
$30,000  a  year,  equal  to  $1,000,000,  as  com- 
pensation for  the  non-fulfilment  of  the 
terms  of  the  union  up  to  that  time 

Mr.  FIELDING.  That  is  the  compen- 
sation. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  I  understood  my 
hon  friend  to  mean  that  the  terms  of  the 
Union  had  been  carried  out  all  along,  where- 
as a  money  payment  had  to  be  made  as 
compensation  because  of  the  non-fulfilment 
of  the  terms  of  the  union. 

Mr.  FIELDING.    And  was  paid. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.   Here  is  the  clause: 

That  the  Dominion  government  shall  assume 
and  defray  all  the  charges  for  the  following 
services. 
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Then  there  is  a  list  of  the  services  and 
among  them  we  And  this  one  : 

■Continuous  efficient  steam  service  for  the  con- 
veyance of  malls  and  passeng3rs  to  be  estab- 
lished and  maintained  between  the  Island  and 
the  mainland,  winter  and  summer. 

Thus  placing  the  island  in  continuous 
communication  with  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way and  the  railway  system  of  the  Do- 
minion. But  we  have  not  enjoyed  that 
continuous  communication  during  this  win- 
ter for  forty-four  or  forty-flve  days.  I 
agree  with  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  we 
need  not  put  our  claim  in  legal  form.  I 
hope  that  the  people  of  Canada  will  be 
prepared  at  any  time  to  treat  every  pro- 
vince in  a  fair  and  generous  spirit  and 
that  we  need  not  go  to  law  for  redress.  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  that  we  should 
not  put  our  claim  on  that  basis  until  every 
other  means  have  been  exhausted.  I 
would  rather  put  it  on  a  commercial  basis 
and  appeal  to  the  good  sense,  the  commer- 
cial instincts  and  the  generous  and  fair 
impulses  of  the  members  of  parliament 
and  the  people  of  the  Dominion  as  a  whole, 
and  I  believe  that  we  shall  not  have  to 
make  that  appeal  in  vain.  The  conditions 
on  the  island  this  year  and  a  year  or  two 
ago  have  been  practically  Intolerable,  par- 
ticularly this  year.  And  If  some  steps  be 
not  taken  to  provide  a  more  powerful  ice 
boat,  these  conditions  will  be  met  with 
again.  I  have  a  sugestion  to  make,  which 
I  would  make  now  as  there  are  some  mem- 
bers here  to-night  who  will  not  be  here 
on  Monday.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  the 
Postmaster  General  asked  if  any  boat 
could  be  built  which  could  overcome  the 
difficulties  of  winter  navigation  in  the 
Northumberland  straits.  Well,  In  the 
'  Scientific  American '  I  road  a  few  weeks 
ago,  the  statement  that  the  '  Ermank  '  could 
meet  and  successfully  overcome  an  Ice 
pack  of  from  20  to  3,">  feet  in  thickness. 
If  that  statement  be  true,  a  vessel  of  the 
strength  and  power  of  the  '  Ermaak  *  or 
perhaps  a  less  powerful  boat,  would  be 
able  to  meet  and  overcome  all  the  ice  packs 
between  the  island  and  the  mainland. 

An  hon.  gentleman  asked  me  what  is  the 
thickest  ice  we  ever  have.  I  do  not  know, 
but  I  presume  the  captains  who  have  been 
crossing  there  for  so  many  years  would  be 
able  to  give  a  full  and  complete  answer  to 
that  question.  I  presume  there  is  no  ice 
in  the  straits  of  Northumberland  which 
would  be  anything  like  twenty  or  thirty 
feet  thick,  although  I  know  the  ice  some- 
times packs  there  very  heavily.  This  is  the 
proposition  which  I  have  to  make  to  the 
members  of  this  House :  I  believe  that 
within  a  very  few  years  Hudson  bav  will 
be  open  to  navigation  for  commercial  pur- 
poses. I  understand  that  the  Canadian 
Northern  is  about  to  build  a  railway  to  Fort 
Churchill,  and  probably  within  a  few  years 
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that  magnificent  inland  sea  will  carry  on  its 
bosom  a  mighty  commerce.  That  route  may 
perhaps,  probably  will  be,  the  great  commer- 
cial route  for  four  or  five  months  of  the 
year  from  the  great  west  to  the  markets  of 
Europe,  and  a  powerful  ice  breaker  there 
in  the  early  and  late  summer  to  assist  these 
vessels  which  may  and  probably  will  be 
trading  in  that  part  of  Canada  would  be  a 
very  great  assistance.  In  mid-summer  such 
a  vessel  might  be  used  for  surveying  and 
other  purposes.  Such  a  vessel  built  for  that 
purpose  could  be  successfully  used  on  the 
straits  of  Northumberland,  between  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  the  mainland,  in  winter, 
and  could  leave  these  straits  In  time  to  ar- 
rive at  Hudson  bay  in  plenty  of  time  to  give 
assistance  to  the  merchant  marine  that  we 
expect  to  find  In  a  few  years  in  that  part 
of  Canada.  If  Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark 
and  Russia,  these  northern  countries  in 
Europe,  find  it  profitable,  from  a  commer- 
cial point  of  view,  to  build  such  ice  break- 
ers as  I  have  seen  described  in  the  papers 
which  I  have  read  on  the  subject  it  might 
be  profitable  for  Canada  to  have  such  a 
vessel  in  the  higher  latitudes  in  this  northern 
sea.  That  perhaps  might  be  a  matter  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  committee,  and 
particularly  of  the  Minister  of  Marine.  If 
that  can  be  successfully  carried  out,  every 
province  in  this  Dominion  would  have  an 
Interest  in  It.  It  would  not  be  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  alone  that  would  be  benefited, 
but  the  great  west  particularly,  and  those 
provinces  that  would  have  ports  on  Hudson 
bay — and  it  is  likely  that  in  the  near  future 
Quebec.  Ontario  and  Manitoba  will  have 
extended  railways  to  that  great  inland  sea. 
I  make  that  suggestion  to  the  committee 
for  whatever  it  may  be  worth. 

Mr.  McISAAC.  I  think  every  member  on 
this  side,  as  well  as  on  the  other,  will  heart!- _ 
ly  sympathize  with  the. people  of  Prince  Ed-' 
ward  Island  In  their  efforts  to  improve  the 
communication  between  that  island  and  the 
mainland,  aud  I  think  also  that  we  uiay 
safely  say  that  every  government  of  this 
country  for  the  last  thirty  years,  whether 
Conservative  or  Liberal,  have  made  every 
honest  effort  to  give  facilities  to  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island.  The  late  Conserv- 
ative government  gave  them,  as  has  been 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  PictoTi 
(Mr.  Maedonald),  one  steamer,  which  is  not 
sufficient  for  those  purposes.  As  everybody 
who  has  had  a  seat  in  this  House  for  many 
years  well  knows,  when  the  Conservative 
party  were  in  power  we  had  appeals  day 
after  day  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  the  then  government  for  better  communi- 
cation between  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland.  When  that  government  was 
succeeded  by  a  Liberal  government  the  con- 
ditions were  simply  reversed,  and  our  Con- 
servative friends  from  the  other  side  have 
continued  winter  after  winter,  session  after 
session,  and  week  after  week,  to  bring  up 
this  worrying  question  iu  this  parliament. 
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We  all  sympathize  with  these  people,  and 
whilst  I  am  free  to  admit  that  all  govern- 
ments have  made  every  effort  to  do  the 
best  in  their  power,  yet  that  problem  has 
not  been  fully  solved,  although  the  condi- 
tions have  been  very  much  improved.  We 
have  to-day  two  steamers  instead  of  one. 
Some  years  ago  a  second  steamer  was  secur- 
ed by  the  present  government,  and,  as  every" 
one  knows,  it  is  superior  in  every  way  to 
the  steamer  which  was  there  before,  but 
every  effort  has  not  yet  been  exhausted.  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
of  Marine  to  a  matter  in  connection  with 
this  subject  which  I  have  brought,  not 
only  to  his  attention,  but  to  the  atten- 
tion of  several  other  ministers  who  pre- 
ceded him.  That  is,  that  there  are  other 
routes,  particularly  one  other  route,  which 
would  afford  far  greater  facilities  for  this 
service  than  the  route  which  has  been  tried 
for  many  years.  The  present  route  is  be- 
tween Pictou  on  this  side  and  Georgetown 
on  the  other  side.  The  whole  trouble,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  owing  to  the  selection  of 
that  route.  Mariners  of  experience  will  tell 
you  that  the  conditions  in  the  winter  are 
such  that  the  tides  in  St.  George's  bay  will 
drive  the  ice  westward  into  Northumberland 
strait,  and  it  will  pile  up  there  exactly  in 
the  route  where  these  steamers  run.  The 
result  is  that  the  steamers  are  caught  in  bad 
weather,  whilst  if  the  Cape  George  route 
starting  from  Georgetown  or  Souris  on 
the  island  and  landing  on  the  mainland  at 
Cape  George,  in  the  county  of  Antigonlsh, 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent  were 
employed,  the  conditions  will,  I  say,  and  I 
challenge  contradiction,  be  entirely  changed. 
There  has  not  been  a  day  in  this  whole  win- 
ter when  the  steamer  could  not  have  landed 
on  the  mainland  at  Cape  George.  This  has 
been  the  case  every  year  for  thirty  years. 
Two  or  three  years  ago,  during  the  great 
blockade,  when  the  steamer  was  ice-locked 
for  five  or  six  weeks  and  unable  to  make 
land  anywhere.  It  was  at  last  landed  at 
Cape  George.  The  sea  there  is  open  gen- 
erally all  the  year  round.  Some  one  may 
ask  me  why.  The  conditions  are  such  and 
the  tides  along  the  strait  of  Canso  and  the 
narrow  entrance  beween  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  Cape  Breton  are  of  such  a  nature 
that  the  current  is  so  strong  that  the  ice 
keeps  continually  moving  either  north- 
ward or  southward  or  else  backs  west- 
erly into  the  Northumberland  strait. 
This  is  a  matter  which  the  marine 
officers  should  take  up  at  once ;  they 
should  have  experiments  made  by  compe- 
tent sea  captains,  and  I  undertake  to  tell 
the  minister  that  he  will  in  this  way  get  a 
route  which  will  enable  the  present  steam- 
ers to  go  to  the  mainland  every  day  in  the 
year.  That  would  have  been  possible  even 
in  the  bad  winter  we  have  had  this  year. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  is  the  dis- 
tance ? 


Mr.  McISAAC.  Cape  George  is  about 
fifteen  miles  from  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
The  year  before  last  the  mails  and  passen- 
gers had  to  be  landed  there,  when  they  had 
been  struggling  for  six  or  seven  weeks  in 
the  Ice  in  Northumberland  strait  I  know 
there  are  objections  to  this  plan  ;  the  peo- 
ple of  Pictou  do  not  like  to  see  the  steamers 
cross  between  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland  down  there.  The  people  of  the 
western  part  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
would  not  like  to  see  that  change  either, 
but  when  it  is  a  matter  of  fulfilling  the 
terms  of  confederation  by  making  an  effec- 
tive communication,  winter  and  summer,  be- 
tween the  mainland  and,  Prince  Edward 
Island,  I  would  urge  that  any  point  on  the 
mainland  which  would  give  you  a  continu- 
ous communication  all  winter  would  fulfil  to 
the  very  letter  the  agreement  referred  to 
to-night.  The  only  thing,  therefore,  which 
I  ask  the  minister  to  do  is  to  make  the  ex- 
periment Let  him  to-morrow  telegraph  to 
the  captain  of  the  '  Stanley  '  or  the  '  Minto  ' 
and  ask  him,  if  he  is  unable  to  make  land 
anywhere  else,  to  try  Cape  George.  I  un- 
dertake to  tell  him  that  before  forty-eight 
hours  the  steamers  can  land  at  that  point. 
There  is  deep  water  and  a  fine  wharf,  and 
ail  that  is  necessary  is  to  make  the  experi- 
ment and  he  will  find  that  everything  is 
all  right.  Once  that  experiment  is  made, 
and  my  contention  proved,  as  I  am  sure  it 
will  be,  it  will  be  necessary,  of  course,  to 
build  a  short  line  of  railway,  in  a  part  of  the 
country  where  it  is  very  easy  to  build  a 
road,  for  some  fifteen  miles,  and  you  will 
have  then  the  last  link  connected,  and  I 
undertake  to  say  that  this  will  be  the  easiest 
and  the  least  expensive  way  of  carrying  out 
the  terms  of  the  agreement  mentioned  In 
this  House  to-night. 

Mr.  COOKSHUTT.  The  remarks  that  have 
just  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
I  think  have  Justified  fully  what  I  said  when 
speaking  before.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
King's  (Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes)  had  made  the 
same  speech  at  the  outset  as  he  has  made  inj 
his  third  speech,  I  should  not  have  found  it 
necessary  to  interfere  in  the  debate.  I  was 
requested  to  do  so.  however,  owing  to  the 
tone  of  the  first  speech  the  hon.  gentleman 
made.  I  have  no  desire  to  Interfere  in 
the  affairs  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  if  by 
r.i>  doing  I  am  in  any  way  hurting  the  in- 
terests of  that  island.  But  I  want  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  find  fault  with  me  to 
say  whether  their  politics  are  confined  to  any 
particular  county  or  province.  Mine  are  not. 
I  profess  while  in  this  House  to  be  represent- 
ing the  Dominion  as  a  whole,  and  not  con- 
fining my  attention  to  any  particular  county. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  think  that  they 
can  put  me  down  on  a  question  of  that  kind 
they  are  quite  mistaken,  I  am  not  so  easily 
downed  as  they  may  think.  They  may  call 
me  hysterical  if  they  please,  or  any  other 
term  they  wish  to  use,  but  those  will  not 
pnswer  arguments.     The  hon.  gentleman 
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from  Pictou  (Mr.  Mncdonald)  took  a  great 
deal  of  glory  to  himself  because  the  present 
government,  he  said,  had  three  boats  while 
the  old  government  only  had  one.  WhaU 
credit  does  the  hon.  gentleman  take  to  the! 
government  for  having  three  boats  if  they1 
do  not  run  them  ?  It  has  been  shown  that 
these  boats  are  not  running,  and  the  morej 
is  the  shame  if  they  have  three  boats  to  do: 
what  one  used  to  do.  The  hon.  member  fori 
Queen's  (Mr.  McLean)  said  there  had  never 
been  so  bad  a  breakdown  in  the  service  since 
confederation.  Now  if  that  Is  the  case  when 
they  have  three  boats,  what  credit  Is  it  to 
the  government  to  say  that  they  have  got' 
three  boats  where  the  Conservative  gov- 
ernment only  had  one  ?  Then  the  Minister 
•  of  Finance  says  ti>ey  are  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  keep  up  uninterrupted  communica- 
tion with  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  FIELDING.   I  did  not  say  that 

Mr.  COOKSHUTT.  Now  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Queen's  has  shown  conclusively  that 
there  is  an  obligation  resting  upon  the  gov-* 
ernment  in  that  respect,  that  the  Dominion 
is  obliged  to  keep  up  communication  with1 
the  Island,  that  that  is  a  part  of  the  terms 
of  confederation.  Therefore  you  are  not 
allowed  to  take  into  account  the  question; 
or  the  cost,  It  is  the  fulfilling  of  the  obliga- 
tion that  should  count.  Now  the  hon.  gentle-1 
man  said,  what  business  is  It  of  mine  td 
say  anything  with  regard  to  Prince  Edward' 
Island  ?  I  may  say  that  I  happen  to  be 
a  member  of  a  firm  that  ships  to  Prince 
'Edward  Island,  we  also  ship  to  all  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and  therefore 
we  are  Interested  in  keeping  up  communi- 
cation with  all  the  provinces  of  the  Domin- 
ion, when  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  Whether1 
that  is  a  justification  for  my  having  spoken; 
the  bon.  gentleman  can  say  himself.  He 
says  that  I  am  always  taking  people  under 
my  wing  who  have  any  grievance.  I  wish; 
I  could  make  the  same  charge  in  regard) 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  he  is  taking  the 
weak  under  bis  wing.  I  merely  endeavoured) 
to  help  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's  who 
was  receiving  no  assistance  from  the  other 
side,  that  was  the  reason.  I  do  not  profess 
to  be  an  angel,  and  that  is  the  only  kind  of 
.person  that  has  wings,  so  far  as  I  know. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  I  a,m| 
taking  all  people  under  my  wings,  and  he 
goes  back,  because  I  spoke  of  the  red  men 
some  weeks  ago  in  the  House,  and  casts  that! 
as  a  slur  upon  me  because  I  had  taken  them 
under  my  wing.  I  have  a  perfect  right  to 
defend  the  cause  of  the  weak  or  the  cause  of 
the  oppressed  wherever  I  find  them  in  this 
Dominion.  It  is  not  a  slur  that  should  be, 
cast  upon  me,  and  If  that  is  the  only  accus- 
ation the  hon.  gentleman  has  to  make,  I  will 
shoulder  it  and  consider  it  rather  in  the 
light  of  a  compliment  than  an  accusation.  I 
think  the  case  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen's  has  made  to-night  must  appeal  to 
the  hearts  of  everybody  in  this  House.  There 
Mr.  COCKSHUTT. 


is  a  province  that  should  have  communi- 
cation with  the  mainland  and  has  not  got  it. 
It  has  been  shown  that  the  communication 
is  deficient,  and  nothing  is  being  done.  Now 
I  thing  this  discussion  has  done  good,  and 
I  thank  the  hon.  member  from  King's  (Mr. 
J.  J.'  Hughes)  for  that  last  speech  of  his. 
He  was  looking  after  the  interests  of  his 
own  constituency,  of  his  own  province  In 
particular ;  and  I  care  not  whether  this 
government  is  concerned  or  any  other, 
where  the  obligation  is  entered  into  by  the 
Dominion  by  a  clause  In  the  Confederation 
Act  with  regard  to  the  admission  of  a  pro- 
vince, that  obligation  should  be  carried  out 
no  matter  how  much  it  is  going  to  cost. 
That  is  not  the  question,  so  long  as  the 
money  is  well  expended.  It  Is  no  credit 
to  buy  more  boats  and  not  run  them.  I  was 
not  wishing  to  make  political  capital,  I  never 
rose  with  that  intention.  The  idea  is  ab- 
surd, I  never  intended  to  make  political 
capital,  but  what  I  did  say  was  to  back 
up  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's,  who  made 
an  impassioned  appeal  here  to-night,  one 
well  reasoned,  and  delivered  with  good  judg- 
ment, and  apparently  backed  up  with  facts; 
yet  there  was  no  one  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  assist  him,  and  I  was  re- 
quested to  speak.  The  hon.  gentleman  op- 
posite did  not  take  up  the  cudgels  for  him, 
and  In  the  discussion  It  came  out  that  the 
main  reason  was  because  my  hon.  friend  had 
forestalled  the  members  for  Queen's  by  a 
couple  of  days,  as  it  was  his  intention  to 
bring  this  question  up  next  Monday.  The 
case  was  well  presented  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Queen's,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  all 
concerned  to  do  what  they  could  to  assist 
him  in  endeavouring  to  get  justice  for  that 
island. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Brantford  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  seems  to  resent 
the  few  remarks  I  ventured  to  make  in  re- 
gard to  his  style  of  address  in  dealing  with 
this  subject.  He  reminds  the  committee 
that  I  had  said  that  this  government  had 
placed  two  boats  upon  the  route.  While 
he  disclaims  all  desire  to  make  any  political 
capital,  he  wants  the  committee  to  believe 
that  though  the  government  have  to  put 
two  boats  on  the  route  where  there  was 
only  one  before,  this  government  do  not 
know  how  to  run  any  one  of  the  boats.  Well, 
I  think  that  the  remarks  which  I  made  in 
regard  to  the  hon.  gentleman  are  quite  justi- 
fied by  that  utterance  of  his.  Of  coures  he 
claims  the  right  to  take  under  his  wing- 
to  repeat  the  phrase— all  the  weak,  distressed 
and  oppressed  people  of  this  country,  not 
only  of  Canada  but  of  the  whole  empire. 
Of  course  nobody  objects,  if  he  wants  to  do 
so.  Such  missionary  enterprise  on  his  part 
is  rather  to  be  commended.  But  when  he 
rushes  into  a  discussion  he  ought  at  least 
to  know  something  about  the  things  he  is 
fighting  for.    When  I  ventured  to  point  out 
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to  him  that  we  bad  had  a  winter  in  the  marl- 
time  provinces  this  year  such  as  has  never 
been  seen  before  in  the  memory  of  many  ot 
the  inhabitants,  he  says  that  does  not  make 
any  difference  whatever,  that  though  the 
boats  cannot  run  on  account  of  the  winter, 
jet  this  government  should  run  the  boats, 
and  inferentially  this  government  ought  td 
be  blamed  because  they  are  not  running 
the  boats.  Well,  I  am  sure  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Queen's  (Mr.  McLean)  appreciates1 
the^  value  of  the  services  of  this  gentlemait 
who  has  taken  under  his  wing  all  the  weak 
and  oppressed  in  this  country.  My  hon. 
friend,  I  am  sure,  will  find  that  when  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  come  to 
read  his  remarks  they  will  conclude  that 
they  would  have  been  much  better  off  if  her 
(had  not  ventured  to  discuss  this  subject, 
About  which  he  knows  so  little.  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  this  question  at  any  length! 
but  I  want  to  say  to  our  friends  front 
Prince  Edward  Island,  when  they  come  td 
this  government  or  to  any  government  ask- 
ing for  a  consideration  of  this  question,  they^ 
should  not  come  and  say,  we  have  not  beeti 
getting  the  mail  for  ten  days  at  a  time  in 
Frince  Edward  Island,  and  therefore  Prince 
iEdward  Island  is  entitled  to  special  con- 
sideration. I  may  tell  him  that  in  Nova 
Scotia,  the  farmers  in  many  districts  have 
had  to  kill  their  cattle  the  same  as  they 
have  done  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  Our 
people  In  Nova  Scotia  have  not  been  able 
to  have  communication  with  the  country 
districts  for  ten  days  at  a  time,  and  my 
hon.  friend  from  Hants  (Mr.  Black)  says, 
for  fourteen  days.  These  conditions  are 
general  all  over  the  maritime  provinces,  and 
if  our  friends  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
want  to  make  a  case,  let  them  put  it  upon 
a  sound  basis.  I  agree  with  the  proposition 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Antigonish 
(Mr.  Mclsaac).  The  proposition  which  has 
been  made  in  regard  to  the  possibility  of 
maintaining  winter  communication  between 
Cape  George  and  Georgetown  is  one  which 
is  well  worthy  of  the  investigation  of  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  I 
would  join  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Anti- 
gonish in  asking  that  the  matter  be  fully 
investigated. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  answer  to  what 
my  hon.  friend  from  Antigonish  (Mr.  Mc- 
lsaac) has  suggested  I  would  say  that  the 
day  before  yesterady  Instructions  were 
given  to  Captain  Brown  to  try  that  route. 
We  have  had  no  report  from  him  yet  but 
if  it  is  possible  there  is  no  difficulty  about 
accepting  that  line.  As  to  the  difficulty 
created  by  the  ice  it  Is  well  known,  as  it  has 
been  repeated  again  and  again,  that  this 
winter  is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  that 
we  have  passed  through.  We  are  not 
through  it  at  the  present  moment  because 
the  steamers  are  yet  blocked  in  the  ice.  we 
have  instructed  our  men  to  use  dynamite. 
They  have  tried  dvnamite  to  break  the  ice 
but  they  have  failed.  How  can  reasonable; 


people  imagine  that  what  dynamite  will 
not  do  a  boat  will  do  ?  You  might  have  had 
the  most  powerful  boats  in  existence  such 
as  the  '  Ermaak  '  and  the  '  Mackinaw  '  but 
they  would  have  done  very  little  more  than 
those  which  are  engaged  in  the  service  at  the 
present' moment.  The  Ice  was  packed  to  the 
extent  of  50  feet  at  certain  places— solid 
ice  no  water  to  be  seen— and  even  two  days 
ago  the  two  steamers  failed  to  break  the 
barrier  at  a  certain  point.  After  they  had 
failed  dynamite  was  resorted  to  but  it  had 
no  effect*.  Under  these  circumstances  I 
would  like  to  know  if  it  is  possible  to  blame 
the  government  and  to  use  the  expressions 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Brantford  (Mr. 
Cockshutt)  has  used  to-night  because  the 
effort  to  open  a  passage  has  so  far  not  been 
successful.  In  a  sneering  way  that  hon. 
gentleman  says :  If  you  have  three  boats 
you  should  use  them.  We  have  not  said 
that  we  have  three  boats.  We  have  two. 
Formerly  there  was  only  one  boat  but  now 
he  says  that  if  you  have  three  you  should 
use  them  and  not  boast  of  them  if  you  can- 
not run  them.  It  is  not  in  that  way  that 
the  question  should  be  approached.  When 
it  Is  impossible  to  operate  railways  you 
must  submit  to  the  circumstances.  When 
the  ice  is  packed  to  a  depth  of  50  feet  any 
one  in  his  senses  must  admit  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  run  these  boats ;  yet  that  is 
what  some  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
are  blaming  the  government  for.  Father 
Burke,  a  great  friend  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the; 
other  side  of  the  House,  while  addressing  the 
meeting  that  took  place  on  this  question  at 
Charlottetown,  I  think,  » claimed  that  no 
steamer  built  could  keep  up  communication 
this  winter  and  that  a  tunnel  was  the  only 
solution.  Every  one  of  their  own  friends 
admit  that  no  steamer  built  could  have  gone 
through  the  ice  this  year,  and  if  it  is  a  fact! 
that  no  steamer  could  do  so  what  is  the  use 
of  finding  fault  with  the  department  ?  We 
have  two  powerful  boats,  one  of  2,400  horse 
power  and  one  of  2,000  horse  power.  We! 
have  tried  an  experiment  this  winter  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  with  the  'Montcalm*  In  ice  from 
20  to  25  feet  thick  and  all  we  could  do  was 
to  cut  pieces  500  to  600  feet  In  length.  Ow- 
ing to  the  current  the  steamer  was  enabled 
to  cut  a  channel  about  three  miles  up  the 
St  Lawrence.  It  was  only  by  working  at 
it  sideways  and  allowing  the  chunks  of  ice 
to  float  down  that  it  was  possible  for  her 
to  do  some  effective  work  But.  where  you 
have  to  deal  with  packed  ice  25  to  30  feet 
in  thickness  which  cannot  be  moved  even 
with  dynamite  I  would  like  to  know  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Brantford  what  means 
could  have  been  adopted  to  remedy  such  a 
state  of  affairs.  Reference  has  been  made 
to  the  steamer  '  Ermaak '  built  for  the  Rus- 
sian government  some  few  years  ago.  I 
read  all  about  that  vessel,  not  lately  but  In 
former  years,  and  I  knew  what  she  can 
do.  That  vessel  cost  $1,200,000  and  all  she 
can  do  Is  to  go  through  floating  Ice  four 
and  a  half  feet  thick  in  the  sea,  no  packed 
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ice  of  any  kind,  and  if  we  have  succeeded  in 
getting,  bere  iu  Canada,  boats  that  will 
go  through  ice  from  10  to  25  feet  in  thick- 
ness I  think  we  have  succeeded  pretty  well 
and  that  without  spending  $1,000,000  or 
$1,250,000.  Of  course,  I  am  entirely  in 
sympathy  with  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  in  the  difficulties  under  which  they 
are  labouring  this  winter.  Everybody  sym- 
pathizes with  the  people  who  are  placed  in 
such  a  position.  But,  as  is  well  known  a 
somewhat  similar  state  of  affairs  has  existed 
more  or  less  throughout  the  maritime  prov-* 
inces.  Trains  have  been  suspended  for 
weeks  and  at  certain  points  traffic  is  still 
suspended.  As  regards  the  supply  of  bay  or 
other  necessary  produce  the  department  has 
given  instructions  to  the  captains  of  the 
boats  to  carry  as  their  first  freight  the  bay 
that  has  accumulated  at  Pictou  and  they 
intend  to  carry  that  over  according  to  the 
instructions  given.  Now,  as  regards  com- 
munication by  ice  boat ;  my  hon.  friend— 
because  I  passed  the  document  to  him— 
could  at  least  have  rendered  the  department 
the  Justice  of  saying  that  the  ice  boat  ser- 
vice has  not  been  so  bad.  There  were  only 
three  consecutive  days  of  suspension  of  the 
service  by  ice  boat  I  have  here  a  statement 
of  the  trips  that  were  made  from  day  to 
day  by  the  ice  boats. 

Mr.  I-EFURGEY.  Leave  it  for  the  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.     No,   I  want  to  1 
place  it  before  the  committee.   It  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

Capes  Winter  Mail  Service. 
Winter  1904-1905. 

Crews  assembled  at  Cape  Traverse  and  Cape 
Tormentine  on  January  27th,  1905.  No  crossing, 
heavy  northeast  snowstorm. 

January  28. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse  with 
49  bags  ot  malls,  weight  1,500  pounds,  2  pas- 
sengers. 

January  28.— Crossed  trom  Cape  Tormentine 
with  44  bags  of  mall,  weight  1,400  pounds,  no 
passengers. 

January  29. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  4 
boats,  21  bags  mail,  2  passengers. 

January  29. — Crossed  from  iCape  Tormentine, 
4  boats,  31  bags  mail,  1,600  pounds,  1  passenger. 

January  30. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  4 
boats,  no  mails,  1  passenger. 

January  30. — No  crossing  from  Cape  Tormen- 
tine, strong  head  wind  and  storm. 

January  31. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
4  boats,  33  bags  mail,  1,500  pounds,  1  passenger. 

January  31. — Captain  Allan  left  Cape  Tormen- 
tine 21  hours  after  Captain  Campbell  with  4 
boats  and  had  to  return,  caught  In  northeast 
snowstorm. 

February  1. — N'o  crossing,  gale  and  snowstorm. 

February  2. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  5 
boats,  25  bass  mail,  600  pounds,  4  passengers. 

February  2.— Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
4  boats,  50  bags  mail,  1,600  pounds,  no  passen- 
gers. 

February  3.— Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  4 
boats.  47  bags  mail,  1,500  pounds,  no  passengers. 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


February  3. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
6  boats,  55  bags  mail,  2,200  pounds,  2  passen- 
gers. 

February  4. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  23  bags  mail,  600  pounds,  2  passengers. 

February  4. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
4  boats,  47  bags  mail,  1,600  pounds,  no  passen- 
gers. 

February  5. — Sunday,  crews  on  both  sides  re- 
fused to  cross  although  108  bags  delayed  mails 
at  Cape  Tormentine.  Captain  Campbell  with  1 
boat  taking  Postmaster  Weir  and  18  bags  of 
mail  from  Cape  Traverse. 

•February  6. — Captain  Campbell  stayed  at  Cape 
Tormentine,  but  Coxswain  Bell,  in  charge  of  3 
boats,  crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  19  bags 
mail,  600  pounds,  3  passengers. 
February  6. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

6  boats,  73  bags  mail,  3,100  pounds. 
February  7  and  8. — No  crossing  either  way, 

northeast  gale  and  snow. 

February  9. — Crossing  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  23  bags  mail,  500  pounds,  5  passengers. 
February  9. — Crossing  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

4  boats,  50  bags  mall,  1,500  pounds,  12  passen- 
gers. 

February  10. — Crossing  from  Cape  Traverse,  4 
boats,  4  bags,  150  pounds,  1  passenger. 
February  10. — Crossing  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

5  boats,  39  bags,  1,800  pounds,  8  passengers. 
February  11,  12  and  13. — No  crossings,  gales 

and  snowstorms. 

February  14.— Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  4 
boats,  26  bags,  750  pounds,  6  passengers. 
February  14. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

4  boats,  36  bags,  1,500  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  15. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  5 

boats,  55  bags,  1,400  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  15. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

5  boats,  53  bags,  1,850  pounds,  7  passengers. 
February  16. — No  crossings,  gales  and  snow. 
February  17. — Crossing  from  Cape  Traverse,  5 

boats,  31  bags,  900  pounds,  4  passengers. 
February  17. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

7  boats,  70  bags,  2,550  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  18.— Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  7 

boats,  42  bags,  1,660  pounds,  11  passengers. 

February  18.— Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
5  boats,  50  bags,  1,850  pounds,  5  passengers. 

February  18. — On  17  and  18,  2  opposition  boats 
crossed  with  Captain  Campbell  from  Cape  Tra- 
verse and  Cape  Tormantine  with  mails. 
February  19. — No  crossing,  Sunday. 
February  20. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  5 
boats,  33  bags,  1,000  pounds,  1  passenger. 

February  20. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
5  boats,  70  bags,  .2,000  pounds,  6  passengers. 

February  21. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  23  bags,  1,000  pounds,  3  passengers. 
February  21. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

5  boats,  47  bags,  1,850  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  22. — 'Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  5 

boats,  25  bags,  800  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  22. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 

6  boats.  95  bags,  2,400  pounds,  no  passengers. 
February  23. — No  crossing  from  Cape  Tra- 
verse. 

February  23. — Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine, 
5  boats,  50  bags,  1,850  pounds,  no  passengers. 

February  24. — No  crossing  either  way,  all 
boats  at  Cape  Traverse. 

February  25.— Captain  Campbell  left  Cape 
Traverse,  had  to  return. 

February  26.— Captain  Campbell  left  Cape 
Traverse,  had  to  return. 

February  27. — No  crossing  either  way  on  ac- 
count of  lolly. 
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February  28.— Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  11 
boats,  80  bags,  4,000  pounds,  no  passengers. 

March  1. — No  crossing,  northeast  snowstorms. 

March  2.— Crossing  from  Cape  Tormentine,  6 
boats,  95  bags,  2,400  pounds,  11  passengers. 

March  2. — Captain  Allan  waiting  at  Cape  Tor- 
mentine for  crossing  on  3rd,  so  as  to  have  boats 
divided  up  again. 

March  3.— Crossing  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  92  bags,  2,200  pounds,  no  passengers. 

March  3.— Crossing  from  Cape  Tormentine,  5 
boats,  61  bags,  1,850  pounds,  6  passengers. 

March  4. — Crossed  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  22  bags,  850  pounds,  no  passengers. 

March  4.— Crossed  from  Cape  Tormentine,  6 
boats,  57  bags,  2,400  pounds,  no  passengers. 

March  5. — No  crossing. 

March  6.— Crossing  from  Cape  Traverse,  6 
boats,  34  bags,  1,600  pounds,  no  passengers. 

March  6. — Crossing  from  Cape  Tormentine,  5 
boats,  70  bags,  1,860  pounds,  no  passengers. 

This  shows  that  on  two  occasions  there 
!was  a  suspension,  once  for  two  days  and 
once  for  three  days.  The  opposition  boats; 
could  not  cross  over  either,  so  that  it  would 
seem  that  the  men  employed  by  the  govern- 
ment on  the  ice-boat  did  the  best  In  their 
power  and  were  not  neglectful  of  their  duty. 
I  do  not  know  what  could  have  made  the 
crossing  under  such  conditions  unless  it 
would  be  a  balloon. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  It  was  understood  be- 
tween the  members  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  that  this  matter  would  not  be  brought 
up  until  Monday  next  when  the  motion  on 
the  order  paper  would  be  fully  discussed. 
In  consequence,  I  do  not  propose  now  to 
answer  the  minister  in  many  of  the  state- 
ments which  he  has  made,  but  on  Monday 
next,  according  to  the  agreement,  I  want  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  the  Prime  Minister 
to  be  present  so  that  they  may  hear  the  de- 
bate on  this  matter  which  is  of  such  import- 
ance to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  of  the  people  of  the  Dominion  generally. 
I  trust  also  that  the  front  benches  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  be  well  occupied. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  And  the  gallery  ? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  never  speak  to  the 
galleries,  but  I  want  the  ear  of  this  House 
on  one  of  the  most  important  questions  that 
this  country  has  to  deal  with.  We  are  a 
small  province  down  by  the  sea  but  we  de- 
sire fair  consideration,  and  the  fulfilment  of) 
the  terms  under  which  Prince  Edward 
Island  came  into  the  confederation,  one  of 
the  most  important  of  which  is  winter  navi- 
gation between  the  island  and  the  mainland. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  It  is  quite  true  that 
it  was  understood  among  the  representatives 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  that  this  matter 
would  not  be  brought  up  until  next  Monday, 
and  I  carried  out  faithfully  that  arrange- 
ment, but  the  hou.  gentleman  from  Queen's 
(Mr.  McLean)  brought  up  the  matter  and  be 
was  energetically  followed  by  the  member 
for  Brantford.  I  am  glad  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  does  not 
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complain  of  any  one  on  this  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  A.  A.  MeLEAN.  It  is  necessary  I 
should  offer  a  word  of  explanation.  When 
this  item  came  up  for  discussion  my  col- 
league Mr.  Lefurgey  was  not  present.  There 
was  some  kind  of  misunderstanding,  as  I 
was  of  the  opinion  that  this  item  was  to  be 
discussed  to-night  but  that  seems  to  have 
been  a  mistake.  However,  I  did  not  bring 
this  question  up  for  my  own  glorification  ; 
it  is  a  very  Important  matter  and  I  do  not 
see  why  the  member  for  King's  should  take- 
exception,  j 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  It  is  your  colleague 
who  takes  exception. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  There  is  nothing  to 
prevent  this  matter  being  dealt  with  on 
Monday  or  any  other  day,  and  the  grievance 
is  so  great  that  it  should  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  government  day  after 
day  and  every  day,  until  the  gov- 
ernment 6ee  fit  to  do  justice  in  the 
matter.  On  every  occasion  on  which 
the  representatives  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  have  the  opportunity,  this  Is  a  ques- 
tion which  should  be  pressed  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  government  and  the  parliament 
of  Canada.  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou 
(Mr.  Macdouald)  said  that  he  thought  the 
manner  in  which  I  brought  up  this  question 
would  not  receive  the  sympathy  of  some 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
I  am  not  asking  for  the  sympathy  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Pictou  nor  any  other  man 
In  this  House;  I  am  asking  for  clean,  pure 
Justice  for  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  I  hope  the  gentlemen  who  run 
the  government  of  this  country  will  see  that 
justice  will  be  done. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  As  I  will  not  be  present 
next  Monday  to  hear  this  important  dis- 
cussion, I  want  to  thank  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen's  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  for  the  able 
and  moderate  way  in  which  he  presented 
the  case  for  Prince  Edward  Island'.  My  hon. 
friend  stated  to-night  that  be  did  not  en- 
dorse the  policy  of  the  Conservative  govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Prince  Edward  Island  ; 
a  statement  which  proves  conclusively  that 
he  was  not  discussing  the  question  from  a 
i  artisan  standpoint.  Notwithstanding  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou,  I 
think  the  House  will  believe  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Queen's  in  treating  this 
matter  as  be  did,  only  discharged  bis  duty  to 
his  constituents.  » 

Mr.  LALOK.  I  heard  the  hon.  member 
for  Antigonish  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  tell  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to-night  that 
there  never  was  forty-eight  hours  when 
there  could  not  be  communication  between 
Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  If 
such  be  the  case,  and  the  statement  is  made 
by  a  supporter  of  the  government,  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  Minister  of  Marine  has  not 
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long  ago  found  out  that  there  Is  the  port 
of  St.  George  from  which  communication 
can  be  constantly  maintained.  That  state- 
ment coming  from  a  supporter  of  the  min- 
ister will  I  have  no  doubt  be  accepted  as 
true,  and  I  hope  it  will  induce  the  minister 
to  look  about  him  for  a  solution  of  this 
winter  navigation  problem. 

Meteorological  service,  $100,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman explain  the  increase  of  $3,197  1 

Mr.  PRBPONTAINB.  It  is  on  account 
of  the  opening  of  the  new  stations  in  the 
Northwest,  British  Columbia  and  the 
Yukon. 

Hydrograpbic  surveys,  $45,500. 

Mr.  PRBPONTAINB.  This  year  hydro- 
graphic  survey  which  used  to  be  done  by  the 
British  government  passes  under  the  control 
of  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
This  amount  will  not  cover  the  whole  ex- 
penditure, and  we  expect  a  further  vote  in 
the  supplementary  estimates.  Bvery  one 
understands  that  it  Is  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant services  for  those  interested  in 
shipping. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDBN.  Is  it  inland  or  sea- 
coast  or  both  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  takes  in  every- 
thing. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDBN.  What  works  are 
you  carrying  on  in  the  inland  waters  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  have  complet- 
ed lake  Manitoba  and  lake  Winnipeg,  and 
we  hope  to  complete  lake  Superior  this  sea- 
son. The  department  has  to  take  in  hand 
the  surveys  made  by  the  British  govern- 
ment on  the  Pacific  coast  as  well  as  those 
on  the  Atlantic  coast.  We  did  not  know 
at  the  time  the  main  estimates  were  pre- 
pared what  the  work  would  cost,  and  we 
are  In  communication  with  the  British  gov- 
ernment with  a  view  to  getting  some  of 
their  boats  in  order  to  lessen  the  cost. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  work  will  con- 
sist of  surveys  and  the  preparation  of  charts 
as  well  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDBN.  Is  the  department 
creating  a  new  staff  for  the  purpose  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  took  over  from 
the  department  of  Railways  and  Canals  last 
year  and  from  the  Department  "of  Public 
Works  a  few  employees,  and  have  been 
carrying  on  the  work  on  the  St  Lawrence 
between  Montreal  and  Quebec.  Then,  some 
work  will  have  to  be  done  between  Quebec 
and  the  gulf.  i 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  Is  work  of  the  ! 
very  highest  importance,  there  is  no  doubt  j 
about  that 

Mr.  LALOR. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  And  I  may  say 
that  we  have  one  of  the  most  competent 
men  at  the  head  of  the  department,  Mr. 
Stewart,  who  is  a  graduate  of  Kingston,  a 
gold  medallist  and  who  has  been'  engaged 
in  this  work  a  considerable  length  of  time. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDEN.  As  the  minister 
states  there  will  be  a  supplementary  esti- 
mate for  this  service,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  very  much  in  regard  to  it  to-night ; 
but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  that  is  deserving 
of  somewhat  extended  explanation  by  the 
minister,  and  discussion  when  it  comes  up. 
and  I  hope  the  supplementary  estimate  will 
be  brought  down  long  enough  before  the 
close  of  the  session  to  have  It  discussed, 
because  I  realize  very  much  the  importance 
of  it  not  only  on  the  Pacific  coast  but  on 
the  Atlantic  coast  as  well. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  may  be  able  to 
give  a  programme  of  what  It  is  intended 
to  do,  and  which  will  show  how  well  the 
work  has  been  done.  I  do  not  claim  credit 
for  that  because  they  were  prepared  three 
or  four  years  ago  partly  by  the  Public 
Works  Department  and  partly  by  the  Dep- 
artment of  Railways  and  Canals;  but  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  carried 
on  the  work  last  season. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Mr.  FIELDING  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  business  may 
we  expect  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  We  will  continue  In 
supply,  with  the  estimates  of  the  Marine 
and  Fisheries. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned 
at  11.15  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Fbidat,  March  17,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Thres 
o'clock. 

QUESTION   OF  PRIVILEGE— PRESEN- 
TATION OF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  R.  G.  MACPHERSON  (Vancouver 
City).  In  presenting  a  petition,  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  privilege.  The  petition  is  signed 
by  Daniel  McLean  and  forty-one  others,  de- 
claring themselves  to  be  electors  of  the 
electoral  district  of  Vancouver.  I  may  say 
that  not  one  of  the  forty-two  names  is  on 
the  voters'  lists  in  my  constituency  of  Van- 
couver. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  They  will  be  there  next 
time. 

Mr.  MAOPHERSON.  They  are  not  resi- 
dents of  the  city  of  Vancouver. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  I  am  speaking  to  a 
question  of  privilege.  This  petition  has 
been  sent  to  me  

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  The  rale  is  that 
if  there  is  any  question  of  the  authenticity 
of  the  signatures,  a  member  presenting  a 
petition  may  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  fact.  But  he  is  not  at  liberty  to 
make  a  speech  in  presenting  a  petition. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  I  do  not  wish  tc 
infringe  the  rules  of  the  House.  But  I  have 
always  understood  that  a  member  present- 
ing a  petition  is  responsible  for  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  signatures  unless  he  disclaims 
that  responsibility.  I  know,  as  a  positive 
fact,  that  not  one  of  the  forty-two  names 
signed  to  this  petition  is  on  the  voters'  list  of 
the  electoral  district  of  Vancouver. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  122)  to  incorporate  the  Grand 
River  and  Western  Power  Company. — Mr. 
Zimmerman. 

Bill  (No.  123)  respecting  the  Board  of  the 
Presbyterian  College,  Halifax.— Mr.  Sin- 
clair. 

Bill  (No.  124)  respecting  the  Farmers' 
Bank  of  Canada.— Mr.  Miller. 

THE  TELEPHONE  QUESTION— COMMIT- 
TEE OF  INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General)  moved : 

That  a  select  committee,  composed  of  Mes- 
sieurs Burrows,  Smith  (Nanalmo),  Johnston 
(Cape  Breton,  South),  Grant,  Demers  (St.  John 
and  Iberville),  Monk,  Maclean  (York),  Boyce, 
Roche  (Marquette),  and  the  mover,  be  appoint- 
ed to  Inquire  into  and  report  regarding  the 
various  public  telephone  systems  in  operation 
In  Canada  and  elsewhere,  as  the  committee 
shall  determine  ;  and  to  consider  and  report 
what  changes,  it  any,  are  advisable  In  respect 
of  the  methods  at  present  in  force  tor  furnishing 
telephone  service  to  the  public.  Such  commit- 
tee to  have  the  power  to  send  tor  persons  and 
papers,  to  examine  persons  under  oath,  to  en- 
gage stenographers,  clerical  and  other  assist- 
ance, and  to  report  from  time  to  time. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  not  necessary, 
1  think,  for  me  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  at  any  length  In  order  to  induce 
It  to  adopt,  as  I  trust  It  will  unanimously, 
this  resolution.  Although  the  telephone  Is 
of  recent  Invention,  yet,  the  wide  extent  to 
which  It  is  in  use  throughout  the  civilized 
world  testifies  to  its  usefulness  to  the  public 
and  demands  from  a  representative  insti- 
tution such  as  this  Its  best  consideration  In 
order  to  discover  whether,  and  if  so,  in  what 
manner  its  further  usefulness  may  be  ac- 
complished. In  its  inception  the  use  of  the 
telephone  was  confined  chiefly  to  cities, 
towns  and  centres  of  population  connected 
864 


together  by  degrees  by  trunk  lines.  Of 
Ister  years  It  has  found  Its  way  Into  rural 
districts,  Into  comparatively  sparsely  settled 
districts,  and  it  seems  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  we  might  study  the  question 
with  the  view,  If  possible,  to  making  the 
telephone  as  widespread  In  Its  usefulness  In 
connection  with  the  people  as  the  post  office 
Itself.  I  can  conceive  of  no  utility  that 
more  touches  the  people,  leaving  aside  the 
post  office,  than  the  telephone.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  in  Canada  we  have  one  great  com- 
pany. There  are  many  other  smaller  com- 
panies and  there  are  telephone  systems  con- 
ducted as  private  enterprises.  Of  late  years 
the  subject  has  received  attention  at  the 
hands  of  the  Imperial  parliament  and  in 
the  course  of  a  few  short  years  that  great 
system  will,  in  England,  pass  under  state 
control.  I  do  not  at  this  stage  indicate  what 
should  be  our  decision.  It  will  be  pre- 
mature to  prejudge  the  case,  but  I  do 
think  that  a  careful  and  thorough  inquiry  in- 
to the  conditions  in  Canada  and  in  other 
countries  might  furnish  us  with  a  useful 
and  safe  guide  and  after  the  information 
is  gathered  together  by  a  committee  that 
will,  I  feel  assured,  give  every  attention 
to  the  subject,  the  House  will  then  be  In 
a  position  to  make  some  substantial  pro- 
gress with  this  measure.  There  are  some 
who  have  already  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
what  should  be  the  future  destiny  of  the 
telephone.  There  are  others  whose  minds, 
'perhaps,  are  yet  In  an  unsettled  state. 
Some  perhaps  are  of  the  decided  opinion 
that  the  government  should  have  nothing  to 
do  with  such  a  service.  With  all  these 
conflicting  views  It  is  right,  I  think,  that 
the  public  should  be  put  In  possession  of 
evidence  and  arguments  collected  after  care- 
ful, thorough  and  impartial  study  to  en- 
able us  to  reach  the  safest  conclusion.  I  shall 
not  prejudge  the  subject  myself,  although, 
perhaps,  if  I  must  confess  to  a  bias  as  re- 
gards the  telephone,  that  bias  would  be  that 
I  cannot  see  why  It  is  not  as  much  the 
duty  of  the  state  to  take  charge  of  the 
telephone  as  it  Is  to  conduct  the  postal  ser- 
vice. However,  as  I  say,  I  will  endeavour 
to  approach  the  subject  judicially  notwith- 
standing that  bias  which  I  think  it  my  duty 
to  announce  In  advance  so  that  I  may  not 
be  allowed  to  give  a  too  unlimited  rein  to 
that  view  in  the  committee  if  others  should 
feel  that  I  was  proceeding  rather  to  carry 
out  a  view  of  my  own  than  to  Investigate 
the  case  judicially  and  then  reach  a  con- 
clusion. Some  people  are  willing  to  rush 
at  conclusions  even  where  large  interests 
are  Involved.  It  Is  the  duty,  I  think,  of 
the  House  to  be  careful  and  guarded  and  safe 
so  that  we  may  take  wise,  safe  and  pru- 
dent steps.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  necessary 
for  me  to  do  more  than  observe  that  these 
existing  systems  in  Canada,  although  they 
have  been  of  very  great  use  and  have  ren- 
dered great  public  service,  still  have  occas- 
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ioned  friction  and  dissatisfaction  as  is 
always  more  or  less,  perhaps,  the  outcome 
of  conflict  between  consumer  and  producer, 
and  so  In  this  case  it  Is  possible  that  the 
committee  may  find  grievances  existing  that 
their  Inquiry  will  help  to  remove.  I  have 
nothing  further  to  add  except  to  state  that 
I  would  be  glad  to  be  allowed  to  suggest 
another  name  to  the  committee,  that  of  Mr. 
Zimmerman,  of  Hamilton. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  I  can  congratulate  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  introduced  this  motion 
(Sir  William  Mulock).  I  can  congratulate 
him  on  bis  own  view.  I  think  he  has  long 
held  that  view  but  I  think  I  can  congratu- 
late him  also  that  he  has  converted  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
who  sits  alongside  of  him.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman,  not  very  long  ago  was  very 
much  afraid  of  state  ownership  in  any  form, 
but  now  that  he  has  consented  to  this  mo- 
tion being  presented  to  parliament,  I  sup- 
pose I  am  to  assume  that  he  has  changed 
his  mind.  The  test  of  the  value  of  this 
committee  will  be  the  work  accomplished 
by  it  The  extent  of  the  investigation  and 
of  the  Information  elicited,  and  the  report 
which  the  committee  may  make  will  be 
a  matter  of  deep  public  concern.  I  have 
no  doubt  what  the  result  of  a  full  investiga- 
tion will  be;  I  have  no  doubt  the  committee 
will  recommend  some  kind  of  public  owner- 
ship; some  kind  of  public  control  of  the 
telephone  system  in  this  country.  Public 
ownership  and  public  control  of  the  tele- 
phone has  succeeded  in  Europe,  In  Austra- 
lia, in  New  Zealand,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
It  should  not  succeed  here.  Only  the  other 
day  the  Postmaster  General  of  England,  a 
young  man  whom  we  knew  In  this  country, 
succeeded  in  presenting  a  Bill  there  to  na- 
tionalize the  whole  telephone  system,  and 
that  Bill  Is  said  to  have  the  merit  of  doing 
justice  to  the  public  and  Justice  to  the  exist- 
ing companies.  I  trust  we  will  be  able  to 
adopt  some  such  scheme  In  Canada.  The 
statement  of  the  Postmaster  General  that 
he  regards  the  telephone  system  as  a  na- 
tural portion  of  the  Post  Office  Department 
of  this  country,  Is  good  sound  doctrine.  Let 
mc  suggest  that  when  he  applies  that  doc- 
trine to  telephones  he  should  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  mother  country  and  take  In 
the  telegraph  lines  also.  I  trust  that  during 
his  tenure  of  office  we  shall  see  him  adopt 
a  national  telephone  system  and  a  national 
telegraph  system  as  they  have  It  in  Eng- 
land. All  these  things  are  in  the  line  of 
progress,  and  I  trust  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  organize  the  committee  at  once 
so  that  this  very  session  a  Bill  may  be  pre- 
sented to  parliament 

Mr.  HANCE  J.  LOGAN  (Cumberland).  I 
also  desire  to  congratulate  the  Postmaster 
General  upon  his  action  In  reference  to  the 
telephone  system   of  this    country,  but  I 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


must  express  my  regret  that  he  does  not 
include  in  this  investigation  the  telegraph 
system  as  well.  It  would  seem  to  me  that 
if  it  Is  in  the  public  Interest  that  the  gov- 
ernment should  enter  into  the  ownership 
of  the  telephone  system,  it  is  even  more 
important  that  they  should  own  and  con- 
trol the  telegraph  system  of  this  Dominion. 
Those  who  use  the  telegraph  know  that 
there  are  exborbltant  rates  charged  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  where  there  Is  no 
competition,  and  It  seems  to  me  It  is  high 
time  that  the  matter  should  be  inquired 
into.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  govern- 
ment in  proposing  this  motion  is  commit- 
ting itself  to  the  public  ownership  of  tele- 
phones, and  that  being  so  it  seems  to  me 
there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  this  In- 
quiry including  the  telegraphs  as  well.  Gov- 
ernment ownership  of  telegraphs  Is  in  ex- 
istence in  the  motherland,  and  I  believe  for 
my  part  that  we  should  investigate  the 
whole  matter  here  at  an  early  date  so  as 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  to  whether  It 
Is  not  In  the  best  interests  of  Canada  to 
make  the  telegraph  system  a  government 
owned  Institution. 

Mr.  J.  BARR  (Dufferln).  I  am  very  much 
pleased  indeed  that  this  motion  has  been 
made.  I  believe  that  the  time  will  come 
when  telegraphs  and  telephones  will  be 
taken  under  the  control  of  the  government, 
and  I  believe  further  that  it  is  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  we  have  to  deal 
with  In  this  parliament  If  we  could  have 
a  telephone  in  every  post  office,  throughout 
the  rural  districts  of  Canada,  It  would  con- 
fer a  greater  benefit  upon  the  farmers  than 
perhaps  even  a  rural  mall  delivery  would. 
If  there  was  a  telephone  In  each  post  office, 
farmers  could  ascertain  the  state  of  the 
market  and  learn  of  the  most  advantageous 
time  at  which  to  bring  In  their  produce. 
This  would  be  a  great  boon  to  them.  One 
advantage  which  the  telephone  has  over  the 
telegraph  Is,  that  the  person  in  charge  of  a 
post  office  can  attend  to  the  telephone  where- 
as the  telegraph  requires  an  expert  operator, 
and  consequently  the  telegraph  could  not 
be  used  to  the  same  extent  throughout  the 
rural  districts  as  could  the  telephone.  Pri- 
vate companies  have  found  the  telephone  a 
paying  institution,  but  one  great  difficulty 
under  present  conditions  Is  that  one  tele- 
phone company  has  a  monopoly  of  the  con- 
nection with  railroad  stations,  and  other 
companies  are  consequently  deprived  of 
this  advantage.  I  have  no  doubt  however, 
that  this  difficulty  will  be  overcome  In  the 
near  future.  I  believe  that  a  governmeut- 
owned  telephone  system  In  Canada,  ex- 
tended throughout  the  entire  Dominion 
would  not  only  be  one  of  the  greatest  bene- 
fits that  could  be  conferred  upon  the  farm- 
ing community,  but  that  under  proper  man- 
agement it  would  be  a  revenue  producing 
concern  for  the  government  as  well.  The 
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farmers  would  bare  telephone  communica- 
tion with  the  villages,  towns  and  cities, 
and  there  would  be  complete  machinery  for 
easy  intercourse  between  the  people  of  the 
Dominion.  I  trust  that  some  good  will  come 
out  of  the  appointment  of  this  committee, 
and  that  it  will  be  able  to  devise  a  scheme 
under  which  the  government  of  Canada 
shall  become  the  owners  of  the  telephone 
system. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Hon.  JOHN  HAGGART.  Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Minister  of  Railways  when  he  intends 
to  make  the  statement  which  he  foreshadow- 
ed the  other  day  in  the  Railway  Committee 
in  reference  to  tne  acquisition  of  the  Canada 
Atlantic  Railway  by  the  Grand  Trunik  Rail- 
way Company. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Miuister  of 
Railwavs  and  Canals).  On  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  that  was  then  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  committee  I  shall  be  In  a  posi- 
tion to  make  an  announcement. 

Mr.  HAUGHTON  LENNOX.  Some  time 
ago  I  asked  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways 
in  reference  to  a  report  from  the  Board  of 
Railway  Commissioners,  and  he  informed 
the  House  that  he  had  spoken  to  the  com- 
missioners and  that  a  report  would  be 
brought  down  ;  but  he  was  not  able  to  tell 
us  at  what  time  he  expected  that  report. 
I  presume  that  In  the  meautime  the  minister 
has  been  able  to  ascertain,  and  can  tell  the 
House  whether  the  report  is  ready  or  when 
it  will  be  ready. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  report  has  been 
promised,  and  I  hope  to  have  it  within  a 
few  days. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE.  Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  would  again  ask  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Railways  how  soon  we  may 
expect  a  return  to  an  order  of  the  House 
issued  on  the  20th  of  February  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Bell  Telephone  case,  especially 
with  reference  to  the  Port  Arthur  and  Fort 
William  agitation  ?  The  last  time  I  referred 
to  the  matter  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that 
he  was  waiting  the  return  of  certain  docu- 
ments, I  think,  from  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion. As  these  documents  will  probably 
now  be  In  his  possesison,  I  presume  that  the 
return  will  shortly  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  spoke  to  the  officials 
of  the  department  this  morning  with  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  and  I  hope  to  have  the 
papers  laid  before  the  House  on  Monday. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  think  something 
definite  was  promised  yesterday  with  regard 
to  the  budget,  but  apparently  that  expecta- 
tion was  disappointed.  I  am  mentioning 
it  now  because  I  know  that  some  gentlemen 


on  this  side  of  the  House  desire  to  discuss 
certain  matters  which  might  very  well  be 
discussed  in  connection  with  the  budget. 
They  have  been  suggesting  to  me  that  these 
matters  might  be  brought  up  at  once,  and  I 
have  been  suggesting  that  they  should  be 
held  back.  As  soon  as  the  government  Is 
in  a  position  to  make  an  announcement,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  know  the  date  at  which 
the  budget  may  be  expected. 

Sir  WILFR7D  LAURIER.  I  will  con- 
sult the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  make  an  announcement  on 
Monday. 

SUPPLY. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Care  of  sick  seamen  in  the  marine  hospitals 
in  the  maritime  provinces,  and  building  and 
repairs  to  marine  hospitals,  $60,000. 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  This  amount 
is  the  same  as  that  of  last  year.  The  ex- 
penditure last  year  was  $49,786.08.  The 
expenditure  for  the  present  fiscal  year  to 
the  31st  of  December  was  $30,265.32. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  How  many  hospitals 
are  there  in  the  maritime  provinces  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  In  Montreal  the 
total  amount  paid  last  year  to  the  General 
Hospital  was  $2,905  and  to  the  Notre  Dame 
Hospital  $2,370.  The  rate  per  day  was 
$1.20.  In  Quebec  we  paid  $135  to  the  Hotel 
Dieu  and  $810  to  the  Jeffrey  Hale  Hospital, 
the  rate  being  90  cents  a  day.  At  Chlcoutlmi 
we  paid  $73.80  at  the  rate  of  90  cents.  At 
Rlmouski  we  paid  $59.50  at  the  rate  of  over 
$1.  At  St.  John,  N.B.,  we  paid  to  the  Gen- 
eral Hospital  $1,298.70  at  the  rate  of  90 
cents.  At  Halifax  we  paid  to  the  Victoria 
General  Hospital  $7,221.10. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Instead  of  being  for 
marine  hospitals  in  the  maritime  provinces, 
this  should  be  for  marine  hospitals  in  Can- 
ada, because  three  or  four  are  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  The  item  is  misleading. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right,  but  the  title  has  been 
the  same  for  twenty-five  years.  There  are 
no  dues  collected  in  Ontario.  I  will  make 
a  note  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  suggestion, 
and  have  the  title  changed  to  fit  the  facts. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  many  were  taken  care 
of  last  year,  and  paid  out  of  the  treasury  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  3,830  in  the  hos- 
pitals. || 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  does  that  compare 
with  former  years  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  About  the  same 
number. 

Mr.  DANIEL.  Is  it  not  time  that  the 
government  should  take  into  consideration 
the  reduction  of  the  amount  of  the  fees  on 
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vessels  coming  into  Canadian  ports,  seeing 
that  the  amount  thus  obtained  is  more  than 
sufficient,  as  I  understand,  to  supply  all  the 
needs  of  the  sick  mariners  ?  I  know  that 
in  my  port  the  amount  of  fees  that  are 
taken  from  vessels  every  year  is  much 
greater  than  the  amount  required  for  look- 
ing after  sick  seamen.  I  would  like  to 
hear  an  expression  of  opinion  from  the  min- 
ister on  that  point,  and  if  possible,  get  a 
reduction  of  those  fees. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Representations 
have  been  made  to  the  department  during 
the  last  few  years  in  favour  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  hospital  dues.  It  Is  an  important 
question,  and  I  am  rather  Inclined  myself 
to  favour  the  abolition.  But  as  it  would 
involve  a  pretty  large  amount,  and  we 
have  not  yet  devised  any  mode  of  obliging 
the  masters  of  vessels  to  take  care  of  their 
sick  men,  we  have  not  yet  come  to  a  deci- 
sion. I  understand  that  a  delegation  from 
the  shipping  federation  is  coming  to  Ottawa 
In  a  few  days  to  lay  their  views  before  the 
members  of  the  cabinet  It  is  possible  that 
during  this  session  I  may  announce  what 
will  be  the  policy  of  the  government  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  AMDS.  What  is  the  surplus  that  has 
accumulated  in  the  hands  of  the  government 
in  connection  with  the  sick  mariners'  fund  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  goes  into 
the  consolidated  fund. 

Mr.  AMES.  It  is  kept  separate,  Is  It 
not  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  every 
year  a  certain  surplus  that  goes  into  the 
consolidated  fund. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  understand  the  surplus  now 
amounts  almost  to  $200,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  no  sur- 
plus, I  mean  to  say  that  though  the  gov- 
ernment has  collected  more  than  it  has  ex- 
pended in  that  service,  the  surplus  does  not 
appear-lii  the  books  of  the  Finance  Depart- 
ment, because  it  has  gone  into  the  general 
fund. 

Mr.  AMES.  Then  to  put  the  matter  in 
another  way,  it  is  more  a  matter  of  book- 
keeping than  anything  else.  The  minister 
states  in  bis  own  report  at  page  19  that 
every  year  a  considerably  larger  sum  has 
been  received  than  expended.  For  example, 
in  1904  about  $50,000  were  expended  and 
$61,778  were  received.  The  previous  year, 
$48,000  were  expended  and  $64,800  received. 
Now  the  minister  says,  that  It  Is  difficult 
at  the  present  time  to  bring  in  legislation 
such  as  has  been  asked  for  by  the  Ship- 
ping Federation  and  by  the  Montreal  Board 
of  Trade,  In  reference  to  the  sick  mariners' 
dues.  But  is  there  any  difficulty  in  reduc- 
ing the  amount  of  the  dues  ?— because  every 
year  he  collects  about  25  per  cent  more 
than  is  needed. 

Mr.  DANIEL. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  may  be  done  by 
legislation,  and  it  may  be  done  by  abolish- 
ing the  dues  altogether. 

Mr.  AMES.  But  in  Montreal  there  are 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  abolition,  and  no 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  reducing  the  fees. 
If  you  collect  $05,000  a  year  and  only  need 
$50,000,  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  reducing 
the  rate  of  fees  so  that  you  will  only  col- 
lect about  $50,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  agree  that  the 
reduction  by  25  per  cent  would  make  a 
great  difference,  but  that  is  not  what  the 
Shipping  Federation  are  asking  for,  they 
are  asking  for  complete  abolition.  That  is 
a  serious  matter  to  be  decided  off-hand. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  I  would  ask  the  minis- 
ter if  the  money  spent  on  capital  account 
for  the  construction  of  hospitals  to  take 
care  of  sick  seamen,  is  taken  into  account 
in  comparing  the  receipts  and  expenses  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  \ 

Mr.  AMES.  Then  the  minister  is  not 
prepared  to  say  when  we  can  hope  for  le- 
gislation with  a  view  to  abolishing  this 
system  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  it  is  to  be  abol- 
ished, it  will  be  done  during  the  session. 

Shipwrecked  and  distressed  seamen,  J3,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  This,  I  suppose,  is 
for  seamen  belonging  to  Canadian  steamers 
all  over  the  world  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  and  for  for- 
eigners also  who  have  become  stranded  here. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  any  part  of  it 
recovered  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  A  sum  has  been 
recovered  from  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
from  the  Newfoundland  government 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  Board  of  Trade 
in  England  used  to  send  out  claims  against 
ship-owners  in  this  country  for  moneys  ad- 
vanced to  seamen  left  behind  or  shipwrecked 
in  foreign  countries ;  and  I  suppose  we 
have  the  same  practice  in  recovering  from 
ship-owners  in  Great  Britain  and  other  coun- 
tries ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  I  understand  there  is  some 
regulation  in  the  department  in  reference 
to  the  burial  of  British  seamen  dying  in  a 
Canadian  port  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  confined  to  British  seamen.  But  when 
seamen  die  at  our  ports,  I  believe,  there 
is  a  regulation  in  the  department  that  only 
$10  is  to  be  allowed  for  funeral  expenses 
of  such  seamen.  I  desire  to  inform  the 
minister  that  this  sum  is  absolutely  inade- 
quate ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  credit  to  our 
country  or  to  our  government.  A  case  came 
under  my  attention  not  long  ago,  where  a 
British  seaman  died  in  the  town  of  Spring- 
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hill,  in  the  hospital,  and  the  very  least 
the  undertaker  could  bury  him  for  ■was,  I 
think,  about  f87.  And  yet,  the  department 
will  not  allow  this  undertaker  more  than  $10, 
and  he  is  compelled  to  lose  the  balance  of 
the  amount.  I  do  not  think  that  at  this 
day  decent  burial  can  be  given  a  white 
man  for  $10. 

Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.  I  quite  admit  the 
force  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Logan) ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  Sick 
Seamen's  Act  does  not  provide  for  the  burial 
of  the  deceased  in  these  cases,  and  so  it  is 
only  by  grace  that  we  give  even  $10  toward 
the  expenses. 

Mr.  R.  iL.  BORDEN.  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Minister  of  Marine  (Mr.  Prfifontalne) 
has  anything  further  to  report  regarding 
the  seamen  imprisoned  in  Montevideo  pend- 
ing, as  I  understand  it,  arrangements  on  the 
part  of  the  authorities  there  to  pass  a  law 
to  punish  them.  It  seems  a  very  peculiar 
situation  that  British  subjects  in  a  foreign 
country  should  be  awaiting,  in  imprison- 
ment, the  convenience  of  people  to  pass  a 
law  to  punish  them  for  an  act  which  was 
not  originally  a  crime. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  They  have  not  passed  the 
act  to  punish  them  yet 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  endeavouring 
to  get  some  information  as  to  what  progress 
is  being  made  with  that  proposed  statute. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  are  in  cor- 
respondence with  the  home  government  and 
with  the  British  consul  at  Montevideo.  6o 
far,  we  have  not  received  a  satisfactory 
answer.  The  members  of  the  crew  who 
were  imprisoned  have  been  released.  But  it 
appears  that  they  were  released  with  the 
intention  of  sending  them  away  so  that  they 
might  not  be  witnesses  in  favour  of  the 
captain  at  his  trial.  Discovering  this  the 
members  of  the  crew  have  remained  in 
Montevideo  in  order  to  give  their  evidence 
before  the  court  when  the  case  of  the  cap- 
tain comes  up.  The  latest  communication 
we  received  was  to  the  effect  that  they  are 
waiting  for  the  judge  who  has  had  under 
consideration  certain  points  of  law,  and  who 
was  absent  from  Montevideo.  We  were 
told  that  as  soon  as  the  decision  of  this 
judge  was  rendered  we  should  be  given 
more  Information.  It  is  one  of  those  cases  in 
which  the  law  seems  to  be  obscured.  There 
seems  to  be  no  law  by  virtue  of  which  these 
men  can  be  detained,  but  the  prosecution, 
I  suppose,  are  applying  to  the  judges  there 
tc  have  the  men  detained,  with  what  Inten- 
tion I  do  not  know,  except,  certainly  with 
the  intention  of  discouraging  any  fishing  in 
their  waters. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKBNZIE.  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  for  bringing  this  matter  up 
again,  and  I  hope  that  everything  Is  being 
done  that  can  be  done  by  the  minister  on 


behalf  of  these  sailors.  There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  referred  a  few  evenings 
ago  when  the  estimates  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  were  going  through.  It  was 
a  matter  relating  to  public  health,  I  believe 
that  it  would  therefore  come  within  the 
control  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  got  very  little  satisfac- 
tion from  that  department  In  regard  to  the 
matter.  Possibly  I  cannot  get  any  satisfac- 
tion from  the  department  under  the  present 
state  of  the  law.  But  I  am  pleased  to  learn 
that  there  is  a  surplus  of  the  fund  to  pro- 
vide for  seamen.  That  being  the  case,  I 
think  It  Is  a  pity  that  any  town  on  the  sea- 
coast  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  seamen  coming  into  the  harbours 
of  Canada.  Two  years  ago  an  American 
vessel  came  Into  the  harbour  of  North  Syd- 
ney with  small-pox  aboard.  The  town  had 
to  Incur  the  expense  of  $1,000  or  more  to 
furnish  clothing,  food,  and  protection  of 
every  kind  for  over  twenty-five  men  for  five 
or  six  weeks.  I  think  It  rather  an  unsatis- 
factory state  of  the  law  that  n  town  should 
be  obliged  to  provide  for  those  coming  into 
it  in  this  way  and  I  think  that  some  pro- 
vision should  be  made  by  the  Department 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  or  some  other  de- 
partment of  government,  by  which  Am- 
erican vessels  could  be  obliged  to  pro- 
vide for  their  own  men,  or  else  to 
bring  these  men  under  the  operation 
of  the  sick  mariner's  fund.  I  submit  to  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  Prfi- 
fontaine),  with  all  due  deference,  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  some  department  of  the  govern- 
ment to  repay  the  town  of  North  Sydney  the 
money  expended  In  this  connection,  and,  If 
possible,  recover  that  money  from  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  or  from  the 
government  of  the  state  of  Massachusetts 
from  which  these  people  came.  If  no  law 
existed  to  cover  the  case,  there  should  be 
such  a  law,  as  this  is  clearly  not  a  matter 
that  should  be  dealt  with  by  the  municipal- 
ities. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  question  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  D.  D. 
McKenzle)  is  Important  enough  to  be  taken 
Into  consideration.  I  will  make  a  note  of 
it.  Of  course,  I  remember  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers.  If  the  law  can 
be  amended  to  provide  for  such  cases,  I 
will  see  what  can  be  done. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  There  Is  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  connected  with  the  matter  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Cape  Breton 
North  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzle)  along  the  whole 
coast  of  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  from 
which  I  come.  During  the  small-pox  epide- 
mic in  eastern  Canada,  there  was  no  provi- 
sion to  take  care  of  sailors  who  became  111 
on  coasting  vessels.  The  place  where  the 
vessel  happened  to  be  at  the  time  the  sailor 
was  taken  charge  of  by  the  authorities  it 
was  said,  had  to  bear  the  expense.  There 
was  a  good  deal  of  uncertainty,  whose  duty 
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it  was  to  look  after  the  sailors  who  became 
sick  on  coasting  vessels. 

Mr.  W.  ROCHE.  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
or  two  with  reference  to  the  detention  of 
the  British  seamen  at  the  port  of  Monte 
Video  by  the  government  of  Uruguay,  which 
subject  was  originally  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Cape  Breton  North  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie)  and 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden).  I  think 
that  the  treatment  by  the  British  govern- 
ment of  the  goevrnment  of  Uruguay  in  this 
case  has  been  very  lax.  I  understand  that 
seventeen  British  seamen  were  confined  for 
a  long  time  in  Jail,  but  have  now  been  re- 
leased ;  and  I  understand  also  that  the  cap- 
tain of  that  vessel  is  still  in  jail  until  they 
can  make  a  law  to  punish  him.  Now,  if 
that  kind  of  treatment  by  any  foreign  gov- 
ernment had  been  meted  out  to  British  sea- 
men previously,  Great  Britain  would  have 
taken  steps  to  protect  he'r  subjects.  If  we 
have  any  connection  with  the  British  gov- 
ernment whatever,  if  they  have  not  entir- 
ely abandoned  North  America,  I  think  that 
this  government  should  take  steps  to  press 
upon  the  British  government  that  they 
should  represent  very  strenuously  to  the  gov- 
ernment of  Uruguay  that  this  is  not  the  kind 
of  treatment  that  British  seamen  and  British 
subjects  have  been  accustomed  to  receive 
at  the  hands  of  foreign  governments,  and 
also  that  these  men,  who  have  been  illegally 
lodged  in  jail  for  a  long  time  and  their  enter- 
prise broken  up  without  law  or  without  any 
pretext  for  any  municipal  or  international 
law.  should  be  compensated  for  their  losses. 
If  they  had  belonged  to  Great  Britain  itself, 
that  demand  for  compensation  would  have 
been  made  long  ago.  If  they  had  been 
seamen  who  had  their  domicile  in  England 
cr  Scotland  there  would  be  a  claim  made 
by  the  British  government 

Mr.  LAKE.   Why  not  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  ROCHE.  Because  Ireland  has  no 
seamen.  Because  they  are  colonial  seamen, 
it  may  be  that  it  is  inconvenient  for  the 
British  government  to  make  any  earnest 
representations.  As  this  matter  has  come 
before  the  House,  this  is  a  fitting  occasion 
to  impress  on  our  ministry  to  represent  to 
the  British  government  that  the  maritime 
people  of  Canada  are  not  accustomed  to 
have  their  sons  imprisoned  in  foreign  coun- 
tries without  any  offence  having  been  com- 
mitted by  these  seamen  against  the  laws 
or  regulations  of  a  foreign  country.  If  that 
representation  is  earnestly  made  and  press- 
-ed  upon  the  British  government,  these  un- 
fortunate men  will  receive  compensation 
for  the  breaking  up  of  their  enterprise,  and 
also  some  kind  of  solace  for  their  long  con- 
finement in  the  South  American  dungeons. 

Mr/  LOGAN.  Perhaps  we  do  not  under- 
stand the  circumstances  of  this  case.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  the  circumstances  are 
as  I  am  led -to  believe  they  are.  this  case 

Mr.  SINCLAIR. 


should  not  be  passed  over  in  a  light  manner 
by  the  parliament  of  Canada.  Would  it  be 
asking  too  much  to  request  the  minister  to 
state  the  case  exactly  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  must  state  that 
the  correspondence  is  rather  voluminous, 
but  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  laying 
it  before  the  House  on  Monday.  The  case 
is  very  plain.  As  Is  explained  by  the  consul 
at  Montevideo,  the  authorities  have  made  up 
some  kind  of  a  case  against  the  captain  and 
crew.  They  were  arrested  and  a  charge  was 
made  against  them  of  infringing  the  fish- 
ing laws  of  Uruguay.  The  contention  of 
those  interested  in  defending  the  case,  and 
those  who  have  Interested  themselves  in 
favour  of  the  captain  and  crew,  is  that 
there  exists  no  such  offence ;  but  in  order 
to  ascertain  that  there  was  no  such  offence, 
the  matter  was  brought  before  the  courts, 
and,  as  I  explained  just  now,  the  court, 
before  the  case  was  heard,  but  after  the 
largumen^  on  the  preliminary  objections, 
absented  itself,  and  until  the  present  mo- 
ment there  has  been,  no  adjudication  upon 
these  preliminary  objections.  In  the  mean- 
time the  crew  was  liberated,  but  they  kept 
the  captain.  Of  course,  we  understand  by 
the  circumstances  that  it  is  one  of  the 
most  serious  and  unjust  cases.  There  was, 
in  fact,  no  infringement  of  any  law,  but 
there  seems  to  be  a  kind  of  justification  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities  for  detaining  the 
men  until  they  have  had  an  adjudication 
from  the  judge.  The  last  correspondence 
we  had  from  the  British  government  was  at 
the  end  of  February.  The  matter  was  fol- 
lowed up  day  by  day  by  this  government, 
and  representations  were  made  in  answer  to 
the  replies  that  we  received  from  the  other 
side.  The  case,  to  our  mind,  is  not  very 
much  more  advanced  now  than  it  was  in 
the  beginning.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know 
how  we  can  help  it,  except  after  the  judg- 
ment has  been  rendered.  It  seems  to  be  an 
unreasonable  thing  to  keep  a  man  in  jail 
who  is  arrested  without  any  infringement 
of  the  law.  It  might  be  unjust  and  might 
cause  his  ruin,  and  cause  great  loss  to  the 
owners  of  the  boat,  but,  all  the  same,  it  is 
difficult  to  find  a  way  unless  we  were  able 
to  send  a  man-of-war  to  Uruguay  and  get 
these  men  liberated. 

Mr.  W.  ROCHE.  The  British  government 
has  plenty  of  men-of-war. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that,  but  the  British  government  does 
not  seem  to  consider  the  case  as  a  hardship 
or  unfair  or  unjust,  or  I  have  no  doubt  they 
would  have  acted  more  promptly  and  taken 
more  vigorous  measures  than  they  have 
taken.  The  captain  is  defended,  he  is  re- 
presented by  a  lawyer,  and  has  communi- 
cated through  the  British  consul  at  Monte- 
video and  the  Colonial  Office  at  London, 
and,  of  course,  all  that  takes  a  long  time. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  Is  the  captain  still  in  Jail  ? 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 
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Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Has  the  minister 
any  knowledge  as  to  whether  or  not  the  al- 
leged offence  was  committed  within  the 
territorial  waters  of  the  country  referred  to, 
or  was  it  committed  on  the  high  seas  ?  I 
think  that  is  a  very  important  question. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  that,  but  the  information  we 
have  is  from  the  lawyer  defending  this 
captain,  who  says  that  the  accusation  is 
not  founded  ;  but,  as  I  have  stated,  the  case 
has  not  been  tried,  except  that  preliminary 
objections  have  been  argued  but  not  ad- 
judicated upon  by  the  Judge  owing  to  his 
absence.  Of  course,  I  understand  perfectly 
well  the  unfairness  and  injustice  of  the 
case,  but  we  have  no  means  at  our  disposal 
to  ascertain  the  facts  precisely.  The  cap- 
tain, of  course,  contends  that  he  is  not  guil- 
ty of  the  offence  as  charged  against  him, 
hut  I  suppose  the  authorities  there  say  that 
he  is.  They  say  that  they  are  going  to  try 
him  for  that  offence. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  Is  there  a  British  consul  at 
this  place  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes  ;  the  papers 
will  show  all  that. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  There  is  a  British  consul 
there.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  we  should 
depend  on  the  information  of  the  attorney 
for  the  captain  as  to  whether  or  not  there 
has  been  a  breach  of  the  law  if  there  is  a 
British  consul  there.  I  would  think  the 
British  consul  would  report  to  the  home 
office  as  to  whether  there  has  or  has  not 
been  a  breach  of  any  law  in  existence.  Of 
course,  there  may  be  explanatory  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  this  case,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  if  ever  there  was  a  case 
in  which  a  man  had  a  very  serious  griev- 
ance, this  captain,  who  has  been  confined 
in  a  South  American  prison  for  six  months, 
has  a  grievance.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
government  are  paying  the  best  attention 
they  can  to  the  matter,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  nothing  has  been  done  it  would  be 
well  to  very  quickly  ask  the  Home  Office 
to  move  in  the  matter.  It  is  the  boast 
of  British  citizenship  that  wherever  we  are, 
wherever  the  sun  shines,  we  will  be  defend- 
ed by  British  power.  If  a  Canadian,  who 
is  as  much  a  British  subject  as  a  man  in 
England,  Is  not  defended  in  a  South  Ameri- 
can republic  and  is  wrongfully  detained  in  a 
South  American  jail,  the  sooner  we  in  Can- 
ada find  it  out  the  better.  I  really  think 
that  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  as  we 
have  them  before  us,  justify  very  much 
harsher  language  than  I  am  using,  but  1 
understand  that  there  may  be  explanatory 
circumstances  which  might  make  us  re- 
gret using  any  stronger  language.  As  the 
case  stands  before  us  now,  it  is  a  matter 
of  serious  hardship,  and  it  does  not  make 
for  the  betterment  of  the  relations  of  the 
empire  to  have  such  a  condition  of  affairs 
exist. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  correspon- 
dence which  we  have  had  with  the  British 
consul  at  Montevideo  I  will  place  before  the 
House  as  I  stated,  and  the  committee  will 
see  that  no  time  has  been  lost  by  the  de- 
partment in  trying  to  get  to  the  bottom  of 
the  case  and  to  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
captain  and  the  crew.  We  are  in  constant 
communication  with  the  Home  Office  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  the  answers  that 
we  have  received  were,  of  course,  unsatis- 
factory, because  they  did  not  mean  that 
these  men  would  be  discharged,  except  that 
the  crew  was  released,  as  I  stated.  The 
department  has  done  all  it  can  do  in  the 
matter.  Another  despatch  was  sent  last 
week,  and  we  are  waiting  for  an  answer 
to  that  despatch. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  The  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  asked  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  case.  The  captain  of 
this  vessel  is  a  constituent  of  mine,  a  nat- 
ive of  Bras  d'Or,  in  the  vicinity  of  North 
Sydney,  and  I  am  In  direct  communication 
with  him.  He  writes  me  that  the  vessel 
was  under  full  sail,  moving  along  slowly 
in  a  light  breeze  with  all  her  boats  aboard 
and  all  bands  aboard.  No  fishing  of  any 
kind  was  being  done.  There  were  no  seals 
caught,  nothing  whatever  could  be  found, 
nothing  was  there  to  be  found  and  there 
was  no  offence  on  the  part  of  the  vessel. 
She  was  captured  four  miles  off  the  coast 
nnd  therefore,  I  suppose,  on  the  high  seas. 
Not  a  particle  of  evidence  of  any  kind 
could  be  gathered  either  ou  board  or  any- 
where else  to  show  that  there  was  an  Infrac- 
tion of  any  law  even  If  there  had  been  any 
law.  These  are  the  circumstances  and  I 
wish  to  give  them  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  in  view  of  what 
be  savs.  J»othing  has  since  been  discovered 
and  there  is  nothing  to  discover.  These  are 
the  facts.  There  is  nothing  further  that 
can  be  found  out  about  it.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  to  the  House  that  the  captain  com- 
plains very  bitterly  of  the  conduct  of  the 
British  consul  at  that  place  who  seems  to 
tuke  very  little  Interest  In  his  case  and  to 
da  very  little  about  it.  He  is  also  very 
strry  that  the  matter  has  been  received 
with  sucli  indifference  on  the  other  side  of 
the  water.  I  am  very  pleased  to  find  that 
such  an  interest  Is  taken  In  the  case  by 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  I  hope  that 
the  question  will  be  speedily  dealt  with,  be- 
cause the  situation  of  these  men  is  a  serious 
one.  There  are  19  or  20  men  down  there  out 
of  work.  They  cannot  come  home,  they  have 
no  money,  their  vessel  is  gone  and  hon.  gen- 
tlemen will  understand  what  the  condition 
of  these  men  must  be.  They  have  no  money, 
they  are  In  a  strange  land  and  they  have  no 
way  of  getting  home.  I  think  this  matter 
1*  as  serious  as  anything  that  could  possibly 
come  before  the  House  and  it  should  certain- 
ly receive  the  prompt  ntteution  of  the  gov- 
ernment. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  see  by  the  correspondence  that 
we  have  on  record  that  there  is  nothing  to 
show  that  the  British  consul  was  negligent 
-  in  the  matter.  He  is  paralyzed  to  a  certain 
extent,  because  these  men  are  detained  there 
ponding  inquiry  into  the  case. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  At  the  same  time  If 
the  vessel  were  seized  outside  of  territorial 
waters  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  contention  on 
the  part  of  the  government  Is  that  it  was 
seized  within  territorial  waters. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  It  is  clear  that  an 
unlawful  act  has  been  committed  within 
territorial  waters  that  Is  another  thing. 
However,  if  the  government  of  Uruguay 
should  undertake  to  pass  laws  and  regula- 
tions permitting  British  vessels  to  be  seized 
near  the  coast  outside  of  its  territorial  waters 
we  would  have  exactly  the  same  class  of 
cases  as  those  which  arose  In  connection 
with  the  Behring  sea  seizures  when  the 
United  States  government  claimed  juris- 
diction In  Behring  sea  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  a  mare  clausum,  because  It  was 
practically  surrounded  by  their  territory. 
Of  course  that  contention  was  not  made 
good  and  eventually  there  was  an  Inquiry 
as  to  the  damages  sustained.  If  the  facts 
are  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Cape  Breton 
(Mr.  McKenzie)  states,  there  should  not  be 
much  doubt  as  to  what  should  be  done. 
It  is  a  very  serious  act  for  an  armed  vessel 
of  any  country  to  seize  a  ship  carrying  the 
l'ag  of  another  country  on  the  high  seas  out- 
side of  territorial  waters  and  I  quite  agree 
with  those  who  have  spoken  on  the  subject 
that  this  is  a  matter  which  might  well  en- 
gage the  attention  of  the  House  when  we 
have  seen  the  correspondence  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  promises  to  bring  down. 

Steamboat  inspection,  $36,000. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Explain. 

Mr.  PREFONTAIXE.  There  are  20  steam  | 
boat  inspectors  employed  including  the  chair- ! 
luau  of  the  board. 

Mr.  BARR.  How  long  do  they  continue  I 
their  work  during  the  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  supposed 
to  work  all  the  time.  Their  names  and 
residences  are  as  follows  :  Edward  Adams, 
chairman  steamboat  inspection,  Ottawa,  sal- 
ary $1,900  ;  J.  A.  Thomson,  Victoria,  B.C.; 
J.  Samson,  Quebec  ;  Win.  Laurie,  Montreal: 
L.  Arpln,  Montreal ;  John  Dodds,  Toronto  ; 
E.  W.  McKean,  Toronto  ;  T.  P.  Thompson, 
Kingston  ;  J.  P.  Esdaile,  Halifax  ;  C.  E. 
Dalton,  St.  John,  N.B.;  G.  P.  Phillips,  Rat 
Portage  ;  Frank  M.  Richardson,  Vancouver; 
J.  B.  Stewart,  Colllngwood  ;  A.  Rondeau, 
Sorel ;  M.  P.  McElhlnney,  Ottawa  and  Dou- 
fias  Stevens,  Halifax  ;  There  are  besides 
this,  five  inspectors  of  hulls  and  equipment  : 
Mr.  d.  d.  Mckenzie. 


L.  J.  Olive,  St.  John  ;  S.  R.  Hill,  Halifax  ; 
Win.  Evans,  Toronto  ;  M.  R.  Davis,  King- 
ston ;  and  Philippe  Duclos,  Quebec.  Mr. 
R.  C'ollister  is  the  inspector  of  hulls  at 
Victoria,  B.C.,  and  is  paid  by  fees  according 
to  the  number  of  vessels  he  Inspects. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Were  there  any  new  ones 
rippointed  during  last  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  there  was 
cue  appointed  at  Sorel. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  What  qualification  Is  held 
bj  those  gentlemen  who  are  appointed  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  statute  pro- 
vides for  the  establishment  of  a  system  of 
steamboat  Inspection  and  also  prescribes  the 
way  in  which  the  inspection  is  to  be  made. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  I  suppose  that  statute  was 
passed  some  years  ago  and  I  assume  that 
the  hon.  minister  will  require  a  better  quali- 
fication and  a  higher  grade  of  certificate  in 
these  advanced  times.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  gentleman  who  was  appointed 
Inst  year  was  appointed  with  the  same 
qualification  as  was  called  for  by  the  statute 
passed  many  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  same  quali- 
fication. The  rules  are  changed  from  time 
to  time  according  to  the  improvements  that 
aie  going  on.  For  instance,  last  year  we 
o  mended  the  statute.  We  provided  in  that 
tor  the  inspection  of  boats  propelled  by  oil 
gasoline,  electricity  and  so  on.  As  modifi- 
cations and  improvements  are  made  in  the 
construction  of  boats  and  In  machinery  the 
rules  are  changed  and  made  more  strict  to 
meet  the  changed  circumstances.  Every 
one  who  is  appointed  passes  a  very  rigid 
examination,  one  of  the  severest  examin- 
ations possible.  He  is  examined  by  the 
chairman  of  the  board  assisted  by  two  other 
inspectors  and  a  great  many  have  failed  to 
pass  the  examination.  I  know  many  who 
are  unable  after  two  or  three  trials  to  pass 
the  examination. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  What  position  did  the  per- 
son appointed  last  year  occupy  before  he 
entered  the  service. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  was  mechanical 

engineer  employed  for  many  years  in  a  ma- 
chinery shop  at  Sorel ;  he  passed  one  of  the 
best  examinations  ever  passed. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Was  there  an  increased 
number  of  explosions  In  the  smaller  vessels 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  published  re- 
port of  Mr.  Adams  gives  a  list  of  accidents, 
but  I  do  not  think  there  were  any  explo- 
sions. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  I  wish  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  minister  to  a  complaint  that 
Is  made  by  shipowners,  that  vessels  that 
have  been  Inspected  by  Lloyds  in  Great 
Britain  are  subject  to  Canadian  inspection 
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when- they  trade  in  Canadian  waters.  It  is 
contended  that  this  Is  altogether  unneces- 
sary. It  is  well  known  that  Lloyds  is  one 
of  the  most  reliable  associations  in  the 
world,  and  their  inspection  and  classifica- 
tion will  be  accepted  almost  anywhere  ex- 
cept in  Canada.  It  appears  that  a  ship 
which  holds  a  first-class  at  Lloyds,  which 
is  for  Instance  carrying  coal  between  Cape 
Breton  and  Montreal,  is  subject  to  a  spe- 
cial inspection  In  Canada  and  the  owners 
put  to  annoyance  and  trouble.  If  this  be 
the  case,  I  draw  the  attention  of  the  minis- 
ter to  the  matter  in  the  hope  that  the  regu- 
lation may  be  amended. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  There  are  two  sides 
to  that  question.  Formerly  when  there 
was  a  fee  charged  there  was  no  Canadian 
inspection,  but  three  years  ago  the  fee  was 
done  away  with,  and  a  regulation  was  pass- 
ed obliging  such  vessels  to  be  inspected 
here.  Most  of  these  vessels  are  what  is 
known  as  tramp  steamers,  and  it  was 
thought  better  that  we  should  keep  track 
of  them  while  they  are  plying  in  Canadian 
waters.  The  Inspection  does  not  cost  any- 
thing. There  may  be  a  little  inconvenience 
In  it,  but  the  inspectors  are  always  within 
call,  so  that  there  may  be  no  delay.  I  think 
it  is  a  good  regulation. 

Salaries  and  allowances  to  lighthouse  keep- 
ers, $238,000. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  How  many  lightkeepers 
have  been  dispensed  with  on  account  of 
the  change  in  the  system  of  lights  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  We  had  formerly 
35  lighthouse  keepers  In  the  Kingston— Mon- 
treal division ;  we  have  dispensed  with  11, 
leaving  the  present  number  24. 

Mr.  BARR.  Has  the  expense  decreased 
as  well  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  There  has  been  a 
reduction  in  that  division  of  $2,360  per  annum. 
That  has  been  offset  partially  by  an  increase 
of  $70  to  Manly  Cross  who  Is  in  charge  of  the 
Gananoque  group  of  lights  and  $250  to  Tho- 
mas Leger  who  is  in  charge  of  the  Lachine 
group  of  lights,  leaving  the  net  reduction 
$2,040.  The  idea  of  the  department  in 
changing  the  system  of  lighting  was  the 
strengthening  of  the  lights,  but  the  reduc- 
tion naturally  followed. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  How  many  lights  have 
been  changed  from  the  old  style  to  acety- 
lene gas  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB  Forty-three. 

Mr.  BARR.  What  reduction  in  cost  was 
brought  about  by  the  change  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  acetylene 
costs  about  $30  a  year  more. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  When  the  hon.  gentle- 
man proposed  to  make  this  change  he  said 
that  It  was  going  to  effect  a  great  saving; 
but  now  we  find  him  asking    the  same 


amount  as  before.  There  is  no  saving,  and 
the  services  of  very  few  employees  have 
been  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  It  was  not  so 
much  the  saving  that  I  was  counting  on. 
There  was  a  little  saving,  but  the  most  im- 
portant point  was  to  make  the  lights  more 
efficient.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
number  of  lights  has  Increased  consider- 
ably and  that  we  are  constantly  increasing 
the  number  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  ship- 
ping people. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
include  In  this  amount  the  sum  paid  for 
the  steamer  '  Scout '  and  crew,  used  exclu- 
sively in  looking  after  the  lights  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  expenditure 
on  the  '  Scout '  is  not  included  In  this, 
but  in  the  Item  for  government  steamers 
under  the  heading  of  'Ocean  and  River 
Service.'  The  '  Scout '  has  three  officers  and 
a  crew  of  eleven  men. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  May  I  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  suggestion  on  behalf  of  a 
deserving  class  of  people,  the  light  keepers 
throughout  the  country.  The  salaries  paid 
to  these  people,  especially  to  the  keepers  of 
the  smaller  class  of  lights,  are  very  small 
Indeed.  Those  salaries  remain  at  the  same 
figures  at  which  they  were  placed  many 
years  ago,  though  the  conditions  along  the 
coasts  have  changed.  The  question  of  fuel 
Itself  Is  a  very  important  question  to  many 
of  the  smaller  light  keepers.  I  hope  the  min- 
ister will  take  Into  his  most  favourable  con- 
sideration the  claims  of  this  deserving  class 
of  people,  and  make  some  effort  to  grant 
to  them  some  advance  of  salary. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  I  wish  to  add  a  word 
to  what  my  hon.  friend  has  said.  The 
salaries  of  these  light  keepers  are  so  ab- 
surdly small  that  no  man  can  be  expected 
to  live  on  them.  For  example,  I  had  a  let- 
ter the  other  day  from  a  light  keeper  at 
Port  Felix  on  the  coast  of  Nova  Scotia, 
who  is  getting  $250  a  year.  He  is  living 
on  an  island,  where  he  has  to  buy  his  fuel 
and  everything  else  that  he  requires  for  his 
family.  Every  gentleman  in  this  House 
knows  that  It  Is  Impossible  for  a  man  to 
keep  soul  and  body  together  for  365  days, 
and  feed  and  clothe  his  family,  with  $250 
in  any  part  of  Canada.  That  man  Is  ex- 
pected to  be  at  his  post  night  and  day,  and 
to  see  that  his  light  Is  burning  when  the 
rest  of  us  are  sleeping.  He  is  not  allowed 
a  holiday.  He  has  to  be  there  day  after 
day  from  year's  end  to  year's  end,  and  he 
gets  $250  a  year.  I  applied  to  the  Marine 
Department  for  an  increase,  and  I  got  the 
usual  letter  to  the  effect  that  the  depart- 
ment could  not  afford  to  grant  any  Increase 
to  that  class  of  light  keeper. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Is  that  all  the  year 
round  ? 
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Mr.  SINCLAIR.  All  the  year  round.  I 
think  something  ought  to  be  done  on  behalf 
oi  these  people. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  sympathize  en- 
tirely with  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated.  I  found  the  state  of  affairs  to 
which  he  has  referred  when  I  arrived  in 
the  department.  Since  I  have  been  there 
I  have  been  trying  to  render  justice  to  the 
light  keepers,  but  I  could  not  do  it  all  at 
once.  We  have  not  been  able  yet  to  render 
justice  to  one-quarter  of  them.  We  have 
about  800  light  keepers  distributed  all  over 
the  country.  I  have  tried  to  provide  a  fair 
salary  for  the  new  ones  that  have  been  ap- 
pointed; but  it  is  difficult  to  increase  sal- 
aries without  being  charged  with  favouring 
one  class  of  people  at  the  expense  of  an- 
other. Although  I  have  Increased  the  sal- 
aries of  a  large  number  of  the  light  keepers 
during  the  two  years  that  I  have  been  In 
the  department,  I  have  been  unable  to  do 
justice,  I  am  quite  sure,  to  a  great  many. 
I  shall  probably  bring  a  supplementary  esti- 
mate to  enable  me  to  render  more  justice 
to  these  deserving  people. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  want  to  draw  the  hon. 
minister's  attention  to  some  people  who  I 
consider  have  had  cold  justice  served  out 
to  them.  They  have  worked  at  a  low 
salary  for  a  number  of  years,  expecting 
that  they  would  continue  to  receive  It  dur- 
ing their  lifetime  ;  but  my  hon.  friend  pro- 
mised, with  the  change  that  he  was  making 
to  acetylene  gas,  that  he  would  save  the 
country  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  would 
dispense  with  the  services  of  a  great  many 
lijtbt  keepers.  lie  dispensed  with  the 
services  of  two  or  three  in  my  neigh- 
Lcurhood  without  giving  them  a  day's 
notice.  He  just  told  them  that  their 
services  were  dispensed  with,  and  gave 
them  no  pension  and  no  allowance  of  two 
or  three  months  of  salary.  He  simply  threw 
them  out  on  the  world  without  notice.  I 
want  to  hold  the  minister  responsible  for 
the  promise  he  made  to  the  people  of  this 
country  when  he  Introduced  this  change. 
Two  years  ago  the  hon.  minister  stated  his 
reasons  for  changing  the  old  system  of  light- 
in?  to  the  new  system  in  the  following 
words  :— 

The  ten  new  ranges  of  gas  lights  will  require 
no  keepers,  saving  an  annual  charge  of  $3,000, 
and  the  proposed  conversion  of  the  lights  from 
an  oil  to  a  gas  basis  will  enable  the  keepers  to 
be  dispensed  with  as  opportunity  offers,  at  a 
saving  of  $7,000  per  year,  or  a  total  saving  in 
cost  of  maintenance  of  $10,000  per  year. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  But  all  have  not 
yet  been  changed,  and  the  saving  could  not 
be  shown. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    But  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  changed  thirty-live  of  them  between 
Montreal  and  Kingston. 
Mr.  BEN'XETT. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  dispensed 
with  eleven  of  them,  and  have  saved  $2,700. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Then  to  that  is  to  be 
added  the  expenditure  on  the  steamer 
'  Scout '  that  I  see  patrolling  the  river  the 
whole  season.  She  was  not  there  before, 
and  she  is  there  now. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  She  is  doing  buoy 
service. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  But  the  buoy  service  was 
done  before  out  of  this  sum  asked  for,  and 
the  steamer  'Scout'  is  there  lying  at  our 
docks  two  or  three  days  at  a  time,  with  her 
captain,  engineers  and  a  crew  of  eleven  men, 
all  in  brass  buttons  and  gold  lace ;  and  I 
presume  their  outfit  is  furnished  by  the 
country.  I  want  the  minister  to  tell  me 
what  the  expense  of  the  steamer  'Scout' 
has  been  for  the  season  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    About  $7,000. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  that  $7,000  pays  the  wages  of  the  crew, 
including  the  fuel  and  all  expenses  for  run- 
ning the  steamer  one  season  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  the  infor- 
mation I  get  from  the  gentleman  in  charge. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  At  what  page  in  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  is  the  item  shown 
giving  the  expenses  of  the  steamer  '  Scout '  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  only  gives  the  expenses  for  the 
crew,  the  cost  of  supplies  is  not  shown.  But 
the  officer  tells  me  that  $7,000  is  the  average 
cost  per  season. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  For  wages,  fuel  and  all 
expenses  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  and  gold  lace, 
and  so  on. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Now  what  is  the  expense 
Incurred  in  running  the  factory  at  Prescott, 
together  with  the  cost  of  fitting  up  and  com- 
pleting it  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  total  cost  is 
$49,280.50. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  $49,000  there,  and  $7,000 
for  the  'Scout,'  and  we  have  so  far  had  a 
saving  of  only  $2,040,  and  the  minister  in- 
forms us  that  the  gas  costs  more  than  the  . 
oil  did.  So  where  is  this  great  saving  that 
the  minister  promised  when  he  Introduced 
his  new  system  a  few  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  Prescott  depot 
was  established  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
Dominion.  We  are  manufacturing  there 
lamps  and  other  appliances  for  the  light- 
house service  all  over  the  Dominion  ;  so  the 
hon.  gentleman  sees  but  a  small  portion  of 
the  advantages  of  the  change.  The  change 
does  not  consist  in  merely  substituting  an 
acetylene  lamp  for  an  oil  lamp,  there  are  a 
great  many  other  improvements  that  have 
been  made,  improvements  demanded  by  the 
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shipping  federation,  marine  associations, 
and  so  forth.  For  instance,  that  section  of 
country  has  been  lighted  and  buoyed  In  such 
a  way  that  navigation  can  now  be  carried 
on  during  the  night.  Those  improvements 
were  recommended  by  every  one  interested 
in  navigation,  and  we  are  still  increasing 
them  as  time  goes  on,  to  the  great  satisfac- 
tion of  every  one  engaged  in  navigation. 
We  have  done  the  same  thing  for  a  stretch 
of  sixty  miles  in  the  St.  Lawrence  channel 
between  Montreal  and  Quebec,  which  we 
have  equipped  with  gas  buoys,  and  with 
lights  of  the  most  approved  pattern,  so  that 
those  sixty  miles  can  now  be  navigated  both 
night  and  day  with  perfect  safety.  All  these 
Improvements  cost  money.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman should  not  blame  the  department  for 
spending  money  in  making  Improvements 
asked  for  by  every  one  connected  with  navi- 
gation. No  one  engaged  in  navigation  will 
find  fault  with  the  expenditure  made  on  the 
St  Lawrence  in  improving  the  lighting  and 
buoying  of  the  channel  at  various  points. 
The  fact  is  that  we  have  demands  every  day 
from  persons  Interested,  for  more  lights, 
more  buoys,  and  more  improvements  all 
along  the  St.  Lawrence  route  from  the  lakes 
to  the  sea. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Are  they  asking  you  to 
take  out  oil  and  put  in  carbide  ? 

Mr.  PEEFONTAINE.  Yes,  and  they  have 
passed  resolutions  commending  the  govern- 
ment. If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read  the 
resolutions  passed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
Montreal,  by  the  Shipping  Federation,  and 
all  others  connected  with  navigation — I  will 
not  read  them  because  they  are  so  compli- 
mentary to  myself  personally — but  If  the 
ken.  gentleman  will  read  them  he  will  see 
thttt  every  one  interested  in  navigation 
highly  commends  the  Improvements  made 
by  the  government,  and  are  asking  for  still 
more.  I  may  say  that  in  the  supplementary 
estimates  I  Intend  to  bring  down  a  large 
amount,  nearly  as  much  as  I  am  asking  in 
the  main  estimates,  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
demands  of  the  shipping  Interests.  Of 
course  if  we  had  more  money  to  expend  and 
more  time  in  which  to  do  it,  we  could  make 
more  improvements.  The  work  can  only  be 
done  gradually,  because  some  of  the  machin- 
ery Is  very  expensive,  and  it  takes  a  good 
deal  of  time  to  manufacture  It  and  put  It  in 
position. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  But  when  the  hon.  gentle- 
man started  this  scheme  and  made  the 
change  from  oil  to  acetylene  gas,  he  pro- 
mised there  would  be  a  saving  to  the 
country  annually.  But  instead  of  carrying 
out  that  promise  he  is  making  an  annual 
Increase,  and  according  to  his  own  state- 
ment he  is  going  to  bring  down  another 
large  amount  In  the  supplementaries.  Now 
I  am  acquainted  with  the  whole  route  from 
Montreal  to  Kingston,  and  have  been  for 
the  last  forty  years,  the  route  that  he  says 


has  now  been  so  greatly  improved.  During 
all  that  time  I  have  supplied  steamers  with 
wood  at  Gananoque,  and  I  never  knew  the 
time  yet  when  the  steamers  could  not  travel 
by  night  between  Gananoque  and  Mont- 
real and  back  again,  with  the  old  style  of 
lighthouses  and  the  old  style  of  lighting. 
True,  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals  has  charge  of  some  of  these  things, 
they  have  lighting  plants  put  on  the  canals, 
and  look  after  their  lighthouses  and  their 
light  keepers  ;  and  we  hare  heard  of  but 
few  If  any  accidents  on  the  route  between 
Montreal  and  Kingston.  My  hon.  friend 
promised  to  make  a  large  reduction  in  the 
expense  by  changing  from  oil  to  acetylene 
gas,  and  by  putting  in  a  plant  belonging  to 
the  government.  But  he  has  not  done  so, 
and  the  whole  thing  from  start  to  finish 
shows  merely  a  desire  to  make  government 
purchases  from  the  manufacturers  of  acety- 
lene gas,  some  of  whom  are  members  of  the 
government,  and  are  interested  in  the  manu- 
facture of  this  acetylene  gas  and  are  selling 
it  to  these  light  houses.  But  it  will  be  an 
increased  expenditure,  and  Is  an  increased 
expenditure  every  year.  And  yet  we  do  not 
see  any  Improvement  in  the  lights.  In  fact, 
there  was  more  complaint  during  the  fly 
season  last  year  than  ever  before.  For- 
merly there  was  a  man  to  attend  to  each 
light,  and  he  kept  the  glasses  clear.  But 
now,  the  government  has  its  gas  lights  in 
charge  of  one  man,  Mr.  Manly  Cross,  and 
he  only  goes  around  once  in  a  while  to  see 
if  they  are  running.  The  minister  dispensed 
with  the  services  of  faithful  men  on  a  few 
days'  notice,  and  started  these  new  lights  to 
use  up  the  acetylene  manufactured  by  mem- 
bers of  the  government  and  sold  to  the  gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  Will  the  minister  please 
state  who  Is  the  light  keeper  at  Brothers 
light,  in  Lennox  county,  when  he  was  ap- 
pointed, what  bis  salary  is,  and  whether 
he  is  allowed  fuel  and  light  ?  The  man 
who  formerly  kept  the  light  died,  and  1 
would  like  to  know  about  his  successor. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  light  keeper 
at  Brothers  light  is  Mr.  Daniel  Wendt.  His 
salary  is  $200  a  year. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  I  suppose  th.»  lighthouse 
keeper  is  not  obliged  to  give  his  whole  time 
to  this  service. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  should  suppose 
not. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  Under  the  former  gov- 
ernment, the  man  was  expected  to  stay  there 
the  year  round,  and,  because  he  would  not 
stay  they  dismissed  him. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Mr.  Wendt  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  9th  of  January,  1901. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  The  minister  has  not 
stated  whether  he  Is  allowed  light  and  fuel. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  should  suppose 
so.    But  I  can  get  the  information  If  the 

hon.  gentleman.  (.Mr.  U.  Wilson)  desires  it 


Mr.  AMES.  And  If  the  apparatus  of  a 
lighthouse  breaks  down,  how  are  steps 
taken  to  hare  it  immediately  repaired  ? 


Mr.  U.  WILSON.  I  do  not  need  to  trou-  Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  a  signal 
ble  the  minister  on  that  point.   Is  it  usual  service.   We  know  at  once  where  anything 


for  these  men  with  small  salaries  to  have 
fuel  and  light  allowed  them  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  should  suppose 
so. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  minister  stated 
to  the  member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  that 
about  $7,000  Is  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  this  boat  the  '  Druid.'  Is  any  portion  of 
that  charged  to  the  buoy  account  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  is  all  charged 
to  the  buoy  account 

Mr.  INGRAM.  As  I  understand  It  there 
la  one  charge  for  maintenance  of  boats  in 
the  service,  and  there  is  also  what  they  call 
the  buoy  account  Is  there  any  portion  of 
the  boats  charged  up  to  the  buoy  service  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  just  stated, 
on  toe  Information  of  the  engineer  in  charge 
of  the  lighthouses,  that  the  expense  of  the 
'Scout'  was  charged  to  the  buoy  service 
above  Montreal. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  thought  there  was  an- 
other account  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
two  boats  in  this  service. 


There  is  no  special 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

vote.  | 

Mr.  AMES.  Will  the  minister  please  ex- 1 
plain  in  a  word  or  two  how  these  light- : 
houses  are  grouped,  and  something  of  the  I 
system  of  inspection. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    The  number  of  j 
lights  above  Montreal  is  194 ;  in  Quebec  j 
below  Montreal,  174  ;  Nova  Scotia,  246 ;  i 
New  Brunswick,  118;  Prince  Edward  Island,  I 
50  ;  and  British  Columbia,  37  ;  total,  809.  1 1 
was  mistaken  in  the  answer  I  gave  a  little 
while  ago.    Some  of  the  keepers  have  two 
lights,  and  there  are  also  a  number  of  gas- 
lights for  which  there  are  no  keepers. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  do  not  care  so  much  about 
these  details,  and  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
minister's  time.  But  I  would  like  to  know 
something  of  how  the  districts  are  co-or- 
dinated. And  what  is  the  system  By  which 
they  are  inspected.  The  minister  states 
that  there  are  174  lights  below  Montreal. 
What  is  the  system  by  which  these  are  In- 
spected ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  under 
an  inspector,  Mr.  O'Farrell. 


Hus  he  a  steamer  at  his  dls- 


Mr.  AMES, 
posal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  he  has  a  stea- 
mer—the 'Aberdeen.'   And  he  is  kept  busy 
inspecting  the  whole  time,  looking  after  sup- 
plies and  so  on. 
Mr.  U.  WILSON, 


has  gone  wrong  and  Immediately  give  in- 
structions about  it 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  page  6  of  his  own 
report,  where  the  statement  is  made  that 
the  cost  of  these  vessels  is  not  charged  to 
th  buoy  service : 

A  large  number  of  whistling,  bell  and  other 
iron  buoys  are  maintained  along  the  coast  of 
the  several  provinces  by  Dominion  steamers, 
particularly  on  the  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
wick and  British  Columbia  coasts.  These  buoys 
are  called  coast  buoys  to  distinguish  them  from 
the  harbour  buoys.  The  cost  of  this  mainten- 
ance by  the  steamers  is  not  charged  directly  to 
the  buoy  service,  

The  minister  said  it  was. 

— but  is  included  in  the  cost  of  maintenance 
of  the  steamers  which  frequently  perform  the 
double  duty  of  attending  to  lighthouses  and  the 
coast  buoy  service,  on  the  same  trip. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  may  be  east 
of  Quebec,  but  in  the  upper  district  it  is  not 
But  whether  it  is  charged  to  buoy  service 
in  one  section  or  in  another  it  does  not 
make  any  difference. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  not  contending  that 
it  does.  But  the  minister  says  that  the 
$7,000  covers  the  whole  cost  and  it  is  charged 
to  buoy  service.  But  it  does  not  appear 
to  be  so. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  the  in- 
formation I  have  from  Mr.  Fraser,  who  is 
in  charge  of  the  division  where  the  '  Scout ' 
is  employed. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  In  Lake  St.  Louis,  the 
department  has,  within  the  past  two  years, 
been  replacing  the  old  lights  with  revolving 
lights,  which,  I  think  are  very  much  appre- 
ciated by  navigators.  I  wish  to  know  If 
the  same  system  will  be  extended  over  the 
whole  of  Lake  St.  Louis,  the  new  buoys 
have  been  only  on  the  western  part  of  the 
lake,  but  on  the  lower  part  the  lights  are 
those  formerly  used  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
gentleman  differs  in  opinion  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor).  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  been  scolding  me  a  good 
deal  just  now  for  spending  so  much  money 
in  making  these  changes.  Of  course  the 
lesson  has  no  effect  on  me,  because  the  pro- 
gramme has  been  arranged  by  my  predeces- 
sor and  we  intend  to  continue  the  improve- 
ments that  were  commenced  a  few  years  ago 
and  to  continue  them  as  fast  as  the  money 
will  be  voted  because  we  know  that  in  mak- 
ing these  improvements  we  are  doing  good 
to  the  country,  to  navigation,  to  trade  gener- 
ally, and  as  fast  as  we  can  do  it  we  will 
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change  these  lights  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.  We  are  trying  to  keep  abreast  of 
the  demands  that  are  made  to  the  depart- 
ment and  to  improve  the  lights  in  different 
parts  of  Canada. 

Agencies,  rents  and  contingencies,  $25,000. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  understand  there  are  now 
six  agencies. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  An  agency  has  recently  been 
established  in  Montreal  and  I  suppose  the 
minister  has  personal  knowledge  of  that 
agency  1  Would  he  kindly  give  us  some 
idea  as  to  the  departments  that  are  installed 
there,  the  number  of  rooms  and  the  number 
of  employees  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  The  employees  are, 
Mr.  E.  V.  Bouchet,  who  is  not  a  new  nomi- 
nee, he  was  In  charge  of  that  part  of  the 
River  St  Lawrence  before ;  Mr.  LeBelle 
assistant  engineer  to  Mr.  Bouchet,  Mr. 
Morln,  messenger,  and  Mrs.  Brunet,  the  care- 
taker. The  branches  of  the'  department 
which  have  offices  there  are :  The  two  cattle 
Inspectors,  Mr.  Pope  and  Mr.  DeLong,  the 
steamboat  inspectors,  Mr.  Laurie  and  Har- 
per, who  are  old  employees.  There  Is  also 
the  pilots'  court  with  Captain  Reilly  in 
charge.  He  has  a  clerk  there  and  a  steno- 
grapher. The  stenographer  attends  to  the 
investigations  when  there  are  any.  There 
are  also  rooms  for  the  hydrographlc  survey 
and  a  drafting  room  for  Mr.  Bouchet  the 
engineer  in  charge.  There  are  offices  be- 
sides that  for  the  deputy  minister  and  my- 
self. 

Mr.  AMES.  That  makes  in  all  how  many 
rooms  ? 


Twelve  or  four- 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
teen. 

Mr.  AMES.  Are  there  any  other  depart- 
ments in  the  same  building  belonging  to  the 
government  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No,  the  other 
rooms  are  taken  up  by  merchants  and  we 
have  rented  only  these  rooms. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister,  I  suppose,  has 
a  lease  for  these  premises  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  A  lease  for  five 
years  with  the  privilege  of  renting. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  had  some  curiosity  In  look- 
ing over  the  cost  of  equipping  those  offices. 
I  find  that  the  equipping  of  the  offices  cost 
$6,340  which  seems  a  pretty  heavy  expendi- 
ture for  a  suite  of  offices  that  are  only 
leased.  I  also  find  heavy  expenditures  for 
fittings,  furniture,  &c,  about  |1,700  in  ac- 
counts for  furniture  for  the  various  offices. 
I  suppose  the  rooms  of  the  janitor  are  fur- 
nished as  well  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  I  have  not 
seen  them,  I  think  they  live  under  the  roof. 


Mr.  AMES.  Otherwise  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  know  where  the  bed  clothing  and 
parlour  furniture,  &c,  was  needed. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  may  be  called 
parlour  furniture,  but  it  is  the  usual  furni- 
ture for  an  ordinary  office.  I  do  not'  sup- 
pose for  instance  that  It  would  be  expected 
that  the  minister  would  go  there,  and  oc- 
cupy a  room  without  a  carpet  or  furniture, 
and  there  receive  people,  the  best  merchants 
of  Montreal,  the  representatives  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  &c.  I  must  say  that  the  building 
was  in  a  very  bad  state  of  repair.  There 
was  no  electric  light  In  It,  there  were 
scarcely  any  gas  pipes  for  the  lighting,  and 
the  heating  apparatus  was  in  very  bad  con- 
dition. On  acocunt  of  the  expenditure  that 
it  was  necessary  to  make  to  put  these  apart- 
ments in  good  condition  we  got  it  at  a  very 
cheap  price.  The  .property  Is  worth  from 
$60,000  to  $75,000  and  the  rent  that  we  pay 
is  only  $2,500.  This  expenditure  was  taken 
into  consideration  when  we  rented  the  apart- 
ments. It  was  the  only  building  that  could 
be  got  at  the  time  near  the  harbour.  It  is 
directly  opposite  the  harbour. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  said  that  he  had 
only  rented  portions  of  the  building,  that 
other  parties  had  the  rest. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  three 
other  rooms  occupied  by  some  other  parties. 
We  did  nothing  in  these  departments  and  it 
is  mentioned  in  the  lease  also.  I  can 
furnish  a  copy  of  the  lease  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. 

Maintenance  and  repairs  to  lighthouses  and 
lightships,  $500,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  the  same 
amount  as  last  year. 

Mr.  AMES.  Would  the  minister  give  us 
the  details  of  how  that  item  is  made  up  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  expenditure 
j'or  1803-4  for  the  maintenance  of  lights  was 
$382,178.36.  In  that  year  the  lightships 
placed  on  the  Lurcher  shoals  and  Antlcosti 
island  were  not  in  position  and  not  under 
maintenance.  Considerable  repairs  are  now 
required  to  the  lighthouses  throughout  the 
Dominion  to  put  them  in  good  condition, 'and 
owing  to  the  increased  number  of  new  light 
stations  the  cost  Is  increasing.  There  are 
now  under  maintenance  in  the  Dominion 
960  lights  all  told,  some  of  which  were 
built  soon  after  confederation.  Extensive 
repairs  are  now  required  in  order  to  put 
them  in  good  condition.  A  number  of  them 
are  in  such  shape  that  practically  new 
towers  will  have  to  be  built  and  it  is  im- 
portant that  the  service  should  be  kept  up  to 
the  highest  standard.  This  cannot  be  done 
without  a  large  expenditure  of  money.  In 
British  Columbia  there  has  been  a  large 
addition  to  the  number  of  aids  to  navigation. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  provision 
must  also  be  made  for  a  number  of  new 
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light  stations,  which  are  now  under  con- 
struction. The  expenditure  on  current  ac- 
count for  maintenance  and  repairs  was 
,  $487,311.63.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  re- 
fer to  page  3  of  the  report  of  the  depart- 
ment, he  will  find  the  following  Informa- 
tion : 

The  lighthouse  service  of  the  Dominion  is 
divided  as  follows  :  The  Ontario  division,  em- 
bracing all  lights  from  Montreal  westward  to 
the  Northwest  Territories  ;  the  Quebec  divi- 
sion extending  below  Quebec  and  including  the 
river  and  gulf  of  St.  Lawrence  and  strait  of 
Belle  Isle  ;  the  Nova  Scotia  division,  including 
St.  Paul's  Island,  Cape  Breton,  Sable  Island  and 
Cape  Race,  Newfoundland  ;  the  New  Bruns- 
wick division,  the  Prince  Edward  Island  division 
and  British  Columbia  division,  each  including 
lights  within  the  provincial  boundaries. 

The  several  districts,  with  the  exception  of 
the  district  above  Montreal,  are  In  charge  of 
agents  who  receive  instructions  from  the  de- 
partment, and  report  annually  In  addition  to 
communicating  with  the  department,  in  connec- 
tion with  all  matters  relating  to  their  agencies. 

The  total  number  of  light  stations,  lightships 
and  fog-alarm  stations  in  the.  Dominion  on 
June  30,  1904,  was  796,  and  lights  shown  996  ; 
the  number  of  steam  whistles,  fog-horns,  bells 
and  guns  99;  the  number  of  light  keepers  and 
engineers  of  fog-alarms  with  masters  of  light- 
ships was  783. 

Mr.  AMDS.  The  hon.  minister  has  not 
quite  given  the  information  I  asked  for,  al- 
though he  has  given  a  great  deal  of  informa- 
tion which  we  were  already  In  possession 
of.  The  information  that  I  am  anxious  to 
get  from  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  how  he  pro- 
poses to  expend  this  $500,000  during  the 
next  year.  He  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
laying  before  us  some  detailed  statement  of 
the  way  In  which  this  estimate  is  made  up. 
We  hare  the  figures  in  the  hon.  minister's 
report  showing  how  the  money  was  spent 
last  year,  but  we  want  to  know  what  he  In- 
tends doing  with  it  during  this  coming  year. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  Item  reads  : 

Maintenance  and  repairs  to  lighthouses  and 
lightships,  $500,000. 

The  expenditure  for  maintenance  is  some- 
thing which  is  perfectly  well  known.  We  spent 
last  year  $487,000  under  that  item.  This  Is 
all' shown  In  the  Auditor  General's  Report. 
I  do  not  know  what  is  going  to  happen 
next  year.  I  suppose  that  maintenance 
and  repairs  will  cost  about  the  same  amount. 
As  it  goes  on  year  after  year  maintenance 
is  a  fixed  charge.  Maintenance  costs  $300,- 
000  and  some  odd  a  year,  and  the  rest  is 
spent  on  repairs.  I  do  not  know  what  will 
be  the  expenditure  next  season  until  the 
reports  of  the  inspectors  come  in,  but  1  sup- 
pose it  will  keep  about  the  same. 

Mr.  AMES.  If  I  may  make  a  suggestion, 
it  would  be  that  when  we  are  going  to  deal 
with  an  item  of  half  a  million  dollars  we 
should  have  some  details  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  that  is  to  be  divided  up.  I  think 
if  we  consult  '  Hansard,'  we  will  find  that 
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previously  the  minister  has  laid  a  statement 
of  that  kind  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Never  for  main- 
tenance. 

Mr.  W.  ROCHE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  minister  If  any  provision  has  been  made 
for  the  construction  of  a  lightship  off  Hali- 
fax harbour  ?  There  has  been  an  agitation 
going  on  for  some  time,  and  I  think  an  in- 
direct promise  has  been  made  by  the  hon. 
minister  that  his  attention  would  be  given 
to  that  matter  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment. This  is  not  an  Isolated  work,  but  it 
is  in  connection  with  the  general  improve- 
ment of  lights  In  Halifax  harbour.  Num- 
bers of  petitions  have  been  sent  in,  and 
the  opinions  of  nautical  men  have  been 
given  as  to  the  best  locality  for  it  and  I 
would  like  to  know  what  determination 
the  hon.  minister  has  arrived  at  on  the 
subject 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  When  I  entered 
the  department  three  years  ago  I  found 
numerous  petitions  requesting  that  improve- 
ment in  the  Halifax  harbour.  I  found  also 
at  the  same  time  that  it  had  been  decided 
to  build  a  lightship  for  the  Lurcher  shoals 
and  one  for  the  east  point  of  Antlcostl. 
These  have  cost  about  $200,000.  The  light- 
ship at  Halifax  Is  estimated  to  cost  $500,- 
000.  It  is  a  very  large  expenditure,  and 
until  the  present  moment  although  we  ad- 
mit— I  would  not  say  the  urgency— but  the 
necessity  of  having  this  light  I  have  been 
unable  to  obtain  the  necessary  amount  to 
go  on  with  this  important  improvement. 
We  have  improved  the  lights,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  admit  but  we  have  not  yet 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  accede  to  this  fair 
and  Just  demand  of  the  navigators.  I  would, 
personally,  be  in  favour  of  the  work  being 
done,  but  we  have  had  many  demands.  The 
Shipping  Federation  have  made  representa- 
tions in  regard  to  this  lightship  and  they 
have  made  representations  about  a  great 
many  other  lights,  and  'it  would  cost  up  in 
the  millions  if  we  were  to  satisfy  all  the 
demands  that  have  been  made.  I  hope 
that  In  a  short  time  we  .will  be  able  to  satis- 
fy the  city  of  Halifax  and  construct  that 
lightship. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  understand  the 
hon.  minister  to  admit  the  necessity  of  a 
lightship  off  the  mouth  of  Halifax  harbour. 
I  am  very  glad  that  the  department  has 
come  to  that  conclusion.  I  brought  the 
matter  to  the  attention  of  the  House  on  a 
great  many  occasions,  first  when  Sir  Louis 
Davies  filled  the  position  of  Minister  -of 
Marine  and  Fisheries.  At  that  time  the 
policy  of  the  department  seemed  to  be 
against  it.  I  was  answered  with  some  re- 
ports of  officers  of  the  department  which 
were  not  at  all  favourable  to  the  idea  of 
establishing  a  lightship  there.  On  that  occa- 
sion, or  on  the  following  occasion  when  I 
brought  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
House,  I  produced  statements  and  opinions 
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from  several  persons  who  were  familiar 
with  navigation,  and  especially  familiar 
with  the  harbour  of  Halifax,  and  they  all 
declared  that  it  was  very  essential  that 
this  work  should  be  carried  out.  That  seems 
to  be  the  view  now  concurred  In;  and  if  it 
is,  as  the  hon.  minister  says,  regarded  as 
important  or  even  necessary  to  absolutely 
safe  navigation  in  the  harbour  at  Hali- 
fax, that  this  lightship  should  be  provided, 
I  sincerely  trust  that  there  will  be  no 
great  delay  about  bringing  down  the  neces- 
sary appropriation  and  proceeding  with  the 
work.  It  is  absolutely  Important  in  the 
interest  of  the  whole  country  that  this 
should  be  done.  We  know  that  every  wreck 
which  occurs  anywhere  along  the  coast  of 
Canada,  or  within  a  thousand  miles  of  the 
coast  of  Canada,  is  posted  up  against  our 
account  when  we  endeavour  to  make  ar- 
rangements in  regard  to  insurance  rates. 
For  that  reason  and  many  others,  it  is  ab- 
solutely essential  that  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
the  importance  of  which  is  admitted,  should 
not  be  postponed.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  work  coming  under  the  Department  of 
Marine  which  is  more  important,  especially 
as  we  are  now  promised  a  somewhat  faster 
steamship  service  by  the  new  Allan  boats, 
which,  I  suppose,  will  run  to  Halifax,  and 
possibly  another  port  on  this  side,  during  the 
winter  months. 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  B.  L.  Borden)  that  I  am 
fully  alive  to  the  position  to  which  he  has 
referred,  it  is  purely  and  simply  a  question 
of  expenditure.  It  will  require  $500,000 
and  we  have  been  unable  to*  get  that 
amount  voted  yet  If  it  depends  on  me  I 
will  have  it  done  within  the  shortest  pos- 
sible delay.  I  recognize  that  with  the  fine 
harbour  which  exists  in  Halifax,  this  im- 
provement would  probably  make  It  the 
easiest  of  access  on  the  coast,  and  I  hope  to 
see  the  work  done  soon.  In  the  meantime 
we  are  trying  to  improve  the  entrance  to 
the  port  of  Halifax  by  Installing  gas  buoys 
and  submarine  bell. 

Mr.  W.  BOCHB.  I  am  very  much  pleas- 
ed that  the  minister  has  announced  his  re- 
solve to  pay  some  attention  to  the  port  of 
Halifax.  He  has  mentioned  that  such  a 
lightship  as  he  contemplates  will  cost  a 
large  amount  of  money,  but  If  that  has  any 
influence  in  deterring  him  perhaps  he  could 
suggest  a  modification  in  the  size  of  the 
ship  and  the  capacity  of  the  lights  which 
would  reduce  the  cost.  If  a  first  class  light- 
ship be  not  obtainable  at  once  because  of 
its  great  cost,  would  it  not  be  desirable  to 
place  a  lightship  there  that  would  have 
a  range  light  of  thirty  miles  say,  as  against 
the  range  of  forty  miles  which  the  highest 
class  lightship  has,  and  which  might  be 
in  excess  of  the  requirements. 

Mr.  AMES.    Where  are  the  depots  sit- 
uated, at  which  the  supplies  for  the  light- 
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house  service  are  delivered,  and  from  which 
they  are  distributed  ? 

Mr.  PBBFONTAINE.  The  supplies  are 
distributed  by  the  steamers  of  the  depart- 
ment These  supplies  are  all  bought  under 
contract  at  Quebec,  Halifax,  St.  John  and 
Montreal,  although  at  Montreal  we  buy 
very  few  supplies.  Everything  that  can  be 
bought  by  contract  is  bought  In  that  way. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  am  to  understand  that  the 
tupplies  for  the  lighthouses  are  purchased 
and  collected  at  the  six  agencies  from  which 
they  are  distributed. 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  The  goods  are 
bought  and  delivery  taken  at  certain  points 
indicated,  and  then  they  are  taken  to  the 
place  where  the  work  is  going  on. 

Mr.  AMES.  Where  is  the  carbide  for  the 
lights  purchased  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    At  Ottawa. 

Mr.  AMES.  Is  it  shipped  from  Ottawa 
to  the  various  points  where  It  is  needed  ? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.    Who  pays  the  freight? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  The  department 
pays  the  freight. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  suppose  the  steamers  call 
at  Quebec  and  Sorel  for  carbide. 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  At  Prescott,  Sorel, 
Quebec  and  Halifax. 

Mr.  AMES.  What  price  is  paid  for  this 
carbide  at  Ottawa? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  *65  per  ton  ;  the 
same  price  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
pays,  and  they  take  a  larger  quantity  than 
we  do; 

Mr.  AMES.  Have  you  any  idea  what  is 
the  freight  per  ton  from  Ottawa  to  Quebec? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  It  is  the  ordinary 
rate;  I  will  have  to  look  it  up. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  department  buys  lumber 
in  large  quantities  at  Montreal  for  repair- 
ing these  lighthouses.  One  entry  in  the 
Auditor  General's  Beport  speaks  of  $2,500 
worth  of  lumber  "being  put  on  the  '  Scout ' 
at  Montreal  and  taken  to  Ontario. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  '  Scout  *  could 
not  take  that  quantity  of  lumber  all  at 
once ;  I  suppose  that  represents  the  whole 
year. 

Mr.  AMES.  Was  that  lumber  bought  by 
contract  ? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  When  it  is  a  large 
quantity  and  specified  it  is  bought  by  con- 
tract, but  otherwise  it  is  bought  in  the  or- 
dinary way;  they  go  around  to  the  different 
lumber  yards  and  get  the  price  and  buy  it 
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Mr.  PERLEY.  Are  any  steps  taken  to 
see  that  this  lumber  is  bought  at  a  reason- 
able price? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  When  there  Is  a 
large  quantity  required  the  officer  has  in- 
structions to  report  to  the  deputy  minister 
and  prices  are  asked  by  public  tender  or 
by  circular. 

Mr.  PER  LEY;  The  reason  I  asked  you 
Is  that  I  see  the  following  account  in  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  of  J.  C.  Robert 
&  Company,  of  Montreal,  from  whom  the 
department  purchased  $2,267  worth  of  lum- 
ber. The  prices  in  that  account  are  as  fol- 
lows :— 

Montreal.  July  6th,  1903. 
The  Ilominiou  Government. 

To  J.  C.  Robert  &  Company,  Dr. 
Department  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
530  feet  2-lnch  pine,  1st  quality,  wide 
kiln  dried,  planed  2  sides,  dressed 

extra.  1,060  at  $100  S  106  00 

560  feet  11-lnch  pine,  1st  quality,  wide, 
kiln   dried,  planed  2  sides,  dressed 

extra,  790  at  $100   79  00 

2,090  feet  1-inch  pine,  1st  quality,  wide, 
kiln  dried,  planed  2  sides,  dressed  ex- 
tra, at  $100   209  00 

3,491  feet  1-inch  pine,  1st  and  2nd  qual- 
ity, wide,  kiln  dry,  planed  2  sides, 

dressed  extra,  pieces  at  $90   314  19 

1,000  feet  1  and  2-lnch  pine,  rough, 

2,000  at  $35    70  00 

2,000  feet  2-lnch  pine,  4,191  at  $60..  ..  251  46 
1,000  feet  2  x  6  x  20  pine,  2,000  at  $36. .  . .      70  00 

3,000  feet  2x4  pine,  at  $60   180  00 

1,000  feet  2  x  10  x  20-22  pine,  3,333  at  $40  133  32 
26  pieces  10  x  10  x  20-23  pine,  4,167  at  $40  166  68 
1,000  feet  1-inch  '  T  '  and  grooved  and 

beaded   60  00 

2,320  feet  3-inch  pine,  6,950  at  $35   243  25 

42  pieces  10  x  12  x  12-13,  5,320  at  $35. ...  186  20 
84  pieces  8  x  8  x  12-15,  5.680  at  $35. ...    198  80 

Here  we  have  common  pine  charged  at 
$35  a  thousand,  and  these  items  are  all 
from  twenty  to  thirty  per  cent  more  than 
they  should  be.  Surely  the  minister  ought 
to  take  some  steps  to  see  that  prices  of  that 
kind  are  not  paid  by  the  department  I 
also  see  by  the  Auditor  General's  Report 
that  81,000  feet  of  rough  pine  were  pur- 
chased at  $40  a  thousand.  I  am  sure  that 
the  hon.  minister,  If  he  makes  Inquiry,  will 
find  that  $40  a  thousand  is  an  exorbitant 
price  to  pay  for  rough  pine  lumber.  I  think 
he  should  see  that  in  future  tenders  are  ob- 
tained from  a  sufficient  number  of  people 
to  prevent  this  occurring  again. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  wish  also  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  these  advanced  prices 
•re  not  referred  to  in  the  Auditor  General's 
Report.  It  simply  mentions  advances  on 
account  of  lumber  to  J.  C.  Robert  &  Co.  of 
$2,250.  If  we  had  not  had  a  little  experience 
of  the  prices  of  this  company  we  would 
perhaps  be  inclined  to  pass  that  over ;  but 
having  found  that  item,  we  took  the  precau- 
tion to  ask  the  Auditor  (Seneral  to  bring 
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down  the  statement  which  showed  that  the 
prices  quoted  are  30  per  cent  above  the 
regular  market  prices  for  the  very  best 
quality  of  goods. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  There  Is  not  a 
single  one  of  these  items  that  has  not  been 
certifled  by  the  proper  officer.  As  this  mat- 
ter has  been  brought  to  my  notice,  I  will 
look  into  it,  and  furnish  all  the  Information 
in  regard  to  qualities  and  quantities. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  money  seems  to  have 
been  all  paid  to  the  contractor  before  the 
itemized  account  came  in. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  wish  to  ask  the  minis- 
ter If  he  is  fitting  out  a  plant  at  Parry  Sound 
for  the  manufacture  of  gas  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTA1NE.  We  have  not  done 
anything  yet,  because  the  parties  who  offer- 
ed a  property  at  a  certain  price  have  backed 
out  and  we  are  negotiating  with  the  Bank 
of  Ottawa  for  a  site. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  What  price  Is  the  Bank 
of  Ottawa  asking  for  the  site  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  $5,500.  We  have 
a  vote  of  $12,000. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Did  some  other  person 
make  an  overture  to  the  department  for  the 
sale  of  the  property  now  owned  by  the  Bank 
of  Ottawa,  on  behalf  of  the  bank,  and  if  so, 
who  was  that  party  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  Yes,  that  is  the 
trouble.  We  found  that  the  property  was 
held  under  an  option  given  to  a  man  named 
Clarke,  and  this  man  wanted  to  Increase  the 
price.  So  we  withdrew  our  offer,  and  the 
matter  remains  there. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  As  I  understand  the 
minister,  the  Bank  of  Ottawa  are  now  offer- 
ing the  property  at  $5,500.  Might  I  ask 
what  is  the  area  of  the  land  proposed  to  be 
purchased  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  It  is  between  two 
and  three  acres,  with  buildings,  wharfs, 
engine,  boiler  and  machinery. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Is  it  near  what  is  known 
as  the  steamboat  dock,  or  is  it  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  bay,  at  Parry  Harbour  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  The  engineer  in- 
forms me  that  it  is  on  the  Parry  Harbour 
side. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  know  something  of 
the  locality,  and  I  have  been  advised  that 
the  price  asked  for  by  the  Bank  of  Ottawa 
is  a  very  excessive  price  for  this  property, 
and  that  adjoining  property  that  would  be 
equally  suitable  for  the  purpose  might  be 
acquired  at  a  much  less  price. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  We  have  with- 
drawn our  offer,  and  we  will  try  to  buy  on 
the  best  possible  terms. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  presume  it  is  possible 
for  the  government  to  expropriate  this  land  ? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  have  done 
nothing.  The  price  asked  at  the  time  was 
considered  In  the  locality  a  very  low  price, 
but  the  price  having  been  Increased,  we  have 
declined  to  go  on,  and  are  trying  to  get  a 
property  at  a  cheaper  price.  . 

Mr.  BENNETT.  What  is  the  feature  of 
this  property  that  made  it  desirable  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  On  account  of  the 
machinery  and  the  buildings  and  we  thought 
the  price  asked  by  the  bank  was  a  fair  and 
reasonable  price. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  What  property  is  it? 
Who  owned  it  prior  to  its  acquisition  by  the 
Bank  of  Ottawa  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Kerr  &  Harcourt 
But  we  did  not  buy  it,  and  if  it  is  too  dear, 
we  will  not  buy  It. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  pro- 
mise that  he  will  ask  by  public  advertise- 
ment for  offers  of  a  certain  area  of  land 
which  will  have  the  feature  that  It  abuts  on 
the  water  ?  I  understand  that  certain  other 
parties  are  anxious  to  sell  their  property  to 
the  department  I  am  informed  that  the 
department  was  approached  by  Mr.  Clarke 
and  offered  this  property  for  $7,000,  that 
the  department  very  properly  declined  to 
purchase  it  at  that  figure,  and  that  the 
original  owners  are  now  offering  the  same 
property  for  $5,500.  Is  It  a  first  condition 
that  the  property  which  the  department  pro- 
poses to  acquire  shall  abut  on  the  water  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Then,  from  what  I  am  ad- 
vised I  think  the  minister  will  be  able  to 
acquire  land  equally  suitable  at  a  much 
lower  price. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man let  me  know  the  name  of  the  owner  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  not  Just  In  a  posi- 
tion to  state  the  name  of  my  Informant 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman give  me  the  name  privately  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Let  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman do  what  he  would  do  in  an  ordinary 
transaction  of  his  own— advertise  for  offers 
of  property. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  not  give  me  the  information,  I 
will  try  to  get  It 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  is  quite  plain  that 
the  minister  has  anticipated  trouble  In  this 
matter  with  the  owners,  the  Bank  of  Ot- 
tawa. They  have  given  an  option  to  a 
gentleman  named  Clark,  and  his  offer  was 
so  high  that  the  minister  declined  to  ac- 
cept it.  That  offer,  I  am  informed,  was 
$7,000.    Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  BENNETT.    Mr.  Clark,  who  is  a 
friend  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  not 
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being  able  to  put  through  his  deal  for  $7,000, 
they  are  now  dealing  with  the  Bank  of 
Ottawa  for  $5,500  and  I  am  informed  that 
that  price  is  a  very  excessive  price.  Do  I  un- 
derstand that  the  Bank  of  Ottawa  has  now 
withdrawn  their  offer  ?  Will  the  minister 
make  a  promise  that  he  will  call  by  public 
advertisement  notice  to  the  fact  that  he 
wishes  to  acquire  so  much  land  in  the  town 
of  Parry  Sound  for  this  purpose  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  will  be  pretty 
well  known  after  this  discussion,  there  will 
be  no  need  of  advertising. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  We  will  resume  the  dis- 
cussion after  six  o'clock.  ' 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 


After  Bee  ess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
NORTHWEST   TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

On  the  order  : 

Third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  28)  to  incorporate 
the  Northwest  Telephone  Company. — Mr.  Tur- 
riff. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MTJLOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  Stand. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  What  Is  the 
reason  for  allowing  this  Bill  to  stand  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  myself  asked 
the  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  it  not  to 
press  it  Just  now,  because  it  appeared  to. 
me  that  the  more  telephone  companies  were 
incorporated  the  more  it  might  complicate 
the  situation. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    All  right. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  was  the 
only  object. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  That  Is  a  good 
reason. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  should  have 
no  objection  to  it  going  through  and  remain- 
ing  

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  No  ;  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Sir  William  Mulock)  is 
quite  right. 

Order  allowed  to  stand. 

OTTAWA  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

On  the  order: 

House  again  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  12)  re- 
specting the  Ottawa  Electric  Company. — Mr. 
Qalllher. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  By  mutual  arrange- 
ment, Mr.  Speaker,  this  Bill  stands  until 
Wednesday  next. 

Order  allowed  to  stand. 
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MOOSEJAW    AND    EDMONTON  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

House  went  into  committee  on  Bill  (No. 
20)  to  incorporate  the  Moosejaw  and  Ed- 
monton railway  Company. — Mr.  Scott. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  seems  to  me  that 
tte  capitalization  of  this  company  is  pretty 
heavy — securities  of  $25,000  a  mile  and  a 
capital  stock  of  $2,000,000.  There  are  pro- 
visions also  under  section  12,  authorizing 
issue  of  paid-up  stock  for  service,  &c.,  to 
which  I  have  already  objected  on  a  previous 
occasion  in  this  House  in  connection  with 
another  charter.  The  Postmaster  General 
(Sir  William  Mulock)  will  observe  that  for  a 
railway  to  be  built  In  the  Northwest,  not 
a  difficult  •  country,  this  capitalization  is 
pretty  heavy.  Of  course,  reasons  may  have 
been  given  before  the  Railway  Committee 
in  support  of  these  proposals.  But  I  do 
think  that  the  promoter  of  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  here  to  answer  objections  of  this  kind. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  am  not  able 
to  throw  any  light  on  the  subject,  as  I  was 
not  present  in  the  Railway  Committee  when 
the  Bill  was  discussed.  If  my  bon.  friend 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  wishes  the  Bill  to  stand 
over  until  the  gentleman  who  is  in  charge 
of  it  is  here,  there  is  no  objection. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  think  that  where 
there  is  a  probability  of  any  questions  of 
this  kind  being  asked,-  it  is  as  well  to  have 
the  promoter  of  the  Bill  here.  It  may  be 
that  a  satisfactory  answer  can  be  given.  I 
would  rather  have  the  Bill  stand.  I  suppose 
it  will  not  delay  its  progress. 

Progress  reported. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READ- 
INGS. 

Bill  (No.  89)  respecting  Monterey  Electric 
and  Gas  Company,  Limited,  and  to  change 
its  name  to  '  Monterey  Railway,  Light  and 
Power  Company.'— Mr.  Macdonell. 

Bill  (No.  01)  to  incorporate  the  Lebonk 
and  Thunder  Bay  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Bole. 

Bill  (No.  78)  respecting  the  Macleod, 
Cardston  and  Montana  Railway  Company.— 
Mr.  Turriff. 

Bill  (No.  85)  respecting  the  Bay  of  Qulnte 
Railway  Company.— Mr.  Harty. 

Bill  (No.  94)  respecting  the  Brockville, 
Westport  and  Northwestern  Railway  Com- 
pany—Mr. Derbyshire. 

Bill  (No.  68)  respecting  a  Patent  of  the 
Paper  Goods  Company,  Limited.— Mr.  Mac- 
donell. 

ONTARIO  AND  MINNESOTA  POWER  COM- 
PANY. 

House  In  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  86)  re- 
specting the  Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power 
Company,  Limited.— Mr.  Campbell. 
Mr.  OALLIHER 


On  section  6, 

Mr.  BARKER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  regard 
to  section  6,  I  wish  to  make  one  remark, 
particularly  as  regards  subsection  (1).  I 
hare  protested  before  in  this  House  against 
the  issue  by  the  directors  of  any  company 
of  stock  as  paid  up  stock  for  the  purpose 
of  compensating  certain  classes  of  people.  I 
have  had  some  experience  with  companies 
and  corporations.  If  any  company  wants 
to  pay  a  promoter,  or  a  solicitor,  or  any 
person  whatever  who  serves  the  company 
it  ought  to  pay  him  in  hard  cash,  and  I 
think  it  is  an  Improper  thing  and  one  that 
leads  to  a  great  deal  of  mischief  that  com- 
panies, and  especially  companies  in  the  con- 
dition that  promoters'  companies  are  ordi- 
narily in,  should  be  enabled  to  issue  large 
quantities  of  stock  to  officers,  promoters, 
engineers,  or  any  other  persons  serving 
that  company  as  if  they  had  subscribed  for 
the  stock  and  paid  one  hundred  cents  on  the 
dollar  upon  it.  I  know  all  the  argu- 
ments that  are  ordinarily  used  in  fav- 
our of  allowing  such  a  provision  as 
this.  A  gentleman  wants  to  get  up  an  in- 
surance company,  or  a  railway  company,  or 
any  other  kind  of  a  company.  He  is  a  par- 
ticularly active  gentleman  and  he  employs 
a  solicitor,  or  an  engineer,  or  some  other 
person  to  assist  him.  These  two  or  three 
gentlemen  go  to  work  and  organize  on  paper 
their  company.  They  then  go  to  parliament 
and  get  a  provision  of  this  kind  put  into 
the  charter.  The  result  is  that  these  gen- 
tlemen form  a  company  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  its  stock  on  the  market 
they  buy  perhaps  a  small  property.  It  may 
be  worth  $100,000,  but  the  company  takes  it 
over  at  $1,000,000.  If  any  question  Is  raised 
about  the  real  value  of  the  property,  people 
are  told  that  the  promoters  and  solicitors 
and  engineers  must  be  compensated  with 
part  of  the  '  paid  up '  stock  for  services. 
I  think  there  is  not  a  gentleman  in 
this  House,  but  who  has  had  some  ex- 
perience of  what  I  am  now  speaking  of. 
The  promoters  buy  the  property  which 
they  really  pay  $100,000  for,  and  it  Is  trans- 
ferred to  the  corporation  at  perhaps  $1,000,- 
000,  and  paid  up  stock  is  given  to  these  pro- 
moters for  $1,000,000.  Then,  these  gentle- 
men place  upon  the  market  $1,000,000  per- 
haps of  paid  up  stock  and  another  $1,000,000 
to  be  sold  to  the  public.  That  first  $1,000,000 
is  really  worth  *1<K),000  and  there  Is  $!HM».- 
000  of  watered  capital  in  the  company.  I 
do  not  see  as  a  matter  of  honest  and  fair 
dealing  why  a  clause  should  be  put  Into  a 
charter  to  enable  promoters  to  foist  upon 
the  public  a  compauy  with  an  assumed  cap- 
ital of  $1,000,000  paid  up  when  there  really 
is  only  $100,000  paid  up.  The  result  of  the 
using  of  this  kind  of  a  clause  in  all  these 
charters  has  been  to  enable  a  large  number 
of  people  throughout  the  Dominion  to  trade 
in  companies.  I  would  venture  to  say  that 
if   you    abolish    that   clause   you  wouM 
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reduce  by  50  per  cent  the  applications  to 
this  parliament  for  charters.  The  whole 
effect  of  the  clause  Is  that  a  number  of 
gentlemen  get  some  little  property— it  may 
be  a  patent  for  some  Invention,  It  may  be 
a  mere  project  for  a  railway  or  a  canal  or 
anything  of  that  kind— they  buy  a  little 
property  at  a  fictitious  value  and  they 
transfer  it  to  the  company  they  have  incor- 
porated at  an  enormously  increased  value 
or  rather  at  a  price  that  there  is  no  pre- 
tense of  any  value  in.  They  take  that 
stock  and  place  it  on  the  market  and  a 
large  number  of  people  who  subscribe  and 
pay  in  hard  cash  really  believe  that  the 
amount  at  which  the  property  has  been  put 
In,  represents  the  actual  value.  Now,  I  am 
speaking  to  hon.  gentlemen  who  know 
whereof  I  speak,  and  these  hon.  gentlemen 
know  as  well  as  I  do  that  in  ninety-nine 
cases  out  of  one  hundred  these  companies 
are  floated  upon  terms  which  enable  the  pro- 
moter to  put  a  lot  of  money  Into  his  own 
pocket  that  he  has  never  earned.  Why  should 
any  stock  be  Issued  as  paid-up  stock 
when  It  Is  not  paid-up  stock  ?  What  is 
the  object  of  putting  into  an  Act  of  parlia- 
ment that  stock  may  be  Issued  as  paid-up 
stock  which  is  not  paid-up  stock  ?  If  it 
is  paid-up  stock  you  require  no  provision 
in  the  statute;  if  it  is  not  paid  up,  by  put- 
ting that  section  into  the  charter  you  are 
simply  enabling  a  number  of  people  who 
are  promoting  companies  to  humbug  and 
cheat  the  public  and  to  pretend  that  services 
have  been  performed  and  fairly  estimated 
fur  when  services  have  never  been  rendered. 
On  more  than  one  occasion  I  have  protested 
against  the  insertion  of  such  a  clause  and  I 
do  so  again. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  This  Bill  was  very 
fully  discussed  before  the  committee  

Mr.  BARKER.  My  remarks  do  not  apply 
to  this  particular  Bill ;  they  apply  to  all 
Bills  in  which  such  a  provision  appears. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  differ  altogether 
with  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  do  not  think 
the  public  can  be  so  easily  cheated  and 
humbugged  as  be  seems  to  think.  This 
provision  has  been  inserted  In  Bills  for 
years  and  years,  and  there  is  no  reason  why 
an  exception  should  be  made  in  this  case. 
In  fact,  if  you  put  such  a  provision  In  any 
Bill,  this  is  an  undertaking  which  would  jus- 
tify it  above  all  others.  This  is  a  very 
large  undertaking;  dams  have  to  be  con- 
structed and  an  enormous  expense  incurred 
before  you  can  get  any  benefit  from  your 
investment.  Rainy  river  is  the  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can- 
ada ;  a  large  portion  of  this  power  Is  to  bo 
developed  on  the_Canadian  side,  some  of  it 
on  the  American  side,  and  the  undertaking 
is  one  which  will  be  of  tremendous  advan- 
tage to  the  people  of  this  country.  Saw- 
mills, flour  mills  and  pulp  mills  will  have 
to  be  constructed  in  order  to  make  the  in- 


vestment pay  and  this  development  will 
entail  vast  expenditure.  If  some  persons 
desire  to  secure  an  interest  in  the  company 
by  taking  paid-up  stock  Instead  of  cash  I 
do  not  see  how  there  can  be  any  reasonable 
objection  to  that.  Every  day  in  the  Rail- 
way Committee  we  pass  such  a  clause,  and 
engineers  and  contractors  are  enabled  to 
become  partners  in  these  enterprises  by 
taking  paid-up  stock  for  their  work.  I  can 
see  a  good  deal  in  what  the  hon.  member 
for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker)  says  if  he  con- 
fined his  remarks  to  insurance  companies 
and  such  like  concerns,  but  in  the  case  of 
a  great  enterprise  of  this  character  where 
there  has  to  be  an  enormous  expenditure 
of  money  before  any  advantage  can  be 
reaped  on  the  Investment  I  do  not  see  any 
objection  whatever  to  this  clause. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  magnitude  of 
the  enterprise  does  not  affect  the  principle 
in  any  way.  There  Is  a  great  deal  in  what 
my  hon.  friend  from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker) 
has  suggested.  Be  the  enterprise  ever  so 
great  the  stock  can  be  taken  up  at  par  and 
the  persons  who  do  the  work  can  be  paid 
in  cash.  The  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Campbell)  has  suggested  that  this  enter- 
prise would  be  a  very  Important  one  for 
the  people  of  the  Dominion  Is  not  a  reason 
for  departing  from  what  is  a  good  prin- 
ciple. Is  the  Minister  of  finance  com- 
mitted to  the  Idea  that  we  should  continue 
this  system  of  conferring  powers  of  this 
kind?  The  minister  knows  what  it  results  In. 
For  example,  I  have  In  toy  mind  a  company 
which  was  capitalized  to  the  extent  of  $15,- 
000,000  or  $20,000,000,  placed  its  stock  on 
the  market  at  ten  cents,  the  stock  went  up 
to  an  enormously  high  price  and  afterwards 
receded  causing  a  great  many  people  in  this 
country  to  lose  very  heavily.  My  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Fielding)  would  no  doubt  say 
that  this  was  due  to  their  propensity  for 
going  into  the  stock  market  in  order  to  make 
money.  I  admit  all  that,  but  if  the  com- 
pany had  been  legitimately  capitalized  in 
the  first  Instance  that  opportunity  would  not 
have  been  afforded  to  so  great  an  extent.  I 
do  not  think  the  prinicple  Is  a  good  one  ; 
I  understand  of  course  it  has  been  very 
often  acted  upon,  but  it  seems  to  me  the 
sooner  we  get  rid  of  It  and  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Barker) 
has  advocated,  the  better  it  would  be  for  all 
of  us  in  this  country. 

Mr.  LEIGHTON  MCCARTHY.  Has  any 
one  in  the  committee  ascertained  how  far 
this  section  exceeds  the  general  law  in  the 
Companies  Act,  or  whether  it  has  exceeded 
it  at  all  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  have  not  had  this 
particular  Bill  under  consideration  ;  it  came 
before  a  committee  of  which  I  am  not  a 
member.  I  know  that  abuses  at  times  arise 
from  over  capitalization  of  companies,  but 
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there  Is  just  the  danger  that  in  guarding 
against  these  abuses,  you  may  place  res- 
trictions on  an  enterprise  which  cannot  be 
promoted  without  some  such  arrangement 
For  illustration,  take  the  case  of  a  corpor- 
ation being  formed  to  acquire  some  exist- 
ing property.  In  order  to  acquire  that  pro- 
perty they  issue  bonds  probably  of  a  suffi- 
cient amount  or  nearly  so,  to  pay  the  en- 
tire cost  of  acquiring  that  enterprise.  But, 
by  combination,  by  uniting  the  various  in- 
terests, by  improved  arrangements  in  busi- 
ness ;  in  other  words  by  the  application  of 
brains  and  industry  to  the  enterprise,  they 
would  be  able  to  make  that  property  valu- 
able In  the  future,  and  believing  In  that 
they  issue  the  common  stock  which  at  the 
moment  is  not  worth  anything.  It  does  not 
deceive  anybody  because  at  the  time  of  its 
issue  you  could  hardly  sell  a  cartload  of  It 
for  $1,000 ;  but  it  has  a  prospective  value 
provided  the  enterprise  turns  out  as  is 
hoped.  If  you  do  not  allow  the  promoters 
of  an  enterprise  like  that  to  issue  stock 
which  may  have  a  value  in  the  future  and 
which  value  it  will  receive  from  the  in- 
telligence and  industry  of  the  management, 
you  may  not  have  that  enterprise  carried 
on  at  all.  I  know  .that  abuses  have  arisen, 
but  I  would  almost  fear  that  in  attempt- 
ing to  cure  them  we  might  restrict  industry 
and  enterprise.  I  can  conceive  that  It  may 
be  perfectly  legitimate  to  issue  stock  paid- 
up  and  non-assessable  upon  which  a  hundred 
cents  bad  not  been  paid,  and  yet  you  would 
deceive  nobody  because  at  the  moment  of 
issue  it  would  have  no  substantial  value. 
But  it  would  have  a  prospective  value,  and 
that  is  all  that  the  holders  count  on.  If 
through  the  development  of  the  concern  the 
stock  acquires  a  higher  value,  that  is  a  legi- 
timate profit  to  the  people  who  carry  on  the 
enterprise.  I  am  not  denying  that  over- 
capitalization has  led  to  difficulties  ;  but  let 
us  be  careful  that  in  trying  to  apply  a  re- 
medy we  do  not  place  a  restriction  upon 
enterprises  which  but  for  these  facilities 
might  not  be  carried  on  at  all. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Xo  one  can  disupte 
that  there  is  something  in  what  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  says  ;  but  do  not  let  us 
suppose  that  these  people  will  not  get  the 
profit  of  their  brains,  although  the  company 
is  moderately  capitalized.  The  stock  will 
reach  its  higher  value  in  due  course,  and 
those  who  hold  their  stock  will  In  the  end 
get  the  return  of  their  brains  and  industry. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  As  a  rule,  the  men  of 
brains  do  not  possess  the  hundred  cents  to 
pay  on  the  stock. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.   It  is  a  gamble. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  No,  it  is  not  a  gamble. 
It  Is  betting  on  their  intelligence  and  their 
brains. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.   I  think  every  one  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  the  position  of  affairs 
Mr.  FIELDING. 


at  Fort  Francis  will  understand  that  a  very 
large  amount  of  money  Is  required  to  build 
a  dam  and  to  develop  this  work.  The  capital 
stock  is  only  $3,000,000,  which  is  a  very 
moderate  amount  for  the  work  to  be  done. 
Then,  the  borrowing  powers  are  very  limit- 
ed—I think  only  $100,000.  From  the  infor- 
mation I  have,  I  believe  It  is  a  bona  fide 
work.  The  Ontario  government  controls  the 
power  on  this  side  and  the  state  of  Minne- 
sota controls  the  power  on  the  other  side. 
The  Ontario  government  requires  that  fully 
one-half  the  power  developed  must  be  de- 
veloped on  the  Canadian  side,  and  the  state 
of  Minnesota  requires  the  same  on  the  other 
side.  It  is  a  work  of  great  magnitude,  and 
will  employ  a  very  large  amount  of  capital. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  just  spoken  of  the  character  of  this 
work,  and  I  would  like  some  information  as 
to  the  reasons  which  induced  die  committee 
on  private  Bills  to  declare  this  a  work  for 
the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  It  seems 
to  me  a  most  extraordinary  declaration  to 
make  in  regard  to  a  work  of  this  kind.  I 
should  think  this  Bill  ought  to  be  before 
the  Ontario  legislature. 

Mr.  LEIGIITON  MCCARTHY.  It  is  on 
international  water. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  It  Is,  you  do  not 
want  that  declaration,  for  that  is  a  good 
ground  for  jurisdiction.  There  is  no  recital 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill  that  it  is  an  inter- 
national water.  Let  that  be  recited  in  the 
Bill,  and  let  us  proceed  regularly,  and  not 
stultify  ourselves  by  making  a  declaration 
which,  so  far  as  I  can  understand,  cannot 
be  supported  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Rainy  river  is  a  navi- 
gable stream  for  four  hundred  miles. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  should  be  a 
recital  in  the  Bill  setting  forth  the  grounds 
for  this  declaration  that  It  is  a  work  for 
the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  The  Bill 
does  not  set  forth  that  this  is  an  internation- 
al water.  I  for  one  object  very  strongly 
to  the  passage  of  the  Bill  with  the  bald 
declaration  contained  in  it.  The  power  con- 
ferred by  the  British  North  America  Act  of 
declaring  works  to  be  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada  has  been  abused  in  the 
past,  not  only  during  the  administration  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  believe  before 
that  as  well,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to  pass 
without  protest  a  declaration  of  this  kind. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  think  there 
is  much  in  the  observation  of  my  hon.  friend 
tl.nt  the  parliament  of  Canada  has  in  the 
past  been  too  careless  in  seizing  or  usurping 
jurisdiction  by  declaring  works  to  be  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  without 
leaving  some  inquiry  to  Justify  that  declar- 
ation. Nevertheless,  that  practice  has  grown 
up,  and  it  might  not  be  fair  in  the  present 
instance  to  intercept  this  measure  further 
than  by  this  timely  protest,  and  to  direct  the 
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Attention  of  the  committee  and  the 
House  to  the  matter,  so  that  hereafter  ap- 
plicants will  not  think  they  are  meeting  all 
the  requirements  of  the  case  by  simply 
getting  the  committee,  from  good  nature  or 
perhaps  carelessness,  to  do  what  the  facts 
might  not  warrant  I  entirely  approve  of 
the  point — a  point  which  1  raised  many 
years  ago,  in  1883  or  1884,  when  parliament 
practically  seized  jurisdiction  over  all  local 
railways  by  a  sweeping  declaration  without 
any  reference  to  the  question  whether  the 
facts  would  justify  such  a  declaration.  Per- 
haps it  would  be  safe  to  have  such  a  declar- 
ation in  this  Bill.  The  work  itself  is  en- 
tirely within  a  province  except  in  so  far  as 
it  may  be  on  the  waters  of  the  Rainy  river 
and  on  the  south  bank  of  it,  which  is  In  the 
state  of  Minnesota.  It  is  not  a  public  work 
concerning  two  provinces.  It  is  purely  local, 
so  far  as  the  Dominion  is  concerned,  within 
one  province ;  and  if  It  were  held  to  be 
purely  local  as  a  matter  of  law,  and  this 
declaration  were  not  in  the  statute,  then 
the  Act  would  be  a  nullity.  Therefore,  as 
a  matter  of  safety  to  those  who  invest 
capital  in  a  work  purely  local  in  itself,  if 
the  company  is  to  be  incorporated  here,  that 
declaration  would  be  necessary. 

Mr.  BARKER.  To  state  a  falsehood  in 
crder  to  make  It  sure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know 
whether  It  is  a  falsehood  or  not.  I  do  not 
know  anything  of  the  merits  of  this  case. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  stating 
It  fairly  in  suggesting  that  the  declaration 
Is  a  falsehood. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  do  not  see  any  great 
difference  between  stating  what  you  do  not 
know  to  be  true  and  stating  a  falsehood. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know 
why  the  hon.  gentleman  is  so.  excited  over 
this  particular  measure  as  to  use  such  strong 
language.  According  to  my  hon.  friend's 
contention  parliament  has  been  stating 
falsehoods  for  the  last  twenty  years. 

Mr.  BARKER.   It  has. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  This  is  the 
iirst  time  I  have  heard  an  hon.  member  so 
express  himself.  I  think  the  point  is  well 
taken,  and  I  think  this  discussion  will  be 
very  helpful  in  preventing  the  abuse  of  this 
power  in  future.  We  should  recognize  the 
jurisdiction  of  each  legislature  of  this  Do- 
minion and  should  not  assume  that  jurisdic- 
tion by  this  method  unless  the  facts  warrant 
It.  But  It  does  not  follow,  because  the  com- 
mittee has  not  reported  the  circumstances, 
that  this  declaration  is  a  falsehood.  My  hon. 
f i  iend  assumes  It  to  be  a  falsehood,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  fair  inference  to  draw. 
He  says  the  case  has  not  been  proven,  and 
therefore  It  is  a  falsehood.  We  do  not  know 
what  was  proven  before  the  committee. 
Statements  were  made,  I  presume,  as  Is 


always  the  case,  and  the  committee,  being 
satisfied  with  those  statements,  has  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  and  given  a  judgment.  We 
have  not  the  evidence,  we  do  not  know  from 
what  statements  or  on  what  information 
the  committee  arrived  at  that  conclusion. 
I  would  like  my  hon.  friend  to  say  upon 
what  ground,  so  far  as  he  knows,  he  makes 
the  statement  that  this  declaration  is  a  false 
one. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  appreciate  some  of  • 
the  remarks  of  the  Postmaster  General,  but 
when  he  points  to  the  Acts  of  this  parlia- 
ment in  the  past  with   regard  to  rail- 
ways  

Sir  WILLIAM   MULOCK.     And  other 
works. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  particularly 
dealing  with  railways.  When  you  point  to 
Acts  affecting  railways,  you  come  into  a 
different  class  of  undertakings  from  this.  A 
railway  is  exercising  what  has  been  de- 
scribed by  eminent  authorities  as  govern- 
mental  or  public  functions.  You  might  con- 
ceive very  good  reasons  why  parliament 
should  declare  a  railway  to  be  a  work  for 
the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  although 
situated  wholly  within  one  province.  But 
when  you  come  to  an  undertaking  of  this 
kind,  which  is  purely  of  a  manufacturing 
and  commercial  character,  a  company  not 
invested  with  any  public  or  governmental 
function,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ob- 
serve, and  when  you  declare  that  to 
be  a  work  for  the  general  advantage  of 
Canada,  although  in  reality  it  is  an  ordin- 
ary commercial  and  manufacturing  enter- 
prise undertaken  for  the  purpose  of  gain, 
it  seems  to  me  we  are  not  justified  in  mak- 
ing such  a  declaration.  I  would  like  to 
know  the  reasons  which  induced  the  Com- 
mittee on  Private  Bills  to  declare  this  un- 
dertaking to  be  a  work  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada.  I  must  say  that  at  the 
present  time  I  cannot  conceive  any  reasons, 
valid  to  my  mind,  which  could  have  induced 
them  to  make  that  declaration,  and.  as  I 
have  already  said,  if  there  are  grounds  for 
our  jurisdiction,  they  should  be  recited  in 
the  preamble  of  the  measure.  We  should 
not,  without  reciting  such,  simply  declare, 
without  some  explanation,  that  this  work 
of  an  ordinary  commercial  and  manufac- 
turing character,  undertaken  for  private 
gain,  is  a  work  for  the  general  advantage 
of  Canada. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  do  not  take 
exception  to  what  my  hon.  friend  says.  I 
think  he  and  I  view  such  legislation  from 
the  same  standpoint  and  in  the  same  spirit 
It  could  be  argued  that  every  enterprise  of 
this  kind,  though  purely  local,  is  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada.  It  is  to  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  that  a  manu- 
facturing institution  should  establish  itself 
in  a  province.  I  do  not  say  this  is  within 
the  meaning  of  the  British  North  America 
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Act.  but  nevertheless  the  committee  may  be 
satisfied  It  Is  ;  they  are  the  ones  to  con- 
strue the  meaning  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  in  regard  to  a  company  ;  and 
If,  in  their  conception  of  the  meaning  of 
the  British  North  America  Act.  they  are 
satisfied  that  a  work  of  this  kind  is  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada,  I  do  not 
know  that  we  are  warranted  in  saying  that 
the  committee  is  wrong. 

Mr.  BARKER.  We  are  the  people  who 
are  saying  that  it  is  for  the  general  advant- 
age of  Canada. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  At  the  same 
time,  I  wish  to  observe  that  every  year 
similar  legislation  is  passed.  You  will  find 
on  the  statute-book  Dominion  charters  to 
persons  to  carry  on  business  in  a  province 
without  reference  to  any  locality  at  all ; 
and  yet  over  and  over  again  we  have  given 
Dominion  charters  here ;  there  is  not  a 
session  gone  by  since  I  have  been  in  parlia- 
ment that  such  legislation  has  not  passed, 
and  this  is  the  first  time — it  may  have  oc- 
curred before— but  this  is  the  first  time  in 
my  experience  that  this  procedure  has  been 
challenged  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  have  challenged 
it  before. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  may  have 
been  challenged  in  committee.  At  all  events, 
this  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  It  chal- 
lenged. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  challenged 
it  over  and  over  again — in  the  committee 
and  in  this  House — with  respect  to  works 
that  I  think  would  Justify  the  declaration 
very  much  better  than  the  present  one.  But 
I  cannot  recall  at  this  moment  that  this 
declaration  ever  has  been  made  before  by 
this  parliament  with  respect  to  an  under- 
taking such  as  this.  Of  course,  I  realize 
how  defective  one's  memory  is  with  regard 
to  these  matters  ;  I  would  not  speak  with 
positiveness,  but  at  the  present  moment  I 
cannot  recall  any  instance  where  that  de- 
claration has  been  made  with  regard  to  au 
undertaking  of  this  character.  Does  my 
hon.  friend  remember  an  instance  V 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.    I  do  not  re- 
member any  instance,  because  I  have  not 
been  following  closely  private  Bill  legisla- 
tion.   But  I  am  warranted  in  saying  that 
you  will  not  find  any  session  for  many  years 
in  which  there  has  not  been  similar  legis- 1 
latlon  and  declarations  in  respect  to  works  | 
that  are  in  their  nature  essentially  local,  j 
but  which  parliament  has  declared  to  be  . 
for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  Whilst 
I  quite  approve  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  , 
attitude,  he  will  observe  that  this  discussion  i 
Itself  may  remedy  this  very  practice,  with- 1 
out  our  having  in  this  instance  stopped  the  1 
measure. 

Mr.  LEIGHTON  MCCARTHY.  Does  it  I 
not  occur  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  ' 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


that  we  are  not  given  power  to  legislate  at 
all  in  this  House  with  regard  to  these  mat- 
ters unless  they  are  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada  ?  That  is  the  basis  of 
our  legislative  authority,  that  there  must  be 
a  declaration  that  the  work  is  for  the  gen- 
eral advantage  of  Canada.  Now  if  that 
declaration  is  not  true,  we  should  not  pass 
the  legislation  at  all,  it  would  be  local  legis- 
lation. The  question  whether  it  is  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  involves  the 
question  whether  the  jurisdiction  to  legis- 
late is  vested  in  this  parliament  or  not.  We 
are  legislating  in  regard  to  an  international 
water.  I  have  never  personally  ilooked 
into  the  question  of  an  international  water, 
but  I  have  in  regard  to  the  question  of  an 
interprovincial  water,  and  the  conclusion  I 
came  to  with  regard  to  the  Restigouche 
river,  for  instance,  between  Quebec  and 
New  Brunswick,  was  that  the  two  provinces 
have  no  right  to  legislate  even  to  the  centre 
of  the  river  so  as  to  cross  it,  but  if  Quebec 
gave  a  charter  to  a  company  covering  half 
the  river  and  New  Brunswick  gave  a  charter 
covering  the  other  half,  they  would  be 
legislating  within  the  powers  of  section  98, 
I  think  it  is.  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  or  a  subsection.  I  know  nothing  about 
this  case,  except  that  these  people  are  large 
holders  of  timber  limits  that  were  purchased 
at  an  Ontario  sale,  I  think,  a  year  ago  last 
December.  We  are  now  legislating  in  re- 
gard to  an  international  water,  in  respect 
of  which  the  province  has  no  authority  at 
all.  We  had  that  question  discussed  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  in  regard  to  the  St. 
Clair  river,  when  it  was  sought  to  run  a 
natural  gas  pipe  under  that  river,  and  my 
recollection  of  that  discussion  is  that  the 
consensus  of  legal  opinion  was  that  the 
jurisdiction  giving  the  right  to  run  that  gas 
pipe  under  the  river  was  in  the  Dominion. 
Now,  if  that  is  so  in  that  case,  it  is  much 
more  so  In  this  case,  where  this  company, 
in  order  to  ptotect  the  works  they  are  going 
to  erect  upon  that  river,  have  to  get,  not 
only  federal  legislation  in  Canada,  but  also 
federal  leave  for  legislation  in  the  United 
States.  The  works  they  are  going  to  erect 
there  are  very  expensive  and  very  large, 
so  that  these  people  who  are  going  to  in- 
vest their  money  in  those  works  want  'to  be 
certain  that  their  title  cannot  be  upset  by  a 
legal  quibble.  Therefore,  upon  that  state- 
ment of  fact,  that  this  river  is  an  interna- 
tional river,  is  a  navigable  river,  in  regard 
to  which,  I  think,  beyond  the  shadow  of  a 
doubt  federal  jurisdiction  has  exclusive 
power,  this  company  would  be  very  ill- 
advised  and  wanting  in  judgment  if  they 
did  not  get  from  the  federal  power  leave 
and  license  to  erect  such  large  and  expen- 
sive works  as  are  in  contemplation  at  that 
river. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  made  myself  clear  to  my  hon.  friend 
in  discussing  this  matter  before.  It  seems 
to  me,  that  if  what  he  states  now  is  correct, 
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it  is  the  best  argument  against  clause  1  of 
the  Bill.  If  he  is  correct,  our  Jurisdiction  de- 
pends not  on  this  declaration,  but  on  the  facts 
as  they  are.  Yet,  according  to  the  Bill  we  are 
legislating  in  this  matter,  not  because  these 
are  international  waters  but  because  we 
declare  this  to  be  a  work  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada,  that  declaration  be- 
ing necessary  to  give  us  the  jurisdiction 
only  where  there  is  no  such  state  of  facts 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  forward. 
When  that  was  suggested,  speaking  with- 
out a  very  clear  recollection  of  the.  pro- 
vinces of  the  British  North  America'  Act 
in  that  regard,  I  conceded  that  the  fact 
that  these  were  International  waters  might 
give  us  Jurisdiction  at  least  as  to  a  part  of 
the  Bill,— I  do  not  know  that  it  would  give 
us  jurisdiction  as  to  all  Its  provisions ;  I 
would  doubt  that  so  far  as  I  have  given  the 
matter  consideration.  What  I  did  urge,  and 
will  urge,  is  that  if  that  is  the  basis  of  our 
jurisdiction,  It  should  be  so  recited  in  the 
statute  in  order  that  we  may  not  have  this 
statute  quoted  hereafter  as  a  precedent  for 
declaring  works  to  be  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada  which  are  not  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  according  to ; 
the  meaning  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  but  are  simply  local  enterprises,  or- 
dinary commercial  and  manufacturing  en- 
terprises, undertaken  and  carried  on  in  one 
province  only  and  for  the  purpose  of  gain. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.   I  have  been  here 
night  after  night  watching  the  proceedings 
in  relation  to  these  private  Bills,  and  I  have 
noticed  that  we  have  not  the  advantage  of  i 
the  presence  of  either  the  Minister  of  Jus- 1 
tice  or  the  Solicitor  General. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  generally  complains 
that  there  are  too  many  lawyers  here. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  When  these  pri- 
vate Bills  are  under  consideration,  we  ought 
to  have  at  least  one  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  here  to  advise  the  House.  Yet, 
night  after  night,  we  have  these  questions 
coming  up  and  no  one  to  speak  for  the  gov- 
ernment from  a  legal  point  of  view.  When 
the  Minister  of  Justice  is  not  here  the 
Solicitor  General  ought  to  be  here  and  give 
us  the  benefit  of  his  advice. 

The  hour  for  private  Bills  having  ex- 
pired. House  resumed  In  Committee  of 
Supply. 

SUPPLY. 

Lighthouse  and  coast  service — maintenance 
and  repairs  to  lighthouses  and  lightships,  $500,- 
000. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  pro- 
mise that,  at  Parry  Sound,  in  the  event 
of  his  going  on  with  this  work  for  the 
manufacture  of  gas  at  that  poiu£  the  land 
will  be  purchased  by  advertisement  ?  In 


other  words  that  he  will  ask  for  a  certain 
amount  of  land  abutting  on  the  bay,  or 
does  he  propose  to  purchase  from  whom  he 
pleases  at  whatever  price  he  pleases  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  1  can  only  say 
that  1  will  do  the  best  I  can  to  secure  the 
best  site  under  the  best  conditions  possible. 
If  we  cannot  find  a  site  at  Parry  Sound, 
we  will  go  to  Parry  Harbour,  Collingwood 
or  some  other  place  In  that  region. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  please 
say  who  has  the  buoy  service  from  Depot 
Harbour  up  and  what  is  the  price  and  for 
what  term— I  mean  the  placing  of  the 
buoys? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Captain  Clark 
performs  this  service,  at  $2,600,  for  one 
year. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Were  tenders  asked  for, 
and  were  any  other  tenders  received? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed 
that  Captain  Clark  has  had  the  contract 
for  a  number  of  years.  And  when  it  was 
given  nobody  else  would  take  It.  It  had 
been  continued  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  the  fact  that  accord- 
ing to  the  Auditor  General's  Report  of  last 
year  the  contract  was  let  at  $1,595.  I  ask 
the  minister  again  whether  any  other  ten- 
ders were  received  besides  that  of  Captain 
Clark? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Other  buoys  were 
added,  and  that  made  the  price  higher.  The 
new  arrangement  was  submitted  to  Colonel 
Anderson,  the  chief  engineer  of  the  depart- 
ment, and  he  recommended  it  as  fair  and 
reasonable. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  Is,  Instead  of  ten- 
ders being  called  for  an  offer  was  made  by 
Captain  Clark  and  the  department  consider- 
ing that  It  was  fair  accepted  it.  And  no 
other  tenders  were  received  by  the  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    No.  - 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  seems  very  strange 
that  the  year  before  the  price  was  $1,595, 
and  now  the  minister  had  advanced  it  to 
$2,000.  I  ask  the  minister  again  if  any  ten- 
ders were  received  besides  that  of  Captain 
Clark. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  had  the  information 
that  a  gentleman  named  Galna  tendered  for 
the  same  work  at  $1,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  officer  In 
charge,  Mr.  G.  F.  Fraser,  informs  me  that 
there  was  no  such  tender. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Was  any  offer  made  by 
Mr.  Galna,  or  by  any  firm  of  which  he  Is 
a  member  ? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  It  seems  an  extraor- 
dinary thing  that  the  price  should  now  be 
$2,600,  when  it  was  only  $1,595  last  year, 
and  that  the  increase  was  made  without 
being  called  for;— because  the  minister  says 
that,  instead  of  calling  for  tenders  an  offer 
was  submitted  by  Captain  Clark  and,  owing 
to  some  official  of  the  department  approving 

of  it,  that  offer  was  taken. 

* 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  sort.  What  I  said  was  that 
the  price  was  advanced  from  $1,595  to  $2,- 
600  on  the  recommendation  of  the  chief  en- 
gineer of  the  department.  Colonel  Ander- 
son, because  four  gas  buoys  were  added. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Well  then,  the  minister 
states  that,  owing  to  some  buoys  being 
added,  the  price  was  advanced  from  less 
than  $1,600  to  $2,600  without  any  tender 
being  called  for? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  It  is  not 
customary  to  do  it 

Mr.  BENNETT.   To  call  for  tenders  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Where  a  man  has 
been  doing  work  for  a  number  of  years  in 
a  most  satisfactory  manner,  and  the  en- 
gineer of  the  department  recommends  that, 
on  account  of  the  Increased  number  of 
buoys  he  should  receive  a  certain  amount 
in  access  of  what  he  has  received,  It  has 
been  the  custom  of  the  department  for  thirty 
years  past  to  carry  out  that  recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  My  Information  is  right 
then,  and  the  minister  and  I  agree  except 
as  to  the  offer  of  Mr.  Oalna.  And  I  will 
take  Mr.  Ualna's  word  that  he  offered  to 
do  that  work  for  $1,000.  Did  Mr,  Galna 
even  make  an  offer,  as  no  tenders  were 
called  for,  at  $1,000  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  Informed  it 
was  not. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  Informed  by  Mr. 
Galna  that  that  was  the  case.  He  is  now 
a  member  in  the  local  legislature  and  from 
what  I  know  of  him  I  will  take  his  word. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Do  you  want  me 
to  take  his  word  in  preference  to  the  word 
of  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  service  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  do  not  want  you  to,  I 
will  take  Mr.  Galna's,  and  you  can  take 
your  officers,  and  in  the  town  of  Parry 
Sound  his  word  will  be  taken  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  minister's  administration 
of  his  department  is  such  that  it  is  not  ex- 
pected it  will  be  on  the  lines  of  fair  play. 
The  '  Bayfield  *  goes  continually  into  Parry 
Sound  and  it  is  a  notorious  fact  that  that 
vessel  was  given  to  a  party  friend  there  for 
$3,000. 

Mr.  BENNETT. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  You  had  better 
read  the  '  Hansard.' 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Every  one  knows  that 
a  steamer  was  given  for  $3,000  that  was 
worth  $6,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No  one  would  be- 
lieve that. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  admit  the  minister 
has  a  trying  position  to  fill.  He  has  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Postmaster  General  who  will 
not  ask  for  tenders  for  mail  services,  and 
who,  when  a  mail  contract  Is  up,  as  was 
shown  in  an  answer  which  I  obtained  yes- 
terday, raised  a  contract  that  had  been  at 
$120  to  $156  without  calling  for  tenders, 
and  no  one  expects  straightforward  dealing 
in  every  or  any  other  department. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  What  does  the  minister 
propose  to  do  about  that  contract  ?  Is  he 
going  to  advance  Clark  next  year  $100  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  think  the  minister  does 
not.  The  stress  of  party  exigencies  will 
control  his  course. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Do  you  know  what 
you  will  do  next  year  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  If  I  were  administer- 
ing the  department  I  would  have  an  idea  ? 
I  would  have  an  idea  that  the  business 
would  be  conducted  straightforward  and 
above  board.  Of  course  the  minister  has 
to  live  up  to  his  reputation  as  given  by  the 
'Herald'  and  'Witness,'  that  he  will  be 
crooked. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Have  I  lost  my 
reputation  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  With  the  Montreal  'Wit- 
ness '  and  the  Montreal  '  Herald,'  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture's  paper,  but  not  with 
your  party  friends.  I  find  the  department 
purchased  at  Collingwood  twelve  boats  and 
equipment  costing  $916.66.  Were  tenders 
asked  for  this  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  What  kind  of 
boats  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  As  the  minister  con- 
ducts the  department  I  do  not  suppose  he 
knows  or  that  his  officers  ejther,  know.  It 
says  Watts  &  Sons.  Collingwood;  boats.  12, 
$852 ;  oars,  21,  $50.40;  sundries,  $12.04, 
$914.44.    Were  tenders  asked  for  this  item? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Those  boats  were 
bought  in  the  regular  way  according  to 
the  market  price  for  the  service  of  light- 
houses. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  know  that  is  the  re- 
gular way  in  the  minister's  department,  but 
not  in  the  business  world. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
opinion. 


It  Is  a  matter  of  partment  to  give  tne  contract  to  the  party 
holding  it  as  a  matter  of  course. 


Mr.  BENNETT.    Were  tenders  called? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  want  to  ask  the  min- 
ister why  he  goes  to  Marine  city  In  Michi- 
gan, and  purchases  a  boat  there  tor  $116. 
My  hon.  friend  from  North  Simcoe  should 
see  that  he  keeps  bis  patronage  in  Colllng- 
wood. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Because  we  thought 
proper  I  suppose. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  is  a  good  answer 
from  the  minister;  that  is  about  the  answer 
I  would  expect.  The  minister  of  course  can 
carry  things  on  with  a  high  hand,  but  he 
will  some  time  have  to  go  to  the  electors. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  Just  come 
back  from  the  electors  and  they  have  re- 
turned me  by  over  2,000. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  minister  knows 
that  I  went  before  the  electors  and  I  ex- 
posed the  '  Bayfield '  deal  before  the  elect- 
ors, and  the  deal  In  regard  to  the  western 
islands  whereby  you  gave  $2,000  or  $3,000 
worth  of  timber  to  a  party  friend. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Address  the 
chair. 

Mr.  BENNETT.    Here  is  a  rustic. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.   Here  is  a  chump. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  recognize  you  as  such. 
Mr.  Chairman,  1  would  say  through  you 
that  I  exposed  these  matters  to  the  people 
and  although  even  the  Prime  Minister 
came  up  to  my  riding  I  am  here.  I  am  go- 
ing to  ask  the  minister  again,  does  he  pro- 
pose to  call  tor  tenders  in  regard  to  the 
buoy  service  up  there  or  does  he  propose 
to  live  up  to  his  reputation. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  going  to 
live  up  to  the  reputation  which  has  been 
approved  by  the  electors  of  Quebec  in  my 
county  by  2,500. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  He  gets  awful  black 
eyes  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  do  not  care. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  like  to  go  up  to  Ontario  for  an 
election  now.  They  have  a  couple  of  min- 
isters on  the  tenter  hooks  who  would  not 
care  much  about  going  up  to  Ontario.  Are 
you  going  to  give  large  contracts  in  this 
way  for  buoy  service  at  enormous  figures 
and  yet  not  allow  any  competition.  The 
minister  will  outvie  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral if  it  be  publicly  advertised  that 
the  public  money  is  to  be  expended  in  vain 
and  without  tenders. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  understood  the  minister 
to  say  that  it  was  the  practice  of  the  de- 


In  some  cases  ; 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
not  all  the  time. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Iu  some  cases  ?  I  would 
like  to  know  where  the  hon.  gentleman  Is 
going  to  draw  the  line,  when  he  has  got 
an  instance  like  this  where  a  man  had  a 
contract  for  $1,000  but  demanded  $2,600  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  On  account  of  the 
increased  number  of  buoys.  There  was  an 
increase  of  four. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  man  demanded  an 
increase  of  65  per  cent  and  the  only  ex- 
planation that  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  is 
that  it  Is  a  usual  thing.  Now  I  think  If 
that  is  the  usual  thing  in  government  de- 
partments  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Iu  special  cases-. 

Mr.  BARKER— I  do  not  care  when  the 
practice  commenced,  I  do  not  care  whether 
It  began  twenty  years  ago  or  fifty  years 
ago,  the  sooner  it  stops  the  better. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  In  the  buoy  service, 
there  Is  an  item,  F.  Scott,  Colllngwood, 
$830,  were  tenders  asked  In  this  case  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  carry 
these  things  in  my  head.  My  officers  can- 
not do  it  either,  so  I  shall  ask  that  at  some 
future  discussion  I  may  be  allowed  to  pro- 
duce the  contracts.  I  shall  give  the  infor- 
mation with  pleasure.  Going  back  again 
I  would  say  that  no  one  would  take  that 
contract  at  any  price  because  they  bad  not 
the  proper  plan.  It  was  continued  from 
year  to  year  and  as  the  number  of  buoys 
increased  a  calculation  was  made  of  the 
value  of  the  services  to  be  rendered.  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it  personally,  I  was 
In  Quebec  and  I  never  saw  Captain  Clark. 
I  relied  on  the  chief  engineer  of  the  depart- 
ment and  if  he  has  misinformed  me,  he  is 
responsible.  I  am  responsible  to  the  House 
and  I  will  make  inquiries  and  if  there  Is 
anything  wrong  about  it  I  will  remedy  it. 
I  would  be  the  first  to  accede  to  any  rea- 
sonable suggestion  that  is  made  to  remedy 
an  abuse,  and  1  do  not  know  why  I  should 
meet  with  all  of  this  abuse. 


Nobody  is  abusing  the 


Mr.  BENNETT, 
minister. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  And  my  reputa- 
tion put  at  stake,  statements  that  a  certain 
paper  in  Montreal  has  given  me  a  bad  repu- 
tation, &c.  What  do  I  care  about  it?  Sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  called  by  a 
paper  a  thief,  robber,  sneak  or  anything  else. 
What  does  he  care  about  it?  I  do  not  care 
about  these  things;  I  come  before  the  pub- 
lic and  face  the  public  and  explain  the  situ- 
ation, and  if  my  electors  are  not  satisfied 
with  me  they  can  keep  me  at  home,  but  that 
is  not  what  they  have  done  for  the  past 
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thirty  years.  This  is  what  they  have  done 
since  I  have  been  here:  They  elected  me 
not  only  in  my  native  county  of  Chambly, 
but  also  in  Maisonneuve  In  1896.  In  1900 
I  was  elected  in  Maisonneuve  and  also  in 
Terrebonne,  which  was  carved  out  of  a  Tory 
constituency,  and  I  carried  it  by  1,000. 
While  still  a  candidate  in  Maison- 
neuve I  went  back  to  the  county  of 
Terrebonne,  which  had  not  been  represented 
by  a  Liberal  for  37  years,  and  I  carried  that 
county.  'I  was  elected  for  two  counties. 
Does  that  go  to  show  that  the  insinuations 
which  are  made  against  me  are  usually  well 
founded  and  that  my  reputation  cannot  com- 
pare with  the  reputation  of  any  respectable 
man  in  this  Canada  of  ours? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  have  always  sympa- 
thized with  the  hon.  minister. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  want 
your  sympathy. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Sometimes  we  hnve 
things  thrust  upon  us.  Sometimes  greatness 
is  thrust  upon  some  persons,  but  the  hon. 
minister  has  never  had  greatness  thrust  up- 
on him  yet.  I  do  not  assail  the  hon.  min- 
ister. It  was  the  Montreal  'Herald'  and 
'Witness'  that  assailed  him.  It  was  his  col- 
league the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture  (Mr. 
Fisher),  because  the  'Herald'  is  his  Journal. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  beg  to  denv  that 
it  Is  the  Journal  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BARKER.  It  is  his  brother's  Jour- 
nal. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Is  it  possible  for 
auy  one  to  know  what  his  brothers  and  his 
cousins  and  his  sister  are  doing? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  When  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Agriculture  was  charged  in  this  House 
with  stabbing  my  hon.  friend  in  the  back 
his  statement  of  defence  was  that  he  had 
transferred  his  stock  in  this  Journal  to  his 
brother. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Therefore,  he  was 
not  responsible. 

Mr  BENNETT.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  love  lost  between  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  beg  pardon,  we 
are  on  the  best  of  terms  and  we  are  the  best 
of  friends. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  have  no  doubt  that  up 
to  the  day  before  the  hon.  ex-Minister  of  the  ] 
Interior  gave  out  his  announcement  these! 
hon.  gentlemen  would  all  have  claimed  to  1 
be  brothers  together.  It  is  a  case  of  haugiug ! 
together. 


Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON, 
laughing  at  you. 

Mr.  PREFO.N'TAIXE. 


The  galleries  arc 


Mr.  BENNETT.  The  hon.  member  for 
Cape  Breton  (Mr.  Johnston)  says  they  are 
laughing  at  me.  Perhaps  it  is  at  himself; 
perhaps  it  is  at  seeing  a  freak  in  the  House. 
As  long  as  I  am  in  this  House  and  as  long  as 
the  hon.  minister  or  any  other  minister  is 
administering  that  department  and  when- 
ever I  believe  there  are  good  grounds  for 
criticism  I  will  discuss  and  criticise  his  ad- 
ministration, whether  It  be  In  regard  to  the 
buoy  service,  the  purchasing  of  boats  or  be 
it  what  it  may.  The  hon.  minister  is  not  do- 
ing what  be  should  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  in  giving  to  this  Captain  Clark, 
who  is  a  friend  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite, this  contract  at  this  price.  To  the 
statement  that  no  one  else  is  capable  of  tak- 
ing charge  of  this  work,  I  would  say  that 
Captain  Galna,  who  is  the  owner  of  one  or 
two  tugs,  is  just  as  capable  of  doing  that 
work  as  Captain  Clark  Is.  Let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  minister  to  the  fact 
that  Captain  Galna  offered  to  do  this  work 
for  $1,000  and  that  there  Is  no  warrant  at 
all  for  the  hon.  minister  increasing  the  price 
from  |1,600  to  $2,600.  Will  the  hon.  minister 
say  how  many  buoys  have  been  added  to 
the  Parry  Sound  service? 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Before  the  hon. 
minister  answers  that  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bennett),  who  has 
bten  criticising  without  discrimination  the 
administration  of  the  Marine  Department 
with  the  desire  of  making  people  believe 
that  something  is  being  done  that  should 
not  be  done,  and  who  has  evidently  been 
speaking  for  the  benefit  of  people  who  are 
supposed  to  be  the  builders  of  certain  boats, 
if  he  can  produce  an  item  In  the  Auditor 
General's  Report  showing  that  W.  Watts  & 
Sons  did  not  give  full  value  for  what  they 
were  paid?  If  there  is  no  charge  of  that 
character  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  bound 
to  confess  that  the  item  is  right,  bis  critic- 
ism is  entirely  factious.  Then,  I  ask  him 
the  same  question  as  to  Captain  Scott's  con- 
tract in  regard  to  the  buoys.  It  is  well 
known  in  Collingwood  that  Captain  Scott 
has  been  performing  that  service  for  a  great 
many  years.  Whether  there  have  been  ten- 
ders or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  have  never 
heard  a  word  of  complaint  about  the  way 
in  which  lie  did  his  duties.  He  is  the  very 
l>est  man  for  the  job.  Has  the  hon.  gentle- 
man any  information  from  Collingwood  or 
the  vicinity  that  he  has  not  performed  the 
service  properly  or  that  he  has  been  paid 
too  much?  If  he  has  not  that  information, 
again  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  critic- 
ism is  factious  and  that  it  is  made  with  the 
intention  of  creating  the  suspicion  that  some- 
thing is  being  done  that  ought  not  to  be 
done.  If  he  has  not  that  information,  it 
must  be  a  purely  Imaginary  charge  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  a  wrong  Impression  In 
the  minds  of  the  public. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  How  many  buoys  are 
in  the  Parry  Sound  service? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Eight  gas  buoys, 
12  spar  buoys  and  4  buoys  added,  making 
24. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Slmcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy), 
who  seems  to  be  very  much  perturbed,  I  can 
only  say  that  my  only  complaint  Is  that  the 
hon.  minister  has  seen  fit  to  go  to  Marine 
city  and  purchase  a  boat  for  $116.  I  think 
that  boats  for  the  use  of  the  lighthouse  ser- 
vice can  be  manufactured  In  Colllngwood, 
and  if  they  cannot  be  manufactured  there 
I  know  many  places  where  they  can  be.  I 
think  that  boats  for  the  service  of  the  de- 
partment should  be  purchased  in  Canada 
without  going  to  Marine  city,  and  I  think  it 
is  a  fair  cause  of  complaint  that  the  hon. 
minister  did  go  to  the  United  States  to  make 
such  a  purchase  as  this.  My  hon.  friend 
from  North  Slmcoe  and  I,  perhaps,  do  not 
see  eye  to  eye  In  this  matter.  As  to  the  bill 
of  Watts  &  Sons,  $914,  there  are  other  boat 
builders  at  Colllngwood,  and  when  $900 
worth  of  boats  are  purchased  tenders  should 
be  asked  for  in  the  open  market.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  the  class  of  boats 
purchased,  and  I  am  not  In  a  position  to 
complain  of  them.  Then,  as  to  Captain 
Scott's  contract,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that 
tenders  should  be  called  for  this  service  and 
whoever  is  prepared  to  do  It  satisfactorily 
at  the  lowest  price  should  have  the  contract. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Were  tenders  called  for 
previously  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Tenders  have  been  called 
for  the  buoy  service  repeatedly,  although  I 
will  not  say  so  in  the  Colllngwood  case. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  They  were  never  call- 
ed for  In  your  time. 

Mr.  L.  6.  MCCARTHY.  As  to  the  case 
In  which  the  hon.  gentleman  seeks  his  justi- 
fication I  agree  with  him.  I  do  not  want 
to  see  boats  bought  outside  of  Canada. 
There  are  boats  of  all  kinds  made  in  Colllng- 
wood and  I  want  to  see  them  purchased  In 
Canada  whenever  they  can  be  purchased 
here.  But,  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman's 
criticisms  In  regard  to  the  Watts  and  Scott 
accounts,  are  not  justified,  that  they  are 
factious  and  that  they  are  made  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  a  wrong  Impression  in 
the  minds  of  the  public. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Would  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Bennett)  give  me  the  page 
of  the  Auditor  General's  Report  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.    Page  P-54. 

Thomas  Langell,  Marine  City,  Michigan,  1 
boat,  $116. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  if  that  boat  had  been  procured  in  Can- 
ada It  would  not  have  been  bought  else- 
where because  my  Instructions  to  the  dep- 
artment are  to  give  the  preference  at  all 
times  to  Canadians. 


Mr.  BENNETT.  The  hon.  minister  will 
see  that  while  he  has  increased  the  buoy 
service  20  per  cent,  there  having  been  four 
buoys  added,  he  has  Increased  the  price 
paid  the  contractor  by  about  65  per  cent 
What  is  the  explanation  of  that  ?  I  am 
going  to  ask  the  hon.  minister  another  ques- 
tion about  his  department  at  Midland.  Can 
the  hon.  minister  explain  why  two  decent 
range  lights  were  sent  there  to  be  placed 
on  the  hill  by  the  department  and  a  day  or 
so  after  they  were  brought  there  and  the 
freight  paid  on  them  they  were  sent  back 
and  two  miserable  electric  lights  were  put 
in  their  places?  What  Influence  was  brought 
to  bear  to  bring  about  that  result  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  information, 
as  far  as  I  can  gather  it  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, is  that  it  was  decided  afterwards  to 
use  electric  light  as  being  more  powerful. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  can  tell  the  min- 
ister that  the  principal  men  in  this 
Midland  Electric  Light  Company  were 
friends  of  the  Liberals,  and  when  two 
splendid  range  lights  were  brought  there  to 
be  placed  on  top  of  the  hill  to  light 
the  harbour  and  to  keep  vessels  from 
going  on  the  shoal  in  the  middle  of  the  bay, 
such  influences  were  brought  to  bear  on  the 
department  that  these  two  splendid  lamps 
were  shipped  back  and  in  place  of  them  two 
little  flickering  electric  lights  were  left  on 
the  hill.  The  result  Is  that  boats  have  been 
piled  up  on  that  shoal.  Thousands  and 
thousands  of  dollars  have  been  spent  in  Mid- 
land harbour  for  private  uses  when  one- 
twentieth  or  one-fiftieth  part  of  the  same 
money  would  remove  this  dangerous  shoal ; 
however  that  is  in  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  not  in  the  Department  of  Marine. 
Some  officer  in  the  Department  of  Marine 
reported  that  these  two  splendid  lights 
should  be  placed  on  the  bill  as  beacons  and 
after  they  had  been  brought  there,  the  in- 
fluence of  the  party  friends  was  so  great 
that  for  tills  miserable  $50  a  year  that  re- 
sulted to  the  electric  light  company,  the 
lamps  were  sent  back  and  the  small  electric 
lights  substituted. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  How  long  ago 
was  that  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.   Three  years  ago. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Has  the  corpor- 
ation of  Midland  taken  over  the  electric 
light  plant  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Yes,  but  it  did  not  have 
the  electric  light  substituted  for  the  lamps. 
I  appeal  to  the  minister  to  do  away  with 
these  electric  lights  and  have  the  lamps 
placed  there  again. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  more  con- 
fidence in  the  officers  of  my  department  than 
in  the  mere  say  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  If 
the  chief  engineer  decides  that  these  two 
electric  lamps  render  better  service  than  the 
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two  other  lamps  I  will  not  put  my  judgment 
against  bis. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Does  the  minister  rely 
on  the  officer  who  reported  that  these  lamps 
should  be  put  there,  and  had  them  sent 
there  and  the  freight  paid  on  them,  and  then 
have  them  removed  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  should  think  that  the 
minister  would  have  very  little  confidence 
in  such  an  officer  who  ordered  the  lamps 
there  and  then  had  them  sent  away  again. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  but  he  does  not  know 
it.  If  the  lamps  were  sent  there  to  be  in- 
stalled and  if  the  officer  changed  his  mind 
on  an  offer  being  made,  and  found  that  the 
electric  lights  were  better,  I  will  abide  by 
his  judgment  every  day,  every  hour  and 
every  minute  in  preference  to  the  word  of 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  minister  admits  that 
the  lamps  were  sent  there  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  never  denied  it. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  have  been  informed  by 
men  who  are  in  a  position  to  know  that  the 
lamps  sent  there  at  first  were  suitable  for 
the  purpose.  To-day  the  result  is  that  the 
looking  at  that  hill  you  are  unable  to  tell 
which  are  the  range  lights  and  which  are 
the  ordinary  lights  of  the  town,  and  the 
ccnsequenee  is  that  boats  have  been  piled 
up  on  that  shoal,  while  if  the  large  lamps 
had  been  there  the  casualties  would  not 
have  happened. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  no  such 
report  in  the  department ;  it  is  pure  inven- 
tion. I  would  like  to  know  whose  opinion 
am  I  going  to  take.  Am  I  going  to  take 
the  opinion  of  my  officer  or  am  I  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  run 
my  department  ?  I  have  Colonel  Anderson 
who  has  been  there  for  thirty  years,  Mr. 
J.  F.  Fraser  and  Mr.  B.  Fraser  all  good 
officials,  and  am  I  going  to  cast  aside  the 
opinion  of  these  officers  and  let  the  member 
for  East  Simcoe  run  the  Department  of 
Marine  ?  If  I  did  that  I  would  be  discredit- 
ed as  a  minister. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Which  of  these  officers 
reported  that  the  lamps  should  be  sent 
there  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  three 
officers  In  that  service  and  I  cannot  remem- 
ber which  one  of  them  so  reported.  They 
do  not  consult  me  about  these  technical 
details  ;  it  would  be  preposterous  that  they 
should  do  so.  If  there  Is  any  important 
change  or  any  expenditure  of  money  of  con- 
sequence they  have  to  report  to  me  and  I 
have  to  approve  or  disapprove,  but  matters 
of  detail  are  attended  to  by  the  officers 
themselves.  I  will  furnish  the  information 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


to  the  committee  If  it  is  of  such  im- 
portance as  to  entitle  us  to  spend  money 
in  laying  on  the  table  of  the  House  a 
report ;  that  Mr.  So-and-So  on  such  a  date 
ordered  lights  to  be  placed  at  that  point ; 
that  a  few  days  afterwards  having  consider- 
ed that  the  electric  lights  would  be  better, 
he  changed  his  mind. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  So  far  as  the  report  is 
concerned  I  am  not  interested.  I  know  that 
the  lamps  were  placed  there  on  the  report 
of  one  of  the  officers  and  he  must  have 
thought  that  the  lamps  were  the  proper 
thing  to  put  there.  If  it  was  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  Colonel  Anderson,  then  Colonel 
Anderson  was  in  Midland  previously  and  he 
knew  that  the  town  was  lighted  by  elec- 
tricity before  he  ordered  the  lamps.  It  was 
openly  discussed  in  the  town  that  the  lamps 
had  been  switched  back,  and  that  was  done 
because  of  the  few  dollars  which  this  electric 
light  company  got.  I  suppose  the  town  will 
have  to  grin  and  bear  it ;  the  private  Inter- 
ests must  be  served  first  and  the  public 
interests  afterwards. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Even  although 
this  has  all  happened  in  the  town  in  which 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Bennett)  lives,  yet 
as  a  representative  of  the  district  I  cannot 
allow  to  go  without  protest  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Bennett)  that  the 
harbour  of  Midland,  a  Canadian  harbour, 
has  been  for  the  last  three  years  in  such 
a  condition  that  for  want  of  proper  lighting 
boats  have  been  piling  up  on  this  shoal, 
almost  one  upon  the  other.  And  forsooth, 
why  is  it  that  all  this  has  come  about  ac- 
cording to  the  story  of  the  hon.  member  ? 
It  would  appear  that  the  electric  light  com- 
pany, which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  was 
composed  of  friends  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine,  desired  to  put  up  electric  lights  to 
light  the  harbour,  but  It  might  be  no  harm 
to  mention  that  in  the  district  whence  the 
hon.  gentleman  comes,  it  is  well  known  that 
they  are  struggling  and  fighting,  and  if  it 
was  not  an  unparliamentary  expression  I 
would  say,  that  they  are  scrapping  from  one 
end  of  the  year  to  the  other,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Bennett)  and  the  gentleman 
who  was  the  main  controller  of  that  electric 
tight  company.  But  some  two  years  ago,  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bennett)  acting  on  be- 
half of  the  town  of  Midland  obtained  the 
control  of  that  electric  light  plant,  and  since 
then  the  electric  light  $lant  is  a  corporation 
concern.  Consequently,  for  the  last  year 
and  a  half  or  two  years  the  corporation  of 
Midland  are  the  people  who  are  getting  the 
advantage  of  this  $50  a  year,  which  has 
been  the  cause  of  all  these  wrecks  on  that 
terrible  shoal  in  the  beautiful  harbour  of 
Midland.  If  that  is  the  picture  the  bon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Bennett)  wants  to  present 
to  the  country  of  our  Canadian  harbours  on 
the  upper  lakes,  I  protest  against  it,  and  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  it  is  not  a  correct 
statement  of  the  conditions  in  Midland  har- 
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bour.  It  is  not  susceptible  of  belief  by  any- 
one that  for  the  last  three  years  such  a  state 
of  affairs  could  have  existed.  The  refuta- 
tion of  such  a  statement  can  be  found  in  the 
fact,  that  the  man  who  was  the  largest 
shareholder  In  the  electric  light  company  at 
the  time  referred  to  namely  Mr.  Playfalr, 
is  a  hundred  times  more  interested  in  navi- 
gation and  boats  and  shipping  than  any  man 
in  the  constituency  of  Bast  Simcoe.  It  Is 
absurd  and  preposterous  to  suppose  that  in 
order  to  obtain  $50  a  year  for  an  electric 
light  company,  he  would  take  any  chances 
of  running  ashore  on  the  shoals  of  Midland 
harbour,  a  fleet  of  vessels  which  I  suppose 
is  valued  at  half  a  million  or  a  million  dol- 
lars. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  May  I  ask  the  minister 
now  If  he  will  take  into  consideration  fhe 
question  of  substituting  proper  lights  for 
those  electric  lights  and  ask  for  a  report 
from  his  department  ? 

Mr.  PEEFONTAINE.  I  will  not,  be- 
cause I  depend  upon  my  officers. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  con- 
sult his  officers,  then,  as  to  the  desirability 
of  such  a  change  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  will  not,  unless 
they  take  it  upon  themselves  to  recommend 
it  to  me. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Unless  the  officers  report 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  will  not  make  any 
inquiry — is  that  as  I  understand  It  ?  Well, 
perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  expects  to  get 
through  some  estimates  to-night.  If  he  does, 
he  had  better  come  down  from  that  high 
and  mighty  vein,  or  he  will  not  get  very 
far.  Now,  I  am  going  to  ask  the  minister 
If  he  does  not  think  it  fair  that  proper  lights 
should  be  placed  there,  or  that  this  matter 
should  be  inquired  into,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  there  Is  a  shoal  there  with  deep  water 
alongside  of  it,  and  that  any  one  may  mis- 
take those  twinkling  lights  on  the  hillside. 
Will  he  not  say,  in  the  interest  of  the  town, 
that  he  will  consult  his  officials  as  to  that  ? 
Will  the  minister  answer  ? 


I  have  answered 


Mr.  PRBFONTAINE. 
twice  already. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Then  the  minister  says 
he  will  not  look  into  the  matter  at  all.  That 
is  understood  ? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Very  well ;  we  know 
where  the  minister  stands  on  that  question. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  stand  with  my 
officers  on  what  they  have  recommended  and 
what  I  think  is  honest  and  fair.  Those 
lamps  have  been  there  since  1901,  I  have 
never  received  any  complaint  about  them, 
and  the  work  is  going  on  all  right.  This  is 
one  of  those  fancies  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  I  am  not  going  to  satisfy. 


Mr.  BENNETT.  Then,  let  me  tell  the 
minister  that  these  little  lights  on  the  hill- 
side are  a  matter  of  complaint  in  the  town, 
snd  that  the  town  would  prefer  to  lose  the 
$50  and  have  two  suitable  lights  placed  there 
instead.  And  yet  the  minister  says  he  will 
not  consult  his  officials. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Until  I  get  a  com- 
plaint. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  regard  a  complaint  as  coming  from  my- 
self ? 

Mi\  PRBFONTAINE.  Not  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Then  we  may  recipro- 
cate. The  hon.  gentleman  may  have  a  com- 
plaint coming  to  me  from  himself. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  think  the  minister 
li  taking  a  rather  unusual  course  in  this  in- 
stance. If  any  citizen  of  Midland  made  a 
complaint  of  that  kind,  I  think  the  hon.  min- 
ister would  consult  his  officers. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  With  the  greatest 
pleasure. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  But  when  a  member 
representing  that  district  makes  a  complaint, 
be  says  he  will  not  take  the  trouble  of  con- 
sulting bis  officers. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Because  my  offl- 
ers  say  they  have  not  received  any  com- 
plaint from  any  citizen. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend  does 
not  perhaps  understand  me.  If  any  citizen 
not  in  a  representative  capacity  made  a  com- 
plaint, I  would  consider  it  the  duty  of  the 
minister  to  make  an  inquiry ;  and  when  the 
minister  has  a  great  deal  more  than  that, 
the  statement  of  a  gentleman  who  represents 
In  this  parliament  25,000  or  30,000  people, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  bon.  gentleman  is 
going  a  little  beyond  what  I  have  heard- 
before  in  saying  that  he  will  treat  that  with 
absolute  contempt  and  will  not  make  an 
Inquiry  of  his  officers  in  regard  to  it  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  have  never  beard  an 
announcement  of  that  kind  before  by  a  min- 
ister, and  I  trust  that  my  hon.  friend 
will  reconsider  that  a  little,  and  at  least 
make  the  matter  which  has  been  mentioned 
a  subject  of  some  inquiry. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Perhaps  the  minister  will 
say  what  candle  power  are  those  two  lamps 
of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  V 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  not  a  list 
of  the  lights.   I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  listen 
to  a  complaint  from  me  as  to  another  pair  of 
range  lights,  or  is  he  going  to  treat  it  in  the 
same  cavalier  way  and  say  he  will  not  listen 
to  any  complaint  coming  from  me  with 
reference  to  that  riding  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  here  to  listen. 
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Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
minister  is  coming  down  from  his  high  horse. 
There  are  two  range  lights  around  the  point 
from  Midland  harbour,  the  caretaker  of 
which  is  a  man  named  Somers.  May  I  ask 
whether  these  are  satisfactory,  or  if  any 
complaints  are  made  relative  to  them  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  am  Informed  by 
the  officer  in  charge  that  there  has  never 
been  any  complaint. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Well,  I  can  tell  the  min- 
ister that  I  have  beard  complaints  from 
captains  of  vessels  plying  there  in  reference 
to  those  range  lights. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Let  them  send 
their  complaints  to  the  proper  authorities. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  natter  myself  that  I 
am  here  as  the  representative  of  that  riding. 
I  have  been  here  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  the  signs  of  the  times  indicate  that  the 
people  there  quite  approve  of  my  course 
here,  no  thanks  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
A  great  deal  of  time  has  been  lost  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  In  their  vain  endeavours 
to  keep  me  out  of  this  House.  I  have  al- 
ways been  flattered  by  the  presence  of  the  1 
premier  at  a  meeting  and  with  the  presence  I 
of  the  Minister  of  Customs  ;  I  have  always  I 
had  orators  from  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  some  members  of  the  House  ;  but  all 
their  efforts  have  been  without  avail.  I 
want  to  tell  the  minister  that,  representing 
that  riding  as  I  do  here,  and  having  repre- 
sented it  in  this  House  for  fifteen  sessions, 
I  am  not  going  to  be  treated  in  this  cavalier 
way  by  him,  and  I  am  going  to  ask  him 
now  whether  or  not  he  will  ask  his  officer 
for  a  report  as  to  whether  or  not  it  would 
be  advisable  to  raise  those  two  range  lights 
to  a  higher  position.  I  am  advised  that  the 
lights  are  not  sufficiently  high  or  strong,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  very  decided  advantage 
to  navigation  in  that  quarter  to  have  them 
changed. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Might  I  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  when  he  got  those  com- 
plaints, and  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  not  specifying  the 
parties,  but  I  have  often  heard  the  captains 
speak  of  them.  I  am  not  here  to  say  to 
what  extent  I  am  interested  in  the  town  of 
Midland.  I  am  interested  as  a  citizen  and 
taxpayer,  and  if  the  minister  will  consult  > 
the  assessment  roll,  he  will  find  that  I  am  j 
probably  the  largest  taxpayer  of  the  town.  ! 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Then  I  understand  1 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  the  complainant? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  the  complainant- 
one  of  the  complainants. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Who  are  the 
others  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.   The  others  are  mariners 
trading  In  and  out  of  that  port. 
Mr.  PRBFONTAINE. 


Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.   Who  are  they  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  not  here  to  mention 
their  names  particularly,  but  I  will  say  to 
the  minister  that  It  is  a  matter  of  common 
complaint  that  those  two  range  lights  are 
inferior  lights,  because  they  are  not  strong 
enough  or  high  enough.  I  ask  the  minister 
if  be  does  not  think  it  is  fair  to  the  town 
and  to  the  shipping  interests  there  to  ask 
his  officials  to  report  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  hare  two  powerful  lights  on  the 
hillside  which  would  stand  out  boldly  in- 
stead of  the  two  small  lights  which  are 
there  now  ?  Although  the  town  may  be  the 
recipient  and  has  the  advantage  of  getting 
this  paltry  $50,  the  town  would  be  much 
better  pleased  to  see  two  strong  lights  there 
than  to  get  the  remuneration  from  the  sale 
of  the  power. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  have  just  asked 
my  officers  if  there  had  ever  been  any  com- 
plaint, and  they  never  beard  of  any.  They 
tell  me  the  hon.  gentleman's  complaint  is 
not  well  founded. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Has  either  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  officers  ever  been  in  the  town 
of  Midland  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Both  of  the  offi- 
cers have  been  there,  and  they  know  all 
about  it. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  That  is  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman's  officers,  but  there  is 
the  opinion  of  the  people  who  are  trading 
there  with  vessels  and  barges,  and  I  know 
they  complain  of  it 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  give  me  the  name  of  one 
man,  who  is  a  mariner,  who  has  made  any 
complaint. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  can  tell  the  minister 
that  there  are  large  boats  plying  there, 
boats  450  feet  in  length,  carrying  a  quarter 
of  a  million  bushels  of  grain.  Some  15,000,- 
000  bushels  of  grain  are  handled  there. 
Vessels  come  from  Chicago  and  American 
points  on  the  other  side,  and  when  the 
captains  look  up  on  the  hill  and  see  it 
dotted  with  electric  lights,  and  only  two 
little  insignificant  lamps  in  the  harbour,  so 
small  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  forced  to 
admit  that  bis  officers  do  not  know  their 
candle-power,  they  get  confused.  I  challenge 
one  of  his  officers,  who  profess  to  know  all 
p.bout  it,  to  say  that  either  of  those  lamps 
are  equal  to  an  ordinary  street  lamp,  and 
yet  the  minister  says  he  is  not  going  to 
inquire  into  it. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  said  just  now  that  I 
had  inquired  from  my  officers  if  there  bad 
been  any  complaints,  and  their  answer  was 
that  there  had  been  none.  Then  I  asked 
them  whether  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  well  founded,  and  they  tell 
ine  it  is  not.    Therefore,  I  again  ask  the 
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hon.  gentleman  to  give  me  the  name  of  one 
single  mariner  who  would  put  his  signature 
to  a  complaint,  and  he  cannot  do  it  The 
hon.  gentleman  talks  about  the  millions  of 
grain  that  are  shipped  from  the  port  of 
Midland,  and  he  thinks  that  is  a  justifica- 
tion for  his  assertion  that  the  boats  were 
piled  up  on  the  shore  in  the  harbour  of  Mid- 
land. That  is  a  farce.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  wasting  the  time  of  the  committee.  Un- 
der the  circumstances,  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  I  am  on  my  high  horse.  I  am  on  my 
ordinary  horse.  I  try  to  be  polite,  to  be 
reasonable,  to  be  just  and  fair  to  every  one.  , 
But  I  will  not  stand  here  to  be  ridiculed 
and  cross-examined  by  the  hon.  member, 
when  he  cannot  justify  a  single  one  of  his 
statements. 

•  Mr.  BENNETT.  I  can  tell  the  minister 
that  I  never  made  the  complaint  that  boats 
were  piled  up  on  the  shore. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  There  is  the  horse  laugh 
again. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  An  ass  would  under-  ! 
stand  it  anyway.  j 

Mr.  BENNETT.    Now,  I  want  to  tell  the  ! 
minister  again  that  I  did  not- make  any  com-  I 
plaint  that  boats  were  being  piled  up  on  1 
the  shore ;    my  complaint  was  that  the  \ 
boats  were  piled  up  on  the  shoal.   But,  un- 
fortunately, there  have  been  boats  piled  up 
on  the  shoal  owing  to  defective  lighting. 
When  a  captain  comes  in  there  from  Chi- 
cago, who  has  never  been  in  the  place  be-  | 
fore,  anil  when  he  looks  ui>  on  the  hillside 
and  sees  street  lamps  there  and  electric 
lights  by  the  dozen,  It  is  a  very  difficult 
thing  for  that  man,  on  consulting  his  chart  i 
to  pick  his  way.    I  appeal  to  the  minister  | 
as  a  representative  of  the  town,  and  ask  him  | 
if  he  will  ask  his  officials  whether  it  would  j 
not  be  advisable  to  have  proper  lights  placed  , 
there  rather  than  these  two  electric  lights. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  the  minis-  j 
ter  would  answer  this  question — I  am  putting  j 
it  in  .view  of  what  the  bon.  gentleman  has  { 
stated — what  would  his  officers  regard  as  ; 
a  proper  degree  of  candle-power  for  these  j 
electric  lights  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  One  hundred  ! 
candle-power. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  the  minister 
able  to  state,  from  the  information  afforded 
by  his  officers,  that  these  lights  comply 
with  that  standard  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  It  is  impossible  for 
them  to  state,  with  regard  to  these  particu- 
lar lights,  what  Is  the  exact  candle-power. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that 
my  officers  are  unable  to  carry  in  their 
memories  the  candle-power  of  3,000  lamps 
distributed  in  different  parts  of  the  Do- 
minion. They  cannot  say  say  whether  they 
are  of  50,  or  60,  or  30  candle-power.  But 
I  will  procure  the  Information. 


Mr.  R.  It.  BORDEN.  That  Is  what  I  was 
going  to  suggest,  that  he  ask  his  officers  to 
procure  that  information.  There  is  a  cer- 
tain standard,  and  they  do  not  seem  to  be 
able  to  state  whether  these  lamps  comply 
with  it 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  have  never  rer 
fused  that  But  when  the  boa.  member 
for  East  Simcoe  tells  me  and  tells  the  House, 
and  thinks  we  are  going  to  believe  such  a 
statement  as  he  makes  

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  we  had 
better  not  go  into  that  again. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  do  not  know  what 
statement  the  hon.  gentleman  means  to 
insinuate  that  I  made.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man challenges  the  statement  that  there 
never  have  been  boats  on  that  shoal,  I  will 
stand  by  that  statement.  Last  year  a 
boat  caught  on  fire  there  owing  to  defective 
lighting. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman try  to  make  me  believe  that  If  acci- 
dents happen  there,  it  was  owing  to  defec- 
tive lighting  in  the  port  of  Midland  ?  The 
mariners  must  have  been  either  stupid  or 
did  not  know  their  business,  otherwise  the 
accidents  did  not  happen  from  defective 
lights  in  that  port.  People  do  not  wait 
for  accidents  to  happen  from  defective 
lights ;  they  complain  of  the  lights  before- 
hand. 

Mr.  AMES.  Some  days  ago  a  return,  pre- 
pared at  my  request,  was  brought  down 
showing  the  buoy  contracts  let  since  July 
1st  1903.  It  covers  information  concerning 
seventy-seven  buoy  contracts.  In  forty-five 
cases  tenders  have  been  called  for  and  the 
lowest  tender  accepted.  In  twenty- 
seven  cases  the  contract  has  been  re- 
newed without  calling  for  tenders.  In 
five  cases  the  circumstances  have  been 
exceptional.  I  compared  a  few  of 
these  In  which  tenders  have  been  called 
for  with  the  prices  we  have  been  paying. 
For  instance,  in  the  case  of  Grand  Manan, 
we  used  to  pay  C.  B.  Harvey  $200,  as  will 
be  found  at  page  P — 69  of  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report  for  the  year  ending  June  30th, 
1904.  Evidently  we  recently  called  for  ten- 
ders, and  now  we  are  getting  the  lighting 
done  by  Austin  Levy  for  just  half  the  money 
— $100.  At  Mahone  bay,  according  to  the 
Auditor  General's  Report  page  P— 73,  we 
formerly  paid  C.  U.  Mader  $95.  That  con- 
tract expired  and  another  was  made  on  the 
12th  of  August  with  D.  Evans  for  $78,  a 
reduction  of  about  20  per  cent.  These  are 
a  few  cases  that  go  to  show  that  when  con- 
tracts are  called  for  the  results  are  almost 
invariably  a  reduction  in  the  price. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  AMES.  A  business  man  would  so 
infer,  at  all  events.  I  would  ask  the  minis- 
ter if  he  would  take  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  there  are  twenty-seven  of  these 
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contracts,  many  of  which,  If  renewed  by 
calling  for  tenders,  could  probably  be  re- 
newed at  a  lower  figure  ?  Is  It  his  inten- 
tion hereafter,  wherever  possible,  to  call 
for  tenders  ? 

Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.  That  is  what  we 
have  been  doing. 

Mr.  AMES.  Twenty-seven  out  of  seventy- 
seven  seems  to  be  a  large  proportion  of  con- 
tracts renewed  without  tenders. 

Mr.  FREFONTAINE.  I  will  procure  the 
information  the  hou.  gentleman  usks  for. 

Mr.  AMES.  What  I  am  asking  is 
whether,  speaking  as  a  matter  of  general 
policy  and  not  of  particular  instances,  it  is 
understood  in  the  department  that  tenders 
are  to  be  called  for  except  in  unusual 
cases  ?  I  know  that  the  minister  desires 
to  improve  upon  all  previous  administra- 
tions, and  I  think  ho  has  an  opportunity 
here  of  saving  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  accept  the  lec- 
ture. Of  course,  I  do  not  understand  com- 
pletely the  running  of  the  department.  But 
the  information  I  get  from  my  officers  is 
that  when  a  contractor  has  been  doing  his 
work  loyally  and  well  at  a  fair  price,  we 
do  not  take  away  the  contract,  but  renew 
it  at  the  same  price.  Of  course,  they  ask 
me  to  sanction  the  renewal,  and  I  approve 
it  after  examining  the  documents  of  the  re- 
port It  sometimes  happens  that  there  are 
changes  in  the  series  of  buoys  or  lamps — 
they  may  be  increased  or  they  may  be  di- 
minished. In  that  case,  if  the  old  contrac- 
tor is  unwilling  to  do  the  work  at  a  reason- 
able price,  in  the  opinion  of  the  officers  of 
the  department,  tenders  are  called  for.  I 
must  say  that  these  matters  are  left  to  the 
responsibility  of  the  officers  in  charge,  and 
reports  are  made  to  me.  Most  of  the  offi- 
cers have  been  long  in  the  department  and 
I  suppose  they  are  honest  and  loyal,  and 
that  they  do  their  duty.  If  I  should  dis- 
cover that  they  do  not  do  their  duty,  I 
should  know  what  my  duty  Is  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  AMES.  Before  six  o'clock  recess,  the 
minister  told  us  something  about  the  pur- 
chase of  calcium  carbide  by  the  depart- 
ment but  we  did  not  quite  finish  that  sub- 
ject I  understand  the  minister  to  say  that 
the  carbide  he  uses  is  purchased  altogether 
from  the  Ottawa  Carbide  Company,  and 
that  from  here  it  is  distributed  to  the  points 
at  which  it  is  required  for  these  gas  buoys. 
The  price  paid,  he  told  us,  is  $65  a  ton.  The 
freight  is  additional,  and  if  it  is  sent  to 
Sorel  or  Quebec  the  freight  must  add  con- 
siderably to  the  cost.  Has  the  minister 
ever  given  thought  of  purchasing  carbide 
at  a  place  nearer  to  Sorel  and  Quebec  than 
Ottawa  ? 

Mr.  PKEFONTAINE.  Within  the  last 
few  months  the  manufacture  has  been  un- 
dertaken at  Shawenegan  Falls.    We  have 

Mr.  AMES. 


not  yet  bought  from  the  people  there.  We 
do  not  know  that  article.  But  we  feel  that 
we  are  safe  in  buying  from  the  Ottawa 
Carbide  Company.  I  think  that  the  officers 
of  the  department  are  considering  the  poss- 
ibility of  buying  at  Shawenegan  if 
they  can  get  the  same  quality  at  as  good 
a  price. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  hon.  gentleman  need 
have  no  fear  about  the  carbide  being  the 
same,  because  the  parties  who  carry  on  the 
manufacture  at  Shawenegan  are  the  same 
as  at  Ottawa.  Mr.  Thomas  L.  Willson,  whose 
name  is  found  in  all  the  carbide  companies 
of  Canada,  is  one  of  the  prime  movers.  So 
the  minister  would  be  dealing  with  the  same 
patentee  in  any  case.  Is  the  minister  aware 
that  the  agents  in  Montreal  of  the  Shawene- 
gan manufacturers,  the  Continental  Light 
and  Power  Company,  are  quoting  this  car- 
bide at  Shawenegan  at  $62.50  by  the  single 
ton  ?  Shawenegan  is  close  to  Three  Rivers, 
Sorel  and  Quebec,  and  so  the  freight  to  these 
points  will  be  very  little.  Yet  the  minister 
is  paying  .$(h>  a  ton  and  also  paying  freight 
from  Ottawa  to  Sorel  and  Quebec,  which 
must  make  the  carbide  considerably  more 
expensive.  As  the  minister  buys  $20,000 
worth  of  carbide  in  the  course  of  a  year, 
here  is  another  opportunity  for  him  to  make 
a  considerable  saving. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Ames)  asserts  that  buying  at 
Sliaweuegan  would  mean  less  freight  to 
Sorel  and  Quebec.  But  any  business  man 
in  this  House  will  understand  that  this  does 
not  necessarily  follow.  Shawenegan  is  an 
out-of-the-way  place.  You  can  to-day  get 
freight  from  Toronto  to  Quebec  cheaper 
than  you  can  get  it  from  Montreal  to  Que- 
bec. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Is  Montreal  an  out 
of  the  way  place  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No,  that  is  stronger 
proof  on  my  side.  Shawenegan  being  an 
out  of  the  way  place  we  might  be  expected 
to  pay  more  freight  from  there  to  Sorel, 
because  there  is  no  direct  way  to  it,  than 
we  pay  at  present  from  Ottawa  to  Sorel. 
However,  it  is  a  matter  to  be  inquired  into 
and  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  in- 
formation. The  officers  have  probably 
made  their  calculation  and  find  that  it  can 
be  done  better  as  they  are  doing  it,  but  we 
will  inquire  into  it  There  is  no  competi- 
tion whatever  from  Shawenegan  to  Sore!, 
and  where  there  is  no  railway  competition 
sometimes  the  rates  are  50  or  100  per  cent 
more  than  where  there  is  competition,  so 
that  the  question  of  freight  does  not  amount 
to  a  row  of  plus. 

Mr.  AME6.  This  carbide  is  used  on  the 
river  between  Montreal  and  Quebec  in  large 
quantities  and  the  vessels  of  the  depart- 
ment are  constantly  passing  and  stopping 
at  Three  Rivers.     Possibly   the  minister 
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might  find  that  he  could  save  considerable 
money  in  that  way  by  buying  at  Shawene- 
gan.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  duties  of  the 
small  steamer  '  Maisonneuve '  which  is  em- 
ployed in  the  department  in  connection  with 
this  same  service. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  been  called 
upon  to  make  a  return  on  this  question  and 
it  is  on  the  table  of  the  House,  unless  the 
lion,  gentlemen  want  to  waste  half  an  hour 
while  I  go  over  this  information. 

Mr.  AMES.   I  would  like  the  information. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Anything  to  lose 

time. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  cannot  allow  that  state- 
ment to  go  unchallenged.  If  I  have  Infor- 
mation in  my  hands  that  I  think  is  of  value 
to  the  House  I  shall  place  it  before  the 
House  as  rapidly  as  possible  but  I  do  not 
want  to  be  accused  of  trying  to  waste  time. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  be  ex- 
pected to  carry  all  these  details  in  my 
pocket.  They  were  all  brought  down  yes- 
terday. It  is  stated  that  the  'Maisonneuve' 
la  doing  buoy  service,  and  is  used  gen- 
erally by  the  hydrographic  surveying  offi- 
cers in  visiting  places  where  there  is  shal- 
low water.  I  stated  yesterday  what  the 
boat  had  done,  and  what  it  cost  in  the  way 
of  repairs,  &c. 

Mr.  AMES.  How  much  did  the  boat 
cost  in  the  first  place  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  $8,500.  It  had 
been  built  by  an  Ottawa  engineer  at  Smith's 
Falls  and  it  cost,  without  supervision  and 
plans,  $16,000. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  notice  that  the  minister 
found  It  necessary  to  spend  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  on  the  '  Maisonneuve.'  There 
is  an  account  here  from  a  furniture  dealer 
in  Montreal,  Mr.  Valiquette,  who  appears 
to  have  done  about  $800  of  work  on  it,  and 
he  has  charged  labour  at  the  rate  of  40 
cents  an  hour  and  the  wood  fittings  are 
charged  at  the  rate  of  5  cents  a  foot  These 
seem  to  be  high  prices  and  perhaps  the 
minister  will  explain. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  'Maisonneuve* 
had  been  constructed  as  a  pleasure  yacht 
The  fittings  had  to  be  replaced  and  they 
were  replaced  and  changed  in  the  same 
quality  of  material  as  had  been  employed 
before.  I  must  state  that  the  'Maison- 
neuve' on  three  or  four  occasions  was  put 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Governor  General  and 
we  did  not  think  it  reasonable  to  botch 
this  little  vessel,  which  is  a  very  nice  little 
craft  or  to  destroy  or  diminish  its  value 
by  putting  in  cheap  goods,  or  employing  lab- 
ourers of  no  ability  to  do  the  work.  We 
did  as  any  business  man  would  do  under 
the  circumstances. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.   What  Is  the  boat  used 
for  ? 
88| 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  explained  that 
just  a  moment  ago.  She  was  frequently 
used  by  the  officers  instead  of  a  vessel  that 
would  cost  100  per  cent  more  to  coal 
and  that  would  carry  a  more  numerous 
crew. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  The  reason  I  asked 
was  because  I  understood  you  to  say  It 
was  a  pleasure  boat 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  had  been  con- 
structed as  a  pleasure  yacht  by  a  gentle- 
man who  had  used  It  for  two  years.  If 
we  only  wanted  it  for  ordinary  use  I  do 
not  think  we  would  have  had  It  so  expen- 
sively fitted,  but  I  think  It  would  have 
been  cheap  policy  to  destroy  the  value  of 
a  nice  little  boat  like  that  by  putting  in 
cheap  wood.  It  does  not  amount  to  a  great 
deal  after  all.  I  might  have  saved  pro- 
bably a  few  hundred  dollars  on  the  repairs 
by  making  them  cheap  and  of  poor  quality, 
but  we  probably  would  have  destroyed  the 
value  of  the  boat  more  than  the  difference 
in  price  between  a  good  Job  and  a  bad  job. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  minister  has  brought 
out  exactly  the  point  I  wanted  to  get  at 
In  other  words  we  have  found  out  that  this 
is,  so  to  speak,  the  private  car  of  the  de- 
partment. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  deny  in  toto  this 
statement.  I  have  used  the  '  Maisonneuve ' 
only  once  when  she  was  brought  here  to 
Ottawa,  and  I  used  her  for  about  two  hours, 
because  the  deputy  minister  wanted  me  to 
see  and  judge  for  myself  the  value  of  the 
boat  bow  It  ran  and  what  uses  It  could  be 
put  to.  That  Is  the  only  time  that  I  used 
it,  and  if  I  had  used  it  more  I  would  say 
so  just  the  same.  I  think  It  is  small  policy 
to  accuse  a  minster  who  is  doing  his  duty 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Unless  you  can 
find  anything  wrong  in  what  I  have  done 
personally  as  regards  my  department  what 
justification  is  there  for  making  such  an 
Insinuation  as  this  ?  If  he  Is  travelling 
without  cause  or  reason  and  not  In  the  ser- 
vice of  the  country,  well  and  good,  but 
come  out  straight  and  make  a  definite  ac- 
cusation—no  insinuations. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  think  the  hon.  minister  has 
quite  misunderstood  what  I  said  and  has 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  feel  aggrieved  when 
no  offence  was  intended.  I  took  It  from  the 
hon.  gentleman's  own  suggestion  that  be 
had  fitted  this  yacht  up  with  special  care  as, 
he  said,  at  times  he  bad  placed  it  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Governor  General.  The  point 
I  made  was  that  this  was  the  show  vessel 
of  the  department  the  vessel  which  was  to 
be  used  as  a  sort  of  private  car  and  to  be 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  any  one  whom  the 
department  desired  to  treat  well.  I  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  offensive  in  that 
because  if  there  were  I  would  be  the  first 
to  take  it  back.  I  do  not  wish  In  any  way 
that  my  criticisms  should  be  considered  as 
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being  of  a  personal  or  offensive  character. 
I  have  no  intention  that  they  should  be  and 
if  they  should  bear  that  interpretation  I 
should  be  the  very  first  one  to  desire  to  rob 
them  of  that  character.  I  appreciate  the 
work  that  has  been  done  in  the  department 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  I  appreciate  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  demand  for  a  great 
work  and  that  the  minister  is  active  and 
earnest  in  carrying  it  out,  but  nevertheless, 
my  duty  as  a  member  of  His  Majesty's  loyal 
opposition  is  to  criticise  whenever  I  think 
the  methods  are  unbusinesslike,  or  where- 
ever  I  think  they  can  be  Improved,  and  I 
hope  that  the  hon.  minister  will  not  imagine 
that  when  that  criticism  is  made  in  good  faith 
fiom  a  business  point  of  view  it  necessarily 
means  an  offensive  allusion  or  insinuation 
against  himself  because  such  Is  not  my  de- 
sire. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  explanation  given  by  the  bon.  gentle- 
man but  I  defy  any  hon.  member  of  this 
House  to  have  put  a  different  meaning  on 
the  words  that  fell  from  his  lips  when  in  a 
nagging  way  he  said  that  this  yacht  was 
like  a  private  car  to  the  minister. 

Mr.  AMES.  No,  I  did  not  say  to  the  min- 
ister. I  said  a  private  car  to  the  depart- 
ment 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  minister. 

Mr.  AMES.  No  I  did  not  We  will  see 
by  '  Hansard  '  to-morrow. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Well,  If  you  take 
it  back  all  right 

Mr.  AMES.  I  do  not  say  that  We  will 
see  by  '  Hansard '  to-morrow. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  on 
record  as  advocating  a  shoddy  kind  of  fur- 
niture for  a  boat  like  that  but  there  is  quite 
a  difference  between  good  substantial  fur- 
niture that  would  be  suitable  for  that  boat 
and  extravagant  furniture  when  it  is  to  be 
used  in  this  way.  This  boat  is  used  very 
largely  by  the  inspector  of  lighthouses  and 
In  waters  where  a  larger  vessel  is  not  able 
to  go. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  started  to  ask  for 
some  information  about  the  ship  '  Lurcher.' 
I  understand  that  she  was  built  by  the  Pol- 
son  Iron  Works  Company  and  that  the  dep- 
artment took  her  over  before  she  was  com- 
pleted. Was  there  a  reduction  in  the  cost 
because  of  the  unfinished  condition  of  the 
vessel  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  no  re- 
duction for  the  simple  reason  that  the  boat 
was  taken  away  from  the  navy  yard  at 
Toronto  at  the  end  of  the  season  because 
we  wanted  to  have  ber  installed  in  her  posi- 
tion before  the  winter  navigation.  We 
forced  the  contractors  to  bring  down  the 
boat  as  far  as  the  sea  in  order  that  she 
would  not  be  frozen  in  before  winter  and 
we  should  not  be  deprived  of  her  service. 
Mr.  AMES. 


The  work  was  completed  at  Quebec  by  men 
employed  by  the  contractors,  and  after  that 
she  was  taken  down  to  Halifax,  I  think,  in 
December.  It  cost  the  contractors  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  do  this  work,  but  we  were 
put  to  no  loss  whatever  in  the  matter.  It 
was  to  serve  navigation  and  because  some 
of  the  proprietors  of  the  steamship  lines 
were  so  anxious  to  have  the  boat  installed 
in  the  fall  of  1904  that  we  had  her  taken 
down  to  the  sea  at  that  time. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Where  did  the  builder, 
under  the  contract  have  to  deliver  the  boat? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  bring  down 
the  contract 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  do  not  want  you  to 
bring  down  the  contract.  I  want  to  know 
at  what  point  the  boat  was  delivered. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  contract  will 
show  that   I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  hon.  minister 
must  know  whether  the  boat  was  to  be  de- 
livered at  Toronto,  Quebec,  or  Halifax. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  the  boat 
was  to  be  delivered  at  Toronto. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Then  the  builder  did 
not  finish  his  contract  in  time  and  you  com- 
pelled him  to  deliver  this  boat  at  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Because  we  want- 
ed to  save  the  winter  season. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  This  boat  seems  to 
have  had  quite  an  unfortunate  career. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    In  what  way  ? 

Mf.  LEFURGEY.  Did  she  not  get  Into 
trouble  on  her  way  down  to  Halifax  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  She  had  to  go 
through  a  very  severe  storm  that  we  had 
no  control  over  and  she  went  through  very 
well. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  suppose  you  would 
not  hold  the  contractor  liable  after  he  had 
delivered  the  boat  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  cannot  remember 
how  we  finally  settled  with  the  contractor 
but  I  will  bring  down  the  papers, 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  should  think  the  hon. 
minister  would  have  this  information  before 
him. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  All  the  papers  con- 
nected with  all  the  items  which  go  to  make 
up  a  million  dollars  ? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  You  have  your  official 
there  and  surely  he  is  posted  as  to  what 
took  place  in  regard  to  this  boat  Can  you 
tell  me  what  the  repairs  cost  at  Halifax  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  were  no  re- 
pairs at  Halifax 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  thought  she  got  Into 
trouble,  that  she  got  her  bow  stove  In  and 
that  there  were  expensive  repairs. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  contractor  had 
to  look  after  that. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  contractor  had 
to  pay  for  the  repair  of  damage  sustained 
owing  to  stress  of  weather  on  her  way  to 
Halifax? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  thought  that  the  de- 
partment bad  these  repairs  done  under  the 
instructions  of  one  of  their  officers. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  Of  course,  the  re- 
pairs had  to  be  done  by  the  contractor  under 
the  supervision  of  an  official  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  cannot  quite  under- 
stand the  situation  yet.  You  say  the  boat 
was  to  be  delivered  at  Toronto,  but  you 
finally  took  delivery  of  her  at  Quebec.  How 
was  the  contractor  responsible  for  the  dam- 
age done  on  the  way  down  to  Halifax? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  thought  that  1 
had  explained  it  so  plainly  that  any  business 
man  would  understand  it  I  said  that  pro- 
bably the  boat  was  to  be  delivered  at  To- 
ronto; I  cannot  say  it  must  have  been.  But 
it  was  delivered  before  it  was  completed, 
because  we  wanted  to  use  the  boat  during 
the  next  winter.  We  did  not  want  to  lose 
that  season  without  the  'Lurcher*  being  in- 
stalled where  she  was  to  do  valuable  ser- 
vice. We  were  being  pressed  by  the  navi- 
gation companies  to  have  her  «put  In  place. 
If  I  had  allowed  the  boat  to  remain  In  To- 
ronto for  a  fortnight  more  It  would  not  have 
beeu  possible  to  have  placed  her  on  the 
station  before  the  15th  of  May  on  account 
of  the  canals  only  being  opened  on  the  1st  of 
May.  Therefore,  the  contractor  had  to  send 
out  his  men  on  board  of  the  boat  with  the 
Inspector  of  the  government,  Mr.  Stevens, 
and  he  looked  after  the  work  of  completion. 
When  the  work  was  completed,  the  boat  was 
accepted  by  the  department  in  good  condi- 
tion, according  to  the  contract,  and  she  was 
Installed  at  her  station. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Where  was  she  ac- 
cepted as  completed? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.   At  Halifax. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Well,  the  contractors 
trust  have  delivered  her  at  Halifax  then  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Of  course,  they 
did  deliver  her  at  Halifax  In  the  way  I  have 
stated.  That  boat  was  taken  undelivered 
at  Toronto  because  we  wanted  to  save  a 
season.  It  does  not  follow  that  she  had  to 
be  delivered  at  Halifax;  quite  the  contrary. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Well,  then  how  Is  the 
contractor  responsible  for  the  damage  done 
to  her  after  she  was  taken  over  by  the  gov- 
ernment? 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
thing  of  the  sort. 


I  never  said  any- 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  You  said  that  the  con- 
tractor had  to  repair  the  damage  done  to 
her  bows  on  the  way  to  Halifax. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  boat  had  to  be  delivered 
at  Halifax. 

Mr.  LEFUBGEY.  It  follows  that  If  it 
were  taken  over  by  the  government  at  Que- 
bec he  would  not  be  responsible. 


It  was  not  de- 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 
livered  at  Quebec. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Well,  then,  the  contrac- 
tor did  deliver  her  at  Halifax? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  No. 

Mr.  LEFUBGEY.  I  certainly  must  sub- 
mit to  this  committee  that  it  is  a  most  ano- 
malous position  for  the  hon.  minister  to  place 
himself  in.  He  said  the  boat  had  to  be  de- 
livered at  Toronto  and  that  after  she 
was  taken  over  by  the  government  anil  sus- 
tained serious  damage  it  cost  a  lot  of  money 
to  repair  her  and  that  the  contractor  had  to 
pay  for  these  repairs.  I  imagine  the  lawyers 
will  have  to  decide  as  to  what  position  the 
government  is  in  with  regard  to  this  vote. 
On  what  date  did  she  go  on  the  shoals  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  procure  the 
information. 

Mr.  LEFUBGEY.  You  will  find  that  at 
page  83  of  the  minister's  report 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Then  why  do  yon 
not  read  your  book  if  it  is  there  ? 

Mr.  LEFUBGEY.  You  seem  to  forgef  it 
She  was  taken  off  the  shoals  in  February, 
1004.    Did  she  get  into  trouble  after  that  ? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.  She  slipped  her 
anchor. 

Mr.  LEFUBGEY.  Did  she  lose  her  an- 
chor and  all  her  chain  ? 

Mr.  PBEFONTAINE.    All  her  chain. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.   What  was  the  cause  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man can  find  it  in  the  report. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Was  a  report  sent  to 
the  department  a  few  days  afterward  she 
was  placed  on  the  service  concerning  the 
mooring  of  this  vessel  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  you  want  Cap- 
tain Salmon's  report  you  shall  have  it. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  There  is  a  report  from 
Captain  Salmon  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Did  he  recommend  how 
to  moor  her  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Will  you  ask  your  de 
puty  minister  ? 
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Mr.  PEBFONTAINE.  He  does  not  know 
from  memory.  There  may  have  been  a  sug- 
gestion to  moor  her  in  a  different  way,  but 
I  am  not  a  mariner.  There  may  be  the  fact 
that  some  of  the  sailors  did  not  know  how 
to  maintain  her  anchor,  and  that  is  a  very 
Stormy  place,  and  we  have  to  learn  by  ex- 
perience. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  had  the  sailors 
to  do  with  the  anchor  when  she  was  moor- 
ed ?  Who  advises  the  department  on  such 
a  matter  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  There  is  no  par- 
ticular adviser.  If  an  accident  happens 
you  cannot  help  it 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  am  not  blaming  the 
minister,  but  I  want  to  know  who  is  re- 
sponsible. Who  recommended  the  mooring 
of  this  vessel  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  must  have  been 
the  nautical  adviser,  Captain  Spain,  or  Capt. 
Salmon. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.   Who  is  Mr.  Hutchins? 

.  Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  inspector  at 
Halifax. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Did  he  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  method  of  mooring  on  the 
shoals  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  understand  he 
sent  a  plan  which  was  submitted  to  the 
nautical  adviser. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  After  the  vessel  broke 
loose,  was  there  any  objection  to  the  method 
of  mooring  her  again  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  suppose  some  im- 
provements were  made;  we  would  be  stupid 
not  to  learn  by  experience. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Did  you  follow  the  re- 
ports sent  in  by  Captain  Salmon  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  know  ;  I 
think  not. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Will  the  minister  ex- 
plain the  two  methods  of  mooring  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  not,  because 
I  canuot 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  have  a  report  here 
which  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  a  report  sent 
by  the  adviser  in  this  matter,  and  I  shall 
read  one  or  two  sections  from  it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Better  read  the 
whole  thing  if  It  comes  from  Captain 
Salmon. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  What  was  the  cause 
of  her  breaking  away  a  second  time  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Probably  because 
Captain  Salmon  had  not  advised  the  de- 
partment properly. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.    I  have  here  a  report 
sent  on  the  26th  of  March,  1904.  1 
Mr.  LEFURGEY. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Who  is  It  signed 
by? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  It  purports  to  be  a 
report  from  Captain  Salmon  or  some  other 
officer  of  the  department  It  refers  to  the 
method  of  mooring  this  vessel,  and  I  want 
to  know  if  any  consideration  was  given  to 
it  Has  the  minister  the  duplicate  of  this 
report  in  the  department  sent  by  Mr. 
Salmon  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man bad  better  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
St  Antoine,  who  seems  to  be  very  well  post- 
ed in  regard  to  Captain  Salmon,  who  for 
about  a  month  has  been  a  very  important 
individual.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  leaves  the 
case  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Antoine,  he  will  be  in  a  better  position 
to  get  the  information  or  to  explain  it  in 
such  a  way  that  I  can  understand  it 

Mr.  AMES.  This  is  not  a  matter  of 
trifling  Importance.  The  minister  has 
simply  to  turn  to  his  own  report  to  find  on 
page  33  that  no  sooner  had  he  made  this  ex- 
penditure of  $90,000  than  the  lightship  had 
such  a  disastrous  voyage  through  the  ice 
that  her  bows  were  smashed  and  she 
had  to  be  repaired  at  Halifax.  Then 
she  was  taken  to  the  Lurcher  reef, 
and  the  report  says :  '  a  few  days 
later  she  broke  from  her  moorings  and 
put  into  Yarmouth.'  Then  a  little  further 
down  :  '  On  the  1st  of  October  the  lightship 
again  broke  from  her  moorings,  and  she  was 
consequently  sent  to  the  dockyard  for  over- 
hauling before  resuming  her  station  for  the 
winter.-  Dp  to  the  date  of  writing  this  re- 
port she  has  not  been  replaced  on  her  sta- 
tion.' There  we  have,  in  the  first  place,  the 
vessel  torn  from  her  moorings  and  taken 
back  again  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  three  - 
months  later,  torn  from  her  moorings  again 
and  sent  to  be  repaired.  The  country  is  not 
only  put  to  the  expense  of  the  repairs,  but 
this  dangerous  shoal  Is  for  three  months  with- 
out protection.  The  point  is  whether  she 
was  properly  moored.  I  have  endeavoured 
for  the  last  eleven  days  to  have  placed  upon 
this  table  a  document  signed  by  an  officer 
who  at  that  time  was  high  in  honour  in  the 
department — a  document  which  calls  the' 
attention  of  the  department  over  and  over 
again  to  the  unseamanlike  way  in  which  that 
vessel  was  moored,  and  which  practically 
says  that  unless  a  different  method  is  ad- 
opted, disaster  will  result;  and,  bearing  out 
exactly  the  prophecy  of  that  report,  we  have 
the  vessel  three  months  out  of  service  be- 
cause of  her  being  moored  iu  an  improper 
manner.  If  Mr.  Hutchins  or  any  one  else  Is 
responsible  for  this  improper  mooring,  we 
want  to  know  it ;  and  it  is  on  that  point 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey)  is  endeavouring  to  give  the  House 
information,  because  we  have  been  trying 
to  get  this  return,  and  have  not  yet  succeed- 
ed in  doing  so. 
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Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  I  desire  again 
to  supplement  the  demand  made  by  the  bon. 
member  for  St.  Antolne  (Mr.  Ames)  for  an 
investigation  as  to  the  conduct  of  certain 
officers  of  the  department  at  Halifax.  Yes- 
terday the  bon.  gentleman  called  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  an  officer  of  this  depart- 
ment In  the  city  of  Halifax.  I  desire  again 
that  the  department  should  take  steps  to 
look  into  this  matter  and  to  prevent  a  repe- 
tition of  such  occurrences  as  have  taken 
place.  My  bon.  friend  from  Montreal  has 
again  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  conduct  of  another  officer  in  the  city 
of  Halifax.  1  desire  to  add  my  demands 
to  his,  and  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  to  look  Into  the  conduct  of  the 
various  officers  of  the  department  at  Hali- 
fax, and  to  see  whether  they  are  advising 
the  department  properly.  I  understand  that 
certain  officers  of  the  Marine  Department 
at  Halifax  have  given  instructions  to  the 
department  here,  and  I  understand  that  their 
advice  has  been  accepted.  That  advice  Is 
not  acceptable  to  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Antolne ;  perhaps  It  is  acceptable  to  the 
country.  AH  I  desire  is  that  the  minister 
should  take  steps  to  ascertain  once  for  all 
whether  the  advice  received  from  bis  offi- 
cers at  Halifax  is  such  as  has  been  indi- 
cated by  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal.  If 
It  is  not  desirable  that  the  department  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  should  receive  that 
advice,  let  the  department  take  steps  to  put 
in  charge  of  the  agency  at  Halifax  men 
whose  opinions  will  be  endorsed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Antoine  and  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  While  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  a  very  laudible  desire  to  see 
that  the  officers  of  the  department  are  effi- 
cient, tbey  seem  at  the  same  time  to  be 
much  troubled  because  this  side  of  the 
House  is  endeavouring  to  get  information 
from  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
as  to  where  the  blame  lies. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  blame  must 
have  been  upon  Mr.  Hutchins  if  he  advised 
the  department  wrongly.  I  am  going  to  look 
into  the  matter,  and  if  he  is  to  blame,  be 
will  have  to  walk  out. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Have  any  complaints 
been  made  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  making  a  complaint  that  he  was  the 
first  to  suggest  that  the  moorings  were 
wrong,  and  he  will  have  to  stand  by  it. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  But  the  minister  must 
know  that  he  had  advice  from  other  officers 
of  the  department  as  to  those  moorings,  and 
it  was  after  he  had  this  advice  that  the  ves- 
sel broke  away  for  the  second  time.  All  we 
ssk  from  the  department  is  to  give  us  some 
information  as  to  where  the  blame  does  lie. 
The  minister  informs  us  that  be  does  not 
know  anything  about  it,  nor  has  he  ascer- 


tained anything  from  his  deputy.  Has  be 
not  had  time  since  the  1st  of  October,  1904, 
to  ascertain  where  the  blame  lies  ?  Is  It 
only  now  that  he  has  to  get  instructions 
from  the  back  benches  to  inquire  as  to 
whether  his  officers  are  suitable  for  the  posi- 
tions allotted  to  them  or  not  We  want  to 
know  from  the  minister  why  he  has  been 
negligent  of  his  duty  In  not  finding  this  out. 
I  want  to  give  the  minister  an  opportunity 
to  know  something  of  the  report  which 
comes  into  the  department  before  this  vessel 
broke  away  the  second  time,  and  I  think, 
from  this  report,  which  I  have  in  my  band, 
and  from  the  fact  that  they  did  not  follow 
this  report,  that  the  department  are  more 
to  blame  than  Mr.  Hutchins  or  any  other 
official  down  there.  This  report,  which  is 
file  JVo.  20198  C,  and  is  dated  Ottawa,  28th 
March,  1904,  says  : 

The  method  adopted  by  Mr.  Hutchins  of  moor- 
ing this  vessel  with  three  heavy  stones  Is,  In 
my  opinion,  a  very  poor  substitute  tor  the 
mushroom  anchors  provided,  but  my  principal 
objection  to  the  arrangement  of  mooring  Is  not 
in  the  anchors,  but  In  the  method  of  support- 
ing the  cable  with  a  submerged  buoy.  The 
safety  of  a  vessel,  when  riding  out  a  gale  of 
wind,  lies  in  her  never  being  able  to  put  a 
heavy  strain  on  the  anchor  or  cable,  as  owing  to 
the  long  scope  and  weight  of  the  cable,  it  forms 
what  is  called  a  '  catenery,'  that  is  to  say,  on 
account  of  the  length  and  weight  of  the  cable 
out.  the  vessel  can  never  tighten  It  ;  if  she 
could  the  cable  would  snap  or  the  anchor  drag. 

The  second  time  this  vessel  was  moored, 
did  the  department  use  the  method  of  a  buoy 
uttached  to  a  cable  ?  Can  I  find  that  out 
from  the  minister  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No,  you  cannot 
find  out  anything  from  me  to-night. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Then  the  minister  ap- 
parently does  not  want  to  follow  the  advice 
given  him  by  the  hon.  member"  for  Cape 
Breton  (Mr.  Johnston)  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Ob,  yes,  I  am 
going  to  follow  it. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Then,  you  are  a  long 
way  behind  the  trail  now. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  Allow  me  to  say  that 
we  understand  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  an  investigation  made  into  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Hutchins. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  House  will  under- 
stand that  I  am  trying  to  get  information 
as  to  why  this  steamer  broke  from  her 
moorings.  I  am  not  dealing  with  any  par- 
ticular individual  in  the  department.  It  is 
the  minister  who  is  responsible  to  the 
House,  and  we  want  the  information  from 
him.  We  want  to  know  why  this  report 
was  not  acted  upon,  and  why  we  have  the 
unfortunate  circumstance  of  a  boat  a  few 
months  on  the  service  breaking  away  from 
her  moorings  on  two  occasions,  and  the 
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minister  not  being  able  to  supply  any  In- 
formation. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Does  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman wish  the  committee  to  understand 
that  be  bus  any  Information  that  would  In- 
dicate tbat  the  boat  was  improperly  moored, 
or  that  her  slipping  away  was  not  due 
solely  to  an  accident  ? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be 
a  critic  of  the  proper  method  of  mooring 
lightships.  I  am  here  to  get  information 
from  the  minister  as  to  whether  there  was 
any.  The  minister  should  know  as  to  whe- 
ther there  was  any  fault  in  the  first  moor- 
ing of  the  vessel,  and  as  to  why  some  other 
method  was  not  used  in  mooring  her  the 
second  time.  Apparently  th^  minister  does 
not  know  anything  about  mooring  light- 
ships, and  we  can  get  no  information  from 
bis  department.  This  report  is  a  compre- 
hensive one.  and  we  would  like  to  know 
whether  tbe  department  took  cognizance  of 
it,  or  whether,  because  the  gentleman  was 
in  bad  odour  with  the  department  on  ac- 
count of  another  circumstance  where  they 
could  not  have  their  own  way,  they  threw 
his  report  aside  and  persisted  in  using  the 
old  method,  the  submerged  buoy  and  stones. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  Both  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey)  and  ray  hou.  friend  from  Montreal 
(Mr.  Ames)  have  brought  forcibly  to  the 
notice  of  the  department  the  fact  that  cer- 
tain officials  of  the  Marine  and  Fisheries 
Department  in  the  city  of  Halifax  have  not 
advised  the  department  properly.  Reports 
were  made  to  the  department  by  the  then 
ofllcer  of  the  department.  Captain  Salmon, 
and  the  services  of  that  officer  have  been 
dispensed  with  since  then.  Whether. the 
department  did  right  or  wrong  in  dispen- 
sing with  his  services,  I  do  not  know,  my 
own  Judgment  is  that  they  did  the  proper 
thing.  It  would  perhaps  suit  my  bon. 
friend  from  Montreal  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  have  retain- 
ed the  services  of  Captain  Salmon  and  to 
have  dispensed  with  the  services  of  the 
officers  of  the  department  in  Halifax.  Per- 
haps that  would  have  been  the  better 
course.  Tbe  request  I  have  now  to  make  of 
the  department  is  tbat  they  shall  look  into 
the  request  made  by  my  hon.  friends  op- 
posite and  ascertain  whether  it  is  in  tbe 
interest  of  tbe  department,  not  only  to  dis- 
pense with  the  services  of  Captain  Salmon, 
but  with  the  services  of  the  officers  of  the 
department  at  Halifax  as  well ;  and  if  the 
department  reach  the  conclusion  arrived  at 
by  our  hon.  friends  opposite,  then  no  doubt 
the  department  will  do  its  duty. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Alex.  Johnston)  apparently  has  reached 
a  conclusion. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY. 


Mr.  ALEX.    JOHNSTON.    I  have  not 
reached  any  conclusion.    There  is  no  use 
wasting  time  over  this  question.  Again 
let  me  Impress  upon  the  minister  the  im- 
portance of  looking  carefully  Into  this  mat- 
ter.   The  truth  or  falsity  of  the  charge 
|  made  in  regard  to  tbe  mooring  of  this  ship 
:  can  be  easily  arrived  at.    Now  tbat  tbe 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  and  tbe  hon. 
I  member  for  Prince  Edward    Island  have 
|  asked  this  committee  to  put  our  little  hands 
I  in  theirs  and  pass  on,  of  course  we  will  sit 
i  down  and  wait  the  result 

Mr.  AMES.    We  would  not  have  it  un- 
derstood that  we  are  endeavouring  to  find 
a  scapegoat  for  the  department,  or  that  we 
believe  that  this,  that  or  tbe  other  officer 
j  is  to  blame.    The  point  we  make  is  this, 
;.that  the  ship  was  Improperly  moored,  that 
I  tbe  deputy  minister  was  told  that  it  was  im- 
i  properly  moored,  that  no  heed  whatsoever 

■  was  paid  to  the  memorandum  served 
|  upon  him  and  that  the  very  result  which 
i  was  prophesied  came  true,  that  the  vessel, 

moored  as  she  was,  broke  loose  and  as  a 
result  there  was  loss.  That  is  the  way  it 
seems  to  us.   We  want  to  find  out  whether 

■  the  department  was  properly  warned,  and 
|  until  the  papers  we  are  asking  for  are 
i  here,  we  cannot  tell  whether  the  depart- 
I  meut  was  warned  that  this  method  of  moor- 
I  ing  was  improper,  and  If  It  was  warned, 
]  whether  It  took  heed. 

,     Mr.  ALEX.    JOHNSTON.     I   still  con- 
I  tinue  to  believe  that  no  matter  how  this 
I  ship  was  moored,  even  if  she  was  moored 
according  to  the  directions  of  Captain  Sal- 
|  mou,  she  would  have  drifted  away.    Is  the 
bon.  gentleman  in  a  position  to  assert  tbat 
if  the  ship  was  moored  in  tbe  manner  re- 
presented by  Captain  Salmon  she  would 
not  have  broken  away  under  the  conditions 
in  which  she  did  break  away  ? 

Mr.  AMES.  Of  course  I  cannot  say  what 
might  have  happened  under  hypothetical 
conditions.  I  can  only  say  that  the  method 
recommended  was  apparently  not  adopted, 
and  that  the  results  foreseen  came  true. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  I  may  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentlemao  that  the  Instruc- 
tions issued  by  the  officers  of  the  depart- 
ment at  Halifax  directed  the  vessel  to  be 
moored  in  an  improper  manner.  But  that 
is  a  question  I  desire  to  be  investigated, 
and  if  the  investigation  shows  that  the 
member  for  St.  Antoine  (Montreal)  Is  right 
I  wlU  be  then  able  t?  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  suppose  the  me- 
thod of  mooring  was  submitted  to  some 
one  who  had  technical  knowledge.  We  do 
not  know  that  Mr.  Hutcbins  was  an  au- 
thority. But  there  was  a  technical  official, 
I  understood  tbe  minister  to  say  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  first  mooring 
was  done  according  to  the  best  method  In 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2757 


2758 


use  in  the  United  States,  by  submersion. 
As  I  stated,  the  station  is  a  very  difficult 
one  to  maintain,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
such  an  expensive  lightship  was  put  there. 
She  was  moored  according  to  the  best 
method  known,  and  she  broke  her  moor- 
ings. Another  method  had  to  be  adopted 
which  showed  clearly  that  the  first  mooring 
under  the  circumstances  was  not  a  proper 
one.  It  was  decided  afterwards  tb  moor 
her  as  before.  After  being  there  six  or 
seven  months,  she  broke  away  again.  It 
was  simply  an  accident  due  to  stress  of 
weather,  and  really  nobody  was  directly 
lesponsible.  There  was  no  fault  or  neg- 
lect. Since  then  she  has  been  put  back 
and  is  rendering  the  service  for  which  she 
was  intended.  Of  coarse,  accidents  can- 
not wholly  be  prevented.  Buoys  will  be 
driven  away,  and  you  cannot  always  pre- 
vent it,  any  more  than  you  can  always  pre- 
vent a  lighthouse  being  set  afire  by  light- 
ening and  burned  down.  1  do  not  see  what 
object  there  is  In  discussing  these  accidents. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  not  followed 
the  details  of  this  discussion,  but  I  under- 
stand the  point  of  criticism  to  be  that  Cap- 
tain Salmon  made  some  suggestions  with 
regard  to  the  mooring  that  were  not  car- 
ried out 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  told  the  gentle- 
man who  brought  up  the  question  that  I 
bad  not  the  papers  here,  and  this  provision 
for  the  '  Lurcher '  is  part  of  an  item 
which  was  carried  last  night.  I  offered  to 
bring  down  all  the  papers  on  the  subject  I 
think  that  was  a  reasonable  offer.  So,  what 
was  the  use  of  cross-examining  me  as  to 
whether  the  anchors  had  been  put  out  at  a 
certain  distance  or  a  certain  other  distance  ? 
Trying  to  show  that  I  know  nothing  about 
these  things.  Well,  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  them,  and  I  am  not  supposed  to  know. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Of  course,  the  min- 
ister cannot  have  technical  knowledge  about 
these  things.  Possibly  if  we  are  to  have 
the  papers  laid  upon  the  table  and  if  we  are 
to  be  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  matter  on 
some  other  item,  I  should  think  that  would 
answer  the  purpose  of  my  hon.  friends  who 
are  discussing  the  matter. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  had  no  intention  of 
criticising  or  worrying  the  minister  as  he 
seems  to  think.  But  I  had  a  report  here 
and  wished  to  get  some  information  as  to 
the  methods  followed  by  the  department  in 
regard  to  this  lightship.  I  am  glad  that  the 
minister  acknowledged  that  no  one  is  to 
blame.  My  bon.  friend  from  Cape  Breton 
(Mr.  A.  Johnston)  who  has  been  worrying 
about  the  conduct  of  the  officers  at  Halifax, 
having  now  received  this  assurance  from 
the  minister,  can  go  home  and  rest  quietly. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  did  not  say  that 
no  one  was  to  blame  ;  I  said  that  it  might 
be  shown  that  no  one  was  to  blame. 


Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  certainly  understood 
the  minister  to  say  so  in  answer  to  the  lead- 
er of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  a 
few  minutes  ago.  And,  if  he  will  look  at 
'  Hansard  *  to-morrow  I  think  he  will  find 
that  he  said  no  blame  attached  to  any  one. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Personally,  I  do 
not  think  there  is.  But  the  attitude  of  the 
bon.  member  for  St  Antoine  (Mr.  Ames) 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
Island  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  creates  suspicion. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  I  wfsh  to  relieve 
the  anxiety  and  apprehension  of  my  bon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey). I  may  have  been  living  In  a  fool's 
paradise,  but  as  the  minister  knows  I  was 
under  no  apprehension  about  this  matter. 
I  thought  the  officers  at  Halifax  were  en- 
deavouring to  do  their  duty,  and,  daring  the 
nine  years  I  have  had  to  do  with  political 
affairs  I  have  never  made  representations 
to  the  contrary  to  the  minister  or  to  any 
other  person.  But  my  suspicions  were  ar- 
oused by  the  statements  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames)  and  my 
hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr. 
Lefurgey).  These  members  upon  their  re- 
sponsibility have  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  House  certain  points  with  regard  to  these 
officers.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  min- 
ister to  make  still  further  inquiry  and  as- 
certain whether  there  is  any  reason  for  the 
suspicion  aroused  by  these  hon.  gentlemen. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  Johnston)  is  laying  down  a  differ- 
ent doctrine  from  that  which  his  leader 
propounded  this  evening.  The  minister  lays 
down  the  proposition  that  any  complaint 
from  this  side  of  the  House  was  not  to  be 
regarded  as  a  complaint  at  all. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Has  any  vessel  been 
purchased  by  the  government  to  be  used  as 
a  lighthouse  supply  boat  ?  If  so,  what  is 
her  name  and  from  whom  was  she  pur- 
chased 1  I  do  not  know  whether  the  gov- 
ernment has  ever  had  a  boat  that  went 
about  with  supplies  for  the  lighthouses. 
Has  one  been  purchased  by  the  department? 

Mr  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  see  it  stated  in  one  of 
the  papers  that  such  a  boat  had  been  pur- 
chased. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    It  was  wrong. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Are  negotiations  pro- 
ceeding for  the  purchase  of  a  boat  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Nothing  has  been 
done. 

Lighthouse  and  coast  service — construction 
of  lighthouses  and  aids  to  navigation,  including; 
apparatus,  $500,000. 

Mr.  AMES.  Better  let  that  stand.  There 
is  a  good  deal  on  that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Go  on. 
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Mr.  AMES.  This  Item  brings  up  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  new  aids  to  navigation  from 
the  St  Lawrence  and  the  reports  of  the 
various  bodies  that  have  asked  for  improve- 
ments. I  think  it  had  better  wait  until  we 
have  more  time. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  all  the  infor- 
mation here  including  the  maps  and  the 
plans. 

Mr.  AMES.  But,  it  will  take  a  long  time 
to  get  the  information.  Still  of  course,  if 
the  minister  wishes  to  sit  here  until  four 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  all  right. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  a  way  out 
of  the  difficulty.  I  am  asking  here  for  only 
$500,000.  Last  year  we  spent  $850,000. 
Therefore  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  ask 
for  a  supplementary  estimate.  I  think  this 
item  could  be  voted  and  any  discussion  that 
may  be  necessary  take  place  on  the  supple- 
mentary item. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  subjects  covered  by  the 
next  four  or  five  items  require  considerable 
discussion.  There  is  this  one  of  construc- 
tion of  lighthouses.  There  is  the  signal  ser- 
vice—that can  pass  if  you  like.  But  there 
is  an  item  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of  Marconi  stations.  We  want  considerable 
information  about  that.  We  also  want  a  good 
deal  of  information  about  that  submarine 
signal  apparatus  contract.  Those  three 
items  might  stand. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  might  put 
through  most  of  the  items,  and  leave  either 
that  $500,000  item  or  the  $100,000  item  or 
the  $75,000  item.  I  understand  that 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  has  requested 
that  the  item  to  provide  for  submarine 
signal  apparatus,  $70,000,  should  be  suspend- 
ed for  further  information.  This  would  in- 
volve a  discussion  of  all  the  other  items,  1 
would  give  all  the  information  I  have  before 
me  now,  and  we  could  discuss  the  further 
papers  that  I  am  to  bring  down. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Might  I  suggest  to 
the  minister  that,  of  course,  technically,  it 
is  all  one  item.  No.  197 — and,  by  the  way, 
there  seems  to  be  a  great  divergence  of  prac- 
tice in  regard  to  the  way  in  which  items  are 
numbered.  In  some  departments  we  would 
find  every  one  of  these  items  with  a  distinct 
number,  and  I  would  think  that  the  minist- 
er would  get  things  cleared  up  more  sa- 
tisfactorily if  he  would  put  them  in  that 
way.  As  the  whole  item  must  stand,  I 
would  suggest  to  the  minister  that  we 
might  run  through  those  that  involve  no 
discussion  and  leave  about  three  that  will 
involve  discussion. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  would  ask  the  minis- 
ter when  his  estimates  are  taken  up  again 
if  ho  would  please  bring  down  the  papers 
in  connection  with  the  cutting  of  timber  on 
Hope  island. 
Mr.  AMES. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Those  produced 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  think  the  minister  will 
find  that  some  further  ones  were  brought 
down,  because,  if  he  will  remember,  one  of 
his  officers  went  up  there  to  view  the  amount 
of  cutting  that  had  been  done. 

Signal  service,  $10,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  is  a  slight 
increase  here. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  an  in- 
crease in  the  service. 

To  provide  for  the  administration  of  the  pilot- 
age, $12,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  I  suppose,  Is 
some  increase  In  the  service  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  What  are  the  duties  and 
emoluments  of  Mr.  E.  Guerin  in  connection 
with  the  Montreal  Pilotage  Commissioners' 
Court  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  is  a  commis- 
sioner appointed  to  make  special  investiga- 
tion under  the  old  law.  He  is  not  a  wreck 
commissioner,  but  there  is  still  under  the 
Pilotage  Act  a  disposition  which  might  re- 
quire the  services  of  Mr.  Guerin,  who  was 
appointed  about  three  or  four  years  ago. 
During  last  year  he  rendered  no  service, 
he  had  not  been  called  upon  to  render  any 
service,  so  the  amount  of  money  has  not 
been  expended. 

Mr.  AMES.  He  Is  paid  so  much  per 
sitting  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.   $10  a  day. 

Salaries  of  temporary  officers,  engineers  and 
draughtsmen  at  Ottawa,  &c,  &c,  $20,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  Is  an  increase 
of  $4,000  in  this. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  Increase  Is 
due  principally  to  the  fact  that  we  have  ap- 
pointed an  officer,  Mr.  St.  George,  a  special 
engineer,  to  superintend  and  look  after  the 
works  of  the  Harbour  Commissioners,  in 
the  port  of  Montreal,  at  a  salary  of  $3,000 
a  year.  The  expenditure  was  about  $1,- 
057,42  a  month,  so  we  required  this  increase 
of  money  on  account,  first,  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  St.  George,  and,  secondly,  on 
!  account  of  the  fact  that  since  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  lighthouse  board  we  have  been 
called  upon  to  pay  the  travelling  expenses 
of  the  gentlemen  outside  of  Ottawa  who 
have  come  to  sit  on  that  board,  which  meets 
once  or  twice  a  month,  according  to  the 
applications.  It  is  only  fair  and  reasonable 
that  these  gentlemen  should  be  paid  their 
travelling  expenses  to  attend  the  lighthouse 
board.  Members  of  the  shipping  federa- 
tion have  been  called  upon  to  take  part  in 
the  deliberations  of  the  lighthouse  board, 
which  is  composed  mostly  of  officers  of  the 
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department,  and  we  have  made  arrange- 
ments to  pay  their  expenses. 

Mr.  AMBS.  It  is  out  of  this  appropria- 
tion that  Mr.  St.  George  Is  paid  ? 

Mr.  PBBFONTAINB.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  Is  he  now  permanently  In  the 
employ  of  the  department,  and  does  he 
give  his  entire  time  to  it  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  I  do  not  know  that 
he  gives  his  entire  time.  He  is  obliged,  of 
course,  to  do  the  service  that  is  required 
from  him.  He  is  obliged  to  be  in  attendance 
and  to  superintend  the  work  as  an  engineer 
occupying  that  position. 

Sqme  resolutions  reported. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  will  we  take 
up  on  Monday  in  case  we  get  through  with 
private  members'  business  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Supply,  taking  up  the 
estimates  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  in  case  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  is  not  here. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at 
11.25  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  March  20,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST  TERRITORIES. 

On  the  Orders  of  the  Day  being  called, 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  I  desire  to  Inform  the  House 
that  It  is  the  intention  of  the  government  to 
proceed  with  the  Autonomy  Bill  on  Wed- 
nesday next  as  the  first  order.  I  may  say 
to  the  House  also  that  it  is  contemplated  to 
introduce  an  amendment  to  section  16,  which 
amendment  will  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  clerk,  I  hope,  before  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  ;  and  before  the  adjournment 
I  think  we  will  be  able  to  place  on  the 
table  of  the  House  the  papers  which  were 
asked  for  the  other  day  by  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  desirable,  as  I  have  pointed  out  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  that  these  papers 
which  are  to  be  brought  down,  or  have  been 
brought  down,  should  be  printed,  or  put 
In  some  such  form  that  they  will  be  prop- 
erly available  to  members  of  the  House  who 
desire  to  deal  with  them  in  the  course  of 
the  debate. 


THE  BUDGET  SPEECH. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER.  Is  there  any  an- 
nouncement by  the  First  Minister  or  the 
Minister  of  Finance  as  to  the  budget,  or  is 
that  now  to  be  indefinitely  postponed  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance). I  Intimated  to  my  hon.  friend  the 
other  day  that  some  days  might  elapse  be- 
fore we  could  make  an  announcement ;  and 
in  view  of  the  business  which  is  likely  to 
come  before  the  House,  and  which  is  of, 
perhaps,  more  immediate  interest,  I  think 
we  will  have  to  postpone  for  a  few  days  the 
announcement  concerning  the  budget. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

MOOSEJAW  AND  EDMONTON  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

House  In  committee  on  Bill  (No.  20)  to  in- 
corporate the  Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Rail- 
way Company. — Mr.  Scott. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  reason  that 
Ibis  Bill  stood  was  because  I  desired  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  the  Bill  in  cbarge 
(Mr.  Scott)  to  explain  why  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  a  capitalization,  if  I  remember 
correctly,  of  $2,000,000,  and  in  addition  to 
that  the  power  to  issue  bonds  upon  the 
whole  length  of  the  road  to  the  extent  of 
$25,000  a  mile.  I  would  think  that  perhaps 
the  bond  issue  would  of  Itself  be  amply 
sufficient  to  build  and  equip  the  road — per- 
haps more  than  sufficient— but  In  addition 
to  that  we  have  authorized  a  capitalization 
of  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  may  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  the  application  of  the  promoters  called 
for  a  capitalization  of  only  $1,000,000  and 
it  was  in  the  Judgment  of  the  standing  com- 
mittee on  Railways  and  Canals  that  the 
capitalization  was  Increased  to  $2,000,000. 
I  have  not  the  faintest  objection  to  reduc- 
ing that  to  $1,000,000. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  was  the 
reason  for  Increasing  it?  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  was  present  at  the  commit- 
tee can  give  this  committee  some  informa- 
tion as  to  that. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  It  has  been  the  usual  cus- 
tom of  the  committee  in  regard  to  roads  of 
this  character  to  make  the  capital  stock 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  $10,000  a  mile. 
It  is  necessary  under  a  clause  of  the 
Railway  Act  to  subscribe  15  per  cent  of  the 
capital  to  make  a  start  with  the  road.  With 
a  road  of  this  character  having  a  capital 
of  $1,000,000  it  would  mean  $150,000.  but 
with  $2,000,000,  capital  it  would  mean  $300,- 
000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  the  length  of 
the  road  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  -aoout  400  miles.  These 
matters  have  all  been  discussed  from  that 
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standpoint  and  it  has  been  the  custom  to 
allow  an  issue  of  stock  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  $10,000  a  mile. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ONTARIO  AND  MINNESOTA  POWER  COM- 
PANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  86)  res- 
pecting the  Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power 
Company,  Limited.— Mr.  Campbell. 

On  section  9, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Where  does  this  Bill  come 
from  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Prom  the  com- 
mittee on  Miscellaneous  Private  Bills. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  getting  no  idea  of  the  Bill  at  all.  A 
comparatively  small  committee — not  saying 
anything  against  the  committee  at  all — takes 
the  Bill  up  ;  we  do  not  know  bow  much 
time  they  give  to  its  consideration,  the 
Bill  comes  down  to  the  House  and  we  simply 
just  hear  the  annotations  at  the  sides  of  the 
clauses  read.  I  do  not  think  that  is  good 
legislation.  I  would  like  to  ask  my  right 
lion,  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  if  he  thinks 
it  is  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Most  of  these 
Bills  are  purely  formal  and  do  not  require 
much  discussion.  It  may  be,  of  course, 
that  there  are  some  Bills  that  are  very  im- 
portant and  something  might  slip  through 
that  requires  consideration.  But.  as  a  rule 
these  Bills  are  purely  formal  and  require 
no  very  great  consideration.  If  there  is 
something  that  requires  consideration  in  a 
Bill  sometimes  I  agree  with  my  lion,  friend 
that  It  might  slip  through. 

Mr.  HYMAX.  I  think  there  are  some  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  which  should  be  discussed 
when  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  it  is  here. 
I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  pro- 
gress and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  committee  rose  and 

reported  progress. 

QILLIES  BROTHERS.  LIMITED. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  95)  res- 
pecting (iillies  Brothers,  Limited. — Mr.  A. 
A.  Wright. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  BARKER.  By  this  section  we  are 
apparently  confirming  letters  patent  that  are 
not  before  the  House.  It  has  sometimes 
happened  that  letters  patent  have  been  is- 
sued somewhat  Irregularly,  and  the  effect 
of  section  three  would  be  to  affirm  the  terms 
of  such  a  patent  and  grant  additional 
powers. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    I  was  present  at  the 
committee  when  this  Bill  was  considered, 
Mr.  HYMAN. 


and  I  must  say  that  it  was  very  thoroughly 
discussed.  The  manager  of  the  Gillies  firm 
was  present  and  also  many  of  the  lumber- 
men who  are  members  of  the  House,  and 
the  whole  matter  was  thoroughly  gone  into. 
I  may  say  that  this  Is  one -of  the  largest 
firms  in  Ontario.  I  understand  that  the  let- 
ters patent  were  tiled  before  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  which  committee  passed 
judgment  upon  them.  It  may  seem  strange 
that  all  these  powers  are  asked,  but  evi- 
dence was  given  before  the  committee  that 
the  company  is  really  carrying  on  the  dif- 
ferent lines  of  business  mentioned  in  the 
Bill.  We  found  it  a  little  strange,  for  ex- 
ample, that  they  should  ask  to  do  business 
as  wharfingers  and  warehousemen,  but  we 
were  told  by  the  lumbermen  present  that 
they  were  actually  operating  boats  and 
tramways  for  the  purposes  of  their  busi- 
ness. The  only  objection  was  to  clause  9, 
which  empowered  the  company  to  expropri- 
ate, but  that  clause  was  withdrawn.  In 
passing  this  Bill  we  are  encouraging  a  Arm 
which  Is  doing  a  very  large  business  in 
Canada. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN".  Were  the  letters 
patent  granted  under  Dominion  authority? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  was  not  making  any  ob- 
jection to  the  firm  or  to  their  work.  I  know 
the  lirm  and  they  are  a  very  excellent  one 
and  doing  a  ve-y  large  business. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  They  very  willingly 
dropped  the  expropriation  clause  when  they 
found  it  would  create  a  bad  precedent. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  very  satisfactory  to 
the  House  to  have  the  Solicitor  General 
make  that  statement. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  usual  provision 
is  contained  in  this  clause? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Yes;  they  have  to  ask 
the  permission  of  the  several  municipalities. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN*.  By  clause  5  they 
ciiii  only  acquire  by  purchase. 

On  section  10, 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will  not  repeat  the 
objection  made  the  other  evening  with  re- 
gard to  certain  features  of  this  clause.  If 
it  Is  the  policy  of  the  government  to  permit 
such  legislation  to  pass,  I  suppose  these  peo- 
ple are  as  much  entitled  to  it  as  any  one  else. 

Mr.  MeCOOL.  The  same  power  was 
granted  to  the  Ottawa  and  Hull  Company. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  fully  appreciate 
the  fact  that  it  was  granted  to  a  great  many 
companies,  but  the  point  we  made  was  that 
it  should  not  be  granted  to  any  company, 
and  that  some  policy  on  this  question  should 
be  determined  on  by  the  administration, 
which  policy  we  should  carry  out  In  future. 
It  is  not  a  party  question  exactly,  because 
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I  think  it  has  been  done  under  both  admin- 
istrations in  the  past,  and  it  is  not  a  matter 
that  is  personal  to  this  company  at  all.  It 
is  simply  a  matter  of  public  policy  in  which 
hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  interested.  It  would  be  far  bet- 
ter to  have  all  stock  paid  up  in  cash,  so  that 
you  might  know  that  every  dollar  of  the 
company's  stock  represented  cash  actually 
paid  in. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  The  principle  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Borden)  is  mak- 
ing headway,  because  there  were  several 
objections  in  the  committee  to  the  clause, 
but  after  the  representations  made  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  the  committee  thought 
we  should  give  them  the  benefit  of  the  pre- 
cedents. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  Bill  leaves  it  to  the 
directors  alone  to  make  any  arrangement 
they  like  without  consulting  the  sharehold- 
ers, and  so  the  directors  might  completely 
destroy  the  stock  of  the  original  company. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  No.  The  Bill  provides 
that  it  shall  be  approved  by  a  majority  of 
the  stockholders  of  the  company. 

Mr.  HAGGART.    Very  well. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 


GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
On  the  order  : 

House  in  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  45)  an 
Act  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada.— Mr.  Macdonald. 

Hon.  CHAS.  HYMAN.  Stand. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  an  announcement  of  public  policy 
is  to  be  made  in  connection  with  this  Bill, 
whether  It  would  not  be  well  to  deal  with 
it  in  the  afternoon.  Otherwise,  it  will 
come  up  probably  on  Wednesday  or  Friday 
after  dinner. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR.  Monday  next 
THE  CENTURY  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY. 

House  went  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
49)  respecting  the  Century  Life  Insurance 
Company.— Mr.  Macpherson. 

On  section  1— time  extended  for  obtain- 
ing license, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  is  this?  The  time 
seems  to  have  been  extended  from  1901. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  This  Bill  has  been  as- 
sented to  by  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce,  and  I  suppose  the  House 
will  agree  to  it ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  let 
it  pass  without  offering  a  word  of  objection. 
I  think  the  law  we  have  limiting  the  time 
for  the  organization  of  insurance  compan- 
ies and  banks  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  we 


should  only  depart  from  it  in  special  cases 
and  when  the  cause  for  extension  shall 
be  shown  to  be  exceptional.  Personally  I 
was  not  satisfied  that  the  cause  had  been 
shown  as  respects  this  Bill.  However,  the 
committee  took  a  generous  view  and  allow- 
ed the  Bill  to  pass.  My  view  is  that  insur- 
ance companies  and  banks  should  be  or- 
ganized only  when  there  is  a  group  of  men 
of  sufficient  financial  strength  to  give  an 
assurance  that  they  will  be  able  to  start 
the  concern,  and  that  an  extension  of  time 
should  be  granted  only  for  some  excep- 
tional reason.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
House  will  alter  the  decision  which  the 
committee  has  come  to;  but  I  think  that 
it  would  be  well  for  hon.  members  Inter- 
ested iu  Bills  of  this  character  to  realize 
that  the  object  of  the  general  law  Is  a  de- 
sirable one,  and  that  we  should  all  try  to 
uphold  it  in  the  future  better  than  we  have 
doue  in  the  past. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Finance;  and,  being 
in  the  dark  as  respects  the  exceptional  rea- 
sons for  extending  the  time  in  this  case, 
I  think  the  mover  of  the  Bill  ought  to  en- 
lighten the  House  as  to  what  they  are. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  I  move  that  the 
committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  HYMAN.   What  Is  the  object? 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  I  do  not  wish  to 
attempt  to  force  the  Bill  upon  the  House 
if  it  is  against  public  policy.  It  was  in- 
troduced in  my  name,  and  I  was  informed 
that  the  company  had  spent  a  large  sum 
of  money  in  organizing,  that  some  $200,000 
had  been  subscribed  and  10  per  cent  thereof 
paid  up. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  wish  my  hon.  friend 
to  understand  that  I  am  not  opposing  the 
Bill.  I  am  rather  asking  the  House  to  ac- 
cept the  judgment  of  the  committee,  but  I 
am  suggesting  that  we  ought  to  have  a 
clearer  understanding  of  what  public 
policy  is,  and  keep  nearer  to  that  in  the 
future.  I  am  not  opposing  my  hon.  friend's 
Bill,  although  I  voted  against  it  in  the  com- 
mittee; but  I  do  not  wish  it  to  become  a 
precedent 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  Bill;  but  I  agree  entirely  with  the  policy 
which  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  has  laid 
down.  On  the  other  hand,  if  it  can  be 
shown  that  there  are  exceptional  reasons 
in  this  case,  they  would  no  doubt  have 
weight  with  the  committee;  and  the  state- 
ment that  has  been  made  to-day  by  the 
Finance  Minister  will  probably  render  such 
a  Bill  as  this  impossible  hereafter,  because 
it  will  be  public  notice  to  promoters  that 
they  must  get  a  little  more  hustle  on,  and 
get  their  Acts  into  operation  more  quickly. 
If  $200,000  has  been  subscribed  and  a  cer- 
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tain  portion  of  that  paid  In,  in  good  faith; 
I  would  be  disposed  for  my  part  to  with- 
hold opposition.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  allow  even  a  chance  for 
franchises  of  this  kind  to  lie  around  for  so 
many  years  waiting  for  somebody  to  take 
them  up. 

Mr.  MACPHERSON.  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  I  may  say  that  the  men 
who  have  organized  this  company  have  not 
attempted  to  carry  a  charter  around  or  to 
act  as  chartermongers.  The  matter  was 
brought  up  in  good  faith.  I  am  informed 
that  the  principal  mover  in  the  organizing 
of  this  compary  was  a  gentleman  named 
Gilmour,  who  has  died,  and  that  for  that 
reason  the  business  of  the  company  was 
held  up  for  awhile.  The  company  is  not  com- 
posed of  men  of  straw  by  any  means.  They 
are  all  pretty  responsible  people,  and  the 
fact  of  their  having  some  $250,000  sub- 
scribed is  an  indication  of  that.  My  rea- 
son for  moving  that  the  committee  rise  and 
report  progress  was  that  if  there  was  any- 
thing wrong  with  the  Bill,  I  might  talk 
the  matter  over  with  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance. Still,  I  desire  to  have  the  Bill  go 
through,  and  therefore  I  will  withdraw  the 
motion. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  think  we  ought  to  deal 
with  each  case  of  this  kind  on  its  merits. 
It  may  be  that  the  company  was  almost 
ready  to  go  on,  but  that  for  some  excep- 
tional reasons  delay  was  caused.  It  would 
have  been  different  if  the  company  had 
got  the  legislation,  and  had  done  nothing 
to  forward  the  objects  for  which  it  was 
formed.  This  case  seems  to  be  an  excep- 
tional one  on  account  of  the  death  of  the 
main  promoter  of  the  company.  The  fact 
that  $250,000  is  subscribed  Is  an  evidence 
of  good  faith,  and  we  might  let  the  Bill  go 
through. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

DOMINION   ANNUITY  COMPANY. 

House  went  into  committee  on  Bill  (No. 
82)  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Annuity 
Company. — Mr.  Bole. 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  hon.  friend  the  Fin- 
ance Minister  made  a  statement  some  time 
ago  regarding  the  probability  of  the  govern- 
ment taking  some  action  in  the  way  of 
annuities.  Has  any  definite  policy  been  de- 
cided upon  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  matter  came  up  In 
this  way.  It  was  suggested  in  the  commit- 
tee that  the  name  '  Dominion  Annuity  Com- 
pany '  might  possibly  lead  to  the  impression  ( 
that  these  annuities  were  issued  by  the  Dom- 
inion government ;  and  consequently  if  the 
Dominion  government  should  at  any  time 
issue  annuities,  there  would  be  confusion. 
Mr  FOSTER. 


The  Bill  however  was  left  as  it  is  with  the 
understanding  that  the  promoter  would  sug- 
gest another  name  on  the  third  reading. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Bole), 
after  consultation  with  the  promoters,  has 
decided  to  ask  that  the  name  be  changed  to 
the  '  Annuity  Company  of  Canada.'  I  have 
said  that  the  Dominion  government  might 
at  some  time  see  fit  to  issue  annuities,  and  it 
is  quite  likely  that  this  session  some  legis- 
lation on  that  question  will  be  brought  up. 
What  we  contemplate  is  not  a  general  sys- 
tem of  annuities,  but  one  limited  to  old  age 
annuities— not  precisely  old  age  pensions, 
but  a  limited  system  of  annuity  to  meet 
the  conditions  of  people  advanced  in  life. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Involving  any  assistance  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Perhaps  in  the  rate  of 
interest,  or  in  some  such  way  as  that  the 
Dominion  might  be  a  contributor.  It  is  not 
intended  to  be,  in  the  common  meaning  of 
the  word,  old  age  pensions,  but  a  system  of 
old  age  annuities.  My  right  hon.  colleague 
the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Commerce  has 
given  the  matter  considerable  attention  aud 
a  Bill  is  being  prepared  which  we  expect  to 
introduce  this  session.  I-  should  have  ex- 
plained that  when  the  objection  was  taken 
in  the  committee  to  the  title,  '  Dominion 
Annuity  Company,'  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  after  consultation  with 
one  of  the  promoters  who  was  at  hand,  sug- 
gested that  the  name  should  be  changed  to 
'  Manitoba  Annuity  Company.'  Of  course, 
if  Manitoba  should  some  day  issue  annui- 
ties, the  same  objection  might  be  advanced. 
Therefore,  on  further  consideration,  the  pro- 
moters decided  to  ask  that  the  name  should 
be  '  Annuity  Company  of  Canada  *  and  an 
amendment  to  that  effect  will  be  moved. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
very  much  improvement  In  this  change  of 
name.  Why  not  make  it  'The  Western 
Annuity  Company.' 

Mr.  FIELDING.  We  have  already  one 
western  Bill  before  the  committee,  that  of 
the  Western  Life  Insurance  Company — to 
say  nothing  of  another  western  question  we 
may  have. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  do  not  see  that 

there  is  any  objection. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  the  name  now 
proposed  is  a  reasonable  one. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  move  that  section  1  be 
reconsidered  and  that  the  .name  be  changed 
to  '  The  Annuity  Company  of  Canada.' 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported. 

Mr.  BOLE  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  House  has  no  ob- 
jection, I  would  rather  that  this  Bill  should 
be  left  over  in  the  meantime.  I  would  like 
the  promoter  to  think  over  the  question  of 
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the  name.  The  change  may  have  been  made 
without  careful  consultation.  At  first,  it 
did  not  seem  to  be  very  objectionable.  But, 
as  we  consider  it,  it  becomes  evident  that 
other  annuity  companies,  to  be  Incorporated 
hereafter  will  be  debarred  from  getting  the 
best  name.  It  may  be  said  that  this  com- 
pany is  the  first  in  the  field,  and  should 
have  the  choice  of  names.  While  there  is 
something  in  that,  yet,  I  think  it  would  be 
giving  this  company  an  unfair  advantage 
to  allow  it  to  be  known  as  'The  Annuity 
Company  of  Canada  '—the  name  of  this 
whole  vast  realm— so  that  companies  com- 
ing later  must  use  some  less  pretentious 
and  less  inclusive  title.  I  think  it  might 
be  fairly  considered  whether  this  would  not. 
be  giving  them  an  unfair  advantage. 

Mr.  BOLE.  I  appreciate  the  point  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster),  but  I 
think  that  as  this  is  the  first  annuity  com- 
pany, they  are  entitled  to  the  advantage 
that  comes  from  being  first  in  the  field.  I 
might  remark  also  that  the  name  that  has 
been  put  in  the  Bill  was  the  second  choice 
made  at  a  full  meeting  of  the  promoters. 
Also  a  leading  promoter  consulted  with  the 
officers  of  the  department  on  Saturday  and 
there  appeared  to  thein  to  be  no  objection  ; 
in  fact,  they  regarded  it  as  a  very  happy 
and  proper  name  to  give  the  company.  I 
think,  that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
Bill  <'>mild  be  allowed  to  go  through. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Second  thoughts  are  some- 
times best.  I  think  there  should  be  time 
for  consideration. 

Bill  reported. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  When  shall  the  Bill 
l>e  read  the  third  time  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.    At  the  next  sitting. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  At  the  next  sitting  of 
the  House. 

CATHOLIC  MUTUAL  BENEFIT  ASSOCIATION 
OF  CANADA. 

House  went  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
93)  respecting  the  Grand  Council  of  the 
Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  of  Can- 
ada.—Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes. 

On  section  2— sick  benefit  fund  

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  this  follows  the 
rule  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Yes,  it  has  been  care- 
fully examined  by  the  officials. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  As  I  understand 
this  section  it  provides  that  there  is  to  be 
this  fund,  but  if  there  is  a  loss,  society  is 
not  bound  to  pay.  I  think  the  promoter 
should  explain. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  The  object,  as  I  un- 
derstand, is  to  enable  the  association  to 
establish  and  maintain  a  special  fund  to  be 
known  as  the  sick  benefit  fund.  Assess- 


ments will  be  levied  for  this  fund,  and  the 
fund  thus  created  will  be  available  as  far 
as  it  goes.  It  will  be  for  the  officers  to 
provide  a  sufficiency.  This  Bill  is  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  was  passed  in  1903 
for  the  Woodmen  of  the  World,  a  similar 
assessment  society. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  It  does  not  seem 
to  be  very  reasonable  that  this  association 
should  establish  a  fund  like  that.  If  there 
is  a  benefit,  they  are  going  to  take  it ;  if 
there  is  uo  benefit,  they  will  not  get  the  ad- 
vantage. They  have  two  funds,  as  I  under- 
stand ;  they  have  the  sick  fund  and  a  gen- 
eral fund.  If  the  sick  fund  is  profitable, 
they  are  going  to  take  it ;  if  It  Is  not  profit- 
able, they  are  not  responsible  for  any  de- 
ficit. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  It  depends  on  the  assess- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  The  object  of  the 
association  is  to  establish  a  fund  for  a 
special  purpose,  and  to  levy  on  the  mem- 
bers, those  who  are  willing  to  join.  In 
assessment  associations  of  this  kind,  I  un- 
derstand, they  have  sick  benefit  funds,  but 
all  the  members  of  the  association  are  not 
obliged  to  contribute  towards  that  fund. 
Those  who  wish  may  contribute  towards 
that  fund  under  certain  conditions ;  and 
then  in  case  of  sickness,  when  they  are 
eligible,  they  will  be  paid  according  to  the 
provisions  that  are  made.  It  is  a  common 
thing  for  assessment  associations  of  this 
kind  to  have  the  privilege,  the  legal  ability, 
to  establish  a  fund  for  that  purpose.  That 
is  all  that  Is  asked  for  in  this  case — only 
those  members  who  contribute  to  that  fund 
will  benefit  by  it  in  case  of  sickness. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  There  Is  no  liability  on 
the  others  ? 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.    None  at  all. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  would  suggest  to  nn 
hon.  friend  from  St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr. 
L.  P.  Deraers)  that  the  principle  is  the  same 
as  the  Bill  concerning  the  Alliance  Nation- 
ale. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  It  Is  like  the  For- 
esters, who  have  a  similar  fund ;  the  prin- 
ciple is  the  same  in  all. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

IMPERIAL  GUARANTEE  AND  ACCIDENT  IN- 
SURANCE COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  98)  to 
incorporate  the  Imperial  Guarantee  and 
Accident  Insurance  Company  of  Canada. 

On  section  10, 

The  company  may  acquire  and  hold  any  real 
property  required  for  its  use  and  accommoda- 
tion, and  may  dispose  thereof,  but  the  annual 
value  of  such  property  held  in  any  province  ot 
Canada  shall  not  exceed  $3,000., 
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Amended  by  the  committee  by  adding 
the  words  '  when  necessary,'  after  the  word 
'  thereof.' 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING.  Does  that  mean 
when  the  disposal  Is  necessary  or  when  the 
property  is  necessary  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  think  '  when  neces- 
sary '  applies  to  the  disposal. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  is  subject  to  the  In- 
surance Act  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Yes  ;  the  last  clause 
implies  that.  In  some  cases  a  clause  is  put 
in  stating  that  it  shall  be  subject ;  but 
even  without  that,  there  is  no  question  that, 
unless  it  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
the  General  Insurance  Act,  the  general  Act 
applies.  Clause  11  says  that  the  Com- 
panies' Clauses  Act  shall  apply  to  this  com- 
pany in  so  far  as  the  said  Act  is  not  incon- 
sistent with  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Insurance  Act  or  of  this  Aot.  That  seems 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  General  Insurance 
Act  applies. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  would  be  plainer 
if  you  added  after  the  words  '  Insurance 
Act '  something  making  the  general  Act 
applicable  to  this  company. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  There  was  a  clause  of 
that  kind  in  the  Bill  we  passed  a  few  min- 
utes ago;  and  perhaps,  to  remove  all  pos- 
sible doubt,  it  may  be  as  well  to  insert  a 
clause  in  the  same  words. 

Mr.  GALLinER.  Then  section  11,  stand- 
ing as  it  is,  would  be  in  conflict.  Section 
11  says : 

Notwithstanding  anything  contained  therein 
the  Companies  Clauses  Act,  except  sections  18 
and  39  thereof,  shall  apply  to  the  company  in 
so  far  as  the  said  Act  Is  not  inconsistent  with 
any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Insurance  Act  or 
of  this  Act. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Is  there  not  a 
clause  in  the  General  Insurance  Act  the 
same  as  in  the  Railway  Act  ? 

This  Act  shall  apply  to  all  persons,  companies 
and  railways  within  the  legislative  authority  of 
the  parliament  of  Canada. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  There  is  no  doubt  that, 
even  without  that  clause,  the  Act  would 
apply  ;  but  we  might  put  in  a  clause  ex- 
pressly stating  that  the  Insurance  Act  shall 
apply  to  this  company. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Why  should  you 
put  in  all  these  special  clauses.  If  there  is 
a  General  Act  it  should  apply  to  all  com- 
panies and  this  should  be  set  out  in  the  Gen- 
eral Act  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.   It  does. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    If  it  is  set  out 
in  the  General  Act,  why  should  It  be  neces- 
sary to  say  so  in  every  Act  that  comes  along, 
because  if  it  is  done  In  one  case  and  not 
Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES. 


in  another,  some  one  will  set  up  the  argu- 
ment that  all  are  not  being  treated  alike  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING  moved  : 

That  a  new  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill  as 
section  12  as  follows  :  The  Insurance  Act  shall 
apply  to  the  company. 

Section  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ONTARIO  FIRE  INSURANCE  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  105)  to 
incorporate  the  Ontario  Fire  Insurance  Com- 
pany.— Mr.  Boyce. 

On  the  question,  shall  the  Bill  be  re- 
ported ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  The  only  question  that 
may  arise  in  regard  to  this  Bill  is  the  ques- 
tion of  the  title.  The  title  is  the  Ontario 
Fire  Insurance  Company.  There  has  been 
in  existence  for  some  years  a  company  cal- 
led the  Ontario  Mutual  of  Berlin.  I  under- 
stand that  company  has  now  changed  its 
name  to  the  Mutual  Life  of  Canada.  It  is 
just  a  question  as  to  whether  we  should  allow 
another  company  to  take  the  name  of  '  On- 
tario '  after  a  company  of  that  name  has 
been  in  existence  for  many  years  and  when 
many  of  its  policies  will  still  be  in  existence 
under  the  name  of  the  Ontario  Mutual. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Is  that  Are  or  life  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Will  it  make  any  difference? 

You  would  not  allow  a  Are  insurance  com- 
pany to  take  the  same  name  as  a  life  insur- 
ance company. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  should  think  that  if 
the  Ontario  Mutual  had  any  opposition  we 
would  have  heard  of  it  before  this  time. 
If  they  are  opposed  to  the  name  the  mat- 
ter would  be  worth  consideration.  If  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Hyman)  desires  the  Bill 
to  be  held  in  the  committee  for  that  pur- 
pose we  might  do  so. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  think  under  the  circum- 
stances it  might  be  well  to  hold  it 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  It  seems  to  me  that 
one  being  a  fire  insurance  company  and 
the  other  a  life  company  there  is  not  much 
danger  of  confusion. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  And  the  Ontario  Mutual 
does  business  under  a  different  name.  It 
is  now  known  as  the  Mutual  Life  of  Canada, 
so  that  my  hon.  friend's  remarks  would  only 
have  reference  to  past  policies. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  There  could  not  possibly 
be  any  confusion  of  insurance  as  that  of 
the  Ontario  Mutual  has  been  changed.  There 
are  a  number  of  insurance  companies  of  dif- 
ferent kinds  having  the  name  '  Ontario,' 
for  instance,  the  Ontario  Accident  Company 
and  the  Ontario  Mutual  as  the  Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Hyman)  says. 
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Mr.  HYMAN.  That  has  been  changed 
now. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  Yes,  that  has  been  changed. 
I  would  point  out  to  the  committee  there 
will  be  less  danger  now  of  any  confusion 
or  that  this  company  will  be  unfairly  con- 
founded with  any  existing  company  that 
the  Ontario  Mutual  has  changed  its  name 
and  is  no  longer  known  by  the  name  of 
'  Ontario.' 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Of  course  there  are  a  lot 
of  policies  of  the  Mutual  Life  of  Canada 
which  have  been  issued  under  the  name  of 
the  Ontario  Mutual  and  these  policies  are 
still  in  force. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  But  they  are  life  Insurance 
rolicles. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Yes,  that  is  quite  true.  But 
It  has  always  been  considered  inexpedient 
to  grant  the  name  of  another  company  to 
a  new  corporation  even  if  it  is  of  a  dif- 
ferent character  as  long  as  It  is  an  insurance 
company.  I  think  the  matter  had  better  be 
Teferred  to  the  Mutual  Life  of  Canada  to 
ascertain  if  there  is  any  objection. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  would  suggest  that 
we  take  the  Bill  out  of  the  committee  stage 
and  let  it  stand  for  its  third  reading  so 
that  if  there  be  such  opposition  we  can 
take  the  matter  up  again  and  amend  the 
Bill.  Report  the  Bill  and  let  it  stand  for  Its 
third  reading  only. 

Bill  reported. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  to  incorporate  the  Saskat- 
chewan Bridge  Company. — Mr.  Scott. 

Bill  (No.  114)  respecting  the  Manltoulin 
and  North  Shore  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Dyment 

Bill  (No.  119)  to  incorporate  D.  R.  Fraser 
and  Company,  Limited. — Mr.  Oliver. 

QUESTIONS. 
CASCUMPBC  SANDHILLS  CHANNEL. 
Mr.  LEFURGEY  asked  : 

1.  What  amount  of  money  has  been  expended 
by  the  government  to  date  in  trying  to  stop  the 
new  channel,  Cascumpec  Sandhills,  near  Alber- 
ton.  Prince  Edward  Island  ? 

2.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  work  attempt- 
ed ? 

3.  What  portion  of  It  has  been  effected  ? 

4.  Has  the  brush  work  placed  there  remained, 
or  is  it  all  gone  to  sea  ? 

5.  Who  was  In  charge  of  the  work  ? 

6.  Who  advised  It  ? 

7.  Is  it  the  Intention  of  the  department  to 
continue  it  ? 

8.  If  so,  what  is  the  estimate,  and  who  is  to 
be  the  superintendent  ?  If  not,  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  stone  and  timber  on  the  ground  ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works) : 


1.  12,977.51. 

2.  Works  which  have  a  total  length  of  415 
feet,  consist  of  a  dam  of  brush  and  stone  in 
the  bottom,  with  cribwork  top,  fully  bal- 
lasted and  fender  piled  at  10  feet  centre. 

3.  and  4.  Previous  to  storm  of  14th 
November  last,  works  were  in  good  condi- 
tion ;  department  not  aware  yet  of  extent  of 
damage,  if  any,  caused  by  storm. 

5.  Work  under  Engineer  Hegan. 

6.  Recommended  by  Captain  Gordon  and 
Resident  Engineer  Jas.  B.  Hegan. 

7.  and  8.  It  is  not  at  present  the  Intention 
of  the  department  to  continue  the  work,  any 
material  left  will  be  utilized  in  protection 
work  around  lighthouse  beach. 

ST.  JOSEPH,  LAKE  HURON. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG — by  Mr.  Lancaster- 
asked  : 

1.  Is  the  pier  at  St.  Joseph,  on  Lake  Huron, 
completed  ? 

2.  If  not.  when  will  the  said  pier  be  com- 
pleted, and  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  1 

3.  How  much  money  has  been  expended  on 
said  pier  to  date  ? 

4.  What  interest  is  to  be  served  in  building 
said  pier  at  St.  Joseph  ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works) : 

1.  Only  small  portion  remains  to  be  done. 

2.  First  of  July,  next.  Inclemency  of 
weather. 

3.  $14,991.20. 

4.  General  interest  of  surrroundlng  coun- 
try. 

COLD  STORAGE  ON  STEAMERS. 

Mr,  ARMSTRONG — by  Mr.  Lancaster- 
asked  : 

1.  Does  the  contract  entered  into  between  the 
government  and  the  steamships  subsidized  to 
give  cold  storage  or  cold  air  chambers,  compel 
all  .said  steamers  to  keep  certain  temperatures 
while  crossing  the  Atlantic  ? 

2.  Are  thermograph  records  taken  on  all  sub- 
sidized steamships  ?  If  not,  on  how  many  are 
such  records  taken  ? 

3.  How  many  dollars  worth  of  perishable  pro- 
ducts were  exported  from  Canada  in  the  fiscal 
year  1904  T 

4.  What  amount  of  perishable  products  were 
exported  by  cold  storage,  and  what  amount  by 
cool  air  compartments  or  ventilated  storage  ; 
and  what  amount  by  ordinary  storage  ? 

5.  What  was  the  quantity  of  each  perishable 
product  exported  ? 

6.  What  is  the  extra  charge  per  barrel  or  per 
box  for  apples  sent  in  cold  storage  or  cool  air 
compartments  ? 

7.  What  were  the  comparative  results  of  ship- 
ments of  fruit  by  cold  storage,  with  cold  air 
chambers  or  ventilated  storage  ? 

8.  What  information  has  the  government  with 
reference  to  perishable  products  remaining  on 
the  docks  in  Europe  for  days  before  being  ship- 
ped to  their  destination  ? 

9.  What  are  the  freight  rates  on  perishable 
products  from  the  ports  of  Montreal,  St.  John 
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and  Halifax  during  each  month  In  calendar 
year  1904  ? 

10.  What  are  the  freight  rates  on  perishable 
products  from  the  ports  of  Boston,  Portland  and 
New  York  for  each  month  In  calendar  year  1904? 

Hon.  SYDNEY  FISHER  (Minister  of 
Agriculture) : 

1.  The  contract  entered  Into  between  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  steam- 
ship companies  provide  a  regular  cold  stor- 
age service  from  Montreal  to  ports  in  Great 
Britain  terminated  at  the  close  of  naviga- 
tion from  Montreal  in  1901,  and  the  con- 
tracts for  cooled  air  service  terminated  at 
the  close  of  the  navigation  season  of  1903. 

2.  Since  the  spring  of  1903  thermographs 
have  been  placed  In  all  steamers  sailing 
from  Montreal  for  ports  in  Great  Britain, 
having  perishable  products  on  board. 

3.  Cheese,  $24,184,566  ;  butter,  $4,724,155  ; 
eggs,  $1,053,396  ;  bacon,  $12,603,521  ;  apples 
(green  or  ripe),  $4,590,793  ;  total,  $47,156,431. 

4.  No  exact  records  are  kept  of  the  quan- 
tities of  perishable  products  carried  in  cold 
storage  chambers,  in  cooled  air  compart- 
ments or  in  ordinary  storage,  from  the  port 
of  Montreal,  but  the  following  figures  are 
approximately  correct  for  the  total  ship- 
ments from  Montreal  to  Bristol,  Liverpool, 
London,  Glasgow  and  Manchester  for  the 
season  of  navigation  in  1904  : 


In 

Cold 
Storage. 


In 

Cooled 
Air. 


L 


In 

Ventilated 
(Ordinary) 
Storage. 


Cheese  boxes 

Butter  pkgs. ' 

Eggs  cases 

Bacon   ,i  j 

Apples  brls.  | 

«   boxes 


487,182 
1,000 

M50 
827 


102,238 


18,072 
1,521 
1,003 


1,908,867 
2,516 
78,625 
68,720 
321,749 
21,478 


5.  The  total  exports  from  the  port  of 
Montreal  to  all  ports,  last  season,  of  the  five 
products  mentioned  above,  were  as  follows  : 
Cheese,  2,114,639  boxes  ;  butter,  490,300 
packages  ;  eggs,  80,565  cases  ;  bacon  (figures 
not  available)  ;  apples,  342,890  barrels ; 
apples,  31,903  boxes. 

6.  Fifteen  shillings  per  ton  of  40  cubic 
feet. 

7.  Cold  storage  is  necessary  to  carry  the 
early,  soft  varieties  of  fruit  across  the  ocean 
safely,  but  the  late,  firm  varieties  'cooled 
air'  or  well  ventilated  holds  is  all  that  Is 
required. 

8.  Officers  of  my  department  have  ascer- 
tained that  at  the  ports  of  Liverpool  and 
Glasgow  there  Is  considerable  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  consignees  in  the  removal  of 
Canadian  butter  after  It  has  been  landed  on 
the  docks.  The  bulk  of  the  butter  dis- 
charged from  each  steamer  is  removed  with- 
in a  reasonable  time  but  the  balance  Is 


allowed  to  remain  for  days  before  delivery 
is  taken.  No  such  delay  occurs  at  Manches- 
ter, London  or  Bristol  owing  to  regulations 
enforced  by  the  dock  companies  at  these 
ports.  Efforts  are  being  made  by  my  de- 
partment to  induce  the  dock  company  at 
Liverpool  to  enact  regulations  similar  to 
those  In  force  at  the  above  named  ports, 
but  thus  far  no  definite  result  has  been 
arrived  at. 

9.  The  information  asked  for  In  questions 
9  and  10  is  not  in  the  possession  of  my  de- 
partment. 

AGREEMENT  WITH  GRAND  TRUNK  P  VOJFIC. 
Mr.  BARKER  asked  : 

1.  Have  any  agreements  been'  entered  into  be- 
tween His  Majesty  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  or  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada,  or  any  other  corporation, 
company  or  person,  pursuant  or  with  relation  to 
any  of  the  provisions  of  the  National  Trans- 
continental Railway  Act,  or  of  the  Act  amend- 
ing the  same,  or  of  the  scheduled  agreements 
therein  referred  to  ? 

2.  With  whom  and  when  were  such  agree- 
ments, if  any,  made  ? 

3.  If  any  agreements  so  entered  Into  have  not 
already  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
what  is  the  nature  of  each  such  agreement  not 
so  laid  upon  the  table  ? 

4.  Has  the  Governor  in  Council  given  any,  and 
If  so,  what  approval  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  National  Transcontinental  Railway  Act  ? 

5.  Has  the  Governor  in  Council,  or  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  and  Receiver  General,  given 
any,  and,  if  so,  what  approval  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion 9  of  the  Act  of  1904  amending  the  National 
Transcontinental  Railway  Act  ? 

6.  Have  the  forms  of  any  leases,  mortgages, 
bonds,  securities  or  other  documents  referred 
to  in  the  said  Act  or  amending  Act,  or  in  the 
scheduled  agreements,  been  settled  or  approved 
by  or  on  behalf  of  the  government  ? 

7.  And  what,  it  any,  such  forms  have  been  so 
settled  or  approved  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) : 

1,  2,  3.  No  such  agreements  have  been 
entered.  Into. 

4,  5,  6,  7.  There  have  been  conferences  be- 
tween representatives  of  the  government 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company  re- 
specting the  forms  of  mortgage  and  the 
terms  on  which  the  guarantee  bonds  are  to 
be  issued,  but  no  conclusion  has  been 
reached  and  no  Orders  In  Council  have  been 
passed. 

MAILS— ST.  JOHN  AND  ST.  MARTINS,  N.B. 
Mr.  DANIEL  asked : 

1.  Have  tenders  been  asked  for  the  carriage 
of  mails  between  St.  John  and  St.  Martins,  N.B., 
for  the  ensuing  year  ? 

2.  Has  any  contract  been  let  for  this  ser- 
vice ?  If  so,  to  whom,  and  at  what  price  ? 

3.  If  tenders  have  not  been  asked  for  this 
service,  when  will  such  tenders  be  called  for  T 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General).    The  contract  for  this 
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service  was  awarded  to  Mr.  Henry  Nugent, 
the  lowest  tenderer,  In  March  1901,  for  a 
four  years'  contract  expiring  on  the  31st 
March,  1905,  contract  price  $779  per  annum 
A  renewal  has  been  granted  Mr.  Nugent  at 
the  same  rate  for  another  term  of  four 
years. 

ST.  PAUL  LAND  AND  HYDRAULIC  COMPANY. 
Mr.  MONK  asked  : 

1.  What  is  the  amount  of  rental  parable  to 
the  government  by  the  St.  Paul  Land  and  Hy- 
draulic Company  for  its  water  privileges  at 
COte  St.  Paul,  on  the  Lachine  canal  ? 

2.  What  Is  the  duration  of  the  lease  ? 

3.  What  are  the  other  principal  conditions 
of  the  lease  ? 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works).  In  the  absence  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways  I  beg  to  answer  : 

1.  There  is  no  lease  from  the  government 
to  the  St.  Paul  Land  and  Hydraulic  Com- 
pany. 

2.  and  3.  Answered  by  number  one. 

VACANCY  IN  CENTRE  TORONTO. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
beg  to  call  your  attention  formally  to  the 
fact  that  by  the  lamented  death  of  Mr.  E. 
F.  Clarke,  who  represented  Centre  Toronto, 
In  this  House,  the  representation  of  that 
electoral  division  Is  now  vacant 

WHARFS,    PIERS,   ETC.,  CONSTRUCT- 
ED BY  GOVERNMENT. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  moved  for  : 

A  return  showing  the  number  of  wharfs, 
docks  and  piers  constructed  by  the  government 
in  Canada  each  year  since  1896  ;  the  situation 
of  each  ;  the  total  amount  expended  thereon, 
(a)  in  construction.  Including  cost  of  land  ;  (b) 
in  maintenance  ;  whether  owned  by  the  govern- 
ment or  by  corporations  or  individuals  ;  the 
current  expenditure  in  each  year  for  (a)  em- 
ployees ;  (b)  repairs  ;  the  revenue  derived 
therefrom  each  year  ;  the  number  of  vessels, 
(a)  steam  ;  (b)  sailing,  which  called  each  year, 
and  the  tonnage  of  each. 

Hon.  CHARLES  HYMAN  (Acting  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works).  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  motion,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
understand  that  it  will  require  a  great  deal 
of  time  to  complete  this  return. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  quite  understand  it  will 
take  some  time,  but  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  expedite  It,  and, to  have  it  if 
possible  before  the  budget  speech  comes 
down. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  doubt  very  much  If  I 
can. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MOTIONS  AGREED  TO  WITHOUT  DIS- 
CUSSION. 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence  had  with 
the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  or  any 

m 


officer  in  his  department,  in  reference  to  the 
dismissal  of  James  Ritchie,  inspector  of  masonry 
on  the  Trent  Valley  Canal,  Oamebridge,  and  the 
appointment  of  his  successor. — Mr.  Foster. 

For  a  return  of  all  the  thermograph  records 
used  in  the  transportation  of  perishable  pro- 
ducts from  Canada,  in  cold  storage  or  venti- 
lated storage,  or  cool  air  compartment.  Also 
a  copy  of  all  contracts  entered  into  between  the 
government  and  any  steamship  company,  where- 
by the  company  receives  a  subsidy  for  installing 
cold.storage  or  cool  air  ventilation  or  ventilated 
storage. — Mr.  Armstrong— by  Mr.  R.  L.  Borden. 

COMMUNICATION   BETWEEN  PRINCE 
EDWARD  ISLAND  AND  THE 
MAINLAND. 

Mr.  A.  A.  LBFURGEY  (P.E.I.)  moved 
for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  telegrams,  re- 
ports, estimates,  and  all  other  documents  or  In- 
formation which  passed  between  any  minister 
or  official  of  the  government  and  engineers 
or  others,  with  reference  to  the  investigating 
or  taking  of  soundings,  or  any  other  work  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  best  plan  and 
place  for  the  building  of  a  pier  or  breakwater, 
in  the  vicinity  of  Carleton  Point,  or  Cape  Tra- 
verse, P.E.I. ,  to  establish  and  facilitate  com- 
munication between  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland,  winter  and  summer. 

He  said  :  I  congratulate  myself  on  hav- 
ing the  opportunity  of  speaking  on  a  very 
important  subject,  so  Important  to  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the 
Dominion  at  large,  with  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  so  many  other  members  of  the 
cabinet  present,  as  well  as  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  ;  but  I  regret  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  is  not  pres- 
ent. I  regret  that  year  after  year  this 
matter  of  communication  between  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  the  mainland  should 
have  to  be  so  much  harped  upon  In 
this  House ;  but  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  most 
deplorable  state  of  affairs  that  has 
been  experienced  by  the  people  of  that 
province  during  this  last  winter.  For 
some  fifty-five  days,  from  the  24th  of 
January  up  to  the  present  time,  there  has 
been  no  steam  communication  between  the 
island  and  the  mainland,  and  only  an  in- 
different service  at  the  capes,  and  it  may 
be  weeks  yet  before  communication  by 
boat  is  resumed.  Now,  I  must  seriously 
charge  that  the  government  have  not 
used  every  effective  effort  to  meet  the 
exigency  of  winter  communication.  During 
the  last  two  or  three  years  that  I  have  been 
In  this  House  I  have  urged  on  the  govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  having  a  third  and 
more  powerful  winter  boat  to  meet  the 
conditions  of  the  service  between  these 
roints.  In  the  last  session  of  the  late  par- 
liament the  minister  did  give  us  a  hint 
(hat  such  a  boat  would  be  constructed  and 
placed  upon  this  route,  but  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  no  move  In  this  direction  appears 
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to  have  been  made.  Now,  we  are  coming 
in  no  huckstering  spirit  nor  in  any  cringing 
manner  before  this  hon.  House.  We  are 
simply  asking  that  the  terms  under  which 
Prince  Edward  Island  entered  confedera- 
tion be  carried  out.  There  was  at  that 
time  a  distinct  bond  entered  into  by  which 
we  were  to  have  continuous  steam  commu- 
nication winter  and  summer,  thus  putting 
us  in  communication  with  the  Intercolonial 
and  the  other  railways  of  the  Dominion ; 
and  it  is  for  the  fulfilment  of  these  terms 
that  we  come  here  to  demand  our  rights.  I 
might  say  that  prior  to  the  time  the  prov- 
ince entered  confederation,  from  1867  to 
1873,  the  Domiulon  government  was  very 
assiduous  in  its  efforts  to  get  us  into  tills 
confederation,  and  I  may  say  that  it  has 
been  in  some  respects  a  doubtful  benefit.  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  wish,  to  utter  a  dis- 
loyal sentiment  against  this  great  confeder- 
ation ;  but  I  must  say  that  the  feeling  of 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is  that 
we  have  not  received  fair  treatment  In 
this  regard.  While  I  do  not  wish  to  pre- 
sent the  case  of  Prince  Edward  Island  in 
any  such  spirit,  I  certainly  think  that  If  we 
cannot  prevail  upon  this  government  to  treat 
us  In  a  just  and  fair  manner,  we  shall  have 
to  look  to  the  full  letter  of  the  bond  in  the 
terms  of  union.  It  was  understood  and  felt 
at  the  time  that  so  Isolated  was  the  posi- 
tion of  Prince  Edward  Island  that  every 
means  should  be  used  to  provide  steam  com- 
munication between  the  province  and  the 
rest  of  the  Dominion  winter  and  summer. 
Now,  we  have  surely  come  to  a  time  when 
patience  ceases  to  be  a  virtue.  The  ques- 
tion should  not  be  considered  from  any 
mere  monetary  point  of  view.  We  must 
surely  realize  that  it  is  necessary  to  the 
upbuilding  and  growth  of  this  Dominion 
that  there  should  be  unity  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other,  and  that  unity 
will  only  come  about  by  this  government 
using  every  possible  means  to  fulfil  the 
terms  under  which  Prince  Edward  Island 
entered  confederation.  We  have  suffered 
very  grievously  this  year.  You  can  imagine, 
Mr.  Speaker,  a  province  shut  oft  for  two 
months  from  trade  communication  with  the 
neighbouring  province.  The  trade  of  the 
Island  has  altered  largely  during  the  past 
ten  or  fifteen  years.  We  have  a  large  quan- 
tity of  perishable  products  that  we  should 
be  able  to  market  at  all  seasons  of  the  year. 
At  the  present  time  the  terminals  at  Pictou 
are  filled  with  some  two  hundred  to  four 
hundred  cars  of  merchandise  for  the  island, 
and,  besides,  the  Intercolonial  and  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  have  been  refusing  for  some 
time  to  book  orders  for  merchandise  for 
the  Island  until  the  blockade  is  raised.  We 
have  had,  as  hon.  members  know,  a  hay 
famine  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  had 
to  contract  for  large  quantities  of  hay  from 
the  upper  provinces,  a  great  deal  of  which 
has  been  lying  at  Pictou  awaiting  transport- 
ation to  the  island.  In  many  instances  our 
Mr.  LEFURGEY. 


farmers  have  had  to  sacrifice  their  milch 
cows,  and  the  dairy  industry  will  suffer  ser- 
iously thereby.  The  blockade  has  never  be- 
fore been  so  bad  since  confederation.  Yet 
in  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  the  trade  of 
the  Island  has  been  increasing  so  rapidly 
that  the  two  boats  which  we  have  at  the 
present  time,  even  under  favourable  circum- 
stances, are  not  sufficient  to  carry  away 
from  the  island  our  products  and  to  bring 
back  the  importations. 

During  December  and  January  there  were 
16,500  dead  hogs  shipped.  Just  imagine  the 
position  of  the  farmer.  During  these  two 
months  there  was  an  immense  number  of 
large  shipments  from  the  Island,  and  In  con- 
sequence of  the  stoppage  of  communications, 
those  people  who  had  hogs  on  hand  were  un- 
able to  ship  them  and  were  put  to  the  ex- 
pense of  feeding  them  when  fodder  Is  high 
and  scarce.  The  loss  to  the  farmers  in 
this  one  Item  was  immense.  When  we  come 
to  consider  the  quantity  of  cattle,  fish, 
cheese,  butter  and  other  products  which  the 
people  of  the  island  had  been  preparing  to 
ship  and  place  upon  the  market,  but  which 
they  were  compelled  to  hold  over,  we  can 
form  some  idea  of  their  loss.  Our  farmers 
not  only  lost  the  winter  prices,  which  are 
the  best,  but  the  people  who  would  naturally 
look  to  Prince  Edward  Island  for  the  sup- 
ply of  these  products  will  seek  other  mar- 
kets where  they  can  always  depend  upon 
getting  a  supply.  Then  take  the  loss  occas- 
ioned to  people  travelling.  I  have  known 
cases  this  year  where  people  travelled  from 
Halifax  to  Charlottetown  and  were  put  to 
an  extra  cost  of  $35  or  $40  caused  by  wait- 
ing until  communication  was  opened.  This 
position  Is  certainly  intolerable  and  ruin- 
ous to  the  advancement  of  the  Island.  The 
population  of  Prince  Edward  Island  fell 
off,  as  shown  by  the  last  census,  some  eight 
or  ten  thousand  in  the  course  of  ten  years, 
,and  no  doubt  this  falling  off  is  due  to  the 
uncertainty  of  -  communication  between  the 
island  and  the  mainland  and  the  disadvant- 
ages of  establishing  businesses  resulting 
thereby.  I  think  that  the  population  would 
largely  increase  if  we  had  regular  steam 
communication  between  the  Island  and  the 
mainland.  That  would  lead  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  industries  of  various  kinds  and 
our  population  would  Increase  to  some  300,- 
000  or  400,000.  I  wish  to  state  another 
illustration  as  to  the  disadvantage  in  mar- 
keting our  products.  Take  for  instance,  the 
article  of  potatoes.  According  to  the  navi- 
gation and  trade  reports,  the  average  price 
In  Ontario  is  65-2  cents  ;  Nova  Scotia,  52-5 
cents ;  Manitoba.  47-1  ;  New  Brunswick 
461 ;  Quebec,  45  ;  and  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land, 26-5.  In  other  words  Prince  Edward 
Island  got  less  than  one-half  of  the  Ontario- 
price  and  Nova  Scotia  price  and  about  one- 
half  the  price  in  Manitoba  and  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Quebec.  When  we  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fact  that  there  are  upwards- 
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of  2,000,000  bushela  of  potatoes  for  export 
from  the  Island  during  the  season,  we  can 
realize  the  loss  to  the  people  through  not  be- 
ing able  to  market  their  potatoes  at  the  time 
when  the  best  prices  are  prevailing.  The 
loss  under  this  one  head  would  be  over 
$300,000  or  $400,000.  I  might  go  on  and 
point  out  the  great  disadvantage  we  are  un- 
der through  having  three  short  hauls.  First 
the  haul  over  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway,  then  the  haul  across  the  ferry  and 
the  haul  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  for 
which  we  have  to  pay  three  separate  rates. 
That  brings  out  freight  rates  up  to  some  30 
or  40  per  cent  higher  than  they  would  be  if 
we  had  a  continuous  haul  the  same  distance 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  There  was  a 
resolution  upon  this  situation  forwarded  the 
government,  and  I  trust  the  government  will 
look  into  this  matter  and  see  if  we  cannot 
get  the  equivalent  of  a  continuous  rail  haul 
and  a  through  rate,  but  shall  not  deal  fur- 
ther with  that  phase  of  the  situation  now. 
What  we  require  is  an  immediate  solution 
of  the  present  difficulty.  How  is  that  to  be 
brought  about  ?  As  I  have  pointed  out  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years  we  must  place 
boats  at  each  end  of  the  island.  That  is 
to  say,  we  must  have  a  boat  on  the  west- 
ern route  and  also  one  on  the  eastern  route 
I  have  been  urging,  and  so  have  others,  the 
necessity  of  having  this  for  years,  but  though 
we  have  had  several  futile  attempts  made 
to  have  this  route  properly  tested  and  estab- 
lished, there  has  evidently  been  no  practical 
desire  ou  the  part  of  the  government  to  carry 
that  out.  I  would  ask  that  the  hon.  minister 
would  place  at  the  earliest  opportunity  one 
of  those  boats  on  the  western  and  one  on 
the  eastern  route,  because  the  conditions  that 
lock  up  the  steamers,  as  they  have  been  the 
past  two  months,  ou  the  eastern  route  will 
open  the  western  route.  We  have  been  try- 
ing the  Pictou-Georgetown  route  the  last 
thirty  years,  and  we  may  go  on  trying  the 
next  thirty  years  and  the  result  will  be  the 
same.  Some  winters  we  will  get  a  very  fair 
service  and  other  winters  the  whole  trade 
of  the  island  will  be  paralyzed.  In  Pictou 
harbour  there  is  an  island  about  seven  or 
eight  miles  out  from  the  town,  lying  east 
and  west  some  four  or  five  miles.  The  con- 
sequence is,  when  we  have  the  prevailing 
winter  winds  from  northeast  and  north- 
west, the  ice  blocks  down  in  this  bay 
and  forms  a  barrier  through  which  the 
boats  cannot  pass.  But  the  east  and 
northwest  winds  which  block  up  Pictou 
harbour,  will  clear  the  harbour  of  Summer- 
side  or  the  straits  between  Cape  Tormentine 
and  Cape  Traverse  and  allow  a  boat  to 
move  about  there.  The  distance  between 
Summerside  and  Cape  Tormentine  is  only 
fifteen  miles,  and  while  we  had  a  whiter 
boat  on  there  for  one  winter,  the  winter  of 
1902.  it  did  very  excellent  service.  I  would 
just  like  to  put  this  on  record  so  that  the 
minister  may  compare  it  with  the  work  the 


steamers  have  done  other  years.  The 
'  Stanley  *  made  her  first  trip  on  the  3rd 
January,  1902.  In  twenty-five  working  days 
for  January  she  made  sixteen  round  trips 
and  two  half  trips.  In  twenty-four  work- 
ing days  for  February  she  made  ten  round 
trips  and  five  half  trips.  Twenty-six  work- 
ing days  for  March  she  made  twenty-one 
trips  and  four  half  trips. 

Iu  a  total  of  seventy-five  working  days, 
she  made  forty-seven  round  trips  and  eleven 
half-trips.  That  Is,  she  made  105  half-trips, 
or  the  kind  of  trip  usually  made  by  the 
other  steamer  during  winter  on  the  Pictou- 
Georgetown  line,  or  an  average  of  nearly 
one  and  a-half  trips  per  day  during  the 
whole  seventy-five  working  days.  Surely 
the  record  of  this  boat  will  warrant  the  de- 
partment in  placing  one  of  the  winter  boats 
on  that  service.  And,  if  there  are  times 
when,  owiug  to  the  weather  conditions  she 
caunot  make  the  trip,  In  all  likelihood,  there 
will  be  a  chance  for  the  boats  to  run  on  the 
other  route.  Now,  what  is  the  next  thing 
that  is  required?  The  next  thing  required 
is  a  third  winter  steamer.  We  need  a  third 
steamer  because  the  trade  of  the  island  has 
increased  so  greatly  that  the  two  steamers 
have  not  sufficient  capacity  to  carry  that 
trade,  especially  with  the  interrupted  trips 
we  have  had  and  are  likely  to  have  and 
consequent  accumulation  of  freight.  I 
think  there  is  unanimity  in  all  parts  of 
the  island  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  third 
winter  steamer,  and  a  more  powerful  steam- 
er than  either  of  those  we  now  have,  and 
the  placing  of  one  of  the  boats  on  the  west- 
ern route.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  I  believe,  the 
other  night  said  that  we  had  the 
•  Stanley  '  and  the  1  Minto  '  and  that 
they  were  powerful  boats.  And  some 
hon.  members  seemed  to  think  he  had 
gone  as  far  as  he  could  in  the  direction  of 
giving  us  a  good  service.  But  the  '  Minto ' 
is  a  vessel  of  only  2,400  horse-power,  and 
was  built  in  1899.  The  '  Stanley '  is 
of  2.000  horse-power  and  was  built  in 
1887.  These  boats  cannot  meet  the  condi- 
tions of  the  route.  I  want  to  point  out  that 
there  are  other  boats  iu  existence  that  show 
us  what  can  be  done  in  that  way  of  winter 
navigation.  There  are  the  steamers  '  Ig- 
uace '  and  '  Marie '  that  ply  on  the  straits 
of  Mackinaw  at  the  junction  of  I>ake  Michi- 
gan and  Lake  Huron.  These  boats  are  very 
much  more  powerful  than  the  '  Stanley '  or 
the  '  Minto.'  It  stands  to  reason  that  if 
you  construct  your  boat  with  greater  power 
of  resistance,  and  put  iu  her  engines  of 
high  motive  power,  you  cau  go  through  a 
larger  pack  of  ice  than  with  a  less  durable 
or  less  powerful  boat.  This  is  shown  by 
the  experience  of  these  two  boats  and  also 
by  that  of  the  '  Ermaak '  built  after  the 
pattern  of  these  boats.  I  understand  that 
these  boats  are  able  to  contend  with  ice 
of  a  thickuess  of  twenty  feet.    I  have  here 
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a  description  of  these  boats  that  are  used 
in  the  straits  of  Mackinaw,  and  it  is  as 
follows : — 

The  boat  is  440  feet  in  length,  the  extreme 
width  being  66  feet  with  hull  50  feet.  She  Is 
10,000  horse-power,  8,000  aft  and  2,000  forward. 
There  are  three  screws,  two  at  the  stern  and 
one  in  front  of  the  bow.  The  latter  bores 
through  the  ice  literally  churning  it  to  pieces, 
while  propelled  with  irresistible  force  bv  the 
propeller  behind.  The  steel  shaft  on  the  front 
screw  Is  of  solid  steel,  two  feet  thick  In  diam- 
eter, and  will  bore  through  Ice  from  one  to  forty 
feet  in  length  or  depth.  This  steamer  cost  $600,- 
000,  and  was  built  by  the  Detroit  Michigan 
Building  Company.  The  Strait  of  Mackinac  is 
16  miles  wide  and  the  steamer  has  not  missed 
a  single  trip  In  ten  years.  Her  deck  is  equip- 
ped with  four  tracks  and  she  carries  a  train  of 
cars  across  from  track  to  track,  pn  either  side 
of  the  strait. 

The  '  Stanley  '  draws  upward  of  19J  feet 
and  the  'Minto'  20*  feet.  There  is  ample 
water  both  at  Summerside  and  at  Pietou 
for  a  vessel  of  that  draft.  So,  I  must  con- 
tend, and  urge  upon  the  serious  attention 
of  the  House,  that  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  and  the  government  of  which 
he  is  a  member,  have  not  used  every  effec- 
tive means  at  their  disposal  to  overcome  the 
difficulties  of  the  situation. 

Now,  I  have  pointed  out  to  the  govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  immediate  action  to 
relieve  us  of  difficulties  under  which  we 
are  suffering  and  have  shown  that  we  must 
have  boats  placed  on  the  eastern  and  west- 
ern route  simultaneously,  and  we  must 
have  a  third  and  more  powerful  winter 
boat.  But  possibly  occasions  might  arise 
when  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  boat 
to  fulfil  the  terms  requiring  continuous 
steam  communication  between  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  and  the  mainland.  In  view 
of  that  fact  I  would  urge  upon  the  gov- 
ernment the  advisability  of  building  a  tun- 
nel connecting  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland.  And  I  think  I  can  put  be- 
fore the  House  a  very  good  case  in  favour 
of  the  construction*of  that  tunnel.  The 
work  will  cost,  possibly  $10,000,000  or  $12,- 
000,000.  It  would  be  a  good  investment 
for  the  country,  for  it  would  absolutely 
overcome  the  difficulties  of  the  situation 
and  would  cost  for  interest  no  more  than 
It  would  cost  to  maintain  the  present  ser- 
vice, and  give  us  the  additional  steamship 
and  terminal  facilities  needed  for  an  im- 
proved and  efficient  service.  I  have  just 
stated  that  the  people  of  the  island  were 
practically  agreed  on  this  question  of  com- 
munication with  the  mainland.  A  mass 
meeting  was  called  in  Charlottetown  a 
few  days  ago,  with  representative  delegates 
from  all  parts  of  the  island,  and  that  meet- 
ing passed  the  following  resolution  :— 

Whereas,  this  province  of  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land entered  the  Canadian    federation  under 
these  explicit  terms  as  to  communication  '  effi- 
cient steam  service  for  the  conveyance  of  mails 
Mr.  LEFURGEY. 


and  passengers  to  be  established  and  main- 
tained between  the  island  and  the  Dominion, 
winter  and  summer,  thus  placing  the  Island  in 
continuous  communication  with  the  Intercolon- 
ial Railway  and  the  railway  system  of  the  Do- 
minion.' 

And  whereas  these  terms  have  not  been  ful- 
filled, to  the  great  hardship  of  the  people  and 
detriment  of  the  province. 

And  whereas  a  tunnel  under  the  straits  from 
Carleton  Head  Cove  to  Money  Point,  as  already 
surveyed  and  reported  on,  by  Sir  Douglas  Fox, 
is  a  possible  lmpletion  of  said  terms  of  con- 
federation. 

Therefore  resolved  that  this  meeting  of  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  in  general  con- 
vention assembled  do  hereby  call  upon  the 
federal  government  to  fulfil  the  said  terms  of 
the  union  forthwith  by  causing  such  tunnel  to 
be  constructed  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

And  further  resolved  that  pending  the  con- 
struction of  such  tunnel  we  demand  the  daily 
communication  by  navigation  by  the  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  a  third  powerful  steamer 
of  the  most  approved  Ice-breaking  type,  and 
that  one  of  the  steamers  be  used  on  the  western 
route  In  winter. 

Resolved  that  the  provincial  government  be, 
and  is  hereby  requested  to  urge  incessantly  on 
the  federal  government  the  absolute  necessity 
of  tmpletlng  the  terms  of  confederation  and 

further 

Resolved  that  our  claims  for  compensation 
for  the  non-fulfilment  of  such  terms  be  yearly 
served  upon  the  federal  authorities. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Has  the  govern- 
ment of  Prince  Edward  Island  put  In  that 
demand? 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  I  believe  it  has  been 
forwarded  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  Do- 
minion government  have  it  in  their  pos- 
session. If  not,  I  regard  this  as  service 
upon  them  in  that  respect  It  has  been  said 
by  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and,  possibly,  by  members  on  this 
side,  that  the  successive  Dominion  adminis- 
trations have  treated  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land in  a  generous  manner  and  have  carried 
out  fully  the  terms  of  Union.  We  had  a  re- 
ference in  this  House  the  other  night  to 
the  allowance  of  $30,000  made  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  some  yeare  ago  to  compen- 
sate in  some  manner  for  the  non-fulfilment 
of  the  terms  of  Union.  If  the  Speaker  will 
permit  me  to  refer  to  a  past  debate,  I  would 
like  to  read  the  words  of  the  hon.  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  because  I  cannot  let  them 
pass  unchallenged.    He  said  : — 

Any  argument  based  upon  the  general  view 
that  we  should  improve  transportation  facili- 
ties in  any  part  of  Canada  would  be  deserving 
of  our  consideration  and  attention  ;  and  if, 
owing  to  the  isolated  condition  of  the  island, 
we  find  it  necessary  to  do  something  more  in 
order  to  Improve  her  communications  by  all 
means  let  us  try  and  do  it,  and  any  reasonable 
argument  to  that  end  may  well  be  brought 
before  the  House.  But  since  my  hon.  friend 
put  It  entirely  on  the  ground  of  a  contract, 
I  wish  to  say  that  no  such  contract  exists  which 
has  not  been  fulfilled  to  the  letter.  Every  con- 
tract made  with  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2785 


MARCH  20,  1905 


2786 


Island  has  been  fulfilled.  If  there  be  any 
doubt  upon  the  point,  you  have  only  to  look 
to  the  statute  of  several  years  ago,  when  in 
consequence  of  the  difference  of  opinion  said 
to  exist,  an  allowance  was  made,  the  amount  of 
which,  it  was  distinctly  declared  in  that  statute, 
was  to  be  in  full  and  final  settlement  of  the 
terms  of  union. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  put  in  an 
emphatic  and  absolute  denial  that  that  was 
the  intention  in  placing  to  the  credit  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  on  that  occasion  $30,- 
000  a  year  in  perpetuity.  The  idea  of  bar- 
tering the  terms  of  confederation,  one  of 
the  most  sacred  terms  under  which  we  en- 
tered confederation— that  communication 
should  be  guaranteed  to  the  Island  winter 
and  summer— the  idea  of  bartering  that  for 
a  mess  of  pottage,  of  bartering  it  for  $30,000 
a  year ;  why  it  is  all  out  of  reason  to  com- 
prehend. I  venture  to  assert  that  the  loss 
resulting  privately  to  interests  in  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  this  last  winter  will  amount  to 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  besides  the 
almost  incalculable  loss  that  will  result 
from  loss  of  business  in  future.  Now,  on 
that  point  I  want  to  read  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil passed  at  that  time  : 

From  and  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  1901,  there 
should  be  paid  to  the  province  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  in  addition  to  all  sums  now  au- 
thorized by  law,  an  annual  allowance  of  $30,000, 
which  allowance  should  become  payable  and  be 
paid  to  the  said  province  half-yearly  on  the 
1st  days  of  July  and  January  in  each  and  every 
year,  beginning  with  the  said  1st  day  of  July, 
1901.  Such  allowance  to  be  paid  and  accepted 
in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  pro- 
vince against  the  Dominion  of  Canada  on  ac- 
count of  alleged  nonfulfllment  of  the  terms  of 
union  between  the  Dominion  and  the  satd  pro- 
vince as  respects  the  maintenance  of  efficient 
steam  communication  between  the  island  and 
mainland. 

Well,  that  is  certainly  '  all  claims '  for 
non-fulfilment  of  the  terms.  But  we  were 
not  settling  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  terms 
in  perpetuity,  we  were  settling  the  non- 
fulfllment of  the  terms  up  to  1001.  At  that 
time  I  said  to  the  minister  : 

I  would  ask  the  minister  if  this  $30,000  is 
given  to  compensate  the  Island  for  non-fulfil- 
ment of  the  terms  of  union,  and  up  to  what 
date  ? 

Sir  Louis  Davies,  who  was  then  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  answered  : 

Up  to  the  present  date,  all  claims  of  what- 
ever nature  up  to  the  present  time,  based  on 
the  nonfulfllment  of  the  terms  of  union. 

Now,  Sir  Louis  Davies  was  the  represen- 
tative of  our  own  province,  and  in  reply  to 
tills  question  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  he 
acknowledged  that  it  was  a  settlement  for 
claims  of  all  kinds  up  to  that  time.  The 
Prime  Minister  upon  that  occasion  said,  in 
answer  to  a  question  of  Mr.  Haggart : 

That  is  not  the  ground  we  take.  The  only 
ground  we  take  is,  that  the  government  of 
Canada  entered  into  a  solemn  compact  with 
Prince  Edward  Island  in  1S73,  and  for  many 


years  did  not  fulfil  that  compact.  That  is  the 
only  question,  and  I  will  appeal  to  any  man  in 
this  House,  when  he  reads  the  contract,  to  say 
whether  the  government  of  Canada  was  not 
entirely  in  fault. 

Now,  the  government  of  Canada  was  in 
fault  up  to  that  time,  and  although  I  ad- 
mit that  the  government  of  Canada  has  en- 
deavoured in  some  measure  to  betfer  the 
terms,  we  certainly  have  not  yet  succeeded 
in  getting  the  terms  of  confederation  ful- 
filled at  the  present  time  ;  and  until  we  do 
succeed  in  getting  the  continuous  communi- 
cation wbich  is  possible  for  this  govern- 
ment to  give  to  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  we  shall  continue  to  inflict  our- 
selves upon  this  House  upon  all  suitable 
occasions.  The  Prime  Minister  quoted  the 
wording  of  the  contract : 

The  Dominion  government  shall  assume  and 
defray  all  the  charges  for  the  following  ser- 
vices, namely  : 

Efficient  steam  service  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails  and  passengers,  to  be  established  and 
maintained  between  the  island  and  the  main- 
land of  the  Dominion,  winter  and  summer, 
thus  placing  the  Island  in  continuous  com- 
munication with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and 
the  railway  system  of  the  Dominion. 

And  then  he  said : 

That  is  not  the  interpretation  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  South  Lanark  gave  a  moment  ago 
to  this  contract.  It  Is  a  direct,  binding  and 
solemn  undertaking  that  the  government  of 
Canada  will  maintain  continuous  communication 
between  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  There  is  no  provision  there 
that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  try  to  do 
it  ;  there  is  no  suggestion  that  there  might 
be  too  much  ice  in  certain  seasons. 

That  is  a  solemn  compact  which  the  lead- 
er of  this  House  acknowledged  that  the  Do- 
minion government  was  bound  to  fulfil.  In 
the  debate  on  that  occasion  I  also  put  my- 
self on  record  by  saying : 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  vote  of  $30,000  a 
year  being  given  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  but 
I  do  object,  Hr.  Speaker,  to  the  agreement  that 
this  is  adequate  to  remunerate  the  island  for  the 
losses  to  which  it  has  been  subjected,  espec- 
ially during  the  first  fifteen  years  after  we 
came  Into  confederation.  The  hon.  members 
of  this  House  must  take  into  consideration  that 
we  are  an  agricultural  country,  and  that  our 
products  must  be  marketed  within  six  weeks 
after  the  crop  is  harvested.  After  that,  the 
freights  are  always  high,  nearly  double  the 
summer  or  spring  rates  ;  and  not  only  that, 
but  our  products  are  put  upon  the  market  at 
a  time  when,  being  rushed  forward,  our  mar- 
kets are  glutted,  and  the  farmers  and  mer- 
chants do  not  realize  within  twenty-five  or 
thirty  per  cent  of  the  prices  they  would  obtain 
If  communication  were  kept  up  for  a  month 
or  two  later.  Now,  taking  these  things  into 
consideration,  in  estimating  the  loss  during  the 
twenty-five  years,  up  to  the  time  the  '  Mlnto ' 
was  put  on,  It  will  be  seen  that  $1,000,000  will 
not  In  any  degree  compensate  Prince  Edward 
Island  for  all  the  disadvantage  she  laboured 
under  for  all  these  years  ;  in  fact,  it  seems  to 
me  a  very  small  sum  indeed  compared  with 
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the  losses  that  the  island  has  suffered.  I  wiBh 
to  place  myself  on  record  as  dissenting  from 
the  view  ot  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries and  the  agreement  of  the  local  government 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  In  accepting  $30,000 
per  annum  as  fall  recompense  for  all  the  losses 
which  the  Island  has  suffered  through  the  fail- 
ure of  the  Dominion  to  carry  out  the  terms  of 
the  confederation. 

Now,  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  placed 
before  this  House  clear  proof  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  was  stating  the  case  a 
little  too  broadly  in  interpreting  that  settle- 
ment, when  he  said  this  was  a  full  and  final 
settlement  of  all  the  claims  which  we  had 
under  the  terms  of  union.  Well,  I  question 
whether  this  House  could  cancel  in  such  a 
manner  that  solemn  obligation  that  was 
entered  into  without  going  to  the  imperial 
parliament.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  case  of  the 
Island's  representation  in  this  House,  while 
every  possible  evidence  outside  of  the  exact 
phraseology  of  the  clause  every  plausible 
construction,  showed  that  Prince  Edward 
Island  was  given  six  members  In  perpetuity 
to  represent  her  in  the  federal  House,  this 
House  would  not  go  outside  the  terms  of  the 
bond,  and  on  that  occasion  I  believe  that  the 
representation  which  we  were  justly  entitled 
to  was  filched  from  us.  I  trust  we  will  not 
be  called  upon  to  fight  for  another  sacred  ob- 
ligation agreed  to  when  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land entered  this  confederation.  Coming 
now  to  a  consideration  when  the  Postmaster 
General  was  speaking  a  few  nights  ago  on 
the  estimates,  he  said  : 

Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say  offhand  what  the 
cost  ot  the  tunnel  would  be  ?  I  believe  there 
have  been  estimates. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  refer  to  a  previous  debate. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  With  your  permission, 
I  would  read  a  line  or  two.   He  said  : 

He  said  that  the  Island  had  with  business 
enterprise  contributed  towards  the  cost  of  the 
Hillsboro'  bridge.  Perhaps  the  Island  would  be 
prepared  to  Join  with  the  Dominion  in  a  like 
spirit  and  in  contributing  in  the  same  propor- 
tion towards  the  construction  of  a  tunnel.  If 
so,  we  would  be  approaching  the  subject  in  a 
practical  way. 

He  also  stated  that  the  tunuel  would  be  a 
question  of  cost.  Now,  I  must  point  out  to 
this  House  that  the  hou.  Postmaster  General 
In  making  a  suggestion  of  that  kind  made  a 
suggestion  which  was  certainly  a  far-reach- 
ing one,  and  one  that  was  not  made  in  any 
spirit  of  fairness  towards  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  From  1S05  to  1873 
one  of  the  strongest  grounds  against  the 
union  was  the  fact  that  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land occupied  a  unique  position  on  account 
of  her  isolated  situation.  She  would  be  called 
on  to  contribute  her  share  towards  public 
works,  Intercolonial  Railway,  canals  and 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  without  deriving 
the  same  amount  of  benefit  therefrom  as  the 
other  provinces.  This  was  the  contention  of 
the  representatives  from  Prince  Edward  Is- 
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land  at  the  time  of  the  Anal  conference,  held 
prior  to  the  admittance  of  the  island  into 
the  union.  This  contention  was  recognized 
as  correct  by  Sir  J.  A.  Macdonald  and  his 
government,  and  a  clause  was  inserted  in  the 
terms  of  union  with  regard  to  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  which  met  and  entirely  covered 
the  case.  In  consideration  of  the  works  con- 
templated at  that  time  an  allowance  was 
made : 

That  in  consideration  of  the  large  expendi- 
ture authorized  by  the  parliament  of  Canada 
for  the  construction  of  railroads  and  canals, 
and  In  view  of  the  possibility  of  a  re-adjustment 
of  the  financial  agreements  between  Canada  and 
the  several  provinces  now  embraced  in  the 
Dominion,  as  well  as  the  isolated  and  excep- 
tional condition  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  that 
colony  shall,  on  entering  the  union,  be  entitled 
to  incur  a  debt  eaual  to  $50  per  head  of  the 
population  as  shown  by  the  census  returns  of 
1871,  that  is  to  say  $4,701,050. 

On  the  Intercolonial  Railway  twenty  mil- 
lions were  to  be  expended,  of  which  $15,500,- 
000  had  been  expended  at  the  time  of  con- 
federation, leaving  $4,500,000  to  be  ex- 
pended. 

The  debt  of  Canada  on  June  30, 

1873,  was   $129,743,432 

C.P.R.  authorized  (unexpended).  30,000,000 
I.C.R.  authorized  (unexpended).  4,552,148 
Canals,  authorized  (unexpended)  8,933,333 


$173,228,914 

Under  the  basis  of  population  the  debt  per 
head  was  $49.40.  Prince  Edward  Island's 
assumed  debt  was  $4,701,050,  equal  to  $50 
per  head  of  the  population  of  1871,  viz.: 
94,021.  This  was  the  assumed  debt.  The 
actual  debt  of  the  island  on  June  30,  '73, 
was  $754,559,  not  including  railway  expen- 
diture. The  railroad  expenditure  was  $3,- 
153,072  for  which  we  paid. 

Actual  debt  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  June  30,  1873,  not  in- 
cluding railroad  expenditure.  .$  754,559 

Railway  expenditure   3,153,072 

Amount  withdrawn  by  provincial 

government  in  1888   200,000 

Balance  remaining   582,818 


$  4,701,050 

So  that  out  of  that  debt  of  $50  per  head 
to  put  her  in  the  same  position  as  the  other 
provinces  she  was  charged  every  dollar  ex- 
pended in  the  construction  of  her  own  rail- 
way. Now,  as  stated,  there  were  only  three 
large  public  works  provided  for  at  that 
time  and  taken  into  consideration,  viz.:  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  and  the  improving  of  the  canals. 
Since  the  union  enormous  amounts  have 
been  expended  on  these  works  and  every 
year  large  appropriations  are  being  expend- 
ed on  them. 

The  Statistical  Year-book  for  1903  on 
Public  Works  gives  the  expenditure  on  rail- 
ways and  canals  and  other  public  works 
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since  1873  as  $253,356,496.  Of  this  amount 
up  to  two  or  three  years  ago  we  got  the 
Cape  Traverse  branch  and  we  have  since 
got  the  Murray  Harbour  branch  and  the 
Hillsboro'  bridge  in  Prince  Edward  Island. 
There  Is  a  large  amount  of  this  that  we 
were  fairly  entitled  to,  as  up  to  a  few  years 
ago  being  one-fortieth  part  of  the  population 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  we  were  entitled 
to  one-fortieth  of  the  expenditure  of  this 
public  money.  We  believe  that  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion  should  be  built  up,  and  I 
am  only  giving  you  these  figures  to  show 
that  the  idea  of  some  of  our  friends  from 
Ontario  and  from  other  provinces  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  all  the  time  grumbling 
when  she  is  getting  more  than  her  share  is 
not  borne,  out  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  Tou 
will  remember  that  when  British  Columbia 
came  into  confederation,  one  of  the  pledges 
given  was  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way would  be  built.  Hon.  members  of  this 
House  will  remember  that  when  this  great 
wort  was  being  put  forward  by  the  Con- 
servative party  they  were  told  that  the  ex- 
penditure which  was  axithorized  would  not 
pay  for  the  axle  grease.  Yet  It  was  one  of 
the  terms  under  which  British  Columbia 
came  Into  the  confederation,  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  assisted  to  some  extent  by  the 
members  on  the  other  side,  went  forward 
and  carried  out  that  contract.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  wants 
us  to  appeal  on  justice  and  not  upon  the 
principle  of  exacting  the  letter  of  the  bond. 
We  will  be  perfectly  willing  to  appeal  on 
any  ground  which  will  get  the  ear  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  and  the  members  of  the 
government,  and  so  we  will  appeal  to  them 
on  the  ground  of  justice.  We  want  the 
terms  of  confederation  carried  out  in  regard 
to  Prince  Edward  Island,  .as  the  terms  of 
confederation  were  carried  out  in  regard  to 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  As  regards  the  works  done  in 
other  provinces  outside  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land we  could  carry  the  comparison  for- 
ward logically  and  charge  up  the  losses  that 
we  had  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in  the 
matter  of  interest  and  deficits,  we  could  do 
the  same  thing  In  regard  to  canals  and  we 
could  do  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  moneys 
and  aids  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  If 
we  did  this  we  would  find  that  the  losses 
would  be  somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  $300,000,000.  For  that  we  have  to  bear 
our  proportion  of  upwards  of  $6,000,000.  I 
am  not  giving  these  figures  in  any  complain- 
ing way  at  all;  I  simply  want  to  put  the 
position'  of  Prince  Edward  Island  fairly  be- 
fore the  House  so  that  the  House  may  mete 
out  justice  to  us. 

I  want  to  present  another  situation  in  re- 
gard to  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  want  to 
point  out  what  we  receive  yearty  and  what 
we  are  contributing  yearly  to  the  coffers  of 
the  Dominion.  We  are  receiving  under  the 
terms  under  which  we  came  into  confedera- 
tion the  following  amounts: 


Interest  on  debt  of  Island  assumed  by 

Dominion  at  confederation  viz.  :  on.?  17,880 

Subsidy  to  province  $181,982 

Added  on  account  of  non-fulfil- 
ment of  terms  In  1902    30,000 

  211,982 

Interest  on  amount  paid  by  Dominion 
government  for  proprietary  estates 
viz.  on  1747,971  at  8  per  cent   23,439 

Cost  of  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  to 
June,  1904  $6,128,116 

Amount  In  estimates  to  complete 

M.H.B.  &  H.  bridge   357,000- 

$6,485,116 

Proportion,  H.  bridge..  ..  400,000 

Interest  on  balance  at  3  per 

cent  $6,085,116  182,553 

Paid  to  Indians   1,860 

Postal  expenditure  $21,612 

subsidy  to  P.E.I.R  18,710 

  40,322 

Judge's  salary  $19,400 

Lieut.  Governor's  salary   7,000 

  26,400 

Maintenance  of  '  Stanley  '  and  '  Mlnto  ' 

half  of  $95,000    47,500 

Lighthouse  and  coast  service   25,603 

Fisheries.   7,320 

Half  cost  of  telegraph  to  mainland..  ..  3,500 

Excise   2,241 

Weights  and  Measures   1,784 

Food  Inspection   157 

Gas  inspection   409 

Electric  light  inspection   34 

Quarantine   1,565 

Collecting  revenue  customs   18,632 

Ice  boat  service   8,912 

Public  buildings   18,924 

Harbours  and  rivers   60,803 

$691,870 

This  gives  a  total  expenditure  of  $691,870 
that  may  be  fairly  said  to  be  the  sum  ex- 
pended by  the  government  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  last  year.  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick  should  properly  bear  a  certain 
portion  of  the  service  of  the  '  Stanley '  and 
'  Minto,1  because  they  get  a  proportionate 
benefit  from  that  service,  and  so  I  have 
credited  one  half  their  service  to  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  In  like  manner  I  credit  the  is- 
land with  the  $400,000  paid  by  the  pro- 
vince on  account  of  the  Hillsboro'  bridge. 
The  total  revenue  of  the  Dominion  last 
year  was  $70,669,817,  and  taking  our 
population  as  one  fiftieth  the  total  of  the 
population  of  the  Dominion  we  would  be 
entitled  to  an  expenditure  in  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  of  $1,413,396.  Take  from  that 
amount  the  actual  expenditure  by  the  Do- 
minion in  Prince  Edward  Island  of  $691,870, 
and  there  is  a  balance  In  our  favour  of 
$721,526.  In  other  words,  we  contribute 
to  the  revenues  of  this  Dominion  $721,526 
more  than  they  pay  out  to  us  ;  and  yet  we 
have  hon.  gentlemen  getting  up  in  this 
House  and  telling  us  that  Prince  Edward 
Island  was  an  improvident  bargain,  that  we 
are  getting  more  than  our  share,  and  not- 
withstanding that  the  representatives  from 
that  province  are  constantly  complaining. 
It  may  be  possible  that  I  have  omitted  from 
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the  expenditure  In  Prince  Edward  Island  a 
few  trifling  items,  but  however  that  may  be, 
we  do  not  get  more  than  $750,000  all  told 
from  the  Dominion  treasury,  so  that  we  are 
contributing  as  much  again  as  we  receive. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  Prince  Edward  Island, 
because  of  her  peculiar  conditions,  contrib- 
utes more  to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion  in 
proportion  than  do  the  other  provinces,  in 
the  fact  that  not  being  a  manufacturing 
community  we  have  to  import  all  the  manu- 
factures we  consume,  and  so  we  naturally 
pay  a  larger  proportion  of  the  revenue  than 
do  the  other  provinces. 

I  wish  now  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  government  and  the  House  some  little 
history  of  the  construction  of  a  tunnel  be- 
ween  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  main- 
land. This  is  not  a  new  question.  It  was 
first  brought  to  the  attention  of  this  parlia- 
ment by  Senator  Howlan  in  1885  and  after- 
wards a  deputation  from  the  provincial 
government  was  sent  to  interview  the 
imperial  authorities  with  reference  to  the 
matter.  Although  the  imperial  authorities 
said  at  the  time  that  they  could  not  inter- 
vene, yet  under  date  of  March  30th,  1886, 
Lord  Granville,  writing  to  Lord  Lansdowne. 
then  Governor  General,  made  this  state- 
ment in  his  communication  : 

The  establishment  of  constant  and  speedy 
communication  by  rail  would  be  a  great  advant- 
age both  to  the  province  and  to  the  Dominion, 
and  I  should  suppose  that  the  development  of 
the  traffic  on  the  island  railroads  and  of  the 
capabilities  of  the  province  generally,  would 
produce  a  large  direct  and  Indirect  return  on 
the  expenditure. 

It  would  reflect  great  credit  on  the  Dominion 
government,  if,  after  connecting  British  Colum- 
bia with  the  eastern  provinces  by  the  eanadian 
Pacific  Railway  it  should  now  be  able  to  com- 
plete its  system  of  railway  communication  by 
an  extension  to  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Not  only  have  we  this  recommendation  of 
the  tunnel  scheme  from  the  Imperial  author- 
ities, but  we  have  also  the  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Canada  himself,  who, 
writing  to  Mr.  Higga,  of  Charlottetown, 
made  this  statement : 

Dear  Sir, — I  have  your  favour  of  February 
2nd.  I  hardly  would  have  thought  an  expression 
of  opinion  as  to  the  construction  of  a  tunnel  to 
connect  the  island  with  the  mainland,  necessary 
from  me.  Every  man  who  has  given  any  atten- 
tion to  the  condition  of  things  and  to  the  neces- 
sities involved  by  the  entering  of  the  island 
Into  confederation,  must  admit  that  such  a  tun- 
nel must  be  constructed  if  the  thing  is  reason- 
ably practicable.  The  first  requisite  is  to  have 
an  accurate  survey  and  reliable  estimates.  I 
am  only  sorry  that  these  were  not  obtained 
long  ago. 

WILFRID  LAURIER. 

That  was  written  by  the  Hon.  Wilfrid 
Laurier,  now  Prime  Minister  of  Canada. 
We  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  Is  in  any  different  frame  of 
mind  to-day  with  regard  to  the  carrying 
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out  of  the  terms  of  the  union  or  as  to  the 
building  of  a  tunnel  than  he  was  at  that 
time.  I  am  in  hopes  that  this  afternoon 
the  Prime  Minister  will  get  up  in  his  place 
and  express  himself  in  no  uncertain  lan- 
guage in  favour  of  the  tunnel  scheme.  I 
may  say  that  the  Dominion  government  of 
that  day  were,  to  some  extent,  committed 
to  the  building  of  this  tunnel,  and  I  believe 
that  if  it  had  been  continuously  pressed  on 
their  attention  we  would  now  ha"ve  had  the 
tunnel  in  process  of  completion.  However, 
it  is  never  too  late  to  mend,  and  we  will  now 
make  a  fresh  start.  In  1886  surveys  for 
the  tunnel  were  made  and  different  plans 
were  brought  forward,  one  with  reference 
to  a  subway,  which  was  afterwards  aban- 
doned, because  the  tunnel  was  found  to  be 
most  feasible.  Surveys  for  a  tunnel  across 
the  straits  were  made  as  late  as  1890, 
and  boriugs  were  taken.  The  then  gov- 
ernment obtained  the  report  of  Sir  Doug- 
las Fox  as  to  the  estimate  of  the  cost  and 
the  feasibility  of  building  a  tunnel,  and  this 
report  will  be  found  in  the  Sessional  Papers 
of  the  House  of  Commons  for  1894.  For 
the  benefit  of  those  hon.  members  who  are 
not  familiar  with  the  subject,  I  shall  read 
a  few  passages  from  the  report  of  Sir  Doug- 
las Fox  : 

Mr.  Palmer  reports  that  having  reference  to 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Bain  as  to  the  strata  under 
the  bed  of  the  sea  on  the  line  of  the  tunnel, 
the  proposed  location  under  the  narrowest  por- 
tions of  the  straits  between  Money  Point  in 
New  Brunswick  and  Carleton  Point  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  well  selected  from  both  a 
constructive  and  a  traffic  point  of  view. 

Take  into  consideration,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
this  report  was  made  in  1891,  and  that  we 
have  had  from  engineers  of  the  greatest 
repute  in  Canada,  the  United  States  and 
England  expressions  of  opinion  that  this 
tunnel  was  absolutely  feasible,  that  the 
conditions  for  tunnelling  under  the  Straits 
of  Northumberland  were  more  favourable 
than  anywhere  else  where  tunnels  had  been 
constructed  In  the  world,  and  that  this  re- 
port of  Sir  Douglas  Fox  was  made  after  a 
thorough  investigation  of  the  reasonable- 
ness and  feasibility  of  the  tunnel.  So  that 
the  stipulations  in  the  right  hon.  minister's 
letter  of  some  years  ago  have  been  amply 
met.    The  report  goes  on  to  say  :— 

The  greatest  depth  of  water  is  shown  as 
being  96  feet  at  high  water,  with  a  rise  of 
tides  of  six  feet  at  springs  and  three  feet  at 
neaps,  and  the  speed  of  the  current  is  not  ex- 
ceeding three  knots,  with  two  hours  of  slack 
water  at  each  tide. 

The  distance  from  shore  to  shore  is  given  as 
about  13.200  lineal  yards, 'or  say  from  shaft  to 
shaft,  13,500  lineal  yards,  exclusive  of  the  land 
approaches  on  either  side,  of  which  about  2,000 
lineal  yards  would  be  in  the  tunnel. 

I  may  say  that  the  length  of  the  tunnel 
in  nautical  miles  would  be1  about  7-47  miles. 
But  this  has  been  eclipsed  by  three  or  four 
other  tunnels,  some  a  long  time  in  oper- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2793  MARCH  20,  1905  2794 


ation,  and  others  of  more  recent  construc- 
tion. The  St.  Gothard  tunnel  is  9}  miles; 
Mt.  Cenis,  7  1-8  miles;  the  Severn,  5  miles, 
built  below  a  rapidly-flowing  tidal  estuary, 
and  one  of  the  greatest  and  most  difficult 
engineering  feats  in  the  world  ;  the  Mersey, 
miles  ;  and  the  Simplon,  between  France 
and  Switzerland,  which  was  completed  on 
the  24th  of  February  last,  124  miles  long. 
This  tunnel  was  built  In  two  twin  passages 
each  16J  feet  wide,  and  separated  by  a  dis- 
tance of  55-7  feet  between  their  axes.  The 
cost  of  the  twin  tunnels  was  $15,700,000,  and 
the  engineering  difficulties  met  with  were,  I 
believe,  unparalleled  in  the  history  of  tunnel 
construction.  The  reports  of  Sir  William 
Dawson,  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  Mr.  Bain  and 
Mr.  Palmer  go  to  show  that  the  strata 
through  which  the  tunnel  from  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  to  the  mainland  would  pass 
would  be  one  of  the  easiest  for  tunnel  con- 
struction that  could  possibly  be  found.  In 
another  part  of  the  report  Sir  Douglas  Fox 
says  :— 

It  is  my  duty  to  state  that  though  convinced 
ot  the  accuracy  ot  what  I  now  present,  a  more 
minute  and  detailed  geological  investigation 
should  be  made  before  active  engineering  oper- 
ations are  begun. 

I  have  also  before  me  a  copy  of  a  letter  ad- 
dressed on  January  9th,  1891,  to  the  Hon.  Q.  W. 
Howlan,  by  Sir  William  Dawson,  of  McGill  Uni- 
versity. Montreal,  which  runs  as  follows  : 

I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  read  and  examined 
the  report  and  section  prepared  by  Mr.  Bain, 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  tunnel  from 
Carleton  Head  to  CaDe  Jourmain,  which  you 
were  kind  enough  to  show  me,  and  that  from 
my  knowledge  of  the  geological  structure  of 
the  locality,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that 
I  believe  the  report  and  section  fairly  repre- 
sent the  character  of  the  beds  to  be  penetrated 
•by  the  proposed  tunnel,  and  that  these  will  not 
present  any  serious  difficulty,  the  ground  being 
in  fact  as  favourable  as  could  be  desired  for 
such  a  work. 

He  recommended  that  before  the  work 
should  be  proceeded  with,  certain  surveys 
and  borings  should  be  made.  Jn  this  part 
of  the  report  he  says  :-  - 

Borings  similar  to  those  taken  at  Sarnia  tun- 
nel, viz..  from  a  vessel  or  platform  through  6- 
inch  wrought  iron  pipes,  so  as  to  ensure  cores 
of  sufficient  size  and  undamaged  being  brought 
to  the  surface,  should  be  laid  at  intervals  of, 
say  not  more  than  500  yards,  right  across  the 
straits  and  down  to  the  carboniferous  bed  rock, 
but  this  line  of  borings  should  be  at  some  dis- 
tance, say  300  yards  from  the  centre  line  of  the 
tunnel.  This  work  should  be  carried  out  in 
.the  presence  of  an  experienced  engineer  who 
should  carefully  note  the  sample  taken. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  for  which 
I  bring  this  matter  before  the  House  at  this 
time, is  that  we  may  have  the  recommenda- 
tion of  Sir  Douglas  Fox  carried  out:  that  a 
complete  survey  with  borings  be  made  under 
a  competent  engineer  and  an  estimate.-l 
cost  obtained.  And  for  that  proposal  I 
ask  that  a  sum  sufficient  for  this  work  be 


placed  in  this  year's  estimates.  I  think 
these  reports  demonstrate  the  absolute  fea- 
sibilty  of  a  tunnel.  This  report  was  made 
ten  years  ago.  Since  that  time  immense  im- 
provements have  been  made,  greatly  cheap- 
ening the  cost  of  tunnelling,  so  that  while 
Sir  Douglas  Fox's  estimate  of  the  cost  of  a 
161-foot  funnel  was  $9,800,000  and  of  an  18- 
foot  tunnel  rim,  $11,000,000,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  expressing  the  belief  that  to-day 
an  18-foot  tunnel,  capable  of  taking  the  larg- 
est cars,  could  be  constructed  for  $10,000,- 
000.  It  may  be  said  that  this  would  be  an 
unwarranted  sum  of  money,  and  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  to  small  a  province  to 
have  such  an  expenditure  as  that.  But  I 
want  to  point  out  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  is  under  an  obligation  to  give  us 
continuous  steam  communication  winter  and 
summer,  and  that  the  annual  cost  of  keep- 
ing up  the  method  at  present  provided  for 
this  purpose,  and  such  as  it  will  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  further  provide,  is  more 
than  would  pay  the  Interest  on  any  possible 
cost  of  the  tunnel.  I  have  made  a  state- 
ment of  the  comparative  cost  of  keeping 
up  the  present  service  and  the  cost  of  the 
service  which  this  government  would  have 
to  put  in  operation  if' they  intend  to  carry 
out  the  terms  of  Union. 

Subsidies  to  summer  steamers  $  12,500 

Loss  on  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  101,305 
Maintenance  of  SS.  '  Stanley  '  and  '  Min- 

to '  as  per  minister's  statement..  ..  96,000 
Cost  of  steamer  'Stanley'  ..$145,000 
Cost  of  steamer  'Mlnto'..  ..  190,000 

Insurance  on  cost  at  10  per  cent  336,000  33,500 
Depreciation  and  interest  in  value  at 

10  per  cent   33,500 

New  boat  $500,000 

Insurance  at  10  per  cent   50,000 

Maintenance   50,000 

Depreciation  and  interest  at  10  per  cent  50,000 

Ice  boat  service,  1903   8,912 

Telegraph  service   7.000 

If  you  add  pier  at  Carleton 

Point  $1,250,000 

Additions  at  Tormentlne   1,000 

Interest  thereon  at  3  per  cent  1,360,000  40,600 

482,217 

All  these  figures  may  not  be  strictly  ac- 
curate, but  they  are  substantially  correct  and 
may  be  used  as  a  basis  to  show  that  cost  of 
tunnel  even  of  ten  or  fifteen  millions  might 
well  be  a  good  investment.  Then  there 
would  be  an  increase  In  the  business  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  an  Increase  in  the 
value  of  land  of  $13,000,000  to  $15,000,000, 
and  an  increased  business  on  the  Intercolon- 
ial which  could  be  safely  estimated  at  $100,- 
000,  as  almost  everything  would  go  by 
the  tunnel  If  we  had  reasonable  rates.  The 
tunnel  could  be  built  for  ten  million  dollars, 
possibly  twelve  million  dollars.  Ten  million 
dollars  at  three  per  cent  would  mean  an  an- 
nual interest  outlay  of  $300,000,  whereas  the 
cost  of  keeping  up  the  service  by  the  winter 
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boats— and  a  service  we  could  not  always 
depend  upon,  even  witb  such  expensive  boats 
as  we  ask  the  government  to  build— would 
be  $482,217.  I  would  suggest  that  the  gov- 
ernment is  confronted  with  this  situation— 
either  the  keeping  up  of  a  service  with  such 
boats  as  I  pointed  out  or  the  construction  of 
a  tunnel.  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  the 
First  Minister  and  his  colleagues  to  take 
this  into  their  serious  consideration.  We 
certainly  may  in  all  fairness  ask  that  an  im- 
mediate investigation  be  instituted  into  the 
feasibility  and  desirabllty  of  constructing 
a  tunnel  between  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

The  House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES  (King's,  P.E.I.)  The 
question  now  before  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  was 
discussed  in  this  House  a  few  days  ago, 
and  it  has  been  taken  up  again  to-day  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr.  Lefurgey). 
The  question  of  communication  between 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  mainland  is 
the  most  important  question  that  can  en- 
gage the  attention  of  the  representatives 
from  the  island  province,  and  is,  I  think, 
worthy,  perhaps,  of  a  little  more  consider- 
ation than  has  yet  been  given  it  by  the 
government,  the  parliament,  and  the  people 
of  Canada.  As  I  said  a  few  evenings  ago, 
when  this  matter  received  some  consider- 
ation in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  ques- 
tion is  not  new.  In  pre-confederatlon  days, 
when  the  subject  of  union  with  the  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  was  being  dis- 
cussed in  Prince  Edward  Island,  there  was 
no  argument  addressed  to  the  people  of  that 
province  to  induce  them  to  enter  the  con- 
federation which  appealed  to  them  so 
strongly  as  this— that  if  they  entered  con- 
federation their  isolation  would  be  at  an 
end,  the  difficulties  and  disadvantages  of 
their  insular  position  would  be  a  thing  of 
the  past,  and  it  would  be  practicable,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  to  unite  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  physically  as  well  as  constitu- 
tionally to  the  other  provinces  of  the  Do- 
minion. So  strongly  did  our  people  feel 
upon  that  point  that  the  delegates  to  the 
conference  which  arranged  the  terms  of 
union  were  specially  instructed  upon  it.  | 
And,  in  accordance  with  these  instructions  i 
from  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  in  accordance  with  the  wants  and  re- 
quirements of  the  province,  tills  clause  was 
inserted  in  the  terms  of  union  :— 

That  the  Dominion  government  shall  assume 
and  defray  all  charges,  or  for  the  following  ser- 
vices : — 

And  one  of  these  services  was : — 

Efficient  steam  service  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails  and  passengers  to  be  established  and 
Mr.  LEPUROEV. 


maintained  between  the  island  and  the  main- 
land of  the  Dominion,  winter  and  summer,  thus 
placing  the  Island  In  continuous  communication 
with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the  railway 
system  of  the  Dominion. 

Now,  we  think  that  '  efficient  communi- 
cation should  mean  communication  ade- 
quate for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
employed,  and  that  '  continuous  communi- 
cation '  would  surely  mean  communication 
at  least  once  a  day,  unless  prevented  by 
some  extraordinary  or  unforeseen  act  of 
Providence  which  might  Interrupt  the  com- 
munication for  a  few  days  and  which  might 
be  called,  I  supposed,  vis  major.  We  would 
not  object  to  an  interruption  of  that  kind. 
But,  when  the  Interruption  lasts  for  weeks 
and  months  at  a  time,  as  has  frequently 
been  the  case  since  these  terms  were  agreed 
upon  and  ratified,  we  certainly  feel  that 
this  is  not  carrying  out  the  terms  of  union. 
Now,  we  may  be  told— and  I  think  the 
Finance  Minister  (Mr.  Fielding)  takes  that 
position— that  this  is  not  the  best  ground 
upon  which  to  put  our  case.  That  may  be. 
1  think  that  hon.  gentleman  holds  the  view 
that  we  should  rest  our  case  upon  these 
facts  :— That  there  Is  considerable  improve- 
ment and  development  going  on  all  over 
the  world,  and  particularly  In  Canada,  In 
every  branch  of  activity  Including  systems 
of  communication,  and,  as  Prince  Edward 
Island  is  an  integral  part  of  this  Dominion, 
it  should  share  in  that  development  at  least 
to  a  reasonable  extent,  and  so  the  means 
of  communication  should  be  as  perfect  as 
our  knowledge  and  the  application  of 
science  has  made  practicable.  That,  of 
course,  we  believe  to  be  a  good  ground 
upon  which  to  base  our  case.  But  we  also 
think  that  it  might  be  unwise  to  overlook 
entirely  the  constitutional  aspect  of  the 
question.  And  for  this  view  of  the  case, 
I  think  I  have  fairly  good  authority— that 
of  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  I  find  that 
in  speaking  upon  this  question  in  1901, 
when  the  question  of  communication  was 
under  consideration  by  this  parliament,  in 
reply  to  some  objections  raised  by  tba  hon. 
member  for  South  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart) 
and  by  Mr.  Clancy,  the  member  for  Both- 
well,  the  Prime  Minister  made  use  of  this 
language  :— 

With  due  reference  to  my  hon.  friend,  I  do 
not  see  where  the  difference  He?  between  giving 
$1,000,000  and  giving  the  interest  on  $1,000,000. 
But,  I  come  to  the  point  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  South  Lanark.  He  says  the  con- 
tract is  not  at  all  as  represented  by  my  hon. 
friend  beside  me  (Sir  Louis  Davles) — that  the 
contract  made  with  Prince  Edward  Island  In 
1873  was  other  than  to  keep  up  efficient  steam 
communication,  that  it  was  not  a  direct  bar- 
gain, but  that  it  was  qualified  with  the  'condi- 
tion that  we  were  to  do  the  best  we  could,  and 
if  we  found  the  forces  of  nature  too  strong  for 
us,  we  were  not  to  be  responsible.  That  is  not 
the  wording  of  the  contract.  This  is  it.  in  so 
many  words  : 
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'  The  Dominion  government  shall  assume  and 
defray  all  the  charges  for  the  following  ser- 
vices, namely  :  efficient  steam  service  for  the 
conveyance  of  malls  and  passengers,  to  be  es- 
tablished and  maintained  between  the  island 
and  the  mainland  of  the  Dominion,  winter  and 
summer,  thus  placing  the  island  in  continuous 
communication  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
and  railways  of  the  Dominion.' 

That  is  not  tbe  interpretation  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  South  Lanark  gave  a  moment  ago 
to  this  contract.  It  is  a  direct,  binding  and 
solemn  understanding  that  the  government  of 
Canada  will  maintain  continuous  communica- 
tion between  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  There  is  no  provision 
there  that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  try 
to  do  it  ;  there  is  no  suggestion  that  there 
might  be  too  much  ice  in  certain  seasons.  It  is 
true  that  it  might  be  a  case  of  force  majeure. 
No  one  would  complain  it  the  service  were  in- 
terrupted for  a  day  or  two  by  an  act  of  Pro- 
vidence, because  that  is  a  case  of  force  ma- 
jeure. 

Now,  not  only  is  this  the  view  expressed 
by  the  leader  of  the  government  a  few 
years  ago,  but  it  is  the  view  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Prince  Edward  Island  take  of  this 
matter.  What  is  the  condition  of  things 
this  year?  The  Interruption  of  our  com- 
munication has  lasted  now  practically  for 
two  months— some  fifty  days— continuously. 
For  that  length  of  time  we  have  had  no 
communication  with  tbe  mainland  other 
than  by  the  small  ice-boats  which  provided 
means  of  communication  some  fifty  or 
seventy  years. ago.  There  is  practically  no 
improvement  whatever  as  compared  with 
that  time.  I  am  sure  that  no  hon.  gentle- 
man in  this  House  and  no  fair-minded  man 
in  this  country,  looking  at  the  facts  as  they 
are  to-day  and  tbe  stipulation  that  was 
made  when  we  entered  confederation,  will 
say  that  the  terms  of  union  have  been  car- 
ried out.  You  may  tell  me  that  this  is  an 
exceptional  winter.  And  that  is  quite  true- 
it  is  exceptional  so  far  as  the  snow-fall  in 
the  maritime  provinces  is  concerned.  But,  in 
my  Judgment  and  in  the  judgment  of  others, 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact  this  winter  is  not 
greatly  exceptional  so  far  as  frost  and  ice 
conditions  are  concerned.  Now,  if  the  ice 
breaking  steamers  that  we  have  are  not  able 
to  make  their  way  across  the  Straits  of 
Northumberland  because  there  Is  a  heavy 
fall  of  snow  on  the  land,  have  we  any  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  similar  Interruptions 
will  not  take  place  in  the  years  that  are 
to  come,  if  some  better  means  of  com- 
munication are  not  provided?  I  hold  that 
we  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  con- 
ditions which  we  have  this  year,  that  the 
interruption  of  communication  that  we 
have  this  year,  will  not  be  repeated  in  some 
future  years. 

The  steamers  ought  to  be  able  to  cross  at 
least  in  fine  and  clear  days,  and  tbey  have 
not  been  able  to  do  so  this  year.  What  means 
of  communication  have  we  this  year  ?  Sim- 
ply the  old  method  that  was  employed  long 


before  confederation,  that  is  crossing  with 
small  boats.  Let  me  describe  that  method  so 
that  hon.  members  of  this  House  who  have 
never  seen  it  may  have  some  knowledge  of 
it,  for  no  man  who  has  not  seen  it  and  who 
has  not  crossed  there  can  fully  realize  the 
difficulties  and  dangers  connected  with  that 
navigation.  These  boats  are  about  15  to  18 
feet  in  length.  They  have  to  be  built  light 
and  small  so  that  tbe  passengers  and  crew 
can  haul  them  up  on  the  surface  of  the  ice, 
nnd  they  have  to  be  built  large  enough  so 
that  when  they  reach  stretches  of  open  wat- 
er, which  are  very  frequently  met  with  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  crossing,  they  can 
carry  a  fair  number  of  passengers  and  crew. 
Now  the  passengers  aud  crew  are  strap- 
ped to  these  boats  by  leather  thongs  by  which 
they  can  drag  them  along  in  the  first  place, 
and  which  in  the  secoud  place  would  prevent 
them  from  being  drowned  if  they  accidental- 
ly fell  into  tbe  water  through  some  unseen 
opening  in  the  Ice,  which  is  not  unfrequent. 
If  the  passengers  or  crew  should  happen  to 
make  a  mis-step  or  a  miscalculation  in  get- 
ting into  the  boat  preparatory  to  crossing 
one  of  these  stretches  of  open  water,  or  to 
make  a  mis-step  in  getting  out  when  they 
come  to  an  ice  barrier,  by  means  of  these 
leather  thongs  they  are  prevented  from  fal- 
ling into  the  water  ;  and  they  use  them  also 
to  haul  the  boats  up  on  to  the  ice.  They  have 
to  work  their  way  across  the  straits  through 
the  broken  ice,  and  sometimes  through  slush 
and  snow  from  six  to  twelve  inches  deep, 
dragging  these  boats  along  with  them.  Any 
one  can  understand  the  danger  and  the 
exhaustive  labour  involved  in  the  work  of 
crossing.  There  is  no  possibility  whatever  of 
carrying  any  freight  across  In  that  way,  and 
frequently  parcels  and  heavy  mail  matter 
have  to  be  left  over.  But  that  Is  not  the  only 
danger  connected  with  this  method  of  cross- 
ing. There  is  an  ever  present  dauger  to  life 
and  limb.  Only  a  few  years  ago  a  party  of 
four  or  five  boats  left  Cape  Traverse  and 
when  they  got  half  way  across  tbe  straits 
a  snowstorm  came  on  completely  shutting 
out  their  view  of  the  land.  All  day  they 
tolled  in  their  endeavour  to  reach  land,  and 
when  night  came  on  they  had  to  do  the  best 
they  could  to  provide  themselves  with  some 
shelter.  They  hauled  the  boats  up  on  to  the 
Ice,  and  turning  them  over,  huddled  beneath 
them  to  shelter  themselves  from  the  pitiless 
storm  during  the  night.  The  wind  changed 
during  the  night  and  the  weather  turned 
very  cold,  and  they  had  to  break  up  one  of 
the  boats  to  make  a  small  fire  to  prevent  the 
weaker  passengers  from  freezing  to  death. 
They  had  drifted  a  long  distance  out  of  their 
course,  and  the  next  day  they  had  to  work 
all  day  and  only  reached  land  after  night- 
fall, thoroughly  exhausted  and  worn  out,  so 
exhausted  indeed  that  some  of  the  passengers 
threw  themselves  down  in  tbe  snow  and 
were  not  able  to  walk  to  the  farm  houses  a 
little  distance  off.    Some  of  the  stronger 
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members  of  the  party  reached  the  farm 
houses  and  gave  the  alarm,  and  searching 
parties  were  instituted  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible and  went  out  to  find  those  who  had 
been  left  behind.  They  were  all  frozen  more 
or  less,  and  in  the  case  of  some  of  them 
toes  and  fingers  had  to  be  amputated-  All 
suffered  in  health.  Among  the  party  was  a 
member  of  parliament  who  represented 
King's  county  at  that  time,  Dr.  Mdlntyre, 
who  suffered  so  much  from  exposure  to  the 
cold  that  he  was  111  for  many  weeks:  Indeed 
they  were  all  ill,  and  those  who  had  not 
homes  to  go  to  had  to  be  taken  to  the  hospi- 
tals. One  gentleman  was  attacked  with 
pneumonia  or  rheumatic  ferer  from  the 
effects  of  which  he  has  not  yet  recovered. 
A  few  years  previous  to  that  an  almost 
similar  experience  occurred  where  the  pas- 
sengers were  out  all  night  and  suffered 
dreadfully,  so  much  indeed  that  a  short 
time  afterwards  one  of  them  died  from 
the  exposure— at  least  that  was  the  common 
opinion  at  the  time. 

Now  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a  like 
occurrence  from  happening  at  any  time,  be- 
cause the  conditions  of  crossing  there  have 
been  little  improved.  The  only  difference  is 
that  when  the  boats  go  out  now  they  carry 
with  them  some  water  and  provisions,  and 
a  compass,  but  these  precautions  were  not 
taken  on  the  occasions  I  have  referred  to. 
These  are  the  conditions  that  prevail  on  this 
crossing,  and  a  calamity  of  that  kind  may 
take  place  almost  any  day  in  the  winter 
season.  Now,  Sir,  no  man  can  say  that 
communication  of  that  kind  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  agreement  that  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  made  with  the  Dominion  when 
she  entered  the  confederation.  It  may  be 
said  that  we  ought  to  make  some  sugges- 
tions, and  I  think  we  should. 

Now  the  first  suggestion  I  would  make  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  case 
•would  be  to  provide  a  more  powerful  ice- 
breaker than  either  of  those  we  have  at  the 
present  time.  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  is 
the  ice-breaking  capacity  of  the  'Minto'  and 
the  '  Stanley,'  but  I  do  know  that  for  a  week 
or  ten  days,  or  perhaps  a  fortnight,  they  have 
been  prevented  from  entering  the  harbour  of 
Pictou  by  the  ice  barrier  that  has  formed 
across  the  entrance  to  that  harbour.  I  am 
informed  by  men  who  have  crossed  there 
recently  that  the  ice  is  from  three  to  four 
feet  thick,  that  thickness  has  been  sufficient 
to  prevent  those  steamers  from  making  the 
passage.  From  a  telegram  received  to-day 
by  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
and  which  I  have  seen,  the  captain  of  the 
'  Stanley '  reports  that  he  broke  about  a 
mile  of  that  barrier  yesterday,  and  that  be 
Is  working  his  way  on  to-day.  That  would 
seem  to  Indicate  that  the  ice-breaking  capa- 
city of  these  steamers  is  three  or  four  feet, 
when  the  ice  is  packed.  Now,  Sfr,  those  are 
the  conditions  ;  we  may  expect  to  have  ice 
of  that  thickness  in  ordinary  winters,  and 
there  is  a  possibility.  In  fact  a  probability, 
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that  we  could  provide  a  steamer  that  could 
overcome  an  ice  pack  of  the  thickness  of 
say  six  or  seven  feet.  In  all  probability  we 
would  require  a  steamer  of  that  capacity 
in  ordinary  winters  to  keep  up  uninterrupted 
communication  with  the  mainland.  I  be- 
lieve such  a  steamer  could  be  built.  If  we 
are  to  believe  the  reports  that  we  see  in  the 
'  Scientific  American,'  some  of  the  European 
countries  have  steamers  of  that  capacity,  or 
even  greater.  From  the  information  I  have 
been  able  to  obtain  on  this  subject,  I  think 
that  the  conditions  in  the  Straits  of  Mac- 
kinac, for  Instance,  are  not  similar  to  the 
conditions  we  have  in  the  Gulf  of  St  Law- 
rence and  the  Straits  of  Northumberland. 
According  to  my  information,  the  ice  in  the 
Straits  of  Mackinac  does  not  move  very 
jnuch,  and  when  once  a  steamer  has  cut 
through  a  passage,  and  makes  a  trip  every 
day,  that  passage  remains  open  for  the  win- 
ter. But  the  ice  in  the  Straits  of  North- 
umberland is  constantly  moving  with  the 
winds  and  current,  it  moves  perhaps  several 
miles  a  day.  My  information  leads  me  to 
believe  that  the  conditions  of  the  ice  in  the 
(Baltic  sea  and  in  the  Gulf  of  Finland  ap- 
proach more  nearly  to  the  conditions  we  have 
in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Straits 
of  Northumberland.  I  will  read  just  a  short 
paragraph  contained  in  the  '  Scientific  Am- 
erican '  describing  what  the  '  Ermaak '  is 
able  to  accomplish  in  the  Baltic  sea. 

As  the  '  Ermaak  '  was  built  tor  polar  enter- 
prise, as  well  as  for  ice-breaking  in  the  Baltic, 
she  was  designed  to  receive  the  very  severe 
blows  that  locally  strike  her  when  among  the 
enormous  ice  of  the  polar  ocean,  and  ice  pres- 
sures that  may  lift  her  clean  out  of  the  water, 
leaving  her  Ice-borne. 

Her  bow  engine,  though  successful  in  one-year 
old  ice,  has  been  removed,  as  the  shape  at  the 
bow  to  admit  the  propeller  was  not  suited  to 
the  requirements  of  the  polar  ice.  Her  speed 
through  24  inches  of  solid  ice,  with  6  to  12 
Inches  of  snow  on  top  of  It,  is  9  knots  an  hour, 
and  she  can  charge  and  demolish  packs  of  ice 
20  to  35  feet  In  thickness.  In  polar  ice  the 
speed  has  to  be  kept  at  about  21  to  3}  knots  an 
hour,  as  one  Is  apt  to  lose  control  of  the  vessel 
In  this  enormous  ice,  and  the  local  shocks  be- 
come very  severe  when  she  is  charging  about  at 
her  own  '  sweet  will '  among  the  palaeocrystic 
ice.  She  has  proved  to  be  of  enormous  use  on 
her  station  on  the  Baltic  coast  of  Russia,  where 
she  can  negotiate  any  ice,  and  can  safely  bring 
out  of  danger  all  steamers  that  she  goes  to 
assist.  In  one  short  season  she  rescued  and 
assisted  shipping  of  over  two  millions  sterling 
value  and,  in  another  winter  she  saved  the  Rus- 
sian battleship  '  General  Admiral  Aproxlne  '  of 
£750,000  value. 

With  the  '  Ermaak  '  In  the  Baltic  there  is  no 
difficulty  in  Russia  putting  to  sea  her  fleet, 
which  usually  winters  at  Cronstadt,  as  the 
'Ermaak'  could  easily  guide  them  to  open  water 
should  necessity  arise  ;  and  there  Is  nothing  to 
prevent  this  vessel  herself  being  made  an  armed 
cruiser. 

If  that  be  true,  a  vessel  of  that  capacity, 
or   of    much    less    capacity    would  be 
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sufficient  to  overcome  the  difficulties  of  win- 
ter navigation  in  the  straits  of  Northumber- 
land. The  other  evening,  when  speaking 
upon  this  question,  I  suggested  that  the  ice 
breaker  might  be  used  for  another  purpose, 
that  she  might  be  used  for  the  assistance  of 
commerce  in  the  Hudson  bay.  1  said  then, 
and  I  repeat  now,  because  there  are  some 
hon.  gentlemen  present  who  were  not  pre- 
sent then,  that  in  all  probability  the  Hudson 
bay  route  will  in  a  few  years  be  used  for 
commercial  purposes.  The  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company,  I  understand,  is  likely 
to  build  down  to  Fort  Churchill.  There  is 
a  very  great  probability  that  a  large  part 
of  the  traffic  of  the  great  Northwest  will 
find  its  way  to  the  markets  of  Europe  over 
that  route,  and  an  ice  breaker  of  that  capa- 
city could  probably  lengthen  the  season  of 
navigation  for  one  month — two  weeks  In 
spring  and  two  weeks  in  autumn— and  it 
would  therefore  be  of  very  great  value  to 
the  commerce  of  the  country.  If  these 
countries  of  northern  Europe,  such  as  Den- 
mark, Norway,  Sweden  and  Russia,  provide 
powerful  ice  breakers  of  the  character  I 
have  described,  it  might  and  probably  would 
pay  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to  provide 
such  a  vessel,  which  could  be  used  for  the 
navigation  of  the  Northumberland  -straits 
during  the  winter  season  and  leave  there  In 
sufficient  time  to  be  available  for  her  work 
in  Hudson  bay.  In  midsummer,  when  she 
was  not  employed  for  commercial  purposes, 
she  could  be  employed  for  other  purposes, 
such  as  surveying  and  that  kind  of  work. 

There  is  another  way  of  overcoming  this 
difficulty,  and  it  is  by  means  of  a  tunnel. 
A  good  many  people  smile  when  the  ques- 
tion of  tunnelling  underneath  the  Northum- 
berland straits  is  mentioned.  Why  should 
that  be  the  case?  The  question  of  tunnelling 
under  the  Northumberland  straits  is  not 
new  at  all.  For  mnuy  years  this  subject 
was  discussed  by  the  late  Senator  Howlan, 
and  a  very  considerable  amount  of  informa- 
tion was  obtained  about  It.  I  think  it  was 
in  the  year  1891  that  the  matter  was  brought 
forcibly  to  the  attention  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  It  was  not  at  that  time  considered 
a  chimerical  or  Utopian  idea  by  any  means. 
If  the  language  conveying  the  ideas  held 
by  leading  public  men  of  Canada,  which  I 
shall  read,  be  a  correct  representation  of 
their  views,  and  if  they  meant  what  they 
said — and  I  am  sure  there  is  no  gentleman 
in  this  House  or  in  this  country  who  will 
say  that  the  men  whom  I  am  going  to  quote 
from  would  make  a  statement  that  they  did 
not  believe  in— we  must  conclude  that  they 
regarded  this  project  as  one  possible  of  ac- 
complishment. Here  is  a  letter  written  at 
that  time  by  the  then  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment, the  late  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald,  in  which  he  says : 

My  dear  Howlan, — In  response  to  your  press- 
ing request  with  respect  to  the  tunnel  across 
the  straits  I  desire  to  repeat  that,  under  the 
present  circumstances,  the  cabinet  are  not  In  a 


position  to  deal  with  the  question.  It,  as  I  be- 
lieve, the  country  will  continue  to  give  us  its 
confidence,  the  ministry  will,  under  my  guid- 
ance, take  the  matter  up  without  delay.  I  un- 
derstand that  Sir  Douglas  Fox  Is  of  the  opinion 
the  scheme  is  a  feasible  one.  The  chief  thing 
still  unknown  is  the  cost  of  construction.  I 
fully  appreciate  the  nature  and  extent  ot  the 
obligation  incurred  by  the  Dominion  to  main- 
tain continuous  communication  between  the 
Island  and  the  mainland.  We  have  tried  to 
carry  this  out  by  the  1  Stanley,'  but  ot  course 
she  cannot  fight  against  the  elements.  So,  it 
the  cost  comes  within  a  reasonable  amount, 
such  as  parliament  feels  itselt  justified  In  In- 
curring, I  shall  be  prepared  to  submit  the 
question  for  their  favourable  consideration. 

(Sgd.)  JOHN  A.  MACDONAI/D. 

Here  is  a  telegram  that  was  sent  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  who  was  then  in  the  coun- 
try, in  response  to  a  request  I  think,  that 
was  sent  to  him  by  the  Hon.  Donald  Fer- 
guson, now  Senator  Ferguson  :  • 

I  regret  deeply  that  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  go  to  the  island  as  the  '  Stanley '  cannot 
cross,  and  I  will  not  attempt  the  capes. 

He  knew  something  of  the  difficulties  of 
crossing  there,  some  of  which  I  have  de- 
scribed this  evening. 

I  have  satisfied  myself  that  the  tunnel  can 
be  made  for  $6,000,000,  and  you  may  rely  upon 
all  the  aid  ' I  can  give  to  that  important  and 
necessary  work. 

Here  Is  a  letter  from  Hon.  Mr.  Laurler — 
as  he  was  at  that  time — the  present  leader 
of  the  government,  in  reply  to  a  letter  which 
had  been  sent  to  him  by  the  '  Guardian ' 
newspaper  of  Charlottetown  : 

My  dear  Sir, — I  have  your  favour  of  the  2nd 
February  Instant.  I  hardly  would  have  thought 
an  expression  ot  opinion  as  to  the  construction 
ot  a  tunnel  to  connect  the  Island  of  Prince 

Edward  with  the  mainland  should  be  required 
from  me.  Every  man  who  has  given  any  atten- 
tion to  the  condition  of  things  and  the  neces- 
sities involved  by  the  entering  of  the  Island 
Into  confederation  must  admit  that  such  a  tun- 
nel must  be  constructed  If  the  thing  Is  reason- 
ably practicable.  The  first  requisite  is  to  have 
an  accurate  survey  and  reliable  estimates.  I 
am  only  sorry  that  these  were  not  obtained 
long  aao. 

Now,  then,  have  we  not  reason  to  bring 
forward  the  question  of  the  tunnel  for  the 
consideration  of  parliament,  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  government  and  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Canadian  people  ?  But 
there  are  other  reasons.  Since  that  date 
great  improvements  in  tunnelling  have  been 
made,  as  well  as  in  other  things.  Within  a 
few  months,  I  believe,  the  great  Simplon 
tunnel  will  be  open  for  traffic  between  Italy 
and  Switzerland,  a  distance  of  about  twelve 
and  a  half  miles.  I  understand  that  at  this 
moment  the  British  government  is  under- 
taking the  construction  of  a  tunnel  between 
the  mainland  and  the  Isle  of  Wight,  the 
distance  being  about  four  miles,  or  about 
half  the  distance  that  would  have  to  be 
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tunnelled  under  the  Northumberland  straits. 
The  Isle  of  Wight  is  less  than  one-tenth 
the  area  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  its  popu- 
lation is  much  less,  and  there  is  the  further 
important  fact  that  Great  Britain  is  under 
no  constitutional  obligation  to  build  a  tun- 
nel there.  We  have  the  further  fact  that 
there  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in  maintain- 
ing continuous  communication  winter  and 
summer,  dally  and  hourly,  between  the  Isle 
of  Wight  and  the  mainland.  And,  Sir,  con- 
sidering all  the  obligations  that  are  pressing 
on  the  people  of  Great  Britain  to-day,  I  pre- 
sume that  the  motherland  is  not  any  better 
able  to  undertake  the  construction  of  a  tun- 
nel under  the  Solent  than  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  would  be  to  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of  the  tunnel  which  we  advocate  under 
the  straits  of  Northumberland.  In  view  of 
what  Great  Britain  is  doing  in  respect  to 
the  Isle  of  Wight,  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  we  should  ask  that  this  Dominion 
should  connect  its  island  province  with  the 
mainland  by  means  of  a  tunnel.  I  shall  not 
go  into  the  question  of  the  cost  of  this  pro- 
ject further  than  to  say  that  already  very 
considerable  investigation  has  been  made  in 
order  to  ascertain  its  cost  and  Its  feasibility. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  What  is  the  length  of 
the  Isle  of  Wight  tunnel  as  compared  with 
the  length  of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  tun- 
nel ? 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  The  tunnel  to  the 
Isle  of  Wight  would  be  about  four  miles 
and  the  tunnel  to  Prince  Edward  Island 
about  eight  miles  in  length.  In  1893  the 
government  of  Canada  made  provision  to 
have  this  matter  investigated,  and  Mr 
Alfred  W.  Palmer,  C.E.,  an  associate  of  Sir 
Douglas  Fox,  bored  ten  holes  to  ascertain 
the  geological  strata  and  to  obtain  other 
data  necessary  to  make  an  estimate  of  the 
cost.  I  shall  read  a  few  short  extracts  from 
that  report   He  says  : 

I  beg  to  state  that  ten  borings  varying  In 
depth  from  60  to  184  feet  by  8}  inches  were  sunk 
by  means  of  a  steam  diamond  drill,  and  the 
cores  of  the  same  were  preserved  In  wooden 
boxes  which  are  now  in  the  hands  of  the  gov- 
ernment at  the  Geological  Museum.  The  total 
length  Is  14,908  yards  or  nearly  eight  and  a  half 
statute  miles. 

The  shores  upon  either  coast  are  exceedingly 
well  adapted  for  tunnel  approaches  and  have  a 
mean  altitude  of  about  30  feet.  They  both  fall 
back  towards  the  interior  to  high  water  level, 
and  the  soil  is  of  a  red  clayey  nature. 

If  we  consider  the  formation  as  proved  by  the 
boring  to  consist  of  equal  parts  of  red  sand- 
stone and  stiff  red  clay  shale,  the  cover  of  40 
feet  referred  to  would  give  a  roof  of  impervious 
material  of  at  least  20  feet. 

The  geological  formation  through  which  the 
proposed  tunnel  is  located  is  what  is  known  as 
the  upper  or  permo-carboniferous,  consisting  of 
red  sandstone  and  stiff  red  clay  shales  in  ap- 
proximately equal  proportions,  the  latter  being 
impervious  to  water. 

The  conditions  under  the  straits  are  similar 
to  those  found  in  New  Brunswick,  and  I  have 
since  1890  been  enabled  to  declare  that  this 
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same  formation  which  extends  under  the  Nor- 
thumberland straits  is  eminently  suitable  for 
the  construction  of  a  submarine  tunnel.  The 
formation  across  the  straits  appears  to  be, 
thoroughly  Impervious  to  water,  and  cores  of 
sandstone  have  shown  a  perfectly  dry  fracture. 

In  accordance  with  the  information  ob- 
tained from  these  borings,  Sir  Douglas  Fox 
made  an  estimate  for  an  18-foot  tunnel,  and 
that  estimate  was  between  $10,000,000  and 
$11,000,000.  The  interest  on  that  sum  would, 
of  course  be  a  very  considerable  amount 
some  $300,000  or  $400,000  a  year,  but  the 
people  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would 
not  in  reality  be  chargeable  with  all  that, 
because  from  it  we  would  have  to  deduct 
the  cost  of  the  present  service,  which  is 
certainly  inadequate,  and  which  will  cer- 
tainly have  to  be  improved.    That  service 
Is  now  costing  us,  in  round  figures,  $100,000 
a  year.   There  is  the  further  consideration 
that  if  a  tunnel  were  built  to  the  island  and 
there  was  close  and  continuous  communica- 
tion with  the  mainland  all  the  year  round, 
the  greater  part  of  our  exports  would  go 
out  In  that  way,  and  the  traffic  on  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  and  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway  would  be  greatly  increased. 
What  the  net  profits  on  that  traffic  would 
be  it  is  difficult  to  say,  but  they  might  be 
stated .  in  a  general  way.  That  this  traffic 
would  greatly  increase  goes  without  saying, 
because  under  present  conditions  all  our 
exports  have  to  go  out  by  water,  and  in 
consequence  they  are  carried  on  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  but  very  short  dis- 
tances.   The  railway  traverses  the  island 
from  Tignish  in  the  west  to  Sourls  and 
Georgetown  In  the  east.   The  railway  is  in 
no  place  more  than  twenty  miles  from  the 
nearest  shipping  point,  and  consequently  the 
average  haul  on  the  railway  for  our  export 
produce  cannot  be  more  than  eight  or  ten 
miles.  The  farmer  living  near  the  shipping 
point  will,  of  course,  cart  his  produce  there 
without  putting  it  on  the  railway,  while  the 
farmer  living  nearer  the  railway  will  ship 
by  railway,  but  the  average  haul  at  present 
is  not  in  my  opinion,  more  than  eight  or 
ten  miles.   On  the  other  hand,  if  our  export 
produce  were  sent  via  the  tunnel — and  I 
think  three-fourths  of  it  would  go  in  that 
way — the  average  haul  on  the  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  Railway  would  be  very  greatly 
Increased,  and  when  it  got  to  the  mainland 
it  would  pass  over  to  the  Intercolonial  Hail- 
way  when  destined  to  points  on  that  rail- 
way.   That  portion  of  our  produce  which 
was  destined  for  New  York  and  Boston 
could  go  as  far  as  St.  John  over  the  Inter- 
colonial, and  consequently  the  traffic  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  would  be  largely  in- 
creased.   I  believe  it  would  be  a  conserva- 
tive   estimate    to    say    that    the  earn- 
ings   of    the    Prince    Edward  Island 
and    the    Intercolonial    Railway  would 
be   Increased    by   $50,000   a   year  from 
this   traffic   if   the   tunnel   were  built 
That  would  be  $160,000  which  might  rea- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2805 


MARCH  20,  1905 


2806 


sonably  be  deducted  from  the  Interest  that 
would  have  to  be  paid  on  the  cost  of  the 
tunnel,  which  would  leave  about  $200,000 
which  the  people  of  Canada  would  have 
to  pay  over  and  above  what  they  are  now 
paying;  and  what  would  that  amount  to  ? 
About  three  cents  per  bead  of  the  popula- 
tion, not  a  very  large  sum.  And  if  that 
$200,000  would  be  a  large  sum  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  to  bear,  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  because  we  have  not  con- 
tinuous and  efficient  communication  with, 
the  mainland,  have  to  bear  a  much  larger 
loss  every  year.  I  will  endeavour  to  make 
that  clear  in  a  very  few  words.  The  pro- 
vince of  Prince  Edward  Island  is  admirably 
adapted  for  the  growth  of  potatoes.  Per- 
haps there  is  no  other  part  of  North  America 
that  can  produce  potatoes  in  such  abun- 
dance and  sell  them  so  cheaply.  It  is  es- 
timated, and  I  think  the  estimate  is  a  con- 
servative one,  that  we  have  for  export  every 
year,  1,500,000  bushels  of  potatoes.  I  know 
myself  farmers  who  grow  from  2,000  to 
3.000  bushels  of  potatoes  for  export,  and 
they  would  grow  more  if  we  had  a  profit- 
able market  for  them.  Now,  our  potatoes 
are  not  ripe  and  ready  for  shipment  be- 
fore the  15th  of  October.  At  that  season 
of  the  year  the  farmers  are  very  busy  hous- 
ing their  potatoes  and  trying  to  do  their 
fall  ploughing,  and  there  are  only  about 
six  weeks  to  the  1st  of  December  in  which 
they  can  do  their  marketing.  About  tbe 
1st  of  December  navigation  closes,  so  that 
during  those  six  weeks  their  potatoes  have 
to  be  rushed  to  the  provincial  markets  and 
the  markets  of  the  New  England  States, 
and  that  large  quantity  of  potatoes  going 
forward  In  so  short  a  time  naturally  de- 
presses the  price.  I  know  something  about 
this,  because  I  am  engaged  in  business. 
On  some  days,  after  the  winds  have  been 
in  a  westerly  direction  for  a  week  or  so, 
and  the  vessels  cannot  proceed  farther  than 
the  Strait  of  Canso,  I  have  known  as  many 
as  50,000  bushels  of  potatoes  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  enter  the  Halifax  mar- 
ket. As  that  market  is  limited,  the  price 
naturally  goes  down.  The  farmers  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  get  on  the  average 
about  20  cents  a  bushel  less  for  their  pota- 
toes than  the  farmers  of  any  other  part 
of  Canada.  But  say  that  the  loss  Is  even 
half  that,  namely,  10  cents  a  bushel  :  there 
is  $150,000  of  loss  on  our  potato  crop  alone. 
In  addition,  there  is  this  disadvantage,  that 
during  the  month  of  December  quite  fre- 
quently the  price  in  the  United  States  ad- 
vances, and  we  cannot  take  advantage  of 
that  advance  to  any  great  extent,  because 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  get  vessels  to 
enter  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence  at  that  sea- 
son of  the  year.  Freights  go  up  largely. 
Whereas  we  can  charter  vessels  during  the 
months  of  October  and  November  to  carry 
potatoes  to  the  United  States  for  from  12 
cents  to  15  cents  a  bushel,  in  the  month 
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of  December,  if  we  can  get  them  at  all, 
we  have  to  pay  from  18  cents  to  20  cents 
a  bushel,  because  at  that  season  the  ves- 
sels cannot  get  insurance  in  the  Gulf  of 
St.  Lawrence  and  the  difficulties  of  navi- 
gation are  very  great  The  result  is  that 
at  that  season  we  are  shut  out  of  the  mar- 
ket Again,  In  March  and  April,  which  are 
the  best  months  for  the  sale  of  potatoes, 
we  are  shut  out  entirely  ;  whereas,  with 
the  tunnel,  we  could  send  our  potatoes  in 
these  months  to  the  markets  of  the  world. 
It  is  a  conservative  estimate  that  our  loss 
on  that  article  alone  each  year  averages 
$150,000,  and  that  on  the  other  products  of 
the  farm  our  losses  would  amount  to  $50,- 
000  more.  Then  there  Is  a  loss  and  a  great 
disadvantage  on  our  Imports.  Every  mer- 
chant will  understand  well  what  I  mean. 
The  merchants  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
have  to  provide  a  large  stock  of  goods  dur- 
ing October  and  November  to  carry  them 
over  tbe  winter  months.  They  have  to 
pay  Interest  and  Insurance  on  them,  and 
they  cannot  enjoy  an  advantage  from  the 
reduction  of  prices  that  may  obtain  during 
tbe  winter  months.  A  man  doing  business 
at  Truro,  Pictou,  Halifax,  St.  John  or  any 
other  place  in  the  maritime  provinces  can 
order  a  car  of  flour  in  Ontario  at  any  time 
during  the  winter,  and  in  ten  days  he  can 
have  it  in  his  warehouse. 

Mr.  HYMAN.   Not  this  year. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  This  is  an  excep- 
tional winter.  But  we  cannot  do  that  in 
Prince  Edward  Island.  There  is  a  direct 
loss  and  a  very  considerable  loss.  I  am 
safe  in  saying  that  the  loss  to  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  from  not  having 
continuous  and  efficient  communication  with 
the  mainland  winter  and  summer,  such  as 
a  tunnel  would  provide,  If  it  were  found 
feasible  and  practicable,  is  at  least  $200,000 
a  year;  and  if  It  would  be  hard  for  the 
people  of  Canada  as  a  whole  to  provide  that 
money,  how  can  you  expect  100,000  people 
living  on  Prince  Edward  Island  to  bear 
that  loss  year  after  year?  I  know  that 
assistance  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  in  that  way  would  not  be  of  any 
direct  benefit  to  the  people  of  Canada  as  a 
whole;  but  this  surely  will  be  admitted, 
that  if  you  benefit  one  province  of  the  Do- 
minion, no  matter  where  it  is,  Its  prosperity 
and  development  are  shared  to  some  ex- 
tent by  every  other  province. 

While  I  am  on  this  point,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  you  will  pardon  me  a  slight  digression,  I 
have  a  small  grievance  to  ventilate.  I 
find  that  iu  some  parts  of  the  country  at 
least,  when  reference  is  made  to  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  language  is  used  which  to  say 
the  least  is  not  agreeable  to  the  people  of 
that  province  or  their  representatives.  The 
island  and  its  people  are  referred  to  per- 
haps in  a  somewhat  sneering  maner. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  Not,  I  hope  by  any 
member  of  this  House,  J  can  stand  a  little 
pleasant  banter ;  I  am  not  complaining  of 
that ;  but  a  few  weeks  ago  the  Hamilton 
'  Spectator '  referred  to  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land as  '  that  blotch  on  the  map.'  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  great 
amount  of  wit  or  sense  in  that  remark.  The 
province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  Is  Just 
as  large  now  as  it  was  when  we  entered  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and,  territorially 
speaking,  it  is  twice  as  large  as  the  state  of 
Rhode  Island.  I  do  not  know  that  any  re- 
putable paper  in  the  United  States  has  ever 
thought  it  necessary  to  refer  In  a  disparaging 
manner  to  the  state  of  Rhode  Island,  but  we 
in  Canada  are  Inclined  to  be  too  local  in  our 
ideas.  We  are  inclined  to  believe  that  any- 
thing outside  the  province  in  which  we  hap- 
pen to  live  has  no  real  merit ;  and  we  find 
people  who  will  speak  in  offensive  terms  of 
their  brethren  in  the  other  provinces.  That 
sort  of  thing.  Mr.  Speaker,  has  been  carried 
too  far.  In  discussing  this  question,  there  Is 
another  newspaper  which  has  a  larger  cir- 
culation than  the  Hamilton  '  Spectator '  and 
very  considerable  influence  in  this  country — 
rnd  deservedly  so  because  it  is  a  very  well 
conducted  paper — the  Montreal  '  Gazette,' 
and  that  paper  referred  a  few  days  ago  to 
this  tunnel  question  in  a  manner  not  at  all 
justified  by  the  facts  of  the  case.    It  said  : 

The  Prince  Edward  Island  people  have  again 
got  it  into  their  heads  that  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Dominion  government  to  build  a  tunnel  to  con- 
nect Prince  Edward  Island  with  the  mainland. 
As  a  vote  getter  the  project  is  all  right,  but  as 
a  commercial  proposition  it  is  as  sensible  as 
would  be  a  proposal  to  build  a  railway  to  the 
moon.  It  will  be  built  Just  as  soon,  too. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  from  the  state- 
ments I  have  made  to-night  and  the  manner 
in  which  this  question  has  been  taken  up  by 
the  leading  men  of  both  political  parties,  as 
well  as  from  the  information  which  I  in  my 
humble  way  have  been  able  to  give  the  House 
the  'Gazette'  was  not  justified  in  saying 
that  the  project  was  just  as  feasible  as  a 
proposal  to  build  a  railway  to  the'  moon.  It 
is  a  proposition  at  all  events  worth  consider- 
ing. There  Is  not  perhaps  at  present  suffi- 
cient information  before  parliament,  and  I 
do  not  suppose  that  the  government  or  par- 
liament is  prepared  now  to  take  up  this 
question,  but  something  must  be  done  to 
grapple  with  the  proposition  to  provide  bet- 
ter communication  between  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  the  mainland.  That  fact  I  think, 
I  have  mads  abundantly  clear.  There  is  a 
considerable  amount  of  information  avail- 
able In  the  parliamentary  library  In  connec- 
tion with  the  Investigations  which  have  al- 
ready taken  place  on  this  tunnel  matter — in- 
formation I  have  not  been  able  to  bring  be- 
fore this  House;  and  I  have  this  proposition 
to  make.  I  do  not  suppose  that  parliament 
would  be  justified  in  making  any  large  ap- 
Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES. 


proprlatlon  immediately,  but  I  would  sub- 
mit this  proposition.  I  would  submit 
that  a  parliamentary  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  this  whole  matter  into 
consideration  to  obtain  evidence  about  it, 
to  collect  the  information  and  report 
to  parliament.  I  know  that  the  gov- 
ernment has  a  thousand  and  one  subjects 
before  It  at  present  and  that  parlia- 
ment has  many  important  matters  on  its 
hands.  Therefore  I  do  not  suppose  that 
either  of  these  bodies  is  in  a  position 
to  give  that  attention  to  this  subject  which 
lie  importance  demands  and  In  a  debate  on 
this  matter  we  of  course  cannot  bring  for- 
ward all  the  information  that  could  be  ob- 
tained by  a  committee  of  Inquiry  such  as  I 
have  suggested.  That  committee  could  ob- 
tain very  valuable  information  which  would 
bo  of  great  assistance  to  parliament.  But 
the  first  thing  to  be  done  is  to  provide  an- 
other steamer  and  a  more  powerful  lee-boat 
than  has  yet  been  supplied,  and  this  steam- 
er could  be  used  profitably  for  commercial 
purposes  In  the  Hudson  bay.  I  wish  to 
say  only  one  word  in  regard  to  myself.  In 
my  humble  way  I  have  supported  every 
great  measure  that  has  been  brought  for- 
ward in  my  time  for  the  development  of 
this  country.  I  supported  the  men  who  were 
in  favour  of  building  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  ;  I  voted  for  the  building  of  the 
Tukon  Railway  and  of  that  other  great 
Transcontinental  Railway,  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific,  and  I  did  so  in  the  belief  that  these 
great  projects  were  for  the  development  of 
tills  country  and  would  add  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  Canadian  people  generally.  But  In 
Prince  tidward  Island  we  cannot  possibly 
derive  much  advantage  from  these  under- 
takings while  we  remain  cut  off  from  the 
rest  of  the  Dominion  as  we  are  now.  But  if 
we  were  closely  united  by  some  efficient 
means  of  communication  with  the  mainland, 
we  would  then  derive  our  natural  share  of 
the  benefit.  As  an  individual  I  can  appeal  to 
the  members  of  this  House  and  the  people- 
of  this  country  for  at  least  a  fair  and  reason- 
able hearing  for  the  case  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  1  believe  if  this  question  is  fairly 
and  reasonably  considered,  and  considered 
In  some  such  way  *s  I  have  suggested,  that 
an  improvement  will  be  made  which  will 
satisfy  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  at  the  same  time  will  not  be  a  burden 
on  the  people  of  the  other  provinces. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  As  I  have  already 
discussed  this  matter  on  the  motion  to  go 
into  supply,  I  shall  not  prolong  the  debate 
this  evening  to  any  considerable  extent.  But 
I  have  much  pleasure  in  rising  to  support 
the  motion  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  (Mr.  Lefurgev).  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  motion  should  receive  the  hearty 
support  of  the  government  of  the  day.  Tou 
are  aware,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  previous  to 
1873,  when  Prince  Edward  Island  entered 
confederation,  there  was  a  great  agitation 
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in  that  province,  In  consequence  of  which 
representations  were  made  to  the  Dominion 
government  by  the  legislature  of  Prince  Ed- 
Iward  Island.  As  the  outcome  of  these  re- 
presentations, certain  resolutions  of  the  Dom- 
inion parliament  and  the  legislature  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  were  submitted  to  the 
imperial  parliament  and  an  Order  in  Council 
of  the  imperial  government  was  passed  on 
the  26th  of  June,  1873,  which  provided  that 
Prince  Edward  Island  should  enter  confed- 
eration on  the  terms  agreed  upon  and  set 
forth  in  the  addresses  of  these  two  repre- 
sentative bodies.  The  words  were  as  fol- 
low : 

And  whereas  Her  Majesty  has  thought  fit  to 
approve  of  the  said  terms  and  conditions,  it  is 
hereby  ordered  and  declared  by  Her  Majesty, 
by  and  with  the  advice  of  Her  Privy  Council, 
in  pursuance  and  exercise  of  the  powers  vested 
in  Her  Majesty,  by  the  said  Act  of  parliament, 
that  from  and  after,  the  first  day  of  July,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-three,  the 
said  colony  of  Prince  Edward  Island  shall  be 
admitted  into  and  become  part  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  upon  the  terms  and  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  hereinbefore  recited  addresses. 

Then,  this  Act  of  1867,  the  British  North 
America  Act,  contains  a  clause,  section  146, 
which  reads  as  follows  :— 

It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Queen,  by  and  with 
the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  most  honourable' 
Privy  Council,  on  addresses  from  the  Houses  of 
parliament  of  Canada,  and  from  the  Houses  of 
the  respective  legislatures  of  the  colonies  or 
provinces  of  Newfoundland,  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land and  British  Columbia,  to  admit  the  colo- 
nies or  provinces,  or  any  of  them  into  tfie 
union,  and  on  address  from  the  Houses  of  the 
parliament  of  Canada  to  admit  Rupert's  Land 
and  the  Northwestern  Territory,  or  either  of 
them  into  the  union,  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions in  each  case  as  are  in  the  addresses  ex- 
pressed and  as  the  Queen  thinks  fit  to  approve 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  the 
provisions  of  any  Order  in  Council  in  that  be- 
half shall  have  effect  as  if  they  had  been 
enacted  by  the  parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Now,  I  contend,  that  under  these  ordin- 
ances of  His  Majesty's  Privy  Council,  the 
position  of  Prince  Edward  Island  was  the 
same  as  if  she  had  come  into  the  union 
under  the  original  Act  of  1867.  What  are 
the  terms  under  which  she  came  in?  It  is 
provided  that  she  should  have  :— 

Efficient  steam  service  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails  and  passengers  to  be  established  and 
maintained  between  the  island  and  the  mainland 
of  the  Dominion,  winter  and  summer,  thus 
placing  the  island  in  continuous  commuincation 
with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the  railway 
system  of  the  Dominion. 

Now  what  is  the  meaning  of  '  efficient 
steam  service.'  The  Dominion  government 
interpret  it  to  mean  a  service  afforded  by 
steamers.  They  put  two  steamers  on  the 
route  between  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
the  mainland.  We  must  use  the  words  of- 
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this  section,  '  efficient  steam  service '  as 
th§y  would  be  ordinarily  used  in  connection 
with  shipping  matters.  Supposing  these 
words  were  used  In  connection  with  a 
charter  party,  they  would  mean  steam  ser- 
vice adequate  and  fit  for  the  purpose  for 
which  the  vessel  was  chartered.  Now,  I 
would  ask  the  government,  are  the  steam- 
ers which  they  have  put  upon  this  service 
adequate  and  sufficient  to  perform  the  ser- 
vice which  they  are  called  upon  to  perform? 
I  think  the  evidence  brought  before  this 
House  by  my  hon.  friends  from  Prince 
(Mr.  Lefurgey)  and  King's  (Mr.  J.  J. 
Hughes)  showed  clearly  that  these 
steamers  are  not  adequate  and  sufficient  to 
perform  that  service.  I  say  that  it  is  the 
clear  duty  of  the  Dominion  government  to 
provide  for  that  service,  steamers  which 
will  adequately  and  fitly  perform  that  ser- 
vice, or  else  to  supply  some  other  steam 
communication  with  Prince  Edward  Island 
which  will  give  continuous  communication 
with  the  railway  system  of  the  Dominion. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  senior  member 
for  Queen's  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  is  not  here  to- 
day. As  you  are  aware,  Mr.  Speaker,  he 
was  called  home  on  a  very  serious  matter 
for  him.  He  will  greatly  regret  that  he 
was  not  here  when  this  matter  was  brought 
up.  But  it  is  not  possible  to  await  his 
return.  It  will  be  remembered  that  he  has 
brought  before  your  attention  and  that  of 
this  honourable  House  day  after  day  the 
condition  of  affairs  which  has  existed  up 
to  the  time  he  was  compelled  to  leave  for 
his  home.  His  sentiments  and  views  have 
already  been  expressed  In  this  House,  so 
that  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enlarge 
upon  what  he  would  say  if  he  were  here. 
It  was  not  my  Intention  to  make  any  ex- 
tended remarks.  The  facts  of  the  case 
have  been  ably  represented  by  those  hon. 
gentlemen  who  preceded  me.  I  ask  the 
House  to  take  this  subject  Into  its  serious 
consideration.  A  few  days  ago  the  Prime 
Minister  made  a  statement  concerning  a 
grievance  brought  before  the  House  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam  Hughes) 
and,  with  your  Indulgence,  I  will  quote  the 
words  he  used'  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  :— 

As  soon  as  a  grievance  was  found  to  exist  in 
the  realm  the  British  people,  not  at  all  rapidly, 
somewhat  slowly,  but  always  effectively  made 
the  necessary  changes.  If,  however,  the  condi- 
tions existing  at  the  present  time  in  the  Brit- 
ish empire  are  deficient  and  no  longer  answer 
the  purposes  of  the  empire,  I  have  for  my  own' 
part  no  doubt  that  means  will  be  found  to 
remedy  these  deficiencies. 

Now,  if  we  use  the  word  'Canada  *  in 
place  of  '  empire '  I  think  the  effect  must 
be  to  show  that  the  sentiment  of  that  right 
hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  Is  that 
when  he  knows  there  is  a  grievance  on  the 
part  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  it  Is  his  duty 
and  the  duty  of  the  government  to  find  a 
speedy  remedy  for  that  grievance. 
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Hon.  GEOHGE  E.  FOSTER  (North  To- 
ronto). I  had  not  the  good  fortune  to  heir 
the  whole  of  this  debate.  But  the  question 
now  before  the  House  Is  not  at  all  a  new 
one,  and  I  imagine  that,  unless  something 
adequate  is  done,  generations  yet  to  eome 
after  us  will  also  hear  the  members  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  voicing  their  grie- 
vances In  respect  of  the  communication  be- 
tween that  Island  and  the  mainland.  Ever 
since  I  entered  public  life,  the  subject  has 
been  under  discussion.  The  communica- 
tion with  the  Island  has  never  been  satis- 
factory, although  of  course  great  Improve- 
ments have  been  made.  Some  seasons  are 
much  more  severe  than  others  and  the  cir- 
cumstances much  more  exceptional;  and, 
with  the  present  means  of  combating  the 
difficulties,  I  Imagine  that  seasons  will 
every  now  and  then  recur  when  it  will  be 
Impossible  to  keep  up  stated  and  constant 
communication.  From  my  own  knowledge 
of  it,  so  far  as  that  goes,  I  should  be  very 
much  In  doubt  whether  it  Is  possible  to 
build  any  Ice-breaker  which  will  succeed 
In  combating  successfully  the  ice  which 
forms  in  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  at 
certain  times  of  the  year.  It  is  more  diffi- 
cult than  almost  any  other  route  on  which 
ice-breaking  machinery  Is  used.  And  that 
circumstance  alone,  I  think,  will  make  it 
impossible  to  construct  any  steamer  which 
will  be  perfectly  successful  in  keeping  up 
communication.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  would  like  to  see  all  information  on  the 
subject  of  a  tunnel  brought  together.  There 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  that  is  the 
only  perfectly  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
problem.  The  question  of  its  possibility 
from  a  mechanical  point  of  view,  does  not 
trouble  the  mind  of  many  persons  who 
have  thought  about  it.  I  Imagine. 

Anything  can  be  done  these  days  pro- 
vided you  put  enough  money  Into  the  enter- 
prise to  carry  it  to  n  successful  completion 
—anything,  I  mean,  in  the  way  of  tunnelling. 
The  mechanism  of  the  age  has  come  to  a 
high  pitch.  I  have  no  doulrt  that  a  tunnel 
between  the  provinces  of  New  Brunswick 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  is  within  the  l 
compass  of  mechanical  ingenuity.  How 
much  money  it  would  take  I  do  not  know, 
but  I  think  It  Is  worth  while  spending  a 
good  deal  of  money  in  completing  a  method 
of  communication  which  would  be  constant, 
uniform  and  satisfactory.  A  suggestion  ims 
been  made  this  afternoon  that  a  parliament- 
ary committee  might  take  it  up.  If  it  would 
not  be  travelling  outside  of  our  record  here. 
I  would  suggest  that  in  another  House  than 
this  there  is  more  leisure  than  there  is  in 
this  House,  and  I  could  not  think  of  any- 
thing which  would  be  of  greater  public  ser- 
vice for  that  other  House  to  perform  than 
to  make  a  thorough  examination,  through  a 
parliamentary  inquiry,  as  to  the  improved 
methods  of  tunnelling,  as  to  the  cost  of 
tunnelling,  as  to  the  difficulties  which  are  to 
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be  met  with  in  this  particular  place,  and 
come  as  near  as  they  possibly  can  to  n 
reasonable  estimate  of  what  this  would 
cost.  A  great  deal  of  valuable  information 
has  been  gajned,  borings  have  been  made, 
and  the  results  of  these  are  In  the  depart- 
ments and  are  ready  as  helps  in  this  direc- 
tion. The  government  might  take  that  up 
as  a  not  very  costly,  and  I  think  a  very  good' 
means  of  gathering  information  upon  this 
important  subject.  If  a  tunnel  could  be 
built  between  the  mainland  and  the  island 
at  a  cost  of  not  more  than  $10,000,000  or 
thereabouts,  it  is  a  project  I  think  which 
might  well  be  taken  up.  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land Is  with  us  now  and  will  always  be  with 
us.  no  matter  though  some  Ill-advised  in- 
dividual may  speak  of  it  as  a  blotch  on  the 
map,  or  the  staid  'Gazette'  of  Montreal  may. 
think  that  the  project  is  not  quite  feasible 
and  not  much  better  than  an  attempt  to 
connect  the  moon  with  New  Brunswick. 
Vet  the  members  from  the  smaller  prov- 
inces, from  Prince  Edward  Island,  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  must  not  be 
too  sensitive  In  these  respects,  and  I  Imagine 
the  'Spectator'  was  guided  by  an  authority 
which  is  not  unknown  to  us  in  this  House, 
for  if  my  memory  does  not  fail  me.  a  very 
distinguished  man  who  is  now  leader  of  the 
government  in  this  House,  uttered  an  ex- 
pression something  like  that  with  reference 
to  the  whole  Dominion,  to  wit,  that  at  one 
time  he  went  to  bed  when  Canada  was  but  a 
blotch  on  the  map  of  the  universe,  and  lie 
woke  up  the  next  morning  and  found  that 
it  had  expanded  suddenly  into  a  nation.  Now, 
if  such  a  term  Is  used  with  reference  to  the 
vast  Dominion  of  Canada  and  by  a  noted 
authority,  why  we  must  have  Christian  char- 
ity nt  least  for  newspapers  of  the  day  who 
are  sometimes  hard  up  for  paragraphs  and 
who  print  expressions  something  like  that. 

But  I  say  that  Prince  Edward  Island  Is 
with  us  and  will  be  with  us.  It  is  a  fertile 
island,  almost  every  foot  of  its  soil  Is  culti- 
vable. There  is  no  doubt  that  to-day  it  is 
under  great  disadvantages  In  business;  Its 
agriculture  has  to  be  carried  on  with  inter- 
•ruptions,  it  has  to  labour  with  difficulties, 
and  all  kinds  of  trade  and  communication 
commercially  are  hampered  and  severely 
hampered  by  the  loss  that  occurs,  the  delays 
that  occur,  the  difficulties  that  occur  in 
transportation.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
population  of  that  little  island  might  be 
largely  increased  If  there  were  steady  and 
uniform  means  of  communication.  As  the 
Dominion  grows  and  its  population  and 
wealth  increase.  It  may  well  be  that  $8,000.- 
0OO  or  $10,000.0(10  could  not  be  better  ex- 
pended than  in  uniting  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land by  steady  and  uniform  communication 
with  the  mainland,  and  givinc  it  a  chance 
to  develop  to  the  utmost  the  capabilities 
with  which  it  has  been  richly  endowed  by 
Providence. 

But  until  that  time  conies,  that  informa- 
tion is  gained,  ami  that  project  is  under- 
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taken,  there  is  something  I  think  which 
might  be  done  now.  It  has  always  struck 
me  that  it  was  rather  an  unbusinesslike 
method  to  have  the  communication  distri- 
buted between  so  many  authorities.  You 
have  the  post  office  authority  doing  a  part 
of  it,  you  have  another  department  doing 
another  part  of  it,  the  business  is  now  di- 
vided amongst  three  departments.  It  seems 
to  me  It  would  be  better  managed  if  one 
department  took  the  whole  matter  into  its 
hands,  so  that  it  could  give  undivided  atten- 
tion to  the  means  of  transit  and  communica- 
tion between  the  island  and  the  mainland. 
That  is  a  suggestion  that  might  be  taken 
into  account.  Then  there  Is  the  suggestion 
that  a  parliamentary  committee  might  he 
appointed  to  look  into  this  matter  thorough- 
ly and  quickly,  so  that  parliament  could  be 
seized  of  just  about  what  the  cost  would 
be  and  the  feasibility  of  the  undertaking. 
In  some  way  or  other  I  always  feel  that  we 
have  not  done  all  we  might  do  in  order  to 
make  communication  with  Prince  Edward 
Island  what  it  ought  to  be.  I  think  that 
after  all  we  must  not  go  by  the  consideration 
of  its  being  or  not  being  a  commercial  under- 
taking. Many  things  are  done  in  this  coun- 
try for  other  than  commercial  reasons,  and 
to  tie  down  the  means  of  communication 
between  the  provinces  to  the  mere  matter  of 
commercial  returns,  is  not  taking  in  the 
importance  of  the  subject  as  a  whole.  Com- 
merce would  be  benefited,  but  other  and 
greater  interests  would  be  promoted,  and 
if  the  means  of  communication  could  be 
thoroughly  attained  by  means  of  a  tunnel 
the  cost  of  which  would  not  be  too  unrea- 
sonable, I  certainly  think  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  might  very  well  undertake  It. 

Hon.  C.  S.  HYMAN  (Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Works).  I  join  with  my  hon.  friend 
from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  in  express- 
ing the  pleasure  I  feel  when  the  annual 
Prince  Edward  Island  day  comes  up  in  this 
House,  and  possibly  for  that  reason  alone 
I  should  be  somewhat  loth  to  provide  a  tun- 
nel if  It  were  to  deprive  us  of  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  at  least  one  day  in  the  session 
the  pleasant  speeches  which  the  members 
from  that  island  deliver  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  As  regards  the  suggestions 
which  have  fallen  from  the  member  from 
North  Toronto,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  or  politic  to  leave  a  matter  of  this 
kind  to  a  parliamentary  committee.  I  do 
not  think  the  government  have  any  desire 
to  shirk  their  duty  in  this  matter,  and  I  think 
that  department  which  Is  more  particularly 
charged  with  this  work,  the  Department  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  as  well  as  to  some 
extent  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  and  In  a  lesser  degree  the  Depart- 
ment of  Public  Works  will  always  be  glad 
to  give  every  possible  attention  to  remedy- 
ing the  grievance  which  our  friends  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  have  pointed  out  to 


us.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  work  is  divided 
amongst  more  than  one  department  of  the 
government.  But  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
is  the  one  more  immediately  responsible 
for  the  communication  between  the  main- 
land and  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  do  not 
think  the  Railway  Department  has  anything 
to  do  with  the  crossings,  though  they  may 
have  something  to  do  with  the  terminals. 

The  only  way  that  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  is  interested  is  In  finding  if  it 
be  possible  to  create  a  more  accessible  land- 
ing place  which  will  render  possible  a  more 
efficient  service  during  the  winter  time. 
Now,  it  cannot  be  denied  at  the  same  time. 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  have  been  consider- 
able improvements  made  in  the  service, 
not  only  by  the  previous  government,  but 
also  by  this  government,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  taking  everything  into  consideration, 
it  will  ever  be  possible  to  have  a  thorough- 
ly efficient  service  by  way  of  boats.  The 
particular  motion  which  is  being  moved  to- 
day has  reference  only  to  a  landing  place 
on  the  Island.  As  far  as  that  is  concerned, 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  have  on  one 
or  two  occasions  had  full  reports  from  their 
engineers  as  to  the  building  of  a  landing  on 
the  island.  These  reports  were  brought  down 
to  this  House,  I  think,  In  1902,  and  I  think 
also  In  1903.  There  are  great  difficulties — 
difficulties  of  an  engineering  character — to 
be  overcome.  The  tide,  as  we  all  under- 
stand, runs  very  fast  through  that  narrow 
strip  of  water,  some  eight  miles  in  width, 
which  divides  Prince  Edward  Island  from 
the  mainland.  Two  or  three  of  the  engi- 
neers of  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
have  thoroughly  gone  into  the  question  of 
the  possibility  of  building  and  maintaining 
a  wharf  on  the  island  side  from  which  the 
boats  could  operate.  From  the  reports  of 
the  engineers,  which  I  have  before  me,  the 
only  place  where  it  would  be  possible  to 
put  a  landing  which  would  afford  the  neces- 
sary accommodation  would  possibly  be  Car- 
leton  point.  The  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
work  is  something  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
$1,300,000.  But  the  great  difficulty  is  that 
I  do  not  think  the  masters  of  the  steamers 
themselves  feel  that  it  is  possible  to  main- 
tain an  efficient  and  regular  service  even  if 
that  expenditure  were  made.  I  understand 
from  the  masters  of  boats,  not  In  all  sea- 
sons of  the  year,  but  in  almost  every  sea- 
son of  the  year,  that  the  bord  tee  is  of 
such  a  character  that  it  would  be  impossible, 
not  only  for  the  boats  which  the  Depart- 
ment of  Marine  and  Fisheries  have  estab- 
lished there,  but  practically  for  any  boats, 
to  maintain  an  efficient  service.  I  am  also 
informed  by  the  officers  of  the  department 
that  in  different  seasons  the  ice  comes  In  at 
different  places.  At  the  present  season  the 
winds,  1  understand,  have  been  prin- 
cipally from  an  easterly  direction  and 
that  a   lot   of  ice   has  gathered  on  the 
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Cape  Breton  shore,  and  has  formed  to 
such  an  extent  there  and  far  out  Into  the 
bay  that  it  has  retarded  the  passage  over  a 
certain  part  of  the  bay.  Even  if  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works  were  to  make  the 
large  expenditure  which  this  motion  practi- 
cally calls  for,  it  might  be  found  that  the 
ice,  instead  of  gathering  where  It  has  gather- 
ed this  year,  would  gather  at  the  particular 
part  at  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  cross 
to  reach  tfte  landing  which  it  would  be 
found  necessary  to  reach.  That,  I  under- 
stand, is  the  great  difficulty.  Of  course, 
during  the  present  year  the  difficulties  of 
navigation  or  communication  are  not  con- 
fined to  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  think  the 
difficulties  of  communication  In  Nova  Scotia 
are  such  as  have  never  been  found  there 
during  any  year  within  the  memory  of  any 
hon.  member  of  this  House,  and  therefore 
I  think  that  our  Prince  Edward  Island 
friends  should  bear  with  some  degree  of 
composure  the  unfortunate  state  of  affairs 
which  has  continued  there  for  some  four  or 
five  weeks. 

In  so  far  as  the  question  of  the  tunnel 
is  concerned,  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster), 
that  in  these  days  all  things  are  possible, 
and  that  practically  it  is  simply  a  matter  of 
dollars  and  cents.  Whether  the  expendi- 
ture is  $10,000,000,  or  $12,000,000,  or  $15,- 
000,000,  I  do  not  think  it  has  been  definite- 
ly ascertained  as  yet.  There  have  been 
some  attempts  made  to  ascertain  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  work,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  have  been  yet  of  such  a  character  as 
to  afford  such  information  as  would  justify 
this  House  in  definitely  undertaking  a  work 
of  that  kind.  I  think  it  would  be  well,  un- 
der all  the  circumstances,  before  the  gov- 
ernment deal  with  this  question,  which  is 
purely  and  simply  an  engineering  matter, 
that  some  of  the  engineers  of  the  depart- 
ment should  be  asked  to  make  some  esti- 
mate in  regard  to  the  cost  of  the  tunnel,  and 
then  the  House  will  have  all  the  facts  before 
It.  Having  an  estimate  of  the  cost,  and  hav- 
ing possibly  the  results  of  some  further  re- 
searches by  the  engineers  as  to  the  possibil- 
ity of  maintaining  the  service  by  water,  the 
House  may  be  better  able  to  decide  the 
course  which  it  would  be  well  to  pursue. 
On  behalf  of  the  government,  I  will  say 
that  I  will  take  great  pleasure  in  bringing 
the  subject  to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues, 
and  that  I  will  endeavour,  as  far  as  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  is  concerned, 
to  take  the  necessary  steps  by  which  such 
material  may  be  gathered  together  as  will 
put  the  House  in  possession  of  the  informa- 
tion necessary  to  the  proper  consideration 
of  a  question  involving  such  a  large  expen- 
diture as  it  may  be  called  upon  to  make 
should  it  decide  to  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of  a  tunnel. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Mr  HYMAN. 


GRAND  TRUNK   PACIFIC  RAILWAY- 
PLANS  OF  TERMINALS. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE  (West  Algoma)  moved  : 

For  a  return  containing  a  copy  ot  the  plan 
or  plans  deposited  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Railway  Company  with  the  Department  ot  Rail- 
ways and  Canals,  showing  the  proposed  ter- 
minal point  or  points  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
Also  for  a  copy  ot  the  plan  or  plans  deposited 
by  the  said  company  tor  terminal  points  at 
Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  and  Winnipeg. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  motion  on  the 
order  paper  which  stands  In  my  name  is 
one  which  has  been  mentioned  in  different 
ways  oh  two  or  three  different  occasions  in 
this  House.  The  motion  is  for  a  return  con- 
taining a  copy  of  the  plan  or  plans  deposit- 
ed by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway 
Company  with  the  Department  of  Railways 
and  Canals  showing  the  proposed  terminal 
point  or  points  on  the  Pacific  coast,  and  also 
for  a  copy  of  the  plan  or  plans  deposited  by 
the  company  for  their  terminal  points  at 
Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  and  Winnipeg. 
The  question  of  the  production  of  these 
plans  has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals  (Mr.  Emmerson). 
I  understand  that  that  hon.  gentleman  con- 
tends that  these  plans  are  not  produceable 
under  the  order  of  the  House  for  the  rea- 
son that  they  are  privileged  from  being 
subject  to  the  order  of  the  House,  because 
they  have  not,  under  the  Railway  Act  of 
Canada,  been  approved  by  the  hon.  minister. 
That  is  the  position  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man took  when  the  matter  came  up  on  the 
motion  which  was  made  in  this  House  on 
the  13th  February,  and  again  when  certain 
questions  were  asked  that  hon.  gentleman 
on  the  16th  February.  On  these  occasions 
that  was  the  ground  upon  which  the  produc- 
tion of  these  plans  was  withheld.  By  refer- 
ence to  the  answers  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  on  the  16th  February  we  find  that 
certain  plans  of  the  terminal  points  at  Port 
Arthur,  Fort  William  and  on  the  Pacific 
coast  were  deposited — the  term  '  deposited  ' 
is  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman — In  the  de- 
partment ;  as  to  Fort  William,  on  the  2nd 
August,  1904 ;  as  to  Port  Arthur,  on  the 
16th  August,  1904  ;  and  as  to  the  Pacific 
coast,  on  the  16th  August,  1904 ;  that  none 
of  these  plans  had  up  to  that  date  been  ap- 
proved ;  that  none  of  them  had  been  re- 
jected, and  that  the  grounds  assigned  as  a 
reason  for  them  not  being  yet  approved 
were  that  it  was  premature  to  approve  thein. 
Without  desiring  in  any  way  to  enter  upon 
any  legal  argument,  and  without  desiring  to 
Impress  upon  the  hon.  minister  what  I  have 
before  stated  upon  the  floor  of  this  House 
on  my  responsibility  as  a  member,  that 
there  has  been  brought  to  my  notice  informa- 
tion in  respect  to  the  obtaining  of  sketches 
or  copies  of  these  plans,  I  would  merely 
endeavour  to  draw  the  hon.  gentleman's 
attention  to  some  matters  which  I  think  will 
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convince  him  that  the  ground  upon  which 
he  is  endeavouring  to  withhold  the  produc- 
tion of  these  plans  is  not  a  tenable  ground. 

In  the  first  place,  the  plans  have  not  been 
approved  pursuant  to  section  122  of  the  Rail- 
way Act.  That  section  does  not  make  it 
obligatory  that  the  plans  shall  be  approved 
by  the  Minister  of  Railways  before  they  are 
produced,  nor,  if  it  were  applicable  to  this 
case,  does  it  prohibit  the  production  of  any 
plans,  or  the  Inspection  of  any  plans,  or  the 
exhibition  of  any  plans,  or  the  furnishing  of 
the  copies  of  any  plans  while  they  are  in  a 
transitory  state  between  their  deposit  and 
their  approval  by  the  minister.  The  reason 
they  are  deposited  Is,  as  I  take  it,  that  these 
persons  whose  lands  are  affected— the  pub- 
lic as  well  as  the  government— may  have  an 
opportunity  of  knowing  exactly  what  the 
intentions  of  the  railway  company  are  with' 
reference  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  emi- 
nent domain.  That  is  an  important  factor, 
•and  it  is  a  factor  which  I  desire  now  to  im- 
press upon  the  minister.  Then,  of  what  mo- 
ment and  to  what  purpose  is  it,  to  withhold 
Information  and  the  production  of  plains 
which  it  is  impossible  to  maintain  as  secret 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  engineers, 
or  the  railway  companies  themselves  keep- 
ing draft  copies  of  them,  can  hand  them  out 
to  whomsoever  they  wish?  To  what  purpose 
is  It  that  the  government  is  in  possession 
of  plans  showing  the  intentions  of  the  rail- 
way company— and  I  am  speaking  only  of  an 
ordinary  railway  company  to  which  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Railway  Act  apply — to  what 
purpose  can  it  avail  the  government  to  with- 
hold the  production  of  these  plans  ?  What 
object  would  be  served  by  this  sealing  up 
of  plans  the  moment  they  are  deposited  in 
the  Department  of  Railways  ?  As  I  under- 
stand It  these  plans  are  not  deposited  In  the 
Department  of  Railways  to  be  sealed  up  ; 
according  to  the  statute  they  are  deposited 
to  be  subject  to  the.  daily  inspection  of  the 
minister  in  order  that  he  may  see  the  grad- 
ients, the  nature  of  the  route,  the  nature  of 
the  curves  proposed,  and  all  other  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  location  of  the 
line.  As  I  have  before  stated,  upon  the  re- 
liable information  that  has  been  given  to 
me,  if  it  be  the  case  that  copies  of  the  plans 
have  been  exhibited,  or  inspection  of  the 
plans  has  been  allowed  by  any  person  in 
the  Department  of  Railways,  then  surely 
that  is  a  reason  why  the  production  of  the 
plana  -before  the  House  should  not  now  be 
refused.  I  would  particularly  Impress  upon 
the  minister  the  fact,  that  if  as  he  suggest- 
ed when  the  question  was  last  before  the 
House,  copies  of  the  plans  had  been  obtain- 
ed outside  the  department  and  possibly  from 
the  engineers,  then  that  statement  answered 
the  argument  of  the  minister  as  to  the  sec- 
recy of  the  plans,  and  it  is  a  strong  factor 
in  support  of  the  contention  that  there  Is 
now  no  reason  at  all  for  withholding  the  in- 
formation that  the  plans  give.  Granted 
that  it  might  be  competent  for  the  minister 


to  argue  that  under  section  122  of  the  Rail- 
zway  Act,  these  plans  not  having  been  de- 
posited it  might  be  a  question  of  policy  with 
the  department  as  to  their  production;  then 
I  contend  that  it  is  very  clear  that  in  regard 
to  the  eastern  section  of  the  National  Trans- 
continental Railway  the  provisions  of  the 
Railway  Act  do  not,  and  cannot  have  any 
application,  it  it  were  only  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  Crown  is  not  bound  by  its 
own  statutes,  then  the  Railway  Act  would 
not  apply,  but  it  is  made  expressly  the  sub- 
ject of  enactment  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  in  the  specific  Instance  to  which  I  have 
referred,  do  not  apply.  I  would  refer  the 
minister  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  upon 
that  point.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  under  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  Railway  Act  it  is  to  apply, 

To  all  persons,  companies  and  railways  other 
than  government  railways. 

Under  the  Act  (1903)  respecting  the  Trans- 
continental Railway,  section  5  says  : 

The  eastern  division  from  Moncton  to  Win- 
nipeg shall  be  constructed  at  the  expense  of 
the  government  upon  such  location  and  accord- 
ing to  such  plans  and  specifications  as  it  shall 
determine,  having  due  regard  to  directness, 
easy  gradients  and  favourable  curves. 

•Section  8  says  : 

The  construction  of  the  eastern  division  shall; 
be  commenced  as  soon  as  the  government  has 
made  the  surveys  and  plans  and  determines  the 
proper  location  thereof.  , 

Then  by  section  38  of  the  agreement  rati- 
fied by  that  Act : 

The  Railway  Act  of  Canada  and  any  amend- 
ment enacted  heretofore  or  which  shall  here- 
after be  enacted  shall  apply  to  the  operation 
of  the  eastern  division  by  the  company  and  to 
the  rights,  liabilities  and  obligations  of  the 
company  as  lessee  thereof,  and  to  the  location, 
construction  and  operation  of  the  western  divi- 
sion thereof,  except  as  otherwise  provided  by. 
this  agreement  by  the  Act  confirming  the  same, 
or  by  any  any  special  Act  of  the  company. 

The  minister  will  see  clearly  that  by  the 
last  words  of  that  section  the  operation  of 
the  Railway  Act  as  to  location  is  expressly 
excluded  so  far  as  the  eastern  division  is 
concerned,  by  making  it  directly  and  solely 
applicable  to  the  construction  of  the  western 
•division.  There  is  another  view  which  I 
would  Impress  upon  the  minister  and  which 
I  think  is  quite  pertinent  to  the  subject  un- 
der consideration.  That  is  :  that  this  is 
not  an  ordinary  transaction.  It  is  not,  as  I 
think  the  minister  will  concede  I  have  estab- 
lished, it  is  not  the  case  of  an  ordinary  rail- 
way or  the  case  of  a  private  company  whose 
rights  might  have  to  be  respected,  but  it  is 
a  case  where  a  public  work  Is  being  con- 
structed under  and.  subject  to  certain  plans 
and  specifications,  and  those  plans  and  speci- 
fications are  filed  and  deposited  in  the  De- 
partment of  Railways,  and  as  I  have  sug- 
gested have  been  inspected  by  others.  Surely 
the  rights  of  the  public  and  the  interests  of 
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the  public  are  such  that  no  barm  can  be  done 
'to  anybody  by  the  return  of  these  plans, 
and  surely  It  would  be  quite  competent  for 
tue  House  to  direct  that  these  plans  be  re- 
turned and  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 

Thebon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
gave  the  reason  why  they  should  be  with- 
held that  It  would  encourage  speculation  if 
the  plans  were  to  be  allowed  to  be  exhibit- 
ed or  if  they  were  placed  on  the  table  of 
the  House  by  reason  of  this  order.  Sir,  I 
fail  to  see  in  that  contention  any  real  and 
cogent  reason  for  withholding  this  informa- 
tion. When  it  is  remembered  that  these 
plans  have  been  prepared  first  by  the  com- 
pany Itself,  and  that  they  are  under  no 
statutory  bond  of  secrecy;  that  they  are  un- 
der no  statutory  seal  such  as  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman mentioned  when  the  matter  was  last 
under  discussion  to  prevent  them  giving  out 
any  information;  then,  if  the  information 
is  to  be  withheld  at  all,  there  must  be  an  ab- 
solute safeguard  or  none  at  all.  It  has  been 
shown  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  there  is 
not  an  absolute  safeguard,  that  the  seal 
of  secrecy  with  which  he  stamped  those 
plans,  as  be  stated,  and  by  which  he  for- 
bade any  person  to  have  access  to  them  to 
copy  them  or  to  see  them,  has  not  been 
effective,  if  the  information  I  gave  to  the 
House  is  now  to  be  credited;  and  I  have 
nothing  whatever  to  retract  with  regard  to 
it.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that 
the  government  is  in  this  position  and  I  feel 
satisfied  that  the  hon.  minister  will  not  do 
anything  unreasonable  in  the  matter  of  with- 
holding information  contained  in  those 
plans.  The  information  that  has  already 
gone  out  cannot  now  be  withheld.  This  be- 
ing a  government  constructed  railway  or 
section  of  a  railway  there  are  reasons  why 
the  House  should  be  taken  into  the  con- 
fidence of  the  minister  with  regard  to  the 
proposals  of  this  railway  in  such  important 
matters  as  the  terminal  points  of  construc- 
tion at  or  near  the  points  mentioned  in  the 
motion.  The  hon.  gentleman,  on  the  last 
occasion  when  this  matter  was  referred  to, 
that  is,  on  the  3rd  of  March  last,  stated  to 
the  House  that  the  moment  be  learned  that 
the  plans  were  deposited,  be  was  asked  if 
any  one  would  be  allowed  to  see  them,  and 
he  said:  'certainly  not,  that  they  should 
be  placed  under  seal,  and  that  no  one  should 
be  allowed  access  to  them  either  in  the 
department  or  out  of  it'  Then  the  bon. 
gentleman  reiterates  bis  statement  that  be 
is  positive  that  nobody  made  copies  of  them 
and  Is  satisfied  that  no  one  has  been  per- 
mitted to  see  them.  Well,  I  can  only  state  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  what  I  stated  before  to 
the  House,  that  persons  have*  been  permitted 
in  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals 
—and  I  am  not  now  speaking  allegorically, 
nor,  I  trust,  Immodestly — openly  to  in- 
spect, and  see.  and  take  notes  of,  and 
sketch  those  plans.  Then,  the  lion,  gen- 
tleman, wben  he  spake  on  tbe  3rd  of  March 

M.  BOYCE. 


with  reference  to  this  matter  was,  as  I  am 
quite  satisfied,  speaking  only  from  what  he 
believed  to  be  tbe  case;  but  I  can  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  Information  con- 
tained in  those  plans  or  sketches  which 
were  supposed  to  have  remained  under  seal 
from  the  2nd  of  August  down  to  this  day, 
a  period  of  seven  or  eight  months,  as  to 
the  intentions  of  the  company  with  regard 
to  the  terminals  at  Port  Arthur,  has  leaked 
out  and  has  possibly  been  made  the  subject 
of  that  speculation  which  the  bon.  gentle- 
man said  was  the  danger  of  producing  the 
plans  to  tbe  House.  Having  said  so  much 
with  regard  to  the  information  that  has 
leaked  out,  having  shown  to  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman, as  I  think  I  have  shown,  that  there 
is  no  object  to  be  served  by  further  main- 
taining the  supposed  seal  of  secrecy  upon 
these  plans,  I  would  respectfully  urge  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  reconsider  a  decision  pos- 
sibly hastily  made  and  possibly  made  with 
but  little  information  as  to  tbe  facts— to  so 
far  reconsider  It,  having  regard  to  the  pe- 
culiar position  of  matters  and  to  the  fact 
that  these  are  not  plans  to  which  the  Railway 
Act  can  have  any  application,  that  he  will 
consent  to  the  return  now  being  made,  and 
thus  close  an  incident  in  this  House  which, 
so  far  as  my  connection  with  it  is  con- 
cerned, has  been  most  regretable.  I  ex- 
ceedingly regret  that  having  been  so  short 
a  time  in  the  House,  I  should  have  fallen 
under  the  condemnatory  tongue  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  in  this 
connection,  while  speaking  with  regard  to 
what  I  believe  to  be  my  rights,  and  sbould 
have  been  on  two  occasions  styled  an  im- 
modest young  gentleman  and  also  one  not 
wanting  In  information.  I  can  only  say 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  think  I  pos- 
sess with  regard  to  those  plans  information 
which  be,  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  '  Hansard ' 
has  disclosed,  did  not  himself  possess.  I 
can  only  put  it  in  that  way.  I  can  tell 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  that  details  of  all  the 
Intentions  of  the  company  as  shown  by 
those  plans  are  known,  have  been  made  tbe 
subject  of  speculation,  have  been  made  the 
subject  of  taking  up  lauds  :  and  bow  other- 
wise could  they  have  been  obtained  than 
through  the  department,  if  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  was  done,  that  is,  in  the 
absence  of  definite  Information  ?  In  saying 
that  I  do  not  desire  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
take  any  comfort  or  to  think  I  am  detract- 
ing from  my  other  statement,  namely,  that 
that  information  was  obtained  through  tbe 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  with 
reference  to  those  plans,  and  since  they  were 
filed,  whether  before  or  after  this  seal  of 
secrecy  was  placed  upon  them. 

non.  H.  R.  EMMERSOX  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very 
sorry  indeed  that  any  remark  of  mine  should 
have  led  my  hon.  friend  to  take  offence  at 
anything  I  said.  Certainly  there  was  nothing 
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of  a  personal  character  Intended  by  reason 
of  any  such  remarks.  I  see  no  cause  for  re- 
ceding from  the  position  which  I  took  on  a 
previous  occasion  In  this  House  with  respect 
to  this  motion.  The  motion  refers  in  the 
first  place  to  a  return  containing  a  copy  of 
the  plan  or  plans  deposited  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  with  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  Canals  showing  the  proposed 
terminal  point  or  points  on  the  Pacific 
coast  Under  the  particular  Act  govern- 
ing the  Transcontinental  line  of  railway, 
those  plans  must  go  to  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  are  subject  to  the  approval, 
not  merely  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  but 
of  his  Excellency,  the  Governor  in  Council. 
Until  that  approval  is  given,  in  my  judg- 
ment the  information  should  not  be  dis- 
closed. The  other  part  of  the  motion  relates 
to  the  terminals  at  Port  Arthur  and  Fort 
William.  These  are  allied  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  but  do  not  come  under  the 
same  law.  They  come  under  the  General 
Railway  Act  of  1903,  and  the  Minister  of 
Railways  is  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  either  approving  these  plans  or  withhold- 
ing his  approval.  According  to  my  view, 
these  plans  should  not  be  disclosed  to  the 
public  until  such  action  is  taken.  The  mat- 
ter involved— not  merely  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  terminal  on  the  Pacific  coast,  but 
the  terminals  at  Lake  Superior— are  of  such 
vital  importance  that  they  should  not  be 
hastily  decided  upon,  and  until  the  govern- 
ment has  taken  action,  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  bring 
down  the  information  asked  for.  True,  my 
hon.  friend  has  said  something  about  infor- 
mation leaking  out  of  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  Canals.  Well.  I  am  bound  to 
place  reliance  on  the  officials  of  my  depart- 
ment, and  I  have  no  right  to  assume  that 
when  they  are  Instructed  to  do  a  certain 
thing,  they  will  not  follow  that  instruction. 
My  hon.  friend  has  made  assertions  to  the 
contrary,  and  I  have  challenged  him  to  give 
the  source  of  his  information  or  name  the 
official  implicated  or  show  the  medium  of 
that  communication.  He  says  the  informa- 
tion came  out  by  the  back  door. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  Has  the  hon.  minister,  since 
my  assertion  on  the  3rd  March  last,  investi- 
gated the  charge  made  and  with  what  re- 
sult? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  have  not  called  up 
all  the  officials,  in  the  department,  but 
I  have  asked  my  deputy  minister  and 
he  told  me  most  positively  that  copies 
of  those  plans  could  not  by  any  pos- 
sibility have  gone  out.  I  have  to  rely  on 
that  statement,  and  I  submit  to  the  judg- 
ment of  this  House  that  it  was  in  the  public 
Interest  that  the  Information  should  be  with- 
held until  action  was  taken  by  the  Minister 
of  Railways  in  connection  with  the  terminals 
at  Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur,  and  by 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  In  Council 
with  respect  to  the  terminals  on  the  Pacific 


coast.  I  may  have  erred  in  my  judgment, 
but  that  was  my  opinion. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
claim,  as  minister,  to  have  any  right  with 
regard  to  the  Lake  Superior  branch  more 
than  he  has  with  regard  to  any  other  rail- 
way authorized  by  the  Dominion  parlia- 
ment? It  is  not  part  of  the  transcontinental. 

'Mr.  EMMERSON.  No. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Then  what  right  has  he 
that  he  has  not  with  regard  to  any  other 
railway? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  minister  Is  charg- 
ed with  certain  responsibility  under  section 
122  of  the  Railway  Act.  The  map  must  be 
submitted  to  him  and  before  approving  of 
such  map  and  location  he  may,  subject  to 
the  Special  Act,  make  such  changes  and  al- 
terations therein  as  he  may  deem  expedient. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  the  Special  Act  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Act? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  No,  this  refers  to  rail- 
ways generally  and  means  the  Special  Act 
of  Incorporation. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
something  about  the  approval  of  the  Gov- 
ernor In  Council,  where  does  he  get  that  ap- 
proval with  regard  to  that  branch? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  route  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  main  trunk  line  is  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  BARKER.  But  this  is  the  Lake  Su- 
perior branch. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  trying  to  dis- 
criminate and  am  drawing  attention  to  the 
difference.  Under  section  122  of  the  Rail- 
way Act  I  am  called  upon  to  take  action 
with  respect  to  the  line  which  runs  from 
Winnipeg  to  Lake  Superior.  That  lies  with 
the  Minister  of  Railways. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Not  with  the  Governor  In 
Council? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Not  with  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council,  and  I  have  already  pointed 
out  that  this- motion  refers  not  merely  to  the 
terminals  at  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William, 
but  to  the  terminal  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  BOYCE.   They  are  separated? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Precisely,  but  the  one 
is  closely  allied  to  the  other.  Although  the 
terminals  at  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William, 
are  subject  to  the  General  Railway  Act,  yet 
because  of  their  association  with  the  trans- 
continental line  of  railway,  I  have  felt  it 
was  not  in  the  public  interest  to  disassociate 
them,  and  that  it  would  be  against  sound 
public  policy  to  lay  that  Information  before 
the  House  at  this  stage.  This  is  not  a  per- 
sonal matter.  It  is  simply  a  question  of 
principle.  It  happens  to  be  applied  in  this 
particular  Instance. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  minister  allow 
me  to  ask  a  question  for  information  ?  As 
1  understand  him,  the  motion  is  refused  on 
the  ground  of  principle  and  public  interest. 
What  I  am  trying  to  find  out  is  what  is  at 
stake  ?  If  It  is  wrong  to  bring  this  down  on 
the  ground  of  principle  or  public  interest,  will 
the  minister  state  what  principle  is  violated 
cr  what  public  Interest  would  be  harmed  by 
bringing  it  down  ? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  In  one  instance  be- 
cause the  Minister  of  Railways  has  not  ex- 
ercised his  judgment  on  the  matter,  and  in 
the  other  instance,  because  his  Excellency 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  has  not 
taken  action/  And  I  submit  that  there  can 
be  no  question  with  respect  to  the  case  In 
which  action  is  to  be  taken  by  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council.  In  that  instance,  certainly, 
the  information  should  not  be  brought  down, 
and  because  of  the  association  of  the  two 
railways  there  are  particular  reasons  why 
the  information  should  not  be  brought  down 
with  respect  to  Port  Arthur  and  Port  Wil- 
liam ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  would  happen  if  it 
were  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
point  out  what  would  happen  in  a  hypo- 
thetical case.  But  it  is  against  principle 
that  it  should  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   How  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  For  the  simple  reason 
that  until  action  is  taken  it  is  not  approved 
by  the  department,  and  it  may  never  be  act- 
ed upon  from  that  standpoint. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  Will  the  minister  answer 
this  question  ?  Suppose  the  information 
were  given  and  the  document  brought  down, 
would  that  hamper  action  on  the  part  of  the 
government  in  any  way,  or  prejudice  any- 
body in  case  it  turned  out  that  the  plans 
were  never  approved  1  What  possible  evil 
could  result  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  would  be  mislead- 
ing. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  How,  would  it  be  mis- 
leading ?  If  they  were  brought  down,  every 
one  would  know  as  much  as  the  minister 
knows  about  them.  The  people  would  know 
perfectly  well  that  nothing  had  been  finally 
determined  upon.  Would  it  be  improper 
that  the  public  should,  in  the  meantime  be 
seized  of  the  facts  so  far  as  they  have  been 
presented,  and  should  have  the  opportunity, 
piobably  of  preventing  hasty  action  on  the 
part  of  the  government  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  In  regard  to  infor- 
mation of  that  character  the  general  public 
do  not  discriminate,  but  are  apt  to  assume 
that  certain  action  will  be  taken  ;  and  they 
might  be  misled.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  in  the 
public  interest  they  should  be  misled,  and  I 
think  that  until  it  is  determined  beyond 
Mr.  EMMERSON. 


question  that  the  location  shall  be  at  a  cer- 
tain point,  it  is  not  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  information  should  be  brought  down.  I 
would  therefore  ask  that  the  motion  be  not 
adopted. 

Mr.  E.  A.  LANCASTER  (Lincoln  and  Nia- 
gara). I  see  that  the  minister  has  satisfied 
himself  that  the  motion  should  not  carry  ; 
but  for  the  life  of  me  I  cannot  see  how  he 
has  satisfied  any  one  in  this  House  or  satis- 
fied the  people.  He  has  said  that  he  thinks 
:v  contrary  to  principle,  contrary  to  public 
policy  that  the  people  should  be  given  this 
information  until  he  approves  of  the  plans. 
He  is  very  anxious  to  defend  the  people 
against  themselves,  to  protect  them  against 
some  knowledge  that  they  might  obtain.  But 
lie  does  not  seem  anxious  to  protect  them 
r<  gainst  the  railway  which  might  tell  them  a 
hundred  and  one  different  stories  of  plans 
they  have  filed  with  the  department  and 
where  they  were  going  to  locate  their  line, 
and  people  would  have  no  way  of  finding  out 
whether  the  stories  they  spread  abroad  as 
to  where  they  proposed  to  locate  their  lines 
and  their  propositions  made  to  the  minister, 
for  his  approval,  were  true  or  untrue.  After 
the  approval  was  given,  if  it  was  given, 
the  people  would  for  the  first  time,  know 
the  truth  about  it;  and,  if  refused,  then  no 
one  would  know  whether  the  railway  had 
intended  to  locate  where  it  said  it  would  or 
not.  The  minister  has  not,  in  my  opinion, 
answered  the  argument,  so  well  and  tersely 
put  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  West 
(Mr.  Boyce).  I  listened  carefully  to  what 
both  these  gentlemen  said,  and  1  am' very 
much  disappointed  that  the  minister  feels 
that  he  has  satisfied  this  House  with  the  rea- 
son he  has  given  for  rejecting  this  motion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Boyce)  it  seems  to 
me  was  entitled  to  succeed,  if  on  no  other" 
ground,  then  on  the  one — which  the  minister 
has  not  attempted  to  answer— that  this  is  part 
of  the  transcontinental  scheme.  The  Grand 
Trunk  is  to  file  plans,  to  tell  the  people  what 
they  are  going  to  do,  if  the  minister  allows 
them  to.  But  the  people  pay  the  great- 
er part  of  the  expenses  of  the  enterprise,  yet 
are  to  have  no  information  about  what  the 
Grand  Trunk  is  proposing  to  do.  And  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  who  ought  to  represent 
the  people,  says  he  will  not  let  the  people 
know  what  these  plans  are,  although  he  does 
not  attempt  to  deny  that  the  railway  com- 
pany can  let  the  people  know  whatever  they 
like  about  it  But  railway  companies  are 
not  bound  to  tell  the  people  the  truth  or  to 
allow  them  to  learn  the  truth.  The  railway 
company  is  looking  out  for  itself ;  but  the 
Minister  of  Railways  is  supposed  to  protect 
the  people.  He  Is  very  anxious  that  the  rail- 
ways shall  be  protected,  and,  forsooth,  he 
thinks  the  people  are  going  to  hurt  them- 
selves if  they  are  given  too  great  a  helping 
of  information  at  one  time.  They  are  not 
getting  from  this  government  much  infor- 
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mation  about  railways  or  other  public  mat- 
ters for  Information  about  which  they  are 
seeking.    But,  there  has  been  no  answer 
made  to  the  specific  statements  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  moved  the  resolution— I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  matter  that  the  minister 
did  deny  In  the  sense  of  saying  that  he  in- 
quired of  the  deputy  minister  and  was  told 
that  the  matter  had  not  leaked  out.  I  speak 
of  the  statement  that  the  plans  were  de- 
posited for  the  purpose  of  inspection  by  the 
minister  for  the  purpose  of  his  approving 
them  backed  by  the  quotations  from  sec- 
tion 122.  Although  that  section  defines  speci- 
fically what  the  Minister  of  Railways  is  to 
do  with  these  plans,  it  is  not  set  forth  in 
any  sense  that  these  are  not  to  be  public 
property.    I  do  not  think  that  the  minister 
has  the  right  to  read  into  this  section  a  mort- 
gage, as  it  were,  on  the  peoples'  rights  in  re- 
gard to  these  plans.    What  is  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways  and  Canals?   Is  It  a  de- 
pository of  public  documents,  or  is  it  a  de- 
pository for  railway  documents,  with  the 
Minister  of  Railways  as  a  sort  of  policeman 
to  protect  those  railway  documents  ?   In  all 
the  paragraphs  of  section  122,  which  des- 
cribe with  considerable  detail  the  Minister's 
duties,  there  is  no  word  to  indicate  that  the 
minister  is  to  keep  these  documents  as  the 
property  of  the  railway  company.   And,  if 
he  is  not  to  keep  them  as  the  property  of  the 
company,  he  has  no  right  to  say  that  they 
are  to  be  secret  and  undisclosed  to  the  peo- 
ple.  If  it  were  stated,  or  if  it  could  be  rea- 
sonably inferred  from  the  Act  that  these  do- 
cuments remain  the  property  of  the  railway 
company  until  the  minister  approved  of  them 
and  if  disapproved  they  were  to  be  returned 
intact  to  the  railway  company,  there  would 
be-  some  excuse  for  the  minister,  represent- 
ing the  people,-  saying  that  these  documents 
should  be  disclosed  to  nobody  until  they  had 
been  approved.   But  there  Is  not  a  word  In 
the  statute  which  the  minister  has  invoked 
to  indicate  that  these  documents  are  any- 
thing else  but  public  property  when  they  got 
into  the  hands  of  the  minister  under  the  sec- 
tions of  that  Act.  I  think  the  minister  is  go- 
ing beyond  his  rights  if  he  says  that  he  does 
not  think  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that  this 
information  should  be  gven  to  the  people's 
representatives.   I  shall  not  further  trouble 
the  House  upon  a  matter  which  seems  to  be 
plainly  in  favour  of  the  right  of  granting  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  (Mr.  Boyce),  and  if  it  comes  to  a  vote, 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  vote  for  his  motion. 

Mr.  SAM.  BARKER  (Hamilton).  The  an- 
swer of  the  minister  is  two-fold,  as  we  have 
It  now.  He  says  with  regard  to  the  Paci- 
fic end  that  the  government  as  a  whole,  the 
Governor  General  in  Council,  must  be 
consulted  because  it  is  a  part  of  the  Trans- 
continental Railway.  The  western  end,  the 
Tort  Arthur  branch,  he  admits  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way, that  it  is  like  any  other  railway,  a 


branch  line  of  220  miles,  and  the  minister 
simply  deals  with  that  as  with  the  plans 
deposited  with  regard  to  any  ordinary 
railway  promoted  by  a  railway  company. 
He  chose  for  his  own  convenience  to 
hang  up  the  plans  deposited  by  that  com- 
pany for  eight  months  and  left  the  owners 
of  the  lands  at  the  terminus  subject  to 
all  the  changes  that  might  occur  if  he 
should  choose  to  change  the  route.  Now 
with  regard  to  the  western  end  the  minister 
takes  this  position,  that  parliament  has  no- 
thing to  say  about  it,  that  it  is  a  matter 
solely  for  the  minister  In  the  first  instance, 
and  secondly  for  the  government  sitting 
ir  Council.  But  it  is  a  question  where 
the  terminus  on  the  Pacific  of  a  great 
Transcontinental  Railway  should  be,  and 
surely  if  that  question  is  held  up  for 
eight  months,  parliament  has  a  right  to 
know  what  the  proposition  is,  parliament 
has  a  right  to  a  voice  in  the  question.  The 
lion,  gentleman  in  his  wisdom,  and  his  col- 
leagues in  their  wisdom,  may  seek  to  put 
the  terminus  on  the  Pacific  at  a  point  that, 
in  the  judgment  of  parliament,  would  be  a 
positive  injury  to  this  country;  and  is  that 
to  be  held  up  for  eight  months,  and  are  we 
not  to  know  even  what  Is  proposed.  When 
we  ask  for  the  plans  and  when  we  ask  the 
minister  to  tell  us  what  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  proposition  as  to  the  terminus  on 
the  Pacific,  he  says,  'No,  I  have  got  the 
plans  and  I  have  locked  them  up  for  eight 
months,  and  you  shall  not  see  them.'  Now 
it  seems  to  me  a  most  extraordinary  pro- 
position on  the  part  of  the  government, 
that  as  regards  the  western  terminus 
of  the  Transcontinental  Railway,  which 
affects  the  whole  of  the  Dominion,  the 
terminus  of  a  railway  which  will  cost 
this  country  perhaps  $120,000,000,  this 
information  is  to  be  kept  absolutely  secret 
for  eight  months,  and  we  are  not  even  to 
be  allowed  to  know  what  is  proposed  so 
that  we  may  offer  a  word  of  advice  to  the 
hon.  gentleman.  Is  that  government  by  the 
people?  Why,  Sir,  the  Czar  of  Russia  would 
hardly  lay  down  such  a  proposition  as  that. 
We  are  the  people  who  are  largely  paying 
for  that  railway,  it  is  of  vital  Importance 
to  us  that  the  terminus  shall  be  at  a  pro- 
per point  on  the  Pacific,  but  this  hon.  min- 
ister says,  I  have  locked  it  up  and  I  will 
not  tell  you  what  Is  proposed  ;  I  In  my  good 
judgment  will  decide  the  question  before 
you  know  anything  about  it.  That  is  the 
position  the  government  are  putting  us  in. 
As  to  the  eastern  end,  or  Lake  Superior 
branch,  the  position  is  equally  unreasonable, 
equally  untenable.  Would  the  hon.  gentle- 
man with  regard  to  any  railway  company 
incorporated  by  this  parliament,  say  to  that 
company  when  it  had  deposited  its  plans, 
that  he  would  seal  up  those  plans,  he  would 
let  neither  the  company  nor  the  people  know 
his  decision,  he  would  hold  it  back,  he 
would  give  an  order   to  his  deputy  to 
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lock  the  plans  up  so  that  no  man  should 
know?  He  knows  that  the  man  who  drew 
the  plans  can  hand  out  copies  of  them 
to  speculators  to  use  at  their  sweet  will. 
I  do  not  charge  the  deputy  minister  with 
having  given  out  plans,  I  do  not  un- 
derstand the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought 
up  this  motion  to  make  such  a  charge  as 
that.  But  I  think  there  are  few  who  know 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  but  will 
suspect  that  in  some  way  these  plans  are  in 
the  hands  of  the  public  and  are  being  used 
for  private  purposes. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  sort  of  business 
administration  Is  that  in  which  in  regard  to 
an  important  branch  railway  220  miles  in 
length,  terminating  on  Lake  Superior,  plans 
are  left  in  the  minister's  hands  and 
he  holds  back  his  decision  for  eight  months? 
He  does  not  give  us  a  word  of  reason  why 
he  has  not  decided  that  question.  What 
possible  reason  can  there  be  for  it  ?  The 
very  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  holds 
back  that  Information  is  a  badge  of  sus- 
picion. I  do  not  charge  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  anything  wrong,  but  the  very  fact 
that  it  is  held  back  In  that  way  is  enough 
to  make  people  suspicious,  to  make  them 
believe  that  there  is  something  wrong  about 
it.  Now  we  might  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  locked  the  plans  up 
and  forgot  all  about  them.  That  is  one  solu- 
tion, probably.  I  wonder  whether  that  be  so. 
Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  could,  within 
the  last  eight  months,  have  looked  over  the 
plans  of  an  important  railway,  220  miles 
long,  and  have  given  his  deliberate  and 
considered  judgment  upon  the  point  as  to 
the  exact  location  of  the  terminus.  There 
seems  to  be,  Mr.  Speaker,  some  reason  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  chosen  to  dis- 
close to  us.  What  is  it?  Are  we  to  be  left 
to  surmise?  If  so,  is  it  unreasonable  for 
us  to  think  that  there  is  something  hidden 
in  the  fence  somewhere  about  this  matter, 
rather  than  that  we  should  suspect  the 
minister  of  gross  negligence  and  careless- 
ness ?  It  is  one  or  the  other,  unless  the 
hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  explain.  And  I  say 
again,  as  to  the  Pacific  end,  it  is  an  outrage 
upon  the  people  that  the  plans  should  be 
held  up  for  eight  months,  and  when  we  ask 
to  know  what  Is  proposed  as  to  the  Pacific 
terminus,  we  are  to  be  told  that  the  min- 
ister will  not  give  us  the  Information. 

Mr.  W.  A.  GALLIHER  (Kootenay).  In 
1903,  this  parliament  passed  an  Act  known 
as  the  Railway  Act.  By  section  122,  cer- 
tain powers  were  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  in  his  hands 
alone.  Under  the  first  part  of  that  section 
a  railway  company  is  to  prepare  a  map 
showing  the  general  location  of  the  pro- 
posed line,  and  so  forth.  Under  subsection 
2,  that  map  shall  be  submitted  to  the  min- 
ister, prepared  upon  a  certain  scale  to  be 
approved  of  by  the  minister.  The  minister 
Mr.  BARKER. 


is  'the  responsible  party  in  this  ;  he  is  res- 
ponsible to  the  people  and  the  reference  is 
to  the  minister  as  specified  and  laid  down 
by  this  Act.  It  is  a  reference  to  the  min- 
ister as  representing  the  people  and  not  to 
parliament  itself.  That  map  has  to  be  ac- 
companied by  an  application  in  duplicate 
requesting  the  minister's,  approval  of  the 
general  location  as  shown  on  the  map.  Sub- 
section 3  provides  that  :— 

Before  approving  such  map  and  location  the 
minister  may,  subject  to  the  Special  Act,  make 
such  changes  and  alterations  therein  as  he  may 
deem  expedient. 

From  the  whole  tenor  of  the  legislation  as 
contained  in  this  Act  a  personal  duty  is 
imposed  upon  the  hon.  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals.  We  have  passed  that 
Act  as  an  Act  of  parliament  We  have  not 
stipulated  that  before  making  any  changes 
the  minister  must  submit  these  plans  or  be 
advised  by  parliament  In  regard  to  them, 
but  we  have  placed  that  direct  and  specific 
act  as  it  is  laid  down  here,  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  minister.  It  may  or  may  not 
be  that  it  is  good  policy  for  the  minister 
to  give  these  plans  to  the  public  after  he 
receives  them  and  before  any  alterations 
are  made,  if  alterations  are  to  be  made. 
That  Is  a  matter  upon  which  there  may  be 
;t  difference  of  opinion,  and  a  very  honest 
difference  of  opinion.  The  minister  is  justi- 
fied in  interpreting  the  law  strictly  and  in 
giving  the  reasons  why,  in  his  opinion,  he. 
should  not  submit  these  maps  to  the  public, 
or  make  them  public,  before  he  has  finally 
determined  as  to  whether  he  shall  or  shall 
not  approve  of  the  location.  I  can  conceive 
of  a  very  extraordinary  condition  arising  in 
reference  particularly  to  the  western  ter- 
minus. We  know  in  the  west  and  I  fancy 
every  one  In  the  east  knows,  that  we  have 
certain  points  at  which  this  railway  may  be 
expected  to  establish  its  terminal  on  the 
Pacific  coast.  It  may  be  at  one  place  or  it 
may  be  at  another.  The  plan  as  prepared 
may  propose  a  specific  point  which  may  not 
be  the  proper  point  in  the  estimation  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and 
which  may,  therefore,  be  changed.  What 
would  be  the  position  supposing  these  plans, 
before  being  approved,  were  given  out  to 
the  public  ?  What  would  take  place  ?  We 
know  there  are  capitalists  and  townsite 
promoters  who  are  most  anxious  to  find  out 
where  the  Pacific  coast  terminal  shall  be. 
Supposing  the  plans  were  made  public,  they 
would  take  the  chance  of  plotting  certain 
areas  of  land  and  put  them  on  the  market, 
and  the  public  would  invest  their  money  in 
them.  Suppose  that  the  minister  should 
then  say  :  I  cannot  approve  of  this  location, 
as  I  do  not'  consider  it  a  proper  location  for 
the  terminus  of  this  road.  What  becomes  of 
the  money  of  the  public  ?  I  say  that  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  these  plans 
should  not  be  disclosed,  at  least  in  my 
opinion,  arguing  it  from  my  own  point  of 
view.   I  may  be  wrong  and  other  hon.  gen- 
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tlemen  who  differ  from  me  may  be  right, 
but  I  say  that  I  believe  it  is  not  in  the  pub- 
lic interest,  more  especially  In  regard  to  the 
western  terminus,  until  these  plans  have 
been  approved  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals,  in  whose  hands  the  approval 
lies,  and  I  believe  it  is  in  the  public  in- 
terest that  the  minister  should  take  the 
course  which  he  is  taking  at  the  present 
time. 

In  regard  to  the  line  from  Winnipeg  to 
Port  Arthur  or  Fort  William,  I  presume 
that  will  be  a  branch  of  the  main  line  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific ;  and  if  I  am 
right  in  what  I  have  said,  subsection  4 
covers  the  case  there,  to  my  mind,  Just  as 
fully  as  it  does  that  of  the  main  line,  be- 
cause subsection  4  says  that : 

The  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
only  apply  to  the  main  line  and  to  the  branch 
lines  over  'six  miles  in  length. 

Therefore,  I  do  not  think  there  can  be 
any  difference  in  applying  it  as  to  the  ter- 
minus on  the  Pacific  coast  and  applying  it 
as  to  the  branch  lines  over  six  miles  in 
length. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto). 
This  is  an  Interesting  question,  and  when  the 
discussion  was  commenced  I  had  not  made 
up  my  mind  in  reference  to  it.  I  have  been 
following  the  discussion  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest.  Now,  I  will  tell  you.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, the  way  it  looks  to  me.  In  the  first 
place,  is  there  anything  by  law  made  secret 
in  reference  to  these  plans  1  Here  is  a  cer- 
tain company  which  is  obliged  by  the  law 
to  make  out  a  plan  and  hand  it  to  the  min- 
ister. There  is  nothing  within  the  covers 
of  the  law  that  prevents  that  company  mak- 
ing out  any  other  plan.  It  may  make  out  a 
hundred  plans  ;  it  is  not  prevented  from 
doing  it  by  the  law.  It  can  give  one  plan 
to  one  man.  another  plan  to  another,  and 
distribute  them  as  it  pleases.  There  is  no 
prohibition  ;  there  is  no  penalty.  This  law 
does  not  contemplate  legal  secrecy  by  the 
company.  What  is  the  object  of  the  law  ? 
It  is  simply  to  prevent  a  company  from 
building  any  line  that  it  may  lay  out  unless 
that  line  has  the  approval  of  the  proper 
authorities.  That  is  all.  If  the  law  bound 
the  company  to  secrecy,  so  that  it  should 
only  make  one  plan  and  hand  that  plan  to 
the  minister,  and  proceed  no  further  and  do 
nothing  else  until  that  plan  were  approved, 
I  could  see  that  there  was  something  in  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Galliher). 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  In  doing  that  the  com- 
pany takes  the  risk  of  this  plan  it  hands  to 
the  minister,  and  of  the  other  plans  it  may 
hand  out  in  any  other  way,  being  rejected 
by  the  minister. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Certainly,  that  is  right. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  If  the  company  should 
do  as  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests,  and  if 
the  minister  should  not  approve  of  the  plan, 


it  would  be  embarrassing  to  those  who  In- 
vested their  money  on  the  strength  of  the 
plan  which  they  had  received. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  quite  see  the 
strength  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  argument. 
However,  that  is  his  argument.  He  says  that 
|  from  his  point  of  view.  I  think  i  have 
(  made  one  thing  clear  to  the  House,  and  it 
Is  that  there  is  no  secrecy  contemplated  or 
ordered  by  the  Act,  and  consequently  the 
motive  of  this  Act  is  not  to  prevent  the 
public  from  getting  hold  of  the  profiles  and 
plans.  The  motive  of  the  Act  is  entirely  a 
different  one.  It  is  to  prevent  a  railway 
company  from  building  along  a  line  and  to 
terminii  which  do  not  have  the  approval  of 
the  government  or  the  approval  of  the  pro- 
per authorities.  That  is  the  sole  reason 
why  the  plans  and  profiles  are  deposited 
with  the  minister  and  for  the  minister's 
approval. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  the  company  could 
file  a  plan  to-day  and  then  to-morrow  file 
other  plans.  The  statute  says  that  they  are 
only  to  file  a  plan  and  map  of  their  proposed 
route.  Now,  having  done  that,  because  they 
must  act  within  the  statute,  do  they  not  ex- 
haust their  statutory  powers  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  minister  has  mis- 
understood me  entirely.  I  said  that  the  law 
contemplates  that  they  shall  file  the  plan. 
The  law  contemplates  that  they  shall  file 
only  one  plan,  but  the  law  does  not  forbid 
them  giving  copies  of  that  plan  to  all  crea- 
tion if  they  wish.   That  is  all  I  said. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  misunderstood  my 
hon.  friend. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  quite  agree  with  the  min- 
ister when  they  tile  the  plans  once  they  ex- 
haust their  right  to  file  again,  but  we  differ 
as  to  the  reason  why  they  file  them.  He 
seems  to  think  that  they  file  the  plans  in  or- 
der that  the  public  should  not  know  ;  I  be- 
lieve they  file  them  that  they  may  get  the  ap- 
proval of  the  minister.  That  is  not  for  the 
protection  of  the  public  in  auy  way  nor  for 
the  protection  of  the  company. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  And  until  that  approval 
is  had  there  is  no  authentic  plan. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  So  far  as  the  plans  and  pro- 
files are  concerned,  these  can  be  given  to  the 
world  ;  they  can  be  printed  in  the  news- 
papers, and  as  a  mutter  of  fact  they  are  all 
over  Canada  to-day.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
lloyee)  has  given  certain  information  about 
it  ;  I  know  of  my  own  know  ledge  that  these 
plans  for  months  have  been  before  import- 
ant bodies  in  this  country  and  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  every  detail.  The  public  can  get 
them  from  the  Grand  Trunk  authorities  if 
the  Grand  Trunk  authorities  see  lit  to  give 
tbem. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.    They  will  not  see  fit. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  There  Is  no  prohibition 
against  them  giving  them,  and  the  (act  is 
they  are  public  property  to  a  greater  or 
lesser  extent. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  does  not  relieve 
the  department. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  law  puts  the  duty  on 
the  minister  to  approve  of  these  plans  as  it 
does,  why  has  he  locked  them  up  and  kept 
them  for  eight  months  without  taking  action? 
A  stroug  argument  In  favour  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific   was   that  time  would  not 
wait,  that   there  was  urgent  haste,  and 
after   the   money   is  voted   and   the' elec- 
tions  are  over,    the  minister  quietly  puts 
the   plans  under   seal,  forgets  all  about 
them,  or    cannot    find   time   to  approve 
or   disapprove   of   them.     He   says  he 
does  that  on  the  ground  of  principle  and  of 
public  interest.  What  does  he  mean  by  pub- 
lic interest  ?   Does  he  mean  the  Interest  of , 
the  speculator  ?    If  Tom  Jones  buys  land  ] 
on  what  he  thinks  will  be  the  approved  lo- 
cation, and  if  Tom  Jones  misses  it,  that  Is 
not  the  public  interest.    Jones  makes  the  j 
speculation  knowing  that  the  plans  have  not  | 
the  minister's  signature,  and  people  are  tak- 
ing that  risk  to-day.   If  the  minister  brings  j 
down  the  plans  aud  says  they  are  not  ap  i 
proved  they  are  Just  as  much  n  speculation  1 
as  they  were  before,  but  what  public  interest  j 
is  hurt  ?   If  speculators  take  the  chances  of 
the  minister  approving  that  is  a  matter  for  | 
the  speculator,  but  it  is  not  any  detriment  to  > 
the  public  Interest.  I 

Mr.  EMMERSOX.  What  public  interest' 
would  be  benefited  by  bringing  down  copies 
of  plans  which  are  of  no  value  until  they  are  ' 
approved?  There  is  no  connection  made  be- 1 
tweeu  the  company  and  the  department  until  • 
the  sign  manual  of  the  minister  or  of  the  I 
(ioveruor  in  Council  is  had  ;  until  that,  it \ 
is  in  the  air.  j 

Mr.  FOSTER.     When  parliament  asks ! 
the  minister  for  papers  that  are  in  his  pos- 1 
session,  as  the  servant  of  parliament  he  has 
to  give  a  good  reason  why  he  shall  not  bring  1 
them  down.   The  minister  simply  says  :    I  j 
cannot  bring  them  down  because  it  is  against 
principle  and  against  public  Interest.  He  has 
not  shown  what  public  Interest  would  be  1 
hurt  or  what  principle  would  be  violated  ; ! 
he  simply  repeats  that  it  Is  against  principle 
and  the  public  interest.    If  parliament,  as  1 
1:1s  master,  asks  him  to  lay  a  certain  docu- 1 
went  on  the  table  of  the  House,  the  onus  is 
on  the  minister  to  show  how  it  is  against  i 
the  public  interest,  and  it  is  no  justification  , 
for  him  simply  to  reiterate  the  statement ' 
without  proving  it.    There  Is  a  difference  i 
between  the  general  public  and  the  public  I 
as  represented  by  the  House  of  Commons.  If 
n  man  walks  in  from  the  outside  and  asks 
the  minister  for  permission  to  look  at  these 
plans,  the  minister  would  be  perfectly  Justi- 
fied in  saying:  I  have  not  approved  of  them 
Mr.  GALL.IHER. 


and  they  would  simply  lead  you  astray; 
but  parliament  bears  the  expense  and  is  mas- 
ter of  the  situation  and  the  minister  must 
give  a  strong  reason  as  to  how  it  is  against 
public  Interest  before  he  refuses  to  submit 
these  documents  to  parliament.  The  minis- 
ter has  asked  why  parliament  should  know. 
Well,  suppose  the  shareholders  of  the  com- 
pany meet  the  directors  knowing  the  direc- 
tors have  certain  information,  the  share- 
Lolders  have  the  right  to  ask  for  that,  infor- 
mation and  the  directors  are  bound  to  give  it- 
In  a  way  the  ministers  are  the  directors  and 
the  representative  of  the  people  in  parlia- 
ment are  the  shareholders.  They  are  heavily 
interested  shareholders,  not  merely  In  a  mat- 
ter of  public  policy,  but  as  supplying  the 
money,  and  they  are  absolute  partners,  build- 
ing a  large  portion  of  a  railroad,  a  mile  of 
which  they  would  not  build  unless  the  whole 
when  completed  was  so  located  that  it  would 
serve  the  best  interests  of  the  Dominion.  It 
is  the  partners  to-night  that  ask  for  the  in- 
formation and  they  say  to  their  servant : 
You  have  had  that  information  for  eight 
months,  you  have  never  done  anything  with 
it,  perhaps  we  could  give  you  some  valuable 
suggestions,  but  any  way  as  partners  and 
shareholders  we  have  a  right  to  know  what 
it.  is. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Parliament  did  not 
make  us  partners  In  sharing  the  responsibil- 
ity as  to  the  approval  of  the  plans ;  the 
law  makes  that  personal  to  the  minister. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Parliament  Is  not  asking 
you  to  forego  your  duty  to  approve  of  the 
plans  which  the  law  casts  upon  you.  We 
simply  say  that  you  have  been  guilty  of  un- 
pardonable delay  in  locking  these  plans  up 
for  eight  months  without  doing  the  duty  the 
law  places  on  you.  No  man  who  understands 
constitutional  practise  or  the  rights  of  par- 
liament would  deny  the  absolute  right  of 
parliament  to  make  the  minister  bring  down 
the  papers  which  be  has  in  his  possession. 
No  international  question  Involving  grave 
consequences  Is  hidden  herein;  it  is  simply  a 
question  of  practical  business.  And  now,  to 
answer  the  question  as  to  what  good  Is  to  be 
served  by  it,  the  minister  will  not  contend 
that  he  has  more  wisdom  than  parliament. 
He  says,  I  am  keeping  ray  hand  on  the  plans 
until  I  approve  of  them — what  for  ?  To  fix 
as  far  as  I  can  fix  for  ever,  the  location, 
terminals,  main  lines,  branches,  everything. 
Is  nobody  Interested  in  these  things  but  the 
minister  ?  Is  not  the  parliament  quite  as 
wise  as  the  minister  ?  Bring  down  the 
plans,  and  it  may  be  that  parliament  will 
have  something  to  say  as  to  the  location  of 
the  terminals  on  her  western  coast.  It  cer- 
tainly has  the  right  to  assume  that  It  would 
be  as  wise  about  the  location  as  a  single 
man.  and  that,  representing  all  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  it  might  be  wiser  than  the  single 
man,  its  servant. 
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Mr.  GALLIHER.  Why  does  parliament 
give  the  right  to  the  single  man? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Parliament  gives  to  the 
single  man  the  duty  of  approving,  always,  as 
in  every  other  case  of  ministerial  responsi- 
bility, under  the  idea  that  parliament  is 
over  and  above  the  minister.  If  the  minis- 
ter will  not  do  his  duty,  and  for  eight  months 
refuses  to  do  it,  that  of  itself  is  quite  reason 
enough  why  parliament  should  say,  let  the 
plans  be  brought  down  that  we  may  have  a 
look  at  them  and  may  be  give  good  advice! 
to  the  minister.  But  on  the  ground  of  con- 
stitutional practice  and  right,  how  can  the 
minister  or  his  government  refuse  to  give 
to  parliament  the  documents  that  are  there? 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  question  about 
it  at  all.  and  the  minister  has  certainly  not 
given  any  grounds  of  public  interest  which 
would  be  strong  enough  to  substantially 
prevent  their  being  brought  down;  at  least 
I  have  not  heard  them  so  far. 

Mr.  HAUGHTOX  LENNOX  (South  Siin- 
coe).  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  been  a  little 
over-balanced  as  regards  the  number  of 
lawyers  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Probably,  having  reference  to 
the  argument  which  the  hon.  member 
from  Kootenay  (Mr.  Galliher)  addressed  to 
the  House  in  reference  to  the  statute,  it  may 
not  be  improper  to  refer  for  a  moment  or 
two  to  the  subject  under  discussion.  Now, 
the  point  seems  to  be  just  this:  There  is 
nothing  in  the  statute  that  says  there  is  to 
be  any  secrecy  about  these  proceedings; 
there  is  no  law  which  makes  it  so,  and  it  IS 
therefore  a  question  whether  it  is  better 
that  the  public  business  should  be  trans- 
acted in  secret,  or  that,  so  far  as  it  is  con- 
venient and  easy,  it  should  be  transacted  in 
the  open.  What  the  motion  is  asking  is  that 
parliament,  being  now  assembled,  and  being 
interested  in  this  matter,  the  representatives 
of  the  people  shall  have  a  right  to  look  over 
what  is  now  before  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways, and  if  these  representatives  can  give 
any  suggestions  or  advice  which  may  be 
usefully  followed,  the  minister  shall  have 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  them.  I  am  glad 
the  hon.  member  for  Kootenay  has  referred 
to  the  statute.  There  is  nothing  very  new 
in  that  statute.  Section  122  does  not  enact 
a  new  law.  We  had  that  section  substanti- 
ally in  1888;  we  had  it  before  that,  for  how 
long  I  do  not  know,  but  it  is  well  enough 
to  look  at  this  section  and  see  just  where 
we  are: 

The  company  shall  prepare  a  map  showing 
the  general  location  of  the  proposed  line  ot 
railway,  the  termini,  and  the  principal  towns 
and  places  through  which  the  railway  is  to 
pass,  giving  the  names  thereof,  the  railways, 
navigable  streams  and  tide  water,  if  any,  to 
be  crossed  by  the  railway,  and  such  as  may  be 
within  a  radius  of  thirty  miles  of  the  proposed 
railway. 

When  we  pay  attention  to  the  wording  of 
this  section,  does  it  require  any  elaborate 


argument  to  convlce  the  minister  that  it  Is 
important  in  the  interest  of  the  public,  is  It 
not  abundantly  clear  that  it  is  incumbent  on 
the  minister  to  make  'the  railway  application 
known  as  soon  as  possible  ?  Why,  Sir, 
could  anything  be  more  monstrous  than 
the  proposition  that  this  railway  may 
be  proposing  to  cross  another  railway  or 
a  navigable  river  in  a  way  most  detri- 
mental to  the  public  interest,  and  that  until 
the  matter  Is  finally  decided  by  the  minister, 
he  Is  to  keep  it  a  secret  to  himself,  and  the 
public  is  to  have  no  knowledge  of  It  ?  If 
what  the  minister  says  In  regard  to  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House  is  true,  it  must  be  true, 
also  with  regard  to  another  railway  which 
this  railway  proposes  to  cross,  and  yet,  If  the 
minister  is  correct,  he  has  to  lock  up  the 
plan  in  his  department,  and  seal  it  so  that 
nobody  can  see  it.  The  other  railways  that 
are  interested  can  know  nothing  about  it, 
and  only  when  he  has  finally  decided  it  is 
to  become  public.  I  submit  that  instead  of 
it  being  a  matter  of  good  policy  to  keep  this 
matter  a  secret,  it  is  absolutely  incumbent,  In 
the  great  majority  of  instances,  such  as  those 
I  have  referred  to,  to  make  it  known.  In 
the  case  of  the  railway  crossing  a  navig- 
able river,  it  would  be  most  important  that 
the  public,  who  are  interested  In  the  locality, 
and  who  knows  It  as  the  minister  cannot, 
should  be  able  to  come  and  say:  Where  it 
is  proposed  to  cross  this  river  is  the  most 
unsuitable  place  that  could  be  selected;  we 
can  point  out  another  and  much  better  place. 
There  may  be  great  public  Interests  to  be 
served  by  the  line  going  in  a  different  direc- 
tion from  what  you  propose.  Then,  it  is 
provided  that  there  shall  be  an  application 
for  the  approval  of  the  map.  That  is  to  be 
public  and  not  private,  I  presume,  and  the 
parties  interested  may  be  heard  on  that  ap- 
plication. An  application  does  not  mean,  I 
submit,  something  done  In  a  hole  or  corner 
in  the  dark,  behind  the  public,  but  something 
that  is  open  and  above  board.  When  that 
application  is  made,  all  parties  who  are  in- 
terested come  and  make  their  representa- 
tions before  the  minister,  and  whether  he  is 
bound  to  follow  these  representations  or  not. 
he  is  bound  to  hear  them.  That  is  the  second 
step.  The  third  step  is  to  approve  of  the 
map  or  its  alteration,  if  he  thinks  it  should 
be  altered,  as  provided  for  in  the  statute. 
When  that  is  approved,  the  fourth  step  is 
then  taken  and  the  completed  plan— not 
map — and  profiles  book  of  reference  are  filed 
with  the  department  and  become  binding. 
It  is  unfortunate  that  this  administration 
has  taken  to  itself  the  idea  that  they  must 
net  in  secret,  that  they  must  form  their 
opinions  in  secret,  and  then  push  through 
their  decisions  by  strength  of  numbers. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman contend  that  the  approval  cannot 
be  ex  parte  but  jnust  be  upon  notice  ? 

Mr.  LENNOX.  I  do  not  say  that  the  ap- 
proval cannot  be  ex  parte,  but  I  say  that 
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the  statute  contemplates  tbat  it  shall  not 
be  in  secret.  In  tbe  case  of  crossing  a 
navigable  river  or  another  railway  or 
through  a  thickly  populated  district.  It  is  not 
to  be  secret,  and  it  would  not  be  In  the 
public  interest  that  it  should  be.  In  the 
cases  I  have  mentioned,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  hear  the  parties  interested  before 
coming  to  a  final  determination. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  Does  the  statute  con- 
template that  before  a  minister  decides  to 
approve  or  disapprove  a  plan,  he  must  give 
a  bearing  to  parties  interested  throughout 
the  country  ? 

Mr.  LENNOX.   There  must  be  some  dis- 
cretion left  to  the  minister.    If  you  are  go- 
ing through  an  open  prairie,  where  there 
is  little  or  no  settlement,  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  expect  the  minister  to  con- 
suit  every  farmer  across  whose  land  the 
line  might  run.   But  in  the  case  of  crossing  j 
a  navigable  stream  or  another  railway  or  | 
through  a  thickly  settled  district,  town  or 
city,  the  public  interest  demands  that  the  ! 
public  should  have  some  means  of  making  It-  '< 
self  heard  before  a  decision  is  to  come.  How  , 
long  is  the  minister  to  keep  these  plans 
secret?    Does  he  mean  to  say  that  when  ' 
he  has  these  plans  before  him  for  months,  j 
he  has  the  right  to  refuse  to  give  parlia-  J 
ment  any  knowledge  of  them?   It  seems  to  j 
me  that  the  public  interest  would  be  much  J 
better    served   by    having   these    papers , 
brought  down  now  and  letting  the  public  , 
know  what  is  going  on  than  by  keeping ; 
them  secret  and  allowing  the  railway  com- 1 
pany  to  give  information  about  them  to ; 
speculators  so  as  to  enable  these  specula- 
tors to  get  in  on  the  ground  floor. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES  (Victoria).    At  the 
time  this  Act  was  being  passed  to  which 
my  hou.  friend  from  Siincoe  (Mr.  Lennox) 
has  referred,  the  chief  argument  advanced  j 
in  its  favour  was  that  these  plans  should  : 
be  made  public  so  that  the  people  along 
the  various  lines  might  know  where  the ; 
terminals  were  to  be  and  take  action  to : 
have  their  location  changed,  if  they  were 
not  located  where  they  ought  to  be  in  the 
public    interest.     The    bon.    member  for 
Kootenay  <Mr.  Galliher)  himself  cited  an 
instance  in  which  a  railway  company  gave 
some  little  town  along  its  line  the  go-by 
and  built  their  station  away  outside  of  it 
in  order  to  play  into   the    hands  of   the . 
speculators  or  gratify  some  grudge  against : 
the  people  of  that  town.  1 

Mr.  ("ALL1HEU.  In  that  case  it  was  a| 
town  established  by  the  government  and  i 
which  the  government  should  protect.  i 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  That  makes  no' 
difference:  it  only  proves  my  point.  The  | 
chief  argument  advanced  in  favour  of  the  ! 
clause  referred  to.  is  that  it  was  in  the  pub-  J 
lie  interest  that  the  public  should  know  ' 
Mr.  LENNOX. 


where  these  stations  and  crossings  should 
be,  so  that  they  might  agitate  to  have  them 
changed,  if  desirable,  before  the  plans  were 
confirmed. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  map  and  plan 
generally  filed  for  the  approval  of  the  min- 
ister is  simply  the  general  route.  The  ques- 
tion of  locating  the  stations  and  of  special 
location  comes  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Railway  Commission. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  Railway  Com- 
mission was  not  In  existence  when  this  law 
was  passed. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    Oh,  yes  it  was. 

Mr.  A.  C.  BOYCE  (West  Algoma).  I  wish 

to  point  out,  Mr.  Speaker  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  BOYCE.  I  could  point  out  one  hon. 
member  on  the  other  side  now  calling  out 
question,*  who  seems  to  occupy  his  place, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  largely  as  what  Is  com- 
monly known  as  a  '  rooter.'  He  has  heard 
no  portion  of  this  debate  ;  he  has  been  In 
the  House  but  a  few  moments  ;  yet  he  in- 
terrupts the  discussion  of  this  subject  by 
gentlemen  who  have  given  It  careful  atten- 
tion by  crying  '  question.'  I  was  proceeding 
to  say  that  the  Minister  of  Railways  takes 
his  ground — and  it  seems  a  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary one — that,  whereas  the  depositing 
of  a  map  or  plan  in  his  department  by  a  rail- 
way company,  which  may  traverse  Dominion 
lands,  navigable  streams  or  tidal  waters, 
whereas  that  plan  may  be  deposited  in  his 
department,  and  is  only  subject  to  his  ap- 
proval, no  hou.  member  of  this  House  has 
any  right  to  raise  his  voice  and  call  for  the 
production  of  that  plan  in  order  that  the 
course  of  that  line  may  be  determined  and 
may  be  the  subject  of  discussion  on  the 
tioor  of  this  House  until,  forsooth, 
that  plan  has  been  approved  and  made 
binding  and  tiled  in  the  department  as  tbe 
actual  location  of  that  railway.  And,  if  that 
be  his  position — and  I  cannot  take  any  other 
meaning  from  the  proposition  he  lays  down 
— then  it  is  an  absolutely  untenable  and — I 
say  with  great  respect  for  the  minister  and 
only  with  regard  to  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion— absurd  proposition,  having  regard 
to  the  law  as  it  stands.  It  must  be  clear  to 
every  hon.  member  of  this  House  that,  from 
the  very  inception  of  the  plan  of  a  projected 
railway  until  it  is  tiled  in  the  registry  office, 
it  must  be  a  public  act.  Otherwise  it  could 
not  be  the  subject  of  a  statutory  enactment 
or  be  made  the  subject  of  approval  and 
criticism  that  is  provided  for  in  this  Act. 
Is  the  minister  alone,  without  advice  from 
parliament  or  bis  colleagues,  to  judge  of  the. 
course  of  that  line  ?  Is  he  to  be  alone  the 
judge  of  the  navigable  rivers  and  streams, 
the  Dominion  public  lands  and  the  provincial 
public  lands  which  it  shall  traverse  in  its 
course  ?  Surely  the  minister  cannot  read 
in  section  122  any  such  meaning  as  that. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


! 


2S37 


MARCH  20,  1905 


2838 


when  the  very  words  used  In  the  Act  them- 
selves negative  any  such  meaning. 

But,  Sir,  the  matter  has  been  much  de- 
bated, and  I  do  not  desire  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  further  pressing  my 
views.  The  question  is,  the  minister  having 
*  sealed  these  plans,  when  does  he  propose  to 
unseal  them?  On  the  2nd  of  August  and  on 
the  12th  of  December  he  tells  us  applica- 
tions were  made— not  that  the  filing  of  the 
plans  took  place  on  these  dates,  but  that 
applications  were  then,  made— to  approve  the 
plans.  And,  answering  a  question,  he  says 
they  have  not  been  approved  of  because  it 
U  premature  to  approve  of  them.  Yet,  by 
the  terms  of  this  enactment,  this  national 
transcontinental  line  we  see  by  section 
8  of  the  agreement,  the  construction 
cannot  be  commenced,  and  the  time 
does  not  commence  to  run  until  the 
hon.  gentleman  sees  fit  to  approve  of 
these  plans  so  carefully  sealed  up  in 
the  department,  as  he  thinks.  What 
does  that  mean  ?  Is  it  possible  that  it  Is 
premature  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  con- 
sider the  plans  because  he  does  not  want 
the  time  to  run  for  construction  ?  If  there 
is  a  reasonable  suspicion,  from  the  circum- 
stances, that  that  is  the  case,  is  it  compe- 
tent or  not  competent  for  parliament  to  in- 
quire into  the  matter  and  to  call  for  the 
plans  which  the  minister  admits  are  the 
subject  of  application  for  approval  and 
which,  after  eight  months  have  rolled  by, 
are  still  under  seal  and  have  not  even  been 
considered  by  him  ?  Is  it  competent  or  not 
competent  for  parliament  to  call  -upon  him 
to  say  why  he  has  not  unsealed  these  plans, 
and  what  is  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
approving  them  ? 

I  am  not  content  to  remain  in  the  some- 
what invidious  position  in  which  the  minis- 
ter leaves  me  with  regard  to  the  statement 
I  made  that  information  concerning  the 
course  of  this  railway  had  filtered  out 
through  his  department  I  desire  to  make 
myself  plain  to  the  minister,  and  hope  that 
he  will  not  misunderstand  me.  I  do  not  say 
for  a  moment  that  the  information  of  which 
I  have  spoken  was  obtained  from  any  other 
source  than  from  the  Department  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals.  That  information  leaked 
out  through  his  department  I  leave  it  for 
the  House  to  say  whether  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  dealt  with  that  assertion  as  made 
this  evening,  and  as  made  on  previous  occa- 
sions, with  the  seriousness  that  he  attri- 
buted to  it,  and  that  the  Prime  Minister 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  and  that  the  Minister 
of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  attributed  to  It 
the  other  afternoon,  when  the  insinuation 
was  first  made  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Emmerson)  called 
upon  me,  as  he  did  when  the  matter  was 
last  under  consideration,  to  specify,  to  give 
the  names  of  persons  and  to  give  the  facts 
which  are  within  my  own  knowledge.  I 
state  now  to  the  .hon.  gentleman,  as  I  think 
I  stated  then,  that  although  I  am  a  young 
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member  of  this  House,  I  have  learned 
enough  of  the  ways  of  the  House,  and  of 
the  necessities  of  the  occasion,  and  of  the 
way  in  which  information  of  that  kind  Is 
made  use  of,  to  know  that  the  assertion 
upon  my  responsibility  as  a  member  is,  at 
any  rate,  enough  for  the  present  until  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  see  fit  to  attach  to  my 
assertion  the  Importance  which  it  deserves, 
and  which  they  admit  it  deserves.  They 
have  called  upon  me  to  retract  that  asser- 
tion. I  say  I  do  not  retract  it  I  say  that 
it  is  a  correct  assertion,  and  that  the  state 
of  affairs  is  as  I  have  given  It.  Whereas 
the  information  contained  in  these  plans  is 
withheld  from  this  House,  and  whereas  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  now  occupies  the  posi- 
tion of  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
states,  in  accordance  with  the  principle  and 
policy  laid  down  by  him,  and  contrary,  I 
believe,  at  least  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act  that 
these  plans  shall  not  be  produced  and  in- 
formation contained  in  them  shall  not  be 
made  public,  the  information  contained  in 
those  plans,  either  through  negligence  or 
by  direct  and  wilful  act  on  the  part  of  some 
one  in  the  department — to  which  I  have 
never  alleged  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Em- 
merson) was  privy — has  leaked  out  that  it 
has  gone  forth  to  the  world  and  has  been 
made  use  of,  and  made  use  of  by  persons 
and  corporations  for  the  very  purpose  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  said,  when  the  matter 
was  first  mentioned,  was  the  reason  the 
plans  were  withheld.  Now,  there  is  a  time 
for  making  these  explanations  ;  there  is  a 
time  and  a  season  for  satisfying  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  I  am  right  and  that  he  is 
mistaken.  He  knows  how  to  proceed ;  he 
knows  the  course  to  follow.  He  can  instruct 
me  in  that  course.  But  I  must  say,  with 
the  utmost  deference  to  the  hon.  gentleman, 
that  I  do  not  agree  with  him  that  it  would 
be  a  proper  parliamentary  course  for  me  to 
adopt— and  I  say  this  with  much  diffidence 
—to  lay  before  him  or  to  state  across  this 
floor,  all  the  particulars  that  have  come  to 
my  knowledge  and  which  afford  the  most 
abundant  evidence,  incontrovertible  evi- 
dence, that  there  has  existed  a  leak  In  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  with 
regard  to  these  sealed-up  plans. 

There  is  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, and  it  Is  a  significant  one,  that  he  was* 
first  told  that  these  plans  had  been  deposi- 
ed.  and  he  was  consulted  In  reference  to 
them  and  was  asked  by  his  deputy  whether 
information  could  be  given  out  with  respect 
to  them.  Why.  Sir.  is  It  possible  that  these 
were  the  only  plans  of  a  railway  that  had  ever 
teen  deposited  in  the  department  and  that 
the  deputy  minister  had  never  seen  before 
a  plan  deposited  in  that  department  and  did 
not  know  the  regulations  ?  If  it  was  a  prin- 
ciple of  the  department  that  nobody  was  to 
be  allowed  to  see  these  plans,  would  it  be 
nwessary  for  the  gentleman  who  has  oc- 
cupied the  position  of  deputy  minister  for  so 
many  years,  to  go  to  his  chief  and  ask  whe- 
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■ther  any  one  could  see  those  plans  ;  «vnd  if 
it  were  necessary  to  ask  that  question,  what 
made  it  necessary,  except  that  some  one  was 
looking  for  information  contained  in  the 
plans  and  had  gone  to  the  deputy  minister 
to  ask  for  the  information,  and  out  of  that 
fact  had  arisen  the  necessity  for  the  inquiry. 
At  what  stage  would  it  be  premature  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  approve  of  these  plana 
or  to  investigate  them  V  Can  it  be  said  to 
he  contemplated  by  section  122  of  the  Rail- 
way Act  that  the  minister,  the  moment  he 
gets  the  plans  that  are  to  be  prepared  under 
that  section,  can  seal  them  up  so  that  neither 
he,  nor  his  colleagues,  nor  parliament,  nor 
the  railway  company  themselves  can  see 
them  or  inspect  them  ?  If  that  be  so  for  a 
period  of  seven  months,  why  may  it  not  be 
so  for  ten  years  ?  I  hope  the  hon  gentle- 
man will  accede  to  the  reasonable  request 
from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  will  show 
cogent  reasons  why,  at  any  rate,  he  should 
not  loosen,  with  regard  to  these  particular 
plans,  that  principle  which  he  says  has  been 
inaugurated  in  his  department,  and  that  be 
will  see  his  way  to  allow  this  motion  to 
pass. 

Mr.  POSTER.  Just  one  word  more,  if 
the  House  will  allow  me.  If  the  First  Min- 
ister were  here  I  would  make  an  appeal  to 
him  with  reference  to  the  principle  involved 
in  this  matter ;  as  he  is  not  here,  and  the 
Minister  of  Finance  I  Imagine,  is  leading 
the  House,  1  will  say  to  him  that  I  think  it 
would  be  a  pity  if  affirmation  were  to  be 
made  that  the  House  assembled  here  has 
not  a  right  to  have  a  document  such  as  this 
brought  down  if  it  wishes  it.  If  this  motion 
is  negatived,  of  course  it  will  affirm  that 
principle.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  to  the  fact  that  I  do  not 
think  any  real  reason  has  been  given  why 
the  public  interest  would  be  harmed  If  they 
were  brought  down  at  once.  Then  if  we 
have  not  a  reason  given,  is  it  not  rather  peri- 
lous to  affirm  a  principle  which  in  effect 
would  be  this,  that  the  House  is  not  master 
of  the  documents  which  one  of  its  servants, 
in  the  form  of  a  member  of  the  government 
has  in  his  possession,  and  has  kept  sealed 
in  his  possession  for  months  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  afraid  that  I  can- 
not agree  with  my  hon.  friend  that  the 
House  Is  about  to  affirm  any  dangerous  prin- 
ciple. Certainly  that  is  not  our  Intention  ; 
nor  is  It  the  intention  of  this  House  to  affirm 
the  principle  that  parliament  has  not  a  right 
to  every  public  document  In  relation  to  all 
public  affairs.  But  it  is  a  question  of  dis- 
cretion. It  Is  a  constant  practice  for  a  min- 
ister, here  and  elsewhere,  when  a  motion  is 
made  for  papers,  to  say  that  in  his  judgment 
It  is  not  wise  to  submit  those  papers  to  the 
House. 


Mr.  FOSTER, 
a  reason  ? 

Mr.  BOTCE. 


Is  that  sufficient  without 


Mr.  FIELDING.  The  minister  has  given 
a  reason.  My  hon.  friend  may  not  accept  the 
reason.  For  myself  I  would  say  that  any  un- 
Unished  transaction  might  not  necessarily 
be  a  proper  matter  to  submit  to  the  House. 
Any  matter  which  is  pending  and  left  un- 
finished might  properly  be  withheld  from  the  * 
knowledge  of  the  public  until  the  discussion 
is  completed.  In  that  aspect  of  the  question, 
tbe  minister  does  not  say  that  the  House  has 
no  right  to  these  papers,  he  simply  says  that 
In  his  Judgment,  and  for  the  reasons  he  has 
given,  he  thinks  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
bring  these  papers  down  at  the  present  time. 
There  is  no  danger  in  affirming  a  principle 
cf  that  character.  We  are  only  affirming 
what  is  done  In  all  parliaments  under  the 
British  system  for  reasons  which,  In  the 
mind  of  the  minister,  he  deems  to  be  suffici- 
ent. Sometimes  hon.  gentlemen  might  re- 
gard them  as  insufficient,  but  that  is  always 
a  matter  of  opinion  and  judgment 

Motion  negatived  on  division. 

PROVINCIAL  AUTONOMY  IN  THU 
NORTHWEST  TERRITORIES— PRE- 
SENTATION OF  DOCUMENTS. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fi- 
nance). The  House  will  hardly  desire  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Orders.  Before 
moving  the  adjournment  if  any  hon.  gentle- 
man has  nothing  else  to  bring  up,  I  desire 
to  submit  some  papers  to  the  House.  I  lay 
ou  the  table  a  copy  of  the  School  Ordinances 
ol"  the  Northwest  Territories,  chaps.  29,  30 
and  31,  passed  in  1901.  I  also  lay  on  the 
teble  a  memorandum  giving  a  summary  of 
legislation  relating  to  subsidies  to  the  pro- 
vinces. These  are  documents  which  have  been 
asked  for  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They 
are  both  printed,  and  will  be  in  the  distri- 
bution office  to-night  or  to-morrow  morning. 
I  have  sufficient  copies  to-night  to  hand  a 
few  around.  I  also  submit-  a  statement 
showing  the  areas  of  the  provisional  dis- 
tricts of  the  Northwest  Territories,  and 
other  information  with  respect  to  lands  In 
the  Northwest  Territories,  numbers  of  set- 
tlers and  so  forth,  these  being  papers  which: 
were  asked  for.  They  are  not  in  printed 
form,  and  I  think  It  would  be  better  to  sus- 
pend the  rule  at  once  and  ask  the  House  to 
agree  to  have  them  printed.  I  would  there- 
fore move  that  the  rule  be  suspended  for  thei 
purpose  of  having  these  printed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  all  ?  Is  there  no- 
thing else  to  come  before  the  House  in  con- 
nection with  the  Northwest  Territories  ? — 
Because  the  First  Minister  promised  that  be- 
fore tbe  sitting  closed  we  would  have  some- 
thing with  regard_to  amendments  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Immediately  on  the  ad- 
journment I  will  send  to  my  hon.  friend  a 
copy  of  the  amendment,  which  will  be  plac- 
ed on  tbe  notice  paper.    I  do  not  think  I 
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need  to  read  it,  but  I  will  furnish  my  hon. 
friend  at  once  with  a  copy. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  ad- 
journed at  11.25  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  March  21,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

VACANCY. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  in- 
form the  House  that  my  attention  having 
been  called,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toron- 
to North,  in  his  place,  to  the  fact  of  the  de- 
mise of  Edward  Frederick  Clarke,  Esq., 
member  for  the  electoral  district  of  Toronto 
Centre,  I  have,  in  accordance  with  section 
8  of  chapter  13  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
Canada,  Issued  my  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out  a  new 
writ  of  election  for  the  said  electoral  dis 
trict. 

THE  TELEPHONE  QUESTION. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Post- 
master General  moved  : 

That  Messrs.  Bergeron  and  Geoftrion  be  ad- 
•ded  to  the  committee  appointed  on  Friday  last 
to  consider  the  telephone  auestion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PACKING    AND    SALE    OF  CERTAIN 
COMMODITIES. 

Bill  (No.  121)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  packing  and  sale  of  staple  commodities 
— Mr.  Fisher— read  the  second  time  and 
House  went  Into  committee  thereon. 

On  section  1— dimensions  of  apple  boxes, 
penalty  ;  certain  packages  excepted. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  regret  that  I  am 
again  obliged  to  enter  my  strongest  protest 
against  the  passage  of  this  Bill  in  the  form 
in  which  it  is  at  present  worded.  I  do  not 
conceive  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
trade  of  Canada  that  the  Bill  should  be  so 
worded.  The  hon.  minister  has  told  the 
House  in  discussing  the  resolution  on  which 
this  Bill  is  founded  that  the  fruit  associa- 
tions of  this  country  have  described  the 
size  of  box  in  which  apples  should  be  pack- 
ed for  export.  I  think  the  minister  should 
have  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House  some 
resolution  of  some  fruit  association  to  show 
us  where  the  authority  came  from  for  fixing 
the  special  size  of  box  which  is  prescribed 
in  this  Bill.  In  sections  of  the  country 
where  the  fruit  industry  is  extensively  car- 
ried on  there  is  a  very  strong  protest  against 
91} 


the,  size  of  box  here  prescribed,  and  it  Is  the 
more  strange  to  me  that  the  hon.  minister 
should  have  given  us  that  information,  in- 
asmuch as  the  gentlemen  from  whom  I 
obtained  information  are  members  of  fruit 
associations,  and  no  doubt  were  present  at 
some  of  those  meetings  when  the  matter  of 
the  size  of  the  apple  box  was  discussed. 
The  difference  between  the  minister  and 
myself  is  this  :  I  have  proposed  that  a  box 
should  be  designated  In  the  Act,  the  size  of 
which  would  be  some  well  known  quantity. 
For  example,  I  suggested  that  the  box  should 
contain  one-quarter  of  a  barrel.  The  stan- 
dard barrel  of  apples  Is  a  well  known  mea- 
sure. In  the  old  country  apples  are  sold  by 
the  barrel,  and  people  there  understand  what 
a  bp.rrel  of  apples  is.  We  have  fixed  by  law 
the  size  of  a  barrel  of  apples  and  the  quan- 
tity is  known  amongst  us — and,  I  believe, 
correctly — as  three  bushels.  If  we  are  going 
to  authorize  the  shipment  of  apples  in  boxes 
containing  less  than  a  barrel,  I  contend  that 
these  boxes  should  contain  some  well  de- 
fined, specific  quantity  that  would  be  well 
understood  by  the  purchaser  In  the  old 
country.  The  box  defined  by  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  is  a  nondescript  box  which 
represents  practically  nothing  specific.  It  is 
not  one-fourth  of  a  barrel ;  it  is  not  one- 
third  of  a  barrel ;  it  is  no  definite  fraction 
of  a  barrel  that  the  people  will  understand. 
It  is  less  than  one-ithird  of  a  barrel  and  it  is 
larger  than  one-quarter  of  a  barrel.  To  my 
mind,  the  box  that  would  hold  one-quarter 
of  a  barrel  would  be  a  very  much  better 
package  than  one  that  contains  no  definite 
fraction  of  a  barrel.  When  this  matter  was 
last  discussed,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
almost  insinuated  that  my  object  in  advocat- 
ing a  smaller  box  was  that  the  shippers  in  this 
country  might  take  advantage  of  the  buyers 
In  the  old  country  and  sell  them  a  smaller 
quantity  with  a  view  of  enhancing  the 
price.  I  had  no  Buch  intention  or  thought, 
but  I  do  tell  the  minister  that  the  use  of  the 
box  which  he  has  described  will  have  the 
effect  of  defrauding  the  people  of  the  old 
country.  The  purchaser  will  naturally  ask 
how  much  there  is  in  the  box,  and  he  will 
be  told  it  is  a  bushel,  or  one-third  of  a  bar- 
rel, when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  not 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  How  much  is  it  short  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  It  Is  very  consider- 
ably short.  The  minister  shakes  his  head, 
but  I  can  tell  him  that  be  is  all  wrong  ;  he 
has  taken  his  information  from  young  men, 
who  have  not  the  experience  of  practical  men 
in  the  business,  who  have  investigated  the 
matter.  Three  boxes  of  the  size  prescribed 
in  this  Bill  will  not  fill  a  barrel ;  a  fact 
which  has  been  demonstrated  by  practical 
test.  The  box  which  the  minister  proposes 
will  contain  the  contents  in  cubic  Inches  of 
one-third  of  a  barrel,  but  he  forgets  that 
there  is  much  waste  of  space  when  you 
pack  three  or  four  packages  instead  of 
one  barrel,  there  being  a  large  amount 
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of  space  in  each  package  that  Is  not 
filled  and  you  would  require  three  packages, 
each  containing  a  larger  cubic  space 
than  exactly  one-third  of  a  barrel,  to  give 
the  quantity  of  fruit  that  would  go  Into  one 
barrel.  There  is  where  the  difference  comes 
in,  and  whether  the  package  is  square  or 
round  it  matters  not  In  the  section 
of  the  country  in  which  1  live  the 
people  have  practically  tested  this.  They 
commenced  with  a  large  box  and  they 
kept  reducing  it  in  size  until  they  discovered 
a  box  that  would  practically  hold  exactly 
one  fourth  of  a  barrel.  The  minister  has 
failed  to  make  allowance  for  the  greater 
waste  of  space  In  three  smaller  packages 
as  compared  with  one  large  package.  It  is 
not  a  good  plan  for  us  to  legalize  what  I 
call  a  nondescript  box  ;  a  box  that  will  not 
hold  one-third  of  a  barrel  and  which  holds 
more  than  one-fourth  of  a  barrel.  If  the 
seller  tells  the  buyer  that  this  package  con- 
tains one-third  of  a  barrel  that  statement 
Is  untrue.  It  contains  the  cubic  capacity 
of  one-third  of  a  barrel  but  it  does  not  con- 
tain one-third  of  the  quantity  of  apples 
that  would  go  into,  a  barrel  and  so  a  fraud 
will  be  perpetrated.  I  again  appeal  to 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that  he  should 
not  destroy  the  trade,  because  the  adoption 
of  this  box  will  certainly  have  that  effect. 
In  a  couple  of  years  the  people  of  the  old 
land  will  discover  that  a  fraud  is  being  prac- 
ticed upon  them  ;  that  they  are  not  getting 
the  quantity  of  apples  they  expected  to  get, 
and  consequently  the  Canadian  apple  trade 
will  be  injuriously  affected.  Surely  the 
minister  can  avail  himself  of  further  in- 
formation for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
size  of  a  box  that  will  contain  exactly  what 
it  is  represented  to  contain.  I  believe  that 
the  box  which  the  minister  proposes  is  too 
large,  and  I  would  rather  favour  a  reduction 
In  Its  size.  If  the  minister  prescribes  a  box 
that  will  contain  a  full  quarter  of  a  barrel, 
it  would  be  very  much  better  for  the  apple 
trade  generally,  This  package,  which  the 
minister  provides  for  in  the  Bill,  Is  going 
to  be  detrimental  to  the  apple  shippers  as  a 
whole,  and  it  Is  going  to  be  peculiarly  detri- 
mental to  those  in  my  section  of  the  country 
who  now  use  a  box  of  a  certain  size,  and  who 
will  have  to  change  the  size  of  the  box  and 
educate  the  people  of  the  old  country  up  to 
the  change  from  the  now  customary  sized 
box.  I  trust  the  minister  will  not  press  the 
measure  without  satisfying  himself  that  the 
box  he  prescribes  does  contain  one-third 
of  a  barrel,  and  that  It  Is  therefore  such  a 
box  as  can  be  used  without  giving  any  un- 
fair advantage  either  to  the  buyer  or  to 
the  seller. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  do  not  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  from  Halton,  that  this  Bill, 
is  going  to  injure  the  trade  of  the  country. 
I  understand  that  this  box  is  exactly  one- 
third  of  a  barrel,  but  that  when  you  empty 
a  barrel  of  apples  Into  three  of  these  boxes 
Mr.  HENDERSON. 


they  would  contain  about  three  ordinary 
sized  apples  less  than  the  contents  of  the- 
barrel.  That  would  not  be  a  very  serious, 
injury  to  the  trade.  The  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture deserves  a  great  deal  of  credit  for 
introducing  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  I  have  had 
a  great  deal  of  experience  in  furnishing  pack- 
ages in  which  to  ship  apples,  and  I  know 
that  during  the  last  few  years  the  apple- 
trade  has  been  Injuriously  affected  because- 
of  the  defective  barrels  in  which  the  apples- 
were  shipped.  The  barrel  when  It  Is  dry 
is  taken  into  the  orchard,  and,  if  it  gets  wet 
the  staves  swell,  the  hoops  burst  and  the- 
barrel  is  liable  to  fall  to  pieces.  Last 
year  many  apple  barrels  were  made  out 
of  green  timber,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
when  they  reached  the  old  country  many 
of  them  were  broken  to  pieces.  That  in- 
jures the  sale  of  our  fruit  in  the  old  country, 
and  therefore  I  say  that  the  minister  is  to- 
be  congratulated  on  attempting  to  provide 
a  proper  package.  In  the  contraction  of 
boxes  it  matters  very  little  whether  the- 
material  is  dry  or  green,  because  when 
properly  put  together  the  box  is  not  liable 
to  be  broken,  and  besides  that,  boxes  will 
pack  closer  than  barrels  on  ship-board,  the- 
consequence  of  which  is  that  they  will  oc- 
cupy less  space  and  the  freight  rates  on  ap- 
ples will  be  less  than  they  are  to-day.  I 
think,  therefore,  this  proposition,  Instead  of 
being  an  Injury,  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  the  trade. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  hon.  member  for 
Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  has  appealed  to 
me  not  to  put  this  Bill  through.  He  says 
I  have  spoken  of  resolutions  which  he  has 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  or 
seeing.  I  have  those  resolutions  under  my 
hand,  and  I  will  take  the  opportunity  of 
reading  them  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

The  fruit  growers  of  British  Columbia, 
where  they  use  the  box  exclusively,  have- 
discussed  the  question  of  the  size  of  boxes 
frequently  at  their  associations  for  a  num- 
ber of  years.    At  their  annual  meeting  In 

1902  they  reaffirmed  a  resolution  adopting 
the  size  10  in.  x  11  in.  x  20  In.   In  the  years 

1903  and  1904  no  objection  was  made  to 
these  dimensions  and  the  conclusion  Is  that, 
all  things  considered,  this  box  is  satis- 
factory. 

The  Ontario  Fruit  Growers'  Association 
discussed  the  matter  at  then-  annual  meet- 
ing In  Walkerton,  in  December,  1902,  but 
decided  that  the  matter  might  stand  over 
for  one  year,  during  which  time  a  commit- 
tee appointed  for  the  purpose  would  secure 
all  the  evidence  and  experience  of  Ontario 
shippers  and  submit  it  at  the  annual  meet- 
ing in  1903.  The  committee  met  during 
the  fruit  season  in  St.  Catharines  and  Grims- 
by and  considered  a  large  number  of  differ- 
ent sized  boxes  in  the  packing  houses.  They 
also  conducted  a  wide  correspondence  upon 
the  subject  and  submitted  their  report  at 
the  Leamington  meeting  in  November,  1903. 
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The  following  resolution  was  passed  at 
that  meeting  : 

Your  committee  would  recommend  that  the 
Canadian  commercial  apple  box  be  one  ot  which 
the  cubic  contents  are  about  one-third  ot  the 
Canadian  commercial  apple  barrel,  and  mea- 
suring inside  ten  inches  deep,  eleven  inches 
wide  and  twenty  inches  long  ;  and  that  the 
Canadian  pear  box  be  one-halt  the  capacity  and 
one- halt  the  depth  of  the  apple  box  ;  and  that 
the  secretary  communicate  with  the  secretaries 
of  the  fruit-growers'  associations  of  the  other 
provinces  in  reference  to  uniformity  In  this 
matter. 

This  motion,  moved  by  B.  D.  Smith,  M.P., 
and  seconded  by  Wm.  Rickard,  M.P.P.,  was 
unanimously  carried. 

In  December,  1903,  at  Hemmlngford,  the 
Quebec  Pomologlcal  Society  passed  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  : 

That  we  recognize  the  necessity  of  having 
boxes  of  uniform  size  for  the  exportation  of 
apples,  and  recommend  the  trial  of  ■  the  size 
mentioned,  viz.,  10-inch  by  11-inch  by  20-inch. 

This  motion  was  carried  unanimously. 

In  January,  1904,  the  Nova  Scotia  Fruit 
Growers'  Association  met  at  Bridgewater, 
N.S.,  and  passed  a  resolution  recommend- 
ing that  the  box  10  x  11  x  20  be  adopted  as 
the  standard  box  for  Nova  Scotia.  This 
.motion  was  moved  by  Secretary  S.  C. 
Parker  and  seconded  by  G.  H.  Vroom,  and 
■carried  unanimously. 

In  February,  1904,  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Fruit  Growers'  Association  met  at 
Cbarlottetown,  and  the  following  resolu- 
tion was  passed : 

That  this  association  formally  adopt  the  box 
package  10  x  11  x  20  Inches  (inside  measurement) 
as  recommended  by  Chief  MacKinnon,  and  al- 
ready adopted  by  the  associations  of  Nova 
Scotia,  Ontario,  Quebec  and  British  Columbia. 

These  resolutions  are  clear  and  definite, 
and  they  give  the  dimensions  which  are 
provided  in  this  Bill.  So  far  as  the  fruit 
growers  are  concerned,  there  is  no  ques- 
tion as  to  this  matter  ;  and  I  may  say,  in 
reply  to  my  hon.  friend,  that  these  associa- 
tions are  composed  not  only  of  fruit  grow- 
-ers,  but  of  a  large  number  of  other  people 
who  are  interested  in  the  fruit  trade  ;  and 
at  these  meetings  none  of  the  objections 
put  forward  by  my  hon.  friend  were  men- 
tioned. At  any  rate,  there  is  no  record  of 
them,  as  these  resolutions  were  passed 
unanimously.  I  take  the  following  passage 
from  the  address  of  Inspector  Maxwell 
Smith  before  the  British  Columbia  Fruit 
Growers*  Association : 

This  package,  measuring  10  x  11  x  20  inside,  is 
the  box  that  has  been  recommended  by  your 
association  for  a  number  of  years,  and  which 
has  also  been  endorsed  by  the  Ontario  Fruit 
Growers'  Association  at  its  meeting  in  Leaming- 
ton about  two  months  ago.  So  we  are  making 
-some  progress  towards  a  uniform  box. 

There  has  been  a  demand  for  a  uniform 
box,  and  the  size  provided  in  the  Bill  is  that 


which  has  been  unanimously  endorsed  by 
these  people  as  the  best  one  to  adopt.  I 
appreciate  fully  that  there  may  be  some 
slight  diversity  of  view  ;  but  at  the  meet- 
ings where  the  people  particularly  Interest- 
ed discussed  these  questions,  those  diverse 
views  were  either  not  brought  forward  at 
all  or  were  not  supported  sufficiently  to 
enable  them  to  be  put  on  record.  Let  me 
give  one  or  two  other  statements  in  regard 
to  this.  Mr.  Brandritk,  the  secretary  of 
the  British  Columbia  Fruit  Growers'  Asso- 
ciation, says : 

This  association  recommends  a  box  having  a 
capacity  of  20  x  10  x  11,  inside  measurements, 
and  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  having  always 
used  boxes  we  are  In  a  better  position  to  ad- 
vise as  to  the  requirements  than  our  eastern 
friends  can  be.  However,  what  we  want  is  a 
lawful  standard  box,  as  at  present  anything  Is 
a  box  of  apples,  from  35  to  50  pounds. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hunt,  the  manager  of  the  Ot- 
tawa Fruit  Exchange,  says  that  the  '  Onta- 
rio Fruit  Growers'  Association  cannot  do 
better  than  join  with  the  other  provincial 
associations  in  recommending  the  size  10  x 
11x20.'  He  also  says:  'Growers  have 
resorted  to  all  manner  of  packages,  we 
have  received  this  year  (1903)  boxes  rang- 
ing in  size  from  18  inches  long,  10  inches 
deep  and  12  inches  wide  to  dry  goods  cases 
containing  about  two  barrels  and  a  half.' 

Now,  1  want  to  quote  just  one  other 
thing,  which  is  a  fair  discussion  of  this 
whole  question.  This  Is  an  extract  from  a 
letter  of  Mr.  G.  W.  Hunt,  of  the  Ottawa 
Fruit  Exchange,  a  gentleman  who  nas 
handled  a  great  deal  of  fruit  as  a  business 
man : 

Growers  have  resorted  to  all  manner  of 
packages  this  year.  We  have  received  boxes 
ranging  in  size  from  10  x  12  x  18  to  dry  goods 
cases,  containing  about  two  barrels  and  a  half. 
I  would  recommend  a  medium  size,  holding  as 
nearly  as  possible  one  bushel.  This  package 
would  be  very  convenient  for  more  reasons  than 
one.  The  principal  one  that  I  would  mention 
here  is  the  fact  that  a  great  number  of  our 
Fameuse  or  snow  apples  go  to  the  United  States, 
and  if  we  use  a  bushel  box  we  pay  duty  for 
that  and  no  more,  but  if  the  box  holds  less  than 
a  bushel  we  pay  for  a  bushel  anyway,  and  the 
duty  is  25  cents  a  box. 

Mr.  Vroom,  fruit  inspector,  having  exam- 
ined the  London  market  in  regard  to  the 
number  of  different  boxes,  eays  : 

I  heard  a  great  many  complaints  about  the 
Canadian  box  on  account  of  the  variation  in 
the  size.  A  box  containing  forty  pounds  is 
about  the  right  size  for  the  English  market. 

Not  many  boxes  are  wanted  for  the  export 
apple  trade.  In  fact,  only  a  few  choice  apples 
should  be  shipped  In  boxes.  The  barrel  is  the 
proper  package  for  the  great  bulk  of  Canadian 
apples. 

Mr.  Russell,  a  very  large  dealer  In  Glas- 
gow, writes  as  follows  : 

In  regard  to  packing  of  apples  In  boxes  I  con- 
sider this  package  should  only  be  used  for  No. 
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1  fruit,  as  tbe  demand  (or  apples  packed  in  this 
way  is  only  (or  better  class  trade,  and,  in  (act, 
anything  apart  from  really  fancy  stock  sells  as 
well  if  not  better,  in  barrels  tban  in  boxes. 
This  package  should  weigh  on  an  average  from 
60  to  54  pounds  gross,  and  the  use  of  Excelsior 
among  the  apples  (unless  for  soft  varieties) 
should  be  discontinued. 

Tbe  20  x  11  x  10  box  is  what  is  common- 
ly known  as  tbe  California  package,  and 
is  adopted  almost  universally  there.  Mr. 
Wm.  Wilson,  tbe  proprietor  and  inventor 
of  the  Wilson  case,  also  a  packer  and  ship- 
per, says : 

One-quarter-barrel-case,  18  x  12  x  9,  holds 
Just  28  quarts,  or  about  40  pounds  of  apples,  and 
is  equal  to  one-quarter  barrel  of  112  quarts, 
the  former  size  of  the  barrels,  and,  while  18  x  12 
x  9  is  a  very  economical  size  case  for  packing 
apples,  it  has  no  exact  proportionate  relation, 
either  to  the  standard  bushel  or  barrel  of  to- 
day. 

One  standard  bushel  case  can  be  made  for 
twelve  cents,  whereas  the  quarter-barrel  costs 
ten  cents. 

The  cost  of  dock  dues  in  Britain  is  charged 
per  package,  within  certain  limits,  so  that 
bushel  cases  would  cost  same  as  quarter-bar- 
rels. 

One  bushel,  being  a  standard  measurement 
everywhere,  as  well  as  an  exact  proportion  of 
a  barrel,  is,  therefore,  the  only  proper  stand- 
ard for  a  national  package,  whereas  calcula- 
tions made  by  the  quarter-barrel  would  only 
produce  confusion  and  friction  between  buyer 
and  seller. 

Half-bushel  cases  are  also  very  convenient, 
and  In  exact  proportion  for  the  finer  fruits. 

Bushel  cases  have  an  advantage  over  barrels 
In  ocean  freight,  for  while  five  barrels  are 
charged  as  one  cubic  ton,  it  takes  about  twenty- 
four  bushel-cases  to  make  forty  cubic  feet. 

My  hon.  friend  will  see  that  what  I  stated 
In  general  terms  before  the  committee  is  en- 
dorsed by  the  resolutions  passed  by  these 
various  associations.  My  hon.  friend  must 
not  suppose  that  I  was  casting  any  re- 
flection on  those  he  represents,  when  I  said 
there  was  difficulty  in  the  English  market 
because  tbe  people  there  did  not  know  what 
they  were  getting  when  they  got  a 
Canadian  box  of  apples.  There  Is  a 
temptation  no  doubt,  when  selling  by 
the  box,  to  sell  as  small  a  quantity  as  pos- 
sible, and  therefore  It  Is  In  the  Interest  of 
the  trade  that  a  minimum  standard  should 
be  fixed  for  Canadian  boxes  Just  as  for 
Canadian  barrels.  Everybody  knows  when 
he  buys  a  Canadian  barrel  what  he  is  get- 
ting, but  he  does  not  when  he  buys  a  Cana- 
dian box. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  desirability  of 
having  a  standard  box,  but  I  do  not  regard 
the  standard  he  prescribes  as  a  suitable 
size  inasmuch  as  it  does  not  contain  the  one- 
third  of  a  barrel,  which  is  the  well  under- 
stood measure  in  the  old  country.  The  hon. 
minister  will  not  undertake  to  say  that 
the  box  prescribed  in  this  Bill  will  hold  a 
bushel  of  apples  or  one  third  of  a  barrel. 
Mr.  FISHER. 


My  information  is  distinctly  that  three  of 
these  boxes  will  not  fill  a  barrel,  so  that 
each  mrst  hold  less  than  a  bushel.  On  the 
other  hand,  four  boxes  such  as  I  have  de- 
scribed will  fill  a  barrel  completely.  When 
the  apples  are  sold,  the  purchaser  will  In- 
quire how  much  the  box  contains,  and 
when  told  that  it  contains  a  quarter  of  a 
barrel  he  will  understand  exactly  what  quan- 
tity he  is  getting.  On  the  other  hand  if  he 
is  told  that  it  contains  a  bushel  and  then 
finds  it  does  not,  he  will  consider  that  he 
has  been  deceived.  I  notice  that  some  of 
the  resolutions  read  in  tills  way.  They  ap- 
prove of  the  box  recommended  by  Mr. 
McKinnon,  but  how  do  we  know  that  Mr. 
McKinnon  ever  tested  the  box  so  as  to- 
see  whether  it  really  contained  a  bushel  or 
not  ?  We  have  no  information  that  he  did 
and  no  guarantee  that  the  box  will  contain 
one-third  of  a  barrel.  There  is  nothing  to- 
be  gained  by  rushing  this  Bill  through, 
and  I  would  suggest  that  the  minister  should 
take  a  standard  barrel  of  apples  and  three 
boxes  of  the  capacity  prescribed  in  this 
Bill  and  see  whether  the  contents  of  the 
three  boxes  will  fill  the  barrel.  If  they  do, 
then  I  shall  withdraw  my  objection.  But  I 
think  he  will  find  that  the  barrel  will  he 
short,  not  merely  three  or  four  apples,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  York  (Mr.  A.  Camp- 
bell) says,  but  more  than  a  pailful. 

Mr.  FISHBR.  I  have  not  myself  mea- 
sured the  boxes,  but  I  take  the  statement  of 
those  who  have.  Of  course,  if  you  take 
three  or  four  small  packages  and  then  take 
a  large  package,  which  Is  the  multiple  of 
them,  you  will  get  a  little  more  into  the 
large,  package  than  you  can  into  the  indi- 
vidual small  ones.  If  you  take  a  very  large 
apple  like  tbe  Alexander,  you  will  find 
that  they  measure  differently  in  the  barrel 
from  the  small  apples.  The  larger  the  In- 
dividual fruit,  the  greater  the  air  space 
between  them  and  the  greater  the  difficulty 
of  packing  them  into  a  small  package. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  There  would  be  a 
difference  in  weight 

Mr.  FISHER.  Certainly,  according  to  the 
variety  of  apples.  You  could  not  take  weight 
for  a  standard  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  will  those  boxes  be 
stamped  as  regards  tbe  quality  of  the 
apple  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  is  nothing  about 
that  In  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  How  will  the  purchaser  know 
whether  the  box  contains  number  one  or 
number  two  apples  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  They  have  to  be  stamped 
under  the  Fruit  Marks  Act  just  as  a  barrel 
or  any  other  package. 

Mr.  BLAIN.    The  Fruit  Marks  Act  will 

apply  to  the  box  the  same  as  to  the  barrel. 
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Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  these  boxes  be  mark- 
ed '  i  barrel '  or  '  1  bushel '  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  think  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  these  boxes  are  marked  as 
to  their  capacity.  It  Is  simply  a  Canadian 
box  of  apples,  and  the  box  used  will  be  a 
standard  box.  At  present  they  use  any  size 
they  choose. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  member  said 
that  a  box  would  contain  a  bushel  of  ap- 
ples. If  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  be  correct, 
three  of  these  boxes  of  apples  will  not  fill 
a  barrel,  but  it  will  take  a  pailful  or  nioi-e 
in  addition  to  the  contents  of  three  of 
these  boxes  to  fill  a  barrel.  If  that  is  the 
case,  we  shall  get  the  name  of  playing 
sharp  with  our  English  cousins  by  adopt- 
ing this  size  of  box.  I  think  the  minister 
should  accept  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Halton  and  put  this  Bill  off 
until  to-morrow,  and,  in  the  meantime  let 
the  test  be  made.  If  the  statement  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Halton  is  correct— and  It  is  made  on  the 
authority  of  an  apple  packer  and  shipper — 
the  condition  of  affairs  is  a  serious  one,  and 
this  House  should  hesitate  before  passing 
this  legislation.  But  if  the  minister  is  right, 
and  if  the  apples  that  fill  three  of  these 
boxes  will,  with  the  addition  of  two  or  three 
apples,  fill  a  standard  barrel,  that  fact  can 
be  shown  by  the  practical  test  and  no  harm 
will  come  from  delaying  this  Bill  for  twenty- 
four  hours. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  explained  to  the  com- 
mittee that  three  of  these  boxes,  probably 
would  not  hold  quite  so  many  apples  as  a 
standard  barrel  will. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  there  be  the  differ- 
ence of  a  pailful? 

Mr.  FISHER.   There  will  not. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) says  there  will,  and  he  has  shown 
that  the  statement  is  made  on  high  author- 
ity.  Why  not  make  the  test? 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  test  has  been  made, 
and  the  difference  has  been  shown  to  be 
only  two  or  three  apples. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  think  it  makes 
any  difference  whether  the  statement  made 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Halton  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) and  by  him  submitted  to  the  House 
is  correct  or  not  Whether  the  box  of  ap- 
ples holds  one-third  of  a  barrel  or  not,  so 
long  as  the  size  is  fixed,  it  can  be  bought 
and  sold  as  a  standard  Canadian  box  of 
apples.  In  Canada  we  know  that,  through- 
out the  season,  strawberries  are  sold  in 
boxes  said  to  contain  a  quart.  We  know 
they  do  not  contain  a  quart,  but  we  can 
see  what  they  do  contain,  and  any  differ- 
ence does  not  affect  the  strawberry  trade. 


In  the  same  way,  the  standard  will  be 
fixed  for  the  Canadian  box  of  apples,  and 
when  the  customer  buys  a  box  of  apples 
he  will  not  consider  whether  that  box  is 
one-third  of  a  bushel  or  not. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  may  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Miller)  that  he  may  get 
into  trouble  if  be  undertakes  to  sell  straw- 
berries In  a  box  containing  less  than  a  quart 
each,  for  that  is  the  standard  size. 

On  section  2,— commencement  of  Act : 

Mr.  FISHER.  According  to  the  printed 
Bill  this  Act  is  to  come  into  force  on  Jan- 
uary 1,  1906.  I  have  stated  that  we  do 
not  wish  the  standard  to  apply  to  the  pre- 
sent season's  trade.  The  1st  of  January 
next  will  be  too  early,  and  so  I  wish  to 
change  the  date  to  1st  June,  1906.  That 
will  enable  the  trade  of  the  coming  season 
to  be  worked  off. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Could  not  the  min- 
ister extend  it  to  1st  of  January,  1907,  and 
so  give  an  opportunity  to  men  who  have 
provided  themselves  with  a  large  quantity 
of  box-material  to  use  that  material  and 
not  be  compelled  to  lose  it?  For,  of  course, 
this  material  must  be  given  time  to  season, 
and  so  a  stock  of  it  must  be  laid  in  in  ad- 
vance. Why  not  postpone  the  coming  into 
force  of  the  Bill  and  not  put  these  people 
to  too  great  loss  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  January  1st  Is  not  a  good 
date  for  the  trade,  and  It  Is  in  the  interest 
of  the  trade  I  am  speaking.  The  apples  are 
packed,  of  course,  In  the  late  summer  and 
fall  and  are  sold  all  through  the  winter. 
If  the  Bill  were  brought  Into  force  on  1st 
January,  part  of  the  crop  might  be  sold 
in  the  way  they  have  been  sold  hitherto, 
while  the  other  part  would  come  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Half  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  think  that  if  they  work 
off  this  season's  crop,  they  will  have  all 
the  opportunity  necessary,  and  by  fixing 
the  time  for  the  Bill  to  come  into  force  at 
1st  June,  190C,  they  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  work  off  the  whole  crop. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  as  amended  reported,  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

SUPPLY. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Lighthouse  and  coast  service — construction 
ot  lighthouses  and  aids  to  navigation,  includ- 
ing apparatus  $600,000. 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries).  There  are 
some  points  on  which  the  committee  at  its 
last  sitting  required  information.    I  have 
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that  information  now.  The  first  point  was 
as  to  the  Lurcher  lightship  :— 

This  lightship  was  built  at  the  Poison  Iron 
Works,  Toronto,  under  contract,  for  the  work 
on  the  Lurcher  Shoal,  about  16  miles  W6W. 
ot  Yarmouth,  N.S.  It  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  this  vessel  should  be  on  her  station 
during  the  winter  ot  1903,  and  to  enable  her  to 
do  this  she  had  to  leave  Toronto  before  the 
work  was  quite  completed.  She  had  a  very  hard 
time  Indeed  in  getting  through  the  ice,  &c, 
of  the  canals  as  far  as  Quebec;  in  fact,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  work  of  Mr.  B.  H.  Fraser, 
assistant  chief  engineer  of  the  department, 
she  could  not  have  got  through  even  as  far  as 
Quebec. 

The  captain,  officers  and  crew  were  sent 
up  from  Yarmouth  to  meet  her  in  Quebec,  and 
after  provisioning  she  left  that  place  at  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the  eighth  ot  De- 
cember, being  the  very  last  ship  to  leave  the 
port  of  Quebec  that  year. 

Mr.  Douglas  Stevens,  government  steamboat 
Inspector,  and  one  of  the  most  well  known, 
trusted  and  efficient  In  Canada,  under  whose 
superintendence  this  vessel  was  built,  left 
her  in  Quebec,  with  captain  Koenlg,  of  the 
D.  Q.  S.  '  Druid ',  who  took  charge  of  her 
on  her  way  down.  The  lightship  encountered 
very  heavy  gales  of  wind  and  steamed  through 
280  miles  of  packed  Ice  before  arriving  at 
Summerside,  Prince  Edward  Island.  Naturally, 
encountering  this  ice  knocked  her  out  very  con- 
siderably, and  on  arriving  at  Halifax,  here 
she  proceeded  after  provisioning  and  coal 
Ing  at  Summerside,  a  certain  amount  of  re- 
pairs had  to  be  done.  These  repairs  were  done 
under  the  superintendence  of  Mr.  Douglas 
Stevens,  and  Mr.  Salmon,  who  at  that  time  was 
not  busily  engaged  in  the  department,  was  sent 
down  to  correct  her  compasses  and  to  see  her 
moored  on  her  station.  After  the  repairs  had 
been  finished  as  speedily  as  posible  in  Halifax, 
the  lightship  left  that  port  for  her  station 
and  Mr.  Salmon,  for  personal  reasons,  did  not 
go  and  moor  her  in  her  proper  position,  but 
returned  to  Ottawa.  She  was  placed  on  her 
station  by  the  departmental  officers  in  Halifax, 
in  what  they  considered  the  best  possible  way, 
taking  into  consideration  that  the  shipping 
interests  had  been  informed  that  the  lightship 
should  be  in  her  position  on  a  certain  date, 
and  the  shortness  of  time  at  their  disposal. 

In  reference  to  mooring  the  '  Lurcher '  on 
this  occasion,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
this  is  the  first  proper  lightship  the  govern- 
ment have  ever  had.  That  her  station  is 
probably  the  most  exposed  point  on  the  whole 
American  continent,  being  .exposed  to  the1, 
entire  sweep  of  the  Atlantic,  and  the  tides  and 
rips  of  the  Bay  of  Fundy.  United  States 
lightships  in  various  places  are  continually 
breaking  away  from  their  moorings,  and  the 
same  thing  occurs  on  the  English  coast.  On 
this  occasion  the  '  Lurcher '  after  being  on 
her  station  a  short  time,  broke  away  and  had 
to  steam  Into  Yarmouth  harbour.  Mr.  Salmon 
was  again  sent  down  from  Ottawa  to  Yarmouth 
to  have  this  lightship  properly  moored,  but 
Instead  of  going  out  on  the  vessel  and  mooring 
ber  in  her  proper  position,  he  remained  in 
Yarmouth  a  few  days,  and  for  private  and  per- 
sonal reasons  again  returned  to  Montreal, 
without  seeing  the  vessel  properly  moored. 
He  then  proceeded  to  write  a  most  scathing 
and  unwarranted,  memorandum  on  the  work 
performed  by  Inspector  Douglas  Stevens.  This 
Mr.  PREFONTAIKE. 


report  was  so  absolutely  Incorrect  and  so 
ridiculous,  that  the  department  took  no  notice 
of  it;  it  simply  showed  Mr.  Salmon's  entire 
ignorance  of  the  matter. 

The  Lurcher  lightship,  as  well  as  the  Antl- 
costi  lightship,  are  acknowledged  by  experts 
everywhere  to  be  two  of  the  best  vessels  of 
their  class  ever  built,  and  it  was  simply  owing 
to  Mr.  Salmon  not  carrying  out  his  instruc- 
tions when  sent  down  on  two  occasions,  but 
returning  for  private  reasons  of  his  own, 
without  seeing  the  vessel  properly  moored, 
that  she  broke  adrift. 

Since  that  time  the  Lurcher  has  been  moored 
under  the  direction  of  Commander  Spain,  and 
a  plan  ot  the  manner  in  which  she  is  moored 
Is  attached.  She  has  withstood  this  season 
the  heaviest  gales  that  have  been  experienced 
on  the  Nova  Scotia  coast  for  the  last  thirty 
years,  and  is  still  moored  in  her  place,  and 
on  Commander  Spain  visiting  her  some  three 
weeks  ago,  she  was  in  her.  proper  position 
and  not  likely  to  break  adrift  again. 

This  is  only  another  case  of  insubordination 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Salmon  in  not  carrying  out 
his  instructions,  and  after  being  unfortunate 
enough  to  be  connected  officially  with  the  man 
for  some  time,  I  quite  agree  with  the  opinion 
of  a  very  well  known  master  mariner,  who 
having  had  dealings  with  Mr.  Salmon  and 
speaking  of  him  as  a  seaman,  referred  to 
him  as  a  combination  of  ignorance,  arrogance 
and  pomposity,  with  ignorance  predominating. 

Commander  Spain  shows  how  she  is 
moored  now,  and  how  she  has  remained  in 
her  place  without  moving  any  way  from 
that  time. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Has  the  minister  laid  on  the 
table  the  report  of  Captain  Salmon,  which 
was  asked  for  some  days  ago  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  considered 
perfectly  worthless. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  It  seems  to  me  rather  a 
strange  attitude  for  the  minister  to  assume 
to  read  a  statement  criticising  a  gentleman's 
conduct  as  an  employee  of  his  department, 
and  at  the  same  time  refuse  to  lay  upon  the 
table  the  report  that  gentleman  sent  in  to 
the  department  when  it  was  asked  for  from 
this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion whatever,  I  will  produce  the  report  at 
eight  o'clock  this  evening. 

Mr.  AMES.  Then  It  would  be  permissible 
to  continue  the  discussion  of  this  Lurcher 
lightship  after  the  report  has  come  in  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  Now  there 
Is  another  matter  which  I  wish  to  bring 
before  the  committee  in  regard  to  the  range 
lights  at  Midland.  I  have  a  memorandum 
thereon  which  will  read  : 

Entering  Midland  harbour  from  the  lake 
there  are  two  ranges  of  lights  the  Midland 
point  and  the  Midland  range  lights  (in  the 
town).  In  the  Midland  point  range  two  fixed 
white  lights  are  shown  from  the  7th  order 
lenses.    They  were  established  In  1900. 
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Two  years  before  I  entered  the  depart- 
ment. 

On  the  28th  of  May,  1904,  in  a  memorandum, 
the  chief  engineer  states  that  there  is  some 
complaint  about  the  visibility  of  the  range  on 
Midland  Point,  and  instructions  were  given 
to  trim  any  trees  which  might  obscure  the 
lights.  There  is  no  complaint  from  any  re- 
sident of  Midland  or  from  any  mariners  enter- 
ing the  port  on  the  file  re  the  Midland  Point 
(outer  range). 

The  Midland  range  lights  in  the  town  of 
Midland"  were  established  in  1901  and  were 
recommended  by  the  chief  engineer,  Colonel 
Anderson.  The  apparatus  is  a  square  tubular 
lantern  with  ruby  glass  in  the  front  and  a 
silvered  reflector  behind  the  electric  lights. 
These  lights  cost  $160  to  install. 

A  contract  was  entered  into  with  Jas.  Play- 
fair  to  furnish  50  candle  power  lamps  for  each 
light  for  the  sum  of  $50  per  annum.  The  town 
of  Midland  took  over  the  electric  light  plant 
and  a  new  contract  was  made  with  the  town 
for  the  sum  of  $125  per  annum,  and  in  this  con- 
tract the  candle  power  was  raised  from  60 
to  64  in  each  light  and  the  town  undertook 
for  the  Increased  sum  to  undertake  all  repairs 
to  the  lights,  maintenance  of  poles,  lanterns, 
wire,  &c,  which  under  the  old  contract  was 
paid  for  by  the  department. 

There  Is  no  complaint  on  the  file  from  any 
person  with  reference  to  the  character  or 
quality  of  these  lights.  No  lighthouse  apparatus 
was  sent  to  Midland  of  a  better  class  than  for 
the  electric  lights,  but  spare  oil  lamps  were 
shipped  to  that  point  to  be  used  in  the  event 
•of  a  breakdown  in  the  electric  light  plant. 

(Signed)   F.  GOURDEAU. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  glad  the  minister 
has  stated  now  what  the  power  of  the  lights 
Is.  When  it  is  considered  that  one  of  the 
smallest  lights  used  in  an  ordinary  room  is 
of  sixteen  candle  power,  and  that  at  a  dis- 
tance of  nearly  a  mile  from  the  water  edge 
the  minister's  officers  think  that  a  lamp  of 
only  four  times  that  power  is  sufficient  to 
guide  ships  entering  the  harbour,  of  Mid- 
land, all  I  can  say  is  that  I  have  my  opinion 
of  the  minister's  officers.  However,  as  the 
minister  says  that  this  official,  who  has  such 
An  extraordinary  knowledge  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  trade  of  the  lake,  thinks  it  is 
sufficient  to  have  a  light  four  times  the 
strength  of  an  ordinary  room  lamp,  up  on  a 
bill  nearly  a  mile  from  the  water's  edge,  I 
sympathize  with  the  minister  in  having  such 
an  official. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  The  information  I 
have  from  the  officer  is  that  the  reflector 
doubles  the  lighting  power  of  the  lamp  so 
that  each  lamp  would  be  over  one  hundred 
candle  power. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  would  remind  the  min- 
ister that  if  you  go  into  any  ordinary  village 
or  small  town  he  will  find  that  the  lights  on 
the  street  are  from  1,000  to  2,000  candle 
power.  The  minister's  official  seems  to  have 
more  knowledge,  apparently,  than  the  min- 
ister has,  because  the  minister  bows  to  him. 
But  I  think  when  the  minister  talks  it  over 


with  him  he  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
be  had  better  change  his  opinion.  After 
Colonel  Anderson,  if  it  is  he  who  was  re- 
sponsible, had  sent  to  Midland  the  two 
lamps,  there  was  political  Influence  enough 
to  cause  the  then  minister  to  send  back 
those  lights,  and  to  substitute  these  electric 
lights.  I  am  sorry  the  present  minister  was 
not  in  the  department  then,  because  I  do  not 
think  he  would  have  allowed  that  to  be 
done.  The  minister  is  not  to  blame  for 
these  lamps  at  Midland  except  for  their 
continuance,  for  these  lamps  were  there 
when  he  came  into  office.  Now  I  appeal  to  him 
whether  when  he  considers  that  these  lights 
are  only  four  times  the  strength  of  an  ordi- 
nary light  placed  in  a  small  private  room, 
be  still  thinks,  with  his  official,  that  they 
are  powerful  enough  when  placed  nearly  a 
mile  from  the  water's  edge,  to  light  vessels 
coming  into  the  bay.  I  tell  the  minister 
again  that  last  fall  a  vessel  coming  In  at 
night  mistook  some  of  the  other  lights,  and 
as  a  result  was  piled  up  on  the  shoals  in  the 
middle  of  the  bay,  and  during  the  night  or 
towards  morning  she  took  fire. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  I  am  not  respon- 
sible, as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  for  the 
Installation  of  these  lamps,  but  from  the 
information  that  I  gather  from  my  officers,  I 
would  have  done  the  same  thing  because 
two  or  three  lamps  of  that  kind  have  been 
installed  in  the  port  of  Montreal  to  my 
knowledge. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Sixty-four  candle-powerV 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  Seventy-five  candle- 
power,  red  lights,  so  as  to  distinguish  them 
from  others  and  with  reflectors.  They  are 
perfectly  satisfactory,  and  we  have  had  no 
complaint  from  anybody.  On  the  contrary 
we  have  been  complimented  because  there 
were  no  lights  of  this  kind  before  and  the 
mariners  were  exposed  to  be  misled  by 
the  similarity  of  lights.  It  Is  the  same  in 
the  case  of  Midland. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  How  far  would  those 
lights  be  from  where  the  vessel  would  be 
approaching  ? 

Mr>  iPREPONTAINE.  il  would  thluk 
about  a  mile  and  a  half. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  When  the  vessels  come 
around  the  point  they  are  five  miles  away 
from  the  lights  and  they  are  approaching 
the  shoals  when  they  are  three  and  a  half 
miles  away. 

Mar.  PREPONTAINE.  I  say  about  a 
mile  and  a  half,  because  the  channel  to 
the  harbour  at  Montreal  at  the  foot  of 
the  current  Is  not  straight  so  that  the  light 
could  not  be  seen  until  you  turn  the  corner. 
The  corner  would  be  about  a  mile  and  a 
half  away.  I  know  as  a  matter  of  fact 
that  In  Quebec  there  are  red  lights  of  this 
kind,  that  are  seen  at  a  distance  of  5 
miles,  from  the  Island  of  Orleans,  and 
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there  is  no  trouble  whatever.  I  know  this 
personally  as  I  have  been  on  board  stea- 
mers coming  up  to  Quebec  and  I  have 
seen  how  satisfactory  these  lights  are.  There 
is  no  confusion  with  the  others,  because 
there  is  only  the  one  pair  of  red  lights. 

Mr.  LEFURGBY.  Have  there  been  any 
complaints  with  regard  to  these  lights  from 
the  shippers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Has  the  harbour  mas- 
ter at  Midland  reported  that  any  vessels 
have  gone  on  that  shoal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Never. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  What  do  you  pay  the 
harbour  master  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  he  is  paid 
by  fees,  the  amount  you  will  find  in  the 
report 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  think  it  would  be  fair 
to  have  the  harbour  master  find  out  if  ves- 
sels have  been  piled  up  on  this  shoal  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Surely  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  expect  me  to  go  looking 
for  complaints  ? 

Mr.  BENNETi'.  I  have  made  complaints 
and  the  minister  told  me  be  would  not  pay 
any  attention  to  them. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  find  from  the 
report  of  my  officers  that  the  complaint  is 
not  reasonable  under  the  circumstances  so 
that  really  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  going 
to  ask  me  to  search  for  complaints.  If  the 
lights  are  not  sufficient  It  is  for  the  marine 
men  to  say  they  are  not. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  do  not  know  that  this 
case  reflects  any  credit  on  the  minister's  offi- 
cials because  at  first  he  put  in  lights  that 
were  too  small. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man knows  we  are  improving  every  day 
and  do  not  refuse  to  improve,  but  when 
there  is  no  call  for  improvements  we  do  not 
make  them. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  All  right;  pile  up  the 
boats  then. 

Mr.  AMES.  Who  paid  for  the  repairs 
that  were  made  to  the  Lurcher  lightship 
after  she  reached  Halifax  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    The  department 

Mr.  AMES.  As  I  understand  she  left 
Toronto  in  an  unfinished  condition,  and  on 
the  way  down  suffered  considerable  damage 
which  was  repaired  at  Halifax  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  government. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  because  the 
damage  was  caused  by  the  ice. 

Mr.  AMES.  And  the  contractor  was 
not  asked  to  make  good  any  portion  of  the 
repairs  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  They  were  just  the  ice 
repairs. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes.  There  is  an- 
other matter  which  has  been  brought  up 
and  which  I  might  dispose  of  now.  That 
Is  the  Parry  Sound  buoy  contract. 

Previous  to  18U8  the  buoys  in  the  vicinity 
of  Parry  Sound  were  all  spar  buoys,  with 
the  exception  of  one  bell  buoy,  and  the 
work  was  carried  out  by  contract. 

In  1808  three  gas  buoys  were  established 
in  the  vicinity  of  Parry  Sound  and  tenders 
were  asked  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
buoys,  and  the  following  tenders  were  re- 
ceived, which  were  solely  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  proposed  new  gas  buoys: 

Per  annum. 

James  Playfair,  vessel  owner, 

Midland  $  30000 

Galna  &  Danter,  contractors 

Parry  Sound   900  00 

A.  W.  Clarke,  mariner,  Parry 

Sound   1,000  00 

And  later  the  tender  of  James  Playfair 
was  withdrawn  as  he  informed  the  depart- 
ment that  he  had  made  a  mistake. 

The  chief  engineer,  Colonel  Anderson,  re- 
ported on  these  tenders  as  follows : 

I  strongly  recommend  that  none  ot  these  ten- 
ders be  accepted,  but  that  the  service  be  done 
on  the  basis  of  payment  for  actual  work  until 
we  are  in  a  better  position  to  judge  of  its 
actual  cost.  Mr.  Playfair's  offer,  which  was 
withdrawn,  was  not  a  desirable  one  to  accept 
under  any  circumstances,  because  Midland, 
where  Mr.  Playfair's  plant  Is,  is  about  forty 
miles  away  from  the  nearest  buoy  and  I  believ- 
ed the  price  was  less  than  the  work  could  be 
properly  done  for.  I  cannot  recommend  the  ac- 
ceptance of  either  of  the  other  tenders,  because 
I  think  they  are  higher  than  the  work  is 
worth,  and  I  think  we  can  do  the  work  by  the 
day  very  much  less  per  annum.  The  buoys 
(spar)  have  heretofore  been  handled  by  Cap- 
tains A.  W.  Clarke  and  E.  S.  Pratt,  the  con- 
tractors for  the  other  buoy  service  at  Parry 
Sound.  These  men  own  four  steamers  ferrying 
and  towing  in  Parry  Sound,  and  are  themselves 
local  pilots  and  directly  Interested  in  maintain- 
ing an  efficient  buoy  service.  They  are  also  in 
close  touch  with  the  masters  of  all  the  large 
vessels  coming  into  the  Sound.  It  was  they 
who  put  the  buoys  out,  and  the  way  they  hand- 
led the  work  was  particularly  satisfactory. 
Therefore  to  maintain  the  service  on  the  basis 
of  a  charge  of  $26  per  day  for  tug  and  scow, 
work  on  shore  to  be  charged  according  to  the 
time  occupied  by  the  men  employed,  would,  I 
believe,  result  In  work  being  done  for  less  than 
the  tenders,  and  I  am  certain  that  it  would  be 
done  in  a  more  thorough  manner.  I  would  im- 
press upon  the  department  the  necessity  for 
prompt  and  efficient  service  in  connection  with 
this  gas  buoy  service,  and  it  is  because  I  be- 
lieve Captain  Clarke  Is  in  the  best  position  to 
do  satisfactory  work  that  I  so  strongly  recom- 
mend that  it  be  left  in  his  hands. 

Accordingly,  from  1898  to  1900  the  Parry 
Sound  spar  and  gas  buoy  service  was  car- 
ried out  by  contract  for  the  spar  buoys,  and 
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by  days'  work  for  the  gas  buoys  at  the 
following  cost : 

In  1898  $1,143  00 

In  1899   1,441  25 

In  1900   1,646  50 

In  December,  1900,  Captain  Clarke  made 
an  offer  to  enter  Into  a  contract  with  the 
department  for  three  years  to  perform  its 
buoy  service  for  the  sum  of  $1,400. 

The  chief  engineer  stated  that  Captain 
Clarke  was  building  a  new  tug  equipped 
with  derrick  for  handling  the  moorings  and 
strongly  recommended  that  his  offer  be 
accepted.  An  allowance  was  made  later  to 
Captain  Clarke  of  $75  per  annum  for  the 
maintenance  of  one  Iron  buoy  at  Three  Star 
Shoal. 

On  the  termination  of  Captain  Clarke's 
contract  in  March,  1904,  It  was  renewed  for 
the  sum  of  $1,600,  being  an  increase  of 
$125  per  annum  for  substantially  the  same 
reasons  as  advanced  by  the  chief  engineer 
in  recommending  the  acceptance  of  Captain 
Clarke's  tender  in  the  first  instance. 

The  addition  of  three  gas  buoys  and  a  gas 
beacon  at  Kilbear  Point,  being  added  to 
the  contract,  Captain  Clarke  was  allowed 
the  sum  of  $1,000  per  annum  additional,  the 
additional  price  being  based  on  the  cost  of 
the  contract  held  by  him  and  because  It 
was  efficiently  performed. 

The  establishment  of  a  buoy  depot  at 
Parry  Sound  will  lead  the  department  to 
undertake  the  buoy  service  in  Georgian 
bay  with  Its  own  steamers  and  under  its 
own  officers  and  will  eventually  lead  to 
the  cancelling  of  all  buoy  contracts  in  Geor- 
gian bay. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  pro- 
posed establishment  of  a  buoy  depot  by 
the  depot  at  Parry  Sound.  I  thought  I  had 
made  myself  fairly  understood  by  the  com- 
mittee the  last  time.  I  thought  I  had  ex- 
plained completely  that  the  government  had 
entered  Into  negotiations  with  the  Ottawa 
Bank  or  Its  representatives  to  purchase  a 
property  at  Parry  Sound  for  $5,500,  that 
the  property  consisted  of  about  three  acres 
of  land  on  the  shore,  with  a  wharf  con- 
structed which  would  accommodate  our  de- 
partment and  with  a  large  stone  building 
which  had  been  used  for  some  time  as  a 
manufacturing  establishment  and  that  there 
was  a  boiler,  engines  and  other  machinery 
on  the  property. 

The  negotiations  were  suspended  because 
some  one  had  intervened  and  tried  to  get  an 
option  on  the  property  for  $7,500  or  $2,000 
more  than  we  offered.  We  dropped  the  mat- 
ter at  the  time,  but  I  have  since  learned  that 
our  bargain  is  a  good  one  and  that  It  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try that  we  should  pay  $5,500  for  this 
property.  There  Is  some  little  difficulty  as 
to  the  right  to  a  passageway  which  can  be 
settled  with  the  Ontario  government  I  be- 
lieve that  the  purchase  of  this  property  for 
$5,500  including  costs,  commissions  See.,  is 


a  good  purchase.  We  could  not  get  any 
property  in  the  neighbourhood  at  any  such 
reasonable  price,  and  then  we  would  have 
to  erect  the  buildings  and  buy  the  machin- 
ery. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  misapprehension 
that  existed  the  other  evening  as  to  this 
matter  was  caused  by  the  Ignorance  of  the 
official  of  the  department  who  visited  the 
place,  and  who  assured  the  minister  that 
the  premises  were  at  Parry  harbour  while 
as  a  matter  of  fact  they  are  not.  I  have 
made  inquiries  since,  and  I  now  know  the 
site.  It  is  known  as  the  old  bobbin  factory, 
but  it  Is  not  located  where  the  official  of  the 
department  said  It  was.  Knowing  something 
about  the  matter  now,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  price  mentioned  is  out  of  the  way.  It 
is  due  to  the  minister  that  I  should  com- 
pliment him  for  discovering  that  some  party 
friend  had  attempted  to  put  up  a  job  on  the 
government  and  make  $2,000  out  of  the 
deal.  It  Is  to  the  credit  of  the  minister  or 
his  officials  that  they  discovered  this  trick 
and  succeeded  In  stopping  it.  As  to  the 
buoys,  the  minister  has  given  this  contract 
to  Mr.  Clarke  apparently  without  tender 
for  $2,600.  It  Is  only  fair  that  there  should 
be  tenders  called  for  that  service.  Mr. 
Clarke  is  not  the  only  man  who  owns  a 
boat  there,  nor  Is  he  the  only  man  who  Is 
competent  to  do  the  work.  I  do  not  know 
that  Mr.  Clarke  is  deserving  of  any  great 
solicitude  from  the  government,  because 
he  Is  the  very  man  who  interposed  and  tried 
to  make  the  department  pay  $2,000  more  for 
this  site ;   the  minister  knows  that. 

Mr.  PERLEY.  I  am  sorry,  I  was  not 
here  the  other  day  to  explain  the  misunder- 
standing which  arose  with  reference  to  the 
purchase  of  this  Parry  Sound  property  from 
the  Bank  of  Ottawa.  This  property  was 
taken  over  by  the  Bank  of  Ottawa  some 
years  ago,  it  having  been  used  as  a  fac- 
tory. The  buildings  and  boilers  were  then 
valued  at  $5,000  and  the  Bank  Is  now  get- 
ting $5,000  net ;  the  other  $500  going  for 
the  usual  commission*  and  costs.  The  com- 
mittee may  be  satisfied  that  the  price  is  a 
reasonable  one,  and  I  may  mention  that 
the  town  of  Parry  Sound  thought  of  buy- 
ing the  property  last  fall  at  exactly  the  same 
price. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  other  night  the  Minister 
of  Marine  intimated  that  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  ask  a  considerable  additional 
amount  for  the  perfection  of  the  aids  to  navi- 
gation in  the  Gulf  and  River  St.  Lawrence. 
Will  the  minister  tell  us  If  this  present 
vote  Is  intended  to  complete  existing  work, 
or  whether  it  Is  to  be  applied  to  new  work. 
The  minister  promised  that  he  would  at  some 
convenient  date  give  a  full  statement  of 
the  new  work  which  is  about  to  be  done  dur- 
ing the  coming  year  in  the  river  and  gulf, 
and  we  would  like  to  have  that  statement 
from  him  either  now  or  on  the  supplemen- 
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tary  estimates,  whichever  is  more  conven- 
ient to  him.  The  minister  has  of  course 
taken  cognizance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  passed  on  the  31st 
of  January,  1905,  which  has  been  forward- 
ed to  him,  and  which  for  the  information  of 
the  committee  I  shall  read  : 

That  whereas  the  aids  to  navigation  in  the 
Gulf  and  River  St.  Lawrence  are  still  inade- 
quate to  the  requirements  ot  the  St.  Lawrence 
route  and  the  safety  of  shipping  and  passengers, 
and 

Whereas  the  aids  to  navigation,  so  far  pro- 
vided, have  been  recognized  by  underwriters, 
some  of  whom  have  made  slight  reductions  in 
their  rates  to  the  advantage  of  the  whole  Do- 
minion, and 

Whereas  an  additional  reduction  can  be  con- 
fidently looked  forward  to  on  the  completion  of 
the  required  aids  to  navigation. 

Be  it  resolved,  that  the  government  be  urged 
to  provide  in  the  estimates  a  sufficient  sum  of 
money  to  complete  the  absolutely  required  im- 
provements to  the  lighthouses,  fog  signals  and 
other  appliances,  which  required  Improvements 
were  submitted  by  the  Shipping  Federation  of 
Canada  to  the  Commissioner  of  Lights,  and 
understood  to  have  been  afterwards  approved 
by  the  Lighthouse  Board,  and 

Be  it  further  resolved,  that  the  government 
be  asked  to  carry  out  these  improvements  in 
their  entirety  this  year. 

This  resolution  refers  to  a  series  of  re- 
commendations submitted  by  the  Shipping 
Federation  of  Canada,  which  the  minister 
has  also  In  his  possession  and  a  copy  of 
which  was  forwarded  to  me  on  the  2-tth 
of  February  by  Thomas  Robb,  the  manager. 
It  would  be  very  acceptable  to  the  com- 
mercial and  shipping  interests  of  Montreal, 
if  the  minister  should  give  us  in  detail  the 
improvements  in  the  aids  to  navigation  which 
In  consonance  with  that  report,  will  be  In- 
itiated or  completed  during  the  coming  sea- 
son. The  minister  will  remember  that  this 
report  refers  to  Belle  Isle  high  light,  Belle 
Isle  low  light,  Cape  Bauld,  Cape  Norman, 
Point  Amour,  Flower  Island,  Greenly  Is- 
land, Point  Rich,  Cape  Race,  Cape  Ray, 
St.  Paul's  Island,  northeast  point.  St.  Paul's 
Island,  southwest  point.  Bird  Rocks,  Bryon 
Island,  Tictou  Island,  Heath  Tolnt,  West 
Point,  Anticosti.  Cape  Rosier.  Matane.  Fame 
Point,  Father  Point,  Maughers  Beach,  Gan- 
uet  Rock. 

The  reason  I  call  attention  to  all  these 
Hems  is,  that  the  minister  may  br'ng  to  his 
mind  the  report  of  the  shipping  federation, 
which  I  understand  has  been  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  lighthouse  board,  and 
which  I  trust  will  in  due  time  receive  his 
concurrence.  We  should  like  to  have  a  state- 
ment from  the  minister  as  to  what  he  In- 
tends to  accomplish  this  year. 

Mr.  PRE  FONTAINE.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  Inform  the  committee 
and  the  country  generally  as  to  what  the 
department  contemplates.  It  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  it  should  be  known 
in  this  House  and  all  over  Canada  and  in 
Mr.  AMES. 


other  countries  that  this  government  is  not 
relaxing  in  any  way  in  the  programme 
which  was  laid  down  by  my  predecessor  in 
regard  to  improvements  to  Canada's  national 
route.  I  do  not  think  anybody  in  this  House 
or  outside  will  accuse  me  of  having  delayed 
in  any  way  the  work  of  the  department  since 
I  took  it  over.  I  must  put  before  the  House 
the  resolutions  that  have  been  passed  at 
different  times  in  respect  to  this  matter. 
The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by 
the  Shipping  Confederation  of  Canada  in 
Montreal  on  the  27th  of  December,  1904, 
and  bears  out  entirely  the  programme  of 
the  department  and  encourages  It  in  con- 
tinuing the  Important  work  that  it  has 
undertaken  : 

Be  it  resolved,  whereas  the  present  year  is 
drawing  to  a  close,  the  members  of  this  federa- 
tion unanimously  desire  to  record  a  vote  of 
thanks  to  the  government  for  the  many  im- 
provements and  aids  to  navigation,  which  have 
resulted  in  the  lowering  of  insurance  rates,  and 
may  lead  to  further  advantages  in  this  direc- 
tion, when  the  entire  system  of  Improvements 
are  completed. 

Be  it  further  resolved,  that  it  is  gratifying  to 
the  public  at  large,  as  well  as-  the  federation, 
to  know  that  there  Is  some  prospect  of  navi- 
gation being  prolonged,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  enterprise  of  the  government,  in  pro- 
viding two  ice-breakers,  will  meet  with  the 
success  It  so  well  deserves.  It  is  to  the  credit 
of  the  Minister  of  Marine  that  the  latest  methods 
and  devices  have  been  tried;  as  by  extend- 
ing the  period  of  navigation  even  for  a  few 
weeks  will  be  a  national  benefit,  besides  in- 
stilling hope  in  the  breast  of  all  Canadians  that 
the  day  may  not  be  far  distant  when  the  St. 
Lawrence  waterway  will  be  open  to  navigation 
during  the  entire  year. 

And  be  it  further  resolved,  that  the  president 
sign  a  copy  of  this  resolution  which  Is  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  premier.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier, 
and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  the 
Honourable  Raymond  Pr£fontalne. 

(Sgd.)  HUGH  A.  ALLAN, 

President. 

The  resolution  of  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade  is  communicated  to  me  In  the  follow- 
ing letter  : 

The  Montreal  Board  of  Trade, 

Montreal,  February  6th,  1905. 

Honourable  Raymond  Prefontaine, 

Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  Ottawa. 

Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  communicate  the 
following  resolution  with  regard  to  aids  to 
navigation  in  the  Gulf  and  River  St.  Lawrence, 
which  resolution  was  adopted  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  this  board  held  on  the  Slst  ultimo.  : 

That  whereas  the  aids  to  navigation  in  the 
Gulf  and  River  St.  Lawrence  are  still  inade- 
quate to  the  requirements  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
route  and  the  safety  of  shipping  and  passengers, 
and 

Whereas  the  aids  to  navigation,  so  far  pro- 
vided, have  been  recognized  by  underwriters, 
some  of  whom  have  made  slight  reductions  in 
their  rates  to  the  advantage  of  the  whole  Do- 
minion, and 

Whereas  an  additional  reduction  can  be  con- 
fidently looked  forward  to  on  the  completion 
of  the  required  aids  to  navigation, 
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Be  it  resolved,  that  the  government  be  urged 
to  provide  in  the  estimates  a  sufficient  sum  of 
money  to  complete  the  absolutely  required  im- 
provements to  the  lighthouses,  fog  signals  and 
other  appliances,  which  required  Improvements 
were  submitted  by  the  Shipping  Federation  of 
Canada  to  the  Commissioner  of  Lights,  and 
understood  to  have  been  afterwards  approved 
by  the  Lighthouse  Board,  and 

Be  it  further  resolved,  that  the  government 
be  asked  to  carry  out  these  improvements  in 
their  entirety  this  year. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Yours  truly, 
(Sgd.)  GEO.  HADRILL, 

Secretary. 

P.S. — Communicated  to  the  right  honourable 
the  premier,  also. 

(Sgd.)  G.  H. 

These  resolutions  were  passed  on  the  In- 
formation that  the  question  had  been 
studied  very  closely  by  the  department,  and 
that  the  officers  of  the  department  bad  been 
called  upon  to  work  out  a  complete  system 
of  aids  to  navigation  generally,  so  as  to 
make  the  route  of  the  St  Lawrence  as  safe 
as  It  could  be  made  during  day  and  night 
and  as  late  as  possible  in  the  season  ;  and  if 
we  could  possibly  lengthen  the  period  of 
navigation  as  far  as  Quebec  at  least  for 
three  or  four  weeks  in  the  fall  and  two  or 
three  weeks  In  the  spring,  we  would  confer 
a  great  benefit  upon  the  whole  trade  of 
Canada.  In  pursuance  of  this  programme, 
as  everybody  knows,  last  year  a  vote  was 
taken  to  provide  winter  navigation  between 
Murray  Bay  and  St.  Denis  in  the  lower  St. 
Lawrence.  This  question  had  been  agitated 
for  some  time,  and  no  practical  result  had 
been  attained.  We  ordered  the  construction 
of  a  vessel  to  provide  that  ferry  during  the 
winter  if  it  was  at  all  possible.  The 
4  Champlain,'  was-  put  on  that  route  early 
In  the  fall,  and  did  fahiy  good  work  under 
the  circumstances.  As  everybody  knows, 
the  winter  has  been  one  of  the  most  severe 
that  we  have  had  In  the  memory  of  the 
oldest  inhabitant  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
and,  except  during  a  few  days,  the  vessel 
made  the  passage,  and  was  a  great  boon  to 
the  people  of  the  north  shore,  who,  like  some 
of  the  people  on  the  coasts  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island,  are  deprived  at 
this  time  of  the  year  of  the  necessary  feed 
for  their  cattle.  The  '  Champlain  '  was  de- 
livered at  Quebec  on  the  15th  of  October, 
the  contractors  fulfilling  their  contract  to 
the  letter,  and  the  boat  has  given  entire 
satisfaction.  The  second  boat  was  the 
'  Montcalm,'  a  larger  boat,  costing  $300,000. 
She  was  constructed  in  Paisley,  Scotland,  by 
the  firm  of  Miller  &  Ferguson,  and  was  de- 
livered at  the  proper  date,  the  contractors 
fulfilling  their  contract  to  the  letter.  She 
was  delivered  at  Quebec,  and  was  put  at 
work  breaking  the  ice  in  the  direction  of 
Cap  Rouge.  While  people  have  criticised 
the  work  she  did,  I  think  the  criticisms  were 
unfounded  In  every  way.  She  did  splendid 
work  ;  but,  with  the  heavy  winter  we  have 


had,  and  although  she  was  provided  with 
six  extra  blades  for  her  propellers,  they  were 
one  after  another  broken  at  different  dates. 
She  had  therefore  to  stop  this  heavy  work 
after  having  gone  a  mile  and  a  half  above 
the  Quebec  bridge,  and  she  has  been  laid 
up  and  is  waiting  for  the  supply  of  those 
six  blades,  which  have  been  ordered  from 
the  contractors  and  are  expected  to  arrive 
in  Halifax  in  two  or  three  days,  after  which 
it  will  take  only  one  day  to  put  them  in 
place.  So  that  she  will  again  begin  the 
work  she  has  left  unfinished,  and  I  sincerely 
hope  and  trust  that  she  will  succeed  finally 
In  opening  the  gorge. 

It  is  the  intention  to  send  this  boat,  the 
'  Montcalm,'  as  soon  as  she  has  got  through 
her  work  at  Cap  Rouge,  down  as  far  as 
Belle  Isle — down  the  gulf  anyway,  so  as  to 
help  the  incoming  steamers,  which  may  be 
embarrassed  by  the  ice.  That  has  been 
specially  requested  by  the  Shipping  Federa- 
tion. As  regards  that  boat,  I  think  the 
government  has  shown  its  desire  to  help 
shipping  and  bring  about  an  earlier  openiug 
of  navigation  and  give  greater  safety.  Con- 
tracts have  been  given  to  establish  another 
light  at  Beaujeau  shoal,  about  fifty  miles 
higher  than  La  Traverse,  where  one  pier 
was  erected  three  years  ago,  which  has 
given  much  satisfaction  to  the  shipping 
trade.  This  pier,  we  hope,  will  be  up  and 
the  lights  In  operation  by  the  fall.  It  will 
be  an  important  improvement,  which  will 
cost,  I  think,  $25,000.  As  regards  the  other 
aids,  I  have  a  list  of  what  we  contemplate 
doing  this  year  with  the  $500,000.  But,  as 
I  said  the  other  day,  we  will  not  be  satis- 
fied with  that  sum.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
vote  some  more  money  In  the  supplemen- 
taries  to  complete  some  works  begun  last 
year  and  start  new  works  absolutely  neces- 
sary. The  following  works  are  to  be  done 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  : 

St.  Marys  Island,  new  station  $  25.000 

Cape  Race,  improve  tower   5,000 

Birds  Rocks,  new  fog  alarm   20,000 

St.  Pauls  Island,  new  fog  alarm   20,000 

Seven  Islands,  new  fog  alarm   9,000 

Buildings  for  submarine  signal  stations  25,000 
Natashquan,  Escoumains,  Cape  Bauld, 
Cape  Norman,  Rimouski,  new  towers.  11,000 

Quebec  wharf  and  workshop   10,000 

General  account.  Including  large  re- 
pairs, Inspection,  &c   25,000 

«150»000 

In  British  Columbia,  we  propose  to  do 
the  following  work  : 

Point  Atkinson,  new  fog  alarm   $  20,000 

Race  Rocks,  new  fog  alarm   20,000 

Pine  Island,  new  tower   7,000 

Green  Island,  new  tower   6,000 

Entrance  Island,  new  tower   5,000 

Seals  Island,  new  tower   1,750 

Union  Bar,  new  tower   1,750 

Maude  Island,  new  tower   3,500 

Burns  Island,  moving  light   2,000 

General   account   including  large  re- 
pairs, Inspection,  &c   20,000- 

$  87,000 
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In  Ontario,  the  following  is  the  list  of  the 
new  works  to  be  done  : 

Burlington,  new   tower   $  2,000 

Rondeau,  new  tower   2,000 

Victoria  Island,  tog  alarm   15,000 

Improvements  to  existing  fog  alarm..'  20,000 

Welcome  Island,  new  light   6,000 

Sister  Island,  moving  light   1.000 

Inspection   6,000 

Colchester  reef  protection   6,000 

Large  repairs   20.000 

$75,000 

In  New  Brunswick,  we  propose  to  do  the 
following : 

Wharf  accommodation   $26,000 

Large  repairs   22,000 

Inspection   3,000 

$50,000 

In  Nova  Scotia  : 

Dartmouth,  wharf  and  stores   $15,000 

Mauger  Beach,  repairs  to  breakwater..  6,000 

Grand  passage,  new  dwelling   3,000 

Budget,    Herring   Cove,    Bass  River, 
Amherst  River,  Fisherman  Harbour, 

Emmlngs  Island,  new  towers   6.000 

General  account,  including  repairs,  ins- 
pection, &c   26,000 

$64,000 

Prince  Edward  Island : 

Souris,  new  light   $  1,000 

Indian  Point,  repairs   6,000 

General  account,  including   large  re- 
pairs, inspection,  &c   10,000 

$17,000 

These  figures  total  up  as  follows : 

General  account   $  66,000 

Quebec   150,000 

British  Columbia   87,000 

Ontario   76,000 

Nova  Scotia   64,000 

New  Brunswick   60,000 

Prince  Edward  Island   17,000 

Steel  buoys   10,000 

$508,000 

The  apparatus  will  be  provided  for  in 
the  supplementary  estimates.  These  appa- 
ratus are  procured  from  the  only  firm  In 
the  world  from  which  they  can  be  procured 
at  reasonable  prices,  namely,  Chance  Bro- 
thers, in  England.  There  are  three  firms 
which  furnish  them — a  firm  in  France,  an- 
other in  Germany  and  Chance  Brothers,  in 
England.  I  Inquired  about  prices  from  the 
three,  and  Chance  Brothers  offered  the  best 
prices  and  conditions  and  -material  /and 
everything.  It  is  that  firm  which  supplies 
the  American  government,  so  that  we  will 
have  just  as  good  a  system  of  lights  as  any 
country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  AMES.    Does  the  hon.  minister  ex- 
pect during  this  coming  season  to  practical- 
ly complete  his  plans  for  the  illumination 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  gulf  and  river  ? 
Mr.  PREPONTAINE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  hope  to  be 
able  to  complete  the  plans  we  have  laid  out, 
but  there  is  always  a  certain  proportion  of 
uncertainty.  Sometimes  the  orders  are 
given  and  the  material  Is  not  delivered. 
Sometimes  it  is  more  difficult  to  erect  a 
piece  of  construction  when  it  is  far  out  at 
sea,  or  where  there  are  storms  and  difficul- 
ties In  the  way.  In  most  of  the  cases  in  the 
gulf  we  are  prevented  from  proceeding  by 
way  of  contract,  because  we  could  not  get, 
except  at  extravagant  prices,  contractors  to 
come  and  take  charge  of  the  work.  They 
would  have  to  provide  very  large  plant,  for 
which  the  government  would  have  to  pay. 
We  are  trying  as  much  as  possible  to  do 
these  works  by  day's  work  with  our  own 
men.  We  send  them  from  different  points, 
especially  from  Quebec,  with  material  and 
everything  they  require.  In  some  of  these 
remote  places  there  is  no  possibility  of 
getting  labour  and  material.  In  British 
Columbia  we  have  abandoned  almost  en- 
tirely the  Idea  of  giving  out  contracts  in  re- 
mote places.  We  send  out  our  own  men 
and  steamers  and  material,  so  as  to  have 
the  work  done  efficiently  and  at  less  cost 

Mr.  AMES.  My  hon.  friend  has  stated 
that  some  years  ago  there  had  been,  after 
consultation,  a  definite  plan  arrived  at  for 
the  Improvement  of  the  Lower  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  gulf.  Do  I  understand  the  minister 
to  say  that  he  expects  that  by  the  end  of  the 
present  working  season  this  plan  will  be 
practically  completed  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  I  fear  I  have  left 
the  committee  under  a  wrong  Impression. 
What  I  stated  was  that,  if  I  get -supple- 
mentary estimates  to  cover  the  plans  shown 
by  the  drawings  and  charts  I  have  laid  on 
the  table,  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so  much  of 
the  work  this  season  that  next  year  I  hope 
to  finish  the  whole.  It  was  estimated  at 
the  time  that  It  would  cost  from  $3,500,000 
to  $4,000,000.  We  have  expended  about 
$2,000,000,  and,  so  far  as  we  can  see  the 
work  will  require  the  expenditure  of  about 
$2,000,000  more.  The  work  will  go  on  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  At  the  present  we  are 
suffering  from  the  want  of  help  In  the 
engineering  branch.  This  is  not  a  difficulty 
confined  to  my  department.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Public  Works  and  others  are  In  the 
same  position — the  engineers  and  drafts- 
men required  are  not  to  be  had.  I  have 
personally  inquired  from  McGill  and  Laval 
Universities  to  secure  men  for  this  service. 
I  hope  that  we  shall  be  able,  with  the  help 
we  can  procure  to  complete  the  work  laid 
out  this  season. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  understand,  then,  that  it 
will  require  this  year  and  probably  one  year 
more  to  complete  the  works  under  the  plan 
that  has  been  followed  by  the  department 
for  some  years.  When  that  plan  Is  fully 
carried  out  will  all  the  recommendations 
In  this  document  from  the  shipping  federa- 
tion have  been  fulfilled  ? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  except  any 
minor  new  points  that  may  be  discovered 
as  we  proceed.  I  have  here  a  plan  which 
shows  what  is  to  be  done  in  1905-6,  and 
any  hon.  gentleman  who  consults  it  will 
see  that  the  department  is  not  going  blindly 
at  this  work,  but  has  taken  It  up  system- 
atically to  follow  the  recommendations  of 
the  shipping  interest  of  the  board  of 
trade  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  May  we  expect  any  mark- 
ed decrease  in  the  rates  of  marine  insurance 
because  of  the  expenditure  of  this  large 
amount  of  money  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  sincerely  hope 
for  a  considerable  decrease.  Still  insurance 
companies  are  loath  to  reduce  rates.  This 
matter  is  working  itself  out  gradually,  as 
is  shown  by  the  resolution  passed  by  the 
board  of  trade  and  the  shipping  Interest, 
which  declares  that  there  has  already  been 
a  reduction.  Some  vessel  lines  have  bene- 
fited more  than  others.  I  have  been  trying 
to  get  at  the  figures  but  it  is  not  easy  to 
do  that  at  once.  I  know  that  the  first  to 
obtain  the  reduction  of  insurance  rates 
were  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  boats, 
probably  because  the  company  enjoys  great 
confidence  and  the  boats  were  supposed  to* 
be  manned  in  first-class  style.  Other  lines 
have  also  obtained  reductions.  What  these 
reductions  are  we  do  not  know  yet,  but, 
of  course,  it  will  all  be  known  in  time. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  reason  I  ask  is,  because 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Suther- 
land) made  the  statement  In  the  House  a 
few  years  ago  that  one  of  the  reasons  for 
expending  so  much  on  the  Improvement  of 
the  St.  Lawrence,  was  that  we  should  there- 
by have  a  considerable  decrease  in  marine 
insurance,  besides  helping  materially  the 
shipping  Interest  of  Canada.  I  suppose  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontalne)  Is  keeping  that  point  In  view  and 
is  pressing  it.  Because,  it  would  be  a  very 
serious  matter  if,  after  the  expenditure  of 
millions  in  these  works  on  the  expectation 
of  a  decrease  in  insurance  rates,  no  such 
reductions  were  actually  made.  The  House 
will  expect  the  minister  to  regard  this  as 
part  of  his  duty  as  well  as  the  expenditure 
oi  the  money. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  safe  navigation  will  secure  this  re- 
duction by  itself,  even  if  it  is  not  pressed. 
But,  having  in  view  the  reduction  of  the 
Insurance  Tate,  and  keeping  this  before  the 
insurance  people — and  the  British  people 
especially,  who  control  most  of  the  marine 
insurance — I  am  sure  of  a  favourable  re- 
sult. We  keep  in  constant  touch  with 
Lloyds  and  the  best  authorities  in  Great 
Britain  so  as  to  keep  them  well  informed 
of  what  we  are  doing  and  of  what  our 
plans  are  for  improving  the  navigation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  and  making  it  as  safe  as 
possible.   As  regards  the  lighting  bv  gas 


between  Montreal  and  Sorel — and  lower 
down  for  we  have  added  33  miles 
more  to  this  system — the  improvement  has 
facilitated  navigation  so  as  to  give  quicker 
access  to  the  port  of  Montreal  and  so  short- 
en the  trip  by  six  or  seven  hours,  making 
almost  an  extra  trip  during  the  season.  All 
these  aids  to  navigation  tend  to  reduce  the 
cost  of  freight,  and  so  give  advantages 
which  reach  the  people  of  Canada  general- 
ly, for  Montreal  is  the  national  port  and 
the  reduction  of  freights  to  that  port  has  a 
tendency  to  reduce  the  cost  of  goods  to  the 
consumer. 

I  have  now  the  information  asked  for 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Simcoe  (Mr. 
Bennett)  with  regard  to  the  harbour  master 
of  Midland.  The  harbour  master  of  Mid- 
land is  Mr.  John  White.  His  salary  is  $300 
a  year,  paid  out  of  fees.  In  1902,  he  col- 
lected $316.50  in  fees,  returning  $16.50  to 
the  department ;  and  in  1904  he  did  not 
collect  sufficient  to  pay  his  salary. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Will  the  minister  state 
what  the  harbour  master  does  for  this 
$300  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  is  obliged  to 
fulfil  his  duty  as  harbour  master. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  live  in  the  town  and 
I  would  like  to  know  what  the  duties  are. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    He  has  to  look 

after  the  buoy  service,  to  place  the  vessels 
in  the  port  and  otherwise  to  fulfil  the  duties 
of  harbour  master.  These  duties  are  sta- 
tutory, and  I  refer  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  statute. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  would  ask  the  min- 
ister if  he  would  request  the  harbour  mas- 
ter at  Midland  to  make  a  report  as  to  whe- 
ther any  vessels  have  at  any  time  been 
grounded  on  the  shoal  In  the  bay. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  ask  the  minister  to 
tell  us  what  steps  he  is  taking  In  order  to 
make  it  thoroughly  known  In  all  shipping 
centres  of  the  world  that  these  improve- 
ments In  the  St  Lawrence  are  being  prose- 
cuted. As  we  know,  Insurance  rates  in  the 
St  Lawrence  are  much  higher  than  at  New 
York;  but  shippers  also  know  that  owing 
to  the  Improvements  which  have  been  made 
during  the  last  ten  years  the  rates  have 
been  cut  down  one-half.  We  have  reason 
to  believe  that  the  rates  can  be  still  further 
reduced,  because  many  of  the  best  English 
companies  are  not  insuring  at  all  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  route,  but  we  think  that  the 
better  acquainted  they  become  with  the 
St.  Lawrence  route  and  the  great  endea- 
vours which  the  people  of  Canada  are  mak- 
ing to  render  that  route  secure,  possibly  It 
may  result  in  a  general  reduction  of  rates 
by  more  companies  competing.  That  being 
the  case,  the  reduction  in  insurance  means 
a  reduction  in  freight,  and  a  general  benefit 
to  all  Canadian  shippers  and  all  owners  of 
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ships.  So  1  would  ask  the  minister  what 
steps  be  is  taking  to  make  thoroughly  known 
the  great  improvements  of  the  last  four  or 
five  years,  at  all  points  where  it  may  do 
Canada  good. 

Mr.  PRE  FONTAINE.  I  intend  early  this 
season  after  the  estimates  are  put  through 
to  have  some  of  my  officials  prepare  a  com 
plete  statement  showing  exactly  what  has 
been  done  and  what  is  going  to  be  done 
during  the  season  in  order  to  complete  the 
whole  system  a  year  hence.  I  intend  to 
have  that  statement  carefully  prepared  and 
circulated  all  over  the  world,  so  that  peo- 
ple the  world  over  may  know  what  Canada 
is  doing  to  improve  the  route,  and  what  ad- 
vantages the  port  of  Montreal  and  the  St. 
Lawrence  route  offer  to  shippers. 

Mr.  AMES.  I  would  like  the  minister  to 
tell  us  what  is  the  illuminant  which  he  uses 
and  proposes  to  use  in  the  most  modern  of 
his  new  lighthouses,  particularly  those 
that  are  for  a  long  distance.  He  has 
told  us  that  in  lighting  the  St  Lawrence 
between  Montreal  and  Quebec  he  Is  intro- 
ducing acetylene  gas.  These  light  buoys 
are  only  to  be  seen  at  a  comparatively 
short  distance,  and  I  would  like  to  know 
what  is  the  latest  and  most  modern  illu- 
minant which  the  minister  is  using  for  lights 
which  are  expected  to  be  seen  forty  or 
fifty  miles  away. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  Intend  to  use 
the  best  There  are  two  kinds  of  very 
powerful  lights,  one  is  the  petroleum  va- 
pour, and  the  other  is  acetylene  gas  under 
mantle.  We  use  either  the  one  or  the  other, 
and  sometimes  we  use  both  kinds. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  reason  I  asked  this 
question  was  because  I  had  been  informed 
that  while  the  acetylene  light  is  excellent 
for  a  comparatively  short  distance,  for 
lights  which  need  to  be  seen  at  a  great  dis- 
tance, petroleum  vapour  has  been  found  to 
be  superior.  There  is  another  matter  I 
would  like  to  have  explained,  that  is,  in  con- 
nection Vith  the  store  holders  that  the 
minister  uses  for  his  acetylene.  I  see  that 
this  year  by  P— 89  of  the  Auditor  General's 
Report  $136,643.97  were  paid  to  George 
T.  Merwin,  of  Montreal,  for  gas  hold- 
ers. This  gentleman,  I  believe,  is 
the  agent  for  the  Safety  Car  Heating 
and  Lighting  Company  of  New  York. 
This  money,  I  suppose,  went  out  of  the 
country.  Is  it  true  that  none  of  these 
articles  can  be  made  in  Canada,  and  has  the 
minister  any  hope  to  offer  us  that  the  time 
will  come  before  long  when  any  of  these 
goods  can  be  made  in  Canada?  It  seems 
a  pity  that  we  are  spending  for  this  one 
Item  $130,000  abroad. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  matter  is  very 
easily  explained.    I  myself  put  the  same 
question  to  my  officers  when  the  first  order 
Mr.  AMB3. 


was  presented  to  me  for  approval,  and  I 
was  Informed  and  I  have  since  confirmed 
that  information  that  they  could  not  be  pro- 
cured in  Canada  or  in  the  United  States, 
that  there  were  only  a  couple  of  places  in 
Germany  and  France,  Germany  especially 
where  they  could  be  obtained  because  these 
holders  are  welded  in  a  certain  way  and  it 
would  require  a  very  large  amount  of 
money  $150,000  to  $200,000  to  fit  up  the 
plant  I  inquired  at  different  places  at  the 
Laurentian  Works,  in  Montreal,  the  Poison 
Company,  In  Toronto!  and  the  Bertram  En- 
gine Works  in  Toronto,  in  fact  I  inquired 
all  over,  in  order  to  see  whether  It  was  not 
possible  to  procure  these  holders  In  Canada, 
but  none  of  these  firms  had  the  plant  and 
they  could  not  be  procured  here.  I  may 
say,  that  after  experimenting  tbere  is  some 
one  in  the  business  who  will  I  think  within 
a  short  time  be  able  to  furnish  these  hold- 
ers to  the  department  but  In  the  meantime, 
we  have  of  course  to  order  them  where  we 
can  get  them  on  the  best  conditions  possible. 
There  is  nothing  to  prevent  us  buying  them 
here  if  we  can  get  them. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.   Before  passing  away 
.from  the  item,  '  construction  of  lighthouses 
and  aids  to  navigation '  I  wish  to  remind 
the  minister  of  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Of  Bronte. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Of  Bronte,  exactly: 
1  am  very  glad  that  the  minister  remembers 
so  well.  It  is  rather  an  important  place, 
it  has  an  industrious  population  and  some 
time  ago  I  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that 
it  was  very  desirable  to  erect  on  a  pier  that 
was  being  built  tbere,  a  lighthouse  to  guide 
the  fishermen  on  dark  nights  in  the  fall  of 
the  year  towards  the  harbour.  Frequently 
in  pursuing  their  occupation  as  fishermen 
they  are  kept  out  in  the  open  lake,  and 
have  nothing  to  direct  them  to  port  A 
lighthouse  could  be  constructed  tbere  at  a 
very  moderate  expense  Indeed,  of  sufficient 
height  to  light  them  home  to  a  place  of 
safety.  This  light  would  not  need  to  be 
kept  burning  during  the  whole  year,  but 
only  for  a  limited  part  of  the  year  and  it 
would  certainly  serve  a  very  excellent  pur- 
pose. I  hope  that  the  minister's  memory 
also  recalls  the  fact  that  he  promised  to 
erect  this  lighthouse  and  I  also  hope  that 
in  furtherance  of  that  he  will  see  that  dur- 
ing the  curent  fiscal  year  this  lighthouse  is 
provided.  I  am  sure  they  will  gratefully 
remember  it  if  it  is  done.  I  am  not  find- 
ing fault  with  the  minister  for  not  having 
ttiis  done  now,  because  he  explained  that  he 
wanted  to  erect  It  near  the  end  of  the  pier. 
The  pier  must  now  be  approaching  comple- 
tion, and  I  am  quite  sure  the  minister  will 
make  good  everything  he  has  said  and  do 
for  these  people  what  I  have  asked  on 
several  occasions  and  what  he  has  pro- 
mised. 
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Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  gentleman  tuat  as  I  stated  last  year 
the  reason  for  the  delay  was  the  fact  that 
the  pier  had  not  been  finished  and  we  in- 
tended to  put  the  light  at  the  end  of  the 
pier.  The  pier  will  be  completed,  I  hope, 
before  the  1st  of  July  and  if  it  is  com- 
pleted, I  will  promise  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  I  will  place  the  matter  before  the  light- 
house board  by  whom  I  am  led  in  these 
matters  and  in  which  there  is  no  politics, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  it  is  wanted 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  will  be  satis- 
fied. 

To  provide  for  the  establishment  of  Marconi 
stations,  $100,000. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  explanation 
Is  as  follows  :— 

In  1903-4,  the  sum  of  $18,847.31  was  ex- 
pended In  equipping  Marconi  stations. 

Equipping  Fame  Point  $  5,000  00 

Equipping  Heath  Point   5,000  00 

Westlnghouse  electric  generator..  985  00 
Submarine  cables  and  reels. .  . .  6,350  00 
Freight  and  other  expenses. .  . .     1,518  31 

$18,847  31 

In  1904-5,  to  30th  November,  the  sum  of 
$29,276.85  has  been  expended.  The  ex- 
penses consisted  in  fitting  out  the  steamers 
'  Minto '  '  Stanley  *  and  Canada '  with  wire- 
less apparatus  and  the  expenses  of  the 
ships  while  engaged  in  the  service.  The 
amount  expended  is  as  follows  : 

Fame  Point  station  $  5,000  00 

Cape  Race  station   5,000  00 

Cape  Ray  station   5,000  00 

Apparatus    for    '  Stanley'  and 

'Minto'   8,106  42 

Labour  at  Belle  Isle   1,992  00 

Building  station  at  Belle  Isle. .     2,547  21 
Wages  of  men  employed  at  sta- 
tions and  expenses  of  'Stanley' 
and  '  Minto '   6,631  22 


$29,276  85 

The  sum  of  $55,000  will  be  required  to 
be  put  in  the  estimates  for  the  new  Mar- 
coni stations  which  have  been  contracted 
for  at  Cape  Rich,  Newfoundland,  and  Whit- 
tle Rocks  and  Seal  Island  and  Partridge  Is- 
land, also  Increasing  from  low  power  to 
high  power  stations,  to  allow  communica- 
tion between  Fame  Point  and  Heath  Point; 
Heath  Point  and  Cape  Ray;  Heath  Point 
and  Whittle  Rocks;  Whittle  Rocks  and  Cape 
Rich;  and  Cape  Rich  and  Point  Amour,  and 
Seal  Island  and  Partridge  Island.  Also  to 
allow  for  a  day  and  night  service  between 
said  stations. 

Mr.  AMES.  When  the  Marconi  contract 
was  entered  into  by  the  government,  if  I 
am  rightly  Informed,  it  was  provided  that 
if  it  should  not  prove  to  be  a  success  the 
government  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
withdrawing  from  the  contract.  Evidently 
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it  has  been  regarded  as  a  success  because 
the  department  are  now  asking  a  rote  to 
continue  the  stations  already  established, 
and  to  establish  new  ones.  I  would  like  the 
minister  to  let  us  know  how  generally  the 
shipping  lnerests  are  equipping  the  vessels 
which  come  into  the  gulf  with  that  appar- 
atus which  may  render  it  possible  for  them 
to  transmit  messages  to  the  stations  of  the 
Canadian  government.  It  is  a  very  impor- 
tant feature  of  the  situation,  inasmuch  as 
while  we  may  expend  money  in  equipping 
stations  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
shipping  interests  should  on  parallel  lines 
equip  their  ships,  and  unless  they  do  so  the 
expenditure  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion 
government  will  be  more  or  less  abortive. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  They  have  been 
very  satisfactory.  Six  of  the  Allan  boats 
have  been  fully  equipped  and  the  Allan 
Company  have  testified  to  the  advantage  of 
these  stations.  I  think  these  stations  are 
very  Important  and  necessary  and  they  will 
be  especially  valuable  in  the  spring  of  the 
year. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  How  many  land 
stations  are  equipped  and  how  many  do  you 
propose  to  equip  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  following  have 
been  equipped.  Fame  Point,  Heath  Point, 
Point  Armour,  Belle  Isle,  Cape  Ray  and 
Cape  Race.  It  Is  proposed  to  equip  stations 
at  Point  Riche,  Cape  Whittle,  Halifax,  Sable 
Island,  Seal  Island  and  Partridge  Island. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Had  we  not  some  special 
agreement  with  the  Marconi  Company  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  That  was  with 
regard  to  a  special  station  for  transmission 
of  messages  across  the  Atlantic. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  government,  as  I  under- 
stand It,  were  to  receive  some  special  con- 
sideration on  account  of  that  contract 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  It  is  not  In  my 
department,  but  I  think  it  was  agreed  that 
we  should  have  the  benefit  of  all  the  im- 
provements that  Marconi  made  as  well  as 
special  rates  on  messages. 

Mr.  OSLER.  We  must  have  had  more 
than  that  for  a  payment  of  $80,000. 

Mr.  AMES.  What  government  vessels 
are  equipped  with  the  Marconi  system  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  'Minto,'  the 
'  Stanley '  and  the  '  Canada.' 

Mr.  AMES.  Do  they  receive  special  rates? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  merely  have 
to  pay  the  cost  of  the  installation  on  each  of 
the  ships  which  amount  to  $1,550. 

Mr.  AMES.  Marconi  is  a  young  man 
and  a  very  live  inventor  ;  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  there  is  any  provision  in 
the  contract  which  gives  us  the  use  of  the 
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new  Inventions  which  he  may  make  from 
time  to  time  ? 

Mr.  PRBPONTAINB.  That  is  provided 
for  in  the  contract. 

To  provide  for  submarine  signalling  bell,  $70,- 
000. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  The  shore  stations 
are  to  be  located  as  follows :  South  Point 
Anticosti,  Cape  Rosier,  P.Q.,  Matane,  P.Q., 
Beaver  Island,  N.S.,  and  Scatterie,  N.S.,  and 
the  submarine  bell  buoy  stations  at  Negro 
Head,  N.S.,  Beetson  Rock,  N.S.,  Brazil  Rock, 
N.S.,  and  Little  Hope,  N.S. 
5  plants  for  electric  shore  stations.  $15,000 
10  electric  submarine  bells  at  $1,050.  10,500 
30,000  ft.  specially  designed  cable 

at  334c   10,000 

30  tripod  bell  anchorages  at  $600. .  18,000 
4  submarine  bell  buoys  at  $2,500. .  10,000 
Cost  of  Installation,  anchors,  &c.  6,500 


Total  $70,000 

-  None  of  these  installations  have  yet  been 
made  but  the  first  clause  of  the  contract 
says  : 

The  said  company  hereby  bind  and  oblige 
their  heirs,  executors  and  administrators,  and 
they  hereby  promise,  covenant  and  agree  to  in- 
stall on  board  any  lightship  or  Dominion 
Bteamer,  or  at  or  near  any  lightship  or  upon 
any  buoy  or  at  any  station  in  the  waters  of 
Canada,  as  may  be  required  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  their  submarine  warning 
signal,  in  a  complete  and  perfect  state,  with  all 
improvements  that  may  be  made  by  the  said 
company  from  time  to  time,  and  shall  provide 
all  patent  attachments,  comprised  in  the  said 
submarine  warning  signal  and  its  apparatus 
during  the  terms  of  this  agreement. 

The  contract  has  been  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  This  signal  bell  system  was 
studied  by  the  officers  of  my  department  as 
far  back  as  1903  and  my  attention  was 
drawn  to  it  by  the  owners  of  the  largest 
steamship  lines  plying  the  St.  Lawrence. 
The  officers  of  the  department  were  present 
at  some  experiments  with  which  they  were 
perfectly  satisfied.  The  apparatus  con- 
sists of  sinking  a  bell  in  the  water  at  a  depth 
of  8  or  9  feet  which  can  be  wrung  by  elec- 
tricity, and  by  means  of  the  receiver  on 
board  a  ship — something  like  a  telephone — 
the  bell  can  be  heard  up  to  a  distance  of 
ten  miles  in  some  instances.  The  bell  rings 
in  storms  and  fogs  and  can  be  distinctly 
heard  in  the  pilot-house  of  the  ship,  giving 
an  indication  as  to  whether  it  is  on  the 
starboard  or  port  side  and  also  the  location 
o£  the  particular  bell  which  is  heard,  so  that 
the  position  of  the  ship  can  be  exactly  ascer- 
tained. I  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
present,  together  with  the  Messrs.  Allan 
amongst  others,  at  an  experiment  made  be- 
tween Boston  and  New  York  in  connection 
with  this  apparatus,  and  it  was  found  to 
work  very  satisfactorily. 

After  this  last  experiment  the  parties  in- 
terested began  negotiating  with  the  depart- 

Mr.  AMES. 


ment  for  the  Installation  of  the  apparatus. 
It  took  a  good  deal  of  time  for  us  to  come 
to  an  agreement,  but  at  last  we  came  to  an 
agreement,  which  is  the  foundation  of  this 
contract.  None  of  the  apparatus  is  installed 
at  the  present  moment,  but  we  have  con- 
tracted to  Install  a  certain  number.  There 
Is  in  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Marine 
a  very  complete  report  on  this  subject.  The 
bargain  made  Is  a  pretty  good  bargain,  the 
best  that  could  be  made  under  the  circum- 
stances. The  parties  have  made  a  similar 
contract  with  the  American  government, 
the  terms  of  which  are  not  at  all  as  favour- 
able as  those  which  we  have  obtained.  In 
order  to  guard  against  our  paying  Jtoo  dear 
for  the  use  of  the  apparatus,  It  was  pro- 
vided in  the  contract  that  they  could  not 
charge  Canada  any  more  than  any  other 
country,  so  that  if  they  were  going  to  give 
the  apparatus  to  other  countries  at  a  cheap- 
er rate  than  to  Canada,  they  would  be  oblig- 
ed to  reduce  the  rate  to  us.  The  following 
report  shows  what  has  been  done  in  the 
United  States : 

Submarine  signalling  In  United  States. 

By  permissive  arrangement  with  the  United 
States  government  submarine  bells  had  been 
installed  on  the  following  United  States'  light- 
ships, viz.  : 

Sandy  Hook,  Fire  Island,  Nantucket  Shoal, 
Cornfield  Point,  Brenton's  Reef,  Vineyard  Sound, 
Pollock  Rip,  Pollock  Rip  Shoals,  Boston,  Cape 
Elizabeth. 

These  bells  are  operated  under  service  condi- 
tions on  the  lightships.  The  Submarine  Signal 
Company  state  that  Appropriation  Bills  which 
recently  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  Senate  and  signed  by  the  President, 
contained  items  for  fog  signals,  $210,000.  Sub- 
marine signalling  being  especially  mentioned. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  the  Naval  Bill  car- 
ries $3,000,000,  any  part  of  which  is  applicable 
to  submarine  signal  work. 

The  department  is  further  informed  that  Ad- 
miral Mauncy  is  to  begin  the  installation  at 
once  of  receiving  apparatus  on  the  United  States 
warships,  and  includes  also  sound  producing 
with  the  Morse  alphabet  code  as  well  as  the 
receiving  apparatus. 

The  department  Is  informed  that  the  appro- 
priations having  passed,  the  details  of  the  ar- 
rangement are  now  in  the  hands  of  the  United 
States  Lighthouse  Board. 

The  Submarine  Signal  Company  has  concluded 
a  contract  with  the  North  German  Lloyd's 
Steamship  Company  to  install  the  receiving  ap- 
paratus on  122  steamships.  Contracts  have  also 
been  concluded  with  the  Hamburg  American 
Line,  the  Metropolitan  Steamship  Line,  the 
steam  pilot  boats  of  the  harbours  of  Boston 
and  New  York,  SS.  '  Indian  '  of  the  Philadelphia 
Line,  and  J.  Pierpont  Morgan's  yacht  '  Corsair.' 

The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  authorized 
the  installation  of  receivers  on  their  ships. 

The  maximum  rental  charged  to  Canadian 
ships  is  $500  per  ship  per  year.  In  the  contract 
with  the  North  German  Lloyd  the  maximum 
rental  may  be  $850  per  ship  per  year. 

So  that  we  have  made  a  pretty  good  bar- 
gain. I  would  refer  the  committee  to  the 
report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Lights,  pub- 
lished in  the  report  of  the  Department  of 
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Marine,  on  pages  63,  64  and  65.  Before  en- 
tering into  another  contract,  the  department 
and  myself  took  the  precaution  of  consult- 
ing the  shipping  interests,  and  I  took  part 
in  a.  meeting  of  the  Ghambre  de  Commerce 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal,  held 
on  the  30th  of  May,  1904.  We  had  made 
no  contract  at  that  time,  but  I  thought  it 
was  necessary  to  consult  the  people  Interest 
ed.  I  quote  from  the  62nd  annual  report 
page  10 : 

Aids  to  Navigation  in  River  and  Gulf. 

Submarine  signal  bells.— Tour  council  very 
willingly  arranged,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  tor  a 
special  general  meeting  of  the  board  on  30th 
May,  for  the  purpose  of  affording  an  oppor- 
tunity to  Commander  Spain  of  the  Marine  De- 
partment to  explain  the  working  of  the  sub- 
marine signal  bells  which  the  minister  pro- 
poses to  place  at  danger  points  throughout  the 
Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence.  The  meeting  was  also 
attended,  on  the  invitation  of  the  council,  by 
the  president  and  several  members  of  La  Cham- 
bre  do  Commerce.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Prefontalne, 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  Commander 
Spain  and  Mr.  J.  F.  Fraser  of  the  department, 
addressed  the  meeting  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed installation  ot  these  signal  bells,  and 
upon  the  conclusion  of  the  addresses  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  moved  by  Mr.  Robert  Munro, 
your  second  vice-president,  and  seconded  by 
Mr.  H.  A.  A.  Brault,  president  ot  La  Chambre 
de  Commerce,  was  carried  by  acclamation  : 

Resolved,  that  the  thanks  of  this  meeting  of 
members  of  the  Montreal  Board  ot  Trade  and 
of  La  Chambre  de  Commerce  du  District  de 
Montreal,  are  hereby  accorded  to  the  Hon.  Ray- 
mond Prefontalne,  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  for  having  visited  this  board  to  ad- 
dress this  gathering  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed action  of  his  department,  in  placing  at 
danger  points  in  the  river  and  gulf  the  sub- 
marine signal  bell  system,  and  that  Commander 
Spain  and  Mr.  J.  F.  Fraser,  commissioner  of 
lights,  are  also  thanked  for  their  Interesting 
and  instructive  explanation  of  that  system. 

That  the  minister  is  congratulated  upon  the 
lively  interest  he  has  manifested  in  the  work 
of  safeguarding  the  St.  Lawrence  route,  by 
providing  aids  to  navigation  in  the  shape  of 
lights,  buoys,  &c,  and  that  it  is  believed  that 
the  installation  of  the  submarine  signal  bell 
system  will  be  a  very  efficient  additional  means 
to  that  end. 

That  this  meeting  hereby  presses  upon  the 
Dominion  government  the  urgent  need  of  pro- 
secuting most  energetically  all  works  in  con- 
nection with  making  the  St.  Lawrence,  as  the 
national  waterway  of  this  country,  safe  for 
night  and  day  navigation,  so  that  disasters  to 
shipping  may  be  avoided  and  the  reduction  of 
marine  insurance  rates  be  secured. 

The  department  went  on  with  their  nego- 
tiations with  the  proprietors  of  the  system, 
and  finally,  towards  the  end  of  August,  the 
contract  was  signed.  Now,  we  want  to  go 
on  with  a  part  of  the  work,  and  that  is  the 
reason  this  Item  is  put  in  the  estimates. 

Mr.  DANIEL.    I  understand  that  the 
'  Lurcher '  lightship  is  to  have  one  of  these 
bells.    That  lightship  is  stationed  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  at  a  place 
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where,  when  it  is  foggy,  the  lightship  is 
enveloped  in  fog,  and  I  thought  that  If  the 
minister  were  favourable,  it  would  be  a 
good  plan  to  place  one  of  these  receivers  on 
board  the  largest  pilot  boat  crossing  those 
waters.  The  pilot  boats  are  cruising  In  those 
waters  all  the  time,  and  I  think  that,  as  the 
whole  matter  is  In  the  experimental  stage, 
it  might  be  well  to  place  one  of  these  re- 
ceivers on  board  a  large  pilot  boat  which 
is  cruising  in  these  waters  all  the  time,  and 
you  would  get  more  information  In  that  way 
than  by  means  of  the  steamer  '  Lansdowne* 
which  is  supplied  with  a  receiver.  The  larg- 
est pilot  boat  is  sixty-five  tons,  and  the 
pilots  on  board  are  very  particular  about 
keeping  regular  log  statements  of  all  oc- 
currences. I  would  like  the  hon.  minister 
to  put  one  of  these  receivers  on  the  largest 
pilot  boat  cruising  right  in  the  very  place 
where  the  lightship  is  located. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINB.  I  shall  certainly 
take  a  note  of  my  hon.  friend's  suggestion. 
We  are  awaiting  to  see  the  results  of  our 
experiment  and  will  try  to  get  the  best 
system  (Installed. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  see  by  the  papers  brought 
down  theat  the  department  has  entered  Into 
two  contracts  with  this  signal  company- 
one  on  the  8th  August  1904,  and  the  other 
on  the  10th  August  1904.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  these  two  contracts  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  One  is  for  the 
signal  and  one  for  the  receiver.  They  will 
be  both  in  operation.  The  two  appliances 
are  to  be  put  on  the  two  boats,  the  '  Mlnto ' 
and  the  '  Stanley.'  The  others  are  to  be 
installed  at  the  different  stations. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  understand  that  the 
hon.  minister  has  entered  into  one  contract 
under  which  he  pays  a  royalty  of  $2,000  for 
each  station  where  this  appliance  is  used. 
The  royalty  ends  at  a  certain  time  when 
he  has  paid  $100,000  in  all. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  When  we  will 
have  installed  50. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  means  $100,000.  But 
in  addition  I  understand  the  minister  pays 
for  the  cost  of  that  apparatus  itself  plus  25 
per  cent. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  On  the  installa- 
tion in  the  ships. 

Mr.  BARKER.  But  in  addition  to  that, 
does  he  not  pay  for  the  cost  of  putting  it 
in  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  We  pay  for  the 
receivers  on  board  the  ship  the  same  price 
as  other  ships  pay. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  am  speaking  for  the 
lighthouse  where  the  bell  Is  put  You  pay 
$2,000  royalty  and  also  the  cost  plus  25 
per  cent  of  the  bell  itself. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  Yes. 
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Mr.  BARKER.  The  other  agreement,  I 
presume,  refers  to  the  charges  for  the  re- 
ceiver, putting  it  on  board  the  ship  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Exactly. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  would  like  to  know  for 
what  term  this  contract  is  entered  into  ?  I 
can  quite  understand  that  where  you  pay  a 
royalty  the  term  is  of  no  consequence.  You 
pay  the  royalty  once  for  all,  but  you  also 
pay  a  sum  per  annum  in  connection  with  the 
apparatus  itself. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  We  pay  an  annuity 
for  the  use  of  the  receiver  on  the  ship. 

Mr.  BARKER.  For  what  term  have  you 
entered  into  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.    No  term. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  language  of  the  con- 
tract is  during  the  term  of  this  agreement, 
nud  I  cannot  find  any  term  provided  for. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  There  is  no  term. 

Mr.  BARKER.  You  trust  to  each  other's 
interest  to  keep  good  friends.  I  see  In  the 
correspondence  mat  the  minister  informed 
Mr.  Whitney,  of  Boston,  that  ine  depart- 
ment was  in  communication  with  the  Brit- 
ish Admiralty  about  this  apparatus.  There 
is  nothing  to  show  what  the  result  of  that 
correspondence  was.  Will  the  minister  be 
good  enough  to  tell  us  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  We  Just  Informed 
the  British  Admiralty  of  what  we  were 
doing. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Did  you  never  get  an 
answer  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  ordinary  ack- 
nowledgment 

Mr.  BARKBR.  They  never  communi- 
cated to  you  whether  they  considered  the 
thing  favourably  or  not  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  They  did  not 
express  an  opinion.  The  only  correspon- 
dence that  exists,  as  far  as  I  can  remember, 
later  was  the  communication  from  Lord 
Strathcona  asking  us  for  a  report  This  re- 
port was  required  by  some  British  colonies 
which  wanted  to  know  how  the  system  was 
working  and  what  we  thought  of  It  As  it 
had  not  been  installed  we  could  not  very 
well  give  an  opinion. 

Mr.  BARKER.  You  have  had  no  con- 
firmation of  you  own  judgment  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  We  have  it  from 
what  the  United  States  are  doing  at  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  BARKBR.  In  February  last  it  ap- 
pears that  in  several  lighthouses  on  the 
coast  of  Massachusetts  it  was  installed. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  That  was  an  ex- 
periment which  was  conducted  at  the  cost 
of  the  inventors  at  the  time.  They  con- 
tinued the  experiment  between  Boston  and 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE. 


New  York,  and  lately  they  have  succeeded 
so  well  as  to  convince  the  American  gov- 
ernment of  the  advantages  of  the  system 
and  the  American  government  lias  Increased 
the  number  and  made  contracts  with  their 
different  lines  of  steamers. 

Mr.  BARKER.   Is  that  recently  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  In  the  course  of 
the  last  season. 

Mr.  BARKER.   In  the  minister's  report 

to  Council  at  page  25,  he  says : 

Thirty  stations  will  be  required  for  the  St. 
Lawrence  to  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  and  it  has 
been  estimated  that  the  cost  of  equipping  these 
stations  will  be  $6,000  more  or  leas  according 
to  location. 

How  is  that  $5,000  made  up  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINB.  If  you  Install  a 
bell  in  a  lightship,  it  wIU  not  cost  $5,000  to 
install  the  system  on  board  the  lightship  or 
at  a  convenient  place  where  we  have  al- 
ready a  lighthouse.  At  certain  points  it  is 
necessary  to  put  up  special  buildings  for 
the  apparatus ;  we  have  to  make  special 
landings  and  so  on.  That  will  make  the 
difference  in  the  cost  But  we  cannot  say 
that  it  will  cost  a  certain  sum  at  any  parti- 
cular station. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  apparatus  would 
not  cost  anything  like  $5,000,  would  it  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  No;  but  some 
large  buildings  must  be  erected  to  put  In 
the  machinery  to  produce  the  electricity. 
There  are  places  where  there  is  special  ex- 
posure to  the  sea,  and  more  or  less  expense 
must  be  incurred  in  the  construction  of  the 
building.  It  depends  also  on  how  far  you 
are  going  to  carry  the  bells  on  shore. 

Mr.  BARKER.  That  would  not  be  very 
material.  It  was  the  equipping  of  that 
station  that  the  hon.  gentleman  {Mr.  Pre- 
fontaine)  said  would  cost  $5,000.  And  this 
Order  in  Council  Is  dated  August  10th,  the 
very  day  of  the  contract  I  have  been  trying 
to  find  out  what  that  means.  The  report  to 
Council  says  there  are  to  be  abo'ut  thirty 
stations,  and  they  are  to  cost  $5,000  each. 
But  I  rather  gather  that  the  cost  will  really 
be  some  hundreds  of  dollars  for  each  sta 
tion — something  less  than  $1,000. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  That  is  the  Order 
in  Council.  But  the  contract  does  not  read 
that  way.  The  contract  reads  that  there  is 
to  be  $2,000  for  royalty. 

Mr.  BARKER.  But  the  royalty  would 
not  be  part  of  the  cost  of  equipment 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  We  put  it  all  the 
same,  and  we  calculated  that  the  stations 
would  cost  about  $5,000  each  to  complete, 
and  in  the  contract  we  have  provided  how 
this  $5,000  shall  be  spent  There  is  to  be 
$2,000  royalty  and  25  per  cent  on  the  cost 
of  whatever  machinery  they  furnish  ns. 
And  then  there  is  to  be  added  whatever  else 
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may  be  expended  for  machinery  and  for 
necessary  buildings. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  gather  that  the  cost  of 
the  apparatus  is  about  $500.  Add  25  per 
cent  to  that,  then  allow  $2,000  royalty,  and 
you  have  a  total  of  about  $2,600  for  the 
apparatus.  If  yon  allow  $150  for  the  men 
going  to  the  station  and  Installing  the  plant 
you  will  get  not  more  'than  $2,800  altogether. 
I  do  not  see  where  the  $5,000  comes  in. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  do  not  know 
the  number  of  men  required  for  the  installa- 
tion in  each  case.  Of  course,  while  we 
allow  $5,000,  if  we  can  get  off  with  an  ex- 
penditure of  $3,000  or  $3,500,  so  much  the 
better. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  again  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil. This  is  of  the  same  date  as  the  contract 
Going  carefully  through  the  contract,  I  And 
that  that  $600  is  the  cost  of  the  apparatus, 
about  $150  will  be  the  cost  of  putting  it  in 
and  $2,000  will  be  the  allowance  for  royalty. 
There  is  nothing  about  buildings  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  But  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  refer  to  the  contract  he  will 
see  that  the  words  are  very  clear.  It  may 
not  be  clear  in  the  Order  in  Council,  but  it 
is  clear  in  the  contract. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  contract  no  doubt 
followed  the  report  to  Council  at  the  inter- 
val of  not  more  than  a  few  days. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Although  the  Or- 
der in  Council  may  bear  the  same  date  as 
the  contract,  the  report  to  Council  may  have 
been  made  long  before. 

Mr.  BARKER.    Perhaps  a  week. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  To  my  knowledge, 
the  matter  was  studied  a  long  time  before 
the  Order  in  Council  was  passed  and  the 
contract  authorized. 

Mr.  AMES.  It  has  been  explained  that 
this  system  comprises  a  receiver,  which  is 
in  the  bold  of  the  steamer,  and  a  trans- 
mitter, which  is  really  the  submarine  bell. 
These  two  parts  are  both  absolutely  neces- 
sary ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AMES.  The  government  have  taken 
the  initiative  and  are  prepared  to  spend 
$150,000  in  placing  these  submarine  bells  at 
dangerous  points.  I  would  like  to  know  if 
the  minister  took  precautions  to  secure  guar- 
antees or  promises  on  the  part  of  general 
shipping  that  they  would  supply  them- 
selves with  the  necessary  transmitters,  so 
that  the  invention  might  be  fully  useful,  or 
whether  it  was  left  entirely  to  the  initiative 
and  energy  of  the  inventor  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  exacted  the 
condition  that  they  should  secure  the  ac- 
ceptance of  at  least  thirty  receivers,  and 
unless  this  is  done  we  will  not  undertake  it. 


Mr.  AMES.  That  was  one  of  the  condi- 
tions of  the  contract— that  at  least  thirty 
ships  should  be  equipped  with  the  receiver, 
outside  of  the  ships  of  the  department  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

At  six  o'clock,  committee  took  recess. 

After  Bee  ess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Fisheries— Salaries  and  disbursements  tor 
fishery  inspectors,  overseers  '  and  guardians, 
$110,000. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Has  the  minister  brought 
down  the  report  of  Captain  Salmon  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  A  very  interest- 
ing document,  not  so  much  for  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman as  for  his  colleague  from  Montreal 
(Mr.  Ames).  The  document  is  rather 
lengthy,  ana  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  read  it.  But  I  will  read  the  answer  of 
one  of  the  most  respectable  officers  that 
this  department  has  ever  had  in  its  employ, 
Mr.  Douglas  Stevens,  of  St  John.  He  was 
appointed  under  the  former  government, 
and  was  kept  on  by  the  present  government 
until  last  December,  when  he  died.  Mr. 
Stevens  was  the  special  officer  appointed 
by  the  department  to  look  after  the  con- 
struction of  boats  that  were  built  for  the 
department.  He  was  sent  half  a  dozen 
times,  I  think,  to  England  to  visit  various 
navy  yards,  and  to  look  after  works  of 
very  great  importance.  In  this  case  he  was 
sent  to  superintend  the  work  of  construc- 
tion of  the  'Lurcher'  lightship,  which  was 
installed  on  the  shoal  opposite  Yarmouth. 
He  did  not  please  Mr.  Salmon.  When  Mr. 
Salmon  was  detailed  to  put  the  '  Lurcher '  on 
the  shoal  he  disobeyed  the  orders  of  the 
department  with  regard  to  the  proper  moor- 
ing of  the  vessel.  He  came  back  with  an 
extraordinary  report,  blaming  everybody 
and  everything.  In  answer  to  that  report 
Mr.  Stevens  addressed  the  following  an- 
swer to  the  deputy  minister  : 

Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  your  leter  of  the  19th  instant,  in- 
closing copy  of  a  report  from  Captain  Salmon 
on  '  Lurcher '  lightship  in  which  he  reflects 
strongly  on  my  inspection  in  connection  with 
the  building  of  this  vessel,  and  also  virtually 
censures  the  department  itself  for  certain 
parts  of  the  plans  and  specifications.  In  my 
reply  I  will  take  the  various  item's  in  Captain 
Salmon's  report  in  rotation. 

In  the  first  place,  as  Colonel  Anderson's 
letter  of  January  23rd  clearly  defined  the  pur- 
pose for  which  Captain  Salmon  came  to  Hali- 
fax, namely,  to  take  the  'Lurcher'  lightship  out 
to  her  station  and  requesting  me  to  assist 
him  in  facilitating  the  work  in  this  respect, 
I  therefore  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  dis- 
cussing with  him  all  the  details  of  the  repairs 
to  this  vessel,  which  in  his  report  he  states 
I  had  done,  but  took  him  through  the  vessel, 
and  merely  explained  matters  generally  to  him 
I  and  informed  him  of  the  difficulties  I  had  ex- 
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perienced  in  getting  work  dono  at  all  because 
of  the  severe  weather.  I  also  expressed  to 
him  my  anxiety  to  get  the  vessel  in  a  fit  con- 
dition to  proceed  to  her  station  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

Captain  Salmon's  opinion  as  to  my  super- 
vision of  these  repairs  and  of  the  repairs 
themselves  would  be  of  some  value  if  he  him- 
self were  capable  of  forming  an  opinion  upon 
technical  work  of  this  character.  I  hope  to 
show,  before  this  reply  to  his  report  is  closed, 
that  this  is  another  case  where  a  little  superfi- 
cial knowledge  is  a  dangerous  thing,  and  that 
Captain  Salmon  is  actuated  either  by  spleen 
against  myself  for  some  reason  that  I  cannot 
explain  or  that  be  has  been  prompted  to 
write  out  this  report  by  other  people  who 
might  think  that  it  might  be  to  their  advantage 
to  have  me  censured,  or  that  he  considered  this 
a  good  opportunity  for  self  glorification  at  my 
expense,  and  through  his  not  being  familiar 
with  the  plans  and  specifications  to  which  the 
'  Lurcher '  was  built  at  the  exepense  of  the 
department  as  well.  Whether  you  are  aware 
of  the  fact  or  not,  the  rumour  has  since  Captain 
Salmon's  appearance  on  this  vessel  at  Halifax, 
got  spread  abroad  that  the  government  has 
been  victimized  by  having  a  very  poorly  de- 
signed and  built  vessel  handed  over  to  them, 
rumours  which  are  entirely  false,  and  which 
would  never  have  arisen  except  through  ignor- 
ance of  the  elementary  principles  of  ship 
building,  and  a  painful  want  of  discretion  on 
the  part  of  some  party  or  parties  unknown, 
who  gave  rise  to  them.  (See  Captain  Salmon's 
telegram  from  Yarmouth,  February  3rd).  The 
Impression  that  a  person  unacquainted  with 
the  facts  would  gather  from  Captain  Salmons's 
report  is  that  by  dint  of  great  personal  exer- 
tions on  his  part  he  got  the  ship  ready  for 
aea  in  fifteen  working  hours  from  his  arrival, 
whereas  all  he  actually  did  was  to  rush  some 
provisions  aboard  at  night  in  heavy  rain  and 
borrow  a  length  of  hose  to  fill  the  water  tanks. 
With'  reference  to  Captain  Salmon's  remark 
about  Captain  Tinling's  report  that  I  held 
back  the  ship  for  a  day,  I  would  say  that 
this  was  done  to  accommodate  Commander  Tin- 
ling,  who  informed  me  that  the  weather  was 
not  suitable  for  swinging  a  ship  to  adjust 
.  compasses.  Long  before  Captain  Salmon  came, 
I  pointed  out  to  Mr.  Hutchens  that  the  elec- 
tric mast  head  lamps  could  not  be  used  for 
oil  lamps,  and  if  oil  lamps  were  required  they 
would  have  to  be  provided.  I  gave  him  every 
facility,  assistance  and  Information  regarding 
the  lights,  fog  signals,  &c,  to  be  published 
for  notice  to  mariners.  With  regard  to  the 
statement  about  the  provisions,  I  neither 
know  nor  had  anything  to  do  with  this  matter, 
which  matters  I  considered  to  be  best  left  to 
the  agent  and  Captain  Larkin.  Had  I  per- 
mitted Captain  Larkin  to  have  his  state-room 
quarters  refitted  in  the  extravagant  and  ex- 
pensive manner  he  contemplated,  there  would 
have  been  nothing  heard  about  the  carpenter's 
so-called  bad  work.  The  statement  that 
everybody  employed  on  the  vessel  was  en- 
deavouring to  spin  out  the  Job  as  long  as 
possible  is  a  disgrace  to  the  man  who  made  it. 

I  flatly  deny  his  statement  that  I  omitted 
to  test  rivets  and  would  say  that  had  I  been 
at  Yarmouth,  not  one  of  the  so-called  defective 
rivets  would  have  been  removed  from  her 
bows,  nor  stem,  nor  would  the  ship  have  gone 
to  Yarmouth  on  any  such  paltry  excuse,  and  any 
practical  man  knows  that  If  you  start  cutting 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


out  rivets,  the  work  must  be  recaulked;  further, 
any  man  accustomed  to  this  class  of  work 
knows  well  that  he  can  take  a  hand  hammer 
and  with  a  pretense  of  testing,  make  as  many 
slack  rivets  as  ever  he  likes  In  countersunk 
work.  If,  as  he  states,  additional  rivets  were 
put  In  the  stem,  he  has  weakened  the  stem  at 
that  point  to  the  extent  of  the  material  cut  out, 
as  all  the  riveting  in  the  stem,  as  well  as 
in  the  other  parts  of  the  ship  was  strictly 
in  accordance  with  Lloyd's  rules. 

With  reference  to  his  remarks  about  the 
steamer  being  badly  strained,  I  can  only  say 
that  such  was  not  the  case  when  the  vessel  left 
Halifax.  Putting  cement  in  the  bows  only  adds 
weight  where  it  is  most  hurtful  without  adding 
a  particle  of  strength. 

The  fitting  of  an  ejector,  which  I  suppose  he 
means  instead  of  what  he  calls  an  injector,  was 
totally  unnecessary  in  the  forepeak  as  there 
is  a  pump  provided  in  the  vessel  for  draining 
that  part  of  the  vessel  by  means  of  a  hose. 

If  Captain  Salmon  allowed  the  vessel  to  go 
to  sea  from  Yarmouth  with  a  badly  strained 
stem,  plastered  up  with  cement,  he  has  Incurred 
a  grave  responsibility. 

The  five  unfilled  holes  were  never  intended 
for  rivets,  but  were  for  the  deck  planking  bolts 
which  extended  beyond  the  breakwater,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  those  were  the  holes  that  per- 
mitted the  water  to  reach  the  forepeak.  The 
other  items  referred  to  in  the  paragraph  from 
which  I  have  been  quoting,  are  too  trivial  to 
need  any  comment. 

I  will  now  endeavour  to  answer  Mr.  Salmon's 
statements  about  my  gross  carelessness. 

The  hawse  pipe  fitted  for  the  harbour  anchor 
was  made  precisely  from  the  drawings  fur- 
nished by  the  department,  and  the  anchor  which 
came  from  England  Just  before  the  ship  was 
rushed  away  from  Toronto,  was  discovered  to 
be  too  large,  only  as  the  vessel  was  leaving  the 
wharf,  and  there  was  not  time  to  remedy  it, 
but  a  larger  hawse  pipe  was  sent  to  Halifax  by 
the  builders  and  fitted  there,  and  I  am  satisfied 
myself  that  the  anchor  came  in  through  the 
hawse  pipe. 

In  all  my  short  experience  of  about  thirty-five 
years  constantly  among  steamboats,  I  never  yet 
saw  a  pump  rigged  over  the  bows  to  get  the 
anchor  pulled  out. 

Captain  Salmon  has  already  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  strained  bow  and  so-called  de- 
fective rivets  was  due  to  butting  the  ice  on 
voyage  from  Toronto  to  Halifax,  and  such  being 
the  case,  I  fall  to  see  how  I  could  be  expected 
to  discover  t!a«m  at  Toronto,  whether  asleep  or 
awake. 

How  does  he  know  that  the  bulkheads  were 
not  water  tight  when  he  never  tested  them  ?  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  they  are.  In  vessels  with 
open  bilges,  no  double  bottom,  and  no  cargo, 
air  and  Bounding  pipes  are  only  useless  lumber. 

Captain  Salmon's  remarks  with  reference  to 
the  stem  being  in  three  pieces  are  entirely 
wrong,  and  the  stem,  so  far  from  being  weak- 
ened by  the  way  it  is  put  together  (Mr.  Salmon's 
valuable  opinion  to  the  contrary,  notwithstand- 
ing) is  much  stronger  at  the  joint  than  at  any 
other  part  of  the  stem,  as  great  care  was  taken 
in  making  It  so,  and  further,  before  this  was 
done,  a  sketch  was  submitted  to  the  department 
and  approval  was  obtained. 

Mr.  Salmon's  criticism  of  the  department  for 
consenting  to  substituting  two  large  tanks  in- 
corporated into  the  structure  of  the  ship,  In- 
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stead  of  twelve  tanks,  is  more  amusing  than  In- 
structive, and  is  only  a  further  illustration  of 
the  amateurish  manner  in  which  this  gentleman 
has  taken  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
criticising  and  depreciating  this  vessel. 

If  he  were  acquainted  with  only  the  elemen- 
tary principles  of  hydraulics,  or  were  even 
aware  of  the  practice  prevalent  in  the  British 
navy,  up  to  a  very  recent  period,  he  would 
know  that  a  loose  weight  of  water  free  to  move 
in  a  water  chamber  on  board  ship  has  exactly 
the  opposite  tendency  to  what  he  thinks,  for 
Instead  of  tending  to  cause  the  ship  to  roll,  it 
acts  as  a  brake  and  prevents  rolling.  If  Captain 
Salmon  has  any  doubts  on  this  subject,  I  would 
refer  him  to  White's  '  Naval  Architecture.'  This 
book  only  costs  five  dollars,  and  it  will  afford 
him  much  Interesting  and  profitable  study. 

With  reference  to  the  quarter  pipes,  all  those 
called  for  in  the  plans  and  specifications  are 
provided  as  required,  and  any  seaman  should 
know  enough  to  serve  the  ropes  with  parcelling 
where  they  pass  through  chocks  and  are  liable 
to  chafe. 

I  must  plead  guilty  to  Captain  'Salmon's 
charge  that  there  are  no  deck  houses  provided 
on  the  vessel,  but  as  such  are  not  called  for 
by  the  plans  and  specifications,  this  is  a  direct 
criticism  of  the  department,  not  of  me. 

With  reference  to  man-holes  in  tanks,  it  may 
be  impossible  for  Captain  Salmon  to  find  means 
of  access  to  the  lnsldes  of  these  tanks,  but  it 
Is  quite  easy  for  any  one  to  do  so  who  has  a 
mind  to  look. 

The  men's  bunks  were  put  up  according  to 
plans,  but  proved  rather  narrow,  and  I  had 
them  widened  before  Captain  Salmon  put  in  an 
appearance.  His  opinion  about  the  heating  ar- 
rangements is  not  very  valuable,  as  I  lived  on 
board  with  thermometer  ten  degrees  below  zero 
and  did  not  find  any  Inconvenience. 

Captain  Salmon's  statement  about  the  hatches 
being  big  enough  to  receive  the  boilers  is 
another  reflection  upon  the  plans  and  specifi- 
cations. 

As  to  his  remark  that  a  carpenter  should  be 
a  permanent  member  of  the  crew,  this  is  only 
in  accordance  with  a  suggestion  I  had  already 
made  to  the  department  and  also  to  Captain 
Salmon.  How  could  he  have  expected  the 
boats  holding  the  reversing  gear  bracket  to 
break,  when  he  had  never  seen  them  ? 

During  a  trying  voyage  full  speed  from  To- 
ronto to  Summerslde,  Prince  Edward  Island,  I 
found  a  means  of  getting  rid  of  all  the  ashes 
without  the  aid  of  the  ash  ejector,  or  a  hole 
in  the  deck  which  would  be  both  dangerous  and 
detrimental,  and  I  think  Captain  Salmon  went 
beyond  his  instructions  in  giving  such  an  order. 
I  fail  to  understand  this  remark  that  all  the 
ports  in  the  ship  are  put  in  wrong.  Stronger 
or  better  sidelights  were  never  put  in  a  ship, 
and  moreover,  they  are  put  in  properly.  As  for 
the  five  ports  In  the  neighbourhood  of  the  water 
line,  they  are  placed  in  accordance  with  the 
plans  and  have  already  gone  through  more  ice, 
to  my  perfect  satisfaction,  than  they  are  ever 
likely  to  meet  again,  and  this  without  even  the 
covers  on. 

<Captain  Salmon  does  not  appear  to  be  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  first-class  ocean  liners 
have  at  least  one  tier  of  sidelights  submerged 
when  the  vessel  is  deep-loaded. 

It  was  no  discovery  of  Captain  Salmon's  that 
the  contact  breaker  was  too  slow,  and  ample 
provision  had  previously  been  made  to  take 
care  of  the  defect.  The  device  was  in  accordance 


with  plans,  but  I  am  having  another  device 
prepared,  and  will  submit  it  to  the  department 
in  due  time,  so  that  we  will  not  have  a  repeti- 
tion of  this  difficulty  on  the  other  vessel. 

No  hand  rails  were  called  for  in  the  saloon 
by  the  specification,  but  the  builders  fitted, 
them,  thinking  they  would  be  useful. 

I  was  unaware  that  Captain  Salmon  was  a 
marine  engineer  as  well  as  master  of  a  vessel, 
as  his  remarks  regarding  exhausting  of  auxil- 
iary engines  into  hot  well  would  imply.  Would 
it  surprise  Captain  Salmon  to  learn  <ln  spite 
of  his  statement  to  the  contrary)  that  none  of 
the  auxiliary  engines  on  the  '  Lurcher '  do  ex- 
haust into  the  hot  well.  Consequently  it  will 
be  unnecessary  in  this  case  to  take  the  benefit 
of  his  past  experience  and  break  the  connection 
with  the  hot  well. 

Captain  Salmon's  criticism  of  the  plans  and 
specifications  can  best  be  dealt  with  by  the  de- 
partment. No  departure  from  them  has  been 
made,  without  the  consent  of  the  department, 
and  every  change  which  has  been  made  has 
been  a  great  improvement  to  the  ship,  which 
any  practical  man  must  admit. 

Captain  Salmon's  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
propelling  machinery  of  the  vessel  is  about  of 
equal  value  with  the  rest  of  his  assertions.  In 
this  connection  I  would  simply  ask  if  the  boilers 
were  reversed,  where  would  he  have  his  smoke 
boxes,  and  how  would  he  sponge  his  tubes.  It 
really  seems  a  great  waste  of  time  to  have  to 
reply  to  such  ridiculous  criticisms. 

The  compass  arrangements  are  all  in  accord- 
ance with  specifications  and  plans.  If  they  do 
not  happen  to  suit  Captain  Salmon's  ideas  so 
much  the  worse  for  Captain  Salmon,  and  it  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  a  marine  engineer 
being  appointed  Inspector  of  a  captain. 

As  a  rule,  captains  of  ships  know  practically 
nothing  about  the  technical  construction  of  a 
ship  anywhere  below  the  rail,  and  I  think  that 
this  reply  to  his  report  shows  that  he  is  no 
exception  to  the  rule. 

Captain  Salmon  takes  ten  lines  of  closely 
typewritten  matter  to  describe  to  the  depart- 
ment that  a  saloon  chair  capsized  between 
Halifax  and  Yarmouth,  an  important  event 
which  he  was  not  on  board  to  witness. 

Will  Captain  Salmon  kindly  point  out  which 
Is  the  out-of-the-way  corner  in  which  the  large 
filtering  grounds  could  be  placed  practically 
and  connected  to  deck  and  tanks.  With  regard 
to  Captain  Salmon's  report  about  the  frames  in 
the  stem  (bow  ?)  being  flared,  by  which  I  pre- 
sume he  means  bevelled,  I  would  say  that  this 
is  another  Instance  of  a  ship  master  trying  to 
express  an  opinion  about  matters  which  he 
does  not  understand.  He  is  apparently  trying 
to  show  that  the  vessel  would  be  better  con- 
structed if  built  with  camp  frames  instead  of 
square.  Somebody  has  evidently  been  posting 
him,  but  he  has  not  quite  got  on  to  the  idea 
Camp  frames  are  sometimes  used,  but  only  In 
extremely  bluff-bowed  ships  and  not  in  the  case 
of  vessels  of  '  Lurcher's '  type.  It  would  bo 
very  Interesting  to  have  Captain  Salmon  point 
out  how  he  would  deal  with  the  frame  at  the 
collision  bulkhead  if  his  Idea  were  carried  out. 

Captain  Salmon  is  evidently  of  the  opinion 
that  the  policy  of  the  present  government  In 
fostering  the  building  of  steel  ships  In  Canada 
is  all  wrong,  but  fortunately  for  this  country, 
those  who  are  at  the  head  of  affairs  think  differ- 
ently. I  am  personally  satisfied,  and  can  prove 
that  the  '  Lurcher,"  so  far  as  her  hull  Is  con- 
cerned at  any  rate,  is  stronger,  and  In  work- 
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mauahlp  can  stand  comparison  with  the  best  ot 
our  latest  importations  from  the  old  country. 

I  have  no  desire  to  make  any  comment  upon 
Captain  Salmon's  criticism  of  the  captain  or 
chief  officer. 

As  to  the  engineer,  he  was  recommended 
to  me  by  Mr.  Roche,  M.P.,  and  beyond  this  re- 
commendation I  knew  nothing  further  about  Mr. 
Chapman,  nor  on  inquiry  could  I  find  any  one 
to  say  a  word  against  him. 

The  galley  was  built  according  to  plans  and 
Is  evidently  big  enough  for  the  boats  built  in 
the  United  States.  I  have  seen  galleys  no 
larger  where  they  were,  able  to  cook  for  150 
men. 

There  is  no  connection  between  any  of  the 
fresh  tanks  and  the  sea  by  which  salt  water 
could  get  Ingress,  and  if  any  salt  water  got 
in.  It  got  there  by  carelessness  through  the 
filter  pipes  from  the  upper  deck. 

The  department  Is  already  aware  of  the 
condition  in  which  the  '  Lurcher  '  left  Toronto 
and  the  anxiety  on  the  part  of  all  concerned 
to  get  the  ship  on  her  station  for  the  benefit 
of  navigation,  and  some  things  had  to  be  left 
undone  until  such  time  as  she  got  to  her  moor- 
ings. In  fine  weather,  with  the  assistance  of  a 
carpenter  for  a  while,  and  the  work  of  the 
engineers  on  board,  any  work  left  unfinished 
could  be  completed  without  any  trouble. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  servant, 

DOUGLAS  STEVENS, 
Inspector  of  government  steamers. 
F.  GOURDEAU,  Esq. 
Deputy  Minister  of 

Marine  and  Fisheries. 

That  is  the  letter  of  Mr.  Douglas  Stevens 
inspector  of  government  steamers.  I  would 
not  stoop  so  low  as  to  put  this  man  named 
Salmon  alongside  of  Mr.  Stevens  for  re- 
spectability, honesty,  intelligence  and  hon- 
ourable life  and  conduct.  I  hope  the  com- 
mittee will  understand  that  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  I  have  no  preference  for  one  or  the 
ether,  but  from  what  I  know  of  Mr.  Douglas 
Stevens — a  gentleman  who  does  not  belong 
to  our  political  party,  but  who  Is  a  faithful 
and  loyal  officer  not  only  of  this  govern- 
ment but  of  the  former  government — I  think 
there  is  no  further  comment  to  make. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  minister  has  read  the 
statement  of  an  officer  of  his  department 
condemning  another  officer. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Answering  the 
other  officer. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Does  not  the  minister  think 
it  fair  that  he  should  read  the  statement  of 
the  other  official  so  that  the  committee  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  Judging  between 
them  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  document  is 
on  the  table  of  the  House  and  anybody  can 
take  communication  of  it  and  read  it.  For 
my  part  I  would  not  undertake  to  read  it 
because  the  party  I  have  mentioned,  Salmon, 
has  never  answered  Mr.  Stevens  letter  ;  he 
never  dared  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  minister  has  changed 
ihls  mind  very  much  since  last  year  about 

-Mr  PREFONTAINE. 


Captain  Salmon.  The  minister  told  us  last 
year  that  he  proposed  to  make  certain 
changes  in  his  department  and  that  not  only 
had  he  gone  all  over  Canada  for  a  competent 
officer  to  take  charge  of  this  branch  of  the 
department,  but  he  had  gone  to  the  old 
country  as  well  and  found  Captain  Salmon 
there.  The  minister  should  give  us  some 
reasons  for  changing  his  mind. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  explanation 
is  very  simple  and  I  have  already  given  it 
two  or  three  times  to  the  House.  I  was 
left  under  the  impression  that  this  officer 
was  competent  and  that  he  was  a  loyal  trust- 
worthy man  In  whom  we  should  have  con- 
fidence. But  I  discovered  personally  as  well 
as  from  the  facts  that  come  to  my  know- 
ledge In  the  department,  that  he  was  not  at 
all  worthy  of  the  confidence  that  was  placed 
in  him.  Mistakes  of  that  kind  will  happen. 
Vou  may  take  a  man  into  your  employment 
on  the  recommendation  of  others  and 
you  may  give  that  man  your  Implicit  con- 
fidence, but  to  your  regret  he  may  turn  out 
to  be  a  perfect  and  a  regular  blackguard. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  explanation  is  not  very 
satisfactory.  The  minister  says  that  he  was 
deceived  in  the  selection  of  Captain  Salmon 
and  I  suppose  the  committee  will  have  to 
accept  that,  but  the  minister  is  unfair  to 
Captain  Salmon  In  refusing  to  place  on 
'  Hansard '  the  statement  made  by  him  so 
that  it  may  be  read  In  conjunction  with 
the  statement  made  by  the  other  officer.  I 
will  read  from  '  Hansard,'  1903,  a  state- 
ment made  in  this  House  by  the  minister 
himself,  with  respect  to  Captain  Salmon 
whom  he  is  now  condemning  In  such  strong 
terms.    The  minister  then  said  : 

'Last  year  we  inaugurated  a  system  of  holding 
investigations  into  every  casualty  that  occurred. 
The  members  of  the  committee  will  recollect 
that  this  was  done  at  the  special  request  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  England,  in  order  to  render 
the  service  as  effective  as  possible.  .  .  .  We 
have  replaced  Captain  Smith,  deceased,  by  Cap- 
tain Reginald  Salmon,  at  a  salary  of  $2,000.  This 
department  is  being  thoroughly  reorganized  un- 
der a  very  able  officer  and  we  try  to  make  it  as 
effective  as  possible.  Captain  Salmon  is  an  offi- 
cer of  the  Royci  Navy  Reserve  holding  the 
rank  of  lieutenant.  .  .  .  Captain  Salmon  Is 
a  commissioner  of  Investigation  under  the  law 
and  he  has  associated  with  him  two  expert 
assessors.  .  .  .  We  have  had  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  in  finding  a  man  qualified  as  Captain 
Salmon  is  to  take  the  position  at  $2,000.  It  was 
only  after  a  good  deal  of  inquiry  in  Canada  and 
England  that  we  succeeded  in  getting  Captain 
Salmon.  He  had  been  employed  in  Canada  on 
the  surveys  by  the  British  government,  and  he 
became  attached  to  Canada  and  accepted  the 
position. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  admitted, 
and  I  will  admit  it  again  and  again  that  I 
was  grossly  deceived.  From  what  I  know 
now  of  the  Individual  he  should  never  have 
entered  into  the  service  of  the  department. 
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Mr.  INGRAM.  Does  the  minister  mean 
that  Captain  Salmon  was  Incompetent  ? 

Mir.  PEBFONTAINE.   In  every  way. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  wish  the  minister  and 
the  committee  to  understand  that  I  am  not 
in  the  least  opposing  the  use  of  this  bell 
apparatus  for  which  a  vote  is  here  asked. 
I  believe  that  double  the  money  might  be 
well  spent  if  the  apparatus  is  likely  to  be 
successful ;  but  the  minister  knows  the  skill 
with  which  persons  who  are  introducing 
patent  inventions  manage  to  get  them  taken 
up  by  government  departments  or  other 
people.  In  this  case  I  understand  that  three 
lighthouses  on  the  Massachusetts  coast 
were  fitted  up  with  this  instrument  and  that 
the  minister  was  asked  to  inspect  these. 
That  Is  the  usual  course  ;  the  minister  is  told 
that  the  invention  has  been  adopted  and 
the  minister  in  good  faith  thinks  it  is  all 
right"  and  he  also  takes  it  up.  Then  the  In- 
ventor goes  to  Washington  and  tells  the 
people  there  that  the  Canadian  Minister  of 
Marine  has  taken  it  up  and  that  he  is  in 
communication  with  the  .British  Admiralty. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  Is  a  great 
honour  to  me  if  there  should  be  so  much 
talk  in  Washington. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Not  too  great  a  one.  The 
inventor  gets  it  into  the  minds  of  the  peo- 
ple that  everybody  is  after  this  invention. 
Now,  it  may  be  a  very  good  one,  an  excel- 
lent one,  but  when  the  minister  is  asking 
authority  to  order  fifty  stations  to  be  equip- 
ped with  it,  and  every  station  he  equips  will 
mean  a  royalty  of  $2,000  in  addition  to  pay- 
ing a  charge  for  the  thing  Itself,  for  Its 
installation,  and  for  the  receivers  on  the 
vessels  of  the  government  and  the  vessels 
of  the  public  that  are  to  use  it,  I  think  we 
are  entitled  to  inquire  carefully  into  it.  I 
have  no  suspicion  on  the  matter  at  all ; 
but  I  think  it  is  right,  before  we  enter 
into  the  expenditure  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  we  should  use  a  little  care  and 
perhaps  a  little  criticism  on  the  subject. 
Now,  I  find,  in  looking  over  the  correspond- 
ence, that  the  hon.  gentleman  made  a  re- 
port to  Council  on  the  10th  of  August,  and 
in  that  report  he  refers  to  a  previous  re- 
port of  his  own  of  the  8th  of  July.  That 
previous  report  is  not  among  the  papers. 
I  do  not  ask  that  it  be  produced;  I  shall  be 
quite  content  if  the  hon.  gentleman  can 
say  what  the  nature  of  it  was.  In  that 
report  the  hon.  gentleman  submitted  to 
Council  that  it  was  advisable  that  special 
officers  of  the  department  should  be  sent 
to  report  upon  tills  Invention;  but  I  do  not 
find  among  the  papers  produced  a  single 
reference  to  such  a  report.  When  we  are 
spending  so  much  money.  I  do  think  we 
ought  to  know  not  only  that  the  minister 
(recommended  such  an  investigation,  but 
that  It  took  place,  and  what  the  officers  said 
about  it.   That  is  the  only  question  I  want 


to  ask  in  addition  to  those  which  I  have  al- 
ready asked.  I  do  not  say  this  with  the 
slightest  Intention  of  interfering  with  the 
use  of  this  appliance.  I  shall  hope  that 
It  will  be  a  successful  one,  and  If  It  Is,  It 
will  be  of  the  utmost  value  to  the  country. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man had  taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  page 
67  of  the  report  of  the  Marine  branch  of 
the  department,  he  would  have  seen  that 
we  took  all  the  necessary  precautions  to  as- 
certain the  value  of  the  Invention.  That 
report  says  : — 

On  behalf  of  the  Shipping  Federation  of  Can- 
ada, Captain  Archibald  Reld,  port  warden  for 
Montreal  and  surveyor  to  Lloyd's  Register,  Lon- 
don, reported  : 

The  submarine  signal  apparatus  Is  easily  un- 
derstood and  manipulated  by  any  person  who 
will  devote  his  attention  to  It.  At  8.40  a.m. 
heard  the  sound  of  the  bell  on  the  Vineyard 
Sound  lightship,  which  at  first  was  somewhat 
faint  to  my  untrained  ear,  and  appeared  to  be 
mingled  with  the  whirr  and  swash  of  the  sea 
alongside  the  vessel,  but  it  soon  became  very 
distinct,  and  louder  and  louder  until  It  was 
abeam  of  the  vessel  at  9.05  a.m.,  when  It  gradu- 
ally became  fainter  ;  the  sound  was  so  plain 
that  all  the  gentlemen  In  the  room  that  were 
standing  near  me  beard  the  sound  passing  all 
through  the  receivers  which  I  was  holding  to 
my  ears.  When  approaching  the  lightship,  the 
steamer  was  manoeuvred  so  as  to  bring  it  on 
both  bows,  its  bearing  and  location  was  almost 
accurately  ascertained  by  the  manipulation  of 
the  transmitters  ;  this  was  done  at  all  the 
stations  where  the  bells  are  placed.  The  time 
elapsed  was  twenty-five  minutes  from  the  time 
I  first  heard  the  bell  till  It  was  abeam  (veri- 
fied by  the  men  and  officers  outside  as  I  could 
not  see  the  vessel.)  The  speed  of  the  vessel 
was  fifteen  knots  per  hour,  she  therefore  must 
have  been  from  six  to  six  and  a  half  miles  oft 
when  first  the  sound  was  heard. 

At  4.16  a.m.,  when  trying  the  Instrument  the 
writer  heard  another  bell  on  the  ss.  '  Herman 
Winter.'  This  vessel  is  fitted  with  a  bell  in 
the  forepeak  which  gives  four  strokes  at  inter- 
vals sounded  by  machinery.  At  4.22  a.m.  he 
passed  abeam,  elapsed  time  seven  minutes,  both 
vessels  going  about  fifteen  knots,  so  that  she 
must  have  been  about  two  and  a  halt  miles  off 
when  the  bell  was  first  heard.  I  heard  the  bell 
on  the  starboard  bow  (she  was  expected  to  be 
sighted  on  the  port  bow).  Shortly  after  the 
green  light  was  reported  on  tbe  starboard  bow, 
she  crossed  to  port,  the  observer  detecting  the 
change. 

At  7.43  a.m.  we  heard  the  bell  on  the  Pollock 
Rip  shoal  right  ahead  or  nearly  so.  striking  7.8. 
Seven  and  then  three  strokes.  At  8.12  a.m. 
Pollock  Rip  shoal  lightship  abeam,  time  elapsed 
twenty-nine  minutes,  or  about  seven  miles  dis- 
tant when  first  the  sound  of  the  bell  was  heard. 

Besides  that,  I  heard  it  myself. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Is  that  a  report  from  the 
hon.  gentleman's  officers? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No.  Captain  Reld 
is  not  one  of  my  officers  ;  he  Is  a  port  war- 
den of  the  port  of  Montreal ;  he  is  a  Can- 
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adlan  public  officer.  If  the  bells  do  not 
work,  there  Is  no  payment 

Mr.  BARKER.  If  you  order  fifty  of 
these,  you  will  pay  $100,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No,  not  a  cent  un- 
less they  work.  It  Is  after  the  proof  of  the 
pudding  that  we  pay  for  It 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  with  regard  to  this  matter  that  a  gen- 
tleman on  this  side  of  the  House  moved  for 
all  papers  relating  to  it  Now,  I  find,  in 
reading  these  papers,  and  I  have  read  them 
with  a  good  deal  of  care,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  finding  fault  but  merely  trying  to 
do  my  duty,  that  a  report  of  a  particular 
date  was  referred  to  by  the  minister,  and 
he  refers  to  an  Inquiry  by  his  own  officers. 
I  do  not  criticise  him  for  using  the  officers 
of  another  department ;  but  It  Is  not  fair 
to  members  of  the  House  that  important 
reports  appearing  in  blue  books  should  form 
part  of  this  matter,  and  that  no  reference 
should  be  made  to  them  in  this  return.  My 
attention  was  called  to  some  of  the  words 
the  hon.  g'entleman  read. 

Some  of  the  sentences  he  Tead  are  almost 
Identical  with  the  report  made  by  an 
American  agent  to  another  company  with 
reference  to  the  same  inquiry,  and  I  thought 
that  perhaps  it  was  the  same  report.  I,  of 
course,  accept  the  hon.  minister's  assurance 
but  the  coincidence  is  a  strange  one. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  hope  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  imagine  that  any 
of  our  officers  could  have  copied  some 
other  reports.  1  am  aware  myself  person- 
ally, having  followed  this  thing  from  the 
beginning,  that  anything  done  in  this  mat- 
ter was  done  above  board  and  not  at  the 
suggestion  of  any  one;  and  everybody  who 
knows  Mr.  Whitney,  of  Boston,  knows  he 
is  not  a  gentleman  who  would  try  to  im- 
pose upon  any  government  or  corporation 
anything  which  was  not  perfectly  right  and 
honourable. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
he  has  looked  into  this  matter  personally 
from  the  beginning.  He  will  not  deny  that 
other  members  have  a  duty  to  perform  just 
as  well  as  he  has.  I  would  like  to  read  an 
answer  which  the  hon.  minister  gave  to  n 
question  put  last  year  on  this  subject.  Be- 
fore six  o'clock  I  read  from  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's own  report  that  he  told  his  col- 
leagues in  Council  some  time  last  year  that 
the  installations  would  cost  about  $5,000  a 
piece.  We  see  now  the  cost  is  $2,800  or 
$2,900  each  including  all  the  expenses. 
Would  he  allow  me  to  quote  from  Hansard 
of  28th  April,  1904,  page  2187  : 

Mr.  KAULBACH.  Has  the  government  pur- 
chased from  a  Boston  firm  or  company  a  num- 
ber of  submarine  signals  ?  If  so,  how  many  have 
been  obtained  ?  At  what  price  ?  On  whose  re- 
commendation were  these  submarlue  signals 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


purchased  ?  In  what  countries  are  they  In  use, 
and  to  what  extent  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  three  had  been  or- 
dered. Cost  $1,200  each.  On  the  recommenda- 
tion ot  the  deputy  minister,  the  commander  of 
the  marine  service  a -ail  the  commissioner  of 
lights. 

These  are  the  reports  which  we  would 
like  to  see. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  all  pub- 
lished. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  reports  the  hon.  gentleman  has  men- 
tioned are  the  reports  of  those  three  parti- 
cular officers.  We  have  had  a  jump  from 
$1,200  to  $5,000,  and  now  the  price  is  $2,800. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  In  April,  1904,  this 
matter  was  yet  under  study  and  the  ques- 
tion of  purchasing  some  of  the  system 
meant  those  which  should  be  used  on  board 
of  our  steamers  and  not  those  that  were 
to  be  installed.  Those  that  were  to  be  in- 
stalled could  not  cost  less  than  the  amount 
mentioned.  It  only  meant  those  that  were 
to  be  used  as  receivers  on  board  the  steam- 
ers. Instead  of  purchasing  three  we  only 
purchased  two— one  for  the  '  Stanley '  and 
one  for  the  '  Minto.'  All  this  information 
is  in  the  report  of  the  Marine  Department 
which  was  laid  on  the  table  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  session.  Surely  I  cannot  be 
expected  to  repeat  the  same  reports.  The 
other  day  a  return  was  asked  of  certain 
papers.  We  produced  the  papers  asked  for 
and  again  another  motion  was  carried  ask- 
ing for  the  same  papers  which  had  already 
been  produced.  We  put  on  the  table  a 
document  stating  that  by  reference  to  the 
return  already  produced  on  such  a  date,  all 
the  information  asked  for  could  be  obtain- 
ed. 

Mr.  BARKER.  There  is  no  reference 
here  to  the  blue-book. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  blue-books 
are  in  the  hands  of  everybody. 

Mr.  BARKER.  You  might  as  well  refer 
us  to  the  Encyclopedia  Brltannica. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  hon.  gentlemen 
would  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  blue- 
books,  they  would  get  more  benefit  from 
them  than  from  reading  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Report. 

Mr.  BI/AIN.  In  the  report  of  Captain 
Salmon  there  are  some  very  important 
statements  which  require  some  explanation 
from  the  minister.    Captain  Salmon  says  : 

I  had  to  call  Mr.  Stevens'  attention  to  the 
slackness  displayed  by  the  carpenter  employed. 
There  were  a  considerable  number  of  these 
men  on  board,  and  as  far  as  I  could  see  they 
did  little  more  than  put  In  time,  and  all  the 
work  that  had  been  done  by  these  men  was  dis- 
gracefully bad.  By  dint  of  continual  supervi- 
sion and  constantly  urging  the  men.  the  repairs 
were  effected  In  time  for  her  to  sail  on  Wednes- 
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day  the  26th  June,  and  Mr.  Douglas  Stevens 
said  that  everything  was  tight  and  seaworthy 
In  the  hull  and  all  the  engines  In  good  working 
condition. 

This  is  a  very  serious  reflection  on  the 
employees  in  tbe  bon.  gentleman's  depart- 
ment We  should  have  some  statement 
from  the  minister  either  admitting  the 
truth  of  the  report  or  denying  It  Then 
Captain  Salmon  goes  on  to  say  : 

I  could  not  help  seeing  that  everybody  em- 
ployed on  the  vessel  was  endeavouring  to  spin 
out  the  job  as  long  as  possible. 

This  is  an  important  statement.  Tbe 
'  Lurcher '  Is  a  new  vessel,  constructed  in 
Toronto  by  the  Poison  Company,  at  a  cost 
of  about  $90,000.  Captain  Salmon,  whom 
the  minister  recommended  as  a  worthy  man 
for  this  important  position,  says  this  of  the 


I  am  informed  that  the  plans  for  the  vessel 
were  obtained  from  the  United  States,  being 
the  oldest  form  of  lightship  in  existence  and, 
Mr.  Stevens,  further  acquainted  me  with  the 
fact  that  the  vessel  was  a  very  decided  im- 
provement on  these  plans.  In  this  I  do  not 
agree.  I  consider  that  the  '  Lurcher  '  is  a  very 
poor  copy  of  the  original  plans  and  specifica- 
tions and  these  plans  and  specifications  are 
almost  obsolete  in  the  United  States. 

Surely  the  minister  did  not  adopt  an 
obsolete  plan  imported  from  tbe  United 
States  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  fellow  was 
absolutely  wrong. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  I  am  only  quoting  from  this 
gentleman  whom  the  minister  recommended 
to  us  so  highly. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  But  this  happened 
lately.  It  is  only  lately  we  have  discovered 
that  he  was  a  rascal — mat  is  all.  We  did 
not  know  that  before. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Are  we  to  understand  that 
the  vessel  was  an  up-to-date  one  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Up-to-date— the 
best 

Mr.  BLAIN.  The  bon.  minister  says  he 
only  discovered  it  lately. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  did  not  dis- 
cover lately  that  the  vessel  was  up-to-date, 
but  we  discovered  lately  that  the  man  was  a 
rascal. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  I  would  like  to  draw  the 
minister's  attention  to  this  one  other  clause 
before  I  sit  down  : 

Mr.  Chapman  was  incapably  drunk  on  the 
vessel  leaving  Halifax  and  also  the  day  before 
she  sailed  from  Yarmouth,  and  from  informa- 
tion supplied  to  me  by  the  marine  superin- 
tendent of  the  Dominion  Atlantic  line,  who 
has  personal  experience  of  this  man,  I  find 
that  be  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  an  in- 
competent drunkard.  On  leaving  the  wharf 
at  Yarmouth  to  anchor  off  Bunker  Island  this 
man  was  so  troublesome  that  Captain  Larkln 


had  to  use  violence  towards  him  and  threaten 
to  lash  him  in  his  cabin  to  prevent  him  from 
interfering  In  the  engine-room. 

These  are  very  serious  statements  against 
officers  that  are  still  in  the  employ  of  the  gov- 
ernment. I  would  expect  the  minister  either 
to  stand  up  and  say,  this  is  a  correct  state- 
ment and  that  these  officers  have  been  dis- 
ciplined, or  else  in  fairness  to  them,  that 
he  would  say  that  the  statement  is  inac- 
curate that  these  men  are  not  drunkards  but 
are  discharging  their  duty  faithfully.  Re- 
ferring especially  to  this  man  Chapman, 
Captain  Salmon  says  that  be  is  a  drunkard 
which  means  that  he  Is  unworthy  of  the 
position  to  which  he  was  appointed. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  was  dismissed 
on  tbe  spot. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Then  on  that  point  the  re- 
port is  correct.  What  about  the  balance 
of  it  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Of  course,  we  did 
not  take  Captain  Salmon's  word  for  it  The 
man  was  dismissed  after  an  investigation. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Evidently  there  is  a  good 
deal  wrong  in  the  hon.  minister's  depart- 
ment I  am  glad  he  is  going  to  have  a 
house-cleaning. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  With  a  large 
number  of  employees,  such  a  thing  as  this 
will  happen  in  the  experience  of  the  depart- 
ment. A  man  gets  drunk ;  the  fact  is 
ascertained  ;  he  is  dismissed.  What  more  is 
there  to  say  ?  It  is  only  losing  the  time  of 
the  House  to  talk  about  it. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  We  are  discussing  this 
document  which  the  minister  has  furnished. 
I  am  quoting  the  hon.  minister  against  him- 
self— that  is  all.  This  is  the  report  of  a 
man  who,  the  hon.  minister  told  us  last  year, 
was  worthy  of  a  position  in  his  department 
at  a  salary  of  $2,000  a  year.  But  now  the 
minister  condemns  him.  This  is  the  first 
opportunity  we  have  had  to  examine  this 
report.  Surely  be  will  not  say  that  that  is 
not  wasting  the  time  of  the  committee. 
Surely  we  on  this  side  have  some  rights. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  But  why  should 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Blaln)  insist  upon 
holding  me  responsible  for  the  fault  of  a 
mariner  who  was  recommended  but  who,  on 
being  engaged,  proved  himself  unworthy  of 
tbe  position  he  was  given  1  These  things 
will  happen  under  the  most  careful  manage- 
ment 

Mr.  AMES.  Will  the  minister  say  why 
there  is  an  Increase  of  $25,000  in  the  salaries 
and  disbursements  of  fishery  overseers  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Now  we  get  down 
to  business.  In  1903-4  our  expenditure 
under  this  head  was  $105,111.40.  We  had  a 
vote  in  the  main  estimates  of  $85,000  and  In 
the  supplementary  of  a  further  vote  of 
$25,000  was  asked.    Now,  so  long  as  I  am 
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at  the  head  of  tbe  department,  I 
will  take  a  very  strong  stand  against 
asking  a  certain  amount  in  the  main 
estimates  and  then  coming  down  to 
the  House  asking  for  a  supplemen- 
tary vote.  I  speak  now,  of  course,  not  of 
the  services  the  expenditure  upon  which  can- 
not well  be  foreseen,  but  of  such  services  as 
this  in  which  the  amount  of  expenditure 
can  be  estimated  in  advance.  When  we 
have  a  fixed  charge,  I  do  not .  think  we 
should  ask  in  the  main  estimates  for  $80,000 
when  we  know  that  we  shall  require  $100,- 
000,  trusting  to  make  it  up  by  a  vote  of 
$20,000  in  the  supplementary  estimates.  It 
is  better  to  face  the  music  and  say  ;  the 
expenditure  last  year  was  $105,000 ;  it  can- 
not be  reduced  ;  let  us  ask  at  once  for  what 
we  need  and  have  no  more  discussion  about 
it. 

Mr.  BICKERDIKB.  I  do  not  rise  to  criti- 
cise the  minister,  except  that  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  It  is  his  intention  to  carry  out 
the  resolutions  of  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  Shipping  Federation  with  re- 
gard to  the  aids  to  navigation  that  we  have 
been  asking  for  for  a  number  of  years.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  he  remembers  the  resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade 
on  the  31st  of  last  month  which  resolution 
Is,  in  part,  as  follows  : 

Be  it  resolved  that  the  government  be  urged 
to  provide  in  the  estimates  a  sufficient  sum 
ot  money  to  complete  the  absolutely  required 
improvements  in  the  lighthouses,  fog  signals 
and  other  appliances,  which  required  improve- 
ments were  submitted  by  the  Shipping  Federa- 
tion of  Canada  to  the  commissioner  of  lights 
and  understood  to  have  been  afterwards  ap- 
proved by  the  lighthouse  board. 

Every  session  for  the  last  five  years,  the 
Montreal  Board  of  Trade  and  the  shipping 
Interest  have  asked  for  these  aids  to  navi- 
gation. They  have  been  promised  them  a 
great  many  times,  and  I  hope  the  minister 
will  carry  out  the  pledges  made. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  This  subject  came 
up  this  afternoon,  and  the  programme  of  the 
department  was  fully  laid  before  the  com- 
mittee. We  hope  that,  at  tbe  end  of  the 
season  of  1906,  all  the  lighthouses  and  other 
aids  to  navigation  will  be  in  puch  a  condi- 
tion that  the  board  of  trade  and  the  shipping 
interest,  will  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  AMES.  Perhaps  we  cannot  hear  too 
much  of  a  good  thing,  and  certainly  any 
news  of  improvement  in  the  St.  Lawrence 
is  a  good  thing.  But  the  hon.  member  for 
St  Lawrence  division  (Mr.  Bickerdike)  will 
find,  when  he  consults  'Hansard*  to-morrow, 
that  this  is  the  third  time  to-day  that  that 
board  of  trade  resolution  bas  been  read. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.    Not  too  many. 

Mr.  BICKERDIKE.  I  have  brought  that 
question  up  every  session,  and  no  doubt  I 
will  have  to  do  so  two  or  three  times  more. 

Mr.  PREFOXTAINE. 


Mr.  BENNETT.  Has  the  minister's  de- 
partment issued  any  pound  fishing  licenses  ? 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  None  by  the  fede- 
ral government. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  remember  a  return  was 
moved  for  as  to  how  many  pound  net  li- 
censes were  applied  for  by  Mr.  Dyment 
M.P.,  Algoma.  I  have  been  watching  for 
the  return,  but  so  far  I  think  it  has  not  been 
brought  down. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No  Dominion  li- 
censes are  now  issued  in  the  province  of 
Ontario. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  have  before  me  a  copy 
of  the  return  moved  for  by  an  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite  :  '  Correspondence  between 
the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  and 
Mr.  Dyment,  M.P.,  as  to  licenses  issued  to 
one  T.  H.  Jackman,  Klllarney.'  Were  any 
licenses  issued  to  Mr.  Jackman  at  all  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  have  nothing 
to  do  with  that 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  minister  has  not  ex- 
plained in  detail  the  reason  for  the  increase 
of  $25,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  thought  I  had 
explained  that  there  is  no  increase  whatever, 
It  is  only  apparent  Last  year  tftere  was 
voted  in  the  main  estimates  $85,000  and  in 
the  supplementary  estimates  $20,000.  That 
has  been  going  on  for  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  not  voting  enough  in  the  main  esti- 
mates to  pay  what  was  absolutely  necessary 
and  was  contracted  for,  and  then  meeting 
the  deficiency  in  the  supplementaries.  We 
want  to  stop  that,  and  so  we  ask  now  for 
the  exact  amount  we  shall  require.  We 
spent  last  year  $110,111.  There  is  no  use 
voting  $80,000  in  the  main  estimates  and 
then  coming  forward  every  year  for  $25,000 
in  the  supplementaries.  Next  year  I  will 
have  no  supplementary  estimates. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  If  the  estimates  were  pro- 
perly prepared,  the  sum  we  voted  last  year, 
in  both  the  main  and  supplementaries,  was 
$85,000.  It  is  usual  to  prepare  the  estimates, 
giving  in  the  first  column  the  total  for  the 
last  year,  and  adding  together  the  main  es- 
timate and  the  supplementary.  This  year 
he  is  asking  for  $110,000,  or  an  increase  of 
$25,000  over  the  total  vote  of  last  year.  We 
want  to  know  what  he  is  doing  with  that 
$25,000. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  We  will  have  to 
take  a  suplementary  estimate  for  this  year 
to  make  up  the  amount  to  $110,000 ;  but 
next  year  there  will  not  be  any  supplemen- 
tary estimate  of  $25,000  to  cover  the  deficit 
of  the  year  previous. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  How  did  the  department 
come  to  expend  $110,000  last  year,  when  he 
asked  for  $85,000  and  said  that  would  be 
sufficient  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  had  to  pay  for 
the  salaries,  and  I  have  explained  that  we 
did  not  ask  for  enough  the  year  previous. 
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Mr.  TAYLOR.  Last  year  the  minister 
came  down  with  an  estimate  to  cover  the 
expenditure.  Now  he  says  he  has  over- 
expended  by  $25,000  the  amount  voted  last 
year.  What  has  become  of  that  $25,000  ? 
A  few  years  ego  we  ran  the  fisheries  inde- 
pendent of  the  province  of  Ontario.  To-day 
Ontario  has  taken  over  a  great  portion  of 
the  fisheries,  and  notwithstanding  that,  un- 
der iny  hon.  friend's  administration,  the 
expenditure  is  going  up  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
A  few  years  ago  this  service  was  done  for 
a  great  deal  less  money. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  country  Is 
going  backwards,  I  suppose,  according  to 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  We  want  to  know  what  is 
done  with  the  money.  What  has  become  of 
that  $25,000  that  was  over-expended  last 
year  ?  Last  year  he  stated  that  $85,000 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  service,  and  he 
has  expended  $25,000  more  than  that  Sure- 
ly the  committee  is  entitled  to  know  what 
has  become  of  the  money.  What  Is  he  going 
to  do  with  this  $110,000  ?  He  has  an  esti- 
mate in  his  hands  showing  bow  this  $110,000 
Is  going  to  be  expended.  Let  him  tell  us 
what  he  Is  going  to  do  with  it.  How  much 
was  paid  for  salaries  ?  I  have  in  my  eye 
now  a  member  who  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
House  supporting  the  government,  and  when 
he  was  defeated  he  was  appointed  fishery 
officer  at  a  large  salary— Mr.  Hurley.  How 
much  is  there  in  the  estimates  for  Mr.  Hur- 
ley for  next  year  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  ,  I  have  a  memoran- 
dum giving  a  full  explanation  of  the  vote 
for  1903-4.  For  1903-4  the  vote  was  $105,- 
000,  and  we  expended  that  year  $110,000. 
This  vote  was  arrived  at  by  adding  $85,000 
of  the  main  estimates  and  $20,000  in  the 
supplementary  estimates.  In  order  to  avoid 
asking  for  a  supplementary  amount  for 
1905-6,  a  vote  of  $25,000  required  for  the 
fiscal  year  commencing  July  1st  next  is 
Included  in  the  main  estimates.  In  com- 
paring the  appropriation  last  fall  with  the 
$85,000  voted  for  1904-5,  there  is  an  appar- 
ent increase  of  $25,000  over  the  current  year; 
but  to  complete  the  expenditure  for  this 
year  the  sum  of  $25,000  will  appear  in  the 
supplementarles,  thus  bringing  the  total  to 
$110,000,  the  same  as  we  ask  for  next  year. 
The  expenditure  for  the  seven  months  of  the 
current  fiscal  year,  up  to  January  1st  last, 
was  $71,487,  and  it  is  estimated  that  the 
sum  of  $28,500  will  be  required  to  complete 
the  payments  coming  in  the  current  fiscal 
•year.  This  amount  is  made  up  of  the  un- 
expended balance  of  the  current  appropria- 
tion and  the  $25,000  which  will  appear  in 
the  supplementaires.  In  1897,  negotiations 
were  pending  between  Ontario  and  Quebec 
and  the  Dominion  government  as  to  the 
jurisdiction,  and  a  sum  of  $85,000  was  plac- 
ed in  the  estimates  pending  a  final  settle- 
ment It  was  subsequently  decided  that  the 
federal  government  must  provide  for  some 
federal  protection,  and  for  this  purpose  three 


inspectors  were  appointed  in  Ontario,  and 
provision  was  made  for  protection  in  a  por- 
tion of  the  gulf  of  St  Lawrence.  This  ex- 
penditure, which,  in  Ontario,  amounted  to 
$7,600,  and  in  Quebec  to  $4,500,  was  not 
anticipated  when  the  vote  for  $85,000  was 
taken,  consequently  from  that  time  on  vari- 
ous sums,  averaging  $25,000  a  year,  have 
been  placed  in  the  supplementarles.  To 
avoid  that  in  future,  this  sum  Is  now  added 
in  the  main  estimates.  The  total  amount 
for  the  last  fiscal  year  amounted  to  $85,- 
583.03,  made  up  as  follows.  I  presume  hon. 
gentlemen  do  not  desire  me  to  read  all  these 
particulars  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  am  asking  for  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  how  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  spending  this  $110,000  for  which 
he  is  now  asking? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  The  detailed  ex- 
penditure is  as  follows  :— 

Ontario,  three  inspectors,  salaries,  $3,600; 
expenses,  $923.43. 

Quebec,  four  inspectors,  ten  overseers,  sal- 
aries, $3,406.66;  expenses,  $1,363. 
New  Brunswick,  three  inspectors, 

salary  and  expenses  together. .  $27,064  34 
Nova  Scotia,  three  inspectors  . .    30,000  00 

British  Columbia   15,000  00 

Yukon   1,400  00 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  My  hon.  friend  stated 
that  for  New  Brunswick  there  was  an  ex- 
penditure of  $27,000  for  three  inspectors. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  And  the  general 
expenditure.  We  have  three  inspectors  but 
there  are  other  disbursements  for  other 
officials  which  covers  the  amount. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  In  that  statement  my  hon. 
friend  has  said  that  he  had  three  inspectors 
for  New  Brunswick  and  that  the  expenditure 
was  $27,000. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  There  are  three 
inspectors  in  New  Brunswick  and  a  staff 
of  overseers  and  fishery  guardians,  and  the 
expenditure  has  been  $27,064.34,  including 
everything. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    What  is  everything  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  (reading). 

Fisheries,  New  Brunswick,  Chapman,  R.  A., 
Moncton,  salary  11,100,  travel  and  outlay, 
$368.69. 

Harrison,  H.  E.,  Oromocto,  salary  $400,  travel 
and  outlay,  $134.87. 

Pratt,  John  H.,  St.  Andrews,  travel  and  out- 
lay, $107.97. 

Then  follow  the  salaries  and  disburse- 
ments of  the  overseers  and  wardens  and 
special  guardians,  to  be  found  at  page  T— 
110  of  the  Auditor  General's  Report 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  My  hon.  friend  has  the 
same  estimate  amount  in  his  estimate  for 
this  year  as  the  amounts  in  the  expendl- 
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ture  for  last  year  which  he  has  Just  read ; 
there  is  no  Increase  or  decrease. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  my  hon.  friend  tell 
me  the  total  expenditure  for  Ontario  with 
three  Inspectors ;  what  their  duties  are,  and 
their  salaries  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  (readlug). 

Salaries  of  officers,  Ontarto,$3,600  ;  disburse- 
ments of  officers,  {943. 

A  total  of  $4,500. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Who  are  the  officers  for 
Ontario  and  what  are  their  duties? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  will  be  found 
in  the  report  on  fisheries.  The  Inspectors 
for  Ontario  are  :  A.  G.  Duncan,  Marksville; 
,T.  M.  Hurley,  Belleville;  O.  B.  Sheppard, 
Toronto,  each  with  a  salary  of  $1,200. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  my  hon.  friend  tell 
us  what  Mr.  Hurley's  duties  are  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  At  page  XI  of  the 
report  will  be  found  :— 

Inspector  J.  M.  Hurley,  of  Belleville,  says  : 
Fishing  along  Lake  Ontario,  from  Cobourg  east, 
Bay  of  Quints,  and  on  the  St.  Lawrence  river, 
for  whiteflsh  and  berrlng,  has  been  better  than 
for  several  years  past. 

Fishing  for  coarse  fish  has  also  been  very 
good,  and  the  season  of  1904  may  be  considered 
a  very  profitable  one  to  the  persons  engaged  in 
this  industry  In  eastern  Ontario. 

The  waters  over  which  my  Inspectorate  ex- 
tends abound  in  sporting  fish,  and  anglers  have 
had  a  splendid  season.  As  an  example  of  this 
during  the  season,  a  black  bass  weighing  five 
and  a  halt  pounds  was  taken  In  the  Bay  of 
Qulnte,  and  at  Glen  Island  a  very  large  maski- 
nonge was  captured.  A  black  bass  weighing 
six  pounds  two  ounces  was  also  taken  in  the 
River  Trent.  This  is  supposed  to  be  the  largest 
fish  of  this  species  ever  taken  in  these  waters. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  For  writing  that  report 
Mr.  Hurley  practically  gets  $1,200  ?  I  ask 
what  his  duties  were  and  what  territory 
he  covered  and  that  is  the  answer  ?  Every 
one  knows  that  a  large  maskinonge  was 
caught,  we  all  saw  it  advertised  in  every 
paper  in  the  country.  We  all  know  that 
It  was  a  big  fish  story  to  advertise  the 
hotel  up  on  the  point  there,  that  it  was  the 
best  fishing  ground  in  the  Dominion,  and 
that  a  large  maskinongg  had  been  taken 
there.  Mr.  Hurley  produces  his  report  and 
gets  $1,200  for  writing  that  page.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Ontario  government  prac- 
tically has  charge  of  all  fishing  waters  in  On- 
tario, and  that  Mr.  Hurley  simply  sits  at  home 
and  makes  out  his  account  for  travelling 
expenses  and  his  salary  of  $100  per  month 
which  the  minister  pays,  and  all  he  does 
Is  to  write  a  report  saying  that  there  was 
a  big  maskinonge  and  some  black  bass 
caught. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    And  some  suckers. 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 


Mr.  TAYLOR.  Yes  and  some  suckers 
too. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROOHE.  I  notice  in  the  Aud- 
itor General's  Report  that  F.  H.  Markey  is 
credited  with  $10  for  a  fishing  lease  on  the 
Nelson  and  other  rivers,  and  on  Great  Slave 
lake.  This  lease  is  for  21  years  renewable 
for  another  21  years  or  for  42  years  in  all. 
Have  any  operations  been  carried  on  during 
the  past  year  under  this  lease,  and  by 
whom. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Operations  have 
been  carried  on. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Have  the  terms  of 
the  lease  been  complied  with  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  What  are  the  terms 
of  the  lease  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  not  the 
lease  here,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Roche)  had  It  last  year  for  six  weeks  and 
I  suppose  he  read  it 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  The  minister  was 
so  certain  about  the  terms  being  carried 
out  that  I  thought  he  had  the  terms  at  his 
fingers'  ends. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  know  from  the 
report  in  the  department  that  the  terms  of 
the  lease  have  been  carried  out.  The  mat- 
ter was  looked  into  and  my  information 
is  that  the  conditions  were  carried  out  We 
have  not  a  report  further  than  last  year 
when  they  started  work,  but  of  course  we 
will  see  that  every  provision  of  the  lease 
Is  fulfilled. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Has  that  lease  been 
transferred  to  any  person  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  was  granted  to 
Mr.  Markey  to  be  transferred  to  the  British 
American  Fish  Corporation. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE,  Has  it  been  trans- 
ferred ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  regular  transfer  made. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Mr.  Markey  had  the 
option  of  transferring  it,  but  the  minister 
represented  last  year  that  Mr.  Markey  was 
acting  on  behalf  of  the  British  American 
Fish  Company,  and  the  lease  Itself  says : 

The  said  lessee  shall  not  transfer  his  inte- 
rest in  the  present  lease  except  to  the  British 
American  Fish  Corporation  Limited  to  which 
letters  patent  have  been  granted  by  the  Gov- 
ernor General  in  Council;  without  obtaining 
the  written  consent  of  the  Minister  or  that  of 
some  other  person  or  persons  authorized  to 
grant  the  same. 

It  would  appear  from  the  lease  therefore, 
that  Mr.  Markey  was  really  acting  for  him- 
self, and  he  had  the  option  of  transferring 
his  lease  to  that  one  company  but  not  to 
any  other  company  unless  he  got  the  con- 
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sent  of  the  minister.  Has  Mr.  Markey 
obtained  tbe  consent  of  tbe  minister  to 
transfer  it  to  any  other  corporation,  or,  is 
the  lease  now  in  his  own  name  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  It  is  yet  in  his 
own  name  ;  it  has  not  been  transferred. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  The  minister  distinct- 
ly stated  last  year  that  he  made  it  a  rule 
not  to  grant  a  lease  except  to  persons  who 
were  in  the  business.  Is  Mr.  Markey  a 
lawyer  of  Montreal,  In  tbe  fish  business  ? 
The  receipt  for  the  $10  is  in  Mr.  Markey's 
name  so  that  if  Mr.  Markey  is  running  this 
on  his  own  hook,  the  policy  of  the  minister 
is  not  carried  out.  Mr.  Markey  Is  not  in 
the  fish  business  and  the  minister  left  the 
impression  on  tbe  House  last  year  that  he 
was  merely  acting  for  the  British  American 
Fish  Company.  Mr.  Markey  apparently 
has  paid  the  $10,  and  in  doing  that  has  he 
fulfilled  all  the  terms  of  the  lease. 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Mr.  Markey  has 
paid  tbe  $10  according  to  bis  lease,  and  he 
has  done  so  with  tbe  intention  of  transfer- 
ring the  lease  to  this  company  which  is 
really  doing  the  work.  Mr.  Markey  is  a 
lawyer  in  Montreal,  and  I  cannot  say  that 
be  is  carrying  on  fishing  operations.  The 
work  is  being  done  by  the  British  Amer- 
ican Company  and  according  to  that  infor- 
mation given  by  the  Inspector  of  that  dis- 
trict they  have  done  all  the  development 
work  the  lease  calls  for. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Have  they  spent 
$1,000  during  the  past  year  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  They  spent  a  good 
deal  more  than  that. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  It  is  really  the  Fish 
Company  that  is  doing  the  work  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  Yes,  but  the  trans- 
fer has  not  been  completed. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  last  year  with  re- 
gard to  this  lease  and  the  minister  said  he 
would  send  an  officer  up  to  make  a  report. 
I  would  like  to  have  that  report. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  The  Inspector  has 
made  a  report  In  which  be  states  that  the 
whole  trouble  has  been  overcome,  and  that 
it  came  only  from  a  rival  company  who 
were  exploiting  in  some  other  waters  there 
and  did  not  want  to  see  any  one  else  In  their 
territory. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Is  that  a  written  re- 
port ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Will  the  minister 
have  any  objection  to  bring  down  that  re- 
port ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  AMES.  Who  are  the  British  Amer- 
ican Fish  Corporation  and  where  is  their 


domicile ;  is  it  a  Canadian,  a  British,  or  an 
American  company  1 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  think  most  of 
them  are  domiciled  in  Selkirk,  Man. 

Mr.  AMES.  If  you  were  sending  a  letter 
to  the  British  American  Fish  Corporation, 
Limited,  where  would  you  address  it  ? 

Mr.  PRBFONTAINE.    To  Selkirk. 

Mr.  LAKE.  There  was  a  lease  granted  to 
John  K.  McEenzie  for  the  exclusive  right 
of  fishing  in  Leaser  Slave  Lake  and  Lake 
Athabaska  ;  for  what  term  does  that  lease 
run  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  For  nine  years, 
but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  special  in- 
formation about  it  he  is  welcome  to  any 
document  in  the  department. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Are  any  returns 
made  to  the  department  of  tbe  annual 
catches  under  these  leases. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  would  come 
from  the  local  Inspector. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Has  this  Mr.  Mc- 
Kenzle  the  power  In  his  lease  to  transfer 
or  sub-let  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  has  the  right 
to  transfer  with  the  consent  of  the  minister. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Has  he  sub-let  bis 
lease  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  He  has  not  sub-let 
it ;  I  think  It  was  transferred  to  the  North- 
west Fish  Company. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Who  constitute  that 
company  ? . 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  I  do  not  know; 
it  is  a  Canadian  company. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  ask  because  of  an 
item  in  one  of  the  Winnipeg  daily  papers 
which  I  will  read  to  the  minister  : 

Winnipeg,  February  18. — A  report  has  been 
brought  to  the  city  by  fur  traders  from  the 
Lesser  Slave  Lake  district  to  the  effect  that 
Butterfleld  &  Dee,  a  firm  which  is  conducting 
fishing  operations  on  a  large  scale  there,  has 
already  taken  out  100  tons  of  whiteflah  and 
proposes  to  take  out  300  tons  more  before 
March.  The  exclusive  franchise  to  fish  in  the 
Lesser  Slave  Lake  was  given'  by  Hon.  Raymond 
Prefontaine,  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
to  Mr.  McKenzle,  of  Selkirk,  Manitoba,  by  a 
lease  signed  on  May,  14,  at  a  rental  of  $10  a 
year  from  1904  for  nine  years.  This  matter 
was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  August  9,  1904,  by  Nat.  Boyd, 
then  member  for  Portage  la  Prairie.  A  similar 
concession  was  given  about  the  same  time  to  a 
Montreal  lawyer  to  fish  in  tbe  Nelson  and 
other  rivers  in  the  district  of  Keewatin  and 
Orand  Slave  Lake  for  21  years  for  $10  a  year. 
Exclusive  fishing  rights  in  James  Bay  were 
given  in  the  same  manner  to  Archie  McNee. 

From  the  procedure  in  the  case  of  the  Lesser 
Slave  Lake  It  is  evident  that  the  franchise 
has  been  sub-let  to  an  American  firm,  which 
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is  conducting  operations  on  an  enormous  scale. 

It  Is  announced  that  the  company  proposes 
to  take  out  700  tons  of  whiteflsh  next  winter. 
At  that  rate,  It  Is  claimed,  there  would  soon 
be  depletion. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  From  what  paper 
is  that? 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  am  not  sure.  It  is 
a  slip  which  was  sent  to  me  from  one  of  the 
Winnipeg  dailies. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  It  must  be  a  fish 
story,  because  there  is  no  possibility  of  any- 
thing of  that  sort  having  happened. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Does  the  minister  say 
the  lease  has  not  been  sub-let  to  the  gentle- 
men mentioned  here  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  It  may  have  been 
transferred  to  the  company,  as  in  the  other 
case,  with  the  consent  of  the  minister.  They 
had  no  authority  to  sub-let  it  to  anybody 
else.  As  regards  the  quantity,  that  is  per- 
fectly ridiculous.  They  have  to  come  out  by 
Slave  lake,  they  cannot  come  out  otherwise, 
and  it  would  cost  about  $2  per  cwt 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  There  Is  a  great  deal 
of  dissatisfaction  with  this  policy  of  blanket 
leases  covering  a  great  deal  of  the  Inland 
waters,  lakes  and  rivers,  in  that  part  of  the 
country.  There  Is  an  impression  abroad 
that  some  of  the  political  favourites  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  have  been  granted  these 
leases  for  many  years,  and  that  they  are 
trafficking  In  them  and  at  the  same  time 
depleting  these  waters.  The  settlers  are 
debarred  from  trading  in  the  fish,  only  being 
allowed  to  catch  what  they  require  for 
their  own  consumption  ;  but  American  firms 
can  come  in  and  secure  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's department  these  long  blanket  leases. 
The  settlers  condemn  this  policy  and  I  do 
not  think  it  is  defensible  at  all. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  I  am  informed  by 
my  inspector  that  since  these  lakes  were 
opened  to  fishing,  it  is  a  fact  that  American 
capital  has  gone  into  these  enterprises.  I 
know  nothing  of  the  statements  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  read.  I  am  responsible  for 
the  leases,  but  they  have  always  been  grant- 
ed after  due  consideration,  and  after  a  good 
deal  of  discussion,  and  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  members  from  those  districts.  If  the 
wrong  is  so  great  that  it  requires  to  be 
looked  Into  at  once,  I  will  certainly  look  into 
it  and  have  an  inspector  make  a  report,  and 
see  if  the  complaints  are  well-founded.  I 
have  already  since  last  session  sent  an 
officer  to  see  If  the  complaints  were  well- 
founded,  as  they  were  presented  before  the 
House,  fortunately  the  report  was  that  there 
was  no  such  serious  ground  of  complaint. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  the  responsi- 
bility of  saying  that  there  are  good  grounds 
of  complaint,  I  will  have  a  full  report  made 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LALOR.   What  is  the  size  of  one  of 
these  lakes — Great  Slave  lake,  for  instance  ? 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  It  is  an  immense 
lake.  I  do  not  know  the  size  of  it. 

Mr.  LALOR.  Then,  do  I  understand  the 
minister  to  say  that  he  leases  the  fishing 
rights  in  one  of  these  Immense  lakes  for  a 
term  of  twenty-one  years  for  $10  a  year, 
and  also  some  of  the  rivers  at  the  same 
rate  ?  That  must  be  a  surprise  to  the 
country  as  well  as  to  some  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen's  supporters  who  sit  behind  him. 
He  might  as  well  give  it  away  for  nothing, 
because  $10  a  year  does  not  amount  to  any- 
thing. It  seems  to  me  a  ridiculous  state  of 
affairs  that  fishing  licenses  are  given  away 
in  that  manner.  I  am  surprised  that  the 
gentlemen  who  sit  behind  the  hon.  minister 
do  not  rise  and  condemn  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  They  would  If  It 
were  true,  but  it  is  not. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Perhaps  it  would  be  as 
well  to  put  on  record  the  size  of  this  lake : 
it  Is  one  hundred  miles  long  by  thirty  miles 
wide.  I  understand  that  there  are  also 
several  rivers  Included  In  tills. 

Mr.  HERRON.  I  understand  that  these 
are  some  of  the  best  Inland  fisheries  per- 
haps on  the  continent  Are  there  any  more 
good  fisheries  there,  and  does  the  hon.  min- 
ister propose  to  continue  this  system  of 
fishing  leases  until  they  are  all  taken  up  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Do  they  continue  fishing 
there  late  in  the  season?— because  I  notice 
that  this  lake  does  not  freeze  up  until  Christ- 
mas. 

Mr.  LALOR.  The  minister,  in  answer  to 
my  remarks,  said  that  his  supporters  would 
condemn  it  if  it  were  true,  but  it  is  not  true. 
Would  he  please  explain  In  what  way  it  Is 
not  true  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.    Look  at  the  lease. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Well,  I  will  read  a 
portion  of  one  of  the  leases  to  show  the  ex- 
tent of  waters  covered  by  it.  After  the 
preamble,  it  says  : 

The  minister,  under  authority  of  the  Fisher- 
ies Act,  doth  hereby  demise  and  lease  unto  the 
lessee,  the  right  to  fish  with  nets,  or  In  any 
other  legal  manner,  to  take  and  catch  all  kinds 
of  fresh  and  salt  water  fish,  and  sea-foods  of 
any  kind,  In  and  upon  the  waters  of  the  Nelson 
river  and  Its  tributaries,  from  West  river  to  Its 
mouth  ;  also  the  estuary  of  the  Nelson  river, 
from  Cape  Tatnam  to  Owl  river,  extending 
three  miles  from  shore  ;  also  Hayes  river  and 
tributary  waters,  In  the  district  of  Keewatin  ; 
also  that  portion  of  the  Pigeon  river  and  tribu- 
tary waters,  in  the  district  of  Keewatin  ;  also 
the  waters  of  Oreat  Slave  lake,  in  the  district 
of  Mackenzie. 

All  these  waters  are  blanketed  by  this 
lease,  which  is  practically  a  monopoly.  The 
only  reason  the  minister  gives  to  show  that 
It  is  not  a  monopoly  is  that  the  settlers  and 
Indians  are  allowed  to  fish  for  their  own 
local  consumption.  But  they  are  not  allowed 
to  sell. 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Tbey  can  sell  to 
the  company,  and  the  company  want  to  buy 
all  they  can  get. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  In  this  agreement, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  certain 
rights  are  reserved  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 
pany, and  the  settlers  are  allowed  to  flsh 
only  for  their  own  consumption. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  understand  this  is  an  ex- 
clusive right  for  ten  years  to  the  lessee  of 
Slave  lake. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  are  certain 
districts  where  licenses  can  be  issued.  I 
think  they  are  about  ten  miles  on  each 
side  of  the  stations. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  And  the  stations  are  to 
be  located  about  how  close  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Ten  miles  on  each 
side. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  No  ;  I  think  it  is  one  in 
fifty. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  is  in  the 
Markey  lease. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  So  that  in  a  lake  100  miles 
long,  a  station  in  the  centre  would  bar  any 
one  else  from  coming  in  ? 

Mr.  LAKE.  Are  these  leases  put  up  at 
public  auction  and  tenders  called  for  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  No. 

Mr.  LAKE.  There  is  apparently  another 
lease  let  for  two  smaller  lakes  to  Coffee  & 
Merritt.  They  apparently  pay  $200.  Is 
that  a  lease  subsequently  given  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  informed 
that  this  lease  to  Coffee  &  Merritt  was 
issued  about  the  same  time  on  Cumberland 
lake.  I  am  informed  that  the  settlers  and 
everybody  around  the  lake  are  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  operations  of  this  com- 
pany. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
these  fisheries  will  come  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  new  provinces  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  question  has 
not  come  up  yet. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  suppose  that  small  inland 
lakes  in  the  other  provinces  come  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  those  provinces  ? 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  notice  something 
in  the  press  about  Lake  Manitoba  being 
closed  to  flsh,  is  that  so  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  has  been  closed 
for  summer  fishing. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  notice  in  the  Fisheries  re- 
port that  during  the  last  two  or  three  years 
the  applications  received  at  Ottawa  are 
very  numerous  from  parties  wishing  to  de- 
velop the  fishing  industry  in  the  more  re- 
mote waters  of  Canada.  Are  any  of  those 
fisheries  referred  to  going  to  be  put  up  to 
public  tender  ? 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  That  question  has 
not  been  brought  up  yet. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Why  is  Lake  Mani- 
toba to  be  closed  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  has  been  repre- 
sented that  Lake  Manitoba  is  a  shallow  lake 
and  a  spawning  ground  and  has  been  fished 
year  after  year,  so  that  it  is  time  to  give  it 
a  rest  and  allow  it  to  become  replenished. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  minister  said  a 
few  moments  ago  that  the  expenditure  in 
1892-93  was  $105,000.  Let  me  refer  him  to 
Sessional  Papers,  vol.  24  of  1891,  page  54. 
He  will  there  find  that  the  actual  expendi- 
ture of  the  Conservative  government  during 
the  year  1889-90,  in  connection  with  the 
fisheries,  for  fishery  overseers  and  wardens 
— just  the  same  item  as  my  hon.  friend  is 
asking  $110,000  for— was  $65,873.32.  And 
at  that  time  the  Conservative  government 
had  charge  of  the  whole  of  our  fisheries. 
Since  then  the  Ontario  fisheries  have  been 
handed  over  to  the  Ontario  government. 
At  that  time  the  Conservative  government 
looked  after  the  fisheries  of  the  Dominion, 
including  Ontario,  and  the  total  expenditure 
was  $65,000.  Mv  hon.  friend  has  increased 
that  expenditure  to  $110,000,  and  is  doing 
less  work.  He  is  not  doing  the  same  amount 
of  work,  because  he  is  not  paying  a  lot  of 
officials  in  Ontario  whom  the  Ontario  gov- 
ernment are  paying.  Yet  he  asks  $110,000 
to  do  what  the  late  Conservative  govern- 
ment did  for  $65,000. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Does  my  hon. 
friend  think  there  have  been  no  increases 
in  the  Northwest  Territories  and  British 
Columbia  ? 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  We  had  them  in  1891  just 
as  well  as  now. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  was  no  ex- 
penditure then. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  my  hon.  friend  tell 
me  how  much  revenue  Mr.  Hurley  received 
for  licenses  in  the  district  he  had  charge 
of  ?   He  got  $1,600  and  travelling  expenses. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man evidently  does  not  know  that  this  gov- 
ernment does  not  issue  licenses  in  Ontario.- 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    Did  Mr.  Hurley  get  any 

revenue  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  could  not  get 
any  revenue  when  the  Ontario  government 
issued  the  licenses. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Yet  you  paid  him  a  salary. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  because  we 
are  obliged  to  under  the  law.  My  hon. 
friend  does  not  know  that  yet. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  know  we  are  not  obliged 
to  employ  Mr.  Hurley  when  the  Ontario 
government  are  paying  men  for  looking 
over  the  same  ground  and  when  the  On- 
tario government  are  getting  the  revenue. 
Mr.  Hurley,  like  the  other  two  Inspectors 
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in  Ontario,  is  simply  drawing  his  salary 
and  doing  nothing. 

Mr.  AMES.  Before  we  leave  the  ques- 
tion of  these  fishing  leases,  we  are  entitled 
to  certain  Information.  Whether  that  can 
be  given  now  or  not  will  depend  on  whether 
it  Is  in  the  department  But  what  this 
House  ought  to  know  is  whether  these  li- 
censes are  being  operated  by  those  to  whom 
they  were  issued.  If  not,  to  whom  have  the 
lessees  sub-let  their  privileges?  If  they  have 
sub-let  them,  what  are  the  sub-lessees  pay- 
ing, and  what  quantity  of  fish  Is  taken 
out  ?  We  ought  to  have  some  idea  as  to 
the  value  of  these  fisheries  and  what  the 
government  of  Canada  should  get  from 
these  fishery  leases.  Here  we  have  a  couple 
of  lakes  comparatively  small,  which,  as  my 
hon.  friend  from  Qu'Appellc  (Mr.  Lake) 
has  pointed  out,  are  leased  for  $200  a  year, 
and  yet  we  have  larger  lakes  leased  by  the 
same  department  for  $10  a  year.  Whether 
the  minister  can  give  us  this  information 
at  the  present  moment  I  do  not  know.  But 
certainly  Mr.  F.  H.  Markey,  advocate,  of 
Montreal,  did  not  lease  these  for  his  own 
use.  J.  K.  Mackenzie,  general  storekeeper, 
of  Selkirk,  did  not  lease  it  for  his  own  use. 
To  whom  did  they  sub-lease  it  ?  How 
much  are  they  getting  from  those  to  whom 
they  sub-leased  it,  and  how  much  do  those 
who  have  sub-leased  get  from  the  fishing 
privilege  ?  That  is  what  we  want  to  know, 
and  we  want  to  know  It  in  order  that  we 
may  gauge  the  value  of  these  unknown 
privileges  In  the  Canadian  Northwest. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  put  his  question  in  writing  I 
would  be  glad  to  try  and  get  the  answer. 
It  is  difficult  to  procure  the  information. 
The  lease  was  granted  only  last  year,  so 
that  they  have  only  had  one  year's  oper- 
ations. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  minister  must  admit 
that  the  questions  put  by  the  hon.  member 
(Mr.  Ames)  are  important.  Any  landlord 
owning  property  would  certainly  make 
such  inquiries,  In  order  that  he  might 
know  

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  said  I 
would  Inquire,  and  my  word  is  not  an  Idle 
word.    I  will  do  my  best. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  minister  will 
allow  me— the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Ames)  ad- 
mits that  he  cannot  ask  the  minister  to 
give  this  information  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment;  but  I  think  that  the  minister  might 
state  to  us  so  that  it  might  go  on  '  Hansard ' 
that  he  will  make  the  inquiries  so  that 
when  we  meet  next  year,  or  this  year  when 
the  supplementary  estimates  are  under  dis- 
cussion, he  will  give  us  the  information. 
Will  he  give  us  that  assurance  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    With  the  greatest 
pleasure — I  have  already  given  it 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 


Fisheries— salaries,  building  and  maintenance 
ot  fish-breeding  establishments  and  lobster 
hatcheries,  {150,000. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLBAN.  Is  the  minister  go- 
ing to  erect  any  more  lobster  hatcheries 
this  year  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Perhaps  it  may  be 
of  interest  If  I  state  briefly  the  condition 
of  this  service.  The  expenditure  of  the 
fish  breeding  service  for  the  year  1903-4, 
was  $109,286.07,  and  the  appropriation  $110,- 
000.  The  expenditure  for  the  seven  months 
of  the  current  fiscal  year  to  the  31st  of 
January  last  is  $97,133.17,  leaving  a  balance 
of  $42,806.84  to  complete  the  year.  In  the 
province  of  Ontario  the  following  hatcheries 
are  in  operation: 

Sandwich  whlteflsh  hatchery. 
Newcastle  salmon  trout  hatchery. 
Ottawa  general  hatchery. 
Belleville  bass  ponds. 

The  distribution  of  fry  from  these  insti- 
tutions was  very  successful  last  spring  and 
they  are  now  in  operation  with  a  full  supply 
of  eggs  undergoing  incubation.  Instructions 
have  been  given  for  the  selection  of  two 
sites  on  the  great  lakes  suitable  for  the 
erection  of  a  large  whlteflsh  hatchery  and 
a  salmon  trout  hatchery,  which  will  be 
done  on  the  opening  of  navigation,  In  order 
that,  if  at  all  possible,  buildings  may  be 
erected  in  time  for  operation  next  fall.  Dur- 
ing the  past  year  experiments  have  been 
conducted  in  retaining  the  young  fry  until 
they  reach  the  age  of  six  months  before 
being  distributed.  These  experiments  have 
proved  a  great  success.  The  hatcheries  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  are  as  follows  :— 

Tadousac  salmon  hatchery. 

Magog  general  hatchery. 

Gaspe  Basin  salmon  and  lobster  hatchery. 

Lac  Tremblant  trout  hatchery. 

St.  Alexis  trout  hatchery. 

Lake  Lester  retaining  ponds. 

The  establishments  in  New  Brunswick 
are  as  follows  :— 

Restigouche  salmon  hatchery. 
Grand  Falls  salmon  hatchery. 
Newcastle  salmon  hatchery. 
Shlppegan  lobster  hatchery. 
Shemogue  lobster  hatchery. 

The  establishments  In  Nova  Scotia  are  :— 

Margaree  Balmon  hatchery. 
Bedford  salmon  hatchery. 
Bay  View  lobster  hatchery. 

In  Prince  Edward  Island  a  trout  hatchery 
Is  about  completed  and  will  be  operated  be- 
fore the  winter  is  over  with  salmon  eggs 
which  are  at  the  present  time  awaiting  to 
be  brought  from  the  Restigouche  hatchery. 
There  is  a  lobster  hatchery  also  in  Prince 
Edward  Island. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  How  many  hatcher- 
ies are  there  on  the  Straits  of  Northumber- 
land? 
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Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  One  at  Sheniogue 
and  one  at  Charlottetown. 

Mr.  A.  A.  M CLEAN.  Have  there  been 
any  established  since  last  session  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  there  has 
been  one  in  British  Columbia— the  Harrison 
lake  hatchery.  There  Is  also  the  Skeena 
river  hatchery.  We  are  building  another 
one  on  Birkenhead  river,  British  Columbia. 

'  Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  I  suppose  the  min- 
ister has  had  brought  to  his  attention  the 
resolution  of  the  Selkirk  Board  of  Trade  in 
reference  to  the  necessity  of  additional  fish- 
hatchery  facilities  on  Lake  Winnipeg.  Has 
the  minister  responded  to  the  resolution  or 
considered  what  action  he  will  take  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Some  time  ago  I 
gave  instructions  to  Mr.  Cunningham,  the 
inspector,  to  visit  Lake  Winnipeg,  and  in- 
spect sites  for  the  establishment  of  a  hat- 
chery there.  He  will  proceed  on  that  mis- 
sion in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  It  is  very  important 
because  the  board  of  trade  recognize  that 
at  the  rate  at  which  fishing  is  going  on  in 
these  waters  it  will  be  depleted  very  soon, 
unless  the  lake  is  re-stocked  with  fresh 
ova.  They  are  anxious  that  some  new  es- 
tablishment should  be  provided  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  AMES.  1  desire  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  a  condition  of  affairs, 
of  the  existence  of  which  be  is  probably 
well  aware  and  which  seems  to  me  to  call 
for  action  as  soon  as  a  remedy  can  be  pro- 
vided. Last  summer  I  spent  some  weeks 
in  the  Immediate  vicinity  of  one  of  the 
palmon  hatcheries  and  had  opportunity  to 
visit  the  hatchery  dally  and  also  to  observe 
on  several  of  the  rivers  the  work  that  the 
men  of  the  department  were  doing.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  the  service  of  putting 
the  salmon  fry  Into  the  various  rivers  eight 
or  ten  miles  from  the  north  was  very  well 
done  and  would  bring  about  beneficial  re- 
sults. But  on  the  rivers  I  visited  at  that 
time,  the  York,  Dartmouth  and  St  John 
rivers,  emptying  Into  the  Gaspe  basin,  one 
thing  that  I  could  not  help  noticing  was 
the  fact  that  the  government  of  Canada 
stocked  the  rivers  and  the  province  of  Que- 
bec depleted  them,  It  seems  to  me  that 
some  understanding  is  absolutely  necessary 
If  the  work  of  one  government  was  not 
to  be  neuturalized  by  the  other.  I  remem- 
ber going  up  .the  York  river  in  a  canoe  and 
finding  It  almost  Impassable  owing  to 
the  facts  that  nets  ran  out  from  one  shore 
two-thirds  across  the  river,  then  from  the 
other  shore  two-thirds  across,  and  so  on  up. 
With  a  school  of  salmon  starting  at  the 
mouth  of  the  river,  If  one  or  two  individual 
fish  actually  got  up  the  river,  It  would  be 
almost  a  miracle.  All  this  time  the  Do- 
minion government  Is  depositing  hundreds 
93} 


of  thousands  of  small  fish  up  the  river. 
But  these  fish  are  practically  all  taken  out 
by  these  nets.  Cannot  the' government  arrive 
at  some  understanding  with  the  provincial 
government  whereby  estuary  fishing  for 
salmon  may  be  limited  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  efforts  of  the  government  of  Can- 
ada shall  not  be  neuturalized  by  the  fishing 
licenses  that  the  provincial  government  give 
for  a  mere  pittance. '  I  know  in  Bona  venture 
county  a  similar  river  which  I  occasionally 
visit  where  there  are  six  stands  of  nets 
which  are  leased  for  an  average  of  $6.30 
each.  Those  stands  of  nets  practically  take 
all  the  salmon  in  that  river.  Yet  the  Do- 
minion government,  at  great  expense,  is  en- 
deavouring to  distribute  young  salmon  all 
through  the  rivers  in  Bonaventure  and 
Gaspe  counties.  I  understand  that  the 
matter  is  at  present  under  litigation,  but 
are  proceedings  being  pushed  with  all  pos- 
sible diligence  ?  Is  every  effort  being  taken 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  ? — because  It  seems 
to  me  that  at  the  present  time  the  praise- 
worthy efforts  of  the  Dominion  government 
are  being  practically  nullified  by  the  fishery 
licenses  of  the  provincial  government. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  must  state  to 
the  committee  that  this  is  a  very  large 
question,  which  has  been  agitated  since 
1898.  Very  clever  men  have  considered  It, 
and  the  result  has  not  been  satisfactory. 
The  question  is  only  now  ready  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Supreme  Court  in  order  to 
obtain  a  determination  of  the  respective 
rights  of  the  federal  government  and  of 
the  provinces.  There  are  many  questions 
relating  to  the  fisheries  that  are  now  claim- 
ing the  attention  of  the  government.  At 
the  present  time  we  are  face  to  face  with 
some  difficulties  with  the  United  States,  for 
instance,  as  regards  fisheries  in  interna- 
tional waters.  Since  I  have  been  minister 
I  have  been  trying  to  arrive  at  some  com- 
mon understanding  regarding  that,  so  that 
each  side  will  protect  its  own  fisheries,  and 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  report  progress  next 
session.  The  question  has  become  acute 
especially  as  regards  Mississquoi  bay,  and 
the  Americans  are  now  convinced  that 
there  must  be  an  international  commission 
in  order  to  settle  the  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  and  which  are  likely  to  arise  unless 
we  come  to  some  satisfactory  understand- 
ing. These  things  move  slowly  between 
governments,  and  even  between  the  federal 
government  and  the  provincial  govern- 
ments. Although  this  matter  has  been  a 
subject  of  discussion  many  times  and  a  sub- 
ject of  conferences,  it  is  only  at  the  present 
moment  that  a  case  is  ready  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Supreme  Court  to  determine  the  re- 
spective Jurisdiction  of  the  federal  govern- 
ment and  the  provinces.  Nothing  of  im- 
portance has  yet  been  done.  I  understand 
the  federal  government  could  stop  the  ex- 
penditure and  say,  all  right,  let  the  pro- 
vinces look  after  this  thing.      But  that 
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would  mean  the  destruction  of  one  of  the 
most  valuable  assets  of  the  Dominion.  Our 
fisheries  yield  a  revenue  of  from  $20,000,000 
to  $25,000,000  to  our  people  every  year,  and 
of  course  the  Importance  of  that  interest 
requires  that  we  should  move  with  great 
caution.  But  I  hope  this  matter  will  be 
settled  within  a  short  period.  When  I  toot 
charge  of  the  department  in  1903,  I  found 
it  was  already  a  pending  question.  Within 
a  year  or  two  J  certainly  think  it  will  be 
settled.  But  this  question  also  involves  a 
great  number  of  others,  such  as  Increased 
subsidies  to  the  provinces.  I  have  had 
interviews  with  delegations  from  the  sev- 
eral provincial  governments,  and  as  I  say, 
we  have  prepared  a  question  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR.  1  would  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  minister  to  the  neces- 
sity of  propagating  trout  in  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia.  Some  fifteen  or  twenty  years 
ago  there  was  an  abundance  of  speckled 
trout  in  nearly  every  lake  and  river,  but 
from  many  of  them  they  have  disappeared 
to  a  large  extent.  There  is  a  fish  hatchery 
at  Bedford,  and  so  far  as  I  know  there  is 
no  good  reason  why  that  hatchery  should 
not,  in  part  at  least,  be  devoted  to  the  pro- 
pagation of  trout  I  have  been  surprised 
to  learn  that  when  our  people  in  Nova  Sco- 
tia asked  for  spawn  to  place  in  some  of 
those  lakes  and  rivers  they  were  told  that 
the  only  kind  of  spawn  they  could  get  from 
the  government  was  whltefish.  Millions 
of  these  white  fish  have  been  put  in  the 
lakes  there.  Now,  they  are  not  a  fish  that 
will  take  a  fly,  and  they  are  no  good  what- 
ever for  sport,  and  so  far  as  I  understand 
the  law,  it  is  not  legal  to  use  a  net  in  the 
lakes  of  our  provinces.  Therefore,  putting 
whltefish  in  these  lakes  seems  to  me  to  be 
idle  and  useless.  I  think  there  is  no  fish 
that  would  suit  our  people  so  well  as  the 
trout ;  and  as  we  now  have  a  hatchery  in 
the  province  devoted  partly,  I  understand, 
to  the  propagation  of  salmon,  if  the  minis- 
ter would  arrange  to  devote  that  hatchery, 
to  some  extent  at  least,  to  the  propagation 
of  speckled  trout,  I  think  he  would  be 
doing  a  very  acceptable  thing  to  the  people 
of  that  province. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  during  the  last  five 
years  no  whltefish  have  been  distributed  in 
Nova  Scotia.  At  the  present  time  trout  are 
being  propagated  at  the  Bedford  hatchery, 
and  I  understand  there  are  25,000  speckled 
trout  in  that  hatchery  to  be  distributed,  and 
there  will  be  more  next  year. 

Fishery  protection  service,  $220,000. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  What  is  the  explanation 
of  the  $60,000  increase  ? 

Mr.    PREFONTAINE.      Some   of  our 
cruisers  have  been  enlarged  in  order  to  do 
more  effective  service.     The  '  Vigilant '  a 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


twin  screw  steamer,  is  now  in  commission 
taking  the  place  of  the  '  Petrel '  on  the 
great  lakes.  The  '  Petrel '  carried  22  men, 
while  the  '  Vigilant '  will  carry  a  crew  of 
53  men  all  told.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  the  '  Kingfisher,'  which  is  replaced 
by  a  larger  vessel.  The  'Canada'  sailed 
from  Halifax  on  February  1,  for  an  in- 
structional cruise  to  the  West  Indies,  and  it 
is  expected  that  she  will  return  In  time  to 
be  used  in  performing  the  duties  of  fishery 
protection  vessels.  Heretofore  fishery  pro- 
tection vessels  have  not  been  in  commission 
in  the  winter  and  this  will  Involve  an  in- 
creased expenditure.  The  '  Vigilant '  will 
now  be  employed  on  the  Atlantic  coast 
These  changes  account  for  the  Increased 
expenditures.  Everybody  is  aware  and  I 
think  every  one  will  bear  me  out  in  the 
statement  that  when  we  had  the  '  Petrel ' 
on  the  great  lakes  she  was  a  laughing  stock 
to  our  neighbours  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line.  Any  fishing  vessel  could  get  away 
from  her  and  the  American  fishermen  could 
poach  all  around  our  lakes  and  waters  and 
would  scarcely  be  troubled  by  the  cruise  of 
the  '  Petrel.'  Last  year  we  decided  to  re- 
place the  '  Petrel '  by  a  fast  boat  of  2lf 
knots.  She  is  a  credit  to  the  Canadian 
fleet,  and  I  hope  that  with  this  vessel  we 
will  keep  our  friends  within  limits  and  will 
be  able  to  see  that  due  protection  is  given 
to  our  fishing  men  and  our  fishing  grounds. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  gentleman,  al- 
though he  has  given  a  great  deal  of  infor- 
mation in  reference  to  his  having  larger 
boats  and  larger  crews  has  not  given  what 
I  think  the  opposition  are  entitled  to,  a 
detailed  statement  of  the  Increased  expendi- 
ture. He  has  named  one  boat  that  has  a 
larger  crew  but  he  should  say  that  the 
expenditure  In  connection  with  this  boat 
will  be  so  much,  for  the  next  boat  so  much 
and  so  on  making  $60,000  increase. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  thought  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  easily  calculate  the  differ- 
ence. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  department  in  asking  a 
vote  to  state  how  much  the  increased  ex- 
penditure will  be. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  difference  in 
expense  between  a  crew  of  twenty-two  and 
of  fifty-three  is  easy  to  calculate. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  That  depends  on  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  paying  the  men. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  are  paying  the 
ordinary  salaries  for  officers  and  seamen. 
Able  bodied  seamen  get  $30  a  month,  which 
would  mean  an  expenditure  for  the  'Vigi- 
lant' of  about  $25,000  more  than  before. 
She  burns  about  three  times  as  much  coal 
as  the  other.  The  expenditure  Is  about  one- 
third  more  and  It  Is  not  extravagant  to  ask 
$00,000  more  when  we  have  three  vessels 
of  Importance.   However,  if  my  hon.  friend 
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wants  a  detailed  estimate  I  shall  have  one 
prepared  and  will  submit  It  when  we  are 
discussing  the  '  supplementary  estimates 
which  will  be  brought  down  for  these  same 
boats.  I  have  no  interest  direct  or  indirect 
in  the  matter  except  that  I  want  the  service 
to  be  done  properly  and  In  a  fit  manner  for 
the  country. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.   That  will  be  satisfactory- 
Mr.  INGRAM.  What  is  the  minister  going 
to  do  with  the  '  Petrel '  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  'Petrel*  is 
going  to  be  used  in  the  lower  provinces,  on 
the  Atlantic  coast. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Taken  away  from  the 
upper  lakes  altogether  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Does  the  department  have 
control  over  the  regulations  ?  Do  you 
specify  in  any  way  as  to  the  use  of  pound 
nets  and  gill  nets,  the  number  to  be  used 
and  the  territory  to  be  taken  up,  how  closely 
they  are  to  be  placed,  &c.  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Yes,  we  have  the 
control  of  that  and  frame  die  regulations. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  How  are  the  licenses  for 
the  use  of  gill  nets  and  pound  nets  issued  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  They  are  issued 
according  to  the  regulations,  although  of 
course  I  have  not  the  regulations  in  my 
mind  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.. INGRAM.  Take  Lake  Erie,  for  In- 
stance. Has  the  department  regulations  as 
to  the  space  that  a  pound  net  shall  occupy  Y 
or  the  space  of  a  gill  net  license  and  how 
they  will  be  located  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.    Oh,  certainly. 

Mr.  AMES.  Perhaps  the  minister  will 
give  us  a  little  fuller  information  with  refer- 
ence to  the  policy  of  the  government  with 
regard  to  naval  militia.  I  understand  the 
introduction  of  the  'Canada'  into  the  service 
has  been  a  step  in  that  direction,  and  that  the 
vessel  Is  being  used  as  a  training  ship  for 
naval  militia.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  and  of  the 
government  to  bring  in  this  session  any  Bill 
with  a  view  of  establishing  a  naval  militia 
carrying  out  still  further  the  idea  of  the 
4  Canada ' ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  am  unable  to 
make  any  official  declaration  on  this  ques- 
tion at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  I  wish  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  minister  a  resolution 
passed  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Maritime 
Board  of  Trade,  held  at  Moncton,  on  August 
the  11th,  with  respect  to  lobster  fisheries.  It 
reads  as  follows  : 

Whereas,  the  rapid  decline  of  the  lobster 
fishery,  as  shown  by  the  reports  of  the  fishing 


affairs  in  the  maritime  provinces,  Is  viewed 
with  alarm  by  the  board,  and  as  the  decline 
appears  to  be  greatest  in  those  sections  where 
Illegal  fishing  is  carried  on. 

Resolved,  that  it  Is  desirable  that  the  gov- 
ernment take  active  measures  to  enforce  the 
regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  lobster 
fishery  by  Instructing  the  officials  of  the  Marine 
and  Fishery  Department  to  suppress  illegal 
fishing  after  the  season  In  their  respective 
districts. 

Further  resolved,  that  fishing  stations  tor 
educating  our  fishermen  be  established  by  the 
government  at  suitable  places  along  the  Atlan- 
tic coast  and  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence. 

And  further,  that  It  Is  desirable  that  the 
government  take  Into  •asideratlon  -  the  re- 
organization of  the  flshtrc  service  with  the 
view  of  bringing  It  up  to  a  higher  state  of 
efficiency.  i 

That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  and  to  the 
maritime  members  of  parliament. 

I  presume  the  minister  received  a  copy  of 
this  resolution  and  that  he  has  probably  in 
his  mind  some  means  of  reorganizing  this 
service.  This  matter  has  been  up  before  this 
Maritime  Board  of  Trade  and  nearly  all  the 
boards  of  trade  of  the  maritime  provinces  for 
Many  years,  and  it  seems  that  the  manner  in 
which  the  service  has  been  conducted  does 
not  meet  the  approval  of  these  boards  of 
trade  and  of  men  interested  In  the  fishing 
industry  to  a  great  extent.  It  is  true  that 
for  the  last  year  or  two  the  government 
have  been  establishing  hatcheries  along  the 
coast  which  are  doing  a  great  deal  of  good 
and  meeting  with  the  approval  of  men  en- 
gaged in  that  business,  but  the  Maritime 
Board  of  Trade  think  that  more  of  these 
hatcheries  should  be  established,  and  at  a 
meeting  held  at  Moncton,  on  August  17th, 
1904,  the  following  resolution  was  passed  : 

Whereas,  lobster  hatcheries  have  proven  to 
be  of  great  value  in  conserving  our  fisheries  ; 

Resolved,  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  board  it 
is  advisable  in  order  to  preserve  the  lobster 
fisheries,  that  hatcheries  be  established  along 
the  coasts  of  the  maritime  provinces  at  such 
places  as  will  enable  the  spawn  of  lobsters 
caught  for  canning  purposes  all  to  be  collected 
and  hatched,  and  that  the  government  be  asked 
to  prohibit  the  fishing  of  lobsters  by  '  curleys,' 
as  these  '  curleys  '  are  fished  close  to  the  shore 
and  only  smajl  lobsters  are  taken. 

I  take  it  that  if  these  spawn  are  collected 
and  taken  to  the  hatcheries  a  great  deal  of 
good  would  result  to  the  lobster  fishing  In- 
dustry. Is  the  minister  In  possession  of  any 
report  which  would  show  the  benefit  that 
has  accrued  to  the  fishing  Industry  by  rea- 
son of  the  erection  of  the  cold  storage  plants 
and  their  maintenance  at  the  different 
points  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  matter  is  un- 
der consideration. 

Mr.  PERLEY.  A  few  days  ago  the  Min- 
ister of  Railways,  In  answer  to  a  question, 
said  that  there  was  no  fish-way  at  the  Car- 
illon dam,  and  that  the  reason  one  had  not 
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been  built  was  that  the  government  did  not 
feel  warranted  in  spending  $10,000  in  its 
construction.  Under  the  Fisheries  Act,  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  when  he 
thinks  it  is  in  the  public  interest,  has  the 
power  to  order  the  building  of  a  fish-pass 
at  any  dam  or  slide,  and  this  power  has 
been  freely  used  when  private  owners  have 
built  such  dams  and  slides.  I  am  informed 
that  previous  to  the  building  of  the  Carillon 
dam  large  quantities  of  fish,  specially  shad, 
came  up  the  Ottawa  river  to  the  sand  bars, 
where  they  spawned  and  were  caught  in 
large  numbers  by  the  residents  there.  Sinee 
this  dam  was  built  none  of  these  fish  have 
been  caught,  and  timbers  of  poor  people 
who  formerly  depended  on  this  fishing  have 
been  deprived  of  their  livelihood.  Will  the 
minister  ask  the  Pepartment  of  Railways 
to  put  in  a  fish-pass  at  this  dam  ?  It  is 
hardly  a  good  reason  to  say  that  it  would 
cost  too  much,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
private  owners  are  ordered  to  build  fish- 
ways  no  matter  what  the  cost.  Perhaps 
some  of  the  other  departments  might  spare 
the  minister  a  little  of  the  money  which  is 
not  expended  to  such  good  purpose  in  the 
public  interest  as  it  would  be  in  the  build- 
ing of  a  fish-way  at  the  Carillon  dam. 

Mr.  PEBFONTAINE.  I  am  Informed  that 
it  would  cost  $10,000  at  the  present  time  to 
build  a  fish-way  at  the  Carillon  dam,  and 
the  quality  of  the  fish  passing  there  not 
being  very  high,  the  government  did  not 
feel  justified  in  Incurring  the  expenditure. 
For  the  last  two  or  three  months  it  has  been 
represented  to  the  department  that  there 
was  a  new  style  of  fish-way  which  would 
cost  a  comparatively  small  sum,  and  which 
might  be  suitable  in  this  and  other  cases. 
We  are  asking  for  a  special  report  In  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  and  if  the  new  fish-way 
suits  the  Carillon  dam,  it  might  suit  other 
places,  where  we  now  feel  indisposed  to 
spend  a  large  amount  of  money.  We  are 
asking  this  year  a  little  more  money  for 
this  service,  because  we  think  the  time  has 
come  when  we  should  establish  these  fish- 
ways  in  as  many  places  as  possible,  In  order 
that  the  Inhabitants  may  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  catching  fish  for  food. 

Mr.  PERLEY.  Will  the  minister  keep 
the  Carillon  dam  in  mind  ? 

Mr.  PEBFONTAINE.  Oh,  yes.  Not  only 
the  county  of  Argenteuil,  but  the  counties 
along  the  North  river  are  very  much  in- 
terested in  this  matter. 

Mr.  AMES.  Has  the  report  made  by  Mr. 
Matheson  with  reference  to  certain  frauds 
in  the  distribution  of  fishing  bounties  been 
brought  down  ? 

Mr,  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  just  re- 
ceived the"  report,  and  I  will  place  it  on 
the  table  within  a  couple  of  days. 

Oyster  culture,  $7,000. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.   What  is  being  done  in 
connection  with  oyster  culture  ? 
Mr.  PERLEY. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  There  is  a  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  matter  in  the 
annual  report  of  the  department. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  This  is  a  very  import- 
ant question,  and  It  deserves  a  great  deal 
more  attention  than  it  has  received  in  the 
past.  The  greatest  natural  oyster  beds 
possibly  in  the  world  are  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  they  are  being  depleted  year 
after  year.  If  this  should  continue,  then 
within  a  few  years  one  of  our  most  remune- 
rative fishing  industries  will  be  in  such  a 
condition  that  there  will  be  no  profit  in  it 
for  the  fishermen  or  any  one  else.  The  gov- 
ernment should  now  take  drastic  measures 
to  protect  the  oysters  and  to  promote  oyster 
culture. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  have  had  this 
matter  under  serious  consideration  for  the 
past  year.  I  think  we  will  be  able  to  adopt 
proper  means  to  protect  this  industry  as  it 
should  be  protected,  and  I  am  awaiting 
further  information  on  the  matter.  I  hope 
to  be  able,  before  the  end  of  the  session,  to 
announce  what  plan  we  have  adopted,  and 
how  we  will  proceed  In  the  matter. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  The  only  reason  I 
bring  the  matter  up  is  because  I  know  the 
production  of  oysters  in  Richmond  bay  is 
not  nearly  equal  to  what  it  was  ten  years 
ago,  and  it  Is  growing  less  from  year  to 
year,  and  the  oysters  are  smaller.  It  Is  a 
very  important  matter  for  the  department 
to  take  up. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  will  get  a  special 
report  from  the  experts. 

Mr.  LEFURGEY.  Has  the  minister  taken 
into  consideration  the  plea  that  was  put 
in  by  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
last  year  that  fishing  bounties  be  paid  to 
lobster  fishermen  7 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  We  have  studied 
the  question,  but  It  is  a  very  difficult  one 
to  decide.  We  could  not  take  it  up  until 
the  whole  question  of  the  fishing  bounties 
is  considered. 

Some  resolutions  reported. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
Inform  us  what  business  he  proposes  to  take 
up  to-morrow  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  There  is  an 
order  of  business  set  for  to-morrow  which 
will  perhaps  occupy  the  whole  day. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
Inform  us  If  it  Is  intended  to  continue  the 
discussion  day  in  and  day  out  until  the  mat- 
ter Is  disposed  of? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Perhaps  It 
will  be  better  to  discuss  that  point  to-mor- 
row. 

Motion  agreed  to,  House  adjourned  at 
10.40  p.m. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  March  22,  1903. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

PROVINCE  OF  ALBERTA— FINANCIAL 
TERMS. 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister)  moved  : 

That  the  House  do  to-morrow  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to  consider  the  following 
proposed  resolutions  : 

1.  Resolved,  that  the  following  amounts  shall 
be  allowed  as  an  annual  subsidy  to  the  province 
ot  Alberta,  and  shall  be  paid  by  the  government 
ot  Canada,  by  halt-yearly  Instalments  in  ad- 
vance, to  the  said  province,  that  is  to  say  : — 

(a)  for  the  support  of  the  government  and 
legislature,  fifty  thousand'  dollars  ; 

(b)  on  an  estimated  population  ot  two  hund- 
red and  fifty  thousand,  at  eighty  cents  per  head, 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  subject  to  be  in- 
creased as  hereinafter  mentioned,  that  is  to 
say  :— a  census  of  the  said  province  shall  be 
taken  in  every  fifth  year  reckoning  from  the 
general  census  of  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  one.  and  an  approximate  estimate  of  the 
population  shall  be  made  at  equal  intervals  of 
time  between  each  quinquennial  and  decennial 
census  ;  and  whenever  the  population,  by  any 
such  census  or  estimate,  exceeds  two  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand,  which  shall  be  the  minimum 
on  which  the  said  allowance  shall  be  calculated, 
the  amount  of  the  said  allowance  shall  be  in- 
creased accordingly,  and  bo  on  until  the  popu- 
lation has  reached  eight  hundred  thousand 
souls. 

2.  Resolved,  that  inasmuch  as  the  said  pro- 
vince is  not  in  debt,  it  shall  be  entitled  to  be 
paid  and  to  receive  from  the  government  of 
Canada,  by  half-yearly  payments  in  advance. 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent  per  annum 
on  the  sum  of  eight  million  one  hundred  and 
seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

3.  Resolved,  that  Inasmuch  as  the  public  lands 
In  the  said  province  are  to  remain  the  property 
of  Canada,  there  shall  be  paid  by  Canada  to 
the  said  province  annually  by  way  of  compen- 
sation therefor  a  sum  based  upon  the  estimated 
value  ot  such  lands,  namely,  137,600,000,  the  said 
lands  being  assumed  to  be  of  an  area  of  25,000,- 
000  acres  and  to  be  of  the  value  ot  $1.50  per 
acre,  and  upon  the  populatiton  of  the  said  pro- 
vince, as  from  time  to  time  ascertained  by  the 
quinquennial  census  thereof,  such  sum  to  be  ar- 
rived at  as  follows  : — 

The  population  ot  the  said  province  being  as- 
sumed to  be  at  present  250.000,  the  sum  payable 
until  such  population  reaches  400,000  is  to  be 
one  per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $375,- 
000  ; 

Thereafter,  until  such  population  reaches  800,- 
000,  the  sum  payable  Is  to  be  one  and  one-half 
per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $562,500  ; 

'Thereafter,  until  such  population  reaches  1,- 
200,000,  the  sum  payable  is  to  be  two  per  cent 
on  such  estimated  value,  or  $750,000  ; 

And  thereafter  such  payment  Is  to  be  three 
per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $1,125,000. 

4.  Resolved,  that  as  additional  compensation 
for  such  lands  there  shall  be  paid  by  Canada 
to  the  said  province  annually  for  five  years  to 
provide  for  the  construction  ot  necessary  pub- 


lic buildings,  one-quarter  of  one  per  cent  on 
such  estimated  value,  or  $93,750. 

He  said  :  I  have  to  inform  the  House 
that  His  Excellency  has  approved  of  these 
resolutions,  and  consents  to  their  submis- 
sion to  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROVINCE  OF  SASKATCHEWAN— FIN- 
ANCIAL TERMS. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister)  moved  : 

That  the  House  do  to-morrow  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to  consider  the  following 
proposed  resolutions  : 

1.  Resolved,  that  the  following  amounts  shall 
be  allowed  as  an  annual  subsidy  to  the  province 
of  Saskatchewan  and  shall  be  paid  by  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada,  by  half-yearly  instalments 
In  advance,  to  the  said  province,  that  is  to 
say  : — 

(a)  for  the  support  of  the  government  and 
legislature,  fifty  thousand  dollars  ; 

(b)  on  an  estimated  population  of  two  hund- 
red and  fifty  thousand,  at  eighty  cents  per  head, 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  subject  to  be  In- 
creased as  hereinafter  mentioned,  that  is  to 
say  : — a  census  of  the  said  province  shall  be 
taken  in  every  fifth  year  reckoning  from  the 
general  census  of  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  one,  and  an  approximate  estimate  ot  the 
population  shall  be  made  at  equal  Intervals  of 
time  between  each  quinquennial  and  decennial 
census  ;  and  whenever  the  population,  by  any 
such  census  or  estimate,  exceeds  two  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand,  which  shall  be  the  minimum 
on  which  the  said  allowance  shall  be  calculated, 
the  amount  of  the  said  allowance  shall  be  in- 
creased accordingly,  and  so  on  until  the  popula- 
tion has  reached  eight  hundred  thousand  souls. 

2.  Resolved,  that  inasmuch  as  the  said  pro- 
vince is  not  in  debt,  it  shall  be  entitled  to  be 
paid  and  to  receive  from  the  government  of 
Canada,  by  half-yearly  payments  in  advance, 
interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent  per  annum 
on  the  sum  of  eight  million  one  hundred  and 
seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars. 

3.  Resolved,  that  inasmuch  as  the  public 
lands  In  the  said  province  are  to  remain  the 
property  of  Canada,  there  shall  be  [>aid  by 
Canada  to  the  said  province  annually  by  way 
of  compensation  therefor  a  sum  based  upon  the 
estimated  value  of  such  lands,  namely,  $87,600,- 
000,  the  said  lauds  being  assumed  to  be  of  an 
area  of  26,000,000  acres  and  to  be  of  the  value 
of  $1.60  per  acre,  and  upon  the  population  of 
the  said  province,  as  from  time  to  time  ascer- 
tained by  the  quinquennial  census  thereof,  such 
sum  to  be  arrived  at  as  follows  : — 

The  population  of  the  said  province  being  as- 
sumed to  be  at  present  250,000,  the  sum  payable 
until  such  population  reaches  400,000  is  to  be 
one  per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $375,- 
000  ; 

Thereafter,  until  Buch  population  reaches  800,- 
000,  the  sum  payable  Is  to  be  one  and  one-halt 
per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $502,600  ; 

Ttereafter,  until  such  population  reaches  1,- 
200,000,  the  sum  payable  Is  to  be  two  per  cent 
on  such  estimated  value,  or  $750,000  ; 

And  thereafter  such  payment  Is  to  be  three 
per  cent  on  such  estimated  value,  or  $1,125,000. 

4.  Resolved,  that  as  additional  compensation 
for  such  lands  there  shall  be  paid  by  Canada 
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to  the  said  province  annually  for  five  years  to 
provide  tor  the  construction  of  necessary  pub- 
lic buildings,  one-quarter  of  one  per  cent  on 
such  estimated  value,  or  $93,750. 

He  said  :  I  have  to  Inform  the  House  that 
His  Excellency  has  approved  of  these  reso- 
lutions, and  consents  to  their  submission 
to  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

Rt.  llou.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister)  moved  second  reading  of  BUI  (No. 
69)  to  establish  the  government  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Alberta. 

(Mr.  Speaker  having  put  the  motion,  both 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  and  Mr.  R.  L.  Borden 
rose  at  the  same  time.) 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  If  my  hon 
friend  wanted  simply  to  put  a  question,  I 
would  certainly  give  way  to  him,  but  if  it  is 
bis  Intention  to  address  tbe  chair  on  this 
measure,  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  the  privi- 
ledge  of  a  few  remarks  before  be  does  so. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  took  It  for  granted 
from  the  right  hon.  gentleman  inclining  bis 
head,  that  he  meant  he  was  not  going  to 
speak  and  that  I  was  to  go  on. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  am  glad  that 
this  debate  is  starting  in  such  an  auspicious 
manner  and  that  both  sides  are  apparently 
in  very  good  humor  and  in  a  very  good 
frame  of  mind  for  tbe  discussion.  When 
some  time  ago  I  presented  this  Bill  to  tbe 
House,  I  stated  that  there  were  certain  ques- 
tions connected  with  It  which  were  of  para- 
mount importance  and  which  In  fact  were 
the  essence  of  the  whole  measure.  The  first 
was  the  number  of  provinces  to  be  created  ; 
the  second  was  the  ownership  of  tbe  land  ; 
the  third  was  the  financial  terms  to  be 
granted  ;  and  the  last  was  the  education 
system.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  Borden)  rose  immediately 
after  me,  but  conttued  his  remarks  for  the 
moment  to  two  of  those  questions  only — 
the  ownership  of  the  lands  and  the  school  , 
question.  With  regard  to  the  ownership 
of  the  land,  my  hon.  friend  re-asserted  the 
position  he  had  often  maintained  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  as  elsewhere,  namely,  that 
tbe  laud  should  go  to  the  provinces  to  be 
owned  and  managed  by  them.  On  the  school 
question  my  hon.  friend  was  reserved.  He 
did  not  announce  any  policy,  but  very  wisely 
said  that,  in  his  judgment,  the  subject  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  approached  with  calm 
and  moderation.  The  press  which  follows 
and  supports  my  hon.  friend  took,  notwith- 1 
standing  this  advice  of  his.  a  very  different  i 
attitude.  On  the  laud  question  it  said  very 
little,  if  it  said  anything  at  all.  but  upon 
the  school  question  it  offered  a  very  violent , 
opposition.  Perhaps  1  may  not  be  out  of 
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the  way  in  saying  that  the  press  which  sup- 
ports my  hon.  friend  has  spared  no  effort 
to  Inflame  the  public  mind  upon  an  ever 
delicate  subject. 

In  the  course  of  the  years  I  have  been  in 
this  House,  many  have  been  the  occasions  in 
which  parliament  has  had  to  face  and  to  solve 
questions,  simple  enough  In  themselves,  but 
complicated  and  rendered  difficult  by  sudden 
outbursts  of  passion.  And  here  again  I  may 
repeat  what  I  had  the  opportunity  of  saying 
some  few  days  ago,  that  in  using  this  word 
'  passion.'  I  do  not  want  to  convey  any  offen- 
sive sense.  I  recognize,  we  all  recognize, 
that  passions  are  very  often  the  outgrowth 
of  noble  sentiment ;  but  let  this  sentiment 
be  ever  so  meritorious.  If  it  goes  beyond  a 
certain  line,  it  may  become  blind,  unthink- 
ing, unreasoning  passion.  In  1875  on  the 
New  Brunswick  school  question,  in  1889  on 
the  Jesuit  Estates  questions,  in  1896  on  the 
Manitoba  school  question,  several  parts  of 
the  country — now  one  part,  now  another — 
were  roused  to  a  high  pitch  of  excitement. 

Since  my  conduct  on  the  present  occasion 
has  been  assailed,  perhaps  I  may  be  pardon- 
ed if  I  refer  for  one  moment  to  myself,  and 
say  that  upon  every  one  of  these  questions, 
I  have  endeavoured,  so  far  as  I  know — and 
successfully  I  think— to  act  on  the  very  prin- 
ciple of  the  constitution  under  which  we 
live.  In  1875,  being  then  a  young  man, 
I  supported  the  government  of  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie which  refused  to  interfere  with 
certain  legislation  passed  by  the  legislature 
of  the  provinces  of  Quebec  of  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  minority  complained.  That 
minority  complained  that  this  legislation 
was  an  invasion  of  their  rights  and  forced 
an  intolerable  burden  upon  them.  But,  as 
it  was  established  that  at  the  time  of  con- 
federation New  Brunswick  had  no  system 
ot  separate  schools,  it  followed  as  a  con- 
sequence that  this  parliament  had  no  juris- 
diction in  the  matter,  and  the  government 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  very  properly,  I  think, 
refused  to  interfere  and  disallow  that  Act 
it  was  asked  to  disallow.  In  1889,  having 
become  leader  of  the  party  to  which  I  be- 
long, 1  supported  the  government  of  Sir 
John  Macdonald  when  they  refused  to  accede 
to  the  request  of  a  section  of  our  fellow 
countrymen  to  disallow  the  Act  of  the 
legislature  of  the  province  of  Quebec  to 
settle  what  was  known  as  the  Jesuit  Estates 
question.  In  1N96,  I  opposed  the  govern- 
ment of  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  when  they 
endeavoured  to  force  upon  the  province  of 
Manitoba  a  system  of  schools  which,  accord- 
ing to  high  judicial  authority,  the  province 
of  Manitoba  had  a  right  to  reject  and  which 
it  had  rejected  by  action  within  the  scope 
of  its  legitimate  authority.  And  in  this  year, 
1!M>5,  when  two  provinces  are  to  be  brought 
into  the  Dominion,  in  which  provinces  there 
is  a  system  of  separate  schools  such  as 
we  have  in  the  province  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  I  stand  again,  as  I  believe,  upon 
the  rock  of  the  constitution  of  Canada  when 
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I  say  that  this  parliament  should,  according 
to  that  constitution,  give  to  the  minority 
In  the  new  provinces  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  that  are  given  to  the  minorities 
In  the  new  provinces  of  Quebec  and  Ontario. 
Sir,  what  seems  to  me  this  very  proper 
legislation  is  opposed  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  our  country— no,  I  will  not 
say  that,— but  In  certain  portions  of  our 
country — and  in  the  name,  I  might  almost 
say  the  sacred  name,  of  provincial  rights. 
But  it  is  remarkable  that  the  men  who  at 
this  day,  are  insisting  the  most  upon  what 
they  call  provincial  rights  have  taken  no 
heed  of  the  fact  that,  in  the  very  letter  of 
the  constitution  on  which  they  rely  there  is 
an  abbreviation  of  provincial  rights  wher- 
ever there  exists  In  any  province  a  system 
of  separate  schools.  Provincial  rights  are 
the  basis  of  our  constitution.  All  parties  now 
admit  these  rights  and  recognize  them,  what- 
ever may  have  been  their  position  in  the 
past.  But,  Sir,  it  is  an  old  saying  that 
there  Is  no  rule  without  its  exception ; 
and,  in  the  very  letter  of  the  constitution, 
an  exception  has  been  made  concerning  pro- 
vincial rights  wherever  there  Is  a  system 
of  separate  schools  in  any  province.  Now 
here  is  the  law  upon  this  point.  The  words 
which  I  use  now  may  grate  upon  the  feel- 
ings of  some,  may  seem  harsh  to  the  ears 
of  others,  may  seem  harsh  to  my  own  ears, 
but,  Sir,  here  is  the  law.  Section  93  of  the 
constitution  says : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature 
may  exclusively  make  laws  In  relation  to  edu- 
cation  

If  the  law  stopped  there,  If  there  were 
no  other  words  to  qualify  this  general  pro- 
vision, such  legislation  as  is  now  before  the 
House  would  never  have  been  introduced. 
But  the  law  does  not  stop  there ;  there 
are  words  which  qualify  the  general  pro- 
position : 

 subject  and  according  to  the  following  pro- 
visions : — 

1.  Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudi- 
cially affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  res- 
pect to  denominational  schools  which  any  class 
of  persons  have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the 
union. 

Here  you  have  the  fact  proclaimed,  the 
principle  laid  down,  that  wherever  there  is, 
in  any  province,  a  system  of  separate  schools, 
the  provincial  rights  are  abbreviated  and 
the  legislature  can  do  nothing  to  preju- 
dicially affect  the  rights  of  the  minority 
who  have  the  benefit  of  this  clause.  But, 
though  these  facts  are  plain,  still,  at 
the  present  moment,  they  seem  to  be 
ignored ;  and,  even  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  the  attempt  is  sometimes  made  to 
cast  upon  myself,  who  have  always  held 
these  views,  the  imputation  that  at  one 
time  or  other,  I  held  different  views.  The 
other  day  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Hast- 
ings (Mr.  Xorthrup)  quoted  some  words  of 


mine  in  this  House  spoken  on  this  same 
subject,  in  which  I  gave  due  praise  to  the 
Liberal  party,  especially  of  the  province  of 
Ontario,  for  the  stand  they  made  In  favour 
of  provincial  rights.  These  are  the  words 
of  mine  that  he  quoted  : 

Sir,  I  am  to-day  as  firm  a  believer  as  I  ever 
was  In  the  doctrine  of  provincial  rights.  I  take 
as  much  pride  as  ever  I  did  in  belonging  to  the 
great  party  which  In  the  past  carried  that  doc- 
trine to  a  successful  issue,  an  Issue,  indeed,  so 
successful  that  we  rank  among  the  advocates  of 
that  doctrine  to-day  the  most  prominent  of  the 
men  who  opposed  It  In  the  past.  And  when  the 
historian  of  the  future  shall  refer  to  the  first 
twenty  years  of  confederation,  the  brightest 
page  he  will  have  to  record  will  be  the  page  in 
which  he  will  trace  the  efforts  of  the  Liberal 
party  to  maintain  inviolate  and  Intact  the  liber- 
ties and  independence  of  the  local  legislatures. 
And  I  am  proud  to  say  that  among  the  names 
which  shall  de  revered  In  the  hearts  of  their 
countrymen,  as  the  names  of  those  who  stood 
foremost  in  the  fight,  will  be  the  names  of 
Edward  Blake  and  Oliver  Mowat. 

My  hon.  friend  stopped  there.  Had  he 
read  a  little  further,  he  would  have  found 
that  I  qualified  the  statement  I  made  by 
saying  that,  in  the  matter  of  education, 
provincial  rights  were  not  supreme,  but 
they  are  abbreviated  by  the  very  letter  of 
the  constitution.    I  continued  as  follows  : 

I  agree  with  the  Prime  Minister  in  this 
view,  that  It  would  have  been  wiser  for  the 
fathers  of  confederation  to  have  adopted  the 
American  principle  of  local  independence.  But 
such,  after  all,  is  not  the  principle  which  has 
been  adopted.  On  the  contrary,  the  principle 
of  our  constitution  is  this  :  that  while  in  all 
other  matters  the  powers  of  the  local  legis- 
lature are  almost  independent,  In  the  matter 
of  education,  a  supervisory  power  has  been 
given  to  this  government,  in  so  far  as  sep- 
arate schools  are  concerned. 

So  that,  in  1893  I  held  the  views  I  now 
hold,  and  I  am  acting  exactly  In  accordance 
with  the  opinions  I  proclaimed  twelve  years 
ago  and  which  so  far  as  I  remember,  I  have 
always  held.  This  being  well  established, 
this  being  I  believe,  Impossible  of  denial — 
that  the  rights  of  a  province  are  abbreviated 
whenever  there  is  a  system  of  separate 
schools — yet  we  are  told  that  this  cannot  be 
adopted  because  the  provinces  referred  to  in 
this  legislation  are  not  now  provinces,  but 
are  simply  territories.  If  I  understand  that 
argument  correctly  it  means  that  if  the 
provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  al- 
ready existed  and  were  to  come  to-day 
and  ask  to  enter  confederation,  they  would 
come  with  their  system  of  schools,  and  that 
system  would  apply  mechanically  and  par- 
liament would  be  forced  to  give  it  to  them; 
but  as  they  come  as  territories,  they  are 
not .  to  have  the  same  privileges  as  they 
would  have  had.  coming  as  provinces.  Now, 
in  the  name  of  common  sense,  what  does 
it  matter,  so  far  as  law  and  order  is  con- 
cerned, whether  these  territories  are  now  ter- 
ritories or  are  now  provinces?   If  under  the 
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law  we  gave  them  In  1875  they  established 
a  system  of  schools,  is  not  that  system  of 
schools  as  dear  to  them  as  if  they  had  been 
erected  into  provinces  ?  If  they  have  ac- 
quired rights  thereby,  are  not  those  rights 
as  sacred  as  If  they  had  been  erected  into 
provinces  ? 

Now  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  argu- 
ment cannot  bear  examination.    But  If  we 
are  to  take  some  of  the  newspaper  articles 
and  some  of  the  speeches  I  have  read,  what 
is  the  supreme  reason  and  argument  that 
is  advanced  why  this  principle  of  the  con- 
stitution should  not  apply  to  the  Territories? 
It  is  because  parliament  is  omnipotent,  it 
is  because  parliament  is  not  bound  to  res- 
pect the  acts  of  a  former  parliament,  it  Is 
because  the  parliament  that  was  elected  in 
November,  1904,  is  not  to  be  bound  by  the 
parliament  which  sat  in  this  House  in  1875. 
Well,  Sir,  if  that  view  is  to  be  taken,  if  we 
are  to  say  that  parliament  is  supreme,  I 
have  nothing  more  to  say.    Parliament  Is 
supreme  indeed,  parliament  Is  supreme,  and 
may  even  go  to  the  length  of  disobeying 
the  moral  laws  which  bind  all  governments 
and  all  men.     It  Is  open  to  any  man  to 
break  his  word,  It  is  open  to  any  man  to 
violate  his  engagement,  it  is  open  to  any 
man  to  trample  under  foot  his  plighted 
troth.     Now  if  it  is  open  to  any  man  to 
do  that,  it  is  also  open  to  an  assembly  of  men; 
and  If  it  be  the  view  that  parliament  Is  not 
bound  by  the  acts  of  any  preceding  parlia- 
ment, that    parliament   may    violate  Its 
plighted  troth,  then  we  have  a  double  op- 
portunity on  this  occasion  to  signalize  our- 
selves, because  not  only  can  we  remove 
from  the  minority  the  system  of  separate 
schools  which  they  have  had  for  many 
years,  but  we  can  correct  another  invasion 
of  provincial  rights  which  Is  far  more  reach- 
ing than  the  violation  of  provincial  rights 
In  the  matter  of  education.    If  it  be  true 
that  In  1875,  parliament  introduced  separate 
schools  into  the  Northwest  Territories  and 
gave  to  the  minority  the  privilege  of  those 
schools,  it  is  equally  true  that  in  the  year 
1881  this  parliament  for  ever  abbreviated  the 
powers  of  those  new  provinces  In  the  mat- 
ter of  taxation ;  It  Is  equally  true  that  in 
1891  this  parliament  decreed  by  an  Act 
passed  here,  passed  against  the  protest  of 
the  minority  in  that  parliament,  decreeing 
for  all  time  to  come,  not  for  one  year  only, 
or  ten  years,  or  one  generation,  but  for  all 
time  to  come,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  all  stations,  station  grounds, 
workshops,  buildings,  yards  and  other  pro- 
perty, rolling  stock  and  appurtenances  re- 
quired and  used  for  the  construction  and 
working  thereof,  and  the  capital  stock  of 
the  company,  should  for  ever  be  free  from 
the  power  of  taxation  by  those  provinces. 
It  was  decreed  also  that  no  municipal  body 
created  by  the  provinces  could  levy  tax- 
ation upon  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
Its  stock,  Its  buildings,  Its  workshops  and  Its 
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capital  stock.  Sir,  is  not  that  an  invasion 
of  provincial  rights  far  more  reaching  in 
its  consequences  than  the  Invasion  of  pro- 
vincial rights  which  Is  complained  of  In  the 
matter  of  education  ?  But  does  anybody  in 
this  House  think  of  removing  from  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the  powers  and 
Immunities  which  have  been  granted  to 
that  company?  Does  anybody  In  this  House 
think  for  a  moment  of  giving  to  those  new 
provinces  the  power  to  levy  taxation  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway?  No.  we 
respect  our  engagements.  Then  I  ask  if 
we  respect  our  engagements  In  the  one  case, 
why  should  we  not  respect  our  engagements 
in  the  other  case? 

But  Sir,  that  is  not  all.  I  find  no  better 
testimony  In  favour  of  the  principle  which 
Is  embodied  in  this  Bill  than  the  letter 
which  was  written  to  me  some  days  ago 
by  Mr.  Haultaln,  Premier  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  ;  I  want  no  better  testimony  of 
the  soundness  of  the  position  which  we 
have  taken  than  the  ipsissima  verba  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Haultain's  letter,  and  which  I 
will  read  to  the  House. 

The  territory  included  within  the  boundaries 
of  •  tliest-  proposed  provinces  was  1  admitted 
into  the  union '  on  July  16,  1870,  and  Imme- 
diately upon  the  creation  of  these  provinces 
the  provisions  of  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  become,  as  a  matter  of  in- 
defeasible right,  a  part  of  their  constitution. 

That  is  to  say,  as  a  matter  of  'indefea- 
sible right'  the  provision  of  section  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  becomes  part 
of  the  constitution  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. Now,  let  me  repeat,  what  is  the 
disposition  of  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  educa- 
tion, subject  and  according  to  the  following 
provision  : — 

1.  Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of 
persons  have  by  law  In  the  province  at  the 
union. 

Therefore,  if  I  understand  the  English 
language,  It  means  this,  according  to  Mr. 
Haultain's  own  admission,  that  in  this  mat- 
ter of  education  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  minority  are  secured  against  any 
prejudicial  legislation  which  might  be  pass- 
ed. Now,  Sir,  there  is  this  difference  be- 
tween Mr.  Haultain  and  myself  with  regard 
to  this  point.  Mr.  Haultain  argues  that 
this  section  93  applies  automatically,  that 
this  House  has  nothing  to  do  but  simply  to 
admit  the  province  and  Immediately  it  be- 
comes subject  to  section  93  ;  whereas  the 
position  we  take  is  while  the  provision  is 
embodied  hi  section  93  it  has  to  be  intro- 
duced legislatively  by  this  parliament  into 
the  constitution  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. 
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Upon  this  point  I  might  go  further.  On 
a  previous  occasion  I  spoke  at  some  length 
on  this  point,  and  I  will  not  go  over  the 
same  ground  again.  However,  it  may  not 
be  inopportune  on  this  occasion  to  inquire 
what  is  the  history  of  clause  93  in  the  Bri- 
tish North  America  Act,  how  did  it  become 
a  part  of  the  British  North  America  Act  ? 
Sir,  we  live  in  an  age  of  such  intense  ex- 
citement, we  are  moving  with  such  rapidity, 
our  lives  are  so  much  engaged  in  business 
occupations,  that  history  is  very  soon  for- 
gotten, and  what  is  the  event  of  to-day  is 
forgotten  'history  to-morrow.  It  may  not 
therefore  be  inopportune  to  look  into  the 
causes  which  led  to  the  introduction  of  this 
section  of  93  into  the  British  North  America 
Act.  It  was  introduced  at  the  suggestion 
of  Mr.  Gait,  in  the  interest  of  the  Protestant 
minority  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  at  a 
time  when  he  was  champion  and  representa- 
tive of  that  minority  in  the  old  parliament 
of  Canada.  I  have  quoted  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  I  may  be  permitted  to  quote 
again,  the  language  of  the  Quebec  resolu- 
tions which  formed  the  embryo  of  section 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act.  We 
find  that  section  43  of  the  Quebec  resolu- 
tions, concludes  as  follows  : 

Education,  saving  the  rights  and  privileges 
which  the  Protestant  or.  Catholic  minorities  in 
both  Canadas  may  possess  as  to  their  deno- 
minational schools  at  the  time  when  the 
union  goes  into  operation. 

That  was  section  43  which  guaranteed 
separate  schools  both  in  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec, but  did  not  go  further.  Now,  Sir,  it  is 
a  matter  of  history  that  the  Protestant  min- 
ority in  Quebec  at  that  time  was  not  alto- 
gether satisfied  with  their  condition  under 
the  system  of  separate  schools  such  as  it 
was.  They  wanted  the  system  extended 
and  improved,  and  they  wanted  this  to  be 
done  before  confederation,  so  that  under  the 
new  constitution  the  rights  and  privileges 
secured  to  the  Protestant  minority  could 
not  be  interfered  with  by  the  new  legisla- 
ture of  Quebec.  Mr.  Gait,  who  at  that  time 
as  I  said  was  the  champion  of  the  Protes- 
tant minority  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
and  was  also  a  member  of  the  government 
of  that  day,  spoke  upon  that  subject  at  a 
meeting  held  in  the  town  of  Sherbrooke 
which  he  represented  in  parliament.  In 
the  month  of  October,  1864.  just  a  few 
months  after  the  Quebec  resolutions  had 
been  adopted  by  the  conference,  Mr.  Gait 
used  the  following  language  : 

He  would  now  endeavour  to  speak  somewhat 
fully  as  to  one  of  the  most  Important  questions, 
perhaps  the  most  important  that  could  be  con- 
fined to  the  legislature,  the  question  of  edu- 
cation. This  was  a  question  In  which,  in 
Lower  Canada,  they  must  all  feel  the  greatest 
interest,  and  in  respect  to  which  more  mis- 
apprehension might  be  supposed  to  exist  in 
the  minds,  at  any  rate  of  the  Protestant  popu- 
lation, than  in  regard  to  anything  else  con- 
nected with  the  whole  scheme  of  confedera- 
tion. 


It  must  be  clear  that  a  measure  would  not  be 
favourably  entertained  by  the  majority  of  Lower 
Canada  which  would  place  the  education  of  their 
children  and  the  provision  for  their  schools, 
wholly  in  the  hands  of  a  majority  of  a  different 
faith.  It  was  clear  that  in  confiding  the  general 
subject  to  the  local  legislatures  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  It  should  be  accompanied  with 
such  restrictions  as  would  prevent  injustice  in 
any  respect  from  being  done  to  the  minority. 

Now,  this  applied  to  Lower  Canada,  but  it 
also  applied,  and  with  equal  force,  to  Upper 
Canada  and  the  other  provinces  ;  for  in  Lower 
Canada  there  was  a  Protestant  minority,  and 
in  the  other  provinces  a  Roman  Catholic  min- 
ority. The  same  privileges  belong  to  the  one 
of  right  here,  as  belonged  to  the  other  of  right 
elsewhere.  There  could  be  no  greater  injustice 
to  a  population  than  to  compel  them  to  have 
their  children  educated  in  a  manner  contrary 
to  their  own  religious  belief. 

It  had  been  stipulated  that  the  question  was 
to  be  made  subject  to  the  rights  and  privileges 
which  the  minorities  might  have  as  to  their 
separate  and  denominational  schools.  There 
had  been  grave  difficulties  surrounding  the 
separate  school  question  in  Upper  Canada,  but 
they  were  all  settled  now,  and  with  regard  to 
the  separate  school  system  of  Lower  Canada,  it 
was  the  determination  of  the  government  to 
bring  down  a  measure  for  the  amendment  of  the 
school  laws  before  the  confederation  was  al- 
lowed to  go  into  force.  He  made  this  state- 
ment, because  as  the  clause  was  worded  in  the 
printed  resolution,  it  would  appear  that  the 
school  law,  as  it  at  present  existed,  was  to  be 
continued. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Gait  undertook 
that  the  school  law  would  be  amended  in 
the  following  session.  In  the  following  ses- 
sion, that  was  the  session  of  1866,  the 
resolutions  of  the  Quebec  conference 
were  discussed  in  the  legislature  of 
Canada  but  no  school  BUI  was  Introduced 
to  amend  the  law  of  Lower  Canada.  Com- 
plaint was  made  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hol- 
ton  and  others  and  a  measure  was  promised 
the  following  year.  In  the  following  year, 
that  was  the  year  before  confederation,  a 
school  Bill  was  introduced  giving  to  the 
Protestant  minority  much  more  power  than 
they  had  then  and  giving  to  them  the  powers 
which  they  have  now  and  which  have  been 
given  them  since  by  the  legislature  of  the 
province  of  Quebec.  Amongst  the  dispo- 
sitions of  that  measure  were  the  following  : 

The  superior  education  will  comprise  the  uni- 
versities and  the  classical  and  Industrial  col- 
leges or  seminaries,  and  the  provincial  aid 
thereto,  as  well  as  that  for  academies,  shall  be 
annually  divided  between  the  Roman  Catholic 
and  Protestant  institutions  in  proportion  to  the 
respective  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  popu- 
lation according  to  the  then  last  census. 

Another  section  reads  : 

Whenever  four  of  the,  Protestant  members  of 
the  Council  of  Public  Instruction  for  Lower 
Canada  shall  be  of  opinion  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Protestant  schools  should  be  dis- 
tinct and  separate  from  that  of  the  Catholic 
schools,  they  may  make  known  that  opinion 
under  their  respective  signatures  to  the  gov- 
ernment through  the  Provincial  Secretary. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2923 


COMMONS 


2924 


But  a  strange  thing  happened  In  the  legis- 
lature of  Canada.  It  was  at  the  time  when 
we  had  a  representation  from  Lower  Canada 
and  a  representation  from  Upper  Canada. 
A  similar  Bill  was  introduced  Immediately 
for  the  province  of  Upper  Canada.  This  was 
strongly  resisted  and  so  strongly  was  It  re- 
sisted that  the  two  Bills  were  withdrawn. 
Thereupon  Mr.  Gait  resigned  his  position 
as  a  member  of  the  government  of  the  day 
because  he  had  not  been  able  to  Improve 
the  situation  of  the  minority  to  which  he 
belonged  by  legislation  before  the  Act  of 
confederation  came  Into  operation.  Then 
what  took  place  ?  Of  course,  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  commotion  at  that  time  and 
the  Protestant  minority  of  Quebec  felt 
disinclined  to  enter  confederation  unless 
their  rights  were  secured  as  they  thought 
they  ought  to  be  secured.  Mr.  Gait  was 
appointed  to  go  to  England  with  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  Sir  Geo.  Cartler  and  others  in 
order  to  frame  the  Act  which  was  to  be  the 
Act  of  Confederation.  At  that  time  the 
'  Montreal  Gazette '  was  the  principal  as  to- 
day It  Is  the  most  important  organ  of  the 
Conservative  party.  It  spoke  for  Mr.  Gait 
and  on  the  24th  October.  1866,  the  'Mon- 
treal Gazette '  contained  the  following 
article : 

We  have  much  pleasure  In  announcing  that 
during  the  recent  protracted  sittings  of  the 
cabinet  at  Ottawa,  the  subject  of  the  position 
of  the  Lower  Canada  education  question  was 
very  fully  considered.  The  ministry  were,  we 
understand,  desirous  that  Mr.  Gait  should  be 
appointed  as  a  delegate  to  represent  the  In- 
terests of  the  British  population,  but  that  gen- 
tleman felt  that  he  could  not  accept  unless  he 
was  assured  as  to  the  views  of  the  government 
on  the  points  that  so  seriously  concern  his 
countrymen  and  co-religionists,  and  which  so 
deeply  roused  their  feelings.  We  are  Informed 
that  the  ministry  entirely  satisfied  Mr.  Gait  of 
their  determination  to  give  practical  effect  to  the 
pledges  given  in  parliament,  and  the  gentleman 
has  in  consequence  accepted  the  appointment 
of  delegate  for  the  express  purpose  of  watching 
over  these  important  interests,  as  well  as  of 
lending  his  aid  to  the  consummation  of  the 
measure  of  confederation. 

We  feel  that  our  Protestant  friends  may  rest 
assured  that  the  man  who  resigned  the  honours 
and  emoluments  of  office  on  this  question  will 
not,  as  a  delegate,  be  found  wanting  to  his 
trust  as  their  representative.  And  we  hail  with 
great  satisfaction  the  approaching  settlement 
of  a  question  which  might  have  been  fraught 
with  so  much  danger  to  the  kindly  and  cordial 
relations  which  have  of  late  so  happily  sub- 
sisted between  the  people  of  different  races  and 
creeds  in  Canada. 

Mr.  Gait  went  to  England  as  a  delegate. 
We  know  as  a  matter  of  history  that  he 
contributed  to  the  drafting  of  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  and  those 
of  us  who  have  read  Mr.  Pope's  book  upon 
the  debates  preliminary  to  confederation 
know  that  ns  a  matter  of  history  the  3rd 
and  4th  subsections  of  section  03.  the  sub- 
sections which  give  the  right  of  appeal,  are 
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even  in  his  own  handwriting.  Therefore  it 
is  to  him  that  we  have  section  93  in  its 
present  form.  As  to  that  let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  another  extract 
from  the  '  Montreal  Gazette '  of  March  2nd, 
1867.  Either  that  day  or  the  day  before 
the  '  Montreal  Gazette '  had  published  the 
whole  text  of  the  Bill  which  afterwards 
bcame  the  Confederation  Act  and  it  accom- 
panied this  with  the  following  comment : 

Few  questions  have  excited  a  more  lively  in- 
terest In  this  country  than  the  education  of 
children  In  public  schools,  or,  perhaps,  it  would 
be  more  accurate  to  say,  the  appropriation  of 
taxation  for  that  purpose.  We  need  not  repeat 
the  particulars  of  the  agitation  on  the  subject, 
which  commenced  with  the  promulgation  of  the 
resolutions  of  the  conference  of  Quebec,  and  re- 
sulted in  Mr.  Gait  resigning  his  seat  in  the 
cabinet.  The  short  of  the  story  is,  all  this  led 
to  an  agreement  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian 
government  to  advise  Her  Majesty's  ministers 
to  Insert  In  the  Union  Bill  the  provisions  with 
which  the  public  are,  undoubtedly,  already 
aware.  That  was  the  agreement  to  which  we 
referred,  in  October  last,  as  having  been  satis- 
factory to  Mr.  Gait,  and  on  the  strength  of 
which  he  consented  to  become  a  delegate  to 
London.  The  public  may  find  In  these  provi- 
sions In  the  Bill  the  proof  of  the  statement 
made  by  us,  which  some  of  our  contemporaries, 
without  any  evidence,  undertook  to  call  in  ques- 
tion. 

Before  the  question  of  confederation  was 
mooted,  the  constant  cry  on  the  part  of  a  por- 
tion of  Lower  Canada  Protestant  minority,  was: 
give  us  the  same  privileges  as  those  enjoyed 
by  the  Upper  Canada  minority.  Well,  the  BUI 
as  It  stands,  In  terms,  provides  that  the  min- 
ority In  Lower  Canada  shall  have  precisely  the 
same  privileges  as  the  minority  in  Upper  Can- 
ada. 

And  further,  that  the  minorities  in  all  the 
provinces  shall  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
general  parliament. 

The  Bill,  In  this  form,  undoubtedly,  in  our 
opinion,  will  become  the  fundamental  law  of  the 
country,  forming  a  part  of  its  political  consti- 
tution ;  and  that,  as  such,  It  must  be  accepted. 
It  affords  essential  guarantees  as  well  in  im- 
mediate practice  as  in  ultimate  resort. 

Well  Sir,  Mr.  Gait  was  too  great  a  man 
not  to  stipulate  for  other  minorities  that 
which  he  was  stipulating  for  the  minority 
to  which  he  belonged.  Mr.  Gait  was  not 
satisfied  to  have  these  guarantees  under  the 
constitution  simply  for  the  minority  of 
Quebec,  but  he  put  them  in  the  terms  which 
I  read  a  monnient  ago  so  that  they  could 
apply  to  any  minority  in  any  province  under 
any  condition  under  which  a  system  of 
separate  schools  exist.  It  is  in  obedience  to 
that  order  of  the  constitution  that  we  have 
inserted  the  clause  which  I  read  a  moment 
ago. 

Now.  Sir,  a  word  as  to  the  ci.anges  we  have 
made  In  that  clause.  I  stated  the  other  day 
that  we  proposed  to  make  a  change  and  we 
have  given  notice  of  an  amendment  which 
we  intend  to  move  to  clause  10.  What  Is 
the  reason  of  this  change  ?  It  is  a  fair  ques- 
tion to  ask  and  a  question  to  be  answered. 
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Sir,  we  have  taken  the  ground  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  we  again  take  this 
ground  and  it  is  the  ground  upon  which 
we  stand  in  dealing  with  the  present  case, 
that  wherever  a  system  of  separate  schools 
exists  that  system  comes  into  force  and 
is  constitutionally  entitled  to  the  guaran- 
tees which  are  embodied  in  section  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act.  Be  that 
system  much,  be  it  little,  whatever  it  is, 
it  is  entitled  to  those  guarantees.  That  is  the 
position  we  take,  and  when  we  introduced 
section  16,  as  it  Is  In  the  Bill,  we  had  no 
other  intention  than  to  give  to  the  minority 
the  rights  and  privileges  to  which  they  are 
entitled  under  the  law  which  they  have  to- 
day. 

But,  Sir,  it  has  been  objected  to  us  that 
the  language  used  in  section  16  was  too 
broad,  too  vague,  and  that  if  it  were  adopt- 
ed, it  would  create  trouble  and  confusion 
Instead  of  certainty  as  to  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  By  the  first  paragraph  of  sec- 
tion 16  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill,  the  Act 
of  1875  Is  reproduced  in  toto.  But  Sir,  an 
event  occurred  some  14  or  15  years  ago 
which  has  to  some  extent  limited  that  Act. 
Some  14  years  ago  the  legislature  of  the 
Territories  passed  a  law  which  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  minority  abridged  the  rights  con- 
ferred on  them  by  the  Act  of  1875.  They 
complained  to  the  federal  government 
at  Ottawa.  They  made  representa- 
tions to  the  government  of  that  day 
and  asked  the  disallowance  of  that 
law  as  an  Infringement  upon  their 
privileges  as  secured  to  them  by  the  law 
of  1875.  Sir  John  Thompson,  who  was  then 
Minister  of  Justice,  examined  the  question 
and  refused  to  disallow  the  Act.  He  ad- 
mitted rather,  that  the  Act  was  an  infringe- 
ment on  the  privileges  conveyed  to  the  min- 
ority, but  he  stated  that  as  this  was  a  con- 
sequence, only  following  a  similar  Act,  or 
rather  continuing  a  similar  Act  passed  some 
three  or  four  years  before,  as  to  which  no 
complaint  had  been  made,  and  which  was 
therefore,  in  force,  he  would  not  advise 
disallowance  and  he  allowed  the  Act  to  go 
into  force.  Under  such  circumstances  the 
law  of  the  Territories  has  been  In  force  now 
for  13  or  14  years.  Section  16  thus  re- 
stricted is  now  the  law  of  the  country 
which  has  been  In  force  for  13  or  14  years 
and  which  has  given  general*  satisfaction. 
Under  such  circumstances  If  we  were  to  re- 
enact  section  93  of  the  Act,  it  was  possible 
that  we  would  create  confusion  and  that 
there  would  be  lawsuits  to  determine  the 
exact  condition  of  the  law.  We  there- 
fore thought  it  was  preferable  to  have 
the  law  made  absolutely  certain  and 
in  order  to  do  that  we  have  incor- 
porated the  ordinances  under  which 
the  law  as  it  is  to-day  has  been  established. 
It  may  he  disappointing  to  some,  but  we  be- 
lieve that  on  the  whole  it  is  preferable  to 
have  a  clear  understanding  on  this  subject 
so  that  the  minority  shall  have  the  pri- 


vilege of  exercising  control  over  their 
schools  as  they  have  to-day,  and  so  that 
the  law  shaill  be  absolutely  clear  and  pro- 
nounced as  to  what  is  intended  by  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  if  it  passes  this  legisla- 
tion. That  is  the  reason  why  we  have 
done  this.  The  law  of  the  Territories  on 
this  question  is  established  in  three  ordin- 
ances, chapter  29  of  1901,  chapter  30  of  1901, 
and  chapter  31  of  1901.  Chapter  29  organ- 
ized a  system  of  schools  and  this  organiza- 
tion retained  to  the  minority  the  privileges 
which  they  have  of  separate  schools.  Chap- 
ter 30  regulates  the  power  of  assessments 
over  the  municipalities  for  contributions 
to  education  and  chapter  31  regulates  the 
aid  and  contributions  to  be  made  to  the 
different  schools  conforming  to  the  law. 
We  have  introduced  into  the  amendment 
chapter  29  and  chapter  30 ;  we' have  not  in- 
troduced chapter  31  which  regulates  the 
aid  and  grants  to  be  given  to  schools  be- 
cause we  have  thought  it  preferable  simply 
to  lay  down  the  principle,  putting  no  burd- 
en upon  the  Territories,  not  saying  how 
they  are  to  dispose  of  their  money,  not  tel- 
ling them  what  they  shall  do  but  simply 
stating  that  when  schools  conform  to  the 
law,  whether  they  are  separate  schools  or 
public  schools,  all  shall  be  treated  equally 
and  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  be- 
tween them.  That  is  the  reason  of  the  le- 
gislation I  have  introduced. 

Upon  this  occasion  I  have  nothing  more 
to  say  but  in  moving  this  Bill,  as  I  now 
do,  for  the  second  reading,  I  want  to  im- 
press on  the  House  once  more  that  we  are 
acting  strictly  iu  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciples involved  in  the  constitution  of  Can- 
ada. I  want  to  impress  once  more  the  fact 
that  the  constitution  of  Canada  has  been 
and  is  a  compromise  between  different 
elements  in  order  to  produce  a  great  result 
It  is  a  compromise  in  order  to  unite  differ- 
ent heterogeneous  elements.  There  are  dif- 
ferences of  powers,  there  are  exceptions, 
but  all  this  diversity  is  intended  to  promote 
unity. 

Let  me  say  one  last  word.  We  have  done 
pretty  well  so  far  in  the  development  of 
our  national  institutions,  but  we  have  not 
yet  reached  the  maximum  ;  we  have  not 
yet  reached  the  end.  We  may  have  a  great 
deal  still  to  do  and  I  hold  that  we  ought 
always  to  be  ready  for  the  task,  and  I  am 
sure  that  it  will  not  be  too  much  to  say  that 
it  will  not  injure  any  one,  that  it  will  not  do 
any  harm  but  on  the  contrary  will  do  much 
good  If,  whenever  we  are  called  upon  to 
apply  the  principles  of  the  constitution,  we 
apply  them,  not  in  any  carping  sense,  but 
in  a  broad  and  generous  spirit. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont).  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister 
(Sir  Wilfrid  L^urler)  has  spoken  with  his 
usual  eloquence  upon  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  If  I  were  Inclined  to  use  his  own 
words  under  certain  circumstances  in  the 
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past,  I  might  term  hiin  a  scrapbook  orator 
to-day.  Whenever  I  have  endeavoured  to 
gather  up  certain  pearls  of  thought  which 
he  has  distributed  In  days  gone  by  and  to 
contrast  them  with  the  utterances  made  In 
the  Immediate  present,  the  right  bon  gentle- 
man has  been  good  enough  to  apply  that 
appellation  to  myself  and  I  trust  that  he 
will  not  resent  my  returning  It  to  him  on 
this  occasion.  The  Tight  hon.  gentleman 
has  told  us  that  the  measure  which  the 
government  has  Introduced,  and  especially 
the  educational  clauses  contained  in  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Bill,  as  well  as  the  provisions 
which  have  been  now  substituted  for  that 
section,  make  for  unity.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
they  may  make  for  unity  In  the  country  If 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  own  words  are 
to  be  taken  at  their  face  value  to-day,  but 
certainly  they  have  not  made  for  unity  in 
the  cabinet  nor  among  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man's followers.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
been  good  enough  a  few  days  ago  to  charge 
me  with  having  treated  this  question  In 
this  House  lightly.  I  desire,  In,  terms  as 
strong  as  the  usage  of  this  parliament 
will  permit,  to  repudiate  to  the  utmost 
that  assertion,  and  to  say  that  if  any 
man  In  this  House  has  treated  that 
question  lightly  it  has  been  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  himself.  t  When  I  brought  this 
question  up  two  years  ago,  not  he,  nor  any 
one  of  his  colleagues  in  the  cabinet  dared 
to  rise  In  his  place  and  say  one  word  about 
it.  They  put  up  the  hon.  member  for  Ed- 
monton (Mr.  Oliver)  who  was  then  the  mem- 
ber for  Alberta,  to  say  on  behalf  of_  the 
government  that  they  were  not  going  Into 
any  '  blind  pool,'  and  when  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  tendered  to  this  country  and  to 
the  members  of  the  Northwest  the  blindest 
kind  of  pool  In  the  letter  which  he  wrote 
In  the  heat  of  a  general  election,  then  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  were  all  too 
eager  to  accept  it  without  one  moment's 
question.  That  was  the  first  occasion  when 
he  treated  this  question  lightly.  The  next 
was  when  In  this  House  he  asserted,  cry- 
ing '  hear,  hear '  to  the  words  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marquette  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
who  Interpreted  the  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister  as  meaning  that  provincial  auto- 
nomy could  not  be  granted  to  the  Territo- 
ries of  the  Northwest  for  many  years  to 
come.  And,  In  the  next  place,  Mr.  Speaker, 
he  treated  this  question  lightly  when  he 
brought  this  Bill  down  to  parliament,  telling 
parliament  as  plainly  as  if  he  had  said  so  in 
express  terms  that  this  measure  embodied 
the  collective  wisdom  of  the  cabinet,  when . 
afterwards  it  transpired  although  the  Bill 
had  not  even  been  submitted  to  the  ex- 1 
Minister  of  the  Interior  or  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  the  most  important  members  of  the 
government.  And,  In  the  next  place,  Sir, 
my  right  hon.  friend  treated  this  question 
lightly  when  more  than  once  I  asked  him 
across  the  floor  of  this  House  why  it  was 
that  he,  the  leader  of  the  House  ventured 
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to  mislead  it  with  regard  to  the  attitude 
of  two  of  his  ministers.  I  asked  him  that 
question  not  once  or  twice,  but  three 
times,  and  the  only  answer  I  ever 
received  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
was  evasion  and  badinage.  It  does  .not 
He  in  his  mouth  to  charge  me  with  having 
treated  this  question  lightly  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  has  dealt  with  it  after  the  fash- 
ion I  have  described.  Further  than  that,  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  approaches  the  consid- 
eration of  this  question  now  without  a  min- 
ister in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  al- 
though In  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  cor- 
respondence the  absence  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  on  former  occasions  has  been 
put  forward  as  a  ground  for  delay.  So  much 
for  that.  I  will  leave  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man himself  to  judge  whether  under  these 
circumstances  he  or  I  can  most  justly  be 
charged  with  having  treated  this  question 
lightly  and  not  in  the  serious  way  In  which 
it  should  be  treated. 

I  do  not  agree,  Sir.  with  some  remarks 
which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  made  In  his 
speech  on  the  21st  of  February.  He  then 
said  : 

A  great  deal  has  been  done  ;  in  fact  more 
has  been  done  than  we  have  to  do  to-day.  We 
have  to  take  the  last  step,  but  It  Is  easy 
and  comparatively  unimportant  In  view  ot  and 
in  comparison  with  what  has  already  been 
accomplished. 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  right  hon. 
friend  is  quite  of  the  same  opinion  to-day 
with  regard  to  the  easy  nature  of  the  step, 
but  I  venture  to  say  in  all  seriousness  that 
the  step  which  we  are  taking  is  the  most  im- 
portant and  momentous  step  that  has  ever 
been  taken  by  this  parliament  in  regard  to 
our  northwestern  country.  We  are  doing 
to-day  what  this  parliament  cannot  undo  in  - 
the  future,  because  the  constitution  which 
we  now  propose  to  give  to  the  territories  of 
the  Northwest  can  only  be  altered  by  the 
imperial  parliament. 

I  agree  absolutely  with  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  so  far  as  it  is  designed. to  give  a 
provincial  status  to  these  territories.  As 
leader  of  the  Conservative  party,  I  laid 
down  that  principle  when  in  the  northwest 
more  than  two  years  ago.  I  have  stood 
for  that  principle  in  this  House  in  the  ses- 
sions of  1903  and  1904,  and  that  principle  1 
stand  for  to-day. 

The  mode  in  which  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  brought  down  this  measure  has  led 
to  the  expression  of  strong  differences  of 
opinion  throughout  this  country.  The  educa- 
tional clauses  have  been  discussed  almost 
exclusively  in  all  parts  of  Canada.  For  the 
moment  they  overshadow  other  questions  : 
they  involve  differences  of  race.  When  I 
addressed  the  House  on  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  I  said  I  did  not  de- 
sire to  make  this  a  political  question.  Per- 
haps the  expression  was  not  very  happily 
chosen,  because  from  whatever  aspect  con- 
sidered, it  must  in  the  highest  sense  of 
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the  term  be  a  political  question  la  the  end. 
What  I  should  have  said  was  that  I 
did  not  desire  to  make  It  a  party  political 
question,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  make  it  a 
party  political  question  to-day.  I  shall  ex- 
press my  own  opinion  with  regard  to  It;  I 
shall  express  that  opinion  at  the  present 
time;  I  have  not  felt  called  upon  to  speak 
before.  In  some  parts  of  the  country  I  have 
been  referred  to  as  a  fanatic;  in  other  parts 
I  have  been  referred  to  as  a  coward  and  en- 
treated to  speak  out.  The  proper  time  for 
me  to  speak  is  to-day  upon  the  second  read- 
ing, and  before  I  conclude  I  shall,  I  think, 
make  my  position  absolutely  clear.  And  I 
say,  that  in  taking  the  position  which  I  shall 
now  take,  I  do  not  for  one  moment  suggest 
that  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  following  the  dictates  of  his  con- 
science and  of  his  good  judgment  should 
feel  himself  in  any  way  constrained  by 
party  ties  to  endeavour  to  agree  with  the 
views  which  I  shall  express. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  do  not  seem  to  under, 
stand  that  principle  over  there.  , 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman In  his  opening  remarks  adverted  to 
live  principal  matters  contained  In  the  Bill: 
to  the  number  of  provinces,  to  the  bound- 
aries of  the  provinces,  to  the  financial  terms, 
to  the  control  of  public  lands  and  to  the 
provisions  respecting  education.  It  seems 
to  me  that  so  far  as  I  desire  to  make  any 
observations  on  the  first  three  of  these,  I 
can  better  do  that  In  committee.  I  will, 
therefore,  In  the  remarks  which  I  address 
to  the  House  to-day  deal  solely  with  the 
questions  which  concern  the  control  of 
public  lands  and  the  educational  provisions 
of  the  Bill. 

So  far  as  the  control  of  the  lands  is  con- 
cerned, I  adhere  to  the  opinion  I  before  ex- 
pressed in  this  House:  that  the  people  of  the 
northwest  when  they  are  granted  provincial 
rights  are  fully  capable  of  dealing  with  these 
lands;  that  they  are  entitled  to  the  control 
of  these  lands  just  as  much  as  the  people 
of  the  eastern  provinces  of  Canada  are  en- 
titled to  the  control  of  their  provincial  do- 
main. I  see  no  distinction.  One  organ  of 
the  government  published  in  the  city  of  Mon- 
treal, an  organ  in  which  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is  supposed  to 
have  a  controlling  Interest,  has  given  utter- 
ance to  a  delightful  piece  of  information 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  It  declares  that 
these  lands  should  not  be  banded  over  to  the 
-control  of  the  people  of  the  northwest  for 
fear  of  the  danger  which  might  be  encoun- 
tered from  greedy  land  grabbers.  Well,  I 
am  inclined  to  think— looking  at  the  history 
of  the  past  and  looking  forward  a  little  to 
what  may  be  expected  In  the  future— that 
we  are  not  likely  to  suffer  any  greater  dan- 
ger from  land  grabbers  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, than  we  have  suffered  In  the  past 


and  are  likely  to  suffer  under  the  present 
administration.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
argued  that  the  control  of  these  lands  by 
the  peopie  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan 
would  probably  interfere  with  the  immigra- 
tion policy  of  the  government ;  he  thought 
there  might  be  interference  with  free  home- 
steads and  with  the  present  low  price  of 
government  lands.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  may 
I  not  suggest  with  a  great  deal  of  force  to 
hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  are  more 
interested  in  attracting  immigration  to  these 
splendid  territories,  which  are  their  glorious 
heritage,  than  are  the  people  of  any  other 
part  of  Canada. 

Are  they  not  the  people  chiefly  Interested? 
May  we  not  rightly  conclude  that  If  these 
lands  are  banded  over  to  them,  they  will  so 
deal  with  them  as  to  best  conserve  their  own 
Interests  by  forwarding  and  assisting  a 
vigorous  policy  of  immigration  ?  May  I  not 
further  suggest  that  even  if  there  were  any 
danger — and  I  do  not  think  there  is — it 
would  be  the  task  of  good  statesmanship 
to  have  inserted,  if  necessary,  a  provision 
In  this  Bill  with  regard  to  free  homesteads 
and  the  prices  of  those  lands,  and  obtain  to 
It  the  consent  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories.  I  see  no  possible  constitu- 
tional difficulty  because  after  all  the  ques- 
tion of  the  lands  is  not  a  question  of 
legislative  power  until  the  lands  are 
handed  over  to  the  people  and  become  the 
public  property  of  the  provinces.  There  are 
hundreds  of  millions  of  acres  of  public  lands 
in  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  Are 
we  not  endeavouring  now  to  promote  im- 
migration to  those  provinces  ?  And  has  the 
government  of  my  right  hon.  friend  found 
any  difficulties  Interposed  by  any  provincial 
administration  which  impede  the  carrying 
out  of  his  immigration  policy?  Those  lands 
are  under  the  control  of  the  provinces.  The 
people  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  go  to  their 
own  provincial  capitals  and  transact  there 
all  business  relating  to  public  lands.  Why 
should  not  the  people  of  the  Northwest  in  the 
same  way  be  entitled,  when  their  own  pro- 
vincial capitals  are  established  in  the  new 
provinces,  to  deal  with  their  own  public 
lands  and  exercise  control  over  them  In  their 
own  legislature?  My  right  hon.  friend  has 
referred  to  the  example  of  the  United  States. 
He  found  the  example  of  that  country  very 
cogent  in  this  instance ;  but  when,  a  little 
later  on,  he  came  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  education,  he  departed  altogether  from 
that  example  and  presented  it  as  one  to 
be  entirely  avoided.  But  if  the  institu- 
tions of  the  two  countries  are  so  much  alike 
that  we  may  safely  follow  their  example 
with  regard  to  the  lands,  are  not  the  charac- 
teristics and  the  religions  of  the  two  people 
so  much  of  the  same  character  that  we 
might  also  grant  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  exactly  the  same  rights  as 
are  enjoyed  by  the  states  of  the  Union  and 
by  the  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick? 

My  right  hon.  friend  referred  to  his  re- 
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cord  In  the  past.  He  referred  to  bis  record 
with  regard  to  the  Manitoba  school  con- 
troversy. I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  this 
question  from  too  controversial  a  stand- 
point, but  does  my  right  hon.  friend  really 
feel  satisfied  to-day  with  his  record  on  that 
question,  which  so  much  disturbed  public 
opinion  ten  years  ago  ?  If  ever  there  was 
a  question  in  this  country  calculated  to 
arouse  passion  and  prejudice,  and  if  ever 
such  a  question  was  deliberately  thrown 
into  the  political  arena  for  the  purpose  of 
political  gain,  it  was  the  Manitoba  school 
question.  That  question  was  precipitated 
into  the  political  arena  by  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  bis  friends  then  in  opposi- 
tion, and  by  his  Liberal  friends  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
about  that.  Let  us  look  at  the  record  for 
a  moment  or  two.  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  has  called  attention  to  it.  There 
were  difficulties  surrounding  the  Con- 
servative administration  of  that  day. 
What  was  the  attitude  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  with  regard  to  those  difficul- 
ties ?  When  the  Conservatives  desired  to 
investigate,  he  was  impatient  of  de- 
lay. When  they  desired  to  conciliate,  he 
accused  them  of  weakness  and  cowardice. 
When  they  sought  an  Interpretation  of  the 
constitution  in  the  courts,  he  declared  that 
they  were  exciting  passion  and  discord. 
When  they  proposed  the  remedial  order,  he 
declared  It  was  ineffective  and  insufficient. 
When  they  sought  to  enforce  It  by  an  Act 
of  this  parliament,  he  declared  It  was  too 
strong  and  drastic  In  Its  terms.  He  de- 
nounced in  violent  language  the  late  Mr. 
Dalton  McCarthy  In  1800,  not  only  as  an 
enemy  of  his  creed,  but  of  his  race,  and 
three  years  later  he  was  content  to  accept 
Mr.  McCarthy's  aid  on  that  question.  On 
one  side  of  him,  he  established  a  very  able 
gentleman,  who  does  not  now  occupy  a  seat 
in  this  House,  but  who  then  represented  the 
constituency  of  L'Islet,  in  the  province  of 
Quebec — he  used  that  gentleman  to  declare 
that  the  rights  of  the  minority  were 
being  betrayed  iu  Manitoba.  And  on 
the  other  side  he  accepted  the  aid  of  Mr. 
McCarthy,  who  denounced  the  action  of  the 
Conservative  government  as  coercive  and 
oppressive.  He  himself  posed  in  the  Eng- 
lish speaking  provinces  as  the  champion  of 
provincial  rights,  and  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  as  the  heaven-constituted  protector 
of  the  minority.  The  hon.  gentleman  thus 
addressed  himself  with  great  skill  to  both 
opposing  elements,  and  eventually  succeeded 
In  utilizing  that  question  as  the  means  of 
putting  himself  and  his  party  into  power. 
And  after  they  did  attain  office,  I  ask 
my  right  hon.  friend.  In  all  seriousness  and 
earnestness,  whether  or  not  he  carried  out 
to  the  full,  and  according  to  the  spirit,  the 
promise  he  made  his  compatriots  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  Well,  the  election  came 
on,  and  my  right  hon.  friend  secured  sup- 
port in  the  English  speaking  provinces  as 
the  upholder  of  provincial  rights.  He  se- 
cured also  even  a  greater  measure  of  sup- 
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port  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and  now  he 
is  face  to  face  with  the  very  same  question 
to-day.  Years  ago  Brougham,  in  the 
English  House  of  parliament,  addressed  a 
cogent  indictment  against  the  gentleman 
who  was  then  leading  the  English  adminis- 
tration. There,  he  said,  he  sits  to-day  doing 
penance  for  the  disingenuousness  of  years. 
Does  my  right  hon.  friend  regard  those 
words  as  having  to-day  some  application 
to  himself. 

The  prime  minister  first  declared  that  this 
question  is  not  one  of  separate  schools,  and 
then  he  proceeded  to  give  us  a  long  argu- 
ment with  regard  to  the  value  and  necessi- 
ty of  such  schools.  I  shall  not  follow  him 
along  that  path.  It  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a 
question  of  separate  schools,  but  a  question 
of  provincial  rights.  It  Is  not  a  question  of 
separate  schools,  but  of  provincial  self- 
government.  It  is  not  a  question  of  separ- 
ate schools  but  of  constitution!  home  rule. 
It  is  a  question  of  those  privileges  and  lib- 
erties of  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
up  to  the  present  at  least,  has  claimed  to  be 
the  champion  and  exponent.  No  one  appre- 
ciates or  respects  more  highly  than  I  do 
the  moral  and  ethical  training  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  bestows  upon  the 
youth  of  Canada  who  were  born  within  the 
pale  of  that  church.  I  esteem  at  the  highest 
the  value  of  the  moral  training  of  the  child- 
ren of  this  country  ;  and  I  am  free  further 
to  confess  that  I  appreciate  more  highly  per- 
haps than  some  others  the  consistency  and 
devotion  of  Roman  Catholics,  in  this  and 
other  matters  of  their  faith,  wherein  they 
give  to  the  Protestants  of  this  country  an 
example  from  which  the  latter  might  well 
learn  valuable  lessons. 

Perhaps  in  dealing  with  this  question  to- 
day I  shall  not  make  myself  understood,  as 
I  would  like  to  be  understood,  by  many  of 
my  friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  whose 
esteem  and  friendship  I  value  second  to  none 
of  any  of  my  fellow-citizens  In  Canada.  I 
have  met  these  gentlemen  In  friendly 
intercourse,  both  Conservatives  and  Lib- 
erals ;  I  have  found  among  them  men  of 
broad,  generous  spirit  men  of  culture, 
men  of  wide  reading,  men  able  to  look 
beyond  the  confines  of  their  province  and  of 
Canada,  men  Inspired  not  only  with  pat- 
riotism and  devotion  to  this  country,  but 
with  a  broad  and  generous  spirit  In  their  re- 
gard for  those  who  happened  to  differ  from 
them  in  political  opinions  or  In  matters  of 
religion.  And  I  would  desire  to  make  my- 
self understood  not  only  by  those  who  are 
within  the  sound  of  my  voice,  but  by  all  my 
friends  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  all  of 
those  whom  I  have  known  long  and  Inti- 
mately and  whose  opinion  I  highly  regard  ; 
I  desire  them  to  appreciate  the  fact  that  I, 
to-day,  am  standing  on  the  rock  of  the  con- 
stitution, as  I  understand  that  constitution  ; 
that  I  simply  desire  that  the  domination  of 
this  parliament  shall  not  in  any  way  destroy 
or  undermine  that  foundation  upon  which 
the  provincial  rights  of  this  country 
rest.    And  if  there  are  any  men  in  Canada 
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who  should  hare  a  sacred  regard  for  pro- 
vincial rights,  they  are  my  friends  from  the 
province  of  Quebec,  who  of  all  men,  have 
been  in  the  past  most  jealous  of  the  liberties 
of  their  province.  It  was  in  that  school 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  learned  long  ago  the  lesson  which 
he  seems  to  have  somewhat  forgotten  to-day. 
In  the  province  of  Quebec,  there  Is  and  there 
is  rightly,  a  strong  spirit  in  favour  of  pro- 
vincial rights.  And  it  is  because  I  inter- 
pret the  constitution  in  the  light  of  that 
spirit  that  I  take  the  stand  upon  this  ques- 
tion which  I  take  to-day.  Let  me  illustrate 
my  meaning  by  one  further  statement.  If 
any  hon.  member  of  this  House  or  any  man 
iu  this  country  should  seek  to  insert  in  this 
Bill  a  provision  forbidding  the  establish- 
ment of  separate  schools  in  the  Northwest, 
I  would  combat  that  proposal  to  the  end, 
because  I  would  consider  it  as  absolutely 
In  the  conflict  with  the  provincial  rights 
which  I  desire  to  see  maintained.  I  take 
this  stand  because  I  believe  that  not  only 
in  the  light  of  the  constitution,  but  in  the 
tight  of  the  highest  wisdom  and  statesman- 
ship, education  should  be  left  absolutely  to 
the  control  of  the  people  of  the  new  prov- 
inces. 

Sir,  in  1896— to  refer  again  for  one  moment 
to  the  Manitoba  school  question — the  consti- 
tution had  been  interpreted  by  the  highest 
courts  of  the  land.  One  decision  had  de- 
clared that  Manitoba  had  absolute  jurisdic- 
tion over  education,  except  as  controlled  by 
section  22  of  the  Manitoba  Act.  (And,  in 
referring  to  the  Manitoba  Act,  let  us  remem- 
ber that  It  has  all  the  force  of  imperial  legis- 
lation because  it  was  found  necessary,  al- 
most immediately  to  have  it  validated  by 
imperial  statute  and  It  was  validated  by  the 
British  North  America  Act  of  1871.)  Another 
decision  declared  that  parliament  had  power 
to  enact  remedial  legislation.  A  remedial 
order  was  made  by  the  Conservative  govern- 
ment ;  and  a  remedial  measure  was  intro- 
duced into  this  parliament  by  that  govern- 
ment. My  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  fought  against  it.  At  his  right 
hand  he  had  Mr.  Tarte,  who  then  represent- 
ed in  this  House  the  constituency  of  L'Islet, 
who  I  believe,  expressed  sincerely  the  strong 
views  he  entertained  on  this  question.  At 
his  left,  was  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy,  to 
whom  at  least  the  same  tribute  is  due.  And 
between  these  was  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier),  willing  to  accept  the 
support  of  both.  Like  the  three  Romans 
who  went  forth  to  hold  the  bridge,  these 
gentlemen  went  forth  to  hold  the  breach. 
Mr.  McCarthy  had  upon  his  shield  the  de- 
vice, '  No  coercion  ;  provincial  rights.'  Mr. 
Tarte  had  upon  his  shield  the  device  'The 
rights  of  minorities  ;  equal  Justice  to  all.* 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  had  on  one  side  of 
his  shield  the  device  of  Mr.  McCarthy,  and  on 
the  other  the  device  of  Mr.  Tarte. — I  do  not 
know  which  side  he  called  the  silvern  and 
which  side  he  called  the  golden  ;  at  all 
events  the  shield  was  thus  exhibited.  The 
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general  election  came  on,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  the  Conservative  administration  was 
defeated.  In  the  maritime  provinces  a 
strong  campaign  was  made,  especially  in  the 
province  of  Nova  Scotia,  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding),  with, 
the  war-cry  '  provincial  rights  ;  no  coercion 
of  Manitoba.'  In  the  west  the  same  cam- 
paign was  carried  on  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton).  In 
Haldimand,  in  Winnipeg  and  In  many  other 
places  throughout  the  west,  '  No  coercion  of 
Manitoba'  was  the  battle  cry  of  that  hon. 
gentleman,  the  ally  and  friend  of  the  right 
hon.  Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier). 
And,  Sir,  what  was  all  the  storm  about  at 
that  time  ?  Had  there  been  any  attempt 
to  violate  the  constitution  ?  No  ;  it '  was 
simply  a  question  of  policy.  The  highest 
court  of  the  realm  had  declared  the  right 
of  this  government  to  make  a  remedial  order 
and  of  this  parliament  to  enact  remedial 
legislation.  Undoubtedly,  remedial  legisla- 
tion was  within  the  terms  of  the  consti  tution. 
Well,  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  the 
people  of  Canada  rendered  this  verdict,  a 
verdict  which  has  been  twice  confirmed,  if 
confirmation  were  needed — in  1900  and  in 
1904.  That  verdict  declared  that  even  with- 
in the  terms  of  the  constitution  there  should 
be  no  coercion  of  a  province  in  respect  of  its 
control  over  educational  matters. 

Sir,  the  Conservative  party  was  not  un- 
animous on  the  question  at  that  time.  It  was 
in  the  very  nature  of  things  that  it  would 
not  be  unanimous.  Nor  was  there  absolute 
unanimity  among  the  Liberals  of  that  day. 
The  great  majority  of  the  Conservatives 
believed  in  the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
minority,  and  they  stood  by  those  rights  at 
great  risk  and  great  cost  to  themselves. 
Men  supported  that  Remedial  BUI  who  knew 
that  their  action  in  so  doing  would  debar 
them  from  future  participation  In  the  public 
life  of  Canada.  The  sacrifice  was  great,  but 
it  was  not  too  great  for  many  members 
who  sincerely  believed  in  the  wisdom  of 
enacting  that  legislation,  who  even  went 
further  and  believed  It  to  be  the  absolute 
duty  of  parliament  to  enact  that  legislation 
as  proposed  by  the  Conservative  adminis- 
tration. And  there  were  equally  sincere 
men  in  the  ranks  of  the  Conservative  party 
who  combated  that  proposal,  and,  in  the 
end.  their  position  was  sustained  by  the 
verdict  of  the  country,  brought  about,  in 
very  great  measure  I  believe,  by  the  elo- 
quent addresses  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In  favour  of  provincial 
rights — addresses  which  were  re-echoed  in 
Ontario,  in  the  maritime  provinces  and  in 
the  west  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr. 
Fielding)  by  the  Postmaster  General  (Sir 
William  Mulock),  by  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  by  the  Minister  of 
Customs  (Mr.  Pnterson)  and  many  other 
gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House. 

Well,  after  the  elections  my  right  hon. 
friend  stood  forth  as  the  champion  of  the 
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liberties  of  the  people,  as  the  defender  par 
-excellence  of  provincial  rights,  as  the  con- 
ciliator who  had  dispersed  by  sunny  smiles 
the  mists  of  passion  and  prejudice.  If  he 
was  rightly  estimated  by  the  people  of 
Canada  at  that  time,  there  is  grave  ques- 
tion in  the  minds  of  many  whether  he 
has  not  now  abandoned  the  principles  which 
he  then  .professed.  Under  what  conditions 
did  he  present  this  measure  ?  Without 
consulting  his  two  ministers  best  quali- 
fied by  their  knowledge  and  experience, 
without  really  consulting  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  the  executive  government 
of  the  Northwest,  with  regard  to  this  par- 
ticular clause,  and  moreover,  If  we  may 
believe  all  that  we  now  hear,  without  con- 
sulting the  representatives  in  this  House  of 
the  people  of  the  Northwest.  I  have  chal- 
lenged him  before  to  state  to  this  House 
end  to  the  people  of  this  country  the  rea- 
sons which  Induced  him  to  bring  down 
that  measure  without  exposing  It  to  the 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  then  a  mem- 
ber of  his  cabinet,  or  to  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Finance.  I  have  thought  this 
Involved  to  some  extent  the  self  respect  and 
even  the  honour  of  my  right  hon.  friend. 
He  has  not  so  regarded  It.  He  must  be  the 
guardian  of  his  own  honour,  I  admit  that, 
and  I  do  not  press  him  further.  But  I 
venture  to  think  that  It  was  only  due  to 
parliament  and  to  the  country  to  declare 
to  us  why  he  saw  fit  to  adopt  that  most 
extraordinary  course. 

Now  I  come  to  the  arguments  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  when  introducing  this  measure. 
He  put  forward  constitutional  grounds,  and 
he  gave  two  reasons,  which  I  must  examine 
a  little  in  detail,  even  if  In  doing  so  I  tres- 
rass  upon  the  Indulgence  of  the  House.  The 
first  reason  he  gave,  so  far  as  I  was  able 
to  comprehend  his  argument,  was  this  :  That 
when  parliament  In  1875  enacted  section  11 
of  the  Northwest  Terrltoires  Act  of  that 
year,  it  Imposed  permanently  upon  those  ter- 
ritories the  provisions  therein  contained,  so 
that  they  must  necessarily  become  embodied 
In  the  constitution  of  such  territories  when 
created  into  provinces.    To  state  that  pro- 
I-rsltion  seems  to  me  to  refute  it.  Parlia- 
ment could  at  any  time  within  the  last 
thirty  years  have  repealed  section  11,  or 
any  other  section  of  that  Act ;  parliament 
could  repeal  that  section  to-day.  Parlia- 
ment on  many  occasions  during  the  past 
thirty  years  has  amended  and  modified  the 
provisions  contained  In  that  Act.    In  1890 
Sir  John  Thompson  introduced  and  this 
House  carried  an  amendment,  to  a  resolu- 
tion moved  by  Mr.  McCarthy.   That  resolu- 
tion so  amended  conferred  upon  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  power  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  dual  languages  after 
the  next  general  election.   A  similar  provi- 
sion could  then  have  been  made  with  regard 
to  education.    So  that  provision  contained 
in  section  11  of  tie  Act  of  18T5  must  be 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


regarded  not  as  a  permanent  measure,  but, 
as  a  temporary  provision  which  could  at 
any  moment  be  repealed  by  parliament  so 
soon  as  it  saw  that  the  legislature  of  the 
Northwest  might  safely  be  entrusted  with 
larger  powers.  It  was  absolutely  within  the 
power  of  parliament  at  any  time  during  the 
past  thirty  years  to  have  given  to  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  the  same  authority  over 
education  as  was  given  by  the  measure  to 
which  I  referred  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
the  dual  language.  It  was  absolutely  within 
the  power  of  parliament  at  any  time  within 
the  last  thirty  years  to  have  given  to  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  exactly 
the  same  power  over  education  as  that 
which  is  enjoyed  to-day  by  lie  people  of 
Nova  Scotia,  of  New  Brunswick  and  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  Now  I  challenge 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister, 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or 
any  other  gentleman  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  refute  that  statement,  and  to  do  so 
by  any  convincing  or  satisfactory  argument. 

My  right  hon.  friend  has  referred  to  the  op- 
inion of  the  late  George  Brown.  So  far  as 
matters  of  policy  In  this  country  are  con- 
cerned, Mr.  Brown's  opinion  would  undoubt- 
edly be  of  great  weight,  and  should  com- 
mend itself  especially  to  hon.  gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  were  brought 
up  in  that  school  of  which  Mr.  Brown  was 
the  leader.  Therefore  when  my  right  hon. 
friend,  upon  the  first  reading  of  this  BUI, 
was  obliged  to  quote  the  words  of  Mr.  Brown 
condemning  any  attempt  to  create  separate 
schools  In  the  Northwest  of  Canada,  he 
was  giving  to  his  followers  a  lesson  read 
to  them  by  the  leader  of  that  school  In 
which  they  were  brought  up.  But  he  was 
cot  content  to  deal  with  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
George  Brown  upon  a  question  of  policy, 
he  rather  sought  to  use  Mr.  Brown  as 
a  constitutional  authority.  Well,  we 
know  that  Mr.  Brown  was  not  dealing 
with  the  question  from  the  standpoint 
of  constitutional  obligation ;  we  know 
he  was  not  well  qualified  to  do  so,  be- 
cause he  had  not  the  legal  training  and 
the  constitutional  knowledge  which  would 
cause  him  to  be  recognized  as  a  great  au- 
thority on  a  question  of  that  kind.  Now  If 
my  right  hon.  friend  desired  to  quote  Mr. 
Brown's  views  upon  the  constitution,  he 
might  well  have  read  to  the  House  these 
words  from  Mr.  Brown  as  a  constitutional 
authority  : 

The  constitution  was  framed  with  a  view  to 
leaving  this  question  to  the  settlement  of  the 
various  provinces,  and  it  would  be  folly  in 
parliament  to  violate  that  arrangement. 

But  if  my  right  hon.  friend  really  desired 
constitutional  authorities,  he  might  have 
come  down  a  little  later.  I  will  give  to  the 
House  the  authority  upon  that  question  of 
men  versed  in  the  law,  men  whose  every 
word  upon  the  meaning  of  the  constitution 
must  carry  weight.    In  the  first  place,  let 
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me  cite  the  views  of  the  late  Sir  John 
Thompson,  a  great  lawyer,  a  great  consti- 
tutional lawyer,  which  were  uttered  in  this 
House  in  the  year  1894  : 

What  the  constitution  of  the  future  pro- 
vinces shall  be,  in  view  of  the  pledges  which 
liave  been  referred  to,  or  In  view  of  any 
other  set  of  circumstances,  will  be  for  par- 
liament to  decide  when  It  decides  to  create 
those  provinces. 

There  was  another  gentleman,  a  lawyer 
who  devoted  himself,  almost  all  his  great 
ability,  to  the  consideration  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  Canada,  a  gentleman  who,  after 
being  a  colleague  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
in  his  cabinet,  was  elevated  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada,  and  whose  loss  by  death 
«  few  years  ago  we  all  deplore.  I  refer  to 
the  Hon.  David  Mills,  who,  speaking  also 
in  this  House,  in  1894,  used  this  language : 

When  the  people  of  the  Territories  or  any 
portion  of  the  Territories  are  sufficiently  nu- 
merous to  constitute  a  province,  when,  in  fact, 
they  attain  their  majority  in  regard  to  local 
matters,  and  when  they  propose  to  set  up  for 
themselves,  this  parliament  has  no  right  to 
exercise  control  over  them,  no  right  to  exer- 
cise any  authority  ;  it  can  give  good  advice, 
but  it  has  no  right  to  give  commands.  But 
we  are  not  dealing  with  the  future.  When 
the  Territories  have  a  sufficient  population 
to  entile  them  to  become  a  province  they 
must  decide  for  themselves  whether  they  will 
have  separate  schools  or  not. 

Another  gentleman,  at  one  time  a  prom- 
inent member  of  this  House,  now  elevated 
to  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Can- 
ada, recently  dealt  with  the  permanency 
of  Institutions  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 
I  refer  to  a  very  distinguished  judge,  to  Mr. 
Justice  Glrouard.  In  a  case  lately  decided 
in  the  Supreme  Court  in  which  he  pronoun- 
ced judgment  upon  the  claim  of  certain 
municipalities  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
to  impose  taxation  on  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way lands,  Mr.  Justice  Glrouard  said  this: 

I  cannot  conceive  that  until  provincial  au- 
tonomy be  granted  under  the  imperial  statutes 
to  the  Territories,  or  any  part  thereof,  that 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  cannot  amend,  alter, 
or  even  repeal  in  whole  or  in  part  any  provi- 
sion passed  for  its  government. 

Could  any  language  be  stronger  ?  Con- 
tinuing the  learned  judge  says  : 

The  express  orders  of  parliament  were  to  be 
the  supreme  law  as  long  as  the  Territories 
remain  part  of  the  public  domains  of  Canada, 
without  provincial  autonomy,  which  has  not 
been  granted  to  this  day. 

A  former  colleague  of  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman, a  man  of  great  experience  in  this 
House,  a  man  who  was  a  constitutional 
authority,  a  man  whose  abilities  as  a  law- 
yer were  so  eminent  that  my  right  hon. 
friend  parted  with  him  as  a  colleague  in 
order  that  he  might  give  his  services  to  this 
country  as  a  Jurist  upon  the  Supreme  Court 
94} 


— I  refer  to  Sir  Louis  Davies — also  dealt 
with  this  question.   He  said  this : 

-  The  vast  territory  west  of  Manitoba  through 
which  the  railway  was  to  run  was  practically 
at  the  time  uninhabited  by  white  men.  The 
provisions  made  for  Its  future  government- 
were  temporary,  tentative  and  entirely  sub- 
ject to  the  control  and  guidance  and  super- 
vision of  the  Dominion  parliament  and  au- 
thorities. 

Further  on  : 

Most  of  the  powers  of  the  Territorial  govern- 
ment were  to  be  given  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Governor  General  in  Council  from  time  to  time 
and  withdrawn  when  and  as  he  thought  fit. 

And  again : 

The  powers  of  legislation  possessed  by  the 
Territorial  council  were  delegated  and  not 
plenary  powers.  •      •      •  • 

All  ordinances  which  the  council  had  power 
to  pass  were  to  be  subject  to  and  not  incon- 
sistent with  Dominion  legislation  especially  re- 
lating to  the  Territories. 

Mr.  Clement,  an  eminent  constitutional 
writer,  at  page  370  of  the  2nd  edition  of 
his  book  has  also  dealt  with  this  subject 
I  desire  to  make  this  question  plain  inas- 
much as  my  right  hon.  friend  has  based 
his  constitutional  argument  upon  the  per- 
manence of.  those  institutions  upon  the 
theory  that,  forsooth,  because  a  certain 
enactment  was  passed  in  1875  when  there 
were  only  500  people  west  of  Manitoba, 
that  provision  must  be,  by  the  decree  of 
this  parliament,  permanently  impressed 
upon  those  territories  although  they  now 
contain  a  population  of  500,000.  Here  are 
the  words  of  Mr.  Clement : 

From  that  time  

Speaking  of  the  early  history  of  the  Ter- 
ritories  

 to  the  present,  the  Dominion  parliament 

has  had  the  power  to  legislate  for  the  North- 
west Territories  in  reference  to  all  matters 
within  the  ken  of  a  colonial  legislature  ;  and 
although  large  powers  of  local  self-govern- 
ment have  been  conceded  to  the  inhabitants  of 
these  territories  they  are  held  at  the  will  of 
the  parliament  of  Canada.  To  what  extent 
that  parliament  will  Interpose  in  reference  to 
matters  over  which  legislative  power  has  been 
conferred  on  the  Northwest  Assembly,  depends 
on  '  conventions '  not  capable  of  accurate 
definition.  No  doubt  before  very  long  a  new 
province  or  provinces  will  be  formed  out  of 
these  territories.  The  position,  therefore,  is  so 
evidently  temporary  that  It  is  difficult  to  de- 
cide to  what  extent  of  detail  one  should  go  in 
discussing  the  present  position  of  the  North- 
west Territories. 

Now,  are  not  these  authorities  sufficient 
for  my  right  hon.  friend,  or  Indeed  sufficient 
for  any  hon.  member  of  this  House,  to  in- 
duce him  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
these  provisions  were  absolutely  temporary 
and  tentative  in  their  nature  and  that  there 
exists  nothing  in  the  constitution  which 
for  one  moment  obliges  us  to  impose  this 
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provision  for  ever  upon  these  Territories  by 
an  Act  which  we  cannot  repeal  ?  If  the 
authority  to  which  I  have  referred  Is  not 
sufficient  let  me  cite  one  which  occasion- 
ally irritates  my  right  hon.  friend  when  it 
is  quoted,  one  which  is  often  Inconsistent 
with  his  views,  but  nevertheless,  one 
which,  If  it  does  not  command  his  respect, 
will  at  least,  I  am  sure,  attract  his  atten- 
tion. My  right  hon.  friend  himself  said  in 
this  House: 

It  Is  impossible  to  admit  tor  Instance  that 
the  Institutions  of  the  Northwest  are  perma- 
nent. On  the  contrary  they  are  exceptionally 
temporary  ;  they  deal  with  a  state  of  things 
which  is  exceptional  In  Itself  ;  they  were  de- 
vised at  a  time  when  there  was  no  population 
and  they  must  be  modified  from  time  to  time 
as  the  necessities  ot  the  ^ase  require.  But  at 
this  moment  to  say  they  are  permanent  to  a 
thing  In  which  I  cannot  agree  except  so  far 
as  they  must  be  permanent  In  every  parti- 
cular, so  long  as  we  are  not  ready  to  give  these 
people  a  more  extended  form  of  local  authority. 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  do  not  observe  in  this 
opinion  of  my  right  hon.  friend  any  especial 
reference  to  the  permanence  of  this  pro- 
vision which  he  now  seeks  to  impress  for 
ever  upon  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. But,  let  me  not  forget  one  other 
authority  which  I  should  refer  to,  that  is 
the  authority  of  Sir  John  Thompson,  whom 
I  have  already  mentioned.  These  words 
were  uttered  in  the  year  18»4.  Mr.  McCar- 
thy, In  the  course  of  his  speech  on  that  oc- 
casion, used  this  language  and  Sir  John 
Thompson  gave  the  following  answer  :— 

As  I  understood  the  First  Minister  In  his 
answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assinl- 
boia — perhaps  I  was  wrong,  but  I  would  like 
to  be  corrected  If  I  was  wrong — rather  in- 
sisted upon  the  view  I  am  putting  which  to 
that  if  separate  schools  are  continued  until 
the  Northwest  Territories  are  given  provin- 
cial autonomy  they  will  have  the  right  ot 
insisting  upon  that  being  continued  when  pro- 
vincial autonomy  is  conferred  upon  them. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.   I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Then  I  fall  to  understand 
the  views  which  the  First  Minister  holds.  He 
seems  to  be  on  both  sides  of  the  question. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  at  all.  It  I 
spoke  ambiguously  before,  I  was  not  at  all 
conscious  of  It  ;  but  I  cannot  be  said  to  be 
ambiguous  after  the  explanation  I  made  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Asslnlbola.  I  appealed 
to  the  House  to  continue  the  present  system 
while  the  territorial  system  continued,  and  I 
declared  that  in  my  opinion  the  whole  sub- 
ject would  be  open  and  free  to  parliament  as 
to  what  constitution  we  would  give  to  the 
provinces  when  provinces  were  created. 

Now,  my  right  hon.  friend  took  one  other 
ground.  He  says  that  within  the  four 
corners  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
1867  to  1886.  he  has  found  Justification  for 
Imposing  upon  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
this  restriction.  I  take  issue  with  him  upon 
this  ground  as  strongly  as  upon  the  other. 
Neither  in  the  negotiations  and  resolutions 
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which  led  up  to  the  British  North  America 
Act,  1867,  nor  within  the  four  corners  of 
that  Act,  and  of  the  Acts  in  amendment 
thereto,  can  any  provision  be  found  which 
obliges,  or  In  my  humble  opinion  even  justifies 
parliament  In  imposing  separate  schools 
upon  the  new  provinces.  No  doubt  in  this  I 
may  be  in  conflict  with  some  hon.  gentleman 
in  this  House,  apparently  with  the  Minister 
of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  for  otherwise 
this  provision  would  not  be  brought  down. 
If  anything  would  cause  me  to  hesitate  In 
my  own  opinion  it  would  be  that  I  differ 
from  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 
whose  legal  ability  I  very  highly  esteem. 
I  do  not  claim  to  be  infallible,  but  I  have 
given  to  this  question  a  good  deal  of  con- 
sideration and  it  is  my  duty  to  state  the 
conclusion  I  have  arrived  at,  and  which  I 
have  Just  stated,  that  there  is  not  any  pro- 
vision within  the  four  corners  of  the  Act 
which  obliges  or  in  my  humble  opinion  even 
justifies  parliament  in  imposing  this  restric- 
tion upon  the  legislative  power  of  the  pro- 
posed provinces. 

Let  us  examine  in  the  first  place  the  ne- 
gotiations upon  which  the  British  North 
America  Act  was  passed.  Do  not  forget 
that  in  the  very  outset  the  intention  was  to 
Include  in  the  confederation  the  very  terri- 
tories that  are  now  being  constituted  into 
provinces.  My  right  hon.  friend  <Slr  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  has  referred  to  the  Quebec  resolu- 
tions. Let  me  also  refer  to  them.  He  has 
referred  to  the  43rd  article  and  to  the  6th 
sub-article.  I  shall  read  that  because  it  is 
important  to  consider  it  in  order  to  judge 
whether,  outside  the  strict  letter  of  the  law 
and  within  the  spirit  of  the  constitution, 
within  the  lines  of  the  negotiations  which 
resulted  in  its  formation,  anything  is  to  be 
found  which  justifies  the  present  action  of 
the  government  The  43rd  article  enumer- 
ates subjects  within  the  exclusive  power  of 
the  provincial  legislatures  and  the  6th  sub- 
article  Is  as  follows  :— 

Education,  saving  the  rights  and  privileges 
which  the  Protestant  or  Catholic  minority  in 
both  the  Canadas  may  possess  as  to  their  de- 
nominational schools,  at  the  time  when  the 
union  goes  Into  operation. 

Not  a  word  about  Nova  Scotia,  not  a 
word  about  New  Brunswick,  not  a  word 
about  Prince  Edward  Island.  Is  there  any- 
thing about  the  Northwest  Territories  in 
that  resolution  ?  Not  one  word,  not  one 
syllable. 

But  in  construing  that  article  do  not  for- 
get to  read  in  connection  with  It  article  10- 
of  the  same  resolution,  which  is  this  : 

The  Northwest  Territories,  British  Columbia 
and  Vancouver,  shall  be  admitted  Into  the  union 
on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  parliament 
of  the  federated  provinces  shall  deem  equitable, 
and  as  shall  receive  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty  ; 
and  in  the  case  ot  the  provinces  of  British 
Columbia  or  Vancouver  as  shall  be  agreed  to 
by  the  legislature  of  such  province. 
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What  do  I  argue  from  that  ?  There  were 
resolutions  passed  with  regard  to  the  union 
of  certain  provinces,  the  10th  article  of  those 
resolutions  contemplated  the  bringing  into 
the  confederation  of  the  very  territories 
with  which  we  are  dealing  to-day,  and  when 
the  question  of  education  was  dealt  with 
under  article  43,  sub-article  6  of  the  resolu- 
tions no  restriction  was  placed  upon  the 
powers  of  provinces  which  might  be 
created  In  the  future  in  the  Northwest.  Cer- 
tainly, this  is  very  significant.  My  right 
hon.  friend  In  his  speech  upon  the  first  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  very  frankly  admitted  this. 
He  said  : 

I  shall  be  told  that  that  exception  applies  to 
Ontario  and  Quebec  alone,  and  not  to  the  other 
provinces.  Sir,  that  Is  true.  Amongst  the  four 
provinces  then  united,  Ontario  and  Quebec 
alone  had  a  system  ot  separate  schools. 

Let  us  trace  the  history  of  this  a  little 
further.  The  British  North  America  Act 
was  passed  and  went  into  force  on  the  first 
of  July,  1867.  Section  146  provided  for  the 
admission  of  other  provinces  upon  a  Joint 
address  of  their  legislatures  and  of  the  par- 
liament of  Canada.   I  shall  read  it 

It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Queen,  by  and  with 
the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  most  honourable 
Privy  Council,  on  addresses  from  the  Houses 
of  the  parliament  ot  Canada  and  from  the 
Houses  of  the  respective  legislatures  of  the 
colonies  or  provinces  of  Newfoundland,  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  to  admit 
those  colonies  or  provinces,  or  any  of  them  into 
the  union,  and  on  address  from  the  Houses  of 
parliament  of  Canada  to  admit  Rupert's  Land 
and  the  northwestern  territory,  or  either  of 
them  into  the  union  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions in  each  case  as  are  in  the  addresses  ex- 
pressed, and  as  the  Queen  thinks  fit  to  approve, 
subject  to  the  provisions  ot  this  Act  ;  and  the 
provisions  of  any  Order  in  Council  In  that  be- 
half shall  have  effect  as  if  they  had  been 
enacted  by  the  parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain-  and  Ireland. 

I  lay  special  stress  upon  the  words  'sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  Act'  Under 
this  provision  the  Territories  became  part 
of  Canada  on  July  15,  1870,  under  an  order 
of  Her  Majesty  in  council  passed  upon 
two  addresses  from  the  parliament  of 
Canada.  These  addresses,  did  not  nor  did 
the  Order  in  Council  founded  upon  them, 
nor  did  the  Rupert's  Land  Act,1868,  contain 
any  provision  which  authorized,  It  seems  to 
me,  or  justified,  In  my  humble  opinion,  the 
imposition  upon  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
•of  the  educational  provisions  contained  in 
the  present  measure.  Manitoba  was  Includ- 
■ed  in  the  territory  which  became  part  of 
Canada  under  that  Order  in  Council.  The 
position  of  Manitoba  was  a  little  peculiar. 
An  Act  was  passed  by  this  parliament  In 
anticipation  of  the  Order  In  Council  to  which 
we  have  Just  referred.  That  Act  was  pass- 
ed on  May  12,  1870,  a  little  more  than  two 
months  before  these  territories  became  part 
of  Canada,  and  therefore  Manitoba  was 


created  into  a  province  at  the  very  moment 
that  it  became  part  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  That  Is  a  circumstance  which 
should  never  be  lost  sight  of  in  dealing  with 
any  question  relating  to  Manitoba,  and  I 
have  already  pointed  out  that  so  doubtful 
was  parliament  so  doubtful  was  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  day  of  the  validity  of 
the  Act  creating  Manitoba  Into  a  province, 
that  recourse  was  almost  immediately  had 
to  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Manitoba  Act  were  vali- 
dated by  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain  in 
1871.  Therefore,  any  question  which  might 
otherwise  have  arisen  whether  or  not  this 
parliament  was  justified  in  inserting  certain 
provisions  in  the  Manitoba  Act  became  im- 
material and  never  could  arise  after  the 
passing  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
1871.  Under  these  circumstances  it  seems 
to  me  that  no  constitutional  obligation,  and, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  with  all  deference  to 
the  views  of  those  who  think  differently, 
no  constitutional  authority  is  found  for  the 
educational  clauses.  I  am  of  that  opinion 
because  these  educational  clauses  depart  in 
terms'  from  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  which  they  purport  to 
embody.  If  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  is  correct  in  his  contention  that 
he  is  observing  not  only  the  letter  but  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  why  is  it  that  he 
has  inserted  in  section  16  both  as  originally 
drafted  and  as  amended  provisions  which 
purport  to  incorporate  but  which  do  more 
than  that,  which  amend  and  change  the 
terms  of  the  British  North  America  Act  1 

The  Prime  Minister  in  his  argument  to- 
day declared  that  these  Territories  became 
entitled  to  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  when  they  became  part 
of  this  confederation.  So  they  did.  but  1875 
is  subsequent  in  date  to  1870,  and  he  is 
not  seeking  to-day  to  preserve  any  rights 
which  existed  at  the  time  of  the  union  in 
1870.  He  attempts  by  this  measure  to  per- 
petuate privileges  which  did  not  then  exist 
but  which  were  created  by  this  par- 
liament in  1775.  Is  my  right  hon. 
friend  willing  to  base  his  case  upon 
the  rights  which  existed  in  the  North- 
west Territories  at  the  time  of  the  union? 
What  does  my  right  hon.  friend  regard  as  the 
time  of  the  union?  1  gathered  from  him 
to-day  that  the  time  of  the  union,  is  the 
time  when  these  provinces  became  part  of 
the  Canadian  confederation.  If  that  is  the 
meaning  of  the  constitution  let  the  consti- 
tution be  so  construed  and  acted  upon  with- 
out any  attempt  by  this  parliament  to  over- 
ride or  change  its  provisions.  My  right 
hon.  friend  says  that  under  subsection  one 
of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  laws  imposed  by  this  parliament  upon 
the  Territories  in  1875,  when  those  Terri- 
tories had  only  500  people  must  continue 
for  ever  to  be  the  laws  of  these  Territories, 
although  they  contain  500,000  people  now 
and  inside  of  twenty  years  they  may  con- 
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tain  2.000,000  of  people.  That  is  my  right 
hon.  friend's  argument  when  reduced  to  Its 
essential  terms.  He  quotes  from  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act ;  let  us 
look  at  that  section  : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  In  relation  to  education, 
subject  and  according  to  the  following  provi- 
sions : — 

1.  Nothing  In  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of 
persons  have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the 
union. 

Was  it  not  decided  in  the  Barrett  case  in 
1892,  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  comprised  within  the  limits  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba  had  no  right  to 
separate  schools  either  by  law  or  practice 
at  the  time  Manitoba  became  part  of  con- 
federation. Was  not  that  decided,  and  is 
not  the  date  on  which  the  Territories  became 
part  of  confederation  exactly  the  same  date 
on  which  Manitoba  became  part  of  con- 
federation and  became  a  province  of  Can- 
ada ? 

Subsection  2  of  section  93  is  not  very 
material  because  it  relates  solely  to  Ontario 
and  Quebec.   Subsection  3  of  93  reads  : 

Where,  In  any  province,  a  system  of  sep- 
arate or  dissenting  schools  exists  by-law  at 
the  union  or  is  thereafter  established  by  the 
legislature  of  the  province,  an  appeal  shall  lie 
to  the  Governor  General  In  Council  from  any 
act  or  decision  of  any  provincial  authority  af- 
fecting any  right  or  privilege  of  the  Protes- 
tant or  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  in  relation  to  education. 

And  section  4  provides  : 

In  case  any  such  provincial  law  as  from  time  to 
time  seems  to  the  Governor  General  In  Council 
requisite  for  the  due  execution  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  Is  not  made,  or  In  case 
any  decision  of  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
on  any  appeal  under  this  section  is  not  duly 
executed  by  the  proper  provincial  authority  in 
that  behalf,  then  and  In  every  such  case,  and 
as  far  only  as  the  circumstances  of  each  case 
require,  the  parliament  of  Canada  may  make 
remedial  laws  for  the  due  execution  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  and  of  any  deci- 
sion of  the  Governor  General  in  Council  under 
this  section. 

It  will  be  specially  observed  that  in  sub- 
section 3  the  word,  '  prejudicially '  is  not 
found.   It  says  : 

 an  appeal  shall  He  to  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral in  Council  from  any  Act  or  decision  of 
any  provincial  authority  affecting  any  right  or 
privilege  of  the  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic 
minority  of  the  Queen's  subjects  In  relation 
to  education. 

'  In  the  letter  to  which  the  Prime  Minister 
has  called  attention,  Mr.  Haultain  has 
quoted  certain  words  of  Mr.  Blake,  which 
are  very  cogent  in  considering  this  ques- 
tion.   Mr.  Blake  In  1869  said  : 

It  is  perfectly  clear  on  great  and  obvious 
principles  that  the  basis  of  union  settled  by 
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the  British  North  America  Act  is  not  capable 
of  alteration  by  parliament. 

To  the  same  effect  Is  the  -opinion  of  the 
well  known  and  very  able  writer  Mr. 
Clement  in  the  second  edition  of  his  work 
on  'The  Canadian  Constitution,'  page  352, 
where  he  says  : 

Can  a  new  province  be  established  with  a 
smaller  sphere  of  authority  than  that  occupied: 
by  the  provinces  named  In  the  British  North 
America  Act.  1867  ?  By  the  British  North  Am- 
erica Act,  1886.  the  three  Acts  are  to  be  read 
together  and  may  be  cited  as  the  British  North 
America  Acts  1867  to  1886.  And  by  section  6  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  1871,  a  Dominion 
Act  establishing  a  province  becomes,  in  effect, 
an  Imperial  Act — at  all  events  an  Act  which 
cannot  be  altered  by  anything  short  of  im- 
perial legislation.  It  is  submitted,  therefore, 
that  any  new  province  created  under  this  sec- 
tion must  be  given  full  provincial  autonomy 
and  powers  as  defined  In  the  original  British 
North  America  Act,  1867. 

Analyze  the  British  North  America  Act  so> 
far  as  analysis  is  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  this  question  and  what  do- 
you  And  1  In  the  first  place  you  find  the 
establishment  of  a  federal  parliament  and  a 
federal  executive ;  in  the  next  place  you 
find  the  establishment  of  provincial  legis- 
latures and  provincial  executives  ;  in  the 
next  place  you  And  tne  distribution  of  ex- 
ecutive power  between  the  federal  execu- 
tive, and  the  provincial  executive,  and 
lastly  you  find  the  distribution  of  leg- 
islative power  between  the  Dominion 
parliament  and  the  provincial  legis- 
latures. This  analysis  is  not  exhaus- 
tive, but  it  covers  all  that  is  neces- 
sary for  the  present  purpose.  I  submit, 
Sir,  that  the  basis  established  by  this  dis- 
tribution of  legislative  .and  executive  power 
cannot  be  altered  either  under  section  146- 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  or  under 
section  2  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  1871.  In  establishing  a  new  province 
can  this  parliament  wholly  or  partially 
alter  the  basis  of  confederation ;  can  it 
change  the  distribution  of  legislative  power? 
That,  I  submit  can  only  be  done  by  the 
imperial  parliament.  Surely  it  cannot  be 
contended  that  in  giving  to  a  new  province 
the  constitutional  rights  conferred  by  the 
British  North  America  Act  we  can  reverse 
the  scheme  framed  by  the  fathers  of  con- 
federation and  embodied  in  an  Imperial  sta- 
tute. Yet,  that  Is  what  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman seeks  to  do  to-day  by  the  provisions 
contained  both  In  the  original  and  amended 
section  16  of  the  Bill.  In  creating  a  new 
province  under  the  British  North  America 
Act  can  this  parliament  so  amend  section 
92  as  to  transfer  to  federal  jurisdiction  nine- 
tenths  of  the  powers  which  by  the  express 
terms  of  that  section  are  to  be  exercised  ex- 
clusively by  the  provinces  ?  Can  this  par- 
liament transfer  to  such  a  province  any  of 
the  powers  which  under  the  provisions  of 
section  91  come  within  the  exclusive  Jurls- 
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diction  of  the  federal  parliament  ?  If  we 
can  transfer  any  why  not  all  and  thus  com- 
pletely transpose  and  reverse  the  entire 
scheme  and  compact  of  confederation.  I 
submit  that  we  have  no  duty,  nay,  we  have 
no  right  or  power  to  shatter  the  founda- 
tions then  laid,  or  to  rewrite  the  compact 
Into  which  we  then  entered. 

But  it  may  be  said  that  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  British  North  America  Act,  1871, 
has  the  effect  of  enabling  this  parliament 
to  alter  the  terms  of  the  constitution  crea- 
ted In  1867.  I  do  not  so  read  it.  I  have  al- 
ready quoted  section  146  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  and  attention  must  be 
especially  called  to  the  words  in  that  sec- 
tion : 

Subject  to  the  provision  of  this  Act. 

Take  In  connection  with  that  the  words 
of  the  third  section  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1886.  In  the  passage  which 
I  quoted  from  Mr.  Clement  he  drew 
attention  to  these  words,  but  I  desire  to  em- 
phasize them,  and  I  shall  read  the  third 
section  of  the  British  North  America  Act, , 
188C  : 

This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  British  North  j 
America  Act  1886.  This  Act  and  the  British 
North  America  Act  1867  and  the  British  North 
America  Act  1871,  shall  be  construed  together 
and  may  be  cited  together  as  the  British  North 
America  Acts  1867  to  1886. 

Well,  with  that  light  let  us  go  to  the 
British  North  America  Act  of,  1871  and  ob- 
serve its  terms.  The  British  North  America 
Act  of  1871  in  its  preamble  recites  as  fol- 
lows : 

\Vherea3  doubts  have  been  entertained  re- 
specting the  powers  ot  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada to  establish  provinces  in  territories  admit- 
ted, or  which  may  hereafter  be  admitted  into 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  to  provide  for  the 
representation  of  such  provinces  in  the  said  par- 
liament, and  it  is  expedient  to  remove  such 
doubts  and  vest  such  powers  in  the  said  par- 
liament  

And  after  that  preamble  we  have  the 
words  of  section  2  of  the  Act,  which  are  as 
follows  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  new  provinces  in  any  ter- 
ritories forming  for  the  time  being  part  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  but  not  included  in  any 
province  thereof,  and  may  at  the  time  of  such 
establishment,  make  provision  for  the  consti- 
tution and  administration  of  any  such  province, 
and  for  the  passing  of  laws  for  the  peace,  order 
and  good  government  of  such  province  and  for 
its  representation  in  the  said  parliament. 

In  the  first  place,  you  must  read  into  that 
the  words  of  the  Act  of  1886,  to  which  I 
have  already  referred,  which  declare  that 
these  three  Acts  must  be  construed  together. 
In  the  next  place,  you  must  read  Into  the 
Act  of  1871  the  words  contained  In  section 
146,  '  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act.' 
When  you  examine  section  2  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  of  1871  In  the  light  of 


these  provisions,  I  venture  to  submit  that 
the  imperial  parliament  did  not  intend  by 
the  Act  of  1871  to  authorize  the  parliament 
of  Canada  to  alter  the  distribution  of  legis- 
lative power  which  is  provided  in  the  Bri- 
tish North  America  Act  of  1867. 

Let  us  examine  then  the  basis  of  union 
with  regard  to  education,  because  that  still 
remains  to  be  considered,  and  it  is  upon 
that  point  my  hon.  friend  has  rested  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  bis  argument.  Would 
it  not  be  well  before  doing  so  to  observe 
how  this  question  has  been  regarded  by 
great  constitutional  lawyers  in  days  gone 
by  ?  There  was  no  man  in  parliament  for 
whose  opinion  in  constitutional  matters  my 
right  hon.  friend  had  greater  regard  than 
the  late  Hon.  David  Mills.  Speaking  in 
this  parliament  in  1894,  Mr.  Mills  said  : 

When  you  look  at  the  subject  of  education 
prior  to  the  union  you  will  find  not  that  any 
system  was  expressly  imposed  upon  the  pro- 
vince, not  that  the  principle  of  separate  schools 
was  virtually  established,  but  the  rule  was  es- 
tablished that  where  separate  schools  were  es- 
tablished and  had  been  established  before  the 
union,  they  should  remain,  and  where  they  were 
not  established,  the  province  should  retain  con- 
trol over  the  subject  to  introduce  them  or  pre- 
vent their  introduction  as  seemed  proper  to  the 
people.    We  have  a  practical  Illustration  of 
this  fact  In  the  position  of  things  in  the  mari- 
time provinces  and  the  provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec.    So  far  as  the  Territories  were 
concerned — I  do  not  at  all  admit  that  the  In- 
troduction of  separate  schools  there  stands  upon 
the  same  footing  as  the  Introduction  of  separate 
schools  In  the  province  of  Ontario,  or  of  dis- 
sentient schools  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  In 
these  provinces  they  are  protected  under  the 
constitution  ;    they  cannot  be  Interfered  with 
by  the  local  legislature.    But  in  the  Northwest 
Territories,  as  the  hon.  minister  has  said.  It 
has  been  a  matter  not  of  right,  not  of  guarantee 
to  any  particular  class  of  the  population,  but  a 
matter  of  policy.    They  were  introduced  with 
the  view  of  preventing  conflict  in  this  House 
upon  the  subject  of  separate  schools  and  for  the 
reason  that  they  were  Introduced  there  they 
should  be  maintained  as  long  as  these  Terri- 
tories are  under  the  control  of  this  parliament. 
When  this  parliament  has  discharged  its  duties 
and  the  people  of  the  Territories  have  received 
the  population  to  entitle  them  to  enter  the 
union  they  must  assume  the  responsibility  for 
deciding  for  themselves  under  the  British  North 
America  Act  how  far  they  should  maintain  the 
principle  of  separate  schools  or  maintain  the 
non-denominational  system.    Any  attempt  on 
our  part,  whatever  our  inclinations  or  feelings 
may  be,  to  anticipate  what  ought  to  be  done  in 
that  particular,   by   the  province    after  its 
autonomy  is    established,  instead    of  being  a 
source  of  security  to  its  institutions  would  be 
a  source  of  great  danger. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  who  was  inclined  to  differ 
at  one  time  a  little  from  Mr.  Mills  in  that 
regard,  said  in  the  same  debate,  speaking  a 
little  later  on : 

It  may  be  that  the  view  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Bothwell  is  right  in  that  respect  and 
that  clause  two  of  the  Act  of  1871  does  not  give 
to  this  parliament  the  power,  in  creating  a 
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province  to  confer  any  constitutional  rights 
other  and  different  from  those  mentioned  in 
the  British  North  America  Act. 

And  to  the  same  effect,  if  I  desired  to  heap 
up  authorities,  is  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman 
who  was  elevated  to  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Canada  by  my  right  hon.  friend — 
elevated  to  a  court  where  these  constitu- 
tional questions  continually  are  presented. 
He  was  elevated  no  doubt  for  the  reason 
that  he  was  a  student  of  constitutional  law 
and  a  high  authority  on  that  subject.  I 
refer  again  to  Sir  Louis  Davies.  That  gen- 
tleman said,  in  1891,  in  this  parliament : 

My  opinion  is  now  and  has  been  for  years 
that  when  that  time  comes  you  cannot  with- 
hold from  the  provinces  so  erected  the  right  to 
determine  for  themselves  the  question  of  edu- 
cation in  one  way  or  the  other.  I  would  be  the 
last  to  favour  this  parliament  imposing  upon 
the  people  there  -any  system  of  education, 
either  free  or  separate.  I  only  claim  that  when 
a  Bill  Is  introduced  to  erect  those  Territories 
Into  provinces  that  Bill  should  contain  a  pro- 
vision enabling  the  people  of  the  different  pro- 
vinces so  created  to  decide  what  system  of  edu- 
cation they  shall  have.  I*  do  not  discuss  that 
■Question  now.  I  only  express  this  view  lest  I 
might  be  supposed  by  my  silence  to  give  assent 
to  some  extreme  doctrines  which  hon.  gentle- 
men have  propounded.  In  view  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made,  I  thought  it  necessary 
to  disclaim  that,  in  assenting  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  I  bound  myself  for  all  time  on  this 
question  of  education.  I  do  not.  Although  we 
are  giving  powers  almost  equal  to  those  con- 
ferred upon  local  legislatures,  we  are  not  erect- 
ing the  Territories  into  separate  provinces. 
When  that  is  done  I  suppose  it  will  be  done  by 
the  Queen  in  Council  under  the  146th  section  of 
the  British  North  America  Act,  and  I  simply 
claim  the  right  when  that  time  comes  to  de- 
termine for  myself.  In  accordance  with  the 
view  I  have  always  held  and  hold  now,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  expressing,  respectfully,  that 
the  people  of  those  new  provinces  should  have 
the  right  to  determine  what  system  of  educa- 
tion they  shall  have. 

Is  there  anything  in  the  terms  of  section 
93,  read  in  connection  with  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  1871,  which  authorizes  or  indeed 
justifies  the  imposing  of  restrictions  on  the 
legislative  rights  of  the  new  provinces  ? 
Let  me  once  more  read  it,  omitting  what  is 
Immaterial  in  tbis  regard  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  establish  new 
provinces  and  may  make  provision  for  the  con- 
stitution and  administration  of  any  such  pro- 
vince and  for  the  passing  of  laws  for  the  peace, 
order  and  good  government  of  such  province 
and  for  its  representation  in  parliament. 

It  is  urged  that  when  you  read  that  In  con- 
nection with  section  93,  you  are  to  conclude 
for  some  reason  that  the  schools  which 
were  established  In  1875,  or  the  law  which 
was  passed  in  1875  and  the  ordinances 
which  were  enacted  in  pursuance  of  that 
law,  are  to  be  Imposed  and  must  indeed 
constitutionally  be  imposed  upon  the  new 
provinces.  What  is  the  basis  with  regard 
to  education  ?  The  basis  is  that  In  and  for 
each  province  the  legislature  mnv  exclusive- 
Mr.  R.  L  BORDEN. 


ly  make  laws  In  relation  to  education,  sub- 
ject and  according  to  certain  provisions. 

These  provisions  I  have  already  adverted 
to  ;  and  the  question  arises  whether  or  not 
they  have  any  relation  to  the  creation  of 
provinces  from  territories  which  became 
part  of  Canada  in  1870— whether  or  not 
laws  which  were  not  In  force  in  those  ter- 
ritories at  the  time  when  they  became  part 
of  Canada  are  or  can  be  imposed  upon  the 
territories  under  the  constitution  by  virtue 
of  the  provisions  of  section  93  coupled  with 
the  Act  of  1871.  With  all  deference  to  the 
opinion  of  those  who  differ  from  me  In  this 
regard,  I  submit  that  such  Is  not  the  result. 
And  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  in  their  hearts 
the  government  believe  that  these  provisions 
have  no  such  effect.  Otherwise  they  would 
not  have  attempted  to  change  those  provis- 
ions by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  If  the 
constitution  is  the  rock  upon  which  the 
r'ght  hon.  Prime  'Minister  stands,  why  does 
he  not  let  that  rock  stand  and  why  does  he 
not  build  the  superstructure  of  his  legisla- 
tion upon  It  ?  Why  does  he  seek  first  to  un- 
dermine it  as  he  is  attempting  to  do  ? 

I  submit  that  the  first  subsection  of  sec- 
tion i>3  which  affords  the  key  to  all  the 
subsections,  Is  only  applicable  to  provinces 
already  formed,  already  existing  as  separate 
sovereignties.  The  words  of  the  section 
are  :  '  In  the  province  at  the  union ' — con- 
templating, it  seems  to  me,  laws  which  bad 
come  Into  existence  by  the  sovereign  will 
of  the  people  before  they  entered  this  con- 
federation, and  not  laws  Imposed  upon  500 
people  In  the  Northwest  of  Canada  in  1875, 
at  a  time  when  their  voice  could  not  indeed 
be  heard  in  this  parliament  because  they  had 
then  no  representative  here.  These  ter- 
ritories do  not  come  into  the  union  as  a 
province.  The  words  of  the  section  I  have 
just  read  are  not  apt,  nor  were  they  In- 
tended to  convey  any  such  meaning  as  the 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  has  attempted  to 
read  into  them.  In  making  his  argument  in 
favour  of  withholding  the  lands  from  the 
province,  the  Prime  Minister  inadvertently 
made  a  very  strong  argument  against  these 
educational  provisions ;  and  I  will  tell 
hiin  what  it  was.  He  said  : 

When  the  provinces  which  I  have  named 
came  into  confederation,  they  were  already 
sovereignties.  I  use  that  term,  because  bar- 
ring their  dependence  as  colonies  they  were 
sovereignties  in  the  sense  of  having  the  man- 
agement of  their  affairs. 

And  a  little  further  on  : 

But  the  case  of  these  new  provinces  is  not 
at  all  similar. 

This  is  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  argu- 
ment when  he  withholds  from  them 
control  of  their  lands  ;  but  when  he  wishes 
to  withhold  from  them  control  in  matters  of 
education  they  are  to  be  regarded  as  sover- 
eign and  exactly  in  the  same  light  as  the 
four  provinces  that  originally  entered  con- 
federation.   Sir,  I  contend  that  that  sec- 
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Won  was  only  designed  to  preserve  rights 
created  by  the  people  themselves  In  their 
Independent  legislatures  before  the  union. 
It  was  a  matter  of  compact.  Legislative  sov- 
ereignty had  already  established  certain 
rights.  These  were  not  to  be  prejudiced 
nfter  union  had  taken  place. 

In  the  case  of  the  Northwest,  however, 
the  people  had  never  acted.  A  system  im- 
l.osed  upon  tbem  In  1875.  which  has  con- 
tinued from  that  time  to  the  present,  is  now 
sought  to  be  made  perpetual.  The  people 
•did  not  freely  establish  separate  schools  in 
the  Northwest,  but  these  were  established 
under  the  terms  of  a  statute  in  framing 
which  the  people  had  no  voice,  but  to  which 
ns  good  loyal  subjects  they  have  been  ab- 
solutely obedient  so  long  as  they  were  in 
a  territorial  position.  The  territories  have 
never  had  any  complete  legislative  powers 
such  as  were  originally  enjoyed  by  the  pro- 
vinces of  Ontario.  Quebec.  New  .Brunswick. 
Nova  Scotia.  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
British  Columbia.  Parliament,  as  I  have 
pointed  out  over  and  over  again  could  have 
revoked  the  power  conferred  first  upon  the 
territorial  council  and  afterwards  upon  the 
territorial  legislature.  The  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  sought  to  overcome  this  by  a  mis- 
use of  words— I  say  that  In  no  offensive 
sense.    He  said  : 

So,  Sir,  now  whenever  a  province  comes  here 
knocking  at  this  door  asking  to  be  admitted 
into  confederation,  If  In  that  province  there 
exists  a  system  of  separate  schools,  the  Brit- 
ish North  America  Act  has  provided  that  the 
same  guarantee  we  give  to  the  minority  in  Que- 
bec and  Ontario  shall  also  be  given  to  the  min- 
ority in  that  province. 

,  In  this  case  no  province  comes  here 
knocking  at  the  door  asking  for  admission 
into  confederation.  Tne  government  is  pro- 
posing a  measure  to  parliament  under 
which  provinces  are  created ;  but  these 
will  not  be  provinces  until  after  this  Act 
is  passed  and  has  gone  into  effect.  It  is 
of  no  use  to  attempt  to  dispose  of  high 
constitutional  rights  by  any  such  juggling 
with  words  as  that.  The  Prime  Minister 
deals  with  the  question  as  if  the  people 
themselves  had  established  their  own  sys- 
tem, of  separate  schools  by  their  own  in- 
dependent, sovereign  action.  They  have 
not  done  anything  of  the  kind.  They  estab- 
lished separate  schools  In  the  Northwest 
because  the  Act  passed  in  1875,  when  there 
were  not  more  than  five  hundred  people  In 
the  Northwest,  imposed  upon  them  the  duty 
of  establishing  separate  schools  If  they 
should  establish  any  schools  at  all.  Again 
the  Prime  Minister  says  : 

If  we  were  in  the  year  1867,  and  not  In  the 
year  1905,  and  if  we  had  to  Introduce  into  this 
Dominion  the  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskat- 
chewan  

Mark  the  language :  4  The  provinces  of 
Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  '—treating  them 


as  if  they  were  already  sovereign  entitles. 
Why  did  he  resort  to  what  I,  without  desire 
to  offend  call  a  misuse  of  words  ?  I  will 
answer  for  him  :  It  is  because  he  was 
obliged  to  do  so  to  give  even  a  semblance 
of  support  to  the  measure  which  he  in- 
troduced to  the  House  on  the  21st  of  Febr- 
uary. Let  me  read  again  what  I  just  now 
began  to  read  : 

If  we  were  in  the  year  1867,  and  not  in  the 
year  1905.  and  if  we  had  to  introduce  into  this 
Dominion  the  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskat- 
chewan, would  my  hon.  friend  tell  me  that 
these  provinces  would  not  have  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  in  regard  to  separate  schools  as 
were  granted  to  Ontario  and  Quebec  ? 

Did  any  one  ever  hear  a  more  absolutely 
unfounded  premise  and  a  more  absolutely 
false  conclusion  ?  And  It  was  cheered  lusti- 
ly by  some  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  who 
since  have  been  going  about  in  sackcloth 
and  ashes  because  of  their  difficulties  upon 
this  question. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 


After  Bee  ess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 
PRIVATE  BILLS. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

BUI  (No.  82)  to  Incorporate  the  Dominion 
Annuity  Company. — Mr.  Bole. 

Bill  (No.  105)  to  Incorporate  the  Ontario 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — Mr.  Boyce. 

THE   OTTAWA   ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

House  in  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  12)  re- 
specting the  Ottawa  Electric  Company. 
On  the  preamble, 

Mr,  ROBERT  STEWART  (Ottawa).  Up 
to  the  present  moment  we  have  heard 
nothing  from  the  promoter  of  the  BUI  as  to 
the  reasons  why  he  asks  this  House  to  pass 
it  As  one  of  the  representatives  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa  I  wouid  like  to  hear  from  him 
why  he  asks  for  this  legislation,  which,  to  my 
mind,  is  an  Invasion  of  the  rights  of  the 
municipality.  In  such  an  important  matter 
as  this  I  really  think  that  the  promoter  of 
the  Bill  ought  to  give  us  some'  reasons  why 
he  thinks  we  should  pass  It.  I  may  say  that 
since  this  BUI  was  in  committee  before  a 
very  numerously  signed  petition  has  been 
sent  in  protesting  against  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  a  petition  signed  by  over  2,000  rate- 
payers of  the  city  of  Ottawa.  I  mention  this 
as  showing  the  very  strong  feeling  that  ex- 
ists In  the  city  against  this  Bill;  and  yet  In 
face  of  this  fact,  and  In  face  of  the  fact  that 
this  Bill  seems  to  call  for  the  abolition  of  the 
competition  which  exists  to-day,  we  are 
still  without  any  reasons  given  by  the  pro- 
moter of  the  BUI  why  It  should  pass. 
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Mr.  GALLIHER.  I  stated  the  last  time 
this  Bill  was  before  the  committee  that  I 
was  prepared  to  discuss  it  in  all  its  aspects 
when  we  came  to  the  clause  that  is  particu- 
larly objected  to.  If  you  pass  the  preamble 
now,  I  will  promise  to  satisfy  the  desire 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Stewart) 
to  the  fullest  extent.  Until  then  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  discuss  the  Bill 
on  the  preamble. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  last  time  this 
Bill  was  up  I  raised  some  objection  to  it 
in  the  interest  of  the  municipalities  of  this 
country.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  in  this 
House  about  vested  rights.  Now  If  any- 
body has  vested  rights  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  it  is  the  people  of  Ottawa.  By  the 
existing  legislation  they  are  protected  from 
a  combination  of  electric  companies  and  are 
thereby  protected  from  an  advance  of  rates. 
The  object  of  this  proposed  legislation  is  to 
enable  two  companies  that  were  prohibited 
by  law  from  combining,  to  amalgamate. 
The  same  thing  happened  in  the  city  of 
Toronto  where  I  live.  We  have  two  electric 
light  companies  there  which  were  expressly 
prohibited  in  their  contract  with  the  city 
from  combining,  and  the  way  they  got  over 
it  was  to  employ  the  ablest  lawyer  in  this 
country  who  drew  up  an  agreement  between 
the  two  companies  whereby  they  had  the 
same  president,  the  same  directors  and  the 
same  officials,  and  these  gentlemen  regulat- 
ed the  rates.  They  kept  the  skeleton  of  the 
two  companies,  the  skeleton  is  still  there  ; 
but  to  all  intents  and  purposes  they  are  one 
company,  and  they  have  thereby  been  en- 
abled to  do  away  with  the  very  thing  the 
city  tried  to  get.  Now  the  people  in  Ottawa 
have  a  vested  right  in  these  two  companies 
being  kept  separate.  The  legislation  pro- 
posed here  is  to  enable  them  to  amalgamate, 
and  I  cannot  see  for  a  moment  why  the 
government  should  assist  this  amalgamation. 
The  Finance  Minister  of  this  country  is 
treasurer  for  the  people  of  Canada;  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  through  the  government  are 
paying  to-day  enormous  rates  to  this  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  for  supplying  light  to  the 
public  buildings.  The  government  are  the 
custodians  of  the  purse  of  the  people  of  Can- 
ada, and  if  they  consent  to  this  amalgama- 
tion It  means  in  the  near  future  an  advance 
in  rates  charged  for  electricity  in  the  city 
of  Ottawa.  Now  why  should  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada,  as  custodians  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  allow  this  thing  to  go 
through  and  thereby  Increase  the  charges  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  as  will  be  the 
case  when  the  rates  for  electricity  are  ad- 
vanced in  Ottawa.  All  the  ministers  of  this 
government,  I  take  It,  are  householders,  or 
most  of  them  are,  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  but 
for  some  reason  or  other  they  are  willing 
that  this  legislation,  which  raids  the  rights 
of  the  people  of  Ottawa,  should  go  through. 
Furthermore,  there  are  hundreds-,  if  not 
thousand,  of  civil  servants  in  the  city  of 
Mr.  STEWART. 


Ottawa,  some  of  them  with  very  small 
salaries  to  live  on,  who  are  all  customers  of 
this  great  electrical  combine,  and  they  are 
to  be  subjected  to  an  advance  in  rates  for 
electric  light  1  think  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
government  as  custodians  of  the  purse  of  the 
people  to  do  something  for  the  civil  service, 
and  if  they  cannot  Increase  their  salaries, 
at  least  to  protect  them  in  their  rights  as 
citizens  and  stop  this  Bill  from  going 
through.  But  there  is  something  behind  all 
this,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  a  political 
debt  that  must  be  paid,  and  they  are  doing 
it  at  the  expense  of  the  citizens  of  Ottawa. 
The  men  who  own  this  company  and  who 
are  promoting  this  Bill  are  known  to  be 
strong  friends  of  the  government,  and  are 
asking  for  a  change  In  the  law,  and  for 
some  reason  or  other  the  government  seem 
disposed  to  allow  them  to  raid  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  Ottawa  whose  Interests  are  to 
be  sacrificed.  I  think  the  Liberal  party 
should  not  be  a  party  to  such  a  transaction 
as  this.  The  citizens  of  Ottawa  have  elected 
two  supporters  of  the  government,  and  these 
gentlemen  who  represent  the  people  of 
Ottawa  have  come  to  this  House  and  stated 
that  this  Bill  is  against  the  interests  of  the 
citizens  and  wipes  out  their  rights ;  and 
yet  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  who  have  given 
this  government  two  supporters,  are  to  be 
turned  over  to  this  electrical  combine. 

The  country  as  represented  by  the  govern- 
ment is  to  be  turned  over  to  this  combine 
and  they  are  to  be  allowed  to  charge  the 
country  increased  rate  for  the  electricity 
they  supply.  Even  the  ministers  them- 
selves, in  so  far  as  they  are  citizens,  appear 
to  be  willing  for  some  reason  or  other  that 
this  measure  should  go  through.  All  the 
experience  we  have  had  goes  to  show  that 
after  these  companies  get  franchises  from 
cities  they  immediately  begin  to  conspire 
with  each  other  In  order  that  they  may 
avoid  the  performance  of  the  obligaions 
which  they  have  undertaken.  What  they 
are  seeking  to  do  is  to  avoid  the  obligations 
which  they  have  assumed  so  that  they  may 
increase  the  charges  which  they  impose 
upon  the  people.  We  have  had  all  the 
municipalities  in  Canada  joining  with  the 
city  of  Ottawa  in  its  opposition  to  this  Bill. 
The  Municipal  Union  lias  entered  its  pro- 
test. In  my  own  city  of  Toronto  the  coun- 
cil, headed  by  Mayor  Urquhart,  has  passed 
a  strong  resolution  against  this  legislation 
and  has  asked  that  municipalities  shall  have 
the  benefit  of  whatever  protection  they 
have  under  the  present  law.  Surely  it  is 
only  fair  that  they  should  be  protected  in 
what  they  have.  This  company  in  asking 
for  this  legislation  made  an  agreement  with 
the  city  of  Ottawa.  It  was  willing  to  be 
bound  by  that  agreement.  Why  should  it 
attempt  to  escape  from  its  undertaking  ? 
That  being  the  case  I  say  the  government 
should  not  be  a  party  to  it,  this  House 
should  not  be  a  party  to  it  and  the  people 
of  Canada  in  every  sense  should  not  be  a 
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party  to  it  Let  me  read  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  what  one  of  their  own  journals 
says  on  this  very  question  of  raiding  muni- 
cipal rights.  In  the  '  Montreal  .  Witness ' 
of  February  6th  there  is  an  editorial  on  the 
situation  in  Montreal  but  It  is  illuminative 
of  the  situation  all  around  In  regard  to 
raiding  municipal  rights.  The  '  Witness,' 
discussing  the  crisis  at  Quebec,  says  : 

There  are,  however,  things  that  we  know.  We 
know  that  when  Mr.  Rainville,  the  well-under- 
stood legislative  advocate  of  the  grabbing  finan- 
cial corporations,  appeared  for  election  In  the 
St.  Louis  division  of  Montreal,  with  evidently 
much  money  behind  him,  the  better  element  of 
the  party  put  up  another  candidate  and  fought 
the  election  through  on  the  clear  Issue  that  the 
constituency  wanted  to  have  a  representative 
of  the  people  and  not  a  representative  of  the 
trusts.  We  know  that  when  Mr.  Langlois  was 
put  forward,  Mr.  Parent,  the  premier,  step'ped 
in  and  declared  that  Mr.  Rainville  was  the 
government  candidate,  and  that  whoever  op- 
posed him  opposed  the  government. 

In  the  city  of  Montreal  when  the  Liberal 
party  showed  that  its  candidate  was  a 
friend  of  the  trusts  which  were  raiding  the 
city  of  its  rights  the  people  rose  up  and  de- 
feated him.  The  same  thing  has  happened 
all  through.  The  'Montreal  Witness'  on 
February  17  said  : 

Mr.  Gouin  has  established  In  the  legislature 
a  record  as  an  anti-trust  champion.  He  made 
a  gallant  light  against  the  granting  of  the 
odious  privileges  to  the  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  while  that  combination  always  had 
Mr.  Archambault  as  an  advocate  of  its  demands. 
The  latter's  servility  to  that  combination  is  the 
principal  blemish  on  the  present  government. 

Mr.  Parent,  who  supported  all  these 
raiding  corporations,  is  to-day  disappearing 
from  public  life  and  Mr  Gouin,  the  cham- 
pion of  the  rights  of  the  people  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  is  to-day  the  premier  of 
that  province.  All  this  comes  from  the 
fact  that  he,  as  compared  with  Mr.  Parent, 
was  the  friend  of  the  municipalities  and 
the  champion  of  the  rights  of  the  cities  of 
the  province.  The  same  thing  is  going  on 
in  our  own  province  of  Ontario.  If  you 
ask  me  why  Geo.  W.  Ross  disappeared  as 
he  did  from  the  public  life  of  the  province 
of  Ontario  within  the  last  month  I  will  tell 
you  that  it  was  because  he  was  the  friend 
of  these  raiding  corporations  in  the  legisla- 
ture of  Ontario.  He  did  not  enforce  the  taw 
against  them.  He  did  not  stand  up  for  the 
rights  of  the  people  In  connection  with  the 
Consumers'  Gas  Company  and  other  cor- 
porations there.  You  can  see  that  same 
thing  going  on  all  through  the  country, 
and  it  Is  a  shame  to  see  the  friends  of  these 
corporations  in  Quebec,  in  Toronto  and  in 
Ottawa  raiding  the  rights  of  the  people. 
The  people  of  Ottawa  have  a  vested  right 
in  these  companies  being  prevented  from 
entering  a  combination.  The  government 
proposes  to  give  them  legislation  that  will 
permit  that  to  take  place.   The  government 


is  giving  them  legislation  that  will  enable 
them  to  put  up  their  rates  not  only  on  the 
government  but  on  the  civil  service  of  this 
country,  and  there  are  hundreds  of  members 
of  the  civil  service  who  are  working  on  poor 
salaries  in  Ottawa.  The  salaries  of  some 
of  them  are  so  small  that  they  cannot  pay 
their  bills,  yet,  they  are  being  turned  over 
by  this  government  to  the  mercy  of  this 
electric  light  company.  What  is  the  rea- 
son ?  There  is  no  reason  that  I  can  see 
other  than  that  the  government  is  paying 
the  political  debt  of  some  of  its  political 
friends  by  putting  the  people  of  Ottawa  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Ottawa  Electric  Light 
Company.  Under  these  circumstances  I 
say  that  the  House  would  be  fully  justified 
in  dismissing  this  Bill.  It  has  been  dis- 
missed twice  already.  Last  session  they 
could  not  make  out  a  case  that  would 
justify  the  House  in  adopting  this  measure 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  again  reject  the 
Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  am  sorry  to  rob  my  hon.  friend  from 
South  York  (Mr.  Maclean)  of  such  political 
capital  as  he  would  desire  to  make  for  him- 
self at  the  expense  of  the  reputation  of 
hon.  gentlemen  who  may  perhaps  some  day 
aspire  to  be  almost  as  honourabe  and  prals- 
worthy  as  himself,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
may  perhaps  call  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation 
for  his  insinuations  or  his  statements.  He 
says  the  government  is  putting  through 
this  Bill.  Does  he  not  remember  that  when 
the  Bill  came  before  the  House  last  ses- 
sion, the  government,  as  a  government,  took 
no  part  in  reference  to  it,  that  each  minister 
voted  as  he  felt  inclined,  that  hon.  members 
of  this  House  voted  as  they  chose  and  that 
this  Bill  was  defeated  with  the  assistance 
of  hon.  members  supporting  the  govern- 
ment ?  By  what  process  of  reasoning,  sus- 
picion, or  otherwise  the  hon.  gentle- 
man makes  these  foul  Insinuations  I 
cannot  better  imagine  than  by  reading  his 
dally  paper  which  dishes  up  equally  foun- 
dationless  charges  every  day.  He  is  the 
only  honest  man  in  this  House. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    Hear,  hear. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  According  to 
his  own  opinion. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  It'is  a  good  thing 
to  have  one. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  He  Is  the  only 
man  that  the  people  dare  trust.  Last  ses- 
sion I  exercised  my  right  as  an  independent 
member  of  this  House  and  a  member  of 
this  government  as  well  to  deal  with  this 
measure  as  I  thought  best,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  turn  up  the  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings he  will  find  my  vote  there  record- 
ed against  it.  He  will  find  the  votes  of 
many  of  our  friends  in  this  House  recorded 
against  it  and  I  think  if,  instead  of  indulg- 
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ing  in  such  reckless  charges,  be  would  con- 
fine himself  to  the  discussion  of  the  merits 
of  the  measure  and  wait  until  members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  voted  he  would 
have  some  evidence  to  go  upon.  But  the 
lion,  gentleman  appears  to  be  altogether  in- 
different as  to  what  he  says  so  long  as  he 
can  fire  off  something  and  put  it  in  his 
journal  to-morrow  morning.  To-morrow 
morning  we  will  see  in  the  '  Toronto  World* 
an  elaborate  speech  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  the  statement  that  he  is  standing  up 
in  defence  of  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of 
Ottawa.  He  will  take  precious  good  care 
to  magnify  his  own  part  in  this  discussion 
and  we  will  see  to-morrow  in  the  '  World  * 
'  W.  F.  Maclean  defends  the  rights  of  the 
citizens  ot  Ottawa.'  He  says  nothing  about 
other  hon.  members  who  may  be  equally 
sincere,  effective  and  honest  but  who  do  not 
happen  to  possess  an  organ  such  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
well  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  to 
come  down  to  details,  to  take  the  votes 
of  hon.  members  and  then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  know  more  definitely 
how  we  stand  on  this  measure.  I  do  not 
think  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  exercise  its  Influence  in  regard 
to  private  Bills.  Private  Bill  legislation 
has  always  been  regarded  in  this  House,  as 
far  as  1  know,  as  being  free  from  party 
considerations.  Every  hon.  member  is  free 
to  vote  as  he  likes.  That  bus  been  the 
practice,  that  is  the  practice  to-day,  and 
every  hon.  member  who  ordinarily  gives 
his  support  and  confidence  to  this  govern- 
ment is  free  to  vote  as  he  likes. 

My  hon.  friend  would  perhaps  direct  his 
particular  attention  to  those  on  his  own 
side,  because,  if  I  remember  rightly,  a  sub- 
committee of  this  House  was  appointed.  1 
do  not  think  that  that  sub-committee  was 
composed  wholly  of  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  That  sub-committee  has 
made  a  report.  That  report,  I  am  told,  was 
unanimous,  so  that  his  observations  as  to 
the  influences  and  the  methods,  the  dis- 
honesty of  men  who  are  engaged  in  pushing 
this  measure  through,  may  be  extended  to 
those  on  his  own  side.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
tell  me  if  he  extends  these  observations, 
suspicions,  insinuations  and  charges  against 
those  gentlemen  on  his  own  side  or  the 
House,  who  lhave  recommended  to  this 
House  the  passage  of  this  Bill  1  Where  is 
the  hon.  member  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr. 
Monk)  ?  I  believe  he  was  a  member  of  that 
committee.  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Antoine  division  of  Montreal  was  a 
member. 

Mr.  AMES.   And  I  dissented. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen 
tleinan  dissented.  I  was  not  a  member  of 
the  committee  myself,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  course  he  took.  I  accept  his  state- 
ment. I  do  not  know  whether  the  yeas  or 
nays  were  taken.  What  was  the  attitude 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Monk)  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


An  hon.  MEMBER.   He  was  chairman. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  South  Lanark,  the  ex-Minlster  of 
Railways  and  Canals  (Mr.  Haggart)  was  a 
member  of  the  committee.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  include 
him  in  his  insinuations  of  dishonesty  ? 
Perhaps  he  would  go  on  and  elaborate  and 
tell  us  who  of  those  who  sit  around  him 
are  equally  deserving  of  the  censure  that 
he,  as  chief  censor  of  parliament,  now  takes 
tie  liberty  of  distributing  gratuitously 
throughout  the  House.  I  shall  watch  with 
deep  interest  to-morrow  night  for  the  arrival 
of  the  Toronto  'World,'  and  I  hope  to  see 
in  it,  In  fine  magnificent  display,  a  reference 
to  the  valuable  services  being  rendered  to 
Canada  in  the  cause  of  good  government 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W. 
F.°  Maclean). 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  We  have  had  a 
fine  lecture  from  the  Postmaster  General 
(Sir  William  Mulock)  on  everything  but  the 
issue  before  us.  That  Issue  Is  whether  the 
citizens  of  Ottawa  are  to  be  turned  over  to 
a  grasping  corporation  against  the  existing 
law  of  the  land.  That  law  to-day  confirms 
the  citizens  of  Ottawa  in  certain  rights.  If 
the  law  is  changed  as  here,  proposed,  the 
citizens  of  Ottawa  are  to  be  turned  over  to 
this  grasping  corporation,  and  the  Postmas- 
ter General  does  not  like  to  hear  the  facta 
as  I  stated  them  to-night.  He  does  not  like 
to  have  it  go  forth,  and,  although  the  oppor- 
tunity was  given  him,  he  has  not  a  word  to 
say  in  contradiction  of  the  statement  that 
Hon.  George  W.  Ross  has  disappeared  from 
the  political  horizon  of  Ontario  because  of 
his  alliance  with  these  corporations,  and 
that  Hon.  Mr.  Parent  to-day  Is  leaving  the 
government  of  Quebec  because,  as  the  Mon- 
treal '  Witness '  says,  his  government  has 
been  besmirched  by  alliances  with  these 
grasping  corporations.  There  is  other  evi- 
dence in  this  country  every  day  that  in  some 
way  the  corporations  can  get  everything 
they  want ;  when  the  people  want  anything 
they  have  to  come  here  and  fight  for  it. 
They  have  had  to  organize  a  municipal 
union  in  this  country  to  maintain  the  con- 
trol of  the  streets  which  they  thought  they 
had  under  the  municipal  laws  of  Ontario. 
But  in  some  way  the  Dominion  government, 
this  federal  power  which  once  was  the 
champion  of  provincial  rights — and  we 
heard  something  about  that  to-day — has 
been  a  party  to  an  attack  on  provincial 
rights  by  these  corporations.  If  the  Post- 
master General  had  dealt  with  the  question, 
if  he  had  stated  the  reasons  why  be  intends 
to  vote  against  this  measure — and  I  take  it 
that  he  intends  to  vote  against  it— if  he 
had  given  some  of  those  reasons  which  will 
Induce  him  to  vote  against  it,  we  would 
have  made  some  headway  ;  but  he  does  not 
like  the  idea  that  I  threw  out,  that  this 
government,  as  a  government,  should  op- 
pose this  Bill,  because  the  government  is 
to-day  the  greatest  customer  of  the  Con- 
sumers' Gas  Company. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  We  feel  quite 
satisfied  that  with  the  help  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  P.  Maclean)  we  will  be  able 
to  defeat  the  measure. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Now  we  are  mak- 
ing some  headway.  At  last  we  have  got 
the  minister  on  the  penitent  bench.  It  has 
been  dlflleult  to  get  him  there,  you  have  to 
put  a  rope  around  his  neck  and  drag  him 
up  there,  but  we  have  him  there  now,  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  for  the 
government,  and  desires  us  now  to  cease 
discussion,  simply  to  vote  on  the  Bill  and 
finish  it  I  have  not  a  word  more  to  say,  and 
I  will  put  the  hon.  gentleman's  picture  in 
the  newspaper  to  which  he  refers  as  the 
champion  of  municipal  rights.  If  there  is 
any  picture  that  the  people  of  North  York 
would  like  to  see  in  to-morrow's  paper,  it  is 
the  picture  of  the  Postmaster  General  of 
Canada  as  the  champion  of  provincial  and 
municipal  rights — and  he  can  have  the  whole 
page. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Thanks. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  He  can  have  the 
whole  page,  as  he  looks  on  Sunday  and  on 
every  day  through  the  week,  as  the  cham- 
pion of  muncipal  rights  of  the  people  of  this 
country- 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  offer  of 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  Is  a 
somewhat  doubtful  compliment.  Up  to  the 
present  I  have  enjoyed  the  proud  position 
of  having  had  always,  without  exception, 
the  undying  hostility  of  the  Toronto 'World'; 
I  have  enjoyed  that  advantage?  and  I  would 
hope  for  the  rest  of  my  political  career  that 
nothing  would  deprive  me  of  it.  As  to  the 
adorning  of  the  pages  of  that  paper  with  my 
portrait  for  the  delectation  of  the  electors 
of  North  York,  I  have  no  objection,  but  I 
would  ask  on  their  behalf  that  they  might 
not  have  in  the  same  paper  the  portrait  of 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W. 
P.  Maclean). 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  very  pertinent  to  the  subject  to 
discuss  the  causes  which  led  to  the  retire- 
ment of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Parent  from  the 
premiership  of  Quebec  and  the  choice  of  his 
successor.  I  propose  to  say  a  word  or  two 
about  the  Bill.  Before  we  discuss  the  clause 
of  which  my  colleague  gave  notice  the  other 
day,  I  must  join  with  him  in  a  request  that 
the  promoters  should  give  some  explana- 
tion. The  Bill  has  two  objects.  The  first 
object,  which  is  dealt  with  in  section  1,  is 
to  increase  the  capital.  The  citizens  of 
Ottawa  are  under  the  Impression  that  the 
increase  of  capital  is  sought  for  the  purpose 
of  acquiring  the  shares  of  another  company. 
I  have  not  so  far  heard  from  the  promoter 
of  the  Bill  the  reasons  which  prompts  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  to  ask  for  an  in- 
creased capital  other  than  the  reason  for 
which,  as  I  have  stated,  it  is  supposed  to 
be  sought.  If  there  is  any  such  reason,  if 
there  is  any  reason  why  the  Ottawa  Elec- 
tric Company  desire  an  increase  of  capital 


other  than  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the 
shares  of  other  companies,  I  would  like  to 
have  that  explanation.  It  may  be  that  this 
committee  would  be  fully  justified  iand' 
might  be  unanimous  in  granting  the  Otta- 
wa company  an  increase  of  capital  if  it  is 
made  plain  that  that  increase  is  not  sought 
for  the  purpose  of  amalgamation  with  the 
Consumers'  Electric  Company.  I  should  like 
very  much,  for  my  part,  to  know  if  there 
is  any  other  object  than  that  one,  and  I 
think  the  proper  party  to  enlighten  us  is 
the  promoter  of  the  Bill.  Unless  some  rea- 
son is  shown  for  an  Increase  of  capital  other 
than  the  reason  I  have  shown,  I  shall  feel 
constrained  to  vote,  not  only  for  the  amend- 
ment, but  against  the  Bill  itself. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  There  seems  to  be  a 
strong  desire,  on  the  part  of  members  from 
Ottawa  at  all  events,  that  I  should  speak  on 
this  question.  As  I  stated  before,  I  would 
have  preferred  to  have  made  my  argument 
when  we  reached  the  clause  of  the  Bill  that 
has  been  objected  to.  I  think  that  is  the 
more  usual  course.  However,  I  am  pre- 
pared, and  have  always  been  prepared,  to 
discuss  this  Bill  upon  its  merits,  calmly, 
reasonably,  not  going  to  the  extreme  either 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  or  against  it.  As  the 
introducer  of  this  Bill,  I  may  say  that  com- 
ment has  been  made  in  the  press  as  to  why 
a  member  representing  a  constituency  so  far 
from  Ottawa  should  be  placed  in  charge  of 
this  Bill.  I  trust  the  press,  or  those  who  in- 
stigated that  expression,  do  not  think  that 
I  do  not  feel  myself  as  much  bound  by  any 
action  I  take  upon  a  Bill  affecting  Ottawa 
as  I  would  upon  a  Bill  affecting  a  constitu- 
ency bounding  on  my  own. 

Further,  one  of  the  papers  has  seen  fit 
to  style  me  a  company's  man,  and  another 
has  styled  me:  the  man  from  the  electric 
lobby.  In  reply  to  the  first,  I  have  only  to 
say  that  any  hon.  member  or  any  journalist 
who  looks  through  the  records  of  this 
House  and  sees  what  my  attitude  has  been 
on  the  question  of  provincial  rights  will  be 
satisfied  that  the  statement  iu  the  news- 
paper is  not  correct.  As  to  the  latter 
charge,  I  have  never  been  a  lobbyist  in  this 
House  or  out  of  the  House  ;  I  have  not  done 
any  lobbying  In  respect  to  this  Bill  and  I 
do  not  propose  to  do  any.  It  is  the  pri- 
vilege of  a  member  of  this  House  to  take 
charge  of  a  private  Bill  when  asked  to  do  so, 
whether  It  be  in  his  own  constituency  or  in 
any  other  constituency  In  the  Dominion,  and 
I  have  simply  exercised  that  privilege.  But 
let  me  discuss  this  Bill.  In  the  first  place 
a  Bill  similar  to  this  was  introduced  last 
session  of  parliament;  It  passed  the  Private 
Bills  Committee  and  was  reported  to  the 
House.  An  amendment  was  moved  by  Mr. 
Birkett.  the  then  member  for  Ottawa,  and 
the  Bill  was  referred  back  to  the  committee 
to  consider  the  advisability  of  inserting  this 
amendment.  The  Bill  was  then  withdrawn 
by  Its  promoters  and  It  ended  there.  This 
session  the  Bill  was  introduced  In  the  same 
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shape  as  last  session  and  In  the  Private 
Bills  Committee,  Mr.  Belcourt,  senior  mem- 
ber for  Ottawa,  moved  an  amendment  which 
he  stated  was  satisfactory  to  the  mayor  as 
representing  the  city  of  Ottawa.  That 
amendment  was  exactly  in  the  words  of 
the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Blrkett 
last  session,  as  an  amendment  satisfactory 
to  the  city  authorities  and  to  him  as  repre- 
senting the  city.  The  company  proposed 
that  a  rider  should  be  added  stating  that  If 
compelled  to  place  their  wires  underground 
they  should  not  be  conflned  to  the  maxi- 
mum charge  fixed  in  the  franchise  agree- 
ment. One  member  of  the  committee  re- 
marked at  the  time  that  he  thought  the 
rider  would  kill  the  horse,  and  it  seemed 
as  if  the  whole  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  city  and  on  the  part  of  those  oppos- 
ing the  Bill  lay  against  this  rider.  I 
hare  never  been  able  to  see,  and  I  cannot 
see  to-night,  where  that  rider  would  have 
altered  the  position  one  lota,  but  be  that  as 
It  may,  that  rider  has  been  disposed  of. 
When  the  Bill  came  to  the  House  from  the 
Private  Bills  Committee  the  right  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  House  moved,  that  In  view 
of  the  opposition,  of  the  different  parties 
to  be  heard,  and  of  the  Interest  taken  in 
the  matter,  It  might  be  well  to  refer  the 
BUI  to  a  special  committee  which  was  then 
named.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that ;  I 
did  not  even  suggest  the  name  of  a  member 
on  that  special  committee ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  any  one  will  object  to  its  per- 
sonnel. That  sub-committee  consisting  of 
nine  members  amended  the  Bill  so  as  to 
provide  that  in  case  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  should  purchase  a  majority  of 
stock  in  the  Consumers  Company  or  the 
Metropolitan  Company,  the  contracts  en- 
tered into  between  the  city  and  these  two 
companies  should  be  held  sacred 'and  should 
not  in  any  way  be  prejudiced.  This  left 
the  city  In  exactly  the  same  position  with 
regard  to  that  matter  as  It  occupies  to-day. 
One  member  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Ames, 
reserved  to  himself  the  right  to  object  to 
the  general  principle  of  the  BUI  when  It 
came  to  the  House,  but  otherwise  the  re- 
port of  the  committee  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
was  on  that  special  committee  and  I  also 
reserved  the  right  to  act  as  I  thought  fit 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  House. 

Mr.  GALiLIHER.  I  accept  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's statement ;  I  did  not  hear  him 
but  I  did  hear  Mr.  Ames.  The  objects  of 
this  Bill  are  threefold.  First,  the  company 
asks  permission  to  increase  the  capital 
stock.  My  hon.  friend  the  senior  member 
for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  wants  to  know 
if  that  Is  to  enable  them  to  amalgamate 
with  the  Consumers  Company  and  the  Met- 
ropolitan Company  and.  I  may  say  in  reply 
that  they  cannot  amalgamate  with  either 
of  these  companies  because  under  the  fran- 

Mr.  GALLIHER. 


chise  granted  to  these  companies  they  are 
not  empowered  to  amalgamate  with  any 
other  company.  The  second  section  ex- 
plains itself,  and  it  is  that  the  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  wish  to  get  power  to  pur- 
chase for  cash  the  stock  in  any  other  com- 
pany having  similar  objects.  That  is  a 
privilege  which  has  been  granted  by  this 
parliament  time  and  again  and  which  is 
granted  practically  every  day.  It  was  done 
in  the,  case  of  the  Cedar  Rapids  Company, 
the  St.  Louis  Company,  the  E.  B.  Eddy 
Company  and  others.  The  third  object 
sought  by  the  Bill  Is  to  enable  the  Ottawa 
Company  to  Increase  Its  borrowing  powers. 
There  Is  nothing  Inconsistent  with  the  Acts 
that  have  been  passed  through  parliament 
in  favour  of  similar  companies,  in  the  leg- 
islation that  is  sought  for  by  the  Ottawa 
Company.  It  has  been  asserted  by  almost 
every  speaker  who  has  dpposed  this  Bill, 
that  the  Bill  invaded  a  municipal  or  civic 
right.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  is  no  In- 
terfering with  a  civic  or  municipal  right 
The  competition  is  merely  a  condition  creat- 
ed in  the  present  instance  by  the  city  of 
Ottawa  granting  franchises  to  other,  com- 
panies than  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company. 
It  is  not  a  civic  right  nor  Is  it  a  municipal 
right  as  municipal  rights  and  civic  rights 
Inherent  In  themselves  are  viewed  ;  It  is 
merely  the  creation  of  a  conditon  of  affairs 
by  the  act  of  the  city  Itself.  I  have  dealt 
with  the  question  of  amalgamation  and  I 
say  that  they  cannot  amalgamate  if  this 
legislation  goes  through,  but  they  can  buy 
a  majority  of  stock  in  either  of  these  com- 
panies. It  has  been  said  that  this  legis- 
lation will  enable  the  other  companies  to 
break  their  contracts  with  the  city,  but  the 
real  truth  is  that  this  amendment  will  pre- 
serve to  the  city  of  Ottawa  all  the  rights 
they  contracted  for  when  they  granted  fran- 
chises to  the  Consumers  Company  and  the 
Metropolitan  Company. 

One  word  on  the  question  of  rates.  The 
argument  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposed  to  this 
Bill  is  that  It  will  entail  60  per  cent  extra 
cost  on  the  people  for  their  electric  lights. 
Well,  that  may  read  very  well  in  the  news- 
papers or  sound  very  well  coming  from  hon. 
gentlemen  who  may  be  opposing  the  Bill, 
but  I  ask  them  if  they  for  one  moment 
really  believe  that  if  this  Bill  be  passed  the 
price  of  lights  will  be  Increased  50  per  cent. 
I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  Is  not  a 
commercial  proposition.  No  company  would 
be  so  foolish  as  to  charge  such  an  increase. 
If  they  did,  they  would  be  only  cutting  their 
own  throats.  But  should  the  company  be 
foolish  enough  to  attempt  any  such  course, 
the  city  of  Ottawa  has  in  its  own  hands 
the  remedy.  I  am  rather  astonished  that  the 
hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P. 
Maclean)  who,  day  in  and  day  out  in  this 
House  for  the  past  four  or  five  years,  has 
so  strongly  advocated  municipal  ownership, 
has  not  to-night  advocated  the  taking  over 
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by  the  city  of  Ottawa  of  the  ownership  and 
operation  of  the  electric  light  plant.  1  do 
uot  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the 
question  of  municipal  ownership,  but  I  Be- 
lieve in  municipal  ownership  of  the  electric 
plant  and  waterworks  of  a  city.  We  have 
that  in  my  own  town,  and  the  city  of  Ottawa 
has  the  power  to-day,  if  it  chooses,  to  ac- 
quire the  ownership  of  this  electric  plant 
It  has  two  remedies  against  an  increase  in 
the  cost  of  lighting.  It  may  buy  out  the 
Consumers  Company  and  operate  that  com- 
pany under  its  charter,  or  it  can  enter, 
under  its  own  special  charter,  into  the 
manufacture  of  electric  lights  itself.  Let 
me  read  the  first  section  of  the  statute  re- 
specting the  city  of  Ottawa  which  gives  this 
power  to  the  city  : 

The  municipal  council  of  the  corporation  of 
the  city  of  Ottawa  shall,  in  addition  to  the 
powers  conferred  by  the  Municipal  Light  and 
Heat  Act,  which  is  hereby  Incorporated  with 
this  Act,  have  power  to  produce,  manufacture 
and  use,  and  supply  to  others  to  be  used,  elec- 
tricity for  motive  power  and  for  any  other 
purpose  to  which  the  same  can  be  applied,  and 
also  to  fix  rates  and  charges  therefor,  and 
collect  the  same,  and  to  acquire  and  hold  lands, 
water-powers,  machinery  and  all  other  pro- 
perty, easements  and  privileges  necessary  there- 
for, and  shall  for  and  with  respect  to  such 
powers  and  purposes  or  any  of  them,  have  all 
and  every,  the  powers  which  are  by  the  said 
Act  conferred  on  municipal  corporations  with 
lespect  to  light  and  heat. 

Thus  the  city  has  in  its  own  hands  the 
remedy,  and  may  own  and  operate  its  own 
electric  light  plant. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  a  petition. 
Well,  with  all  due  deference  to  petitions,  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  if  the  cause  of  the 
opponents  of  this  Bill  be  just  and  right,  It 
is  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  213  members  of 
this  House.  Besides  I  have  no  doubt  you 
could  get  as  many  people  to  sign  a  petition 
to  the  opposite  effect  and  an  equal  number 
to  sign  a  petition  to  have  their  lights  sup- 
plied for  nothing. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
up  much  of  the  time  of  the  committee,  but 
there  are  one  or  two  points  dealt  with  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the 
Bill  which  I  think  should  be  explained.  He 
says  that  if  competition  be  taken  away, 
there  Is  still  a  remedy  in  the  hands  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  and  he  read  an  extract  from 
the  statute  which  purports  to  give  power  to 
that  city  to  do  its  own  lighting.  He  how- 
ever forgot  to  tell  the  House  that  only  last 
year  a  notice  was  served  on  the  city  by 
that  same  company,  which  is  now  applying 
for  this  legislation,  to  the  effect  that  the  city 
bad  no  legal  right  to  go  into  the  business  of 
electric  lighting.  My  hon.  friend's  opinion 
therefore  is  contradicted  by  that  of  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company,  whose  case  he  Is 
pleading,  and  that  company  knew  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  statute  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman cited  when  they  served  that  notice 


on  the  corporation.  In  my  opinion,  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  leave  the  city  in  the  hands  of 
the  Ottawa  Electric  Company,  especially 
when  considering  the  claim  made  by  that 
company  that  we  have  no  legal  right  to  do 
our  own  lighting.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
effectively  disposes  of  the  argument  regard- 
ing the  remedy  which  the  city  has  in  its  own 
hands,  should  an  amalgamation  of  the  two 
companies  interested  take  place.  But  my 
hon.  friend  says  an  amalgamation  cannot 
take  place.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  remind  the 
House  that  when  the  Consumers  Electric 
charter  was  granted,  that  charter  expressly 
stipulated  that  the  company  should  not  sell 
out  to  any  other  company.  A  difficulty  con- 
sequently lies  in  the  way  of  amalgamation 
to-day  which  this  Bill  will  remove  because 
by  it  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  will 
be  given  the  power  to  purchase  stock  In 
the  Consumers  Electric  Company,  and  in 
that  way  avoid  the  agreement  made  between 
the  latter  and  the  city.  As  one  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  city  of  Ottawa  I  ask  this 
House  not  to  pass  legislation  which  will  tie 
the  hands  of  the  city  and  place  It  at  the 
mercy  of  one  company.  It  may  possibly  not 
be  good  business  for  the  company  to  in- 
crease its  rates  50  per  cent.  1  do  not  say 
that  It  will ;  but  if  this  Bill  should  pass,  the 
power  will  be  given  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  to  increase  its  rates  25  per  cent  or 

49  per  cent.  An  advance  of  25  per  cent 
would  be  a  considerable  tax  on  the  con- 
sumers of  electric  light  in  the  city,  and  we 
ask  parliament  to  refuse  to  give  the  com- 
pany the  power  to  increase  its  rates  by  25 
or  49  per  cent.  The  company  has  the  right 
to-day  to  increase  its  rates.  Why  therefore 
should  it  ask  for  this  legislation  ?  There  is 
nothing  to  hinder  these  two  companies,  if 
their  rates  are  not  profitable,  from  agreeing 
to  charge  adequate  rates.  The  ratepayers 
of  the  city  of  Ottawa  do  not  want  electric 
light  for  less  than  it  costs  to  produce  it. 
But  these  companies  can  get  together  at  any 
time  and  agree  to  establish  an  adequate 
rate.  One  hon.  gentleman — I  think  it  was 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Galllher)  In  charge 
of  the  Bill — said,  when  this  matter  was  last 
under  discussion  that  the  rates  were  fixed 
at  -52  cents  per  ampere  hour,  as  if  that  was 
a  reasonable  rate  

Mr.  GALLIHER.   I  did  not  say  that 

Mr.  STEWART.  Some  hon.  gentleman 
said  It  as  if  this  was  not  an  unreasonable 
rate.  But,  If  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
and  the  Consumer's  Electric  are  even  holding 
their  own  without  making  dividends  for 
their  shareholders— and  I  very  much  doubt 
the  statement  that  they  are  not  able  to 
wake  dividends  at  present  rates — they  can 
advance  the  rates  to  make  a  reasonable  pro- 
fit. But,  If  they  are  making  their  expenses, 
I  submit  that  an  increase  to  .52  cents  per 
ampere  hour  would  be  too  much.  It  would 
be  an  advance  of  49  per  cent— practically 

50  per  cent— which  is  entirely  too  much. 
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Regarding  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Birkett,  then  member  for  Ottawa,  let  me 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  went 
through  committee  in  Mr.  Birkett's  absence. 
I  am  not  making  any  charge  or  finding  fault 
with  him,  but  merely  stating  that  he  was  not 
present  when  the  Bill  went  tllrough  com- 
mittee. When  it  came  before  the  House  and 
he  saw  that  the  Bill  was  likely  to  carry, 
the  amendment  he  proposed  was  conceded 
by  the  city  only  because  they  thought  they 
tould  not  get  better.  But  the  point  of  the 
present  Bill  and  the  subject  now  really  be- 
fore the  House,  is  whether  this  House  shall 
pass  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  to  abolish  competition.  So  far  as 
the  mayor's  statement  in  the  committee  is 
concerned,  it  is  well  known  that  immediate- 
ly after  the  meeting  of  that  committee,  the 
city  council  was  called  togther,  and,  by  a 
'  vote  of  nineteen  to  five,  decided  to  oppose 
the  adoption  of  the  maximum  rate  of  the 
Consumers'  Electric  Company.  So,  we  have 
to-day  before  us  not  the  question  whether 
this  was  acceptable  to  the  mayor,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  acceptable  to  the  corporation 
of  a  previous  year,  but  we  have  the  state- 
ment of  the  corporation  of  Ottawa  that 
they  are  opposed  to  the  abolishing  of  com- 
petition, which  is  the  principle  underlying 
this  Bill.  And  I  think  that  the  promoter 
ot  the  Bill,  if  he  would  tell  us  all  he  knows 
about  It,  would  say  that  the  Idea  of  in- 
creasing the  capital  is  that  the  company  may 
be  able  to  absorb  the  Consumers'  Electric 
Company  and  thereby  destroy  competition. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Might  I  inquire  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  why 
it  Is  necessary  for  this  company  to  come 
here  for  legislation  ?  If  they  wish  to  over- 
ride the  city  of  Ottawa  why  do  they  not  go 
to  the  provincial  legislature  of  Ontario? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  charter  which  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  is  a  Dominion  charter. 
So,  they  must  come  here. 

Preamble  agreed  to,  yeas  82,  nays  59. 

The  hour  for  private  Bills  having  expired, 
the  Speaker  took  the  chair. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT    IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  establish  and 
provide  for  the  government  of  the  province 
of  Alberta. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.)  I 
have  pointed  out  that  it  is  not  a  question 
of  introducing  into  the  Dominion  in  this 
year,  1905,  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Sas- 
katchewan, but  of  creating  out  of  the  North- 
west Territories  of  Canada  these  provin- 
ces under  the  Bills  which  have  been  intro- 
duced. And  the  right  hon.  gentleman  con- 
tinues as  follows  : 

Mr.  STEWART. 


Would  he  tell  me  that  when  you  would  say 
to  Ontario  and  Quebec  :  You  shall  have  your 
separate  schools.  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan 
would  be  denied  that  privilege  ?  The  thing  is 
preposterous.  Let  us  rise  above  such  consider- 
ations. 

Well,  I  ask  him  why  he  conveniently 
leaves  out  of  sight  in  that  illustration,  the 
cases  of  New  Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia  aBd 
Prince  Edward  Island  ?  He  himself,  has 
pointed  out  in  an  earlier  passage  of  his 
speech — indeed  to-day  he  has  gone  into  the 
historical  aspect  of  that  matter — that  these 
clauses,  so  far  as  Ontario  and  Quebec  are 
concerned,  were  introduced  into  the  British 
North  American  Act  by  virtue  of  a  compact, 
and  that  no  such  compact  existed  in  respect 
to  the  three  maritime  provinces.  Well,  If  my 
right  hon.  friend  will  show  me  that  the  case 
of  these  proposed  provinces — because  they 
are  not  yet  provinces — comes  nearer  to  the 
case  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  than  it  does  to 
the  case  of  the  maritime  provinces,  if  he  is 
able  to  show  me  that  there  is  in  respect  to 
these  proposed  provinces  any  such  compact 
as  that  which  was  made  before  confederation 
between  Ontario  and  Quebec,  I  will  then 
readily  and  gladly  accept  his  illustration  ; 
but  until  he  does  so  I  contend  that  his  illus- 
tration is  of  not  the  slightest  value. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  opposed  to  section 
16,  because  it  is  opposed  to  the  spirit 
and  the  letter  of  the  constitution.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  substituted  section  because 
it  Is  not  different  in  principle  from  that 
for  which  it  Is  substituted ;  and  indeed  it  is 
difficult  to  understand  why  there  have  been 
three  weeks  of  delay,  why  there  have  been 
three  weeks  of  negotiation,  why  there  have 
been  three  weeks  of  turmoil,  why  this  mea- 
sure has  been  postponed  from  the  21st  of 
February  up  to  the  present  time,  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  down  to  parlia- 
ment as  a  substitute  that  which  is  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  In  principle  and  for  the 
most  part  in  detail,  exactly  the  -same  as 
tbe  original  section.  Is  this  the  result  of 
the  efforts  of  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior? 
Is  it  for  this  that  he  resigned  office  ?  Is  It 
to  accomplish  this  that  he  laid  down  tbe 
seals  of  office  and  placed  himself  before  the 
people  of  this  country  as  the  champion  of 
provincial  liberties  ?  Is  this  tbe  result  of 
the  unceasing  and  untiring  efforts  of  the 
seven  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Northwest 
Territories  who  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  ?  Sir,  the  mountains  have  been  in 
labour,  and  a  ridiculous  mouse  has  been 
brought  forth.  What  does  section  16  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  accomplish  ?  It 
sterotypes  for  ever  the  ordinances  and  laws 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  In  a  portion  of 
the  country  where  extraordinary  progress 
and  development  must  be  expected.  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  an  Act  of  this  kind  will 
be  productive  of  more  harm  in  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  than  anywhere  else  in 
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Canada,  because  it  Is  into  the  Northwest 
that  our  immigration  will  largely  flow,  and 
it  is  there  that  we  must  expect  development 
and  progress  to  a  very  unusual  degree  in 
the  immediate  future. 

Why,  the  very  form  of  section  16  and  of 
the  substituted  section  show  that  the  govern- 
ment are  not  serious  in  the  contention  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  made.  What 
had.  they  inserted  in  this  Bill  before  we 
came  to  section  16  ?  They  had  inserted 
section  2,  which  I  will  read  to  the  House  : 

2.  The  provisions  of  the  British  North  America 
Acts  1867  to  1886,  shall  apply  to  the  province  of 
Alberta  in  the  same  way  and  to  the  like  ex- 
tent as  they  apply  to  the  provinces  heretofore 
comprised  in  the  Dominion,  as  if  the  said  pro- 
vince of  Alberta  had  been  one  of  the  provinces 
originally  united,  except  in  so  far  as  varied 
by  this  Act  and  except  such  provisions  as  are 
in  terms  made,  or  by  reasonable  intendment 
may  be  held  to  be,  specially  applicable  to  or 
only  to  affect  one  or  more  and  not  the  whole 
of  the  said  provinces. 

Has  not  the  right  hon.  gentleman  over 
and  over  again  in  this  House,  both  upon  the 
first  reading  of  this  Bill  and  in  the  speech 
which  he  made  this  afternoon,  told  us  that 
it  is  his  intention  solely  and  absolutely  to 
apply  to  the  Northwest  Territories  of  Can- 
ada the  provisions  of  that  constitution  un- 
der which  all  Canadians  live.  Now  I  ask 
him,  and  I  ask  every  hon.  gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  who  proposes 
to  deal  with  this  question,  why  section  2 
is  not  sufficient  to  apply  to  the  Northwest 
Territories  of  Canada,  every  provision  of 
the  constitutional  statutes  which  it  enumer- 
ates ?  If  my  right  hon.  friend  proposes  to 
stand  on  the  rock  of  the  constitution,  what 
portion  of  the  (rock  of  the  constitution  is  omit- 
ted from  section  2?  It  goes  further,  I  believe, 
in  the  direction  In  which  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman desires  to  persevere,  than  it  should 
go  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  this  is 
not  a  province  already  constituted  coming 
into  the  Dominion,  but  is  a  province  to  be 
created  by  the  very  Bill  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing. I  will  have  something  more  to 
say  about  that  when  this  Bill  is  In  com- 
mittee. But  putting  aside  for  the  moment 
that  question,  is  or  is  not  my  right  hon. 
friend  sincere,  are  or  are  not  his  colleagues 
sincere,  when  they  tell  this  House  that  they 
desire  the  control  of  education  In  the  North- 
west Territories  to  be  regulated  solely  by 
the  provisions  of  the  constitution  ?  If  they 
are  sincere,  then  I  say  that  they  have  every- 
thing in  section  2  that  can  possibly  be  given 
— if  they  stand  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
says  he  does  stand,  on  the  rock  of  the  cons- 
titution. Why,  the  matter  is  not  arguable. 
For  what  reason  do  they  insert  these  words? 

Except  in  so  far  as  varied  by  this  Act. 

If  you  are  to  stand  on  the  rock  of  the 
constitution,  if  my  right  hon.  friend  and 
his  colleagues  are  prepared  to  stand  or  fall 
by  the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  how 
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is  it  that  they  desire  to  vary  in  one  jot, 
tittle,  or  lota  the  provisions  of  the  constitu- 
tion ?  My  right  hon.  friend  has  accused  the 
press  of  this  country  of  fomenting  discord, 
of  arousing  passion,  and  strife  and  preju- 
dice. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  want  to  tell  my 
right  hon.  friend,  and  I  want  to  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  is  venturesome  enough 
to  say,  'hear,  hear,'  that  what  has  agitated 
the  people  of  this  country  is  not  so  much 
what  has  been  said  by  the  press  as  the 
knowledge  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 
In  this  Bill,  has  in  express  terms  departed 
from  the  provisions  of  the  constitution.  The 
British  North  America  Act,  1867  to  1886,  is 
to  apply  to  these  two  provinces,  to  apply 
absolutely  and  in  their  whole  terms.  Are 
they  ?  Let  the  right  hon.  gentleman  an- 
swer in  the  terms  of  his  own  measure  : 
No,  they  are  only  to  apply  'except  in 
so  far  as  varied  by  this  Act*  And  yet 
with  that  provision  staring  him  in  the 
face,  not  only  In  section  2  but  in  section 
16  of  the  Bill,  he  ventures,  on  his  authority 
as  a  public  man  of  long  experience,  on  his 
responsibility  as  Prime  Minister  of  Canada, 
on  his  honour  as  leader  of  this  House,  to 
stand  here  and  tell  us  that  he  abides  by  the 
constitution,  that  he  stands  upon  the  rock 
upon  which  it  is  founded.  Why,  surely, 
the  matter  Is  not  arguable.  If  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  is  sincere,  let  him  strike 
out  these  words  '  in  so  far  as  varied  by  this 
Act,'  let  him  abolish  section  16,  and  then 
you  will  have  In  truth  and  in  their  entirety 
those  very  provisions  which  are  established 
upon  the  rock  of  the  constitution.  Let  us 
look  at  the  substituted  section.  It  Is  worse, 
it  seems  to  me — certainly  it  is  no  better  than 
the  original  section  : 

Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler— In  -Committee  of  the 
Whole— On  Bill  No.  69— Will  move  that  the  fol- 
lowing section  be  substituted  for  section  16  of 
the  said  Bill  : 

Section  93  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
1867,  shall  apply  to  the  said  province. 

So  far  very  good. 

Shall  apply  to  the  said  province. 

How  apply  ?  Absolutely,  In  its  entirety, 
unamended,  without  variation  ?  No,  Sir. 
Here  again  is  the  answer  of  my  right  hon. 
friend  in  the  very  words  which  he  put  upon 
the  order  paper  of  this  House  only  the  night 
before  last : 

Section  93  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
1867.  shall  apply  to  the  said  province,  with  the 
substitution  for  subsection  1  of  said  section  93, 
of  the  following  subsection  : 

We  are  amending  In  this  parliament  sec- 
tion 93  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
which  tie  right  hon.  gentleman  says  Is 
applicable  to  the  new  territories.  First,  he 
lays  It  down  In  as  distinct  a  way  as  ever  i 
heard  anything  laid  down  in  this  parliament. 
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that  the  people  of  these  Territories  became 
entitled  to  the  provisions  of  section  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  and  every 
subsection  contained  in  it  Then,  when  he 
comes  to  constitute  these  Territories  Into 
provinces,  he  takes  away  what  he  has  al- 
ready said  Is  the  birthright  of  the  people  of 
these  Territories.  Weil,  that  may  be  argu- 
ment and  that  may  be  logic,  but  I  am  bound 
to  confess  that  it  Is  argument  and  logic 
absolutely  beyond  my  comprehension.  What 
is  the  subsection  which  we  are  going  to  in- 
terpolate into  the  British  North  America 
Act  passed  by  the  Imperial  parliament  In  | 
respect  to  these  provinces  ?  What  is  it  that 
we  are  going  to  substitute  for  the  constitu- 
tional birthright  of  these  people  ? 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
separate  schools  which  any  class  of  persons 
have  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
under  the  terras  of  chapters  29  and  80  of  the 
Ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  passed 
In  the  year  1901. 

We  are  amending  the  British  North 
America  Act  of  1867  by  Inserting  in  it  cer- 
tain ordinances  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  in  1901  under 
a  delegated  authority  from  this  parliament. 
That  Is  the  position  in  which  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  places  this  matter  before  the 
House.  Further,  In  the  second  subsection, 
it  Is  declared  that : 

In  the  appropriation  by  the  legislature  or  dis- 
tribution by  the  government  of  the  province  of 
any  moneys  for  the  support  of  schools  organized 
and  carried  on  In  accordance  with  said  chapter 
20  or  any  Act  passed  In  amendment  thereof,  or 
In  substitution  therefor,  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
crimination against  schools  of  any  class  de- 
scribed In  the  said  chapter  29. 

And  In  the  third  : 

Where  the  expression  '  by  law '  is  employ- 
ed In  subsoctlon  3  of  the  said  section  93,  It 
shall  bo  held  to  mean  the  law  as  set  out  In  said 
chapters  2!)  and  30,  and  where  the  expression 
'  at  the  union  '  Is  employed,  in  said  subsection 
3.  it  shall  be  held  to  mean  the  date  at  which 
this  Act  comes  Into  force. 

And  that,  If  you  please,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  a 
strict  adherence  to  the  constitution,  which 
is  the  birthright  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories.  I  say,  in  all  sincerity,  and 
without  the  slightest  desire  to  be  offensive: 
Could  absurdity  go  farther  ?  You  have  ap- 
plied the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  in  section  2,  and  now,  In  sec- 
tion 10  of  this  Bill,  you  propose  to  abolish 
subsectiou  1  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  and  to  amend  the  third 
subsectiou  by  putting  upon  the  terms  of 
that  section  an  interpretation  which,  I  think, 
It  could  not  otherwise  bear.  If  the  expres- 
sion '  at  the  union '  really  means  the  date 
when  the  new  provinces  are  tstablished, 
It  requires  no  amendment  for  the  Prime 
Minister's  purpose.  If  It  does  not  bear  that 
meaning  why  and  by  what  authority  shall 
we  amend  it  ?  If  my  hon.  friends  on  the 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


other  side  of  the  House  differ  from  me  there 
is  one  test  to  which  we  can  both  put  our 
opinions.  Strike  out  these  words  of  Inter- 
pretation, because,  according  to  then*  view, 
they  are  absolutely  necessary.  Then  we 
will  stand  by  the  constitution  exactly  as  it 
was  passed  In  1867,  and  exactly  as  it  should 
govern  the  people  of  Canada,  including  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  to-day. 

I  was  under  the  impression  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  agitation  and  dissatisfaction 
said  to  prevail  in  certain  quarters  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  was  occasioned  by 
the  provision  contained  In  subsection  3  of 
section  16  of  the  Bill  as  originally  drafted. 
That  subsection  reads  as  follows  : 

In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by  the 
legislature  In  aid  of  education,  and  In  the  dis- 
tribution of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act.  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  between 
the  public  schools  and  the  separate  schools, 
and  such  moneys  shall  be  applied  to  the  sup- 
port of  public  and  separate  schools  In  equitable 
shares  or  proportion. 

It  was  murmured — I  know  not  with  what 
truth — that  one  of  the  special  reasons  ad- 
vanced by  my  hon.  friend  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  for  his  disagree- 
ment with  his  colleagues  was  the  circum- 
stance that  this  amendment  bad  been  made, 
and  that  thereby  the  moneys  set  apart  for 
a  certain  purpose  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act  were  supposed  to 
be  diverted  from  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  originally  intended.  Has  that  been 
changed  ?  Let  us  read  the  provision  which 
is  now  proposed  to  be  substituted  for  it, 
and  I  will  venture  to  say  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  less  difference  between  the  amend- 
ed section  and  the  original  section  proposed 
by  the  government  than  there  Is  between 
either  one  or  other  of  these  sections  and 
section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  The  amendment  does  not  differ  so 
much  from  the  section  as  originally  draft- 
ed as  either  one  or  the  other  of  those  sec- 
tions departs  from  the  terms  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  Here  Is  the  amended 
section  in  regard  to  public  moneys  : 

In  the  appropriation  by  the  legislature  or  dis- 
tribution by  the  government  of  the  province  of 
any  moneys  for  the  support  of  schools  organized 
and  carried  on  in  accordance  with  said  chapter 
29  or  any  Act  passed  in  amendment  thereof,  or 
in  substitution  therefor,  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
crimination against  schools  of  any  class  de- 
scribed in  the  said  chapter  29. 

Almost  ipslsslmls  verbis  and  certainly 
not  iu  the  slightest  degree  different  in  sub- 
stance. 

What,  after  all,  Is  the  position  in  which 
we  find  ourselves  to-day  under  the  proposal 
of  the  government  ?  Parliament  under- 
takes to  Interpret  some  provisions  and  to 
amend  others  of  a  constitution  which  it  has 
not  power  to  alter.  If  the  constitution 
Is    to    be    followed,    and    If  parliament 
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Is  to  keep  within  its  terms,  the  proper  course 
is  simply  to  provide  that  the  general  pro- 
visions of  the  British  North  America  Act 
shall  apply,  in  so  far  as  they  are  applicable 
to  the  new  provinces.  It  is  the  only  course 
to  pursue,  and  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  what 
I  now  repeat  that  if  the  government 
of  this  country,  instead  of  embarking 
on  their  present  course  had  simply  con- 
fined themselves  to  a  proposal  of  that 
kind,  protecting  the  rights  of  all  parties 
under*  the  constitution,  as  it  was  originally 
framed,  there  would  have  been  no  arousing 
of  passion,  or  prejudice,  or  strife,  and  this 
difficult  and  delicate  question  could,  I  think, 
have  been  settled  without  any  such  discord 
as  that  which  we  have  unfortunately  known 
in  this  country  during  the  past  few  weeks. 
If  the  constitution  Imposes  on  the  new  pro- 
vinces the  restrictions  which  have  been 
spoken  of,  why  is  it  necessary  to  distort,  to 
amend,  to  alter  its  language  or  to  inter- 
pret the  Acts  referred  to  1  Sir,  it  is  not  wise 
to  follow  a  course  which  arouses  passion, 
discord  and  discontent.  Let  the  rights  of 
all  be  governed  according  to  the  constitu- 
tion, and  no  injustice  will  be  done ;  and, 
more  than  that,  no  Injustice  will  be  felt 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues 
have  been  advocates  of  provincial  rights, 
champions  of  conciliation,  in  the  past,  and 
after  all  conciliation  is  better  than  coercion. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  laid  that  principle 
down  many  times,  and  I  am  sorry  he  has 
been  so  forgetful  of  it  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Let  us  listen  to  what  he  said  in  1890  : 

What  I  understand  by  provincial  rights— and 
I  suppose  what  my  hon.  friend  must  understand 
— is  that  the  people  of  the  Territories  should 
decide  for  themselves  whether  or  not  they  are 
to  have  the  privilege  or  the  onus  of  having 
two  official  languages. 

And  if  he  was  willing  then  that  the 
people  of  the  Territories  should  have 
the  right  to  determine  what  should  be 
their  language,  whether  they  should 
have  one  official  language  or  two,  why 
should  he  be  afraid  now_  to  entrust 
to  the  same  people  the  rights  of  any  man  In 
those  ^Territories  in  respect  to  education. 
Why  should  there  be  any  fear  ?  Is  not  the 
question  of  language  something  to  my 
friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec  ?  I  am 
led  to  believe  and  I  do  believe  that  next  to 
the  faith  to  which  they  are  attached  and  of 
which  they  are  proud,  they  take  a  legitimate 
pride  in  their  own  language.  And  why 
should  they  not  ?  I  am  English  speaking 
and  Protestant,  I  am  not  ashamed  of  the 
race  from  which  I  have  sprung  or  of  the 
faith  to  which  I  hold  and  it  is  for  that  very 
reason  that  I  honour  the  French  Canadians, 
because  they  are  firmly  attached  to  that 
faith  which  they  learned  at  their  mothers' 
knees,  because  they  revere  that  language 
which  they  learned  from  their  mothers'  lips 
and  because  they  are  proud  of  the  traditions 
of  that  splendid  race  to  which  they  belong — 
and  every  one  of  us  should  honour  them 
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for  that  reason.  Any  man  who  has  not  some 
feeling  of  pride  in  his  ancestry,  who  does 
not  honour  the  traditions  of  the  race  from 
which  be  sprang,  cannot  be  a  good  Can- 
adian and  it  is  well  for  the  future  of  this 
country,  it  is  well  for  the  future  of_our 
people  as  a  whole,  that  there  should  be  in 
the  two  great  races  which  dominate  this 
country,  a  feeling  on  either  side  of  attach- 
ment to  language  and  of  pride  of  race. 
My  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
was  willing  in  days  gone  by  to  entrust  that 
great  question  to  the  fair  play  and  justice 
of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  May  I  not 
ask  In  all  sincerity,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  It  is 
that  there  should  be  any  fear  now  ?  But  let 
me  continue  the  quotation  to  which  I  just 
now  referred. 

If  you  remove  that  law,  you  take  away  from 
them  the  privilege  which  they  now  have  of  us- 
ing two  languages.  I  do  not  believe  that  Is  in 
the  direction  of  provincial  rights  or  provincial 
autonomy.  The  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Justice  tends  to  uphold  pro- 
vincial rights  and  local  autonomy,  and  I  am 
happy  to  extent  my  congratulations  to  the 
Prime  Minister  and  to  his  government  that 
more  and  more  and  day  by  day  the  force  of  - 
circumstances  brings  them  over  to  this  prin- 
ciple. 

You  will  observe  that  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman In  view  of  his  attachment  to  pro- 
vincial institutions,  and  provincial  autonomy 
was  then  actually  congratulating  the  leader 
of  the  Conservative  government  of  the  day 
because  he  was  disposed  to  leave,  and  did 
leave  after  the  next  general  election  the 
question  of  language  entirely  to  the  justice 
and  fair  play  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  Yet  he  takes  an  entirely  oppo- 
site stand  to-day  and  insists  that  restrictions 
not  to  be  found  in  the  British  North  America 
Act  shall  be  imposed  on  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.   Then  he  went  on  : 

If  the  hon.  member  for  Slmcoe  instead  of 
placing  as  a  basis  of  his  Bill  that  there  should 
be  a  community  of  language,  and  that  this 
community  of  language  should  extend  every- 
where In  the  Dominion  where  French  is  spoken, 
bad  simply  left  it  to  the  will  and  desire  of  the 
people  of  the  Territories,  we  would  not  have 
one  half  or  one-tenth  part  of  the  trouble  we 
have  over  this  question. 

And  I  will  tell  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  that  (to  use  his  own  words), 
if  he  bad  simply  left  this  question  of  edu- 
cation to  the  will  and  desire  of  the  people 
of  the  Territories,  constituted  as  they  are 
about  to  be  into  provinces,  we  would  not 
have  one-tenth  or  one-hundredth  part  of  the 
trouble  that  we  are  having  in  Canada  to-day 
over  this  question. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  in  1896,  when 
he  stood  as  the  champion  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people,  as  the  vindicator  of  provincial 
rights  said  : 

Experience  has  taught  us  that  this  remedy 
of  Interference  with  local  legislation  has  never 
been  applied  and  probably  never  can  be  ap- 
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plied  without  friction,  disturbance  and  discon- 
tent ;  that  you  cannot  apply  that  remedy  with- 
out causing  as  much  dissatisfaction  as  satis- 
faction. It  must  be  evident  that  while  rou  re- 
dress the  grievance  of  the  minority  by  such 
act  of  interference  you  run  great  risk  of  creat- 
ing a  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  majority. 

I  commend  that  language  of  the  right  hou. 
gentleman  in  1896  to  his  attention  now  ami 
I  ask  him,  whether  or  not  he  is  pursuing  a 
wise  course  in  departing  from  that  prin- 
ciple ?  And  a  trusted  and  valued  colleague 
of  his  to  whom  I  have  already  referred  (Sir 
Louis  Davies)  speaking  on  a  similar  ques- 
tion at  a  little  earlier  date  said  this  : 

I  desire  to  follow  on  the  lines  of  the  Liberal 
party  laid  down  here  years  and  years  ago  ;  in 
all  local  matters  to  refer  the  question  to  the 
people  more  immediately  interested.  I  have 
never  found  that  solution  of  the  difficulty  to 
fall  ;  it  has  always  proved  equal  to  the  occa- 
sion. Provinces  have  been  driven  almost  to 
revolt  ;  there  has  been  discontent  In  Ontario 
and  in  Quebec  ;  but  when  you  apply  the  prin- 
ciple of  provincial  rights,  when  you  allow  the 
people  to  deal  with  their  own  local  affairs  as 
they  please,  the  question  is  settled  always  in 
the  way  the  people  desire  it  to  be  settled.  So 
it  should  be  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 
They  have  an  equal  right  to  speak  with  the 
people  of  the  older  provinces,  and  I  for  one 
will  not  be  a  party  to  taking  away  that  right 
which  If  my  own  province  were  interested  I 
would  expect  to  have  given  to  It. 

These  were  regarded  as  wise  utterances 
in  days  gone  by  and  do  they  not  meet  with 
the  approval  of  all  reasonable  and  fair  mind- 
ed people  and  Is  there  reason,  is  there  Justi- 
fication, is  there  cause  for  departing  to-day 
from  that  which  was  thought  wise  and  right 
before  ? 

Why  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  very  speech 
which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  delivered  on  the  first  reading  of 
this  Bill,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  uttered  his 
own  condemnation,  and  1  shall  leave  it  to 
the  Judgment  of  the  House  whether  I  shall 
not  make  good  that  observation.  He  was 
dealing  with  the  boundary  question  in  the 
early  part  of  bis  speech  and  laid  down  the 
principle  that  it  was  absolutely  essential  in 
Canada,  so  far  as  possible,  to  have  the  pro- 
vinces of  about  equal  size,  and  he  attached 
a  special  importance  to  that  principle,  in- 
deed, we  can  all  see  that  It  is  more  espe- 
cially important  to  carry  out  that  prin- 
ciple, in  the  Northwest  of  Canada,  ne  was 
giving  a  reason  why  the  boundaries  of  Mani- 
toba should  not  be  extended  westerly,  though 
Manitoba  with  73,000  square  miles  of  terri- 
tory adjoins  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan, 
each  having  an  area  of  about  250,000  square 
miles.  What  was  the  reason  that  he  gave  ? 
Let  me  read  his  own  words. 

'  But  is  there  a  member  of  this  House  who 
would  advise  us  that  we  should  carve  out  of  the 
Territories  which  for  thirty  years  have  been 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  their  own  legislature, 
which  are  to-day  represented  by  ten  members  in 
this  House,  any  portion  of  what  belongs  to 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


them  and  hand  It  over  to  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba, against  the  consent  of  the  people  of  those 
Territories  ?  If  they  agreed  to  it,  well  and 
good  ;  I  would  have  nothing  to  say.  But  the 
legislature  of  the  Territories  has  more  than 
once  declared  that  they  would  not  under  any 
circumstances  consent  to  any  portion  of  their 
territory  westward  of  the  province  of  Manitoba 
being  taken  from  them. 

Further  on  he  continues  in  the  same 
strain  : 

But  even  this  I  am  not  prepared  for  my  part 
to  grant  at  this  moment,  because  members 
representing  that  section  to-day  sit  on  the 
door  of  this  House,  and  they  and  their  people 
have  the  right  to  be  heard  on  that  question, 
and  if  they  do  not  agree  to  it  I  do  not  think 
the  parliament  of  Canada  should  make  the  grant 
against  their  wishes. 

.  if  the  right  hou.  gentleman  Is  not  pre- 
pared to  extend  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba 
because  the  people  of  the  Territories  are  un- 
willing that  any  portion  of  their  territory 
shall  be  attached  to  Manitoba,  how  is  it 
that  he  is  willing  to  Impose  these  restric- 
tions upon  them  in  face  of  the  strongest  pos- 
sible protest  by  tbeir  Prime  Minister,  and 
accredited  representative,  Mr.  Haultain  '! 
Is  there  one  principle  to  be  applied  to 
the  question,  whether  or  not  territory 
shall  be  added  to  Manitoba,  and  is 
another  principle  to  be  applied  to  a 
subject  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
himself  knows  from  long  experience  is  lia- 
ble to  arouse  feelings  of  discord  and  even 
of  passion  when  the  people  think  they  are 
suffering  any  injustice?  Why,  any  question 
as  to  the  boundaries  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories would  sink  Into  insignificance,  so- 
far  as  sentiment  goes,  in  comparison  with 
that  question  which  the  right  hon.  geutle- 
inan  has  seen  fit  to  fling  abruptly  Into  the 
poltlcal  arena  of  Canada.  There  cannot  be 
any  doubt  about  that.  What  does  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  say,  referring  to  the  mem- 
bers from  the  Northwest  Territories  who  sit 
on  bis  side  of  the  House.  He  says  : 

If  they  do  not  agree  to  It  I  do  not  think  tho 
parliament  of  Canada  should  make  the  grant 
against  their  wishes. 

What  does  that  mean  ?  If  it  means  any- 
thing it  means  this  :  That  the  seven  mem- 
bers from  the  Northwest  Territories  who 
sit  on  that  side  of  th«;  House,  hold  this  situ- 
ation within  the  palms  of  their  bands,  and 
that  If  they  maintain  a  firm  stand  they  can 
prevent  these  restrictions  from  being  Im- 
posed on  the  Northwest  Territories.  That 
is  what  It  means  if  it  means  anything;  and 
I  assume  that  when  the  Prime  Minister  from 
'lis  i)l:tcc  of  responsibility  on  the  floor  of  this 
parliament  gives  utterance  to  these  words 
as  a  solemn  reason  why  a  principle  which 
he  declares  good  should  not  be  carried  out, 
we  have  a  right  to  attach  some  Importance 
to  his  words.    May  I  read  them  again  ? 

If  the  members  from  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories do  not  agree  to  it,  I  do  not  think  the 
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parliament  of  Canada  should  make  the  grant 
against  their  wishes. 

Aud  If  the  members  from  tbe  Northwest 
Territories  do  not  agree  to  this  grant  out 
of  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces, the  Prime  Minister  will  tell  tiae  par- 
liament of  Canada  that  they  should  not 
make  that  grant  against  the  wishes  of 
these  members. 

There  Is  one  other  point  upon  which  I  shall 
dwell  for  a  moment  aud  which  is,  perhaps 
a  little  out  of  Its  place  here.  I  refer  to  the 
argument  which  my  right  hou.  friend  made 
not  only  to-day,  but  also  a  month  ago  with 
regard  to  the  tax  exemption  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  In  triumphant  tones  on 
both  occasions  he  likened  this  matter  to  an 
obligation  upon  parliament  to  observe  the 
terms  of  a  contract ;  he  has  said  :  in  esta- 
blishing these  Territories  you  cannot  rid 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  from  that  ex- 
emption which  was  imposed  by  a  statute 
passed  in  1880.  He  told  us  that  no  one 
would  suggest  any  such  thing,  and  that  no 
one  had  ever  attempted  to  suggest  it.  Well, 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  memory  Is  not 
very  good.  'I  myself  had  the  temerity  to 
suggest  that  very  thing  in  this  parliament. 
I  said  two  years  ago  that  I  thought 
the  government  should  seriously  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  removing  that 
exemption— and  parliament  can  do  It — but 
1  said  that  parliament  must  strictly  observe 
the  terms  of  its  obligation  and  that  in  such 
case  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
parliament  to  institute  an  inquiry  and  to 
make  good  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
everything  to  which  they  were  entitled  by 
reason  of  the  removal  of  the  exemption. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MUX-OCR.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  Postmaster 
General  says  'hear,  hear,'  and  when  he  and 
the  Prime  Minister  can  show  me  any  con- 
tract by  virtue  of  which  this  restriction 
must  be  placed  upou  the  people  of  the 
Northwest,  I  will  support  the  measure  they 
have  brought  down.  Why.  Sir,  the  only  con- 
tract which  exists  Is  in  the  terms  of  the 
constitution,  and  I  have  said  over  and  over 
again  to-day,  that  in  this  matter  I  myself, 
and  I  believe  every  hon.  gentleman  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  is  absolutely  prepared  to 
stand  or  fall  by  the  constitution.  But  be- 
fore I  depart  from  the  question  whether  or 
not  this  restriction  shall  be  Imposed  on  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  against 
their  will,  I  have  one  Inquiry  to  make  from 
my  right  hon.  friend.  The  Prime  Minister 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  said  that  he 
was  not  consulted  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  16  as  originally  drafted. 
He  has  stated  in  a  letter — and  I  have  not 
heard  It  contradicted — that  there  was  only 
a  casual  reference  made  to  the  education 
question — one  of  the  most  Important  ques- 
tions of  all.  surely — that  there  was  only  a 
casual  reference  to  it  on  the  Fridav  be- 


fore this  Bill  was  introduced,  and  that  at 
12  o'clock  on  the  very  day  on  which  the 
Prime  Minister  Introduced  the  Bill  a  type- 
written copy  of  this  provision  was  handed 
to  him  across  the  table.  Mr.  Haultaln  has 
further  stated^  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  not  then  present,  that  the  Post- 
master General  was  not  present,  that  the 
Minister  of  Justice  was  present  for  a  short 
time,  but  tbe  only  gentleman  who  remained 
present  during  the  whole  of  that  interview, 
the  only  gentleman  whom  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  the  Northwest  Territories  had  any 
opportunity  of  consulting,  (and  that  only 
three  hours  before  the  Introduction  of  the 
Bill)  was  the  Secretary  of  State.  What  was 
the  answer  of  the  right  bon.  gentleman 
to  that  assertion  ?  It  was  this,  that  Mr. 
Hauitaiu — a  gentleman,  as  he  always  is— 
had  seen  fit  to  express,  In  the  conclusion  of 
his  letter,  his  appreciation  of  courtesy 
which  had  always  been  extended  to  his 
colleagues  and  himself.  I  would  like  to 
nsk  the  right  hon.  gentleman  at  this  stage 
whether  or  not  tbe  provisions  of  that  amend- 
ed section  were  at  any  time  submitted  to 
Mr.  Haultain  before  they  were  submitted  to 
this  parliament  ?  Has  Mr.  Haultain  been 
consulted  with  regard  to  this  amended  sec- 
tion ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  He  has  not.  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  certainly  abandoned 
most  clearly  his  former  role  of  advocate  of 
the  liberties  of  the  people.  Once  he  was 
ready  to  consult  them.  Once  he  was  ready 
to  meet  their  will.  Ouce  he  was  ready  to 
bow  to  their  will  when  constitutionally 
expressed.  But  when  the  Prime  Minister 
of  these  Territories,  which,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  possess  now  almost 
complete  rights  of  self-government,  when 
the  Prime  Minister  of  these  Territories  and 
his  colleagues  come  to  Ottawa  to  consult 
with  this  government,  and  when  a  great 
question  is  raised,  when  passion  and  pre- 
judice are  being  appealed  to,  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  deliberately  refuses  to  take  tbe 
premier  of  the  Northwest  Territories  into 
his  confidence  or  seek  bis  advice  and  as- 
sistance with  regard  to  this  measure.  There 
were  sunny  ways  in  days  gone  by.  There 
seem  to  be  different  ways  now.  I  do  not 
know  for  what  reason  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Territories  was  ignored.  He  and 
his  colleagues  are  the  accredited  represent- 
atives of  the  Northwest  Territories.  They 
were  summoned  to  Ottawa,  and  are  here, 
for  the  very  purpose  of  being  consulted  and 
of  advising  with  regard  to  this  measure. 
But  although  the  situation  is  so  serious,  as 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  depicted  it, 
he  ventures,  in  the  face  of  public  opinion 
in  this  country,  to  briiift  down  this  measure 
in  its  amended  form  without  having  given 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Terrl- 
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tories  the  right  even  to  see  It  or  examine 
it  before  it  was  finally  decided  upon. 

Sir,  the  conclusion  of  the  -whole  mat- 
ter seems  plain.  The  very  basis  of 
confederation,  contemplating  the  event- 
ual inclusion  of  all  British  North 
America,  provided  for  separate  schools  in 
the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  only. 
This  provision  was  the  result  of  compact 
and  agreement  But  no  restrictions  on 
provincial  powers  were  contemplated  in  the 
Northwest.  None  are  mentioned  in  the 
Quebec  resolutions.  The  terms  of  the  con- 
stitution, if  applied  in  their  integrity  to  the 
new  provinces,  do  not,  in  my  bumble  opin- 
ion, restrict  the  powers  of  the  provincial 
legislature.  The  people  of  the  Northwest 
are,  I  believe,  opposed  to  any  such  restric- 
tions. We  have  passed  resolutions  in  this 
parliament  in  favour  of  home  rule  for  Ire- 
land. Shall  five  and  a  half  millions  of 
people  of  Canada  deprive  half  a  million  of 
people  in  the  Territories  of  that  home  rule 
which  is  theirs  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
stitution? Shall  we,  despite  the  terms  of 
our  national  charter.  Impose  upon  a  small 
minority  of  the  people  of  Canada  a  res- 
triction which  they  will  always  resent  and 
against  which  they  will  always  struggle  ? 
Are  the  people  of  tfce  Northwest  competent 
to  receive  the  rights  of  self  government  ? 
Why  then  should  they  not  receive  the  same 
rights  which  were  conferred  upon  the  people 
of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  which  are  now  enjoyed 
by  them  ?  In  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec  there  is,  it  is  true,  a  compact  which 
is  embodied  in  our  constitution  and  which 
has  always  been— and  must  always  be— 
observed  for  that  very  reason.  But  at 
the  same  time  let  us  not  forget  that 
if  I  am  correctly  Informed,  the  rights 
of  the  minority  in  Ontario  to-day  are 
greater  than  they  were  at  the  time  of 
confederation  in  respect  of  separate  schools. 
That  does  not  look  like  any  desire  or  in- 
tention to  coerce.  Is  there  any  oppression 
of  the  minority  in  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
wick or  Prince  Edward  Island  ?  I  can 
speak  best  for  my  own  province,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  such  question  very 
much  agitates  its  people.  There  Is 
a  modus  vivendi,  an  understanding,  an 
arrangement  arrived  at.  Let  no  man 
suppose  that  I  do  not  respect  the  at- 
titude of  Catholics  with  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter. No  one  can  for  a  moment  fail  to  rea- 
lize the  position,  so  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned. They  say  :  It  is  a  matter  of  our 
faith  that  our  children  should  be  under 
Instructors  of  their  own  faith,  that  they 
should  receive  religious  instruction  at  school; 
and  so  strongly  do  we  adhere  to  that  prin- 
ciple that  we  would  rather  pay  the  state  tax 
and  also  support  our  own  schools  than  sub- 
mit to  any  other  system.  I  find  no  fault  with 
that  view.  I  only  desire  that  such  matters 
should  be  left  to  the  people  of  the  respec- 
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tive  provinces  and  not  be  placed  In  the  wide 
area  of  Dominion  politics.  Is  there  any 
reason  to  mistrust  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories?  Are  they  disposed  to  be 
less  generous  than  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward 
Island?  What  does  my  right  hon.  friend 
himself  say  on  that  question?  I  have,  al- 
ready pointed  out  what  he  has  said  with 
regard  to  the  use  of  the  French  language 
as  an  official  language  of  the  Northwest 
of  Canada.  He  was  ready  to  trust  that  to 
the  good  sense  of  the  people  to  their  instinct 
of  justice  and  fair  play,  and  I  venture  to 
think  to-day  that  if  this  question  had  not 
been  hurled  into  the  political  arena  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  there  would  never 
have  been  the  slightest  hesitation  in  the 
Northwest  of  Canada  about  continuing 
those  privileges  to  the  Catholics  which  they 
now  enjoy.  One  of  my  hon.  friends  on  the 
other  side  smiles  at  the  Idea.  Well,  be  is 
at  liberty  to  enjoy  his  own  opinion  ;  but  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  suspect  the  honesty,  good  faith 
and  fair  play  of  these  people.  I  have  never 
heard  very  much  complaint  in  my  own  pro- 
vince, and  while  I  respect  the  people  of  that 
province  as  highly  as  those  of  any  other 
in  Canada — although  they  did  not  treat  me 
very  well  at  the  last  election— I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  admit  that  there  would  be  in  the 
Northwest  less  generosity,  less  fair  play, 
less  sense  of  what  is  right  and  due  to  the 
minority  than  there  is  in  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia.  What  did  my  right  hon.  friend 
himself  say  on  this  question  ?  May  I  not 
appeal  from  the  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  of  to- 
day to  the  plain  Wilfrid  Laurier  of  years 
apo  ?    He  said  in  1890  :— 

I  have  no  reason  to  suppose,  and  I  do  not  for 
one  moment  suppose,  that  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  would  act  unjustly  or 
unfairly  towards  the  French  minority. 

Well,  my  hon.  friend  may  smile  at  my 
words,  but  he  will  surely  admit  that  his 
leader  is  as  well  qualified  to  express  an  op- 
inion on  that  subject  as  he  is  himself.  And 
further  on  the  Prime  Minister  says : 

The  smallest  measure  of  conciliation  is  far 
preferable  to  any  measure  of  coercion. 

And  did  he  not  in  his  speech  the  other  day 
appeal  to  that  Canadian  spirit  of  tolerance 
and  charity  of  which  confederation  is  the 
essence  ?  And  he  went  on  to  say,  on  an- 
other occasion,  referring  to  the  treatment  of 
the  minority  in  his  own  fair  province  of 
Quebec  by  those  who  are  his  fellow  country- 
men : 

I  am  glad  to  say,  and  perhaps  it  would  be 
permitted  It  In  this  matter,  being  myself  a  son 
of  the  province  of  Quebec,  I  indulged  in  wbat 
may  not  be  an  altogether  unpardonable  pride 
when  I  say  that  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Pro- 
testant minority  ever  bad  any  cause  of  com- 
plaint of  the  treatment  they  bad  received  at  the 
bands  of  the  majority. 
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Sir,  we  are  always  ready  and  willing  to 
acknowledge  the  sense  of  justice,  the  sense 
of  what  is  right,  which  exists  in  the  bosoms 
of  the  French-speaking  citizens  of  Canada. 
But  may  I  not,  on  behalf  of  my  fellow 
countrymen  in  the  Northwest  of  Canada, 
claim  that  they  are  animated  by  as  just  a 
spirit  of  what  is  right  and  fair  ?  If  the 
record  is  good  in  one  case,  it  seems  to  me 
that  some  consideration  at  least  should  be 
given  it  in  the  other.  I  can  appeal  to  the 
Fostmaster  General  (Sir  William  Mulock), 
because  I  bare  In  my  hand  an  expression 
ot  similar  sentiments  uttered  by  him. 

I  sball  cast  my  vote  to  have  this  matter 
Settled  by  the  people's  representatives  in  the 
Northwest  who  are  best  able  to  settle  it,  or 
by  such  other  tribunal  as  may  be  suggested 
after  they  sball  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of 
inquiring  into  all  the  conditions  of  the  country, 
believing,  as  I  do,  tbat  neitber  the  Northwest 
Council  nor  any  otber  tribunal  to  which  it 
might  be  relegated  by  this  House  will  betray 
tbe  trust  reposed  in  it,  but  will  act  justly  to- 
wards all  the  people  without  fear,  favour  or 
affection. 

May  I  not  ask  my  lion,  friend  the  Post- 
master General  to  believe  that  if  this  trouble- 
some question  is  kept  out  of  the  arena  of 
Dominion  politics  and  is  relegated  by  this 
House  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, the  people  of  those  Territories, 
through  their  representatives  in  parliament 
will  not  betray  the  trust  reposed  in  them, 
'  but  will  act  justly  towards  all  the  people, 
without  fear,  favour  or  affection.* 

Mr.  Speaker,  education  was  assigned  to 
the  provinces.  Let  any  necessary  agitation 
in  respect  to  education,  in  respect  to  the 
rights  and  powers  of  legislatures  with  re- 
gard to  education,  be  confined  to  provincial 
limits.  Tbat  is  the  true  solution  of  the 
question.  Let  the  Dominion  interfere 
and  the  agitation  will  be  widespread.  My 
proposition  is  to  let  the  people  settle  the 
question  for  themselves,  and  the  agitation 
if  any — and  I  do  not  believe  there  will  be 
any  considerable  agitation— will  be  confined 
within  narrow  limits,  and,  in  the  end,  will 
be  settled  by  some  reasonable  compromise, 
because,  after  all,  we  can  always  safely 
trust  to  the  good  sense  of  the  people  in 
this  regard.  As  I  said  before,  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  if  this  question  had  been  left  to 
the  people  of  the  new  provinces,  they  would 
have  dealt,  and  they  will  deal,  fairly  with 
the  minority.  But  we  must  not  oppress  or 
coerce  any  part  of  the  people  to  provide 
safeguards  that  have  not  a  warrant  in  the 
constitution.  The  constitution  of  Canada 
does  not  always  protect  minorities  by  any 
definite  safeguards.  There  are  nearly  50,- 
000  Nova  Scotian  electors  who,  at  the  last 
general  election,  voted  for  Conservative  or 
independent  candidates,  and  about  55,000 
or  56.000  who  voted  for  candidates  support- 
ing the  government.  There  are  to-day  in  par- 
liament 18  men  representing  the  55,000  or 
5t!,000  electors,  and  the  50,000  men  who  voted 


for  other  candidates  have  not  one  single 
representative  in  parliament.  What  about 
the  rights  of  that  minority  ?  Have  these 
rights  been  safeguarded  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Have  they  been 
.safeguarded  in  the  sense  which  hon.  gentle- 
ment  intend  by  this  Bill  ?  It  is  true  that 
in  one  sense  the  eighteen  men  who  have  been 
elected  represent  the  whole  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  ;  but  in  another  sense  these  50,000 
electors  to  whom  I  refer  have  no  repre- 
sentative in  this  parliament. 

One  further  word  I  would  like  to  say  and 
it  is  this  :  That  restrictions  of  this  char- 
acter imposed  upon  the  majority  for  the 
benefit  of  the  minority  do  not  always  work 
out  in  the  way  intended.  For  example 
subsection  3  of  section  93 'of  the  British 
North  America  Act  provides  : 

Where  in  any  province  a  system  of  separate 
or  dissentient  schools  exists  by  law  at  the 
union,  or  is  thereafter  established  by  tbe  legis- 
lature of  the  province  an  appeal  shall  lie  to 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  from  any  Act 
or  decision  of  any  provincial  authority  affect- 
ing any  right  or  privilege  of  the  Protestant 
or  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the  Queen's  sub- 
ject in  relation  to  education. 

If  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia,  or  Now 
Brunswick,  or  Prince  Edward  Island,  to- 
morrow were  to  establish  separate  schools 
by  law,  they  would  at  once  bring  them- 
selves within  the  purview  of  Dominion  inter- 
ference. Because,  it  is  not  only  from  any 
act  or  decision  prejudicially  affecting  these 
rights  established  before  confederation  that 
the  appeal  would  lie,  but  from  any  act  or 
decision  of  a  provincial  authority  in  any 
wise  affecting  such  rights  or  privileges 
that  the  appeal  will  lie.  And  the  very  fact 
that  there  is  a  restriction  of  that  kind  may 
possibly  act  as  a  deterrent  in  these  three 
provinces  to  which  I  have  called  attention. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  apologize  for  having 
so  long  detained  the  House ;  I  had  hoped 
to  conclude  in  a  very  much  shorter  time. 
I  trust  tbat  I  shall  not  be  misunderstood 
by  any  of  my  fellow-countrymen  with  regard 
to  the  position  I  have  taken  in  this  matter. 
I  base  my  case  and  my  contention  upon 
the  terms  of  the  constitution.  I  do  not 
argue'  against  separate  schools  ;  I  do  not 
argue  for  separate  schools.  It  Is  not  for 
me  to  determine  that  question  for  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest ;  it  Is  for  the  people 
of  the  Northwest,  nnder  the  terms  of  the 
constitution,  to  determine  that  matter  for 
themselves.  I  shall  always  endeavour  to 
respect  the  opinions  of  my  fellow-country- 
men, of  whatever  race  and  of  whatever 
creed.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is  wise  to 
attempt  to  step  outside  of  tbe  limits  of  the 
constitution  to  provide  remedies  which 
have  no  warrant  within  tbe  terms  of  our 
national  charter.  The  battle  cry  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  in  1896  was  '  Hands  off 
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Manitoba.'  'There  will  be  no  coercion  Act 
under  Laurier.'  The  slogan  of  that  day 
raised  against  the  exercise  of  coercion  under 
a  perfectly  constitutional  power,  should  ring 
to-day  in  thunder  tones  in  the  ears  of  those 
from  whose  lips  it  then  resounded.  Let 
there  be  no  domination  of  provincial  liber- 
ties by  the  federal  power,  let  no  violent 
hands  be  laid  upon  the  charter  in  which 
those  liberties  are  enshrined. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  remains  for  me  to  state 
to  the  House  what  action  I  shall  take  at 
the  present  time,  holding  the  views  and  con- 
victions which  I  have  expressed.  Upon  the 
second  reading  of  any  public  Bill  the 
question  of  principle  is  discussed.  So  far  as 
this  Bill  grants  provincial  autonomy,  I  am 
heartily  in  suport  of  it ;  in  so  far  as  this 
Bill  withholds  from  the  new  provinces  any 
rights  to  which  I  think  they  are  justly 
entitled  under  the  terms  of  the  constitution, 
I  am  not  in  favour  of  it.  I  shall,  therefore, 
adapt  a  course  which  has  in  the  past  been 
adopted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  a  course  for  which  there 
is  ample  precedent,  both  in  the  parliament 
of  Great  Britain  and  in  the  parliament  of 
this  country  ;  I  shall  adopt  the  course  of 
moving  that : 

All  the  words  after  the  word  '  that '  to  the 
end  of  the  question  be  left  out  and  the  follow- 
ing substituted  therefor  : — 

Upon  the  establishment  of  a  province  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  of  Canada  as  pro- 
posed by  BUI  (No.  69),  the  legislature  of  such 
province,  subject  to  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Acts 
1867  to  1886,  Is  entitled  to  and  should  enjoy  full 
powers  of  provincial  self  government  includ- 
ing power  to  exclusively  make  laws  in  rela- 
tion to  education. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  is  not  to 
defeat  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  right  hon.  friend 
says  'hear,  hear.'  I  do  not  want  the  Bill 
defeated  ;  I  want  the  Bill  amended  so  that 
it  shall  give  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  the  full  measure  of  self-govern- 
ment to  which  they  are  entitled  under  the 
terms  of  the  constitution.  It  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  have  made  my  motion  in 
amendment,  in  order  that  I  may  embody 
therein  the  principle  which  I  think  should 
be  applied  to  this  Bill.  If  carried,  it  will 
not  defeat  the  Bill  ;  if  carried,  the  result 
will  simply  be  that  the  Bill  is  placed  on  the 
order  paper  on  a  subsequent  day,  and  It  will 
go  to  committee  with  the  opinion  of  this 
House  in  favour  of  the  principle  which  I 
have  advocated.  That  is  the  position  which 
1  think  I  ought  to  assume  under  the  circum- 
stances ;  at  all  events,  that  is  the  position 
which  I  do  assume,  and  by  which  I  am 
prepared  to  stand. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance). Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  procedure  under  which  my  hon. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  has  pro- 
posed this  amendment  and,  so  far  as  I  do 
understand  it  I  do  not  agree  with  him  as 
to  the  effect  which  It  may  have  upon  the 
measure  that  is  now  before  the  House.  The 
motion  now  before  the  House  is  that  this 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   '  Be  now  read.' 

Mb.  FiIBLDING.  That  is  the  motion 
which  has  been  placed  in  your  hands.  The 
motion  is  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time.  My  hon.  friend  moves  to  strike  out 
all  the  words  after  'that,'  and  express  a 
pious  opinion  on  one  portion  of  the  Bill. 
It  seems  to  me  that  after  you  have  struck 
out  all  the  words  of  the  motion  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  there  is  no  Bill 
left.  It  is  certainly  not  the  usual  method 
whereby  anybody  moves  an  amendment. 
If  an  hon.  member  regards  the  main  pur- 
pose of  a  Bill — whatever  he  may  be  pleased 
to  consider  its  main  purpose — with  favour 
and  disapproves  of  some  minor  part  of  It, 
his  obvious  duty  is  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  that  Bill,  and  when  in  committee 
we  reach  the  clause  to  which  he  objects, 
then  is  the  proper  moment  to  move  that  that 
clause  be  struck  out  aud  something  else  be 
substituted.  I  think  the  method  of  my  hon. 
friend  is  a  mistaken  one  ;  however,  I  do 
not  attach  much  Importance  to  that,  and 
I  prefer  to  proceed  with  the  discussion. 

I  need  hardly  say,  Sir,  that  I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  following  my  hon.  friend 
in  the  very  lengthy  argument  he  has  ad- 
dressed to  this  House  on  what  he  is  pleased 
to  regard  as  the  constitutional  questions  in- 
volved In  the  consideration  of  this  measure. 
If  I  felt,  as  he  appears  to  feel,  that  the  con- 
stitutional questions  involved  are  the  over- 
shadowing questions,  I  need  hardly  say  that 
I  would  not  presume  to  address  the  House 
at  this  moment,  but  I  would  leave  the  ques- 
tion to  be  dealt  with  by  hon.  members  of 
the  legal  profession,  who  are  supposed  to 
understand  such  matters  better  than  those 
of  us  who  are  laymen.  But  it  is  because  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  that  the 
constitutional  question  is  the  overshadow- 
ing question  that  I  venture  to  discuss  the 
matter  at  the  present  stage.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  people  of  Canada  will  consent 
that  any  one  of  us  shall  shelter  himself  be- 
hind the  fence  of  an  alleged  constitutional 
question.  This  school  question  Is  a  vexed 
question,  a  troublesome  question.  We  can 
all  say  with  the  fullest  sincerity  that  it  Is 
n  misfortune  that  we  have  to  deal  with  it. 
But  once  we  have  it  here,  my  belief  is  that 
our  constituents,  the  people  of  Canada,  will 
expect  us  not  to  evade  it  but  to  meet  It 
fairly,  boldly,  to  discuss  It  openly,  discuss 
It  in  a  generous  spirit,  and  endeavour  to 
And  some  solution  of  the  difficult  problem. 
I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  that  we 
are  not  called  upon  to  discuss  the  question 
of  separate  schools  or  common  schools.  I 
believe  that  the  people  of  the  Dominion  to- 
day are  not  omtpyliig  their  minds  with  an 
elaborate  analysis  of  constitutional  questions 
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which  nine  out  of  ten  of  them  will  never 
road,  and  which  the  whole  ten  will  fail  to 
understand.  I  believe  that  the  people  of 
Canada,  since  this  unpleasant  question  is 
brought  before  us,  will  expect  us  to  meet 
it  plainly  and  openly,  and  discuss  it  with  the 
hope  of  finding  a  happy  solution.  So  I  put 
aside  the  constitutional  question,  not  for  a 
moment  undervaluing  it  

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  did  not  put  it  aside. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  Prime  Minister  did 
not  discuss  it  in  the  sense  that  was  attri- 
buted to  him  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
iiito  that  constitutional  question,  not  be- 
cause ,1  say  it  should  not  receive  any  con- 
sideration, but  because  I  say  it  is  not  the 
great  question  involved,  and  I  prefer  to  go 
on  and  deal  with  the  practical  questions 
which  are  before  us.  If  it'  Is  a  constitu- 
tional question  above  all  others,  then,  per- 
haps the  best  thing  we  can  do  will  be  to 
request  the  legal  members  of  this  House 
to  adjourn  to  the  Railway  Committee  room 
and  thresh  it  out,  while  we  who  have  not 
the  good  fortune  to  belong  to  that  learned 
profession  will  stay  down  here  and  discuss 
the  practical  questions  involved,  or  proceed 
with  the  ordinary  business  of  the  House. 
But,  if  it  is  the  case  that  there  are  ques- 
tions other  than  the  constitutional  question 
and  greater  than  the  constitutional  question 
involved,  these  are  the  matters  that  I  may 
venture  to  proceed  to  discuss  before 
this  House.  Now,  the  first  question  to  be 
considered,  only  for  a  moment,  because, 
happily,  there  is  no  division  of  opinion  upon 
it.  is  whether  or  not  the  time  has  come 
when  we  shall  give  a  provincial  con- 
stitution to  these  new  Territories  In 
the  west.  Happily,  I  say,  there*  is  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  that.  It  is  now  thirty- 
five  years  since  these  lands  were  acquired 
and  brought  under  the  control  of  the  Can- 
adian authorities.  From  the  beginning, 
governments  and  legislatures  have  gone  on 
preparing  the  people  for  the  work  of  self- 
government.  At  an  early  stage  the  province 
of  Manitoba  was  carved  out  and  set  up  in 
housekeeping.  At  a  later  stage  the  North- 
west Territories  were  given  another  form 
of  organization.  That  form  was  developed 
from  time  to  time  and  at  this  moment  they 
have  in  the  Northwest  Territories  a  very 
considerable  measure  of  self-government, 
but  inasmuch  as  it  falls  short  of  the  ordin- 
ary powers,  privileges  and  authority  of  a 
province,  we  all  agree  that  the  time  has  come 
when  we  shall  give  a  provincial  constitution 
to  the  people  who  inhabit  those  lands. 

Then,  we  come  to  the  question  whether 
these  Territories  shall  come  under  the  oper- 
ation of  one  government,  as  at  present,  or 
whether  they  shall  be  divided  into  two  or 


more  provinces.  There  is  not  much  dis- 
pute on  that  point,  happily.  I  think  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  had 
previously  entertained  the  view  that  one 
province  was  sufficient. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  never  expressed 
any  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  some  opinions 
have  come  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
on  that  point.  However,  I  am  not  saying 
that  for  the  purpose  of  arguing  it  but  I  am 
only  mentioning  it  incidentally.  When  we 
consider  the  question  of  the  population  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  to-day  we  can 
readily  agree  that  the  population  of  the 
Territories  Is  not  too  much  for  one  pro- 
vince. The  population  In  the  Territories 
to-day  is  about  the  same  as  the  population 
of  one  of  our  smaller  provinces,  or  of  the 
greatest  of  the  maritime  provinces.  But, 
we  are  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  po- 
pulation of  the  Territories  will  increase 
very  rapidly,  and  Inasmuch  as  there  Is  a 
vast  area  of  land  to  be  occupied  it  baa 
been  deemed  wise  to  divide  the  Territories 
into  two  portions  and  establish  a  separate 
government  for  each.  There  may  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  on  that  point,  but  it  is 
not  a  very  serious  difference  and  we  may 
say  that  we  are  happily  agreed  that  there 
shall  be  two  provinces. 

The  next  question  to  which  we  come  Is 
the  question  as  to  what  shall  be  done  with 
the  Dominion  lands.  My  hon.  friend,  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  In  the  small  portion  of 
his  speech  in  which  he  did  not  deal 
with  the  constitutional  question,  devoted 
himself  to  the  question  of  Dominion 
lands.  We  have  provided  in  this  Bill 
that  the  Dominion  lands  shall  be  re- 
tained by  the  Dominion.  My  hon.  friend 
takes  very  strong  ground  In  favour  of  these 
lands  being  given  over  to  the  provinces.  He 
argues  that  inasmuch  as  by  the  British 
North  America  Act  the  lands  were  left  to 
the  possession  of  the  original  provinces  we 
should  apply  the  same  principle  and  leave 
these  lands  to  the  new  provinces  of  Alberta 
and  Saskatchewan.  That  argument  is  by 
no  means  conclusive.  We  know  that  there 
are  strong  reasons  why  these  lands  should 
be  retained  within  the  control  of  the  Do- 
minion. We  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  during  the  development  of  the  North- 
west Territories  it  Is  a  wise  provision  that 
the  Dominion  and  #ot  the  provinces  should 
retain  the  management  and  control  of  the 
public  lands.  My  hon.  friend  can  see  no 
reason  why  a  distinction  should  be  made 
between  our  dealing  with  the  land  question 
in  the  case  of  the  Northwest  Territories  and 
dealing  with  the  land  question  in  the  case 
of  the  older  provinces.  Let  me  sny  to  my 
hon.  friend  that  we  think  there  are  strong 
reasons.  The  question  of  Immigration  is 
one  which  is  properly  assigned  to  the  Do- 
minion sovernment.    The  question  of  imml- 
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gration  and  the  question  of  the  settlement 
of  the  public  lands  are  closely  associated. 
In  most  of  the  older  provinces  the  amount 
of  available  land  is  not  very  great ;  at  all 
events  the  land  which  Is  likely  to  attract 
settlers  immediately  is  not  very  great— not 
so  great  as  it  is  in  the  far  west.  Then,  if 
we  expect  population  to  flow  rapidly  into 
tie  west,  if  we  are  to  control  the  immigra- 
tion policy,  if  we  are  to  be  able  to 
carry  out  that  vigorous  policy  which  during 
the  past  few  years  has  been  converting  that 
land  into  busy  hives  of  industry  in  many 
sections,  if,  I  say,  we.  are  to  be  able  to 
carry  on  that  vigorous  policy  which  has 
built  up  the  Northwest  Territories  in  the 
last  eight  years,  it  is  necessary  that  there 
shall  be  a  retention  of  those  lands  in  itoe 
hands  of  the  Dominion  government  But, 
if  we  make  a  mistake  at  this  point  we,  at 
all  events,  have  the  comfort  of  knowing 
that  we  err  in  good  company,  in  company 
which  my  hon.  friends  opposite  will  be 
bound  to  consider  very  good  company.  My 
hon.  friend  did  not  note  the  fact  that  when 
{he  province  of  Manitoba  was  created,  just 
as  we  are  to-day  creating  these  two  pro- 
vinces of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan,  the 
land  question  was  considered  and  that  for 
the  very  reasons  which  I  have  ventured  to 
advance  to-night  the  government  of  Sir 
John  Macdonald  decided  that  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  give  the  province  of  Manitoba 
control  of  its  own  lands.  If  for  good  and 
sufficient  reasons,  the  same  reasons  as  those 
which  have  been  advanced  by  this  govern- 
ment, it  was  deemed  well  that  in  the  case 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba,  the  lands 
should  remain  under  the  control  of  the  Do- 
minion, why  is  it  not  an  equally  sound  argu- 
ment to-day  to  say  that  the  lands  in  the 
case  of  these  new  provinces  of  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan  shall  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Dominion?  But,  that  did  not  settle 
the  question.  After  the  lapse  of  some 
years  the  province  of  Manitoba  revived  the 
question.  The  province  of  Manitoba  ad- 
vanced the  very  reasons  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  advanced  In  favour  of  having 
control  of  these  lands.  They  were  not  con- 
tent to  rest  under  the  constitution  which 
had  been  given  to  them.  They  came  to 
Ottawa  and  they  asked  the  government, 
on  more  than  one  occasion  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  to  change  that  provision  of 
the  constitution  and  to  give  the  province  of 
Manitoba  control  of  th*  lands.  I  have  in 
my  hand  the  decision  of  the  government  of 
Sir  John  Macdonald  in  the  usual  form  of  a 
certified  copy  of  a  report  of  a  committee 
of  the  honourable  the  Privy  Council  ap- 
proved by  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  in  Council  on  the  22nd  May,  1884. 
The  memorandum  says  : 

The  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  have 
named  a  sub-committee  to  confer  with  Hon. 
Meassr.  Murray,  Norquay  and  Miller,  duly  ac- 
credited delegates  from  the  legislature  of  Man- 
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itoba,  upon  the  subjects  embraced  in  the  memo- 
randum of  instructions  given  by  the  said  legis- 
lature of  Manitoba  to  the  delegates,  as  veil 
as  many  other  matters  affecting  the  pro- 
vince. 

The  report  deals  with  a  number  of  mat- 
ters. It  is  quite  lengthy  and  I  shall  only 
be  justified  in  detaining  the  House  with  the 
part  of  it  which  comes  immediately  in  con- 
nection with  the  land  question.  After  hear- 
ing these  delegates,  after  bearing  the  very 
strongest  arguments  that  could  possibly  be 
advanced,  no  doubt  the  very  same  argu- 
ments that  my  hon.  friend  bas  advanced  to- 
day, why  these  lands  should  be  placed  un- 
der the  control  of  the  province,  the  gov- 
ernment of  Sir  John  Macdonald  came  to 
the  following  conclusion  : 

The  lands  of  Manitoba  hold  a  very  different 
position  in  relation  to  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment from  the  lands  of  the  other  provinces. 
Shortly  after  the  union  of  the  old  provinces, 
the  governent  formed  from  that  union  pur- 
chased at  a  large  price  in  cash,  all  the  rights, 
title  and  interest  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 
pany, in  and  to  the  territory  out  of  which  the 
province  of  Manitoba  has  been  formed. 

It  incurred  further  a  very  large  expenditure 
to  obtain  and  hold  this  territory  in  peaceable 
possession,  and  at  a  still  further  cost  which 
is  continuous  and  perpetual  is  extinguishing 
Indian  titles  and  maintaining  the  Indians  so 
that  the  Dominion  government  has  a  very  large 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  soil,  which  does  not 
exist  in  respect  to  any  other  of  the  confederat- 
ed provinces. 

The  purpose  expressed  in  the  memorandum 
of  instructions  

That  is  In  the  memorandum  of  the  Mani- 
toba government  

 for  which  lands  are  sought,  is  that  they 

may  be  applied  to  the  public  uses  of  Manitoba. 

This  purpose  seems  to  be  most  fully  met  by 
the  federal  government  already,  viz.:  in  pro- 
viding railway  communication  to  and  through 
Manitoba,  in  aiding  the  settlement  of  vacant 
lands,  and  is  public  works  of  utility  to  the 
province. 

Further  on  the  same  report  says  : 

The  great  attraction  which  the  Canadian  gov- 
ernment now  offers,  the  impressive  fact  to  the 
mind  of  the  men  contemplating  immigration,  is 
that  a  well  known  and  recognized  government 
holds  unfettered  In  its  own  hand  the  lands 
which  it  offers  free,  and  that  that  government 
lias  its  agencies  and  organizations  tor  directing, 
receiving,  transporting  and  placing  the  immi- 
grant upon  the  homestead  which  he  may  select. 
And  if  the  immigration  operations  of  the  Do- 
minion, which  involve  so  large  a  cost,  are  to 
have  continued  success  and  to  be  of  advantage 
to  Manitoba  add  the  Northwest  Territories  your 
sub-committee  deem  it  to  be  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  the  Dominion  government  shall 
retain  and  control  the  lands  which  it  has  pro- 
claimed free  to  all  comers.  Were  there  other 
considerations  of  sufficient  force  to  induce  them 
to  recommend  their  transfer  to  Manitoba,  and 
as  a  consequence  and  by  precedent  the  surren- 
der to  the  provinces  to  be  created  from  the 
Northwest  Territory,  all  the  lands  within  their 
boundaries,  then  they  would  advise  that  the 
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provinces  holding  the  lands  should  conduct  their 
own  immigration  operations  at  their  own  ex- 
pense. 

And  so  against  tbe  contention  of  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to-day 
that  it  is  a  wise  policy  to  surrender  these 
lands  to  tbe  local  authorities  we  have  the 
deliberate  conclusion  of  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment of  earlier  days,  the  government  of 
that  distinguished  statesman,  whose  name 
is  always  so  warmly  honoured  by  hon.  gen- 
men  on  tbe  other  side,  we  have  the  decision 
of  Sir  John  Macdonald  at  the  time  of  the 
creation  of  tbe  province  of  Manitoba  and 
afterwards  when  the  question  was  revived 
by  tbe  provincial  government,  we  have  the 
decision  of  that  eminent  statesman  that  in 
the  true  interests  of  this  Dominion  the 
lands  of  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  should 
remain  under  the  control  of  the  Dominion 
government. 

Next.  Sir.  we  may  come  briefly  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  the  financial  arrangements.  At  the 
time  of  confederation  it  was  agreed  that  the 
various  provinces  which  form  the  union 
should  surrender  their  customs  and  excise 
duties  to  the  common  treasury  at  Ottawa. 
But  tbey  required  as  a  condition  of  confeder- 
ation that  some  portion  of  these  moneys 
should  be  returned  to  the  provinces  to  assist 
in  tbe  maintenance  of  the  provincial  govern- 
ment, and  thus  there  was  established  the 
system  of  provincial  subsidies.  The  princi- 
ples governing  tbe  distribution  of  money  to 
the  provinces  are  pretty  well  laid  down.  As 
the  first  step  we  give  a  certain  fixed  sum, 
having  due  regard  to  tbe  responsibilities 
of  the  various  provinces,  in  the  way  of 
allowance  for  government.  Then  there  is  a 
sum  of  80  cents  per  head  on  the  population, 
and  finally  there  Is  an  adjustment  of  tbe 
debt  account  whereby  in  some  cases 
an  allowance  Is  made  to  the  province  in  tbe 
form  of  Interest  on  a  public  debt  which  that 
province  might  owe  but  which  in  the  par- 
ticular case  does  not  happen  to  exist.  So 
far  the  principles  under  which  these  sub- 
sidies and  aids  to  provinces  may  be  granted 
are  pretty  well  understood,  and  they  are 
applied  In  this  case  to  the  new  provinces  to 
be  created,  taking  an  estimated  population 
which  Is  probably  a  fair  and  liberal  one 
upon  which  they  shall  receive  the  sums  set 
down  in  the  Bill. 

One  other  financial  question  remains  and 
it  Is  one  which  arises  out  of  the  retention 
of  tbe  lands  by  the  Dominion  government. 
Since  we  have  allowed  the  other  provinces 
to  retain  tbe  lands,  and  since  they  have 
them  as  a  source  of  revenue,  and  since  in 
the  case  of  the  Northwest  Provinces  we 
withhold  the  lands  from  them  and  they  are 
deprived  of  that  source  of  revenue,  It  fol- 
lows that  we  must  make  some  allowance  to 
them,  and  it  will  be  admitted  that  we  should 
make  a  reasonable  and  generous  allowance. 
I  have  seen  comparisons  made  in  criticism 
of  this  measure  between  the  sums  which 


will  be  received  by  these  provinces  in  the 
west  from  the  Dominion  treasury  and  the 
sums  which  are  received  by  some  of  the 
other  provinces.  I  have  seen  a  comparison 
made  in  the  case  of  my  own  province  par- 
ticularly. Comparisons  of  that  nature  are 
very  unfair  and  may  easily  be  misleading. 
If  I  turn  to  the  latest  returns  which  I  have 
at  hand  1  find  that  in  the  case  of  Ontario 
the  province  receives  about  $1,500,000  a 
year  of  revenue  from  its  lands.  The 
Northwest  Provinces  will  receive  nothing 
to  correspond  with  that  and  therefore  we 
must  make  a  libera]  allowance  to  them. 
Quebec  receives  about  $1,300,000  per  annum, 
according  to  a  recent  report,  in  the  way  of 
revenue  from  lands,  forests  and  minerals. 
My  own  province,  Nova  Scotia,  received  last 
year  over  $600,000  from  its  lands,  mines  and 
minerals.  We  deprive  the  new  provinces  in 
the  west  of  these  sources  of  revenue,  and 
of  course  we  should  make  up  tbe  sum  to 
them  by  liberal  allowances.  I  do  not  think 
that,  on  the  whole,  we  can  complain  much  of 
the  financial  terms.  It  may  be  that  when  we 
come  to  deal  with  the  Bill  in  committee 
some  questions  may  arise  that  may  require 
further  consideration,  but  speaking  gener- 
ally I  think  tbe  most  that  can  be  said  about 
the  financial  terms  is  that  they  are  liberal — 
and  I  am  sure  that  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  we  would  desire  to  be  liberal  as 
respects  these  two  provinces  which  will 
have  a  large  territory  and  will  begin  with 
a  comparatively  sparse  population.  We  all 
realize  that  a  population  scattered  over  a 
wide  territory  requires  man  for  man  more 
money  for  the  expenses  of  government  than 
a  population  which  is  closely  settled  to- 
gether. I  think  therefore  on  the  whole, 
reserving  any  discussion  of  details  until  we 
go  into  committee  on  tbe  Bill,  that  the 
terms  are  liberal  to  these  two  provinces, 
they  are  generous,  but  not  more  generous 
than  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  would 
desire  we  should  make  them. 

But  I  know  that  all  these  questions,  im- 
portant though  they  may  be.  are  over- 
shadowed In  the  public  mind  by  this  great 
question  of  education.  I  believe  that  to-day 
most  of  the  people  of  Canada  are  not  think- 
ing very  much  about  tbe  financial  terms,  the 
lands  or  anything  of  that  sort,  but  they  are 
very  must  disturbed  in  many  quarters  in 
consequence  of  reports  that  have  gone 
abroad  as  to  the  nature  and  effect  of  the 
resolutions  proposed  in  relation  to  the  public 
schools.  Now  this  belongs  to  a  class  of  ques- 
tions that  at  any  time  should  be  approached 
with  all  possible  deliberation,  especially  in  a 
country  like  Canada,  with  our  diversity  of 
race  and  creed.  He  would  be  a  rash  man 
who  would  plunge  into  a  discussion  of  this 
question  without  a  disposition  to  be  consid- 
erate with  regard  not  only  to  the  opinions 
and  convictions,  but  possibly  even  to  the 
prejudices  of  his  fellow  men.  It  is  In  that 
spirit  that  we  should  approach  the  question. 
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We  should  be  prepared  to  listen  to  all  that 
may  be  said  and  to  make  au  bonest  effort 
to  meet  tbe  views  of  those  who  differ  tvom 
us  iu  opinion.  We  should  aim  as  far  as 
possible  to  have  a  system  brought 
about  which  would  come  as  nearly  as 
possible  to  our  own  particular  views  :  yet 
surely  each  of  us  must  realize  that  if  we  are 
to  carry  on  tbe  government  of  the  country 
we  must  not  insist  on  our  individual  views, 
but  must  try  to  meet  tbe  views  of  those  who 
may  differ  from  us,  must  try  to  tind  common 
ground  of  action.  For  myself  I  do  not  like 
the  principle  of  separate  schools.  I  regret 
that  such  a  large  number  of  my  fellow 
citizens  in  Canada  are  obliged  to  take  the 
view,  conscientiously  as  they  say  and  as  I 
believe,  that  they  cannot  support  a  system 
of  free  common  schools.  I  think  it  would  be 
u"  great  thing  for  our  country  if  in  tbe 
growth  that  is  now  coming  so  rapidly  upon 
us,  our  children  of  all  races  and  sections  and 
creeds  could  meet  from  day  to  day  and 
mingle  together  in  work  and  in  play,  in  the 
school  room  and  on  the  play-ground,  and  if 
we  could  happily  agree  upon  such  a  policy  it 
would  do  much  for  the  grander  upbuilding 
of  the  country  of  which  we  are  so  proud.  I 
say  unhesitatingly  that  if  1  were  to  have  my 
own  way  only,  if  one  could  afford  to  insist 
that  his  opinion  must  prevail  regardless  of 
the  wishes  of  bis  brethren.  I  would  like 
to  see  a  school  law  which  did  not  call  for 
this  word  '  separate.'  But  we  must  take 
things  as  they  are.  We  have  to  recognize 
the  fact  that  forty  one  per  cent  of  the  people 
or  this  Dominion  do  not  think  as  1  think 
on  that  question  ;  do  not  think  as  the 
majority  of  Protestants  think.  What  theu? 
Shall  we  say  that  they  are  in  the  minority 
and  that  therefore  we  shall  have  no  regard 
for  them  ?  Shall  we  say  that  they  are  but 
forty-one  per  cent  and  we  are  fifty-nine  per 
cent,  and  therefore,  we  will  be  indifferent  to 
tbem  ?  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  cannot  govern 
Canada  by  any  such  rule  as  that.  Let  us 
remember  that  the  Roman  Catholics  are 
not  in  a  minority  .everywhere ;  there  Is 
one  great  province  in  which  our  Roman 
Catholic  brethren  are  in  'the  majority, 
overwhelmingly  in  the  majority.  Suppose 
we  Insisted  upon  this  doctrine  of  pro- 
vincial rights  right  down  to  the  last  point 
as  was  argued  to-night,  what  would  be  the 
condition  of  our  Protestant  brethren  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  1  Suppose  that,  un- 
der tbe  sacred  name  of  provincial  rights 
an  effort  were  made  to  do  away  with  the 
separate  school  system  and  with  the  rights 
of  the  minority  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
what  would  we  find  ?  We  would  And  the 
table  of  this  House  and  the  table  of  the 
greater  parliament  at  Westminster — because 
the  law  would  have  to  pass  the  imperial 
parliament — we  would  find  the  table  of  this 
parliament  and  the  table  of  the  Imperial 
parliament  loaded  down  with  petitions,  not 
cf  the  character  of  so  many  that  come  to 
Mr.  FIELDING. 


us  now  insisting  upon  the  doctrine  of  pro- 
vincial rights,  but  with  petitions  demanding 
that  the  name  of  provincial  rights  should  not 
be  used  for  such  a  purpose,  demanding 
that  the  majority  should  not  have  the  right 
to  control,  demanding  that  the  rights  of  the 
Protestant  minority  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec should  prevail  Instead  of  the  wish  of 
the  majority.  Let  us  not  forget  that,  as 
my  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister  has 
shown,  In  preparing  the  constitution  of  con- 
federation, the  strongest  advocates  of  separ- 
ate schools  were  the  representatives  of  the 
Protestant  minority  in  Quebec.  And,  Sir, 
if  it  was  necessary  then  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement to  protect  the  minority  In  that 
province,  is  it  a  dreadful  thing  that  the  mi- 
nority elsewhere  should  ask  to  receive  con- 
sideration ?  I  venture  to  say  that  in  the 
minds  of  the  Protestants  of  Quebec  that 
thought  will  sink  deep  to-day,  and  that  they 
will  be  influenced  by  the  Golden  Rule  :  *Do 
unto  others  as  you  would  have  others  do 
unto  you.' 

There  are  three  great  lines  of  thought  to- 
day on  the  question  of  public  education. 
One,  held  by  a  great  many  people,  is  that 
the  secular  system  of  education  is  the  only 
system  which  we  should  have  in  the  public 
schools.  There  are  many  people,  altogether 
Protestants  I  think,  who  claim  that  it  is 
useless  to  Introduce  anything  like  religion 
into  tbe  schools,  and  that  all  we  can  do  is 
to  devote  ourselves  to  secular  education. 
The  second  line  of  thought  is  that  which  is 
held  by  a  large  number  of  the  advocates 
of  what  may  be  called  national  schools. 
These  people  think  that  with  secular  edu- 
cation you  may  associate  a  certain  degree 
of  what  may  be  properly  called  religious 
instruction  ;  that  you  may  say  to  the 
teacher  :  thou  shalt  not  teach  the  '  isms ' 
of  any  denomination,  but  you  may  and  you 
should— in  the  words  of  the  Nova  Scotia 
school  law- 
inculcate  by  precept  and  example  a  respect 
for  religion  and  the  principles  ot  Christian 
morality  and  the  highest  regard  for  truth.  Jus- 
tice, love  of  country,  loyalty,  humanity,  benev- 
olence, sobrlty,  industry,  frugality,  chastity, 
temperance  and  all  other  virtues. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  If  under  a  system  of 
public  schools  ,  the  teacher  by  precept  and 
example  lncuicates  those  virtues,  I  do 
not  know  whether  all  will  call  it  religion, 
but  In  my  view  the  pupils  of  those  schools 
will  receive  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
the  very  best  kind  of  religion.  However  that 
may  be,  many  think  that  It  is  quite  possible 
to  associate  with  secular  Instruction  a  cer- 
1ain  amount  of  Instruction— you  may  call 
it  moral  instruction  if  you  like  or  you  may 
call  It  religious  instruction — and  an  effort 
is  made  in  some  provinces  of  the  Dominion 
to  do  that.  The  citation  I  have  made  Is 
from  the  Nova  Scotia  school  law  and  I 
think  It  will  be  found  to  be  substantially 
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the  same  lu  the  law  and  regulations  of  the 
ether  maritime  provinces. 

Then  we  come  to  the  third  line  of  thought. 
It  is  that  which  is  held  by  our  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-citizens,  it  is  also  held 
by  many  Protestants,  and  it  is  :  that  you 
cannot  have  education  and  religion  separ- 
ated. A  great  writer  has  expressed  the 
thought  in  this  sentence  : 

So  natural  is  the  union  between  religion  and 
education  that  you  may  Justly  assume  neither 
is  where  both  are  not. 

Our  Roman  Catholic  brethren  attach  more 
importance  than  our  Protestant  friends  as 
a  rule  do  (though  many  Protestants  agree 
with  them)  to  this  question  of  religious  edu- 
cation. They  say  that  with  them  it  is  a 
matter  of  conscience  ;  they  say  they  must 
have  their  children  taught  by  persons  of  their 
wn  faith  who  can  give  instructions  in  their 
own  creed,  and  they  would  be  very  much 
pleased  if  we  could  adopt  their  views.  They 
say — and  who  shall  contend  that  there  is 
not  much  truth  in  their  assertion— they  say 
that  you  cannot  rely  upon  children  receiving 
'•roper  religious  instruction  in  the  home.  I 
IVar  there  is  something  in  that  statement ; 
a  little  more  to-day  than  there  was  In  the 
good  old  times.  Who  shall  say  that  to-day 
religious  instruction  receives  as  much  at- 
tention in  the  homes  of  Canada  as  it  did  In 
the  days  of  our  grandparents  ?  We  are  liv- 
ing In  a  very  rapid  age,  and  I  am  afraid 
there  is  some  room  for  the  contention  of 
our  Roman  Catholic  brethren  that  religion 
will  not  be  taught  to  the  children  of  Canada 
unless  the  foundation  of  it  is  given  to  them 
in  the  schools.  We  who  form  the  Protest- 
ant majority  may  not  be  able  to  agree  with 
them  on  that  point,  but  it  is  not  because 
we  object  to  religious  Instruction  ;  most  of 
us  I  think,  would  be  pleased  that  our  chlld- 
reu  should  receive  some  measure  of  relig- 
ious instruction  in  the  schools  ;  but  the  trou- 
ble is  that  you  cannot  unite  the  people  of 
any  community  in  an  agreement  as  to  what 
is  religion.  Religion  to  many  is  creed  and 
dogma  and  there  will  be  differences  of  creed 
and  dogma,  and  Inasmuch  as  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  bring  the  people  of  a  community  to 
a  common  line  of  thought  and  action  on 
that  subject,  we  who  form  the  Protestant 
majority  say  that  we  see  difficulty  in  teacli- 
tng  any  special  form  of  religion  in  the 
schools.  But  while  we  may  not  agree  with 
our  Roman  Catholic  brethren  on  that  ques- 
tion, we,  I  think,  can  agree  that  their  view 
of  the  matter— that  is  as  to  the  need  of 
reunions  instruction  in  the  schools— is  en- 
titled to  our  profound  respect,  and  that  It 
is  held  to-day,  not  by  Roman  Catholics 
only,  but  to  a  very  large  extent  also  by 
Protestants. 

It  is  argued  by  some  persons  that  we 
cannot  make  any  change  in  the  conditions 
with  respect  to  these  Northwest  Territories. 
I  nm  not  referring  to  anything  particul- 
arly said  In  this  House.    My  right  hon. 


friend  the  First  Minister  has  not  declared 
that  it  is  not  within  the  power  of  this  par- 
liament to  make  a  change.  He  has  not 
declared  that  there  is  any  legal  or  binding 
obligation  resting  on  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada to  re-enact  the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1875. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  First  Minis- 
ter expressly  claimed  that  it  was  binding. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  point  of  difference 
it-  tliis.  The  First  Minister  does  not,  as  I 
understand  it.  deny  the  absolute  right  and 
freedom  of  every  member  of  this-  parlia- 
ment to  vote  on  this  question  as  bis  con- 
science and  intelligence  shall  direct  him. 
I,  at  all  events,  take  that  view,  and  that 
is  what  I  understood  to  be  the  view  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  ;  but  what  my  right  hon. 
friend  does  say  is  that  if  you  read  the 
whole  history  of  the  question,  you  will  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  though,  as  a  matter 
of  law,  there  may  be  no  binding  obligation 
— though  in  that  sense  you  may  not  be  able 
to  produce  a  written  contract,  signed,  seal- 
ed and  delivered,  as  my  hon.  friend  the  lead- 
er of  the  opposition  demanded  a  few  mo- 
ments ago— there  may  arise  out  of  the  whole 
history  of  this  matter  an  obligation  which 
the  parliament  of  Canada  should  consider, 
and  which  many  men  regard  as  a  moral 
obligation  which  this  House  should  fulfil. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  right  hon.  the  First 
Minister  went  much  further  than  to  speak 
of  it  as  a  moral  obligation,  because  he  used 
the  expression  that  the  constitution  provides 
that  we  must  do  It. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  do  not  think  he  said 
that  the  constitution  provides  that  we  must 
do  it.  I  do  not  think  my  right  hon.  col- 
league is  aware  of  any  method  by  which 
any  member  of  this  parliament  can  be  com- 
pelled to  vote  in  any  other  way  than  his  In- 
telligence and  conscience  dictates.  But  what 
I  understood  him  to  say  is  that  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution  created  an  obligation,  and 
there  he  will  be  supported  by  very  many 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  For  the 
purpose  of  record  let  me  read  the  section  in 
the  Act  of  1875— section  11,  chapter  49,  Act 
1875: 

When  and  so  soon  as  any  system  of  taxa- 
tion shall  be  adopted  lij  any  district  or  por- 
tion of  the  Northwest  Territories,  the  lieu- 
tenant governor,  by  and  with  the  consent  of 
the  council  or  assembly  as  the  case  may  be, 
shall  pass  all  necessary  ordinances  in  respect 
to  education  ;  but  it  shall  therein  be  always 
provided,  that  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of 
&ny  district  or  portion  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, or  any  lesser  portion  or  subdivision 
thereof,  by  whatever  name  the  same  may  be 
known,  may  establish  such  schools  therein  as 
they  may  think  fit,  and  make  the  necessary 
assessment  and  collection  of  rates  therefor  ; 
ond  further,  that  the  minority  of  the  rate- 
payers therein,  whether  Protestant  or  Ro- 
man Catholic,  may  establish  separate  schools 
therein,  and  that,  in  such  latter  case,  the 
ratepayers  establishing  such  Protestant  or  Ro- 
man Catholic  separate  schools  shall  be  liable 
only  to  assessments  of  such  rates  as  they 
may  impose  upon  themselves  In  respect  thereof. 
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That  is  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1875,  and 
with  the  change  of  a  few  words,  which  in 
no  way  disturbs  its  substance,  that  is  the 
clause  we  And  to-day  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  Act.  It  is  curious,  in  view  of  the 
wide  discussion  and  agitation  which  are  tak- 
ing place  to-day,  that  when  this  Act  of  1875 
was  passed,  there  was  practically  no  dis- 
cussion of  it  in  this  House.  There  was 
certainly  no  adverse  discussion.  It  is  re- 
markable that  the  parliament  of  Canada 
passed  that  clause  and  put  it  upon  the 
statute-'book  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Again  I  say  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  contend,  and  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  my  right  hon.  friend  contended, 
that,  as  a  matter  of  constitutional  right 
fixed  by  the  words  of  the  statute,  we  are 
obliged  to  re-enact  that  clause.  I  go  further. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  my  view,  at 
any  time  since  1875,  it  was  within  the  power 
— I  do  not  say  the  moral  right — but  un- 
doubtedly within  the  power  of  this  parlia- 
ment to  repeal  the  Act  of  1875.  Therefore, 
I  am  not  claiming  that  there  is  any  binding 
legal  obligation,  but  I  do  say  that  we  are 
obliged  to  look  carefully  into  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  Act  was  passed  ; 
and  if  we  find  that  at  the  time  it  was  regard- 
ed by  its  friends  and  supporters,  and  parlia- 
ment generally,  as  an  Act  which  was  pass- 
ed, not  only  for  the  present  but  the  future, 
that  creates  a  moral  obligation  which  this 
House  may  well  take  into  consideration. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  in  1875  and  carried 
with  practically  no  opposition.  It  is  worth 
vhile  remembering  that  the  government 
of  the  late  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  then 
in  power.  The  Bill,  as  first  introduced,  did 
not  contain  any  provision  respecting  educa- 
tion. Attention  was  drawn  to  that  omission, 
and  a  provision  was  made  a  little  later. 
The  chief  speaker  on  that  occasion  was  the 
Hon.  Edward  Blake — a  very  eminent  mem- 
ber of  this  parliament,  a  very  able  constitu- 
tional lawyer,  and  a  gentleman  whose 
Protestantism,  I  believe,  is  beyond  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Blake,  speaking  on  that  Bill, 
said  : 

The  task  which  the  ministry  had  set  for 
itself  was  the  most  important  it  was  possible 
to  conceive.  To  found  primary  institutions 
under  which  we  hope  lo  see  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands, and  the  more  sanguine  or  us  think,  mil- 
lions of  men  and  families  settled  and  flourish- 
ing, was  one  of  the  noblest  undertakings  that 
could  be  entered  upon  by  any  legislative  body, 
and  it  was  no  small  Indication  of  the  power 
and  true  position  of  this  Dominion  that  parlia- 
ment should  be  engaged  to-day  in  that  impor- 
tant task.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Kingston  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  that 
the  task  was  one  that  required  time,  consider- 
ation and  deliberation,  and  they  must  take  care 
that  no  false  steps  were  made  in  such  a  work. 
He  did  not  agree  with  that  right  hon.  gentle- 
man that  the  government  ought  to  repeal  his 
errors.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  had  tried 
the  institutions  for  the  Northwest  Territories 
which  he  now  asked  the  House  to  frame,  and 
for  the  same  reason  as  he  had  given  to-day — tt.at 
it  would  be  better  for  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment to  keep  matters  In  their  own  hands  and 
Mr.  FIELDING. 


decide  what  was  best  for  the  future.  He  (Mr. 
Blake)  believed  that  it  was  essential  to  our 
obtaining  a  large  immigration  to  the  North- 
west that  we  should  tell  the  people  beforehand 
what  those  rights  were  to  be  in  the  country  in 

which  we  Invited  them  to  settle  

He  regarded  It  as  essential,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country,  and  in  view  of  the 
deliberation  during  the  last  few  days,  that  a 
general  principle  should  be  laid  down  in  the 
Bill  with  respect  to  public  Instruction.  He 
did  believe  that  we  ought  not  to  Introduce  Into 
that  territory  the  heartburnings  and  difficulties 
with  which  certain  other  portions  of  the  Dom- 
inion and  other  countries  had  been  afflicted. 
It  seemed  to  him,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that,  as  far  as  we  could  expect  at  present, 
the  general  character  of  that  population  would 
be  somewhat  analogous  to  the  population  of 
Ontario,  that  there  should  be  some  provision  in 
the  constitution  by  which  they  should  have 
conferred  upon  them  the  same  rights  and  pri- 
vileges in  regard  to  religious  instruction  as 
those  possessed  by  the  people  of  the  province 
of  Ontario.  The  -  principles  of  local  self-gov- 
ernment and  the  settling  of  the  question  of 
public  Instruction  seemed  to  him  ought  to  be 
the  cardinal  principles  of  the  measure. 

Is  it  not  evident  that  at  that  time,  in 
advancing  that  view  as  to  the  necessity  of 
settling  the  education  question,  Mr.  Blake 
had  the  idea  that  it  should  be  settled,  not 
for  that  day  only,  not  as  a  temporary  mat- 
ter, but  settled  then  and  for  ever  ? 

Other  members  spoke  at  that  time.  I  find 
that,  in  this  House,  as  I  have  stated,  there 
was  no  objection— the  Bill  passed  without 
any  division.  The  Bill  went  to  the  Senate, 
and  was  discussed  there  by  several  gentle- 
men, among  others  by  Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  then 
as  now  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  Bill.  Whatever  he  said  might 
fairly  be  assumed  to  express  the  view  of 
the  government  of  the  day,  the  view  of  Hon. 
Alexander  Mackenzie  and  his  colleagues. 
Mr.  Scott  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
said  : — 

Any  gentleman  would  have  to  admit  that  it 
was  the  greatest  possible  relief  to  the  people 
of  Ontario  that  this  question  was  settled  for 
them,  and  was  not,  as  in  some  of  the  other  pro* 
vlnces,  a  source  of  constant  discord.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  maintained  that  parents  had 
a  right  to  educate  their  children  as  they 
pleased,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  be  taxed  to 
maintain  schools  to  which  they  could  not  con- 
scientiously send  their  children.  Our  whole  sys- 
tem of  government  was  based  upon  that  sound 
principle,  and  bow  long  could  we  have  happi- 
ness and  peace  in  this  country  if  we  were  to 
abolish  that  safeguard,  which  was  now  recog- 
nized in  both  the  large  provinces  ?  Would  not 
every  gentleman  in  this  chamber  gladly  see  the 
New  Brunswick  trouble  removed  ?  Now  was 
the  proper  time  to  establish  in  the  new  terri- 
tory a  principle  that  ought  years  ago  to  have 
been  established  in  this  Dominion. 

We  may  not  feel  called  upon  to  agree 
with  Mr.  Scott  as  to  how  widely  that  prin- 
ciple ought  to  have  been  established  In 
former  years,  but  surely  we  cannot  read 
the  remarks  he  made  on  behalf  of  the  gov- 
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eminent  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  without  reaching 
ibe  conclusion  that  what  they  meant  to  do 
was  to  establish  the  system  of  separate 
schools,  not  for  the  moment,  not  for  a 
short  period,  but  as  a  part  of  the  government 
of  that  country  for  all  future  time.  Mr. 
Scott  is  a  lawyer;  but  I  do  not  present  bis 
views  as  part  of  a  legal  argument.  I  am 
not  presenting  a  legal  argument;  I  quote 
these  words  simply  to  show  that  Mr.  Scott, 
representing  the  government  of  the  day, 
judged  by  the  language  he  used,  must  have 
contemplated  that  the  clause  which  they 
then  adopted  was  intended,  even  though  we 
might  have  the  power  to  repeal  it,  to  con- 
tinue in  force  for  ever  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. Then  I  find  also  that  the  dis- 
tinguished leader  of  the  Conservative  op- 
position in  the  Senate  at  that  time,  Sir 
Alexander  Campbell,  also  discussed  the 
question.  Sir  Alexander  .Campbell  was  a 
lawyer,  and  for  a  time  was  Minister  of 
Justice.  He  refers  to  an  amendment  which 
had  been  removed  by  Mr*Alkins,  to  strike 
out  the  separate  school  clause,  and  this  is 
what  be  said  : 

It  would  be  much  to  be  regretted  If  the 
amendment  passed.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  establish  and  perpetuate  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  the  same  system  as  prevailed  In 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  which  had  worked  so 
well  in  the  interest  of  peace  and  harmony  with 
the  different  populations  of  these  provinces. 
He  thought  the  fairer  course,  and  the  better 
one,  for  all  races  and  creeds,  was  to  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  the  government  and  enable  the 
people  to  establish  separate  schools  In  the  ter- 
ritory, and  thus  prevent  the  introduction  of 
evils  from  which  Ontario  and' Quebec  had  suf- 
fered, but  bad  Judiciously  rid  themselves. 

Is  it  possible  to  attach  to  that  language 
any  other  meaning  than  that  Sir  Alexander 
Campbell  desired  to  settle  this  troublesome 
question  by  adopting  the  separate  school 
clause  then  and  for  all  future  time?  Is  It 
conceivable  that  he  meant :  We  will  settle 
this  question  up  to  a  certain  day  and  then 
we  will  throw  the  door  open  to  discord  and 
strife?  His  language  cannot  be  subject  to 
such  interpretation.  What  could  be  strong- 
er than  these  words  :  '  To  establish  and 
perpetuate  in  the  Northwest  Territories  the 
same  system  as  prevailed  in  Ontario  and 
Quebec  ?'  Not  only  to  establish  but  to  'per- 
petuate.' Did  that  mean  a  temporary  ar- 
rangement? Surely,  if  the  English  language 
means  anything,  Sir  Alexander  Campbell 
meant  when  he  spoke  that  day  that  the  Bill 
he  was  supporting,  though  leader  of  the 
opposition,  was  meant  to  establish  and  per- 
petuate in  some  way  a  system  of  separate 
schools  In  the  Northwest  Territories.  Then 
the  Hon.  George  Brown  spoke.  Keference 
has  already  been  made  to  his  part  in  this 
debate ;  but  the  words  he  used  may  be 
quoted  again.  In  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion he  supported  the  amendment  that  was 
moved  by  Mr.  Aikins  to  strike  out  the 
separate  school  clause  and  he  used  these 
words  : 


The  moment  this  Act  passed  and  the  North- 
west became  part  of  the  union,  they  came  under 
the  Union  Act  and  under  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  separate  schools. 

Mr.  Brown  was  not  a  lawyer.  I  am  not 
quoting  his  words  as  expressing  an  opinion 
which  is  worthy  of  any  consideration  as 
part  of  a  constitutional  argument :  I  am 
speaking  entirely  with  a  view  to  establish- 
ing the  intention  that  existed  in  the  minds 
of  the  men  who  passed  the  legislation— the 
government  who  proposed  it  and  the  men 
in  the  opposition  who  supported  it.  There 
is  one  sentence  in  the  speech  of  Hon.  Ed- 
ward Blake  in  this  House  that  I  would  like 
to  repeat : 

He  (Mr.  Blake)  believed  that  it  was  essential 
to  our  obtaining  a  large  immigration  to  the 
Northwest  Territories  that  we  should  tell  the 
people  beforehand  what  these  rights  were  to  be 
In  the  country  to  which  they  were  Invited. 

I  have  no  doubt,  from  information  that 
has  reached  me,  that  many  immigrants  have 
come  into  the  Northwest  Territories  upon 
representations  that  the  schools  there  would 
be  conducted  in  accordance  with  their  re- 
ligious views.  I  believe  this  to  be  cor- 
rect. I  may  mention  a  little  iucideut  bear- 
ing on  that  point.  I  had  occasion  recently 
to  come  into  official  contact  with  the  re- 
presentative of  one  of  the  continental  na- 
tions. I  was  discussing  with  him  the  ques- 
tion of  immigration— we  wished  to  have  im- 
migrants come  to  Canada  from  his  country. 
In  the  course  of  our  conversation  he  said  : 
If  you  are  to  get  immigrants  from  our  coun- 
try, this  school  question  that  is  coming  up 
becomes  one  of  very  great  importance  to 
us.  I  have  no  doubt  therefore  that  it  can 
be  shown  that  some  of  the  Immigrants  who 
have  come  to  the  Northwest  Territories 
have  come — for  we  have  many  Roman 
Catholic  settlers  in  that  country— on  the 
faith  of  representations  that  their  schools 
were  to  be  conducted  In  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority. 

I  find  that  not  only  is  there  the  evidence 
I  have  referred  to,  showing  the  intention 
at  the  time  this  Act  was  passed,  but  later  on 
there  were  further  discussions  which  may 
be  cited  in  the  same  direction.  I  find  that 
some  years  afterwards,  in  1894,  there  was 
a  discussion  in  this  House  with  regard  to 
some  amendments  of  the  Northwest  Act 
that  were  proposed.  I  find  that  the 
late  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy,  who  de- 
sired that  the  separate  school  clause 
should  be  repealed,  who  was  an  oppo- 
nent of  separate  schools  as  hon.  gentlemen 
well  remember,  In  a  speech  at  that  time  laid 
down  the  principle  that  If  you  should  con- 
tinue to  allow  that  separate  school  clause 
to  remain  on  the  statute-book,  if  you  should 
go  on  year  after  year  allowing  the  North- 
west people  to  possess  this  system  of  sep- 
ate  schools  up  to  the  moment  at  which  they 
would  be  brought  in  as  a  province,  then  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  come  to  us  and 
say  :    It  Is  too  late  for  you  to  change  that 
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system  ;  you  must  now  give  us  a  contin- 
uation of  it. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  of  course,  was  desirous 
ttat  the  system  should  be  changed, 
but  in  the  meantime  he  did  not  shrink  from 
the  responsibility  of  saying  that  if  the 
parliament  of  Canada  desired  to  change  it, 
it  must  act  quickly,  and  not  wait  until  the 
time  arrived  for  the  creation  of  the  pro- 
vinces. I  find  the  words  of  Mr.  McCarthy 
in  '  Hansard  '  of  1894,  page  6085  : 

Now  we  insist  by  the  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1S75  which  has  been  included  in  the  various 
consolidations  of  the  legislative  powers  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  which  have  been  made 
from  time  to  time,  that  they  shall  have  sep- 
arate schools  ;  and  if  we  continue  insisting 
that  that  system  shall  prevail  up  to  the  time 
we  create  provinces  in  the  Northwest,  then  the 
application  of  this  clause  of  the  first  subsec- 
tion of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  to  which  I  have  referred,  rivets  for  all  time 
upon  the  new  provinces  the  system  of  separate 
schools.  Create  a  province  there  now,  enact 
the  usual  clauses  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  and  the  result  will  be  that  in  the  new 
province  those  who  have  enjoyed  what  is 
spoken  of  as  a  right  or  privilege  with  respect 
to  denominational  schools,  would  be  able  to 
say  :  The  constitution  given  to  this  province 
by  the  Dominion  parliament  does  not  permit 
any  Interference  with  any  right  or  privilege 
which  we  enjoyed  prior  to  the  time  of  the 
creation  of  this  province.  That  I  think  is  a 
most  important  consideration. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  it  will  be  observed,  as  an 
opponent  of  the  system  of  separate  schools, 
took  the  ground  that"  if  the  parliament  of 
Canada  wished  to  destroy  that  system  it 
must  not  wait  until  It  undertook  to  create 
a  province.  His  argument  is  that  if  you 
leave  these  Northwest  people  in  possession 
of  the  separate  school  system,  if  you  go  on 
year  after  year  permitting  it,  encouraging 
it ;  if  you  allow  them  to  pass  ordinances 
in  accordance  with  it,  if  you  have  these  or- 
dinances sent  to  Ottawa  year  after  year  and 
you  approve  of  them  and  allow  them  to  go 
into  operation,  then  yon  are  confirming  the 
system  of  separate  schools  to  those  pro- 
v'nces  ;  and  when  the  moment  shall  arrive 
that  these  lauds  shall  pass  from  the  status 
cl  territories  into  the  larger  status  of  pro- 
vinces, it  will  then  be  too  late  for  you  to 
come  In  and  say  :  we  will  deprive  you  of 
this  system  of  separate  schools.  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy and  Sir  John  Thompson  had  some 
little  discussion,  and  he  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
again  emphasized  his  views  on  that  subject. 

I  am  vory  glad  the  right  hon  gentleman  

Referring  to  Sir  John  Thompson. 

 has  explained  it  In  that  way,  and  perhaps 

I  w«s  wrong  In  my  understanding  of  his  re- 
marks. Of  course  it  Is  an  important  declara- 
tion from  the  First  Minister. 

That  was  the  declaration  which  Sir  John 
Thompson  made,  and  which  was  quoted  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  to-day,  In  which 
lie  suid  that  the  parliament  of  Canada  would 
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be  free  to  give  to  the  provinces  of  the  North- 
west such  a  constitution  as  it  might  see  tit. 
Mr.  McCarthy  was  answering  that  declara- 
tion, and  he  went  on  to  add  : 

Now  the  House  will  have  to  use  its  own 
judgment  on  this  question.  What  I  say  is 
this  :  That  if  this  question  of  separate  school* 
is  to  remain  in  its  present  position  until  we 
grant  provincial  autonomy  to  any  portion  of 
the  Northwest,  it  will  be  practically  impos- 
sible, unless  there  Is  an  enormous  change  in 
public  opinion,  to  deny  them  what  every  other 
province  that  has  joined  the  confederation  has 
been  entitled  to,  what  Manitoba  was  entitled 
to,  and  what  I  submit  under  the  circumstances 
every  province  would  be  entitled  to.  Now,  let 
me  draw  attention  to  the  constitution  con- 
ferred upon  Manitoba  in  that  regard.  I  have 
not  got  it  under  my  hand,  but  it  will  be  found 
on  consulting  it  that  when  we  conferred  au- 
tonomy upon  the  province  of  Manitoba,  we  did 
it  by  reference  to  the  British  North  America 
Act.  What  we  declared  was  that  where  not 
otherwise  provided  for  in  the  Act,  all  the 
provisions  of  the.  British  North  America  Act 
should  apply  to  twe  province  of  Manitoba,  and 
I  think  the  very  same  words  were  contained 
in  the  resolutions  which  were  passed  at  the 
time  British  Columbia  and  the  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  came  into  the  union.  So 
that  we  have  got  that  precedent  before  us  ; 
that  was  the  promise  upon  which  we  admitted 
Manitoba,  and  looking  at  the  character  of  the 
legislation.  I  do  not  think  that  there  can  be 
any  doubt  that  the  same  rule  must  apply  when 
we  come  to  admit  the  provinces  to  be  created 
out  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

My  hon.  friend,  in  quoting  to-day  from 
Sir  John  Thompson,  almqst  gave  me  the 
impression — he  will  probably  say  that  he 
certainly  did  not  so  Intend— that  Sir  John 
Thompson  had  expressed  no  opinion  favour- 
able to  the  continuance  of  separate  schools 
in  the  Northwest  Territories.  Sir  John 
Thompson,  in  answer  to  Mr.  McCarthy,  did 
slate  that  the  parliament  of  Canada  could 
give  to  the  Northwest  Territories  such  a 
constitution  as  it  might  see  fit ;  but  in  do- 
ing so  Sir  John  Thompson  used  words  which 
unmistakably  show  that  in  his  mind  that 
i:>oral  obligation  would  exist.  Sir  John 
Thompson  said  : 

What  the  constitution  of  the  future  pro- 
vinces shall  be,  in  view  of  the  pledges  which 
have  been  referred  to,  or  in  view  of  any  other 
set  of  circumstances,  will  be  for  parliament  to 
decide  when  it  decides  to  create  those  pro- 
vinces. 

Sir  John  Thompson  recognized  as  a  law- 
yer the  power  of  the  parliament  of  Canada 
to  give  to  the  new  provinces  such  consti- 
tution as  parliament  might  see  fit,  but  in  do- 
ing so  he  carefully  inserted  the  words  : 

What  the  constitution  of  the  future  pro- 
vinces shall  be  In  view  of  the  pledges  which 
have  been  referred  to. 

Mr.  R.  T,.  BORDEN.  Could  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman state  what  were  the  pledges  he- 
referred  to  ? 
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Mr.  FIELDING.  I  take  it  he  referred 
to  the  general  legislation  as  to  separate 
schools  in  the  Northwest  That  Is  what  I 
take  it  to  mean.  Again  I  quote  from  Sir 
John  Thompson  in  the  same  debate.  I  will 
quote  a  clause  which  my  hon.  friend  read 
to-day,  but  I  want  to  quote  it  in  an  enlarged 
form  : 

We  claim  therefore  that  the  constitutional 
system  which  was  established  with  regard  to 
schools  and  with  regard  to  language  in  1875 
ought  to  be  maintained  for  the  same  reasons 
as  those  which  dictated  Its  creation,  and  that 
this  condition  of  affairs  should  last,  at  least, 
while  the  affairs  of  the  Territories  are  under 
the  control  of  this  parliament. 

That  language  seems  to  imply  that  the 
matter  might  be  further  considered  when 
they  ceased  to  be  territories.  Then  he  goes 
on  to  say  what  I  read  just  previously  : 

What  the  constitution  of  the  future  pro- 
\inces  shall  be.  In  view  of  the  pledges  which 
have  been  referred  to,  or  in  view  of  any  other 
set  of  circumstances,  will  be  for  parliament  to 
decide  when  it  decides  to  create  those  pro- 
vinces. I  hope  therefore  that  the  House  will 
be  careful  to-day  not  to  disturb  the  arrange- 
ment so  wisely  made  In  1875,  and  which  Is  as 
useful  to  the  Territories  now,  as  it  was  then. 

Now  can  anybody  point  out  wherein 
there  will  be  a  difference  in  the  educational 
needs  of  the  Northwest  on  the  1st  day 
July,  1905,  as  compared  with  the  con- 
ditions on  the  30th  June  in  the  same  year  ? 
You  will  have  passed  from  the  status  of  a 
territory  to  the  status  of  a  province,  but 
will  that  in  the  slightest  degree  alter  the 
needs  or  conditions  of  the  Northwest  with 
respect  to  education  ?  If  the  schools  which 
they  have  are  working  happily  and  satisfac- 
torily on  the  30th  day  of  June  In  this  year 
1905,  what  reason  will  there  be  for  making 
any  change  in  the  legislation  on  the  1st  day 
of  July  following  ?  Aside  from  the  constitu- 
tional question,  surely  we  have  to  admit 
there  is  the  practical  question  of  the  needs 
of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories, 
and  in  that  respect  they  will  not  be  dif- 
ferent on  the  morning  of  the  1st  day  of 
July  from  their  needs  on  the  morning  or  the 
30th  day  of  June.  A  clause  of  that  kind, 
Sir  John  Thompson  said,  is  as  useful  to  the 
Territories  to-day  as  it  was  in  1875,  and 
surely  the  same  words  may  be  repeated  and 
we  may  say  that  this  clause  and  the  con- 
ditions which  the  clause  has  created  will 
be  just  as  useful  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  on  the  1st  day  of  July  as 
they  will  be  on  the  30th  day  of  June. 

Now,  I  have  not  been  discussing  the  con- 
stitutional question  as  my  hon.  friend  will 
observe.  I  have  been  discussing  entirely 
what  I  may  call  the  practical  side  of  the 
question,  and  I  do  that  with  the  Arm  con- 
viction that  most  of  the  people  of  this 
country  will  not  bother  themselves  very 
much  about  this  constitutional  question  but 
they  will  want  to  get  at  the  actual  facts  of 
9ft 


this  very  important  subject.  We  are  pro- 
posing by  this  legislation  to  confirm  certain 
Acts  of  the  Northwest  Territories.  We  are 
proposing  to  continue  certain  legislation,  to 
continue  for  a  further  time  and  for  ever  the- 
school  system  which  now  exists.  We  are 
met  with  the  statement  that  the  position  of 
the  Liberal  party  In  that  respect  is  different 
to-day  from  the  position  which  it  held  in  the 
case  of  Manitoba.  We  have  heard  that  from 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  to-day.  I 
think  it  will  have  to  be  admitted,  after  a 
careful  examination  of  the  situation,  that 
the  conditions  in  respect  to  the  Northwest 
Territories  are  widely  and  entirely  different 
from  the  conditions  that  existed  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proposed  legislation  for  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  It  was  proposed  by 
the  Remedial  Bill  of  1896  to  override  an  Act 
of  the  legislature  of  Manitoba,  passed  by 
the  voice  of  the  people  of  that  province,  and, 
as  subsequently  was  maintained,  entirely 
within  the  legislative  authority  of  that  pro- 
vince. We  do  not  propose  to  override  any  Act 
of  any  legislature.  What  we  propose  to-day 
is  to  confirm  and  continue  for  all  future  time 
a  measure  which  the  free  voice  of  the  North- 
west legislature  has  placed  upon  the  statute- 
book  of  the  Territories.  So  that,  on  that 
point,  there  is  a  wide  difference  between  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  respect  to  Manitoba 
and  the  condition  of  affairs  in  respect  to 
the  Northwest  Territories.  Then  again  it 
was  said  and  with  some  justice  that  an 
effort  was  made  to  coerce  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  because  it  was  proposed  to  pass 
an  Act  against  which  the  government  of 
Manitoba  entered  a  solemn  protest.  There 
is  no  protest  from  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  against  this  measure. 
I  make  that  statement  advisedly.  The  pre- 
mier of  the  Northwest  Territories,  an  esti- 
mable gentleman  who  has  been  taking  part 
in  this  discussion,  as  properly  he  should, 
has  written  a  letter  to  the  Prime  Minister 
of  Canada,  but  I  am  informed  and  believe 
that  that  letter  expresses  his  individual 
opinion  and  It  is  not  authorized  by  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  Northwest  Territories.  So,  in 
the  case  of  Manitoba  I  repeat  that  the  propo- 
sition was  to  do  something  against  which  the 
government  of  Manitoba  protested,  in  this 
case  we  are  doing  something  against  which 
the  government  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
have  entered  no  protest  whatever.  Then, 
there  Is  a  further  consideration.  I  suppose 
the  people  in  the  Northwest  Territories  have 
the  best  right  to  speak  through  their 
acknowledged  representatives.  I  have  no 
right  to  say  what  will  be  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  my  hon.  friends  from  the  North- 
west Territories  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  but  it  is  understood — I  do  not  state 
it  from  direct  communication  with  my  hon. 
friends  from  the  Northwest  Territories— but 
it  is  understood  and  believed  that  this  legis- 
lation is  accepted  and  will  be  supported  by 
seven  out  of  ten  members  from  the  North- 
west.   Well,  if  there  is  no  great  matter  of 
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principle  involved,  and  I  bope  to  be  able  to 
show  in  the  few  remarks  with  which  1 
propose  to  detain  the  House  before  I  close 
that  there  is  no  great  matter  of  principle 
involved  in  this  measure,  and  if  seven  out 
of   ten   representatives   from   the  North- 
west  Territories    are    satisfied    that  this 
is  a  good  law  for  the  people,  who  shall 
dare  to  say  that  we  are  coercing  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  I  would  say, 
Sir,  that  any  argument  which  is  designed  to 
prove  that  we  are  dealing  in  this  matter  In 
the  way  of  coercion  is  entirely  unjustifiable. 
What  is  this  law  which  we  are  going  to 
confirm  and  to  continue  in  the  new  pro- 
vinces of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  1  We 
are  told  that  this  provides  for  a  system 
of  separate  schools.    Well,  a  system  of 
separate  schools  may  mean  one  thing  in 
one  quarter  and  another  thing  in  another 
quarter.    It  is,  in  a  measure,  a  system  of 
separate  schools.    That  expression  in  the 
minds  of  many  people  means  a  great  deal. 
I  do  not  think  I  am  mistaken  when  I  say 
that  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many  Protes- 
tant people  in  the  country  when  you  talk 
about  separate  schools  they  immediately  un- 
derstand that  you  are  talking  about  schools 
that  come  under  the  control  of  some  religious 
body,  and  particularly  schools  which  come 
under  the  control  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
church.   That  is  the  common  idea  of  sep- 
arate schools  in  many  quarters.  Whatever 
may  be  said  as  respects  other  countries,  or 
other  provinces,  it  would  be  utterly  mis- 
taken to  say  that  we  are  giving  to  the  North- 
west  Provinces   separate   schools  In  that 
sense  of   the   words.    I    submit   to  this 
House  that  the  system  of  schools  which 
we  have  to-day  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories is  a  national  school  system,  and  If 
it  has  all  the  elements  of  a  national  school 
system  then  I  say  there  is  no  principle  in- 
volved   in    this    discussion  which  would 
justify  us  In  having  a  quarrel  over  it.  What 
is  this  system  ?    One  would  suppose  from 
the  frequent  references  that  are  made  to  it 
that  it  is  some  iniquitous  system,  something 
which  if  continued  would  prejudice  the  inter- 
ests of  the  people  in  these  Territories  for  all 
time  to  come.  The  system  of  schools  which 
prevails  to-day  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
exists  by  virtue  of  chapters  29,  30  and  31  of 
the  ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
So  far  as  the  principle  of  separate  schools 
is  concerned,  of  course,  that  principle  was  to 
be  found  in  the  Act  of  1875  and  the  ordi- 
nances adapted  themselves  to  it.   But  if  you 
read  these  three  ordinances  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  you  will  rise  from  the  perusal  of 
them  with  the  conviction  that  in  that  coun 
try  they  have  a  system  of  national  schools 
which  may  well  challenge  the  admiration  of 
the  people  In  other  portions  of  this  country. 
What  then  are  the  essential  elements  of 
national  schools  ?  I  take  it  for  granted  that 
if  you  have  a  school  which  is  established 
by  the  public  authorities,  if  the  management 
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of  the  school  derives  all  its  authority  and 
privileges  from  a  regulation  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  state,  if  you  have  a  system  of 
schools  under  which  the  proper  authorities  of 
the  state,  or  the  province,  or  territory  as  the 
case  may  be,  themselves  specify  the  scKool 
books,  establish  the  course  of  study,  provide 
for  the  Inspection  of  the  schools  and  for 
the  distribution  of  the  money,  If  you  have  all 
those  elements,  then,  I  say  you  have  a  system 
of  state-created,  state-managed  and  state- 
supported  public  schools.  Every  one  of 
these  conditions  exists  to-day  in  the  public 
school  system  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
A  member  of  the  government  of  the  Terri- 
tories becomes  commissioner  of  education 
and  the  powers  of  the  commissioner  are  set 
forth  in  detail.  I  shall  only  read  the  clause 
under  the  beading  of  '  Regulations  of  the  De- 
partment.' These  regulations  are  to  be 
made  by  the  commissioner  himself,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  government,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Governor  in  Council.  Section  6  of  chap- 
ter 29  says : 

The  commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council,  shall  have 
power  : 

1.  To  make  regulations  of  the  department— 

(a)  For  the  classification,  organization,  gov- 
ernment, examination  and  inspection  of  all 
schools  hereinbefore  mentioned  ; 

(b)  For  the  construction,  furnishing  and  care 
of  school  buildings  and  the  arrangement  of 
school  premises  ; 

(c)  For  the  examination,  licensing  and  grad- 
ing of  teachers  and  for  the  examination  of  per- 
sons who  may  desire  to  enter  professions  or 
who  may  wish  certificates  of  having  completed 
courses  of  study  in  any  school  ; 

(d)  For  a  teachers'  reading  course  and  teach- 
ers' institutes  and  conventions  ; 

2.  To  authorize  text  and  reference  books  for 
the  use  of  the  pupils  and  teachers  In  all  schools 
hereinbefore  mentioned  as  well  as  such  maps, 
globes,  charts  and  other  apparatus  or  equip- 
ment as  may  be  required  for  giving  proper 
Instruction  In  such  schools  ; 

3.  To  prepare  a  list  of  books  suitable  for 
school  libraries  and  to  make  regulations  for  the 
management  of  such  libraries. 

4.  To  make  due  provision  for  the  training  of 
teachers. 

What  is  there,  Sir,  in  all  this  to  which 
anybody  can  take  exception  ?  These  details 
constitute  the  essential  elements  of  a  na- 
tional school  system.  That  system  prevails 
to-day  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and 
that  system  we  propose  to  continue  by  the 
legislation  which  we  have  presented  in  this 
House.  The  difference  between  a  minority 
school  and  a  majority  school  in  the  North- 
west Territories  is  so  exceedingly  sma!'. 
that  he  who  would  attempt  to  make  a  de- 
finition of  it  would  find  himself  in  difficulty. 
The  difference  is  with  respect  to  one  half 
hour's  instruction  in  religious  matters  at 
the  close  of  the  school.  The  school  laws  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  provide  for  re- 
ligious instruction,  not  as  a  matter  of  ob- 
ligation :  they  empower  the  trustees  to 
authorize  religious  instruction  within  cer- 
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tain  limits.  That  authority  for  religious  in- 
struction is  not  confined  to  separate  schools; 
it  applies  to  all  schools  in  the  Territories. 
It  is  provided  that  wherever  the  trustees 
so  wish,  wherever  the  local  conditions  per- 
mit, there  shall  be  religious  instruction  in 
all  schools  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  not 
in  the  minority  schools  only.  Then  there 
is  a  further  provision  that  all  schools  may 
be  opened  with  the  reciting  of  the  Lord's 
Prayer.  Does  anybody  object  to  that?  I 
hope  not ;  I  trust  that  in  any  case  where 
the  trustees  of  a  school  authorized  that,  It  is 
not  objectionable.  But  then  there  is  this  half 
hour  of  religious  education.  Prom  the  hour 
at  which  these  schools  open  in  the  morning 
up  to  half-past  three  in  the  afternoon  they 
are  absolutely  alike  ;  there  is  no  difference  ; 
the  teachers  have  the  same  duties,  the  same 
qualifications  ;  the  same  examinations,  the 
same  course  of  study,  the  same  books  are 
prescribed  by  the  government?  the  regula- 
tions are  made  by  the  government,  the  In- 
spector is  appointed  by  the  government.  I 
repeat  that  from  the  hour  of  opening  in  the 
morning  up  to  half-past  three  in  the  after- 
noon there  is  no  shade  of  difference  in  all 
these  schools  In  the  Northwest  Territories. 
So  it  has  come  to  this,  that  we  have  a  shade 
of  difference  as  respects  the  half  hour  of  re- 
religious  instruction,  from  3.30  to  4  o'clock. 
I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  this  House 
that  on  a  question  like  this  that  half 
hour  of  religious  instruction  is  not  and 
should  not  be  a  cause  of  conflict.  Where 
the  majority  of  the  people  and  the 
trustees  are  of  the  Protestant  faith, 
that  half  hour  of  religious  instruction 
will,  of  course,  take  the  form  of  the  faith 
of  the  majority ;  it  will  be  Protestant  reli- 
gious instruction.-  Where  the  majority  of 
the  people  and  the  trustees  are  Roman 
Catholics,  that  half  hour  of  religious  in- 
struction will  follow  the  faith  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  majority.  In  each  of  these  cases 
the  minority,  If  they  wish,  may  have  a 
separate  school.  I  am  firmly  persuaded  that 
the  difference  is  so  slight  that  if  we  reach  a 
wise  decision  now,  if  we  refrain  from 
fanning  the  flame  of  political  passion — I 
withdraw  that  word  political,  I  am  not  dis- 
cussing this  from  a  party  standpoint,  and  1 
did  not  intend  to  use  that  word,  and  I  with- 
draw it — if  we  refrain  from  doing  or  saying 
anything  which  can  fan  the  flame  of  reli- 
gious excitement  In  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories now,  my  honest  conviction  Is  that 
the  separate  schools  will  diminish,  and  the 
free  common  public  schools  will  increase. 
I  am  persuaded  that  the  difference  is  so 
small  that  the  mass  of  the  people  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  will  hardly  find  it  to 
their  advantage  to  keep  It  up  except  in  a 
few  instances.  I  am  reminded  of  one  point  : 
I  had  forgotten  to  state  that  even  with 
respect  to  that  half  hour,  It  is  not  a  matter 
of  obligation,  but  if  the  parents  of  any  child 
disapprove  of  that  religious  instruction  for 
that  half  hour,  the  child  may  withdraw 
There  is.  therefore,  liberty  of  conscience  in 
the  highest  degree.  I  do  not  hesitate  t< 
nr.* 


say,  Protestant  that  I  am,  that  I  do  not 
think  that  half  hour  of  religious  Instruc- 
j  tlon  given  by  a  Roman  Catholic  teacher 
will  hurt  the  children  ;  I  think  that  half 
hour  of  Instruction  given  by  a  Catholic 
,  teacher  to  Catholic  children — I  think  that 
|  we  may  reasonably  feel  that  if  there  is 
,  enough  of  It  to  have  any  influence  on  the 
I  life  of  the  child,  it  will  make  a  boy  a  better 
citizen,  a  better  Canadian.  I  want  the 
House  to  consider  seriously,  I  submit  the 
!  proposition  again,  that  if  it  be  true  as  I 
say,  and  I  believe  I  am  correct  beyond  the 
power  of  contradiction,  that  from  the  mo- 
ment that  the  school  opens  In  the  morning 
up  to  half-past  three  In  the  afternoon  there 
is  no  difference  between  a  separate  school 
and  a  free  national  school,  and  if  the  only 
point  of  difference  between  them  Is  that 
half  hour  of  religious  instruction,  is  there 
enough  in  It  to  quarrel  about,  and  to  have 
public  meetings  and  agitation  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land  ?  I  be- 
lieve that  the  great  mass  of  the  people  to- 
day who  are  joining  In  petitions  and  hold- 
ing meetings  have  not  had  time  to  under- 
stand this  question.  I  believe  that  they 
have  an  erroneous  view  as  to  what  the 
condition  in  the  Northwest  Territories  is 
and  as  to  what  is  the  condition  which  we 
propose  to  perpetuate.  When  they  discover, 
as  they  will,  in  the  light  of  the  debate  which 
will  take  place  in  this  House  now  and  in 
the  next  few  days,  when  the  people  of  Can- 
ada shall  learn  that  we  have  In  the  west 
to-day  a  system  which  Is  practically  a  na- 
tional school  system,  and  that  the  only 
point  of  difference  between  us  is  with  re- 
spect to  that  small  matter  of  a  half  hour  of 
religious  instruction,  I  think  the  great  mass 
of  the  Protestant  people  of  Canada  will  say 
that  they  regret  that  there  has  been  any 
agitation  on  the  subject 

My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  referred  to-day  to 
the  conditions  of  education  in  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia.  We  are  proud  to-day.  Sir, 
of  the  national  school  system  In  that  pro- 
vince. We  rejoice  that  from  time  to  time 
we  bear  our  public  men  of  all  parties  and 
all  creeds  cite  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia 
as  an  example  of  toleration  and  good  will. 
The  happy  conditions  which  exist  in  that 
province  have  many  a  time  been  referred 
to  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who  has  held  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
up  as  examples  of  moderation  and  tolera- 
tion. We  have  a  free  common  national  sys- 
tem of  education  in  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia.  The  principle  of  that  system  is.  as 
I  stated  at  an  earlier  stage  of  my  speech  : 
Thou  shalt  not  teach  any  4  ism '  but  thou 
slmlt  teach  by  precept  and  example, 
the  Christian  virtues.  This  is  the  es- 
sential point,  and  happily  we  have  got 
along  very  well.  But  do  not  make  any 
mistake.  Let  no  man  imagine  that  that 
happy  condition  has  been  brought  about 
without  conciliation  and  compromise.  We 
have  no  separate  schools  by  law  in 
Nova  Scotia,  but  I  say  that  we  could  not 
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have  brought  about  that  happy  condition  if 
we  bad  not  been  disposed  to  meet  our  Ro- 
man Catholic  brethren  in  a  generous  spirit, 
with  due  regard  to  their  religious  convic- 
tions. There  is  no  separate  school  system 
by  law  in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  but 
I  tell  this  House  to-night  that  the  principle 
of  separate  schools  is  more  emphatically 
recognized  in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia 
than  it  is  to-day  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. 

Come  with  me  down  to  the  fair  city  of 
Halifax  and  what  will  you  find  ?  The  Ro- 
man Catholic  Archbishop  builds  the  school 
and  leases  it  to  the  school  trustees.  What 
would  they  say  to  that  in  the  Northwest  1 
The  Roman  Catholic  authorities  receive  con- 
sideration and  this  is  one  of  the  means 
whereby  we  bring  about  that  happy  con- 
dition which  obtains  down  there.  The  sister 
of  charity  teaches  in  our  schools  wearing 
the  garb  of  her  order,  and  many  of  the  sis- 
ters are  among  the  best  teachers  Jn  our 
province.  There  are  schools  In  the  city  of 
Halifax  which  will  be  pointed  out  to  you 
as  Roman  Catholic  schools,  and  so  they 
are.  The  Prime  Minister  once  when  In 
Halifax  visited  one  of  these  schools  and  he 
alluded  to  it  as  a  separate  school,  and 
one  of  the  sisters  interrupted  Aim  and  said  : 
no,  Sir,  it  Is  a  public  school  of  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia.  And  so  it  was,  but  it  was 
a  school  which  was  recognized  as  a  Roman 
Catholic  school  and  it  was  attended  only 
by  Roman  Catholic  pupils,  and  it  was  taught 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  sister  of  charity 
wearing  the  garb  of  her  order  and  the  cross 
upon  her  breast.  We  have  made  conces- 
sions to  our  Roman  Catholic  brethren  in 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia.  Why,  If  a 
vacancy  occurs  In  the  teaching  staff  of  one 
of  the  Catholic  schools  of  Halifax,  the 
Protestant  commissioners  have  no  vote  In 
the  selection  of  a  successor ;  the  Catholic 
Commissioners  only  have  the  right  to  vote. 
Such  is  the  system  In  the  city  of  Halifax, 
and  substantially  the  same  system  exists  in 
many  of  the  larger  communities  In  the  prov- 
ince, because  it  is  only  in  a  large  community 
that  this  condition  can  be  brought  about.  I 
am  less  familiar  with  the  conditions  in  New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  I 
think  I  am  right  in  saying  that  they  are  sub- 
stantially the  same. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  same  in  New 
Brunswick. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  While  we  have  no  separ- 
ate schools  established  by  law,  we  have  in 
practice  in  all  these  provinces  separate 
schools,  and  I  hesitate  not  to  make  the  state- 
ment that  in  my  own  province  of  Nova 
Scotia  the  principle  of  separate  schools  is 
recognized  more  emphatically  than  It  is 
recognized  in  the  Northwest  Territories  to- 
day. I  would  have  this  parliament  bear  in 
mind  that  if  we  have  that  happy  condition 
of  things  In  that  fair  province,  If  we  can 
be  quoted  from  time  to  time  as  models  of 
good  citizenship  and  toleration  and  modera- 

Mr.  FIELDING. 


tion,  it  is  not  because  we  have  allowed  prin- 
ciples to  be  carried  to  dangerous  extremes, 
but  It  is  because  we  have  recognized  the 
rights  and  feelings  and  even  the  pre- 
judices of  our  Roman  Catholic  brethren. 
What  interest  has  suffered  ?  There  was  a 
little  friction  years  ago,  but  there  is  none 
to-day.  The  sensible  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
have  made  up  their  minds  that  this  Is  a 
matter  in  which  we  can  please  our  Roman 
Catholic  brethren  without  hurting  ourselves, 
and  when  we  can  do  that  why  should  we 
not  make  an  effort  to  do  it?  I  repeat  then, 
that  the  happy  condition  in  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia  which  Is  so  often  referred  to 
— which  I  myself  have  again  and  again 
spoken  of  with  pride — has  been  brought 
about  by  paying  due  regard  of  the  rights, 
and  the  feelings  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
minority. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Does  the  minister  think 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territor- 
ies would  be  less  liberal  or  less  generous 
than  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  T 

1  Mr.  FIELDING.  Perhaps  they  would  not, 
but  if  forty-one  per  cent  of  the  people  of 
Canada  think  that  there  is  a  danger,  we 
might  well  see  if  some  compromise,  some 
Arrangement  could  not  be  made.  We  have 
to-day  before  us  perhaps  the  most  important 
measures  that  have  ever  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  parliament  of  Canada.  They  are 
measures  which  are  wide-reaching  in  their 
effect.  Whether  we  have  regard  to  the  In- 
terest which  is  manfested  by  the  people 
throughout  the  country  to-day  or  whether 
we  have  regard  to  the  future  welfare  of 
this  Dominion  which  all,  irrespective  of 
party,  are  so  anxious  to  advance,  we  may 
feel,  I  am  sure,  that  these  are  great  mea- 
sures, and  that  we  should  approach  them 
with  the  utmost  care,  with  the  utmost 
deliberation,  with  a  desire  to  find  a  happy 
settlement  of  any  differences  that  may  arise. 
Let  us  not  conceal  from  ourselves  certain 
facts  ;  let  us  be  frank  with  one  another. 
Let  us  say  that  the  gravity  of  this  situation 
is  even  more  serious  than  many  think.  If 
my  right  hon.-  friend  the  Prime  Minister 
is  to  retire  from  office,  as  he  would  be  oblig- 
ed to  do,  if  this  Bill  were  defeated,  what 
then  ?  Under  ordinary  circumstances  the 
retirement  of  a  minister  or  the  retirement 
of  a  government  means  very  little  after  all. 
The  public  adapt  themselves  to  new  con- 
ditions ;  one  government  goes  out  and 
another  comes  in.  Party  interest  may  suf- 
fer. But  that  is  not  the  situation  to- 
day. There  are  interests  involved  in  this 
question  which  far  outweigh  any  mere  party 
consideration.  What  matters  it  if  one  gov- 
ernment should  go  out  and  another  come 
in  ?    But  think  for  a  moment  of  what 

|  would  happen  under  the  present  state  of 
affairs.  Some  one  will  say  :  what  matter 
if  the  Prime  Minister  goes  out,  somebody 

I  else  will  come  in.  Sir,  no  government 
could  be  formed  under  such  circumstances 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3005 


MARCH  22,  1905 


3006 


which  would  command  the  confidence  of 
this  parliament  I  make  that  statement  after 
due  deliberation.  But,  somebody  "will  say: 
What  of  that ;  If  you  Liberals  cannot  form 
&  government  we  Conservatives  will  take 
charge.  Will  you  1  I  doubt  It.  I  have 
no  right  to  speak  for  my  bon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  but  if  I  know  him 
at  all  I  venture  to  remark  that  he  would 
shrink  from  the  formation  of  a  govern- 
ment in  which  he  would  be  obliged  to  draw 
religious  lines.  As  a  high-minded  man,  with 
due  regard  for  the  future  of  his  country, 
he  would  shrink  from  the  formation  of  a 
government  under  which  he  would  be  oblig- 
ed to  exclude  from  office  and  vote  and  pow- 
er forty-one  per  cent  of  the  people  of  this 
Dominion.  The  leader  of  the  opposition 
has  acknowledged  to-day  that  there  Is  no 
union  among  bis  party  on  that  question. 
He  chaffed  the  Prime  Minister  for  a  mo- 
ment ;  he  said  this  question  was  not  mak- 
ing for  the  unity  of  the  goverment  May  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  it  Is  not  making  for 
the  unity  of  the  opposition  ?  The  leader  of 
the  opposition  acknowledged  to-day — It  was 
right  that  he  should  acknowledge  It — that 
be  and  some  of  the  men  with  whom  he 
sits  were  not  able  to  see  eye  to  eye.  He 
warned  us  that  he  spoke  to-day  for  him- 
self only  and  that  be  did  not  presume  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  bis  party.  What  does 
that  show  US'?  Does  It  not  prove  that  if 
my  right  hon.  friend  shall  be  obliged  to 
retire  from  office  on  this  question,  my  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  would 
shrink  from  the  formation  of  a  government 
under  such  conditions  ?  The  matter  Is  too 
grave  to  permit  of  Its  being  treated  lightly 
for  a  single  moment,  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  it  will  be  Impossible  to  repress  a  smile 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  when  I  suggest 
the  picture  that  would  be  presented  of  my 
hon.  friends  from  Bast  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule), 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk),  Beauharnols 
(Mr.  Bergeron),  and  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
<Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  sitting  down  to  prepare 
a  resolution  with  respect  to  separate  schools. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  We  could  not  make 
a  much  worse  mess  of  it  than  the  govern- 
ment has  up  to  the  present. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
is  entirely  wrong.  He  will  find,  when  the 
vote  is  taken,  that  we  have  a  united  gov- 
ernment and  a  united  party,  and  he  will 
find,  according  to  his  own  confession,  that 
be  will  not  have  a  united  party  supporting 
him.  My  bon.  friend  made  merry  at  our 
differences  a  few  days  ago,  but  I  suspect  he 
has  been  having  a  few  bad  quarters  of  an 
hour  himself.  Let  us  not,  in  our  momentary 
good  nature,  fail  to  see  the  gravity  of  the 
situation  presented  to  the  House.  I  say 
deliberately— and  every  hon.  gentleman  who 
listens  to  me  knows  it— that  if  this  Bill  be 
not  passed,  if  we  should  be  unable  to  carry 
*  measure  on  this  subject,  then  my  right 


lion,  friend  will  be  obliged  to  retire  and  no 
other  government  can  be  formed  which  will 
command  the  confidence  of  this  parliament 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Is  that  the  reason 
why  the  Finance  Minister  is  back  into  line  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  only  way  a  gov- 
ernment could  be  formed  by  bon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  be  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr.  8a.m.  Hughes) 
coming  forward  to  sit  cheek  by  jowl  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnols  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) as  an  advocate  for  separate  schools, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  my  hon.  friends 
would  care  for  the  combination.  I  am 
speaking  in  all  seriousness.  This  Is  no 
matter  for  levity.  I  repeat  that  there  is 
in  a  certain  sense  a  crisis.  There  is  no 
party  crisis,  but  there  is  a  crisis  with  re- 
gard to  the  administration  of  public  busi- 
ness in  Canada  by  any  government  and  any 
party.  If  my  right  hon.  friend  should  re- 
tire on  an  issue  like  this,  then  the  only 
thing  that  could  possibly  happen,  If  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
should  agree  to  form  a  government  at  such 
a  time,  would  be  that  he  must  form  a  Pro- 
testant government  and  he  must  have  a 
general  election. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Shame. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Who  says  shame  ? 

Mr.  OSLER.  This  is  the  first  time  that 
the  religious  question  has  been  introduced. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Order  ;  sit  down. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
lion,  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Osier) 
has  paid  me  the  compliment  of  trying  to 
understand  what  I  was  presenting  to  the 
House.  Again  I  repeat— and  I  want  to 
guard  against  any  misapprehension,  I  want 
to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  who  said  'shame' 
an  opportunity  to  say  it  again,  because  I 
want  to  state  the  situation  as  it  actually 
exists.  I  say  this  is  becoming  a  religious 
question.  Who  denies  It?  My  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  said  as 
much  to-day. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  beg  my  hon. 
friend's  pardon,  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind, 
if  so  understood,  I  desire  to  disclaim  any 
such  intention.  I  argued  this  question,  as 
ray  right  hon.  friend  tne  First  Minister  did 
in  the  first  instance,  on  the  constitutional 
ground  because  In  his  remarks  to  this 
House,  both  on  the  21st  February  and  again 
to-day,  he  put  the  question  solely  on  that 
ground. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  point  is  not  im- 
portant I  understood  my  hon.  friend,  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  to  have  spoken,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  to-day,  of  the  re- 
ligious differences  which  unhappily  would 
arise  in  this  matter.  I  think  that  will  be 
found  somewhere  In  'Hansard';  but  it  is 
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not  important,  and  if  be  says  be  made  no 
allusion  of  tbe  kind,  I  withdraw  tbe  remark. 
But  I  say  that  it  is  in  tbe  minds  of  a  large 
portion  of  tbe  people  of  Canada  a  religious 
question.  I  take  tbe  responsibility  of  say- 
ing— and  every  man  opposite  knows  it— 
that  this  question  to-day  Is  largely  shaping 
Itself  as  a  religious  question.  We  have  on 
the  one  side  tbe  Roman  Catholic  body,  lar- 
gely united,  and  on  the  other  side  a  large 
portion  of  the  Protestant  body  who  are  agita- 
ting against  this  Bill  on  what  may  be  called 
religious  lines.  I  am  not  discussing  their 
motive  or  purpose,  but  the  line  of  separ- 
ation is  religion,  and  no  one  can  contest 
that  I  say  that  Inevitably  If  the  right  hon. 
the  First  Minister  had  to  retire  from  office 
on  this  question  and  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  were  called  on  to 
form  a  government  to  settle  this  school 
question  in  the  Northwest,  be  could  not 
unite  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron).  There  is 
nothing  wrong  in  saying  that.  We  all 
know  that  these  gentlemen  have  their  differ- 
ences on  this  question  and  could  not  agree. 
I  say  that  the  government  then  would  have 
to  be  formed  on  religious  lines,  and  that 
would  be  the  greatest  calamity  that  could 
occur  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Surely 
in  the  presence  of  such  a  condition  of  things, 
we  would  all  do  well  to  see  if  It  be  not 
possible  to  find  some  solution  of  this  great 
question.  This  is  a  time  of  great  promise 
for  our  country.  Canada  united,  happy  and 
harmonious,  will  present  a  picture  which 
will  command  the  admiration  and  the  con- 
fidence of  the  civilized  world.  Canada,  in 
that  happy  condition,  may  hope  to  receive 
immigrants,  may  hope  to  move  forward  with 
even  more  rapid  strides  on  that  splendid 
march  of  progress  and  prosperity  with 
which  she  has  entered  the  twentieth  cen- 
tury. We  have  bad  great  progress  in  the 
Northwest,  but  after  all  it  is  but  the  begin- 
ning of  better  and  greater  things. 

We  hear  the  tread  ot  pioneers, 

Ot  nations  yet  to  be  ; 
The  first  low  wash  of  waves  when  soon 

Shall  roll  a  human  sea. 

Let  it  be  our  happy  privilege  in  this  par- 
liament to  do  all  that  we  can  to  continue 
that  picture  of  the  condition  of  Canada.  Let 
us  be  careful,  lest  by  a  mistaken  step  to- 
day, another  picture  may  have  to  be 
presented,  showing  our  people  divided 
along  religious  lines,  our  country  riven 
and  distracted  by  religious  strife.  Can- 
ada then  would  no  longer  present  that 
happy  picture ;  the  tide  of  Immigration 
would  be  turned  back,  capital  would 
lake  alarm,  business  men  would  lose 
confidence,  we  would  no  longer  be  able 
to  enjoy  the  prosperity  we  are  now  enjoy- 
ing, nor  could  we  reasonably  hope  for  that 
Mr.  FIELDING. 


magnificent  future  which  to-day  opens  to 
our  vision.  Let  us  realize  the  danger  of  re- 
ligious strife  in  this  matter.  Let  us  try 
to  avoid  it.  Let  us  have  peace  In  Canada 
if  possible — not  an  ignoble  peace,  not  peace 
at  any  price,  but  peace  with  honour ;  peace 
on  the  terms  of  this  honourable  compromise 
which  meets  the  religious  prejudices,  as 
some  see  fit  to  call  them,  which  meets  tbe 
religious  convictions  of  two  and  a  quarter 
millions  of  our  people,  and  yet  at  the  same 
time  secures  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  now  and  for  ever  every  essential 
element  of  a  system  of  national  schools- 
peace  on  the  terms  of  this  modified  Bill 
which  we  submit  to  the  House  with  the 
sincere  conviction  that  we  offer  a  measure 
which  high  minded  and  patriotic  men  may 
honourably  accept,  regardless  of  party,  race, 
class  or  creed. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is 
now  within  a  few  minutes  of  twelve  o'clock, 
:ind  we  have  put  In  a  good  faithful  day's 
work.  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT— INQUIRY   FOR  .RE- 
TURN. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  Prime  Minister 
will  observe  by  referring  to  the  remarks 
which  I  made  on  the  first  reading  of  this 
Bill,  that  certain  Information  was  asked  for 
which,  he  was  good  enough  to  say,  would  be 
brought  down  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment and  put  in  such  form  as  would  make 
it  available  for  the  use  of  the  members 
of  tbe  House  in  tbe  discussion  of  this 
Bill  on  the  second  reading  and  in  com- 
mittee. Some  portion  of  it  I  believe, 
has  been  brought  down,  but  only  a 
small  portion.  May  I  be  permitted  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  Importance  of  having  this  request  com- 
plied with  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
for  we  are  now  In  the  midst  of  a  discussion 
on  the  second  reading,  and,  If  the  informa- 
tion is  to  be  of  any  value,  It  must  be  avail- 
able at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  R.  L  Borden)  tell  me  to  what 
Information  he  particularly  refers  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  the  Prime  Min- 
ister will  refer  to  pages  1464  and  1465  of 
the  revised  '  Hansard  '  

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  am  familiar 
with  that,  and  I  gave  orders  that  that  In- 
formation should  be  prepared. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Then,  it  is  In  pro- 
gress ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Certainly  be- 
cause special  instructions  were  given  
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Mr.  FOSTER.  '  In  progress '  will  not  do 
us  much  good  while  we  are  right  in  the 
middle  of  the  debate. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  understand 
from  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fltzpat- 
rick)  that  he  has  ordered  everything  avail- 
able to  be  brought  down.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has  in  mind  any- 
thing particular,  and  If  be  will  tell  me  either 
to-night  or  to-morrow,  I  will  try  to  have  it 
ready. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will  examine  the 
papers  that  have  been  brought  down  and 
will  communicate  with  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  J.  G.  H.  BERGERON.  I  would  re- 
mind the  Prime  Minister  of  a  circular,  a 
manuscript  copy  of  which  I  have,  but  which 
I  have  not  found  among  the  papers.  It  is 
dated  Reglna,  30th  of  September,  1893,  and 
is  signed  by  Thomas  Brown,  Secretary  of 
the  Council  of  Public  Instruction.  I  would 
like  to  know  if  it  can  be  found  printed 
among  the  ordinances  or  Orders  in  Councils 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  I  shall  be 
glad  to  place  this  manuscript  copy  In  the 
hands  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick)  that,  if  possible,  a  printed  copy 
may  be  found  and  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at 
12  o'clock,  midnight. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  March  23,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  SURVEYS. 

Mr.  SLOAN  asked: 

1.  Has  the  government  any  information  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  has  completed  the 
necessary  surveys,  or  any  portion  thereof,  tor 
the  building  of  the  new  Transcontinental  line 
in  British  Columbia  ? 

2.  If  so.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
ment to  urge  the  early  construction  of  this 
section  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  ? 

Hon.  II.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail: 
ways  and  Canals).  In  reply  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's first  question,  there  appears  to  be 
no  Information  on  the  subject  in  the  depart- 
ment. 

As  respects  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, it  is  the  intention  of  the  government 
to  urge  the  early  construction  of  this  as 
well  as  of  other  sections  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Railway. 


FRDITS  MARKS  ACT  CONVICTIONS. 
Mr.  GUNN  asked  : 

How  many  convictions  have  been  made  under 
the  Fruit  Marks  Act  to  date  ? 

Hon.  SYDNEY  FISHER.  (Minister  of 
Agriculture).  Ninety-six,  upon  information 
laid  by  the  staff  of  the  fruit  division  of  the 
department. 

In  addition  to  these,  there  have  been  con- 
victions upon  information  laid  by  others, 
but  the  department  is  not  aware  of  the 
number,  as  the  cases  have  not  been  report- 
ed. The  department  has  heard  of  three  such 
cases. 


CIRCULATION  OF  AMERICAN  CURRENCY. 

Mr.  BICKERDIKE  asked  : 

1.  Is  the  government  aware  that  a  very  large 
amount  of  American  currency  is  at  present  in 
circulation  at  par  in  Canada  ? 

2.  Is  it  within  the  knowledge  of  the  govern- 
ment that  in  most  cases  Canadian  currency  is 
refused  in  the  United  States,  and  when  accept- 
ed, only  taken  at  a  very  heavy  discount  ? 

3.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  government  to 
introduce  a  measure  the  present  session  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  circulation  of 
United  States  coin  in  the  Dominion  ? 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING  (Minister  of  Fin- 
ance) : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Yes. 

3.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
ment to  introduce  any  measure  to  prohibit 
the  circulation  of  American  coin,  but  we 
anticipate  that  we  will  be  able  to  make 
such  regulations  as  will  largely  displace 
that  coin. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Mr. 
Speaker,  In  continuing  the  discussion  on  this 
most  important  question,  I  do  not  propose 
to  endeavour  to  enlighten  the  House  upon 
any  legal  points  involved  in  it,  beyond  a 
passing  reference  to  some  views  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  as  they  appear 
to  me  and  their  relation  to  the  Bill  now 
before  us.  Before  commencing  the  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  proper,  I  would  like  to 
refer  to  some  remarks  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  closing  the 
debate  last  evening.  His  speech  sounded  to 
me  very  much  like  a  threat  or  a  doleful 
foreboding,  and  it  occurred  to  me  that  it 
was  delivered  for  the  purpose  of  holding  his 
own  followers  together  rather  than  of  fore- 
shadowing what  might  be  the  result  in  the 
event  of  this  Bill  being  defeated.    He  used 
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the  following  language,  and  he  referred  to 

It  twice : 

I  say  deliberately — and  every  hon.  gentleman 
who  listens  to  me  knows  It — that  it  this  Bill 
be  not  passed,  it  we  should  be  unable  to  carry 
a  measure  on  this  subject,  then  my  right  hon. 
friend  will  be  obliged  to  retire  and  no  other 
government  can  be  formed  which  will  command 
the  confidence  of  parliament. 

All  I  can  say  Is  that  he  has  a  very  poor 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Canada,  that  be  has 
not  that  confidence  in  the  wisdom  and  sense, 
good  judgment  and  forbearance,  generosi- 
ty and  enlightenment  of  the  Canadian  peo- 
ple that,  as  a  Canadian,  he  should  have. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
permit  me  to  insert  in  the  quotation  the 
words  '  this  parliament  *  ?  I  was  alluding 
to  what  might  be  done  with  the  present 
parliament. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  'This  parliament'  Par- 
liaments are  usually  the  result  of  appealing 
to  the  country  and  the  wisdom  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  I  take  it  that  the  good  sense,  and 
the  good  judgment,  and  the  wisdom  of  the 
people  of  Canada  are  quite  equal  to  the 
task  of  electing  another  parliament  I 
would  not  so  much  discredit  the  Intelli- 
gence and  the  right  aims  of  either  the 
Roman  Catholics  or  the  French  of  this 
country  as  to  insinuate  that  they  would  not 
be  equal  to  the  task  of  assisting  to  elect  a 
parliament.  Parliaments  come  and  parlia- 
ments go,  and  we  have  never  yet  been  con- 
fronted with  that  situation  In  Canada,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  we  are  not  likely  to  in  the 
near  future.   The  hon.  minister  said  : 

This  is  a  religious  question. 
Well  I  can  tell  him  that  he  was  the  first 
one  In  this  House  who  said  so.  We 
thought  It  was  a  provincial  autonomy  BUI, 
that  had  to  do  with  the  establishment  of  two 
provinces  in  the  Northwest,  out  of  property 
that  belongs  to  us,  that  It  was  ft  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  them  power  to  govern 
themselves,  to  legislate  with  regard  to  their 
own  ends,  to  do  the  work  which  every  pro- 
vince in  the  confederation  that  has  provin- 
cial autonomy  Is  doing  at  the  present  time. 
But  the  right  hon.  gentleman  says  it  has 
turned  into  a  religious  question.  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  that  be  the  case,  who  Is  respon- 
sible ?  Is  it  this  side  of  the  House  ?  Did 
we  introduce  the  element  which  would 
arouse  any  feeling  along  religious  or  sec- 
tarian or  national  lines  ?  Not  by  any  means. 
We  were  silent  spectators  at  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  BUI,  which  contains  the  elements 
that  have  provoked  the  acrimonious  feeling 
existing  in  some  parts  of  the  country  to-day. 
It  is,  I  submit,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  him- 
self who  availed  himself  of  the  earliest  op- 
portunity— I  was  going  to  say  the  improper 
opportunity— of  making,  upon  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  a  very  impassioned 
speech  along  those  lines.  His  speech  on 
that  occasion  was  somethlug  very  uuusual, 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


something  very  Improper,  something  in  my 
Judgment  quite  uncalled  for  ;  for  while  It  is 
competent  and  proper  for  the  member  who 
introduces  a  Bill  to  explain  its  provisions, 
he  Is  expected  to  confine  himself  to  that 
object  and  explain  them  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible. But  instead  of  an  explanation,  we  had 
an  exordium  on  other  lines.  We  had  raked 
up  the  condition  of  things  before  confedera- 
tion. The  right  hon.  gentleman  conjured  up 
again  recollections  of  the  various  fights  on 
religious  issues  that  formerly  prevailed  be- 
tween Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  when  these 
two  provinces  were  united.  All  these  bitter 
recollections  were  pressed  into  service  for 
the  purpose  of  Impressing  on  this  House  the 
wisdom  and  the  necessity  of  passing  this 
Bill.  If  there  be  acrimonious  feeling  excited 
in  the  country  to-day,  who  is  responsible  ? 
Certainly  not  the  opposition  but  the  govern- 
ment itself  led  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
whose  appeal  In  favour  of  the  obnoxious 
features  of  the  Bill  was  endorsed  by  the  hon. 
the  Finance  Minister.  These  are  the  men 
who  are  responsible.  It  Is  they  who  have 
created  the  feeling  of  distrust  which  exists 
to-day.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  declared 
that  the  press  which  supports  the  opposition 
has  spared  no  effort  to  inflame  the  public 
mind  on  a  very  delicate  subject.  But  if 
there  were  any  such  attempt  was  it  confined 
to  the  Conservative  press  1  If  there  weret 
any  efforts  to  Inflame  the  public  mind,  Is' 
that  to  be  traced  to  the  Conservative  press 
nlone  ?  No,  Sir,  the  criticisms  of  the  press 
throughout  the  country  were  not  confined 
to  the  newspapers  supporting  any  political 
party.  We  had  these  criticisms  from  re- 
ligious papers,  Independent  papers,  and 
political  papers  on  both  sides.  And  they  all 
were  agreed  in  the  main  that  the  govern- 
ment Is  doing  an  improper  thing,  something 
calculated  to  create  a  strong  feeling  of  aver- 
sion throughout  the  country  against  the 
measure  and  the  government  itself.  Is  not 
that  a  fact,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Need  I  point  to 
the  very  logical,  moderate  and  fair  criticisms 
of  the  '  Globe  '—the  organ  above  all  others 
which  ought  to  voice  the  sentiments  of  the 
present  government — and  criticisms  which, 
I  humbly  submit,  would  do  credit  to  any 
newspaper  in  Canada.  What  is  the  press 
of  the  country  doing  to-day  ?  The  organs  of 
public  opinion  are,  as  a  mirror,  reflecting 
public  sentiment,  sailing  on  the  government 
to  take  warning,  calling  on  parliament  to 
take  warning,  and  not  do  to-day  what  after- 
wards they  may  not  be  able  to  undo.  Is 
the  press  to  blame  because  it  contains  de- 
nunciations of  the  offensive  features  of  this 
measure  ?  Is  not  the  press  In  this  respect 
exercising  a  public  duty,  and  can  it  be 
charged  with  inflaming  public  passion  and 
arousing  sectarian  strife  because  It  calls 
attention  to  the  dangers  of  this  BUI  ?  Not 
at  all.  It  is  not  the  press  of  the  country  but 
the  right  bon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  who 
must  be  held  responsible  for  the  present 
conditions. 
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The  right  bon.  gentleman  appealed  to  bis 
record  dealing  with  these  troublesome  ques- 
tions, and  pleaded  tbat  be  bad  given  suffi- 
cient evidence  of  bis  desire  to  conciliate  and 
treat  the  various  elements  and  creeds  In  this 
country  upon  lines  tbat  are  broad,  national 
and  humane.  He  referred  to  bis  refusal  to 
interfere  In  the  New  Brunswick  agitation 
with  regard  to  separate  schools  and  gave 
that  as  an  evldenee.  of  the  spirit  of  fairness 
and  toleration  which  actuates  him.  In  the 
first  speech  be  made  on  this  measure  be  also 
referred  to  tbat  matter,  and  drew  attention 
to  the  fact  that  be  had  then  advocated  non- 
interference with  the  rights  of  the  province. 
Well,  It  struck  me  at  the  time  that  if  that 
be  the  record  of  the  right  bon.  gentleman, 
it  is  a  great  pity  he  did  not  embody  the 
spirit  which  then  actuated  him  into  the 
measure  now  before  parliament,  beoause, 
if  I  understand  the  English  language,  this 
measure  Is  above  all  things  an  interference 
with  provincial  rights.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman told  us  that  he  refused  to  interfere 
in  the  agitation  over  the  Jesuits  Estate  Bill 
because  it  was  the  undoubted  right  of  the 
province  to  pass  tbat  Bill.  Let  me  say  that 
the  Jesuits  Estate  Bill  was  my  first  ex- 
perience in  parliamentary  life  with  one  of 
these  vexed  questions,  and  I  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  that  as  it 
was  dealing  with  lands  belonging  to  the 
province,  which  in  my  judgment  the  pro- 
vince had  a  perfect  right  to  sell  and  do  what 
it  liked  with  the  proceeds,  consequently  we 
as  a  federal  parliament  bad  no  right  to  inter- 
fere. I  held  that  it  was  a  Bill  dealing  with 
education,  which  under  the  British  North 
America  Act  came  within  the  exclusive  right 
of  the  province ;  and  therefore  If  the  pro- 
vince chooses  to  sell  those  lands  and  use  the 
proceeds  for  educational  purposes,  or  throw 
them  Into  the  sea,  we  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere. Therefore  although  the  question  ex- 
cited a  great  deal  of  feeling  in  my  section  of 
the  country,  I  stood  by  tbat  principle  as 
firmly  as  I  stand  by  It  to-day,  and  I  did  it 
believing  that  the  only  guarantee  for  the 
successful  working  out  of  confederation  lay 
in  giving  the  provinces  all  the  rights  con- 
ferred on  them  by  the  constitution,  and  only 
exercising  here  those  rights  which  belong  to 
the  federal  parliament.  Then  we  had  the 
right  bon.  gentleman  boasting  tbat  on  the 
question  of  the  Manitoba  school  education 
he  had  stood  by  provincial  rights  and  en- 
deavoured by  conciliatory  methods  to  adjust 
the  differences  between  the  two  classes  of 
people  In  that  province  and  finally  succeed- 
ed. Well,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  with  the  First 
Minister  on  that  question  as  well.  I  took 
the  same  grounds  that  I  did  on  the  Jesuits 
Estate  question,  namely,  that  It  was  un- 
doubtedly the  right  of  the  province  to  deal 
with  education,  and  I  opposed  any  proposal 
to  coerce  or  force  Manitoba  at  that  time. 
Was  I  right  then  ?  I  submit  that  I  was 
consistent  in  the  stand  I  took  upon  those  two 
questions,  which  were  nt  the  very  antipodes 


>f  each  other,  so  far  as  popularity  in  my 
riding  was  concerned.  Am  I  then  to  be 
blamed  if  I  take  the  same  ground  to-day  ? 
Am  I  to  be  blamed  if  I  take  my  stand  to- 
.lay  on  the  question  of  provincial  rights  In 
the  matter  before  the  House  as  firmly  as  I 
did  on  the  Jesuits  Estate  Bill  and  the  Reme- 
dial Bill,  which  sought  to  compel  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  to  do  what  I  thought  she 
had  a  perfect  right  to  refuse  to  do  ?  Then, 
I  say,  I  am  consistent  with  my  record  in 
every  particular.  But  the  First  Minister  is 
not  consistent  with  his  record.  On  other  oc- 
casions he  stood  by  provincial  rights  ;  to-day 
he  is  abandoning  the  principle  of  provincial 
rights  and  forcing  upon  these  unwilling  pro- 
vinces laws  which  compel  them  to  do  what 
the  constitution  never  intended  they  should 
be  compelled  to  do.  The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man defends  his  conduct  by  saying :  I  am 
doing  this  in  obedience  to  the  constitution. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  said 
last  night  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  he  was  compelled 
by  the  constitution  to  tate  the  course  he 
does.  But  I  have  here  the  Prime  Minister's 
very  words  : 

I  stand  again,  as  I  believe,  upon  the  rock  of 
the  constitution  of  Canada  when  I  say  that  this 
parliament  should,  according  to  that  constitu- 
tion, give  to  the  minority  in  the  new  provinces 
the  same  rights  and  privileges  that  are  given 
to  the  minorities  in  the  provinces  of  Quebec 
and  Ontario. 

This  is  as  plain  a  declaration  as  could 
be  made  that  he  Is  obliged  by  the  constitu- 
tion to  do  what  be  is  doing— that  he  must 
take  the  course  he  does  or  otherwise  he  will 
not  be  doing  right.  I  leave  the  Prime  Min- 
ister and  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  settle 
this  difference  between  themselves.  -  But  1 
take  the  declaration  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  understand  his  reasoning  to  be  that,  as  sec- 
tion 93  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
provides  that  certain  rights  enjoyed  before 
confederation  must  be  continued  after  com- 
ing into  the  union,  he  feels  compelled  to 
take  the  course  he  does.  He  says,  If  I  under- 
stand him  correctly.  The  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories have  a  form  of  government,  and 
under  that  form  they  have  established  sepa- 
rate schools  ;  and,  now  that  we  are  esta- 
blishing the  provinces  by  these  Autonomy 
Bills,  we  must  provide  for  the  perpetuation 
of  the  separate  school  privilege. 

Now  section  9?  provides  : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  education. 

But  the  section  further  provides  : 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  union. 

So,  the  Prime  Minister  argues  that,  be- 
cause tbey  have  denominational  schools  by 
1  law  in  the  Northwest  Territories  at  this 
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particular  time,  which  he  calls — Improperly 
I  think— the  union,  he  is  obliged  under  the 
constitution  to  provide  in  the  Bills  now  be- 
fore us  for  the  continuation  of  the  system 
of  separate  schools.  Now,  my  understanding 
of  the  constitution  is  that  subsections  2  and 
3  of  clause  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  was  intended  to  apply  to  provinces  that 
had  provincial  autonomy  before  entering 
the  union.  Even  at  the  time  of  confedera- 
tion there  were  provinces,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia,  which  did  not 
then  enter  the  union,  but  which  have  entered 
since.  Had  either  of  these  had  a  system  of 
separate  schools  before  entering  the  union, 
these  subsections  of  clause  93  would  apply, 
as  it  applied  also  to  Ontario  and  Quebec. 
But  these  subsections  do  not  apply  in 
the  case  before  us  at  all.  Because,  these 
provinces  are  being  carved  out  of  territory 
that  is  already  in  the  union,  and  never  had 
provincial  autonomy,  but  has  had  only  such 
legislative  authority  as  was  delegated  by 
this  parliament  under  laws  made  in  1875 
and  later.  The  contention  of  the  First 
Minister,  as  I  have  said,  is  that  because 
they  have  separate  schools  we  must  per- 
petuate that  system.  But  is  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  Finance  Minister  (Mr.  Field- 
Irg)  as  well  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  thought  I  had  dealt 
with  that  point  In  my  remarks  last  night. 
I  know  of  no  method  whereby  the  word 
'  must '  can  be  applied  to  the  action  of  any 
member  of  this  parliament.  But  I  said  I 
thought  that  the  trend  of  the  constitution 
created  conditions  which  amounted  to  a  mor- 
al case  of  a  very  strong  character  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understood  the  niin 
ister  further  to  say  that  this  is  all  based  on 
a  moral  claim. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  have  said  again  and 
again  that  my  opinion  was — if  a  layman 
may  presume  to  have  an  opinion  in  these 
matters— that  there  is  not  and  cannot  be  a 
legally  binding  obligation  upon  this  parlia- 
ment, but  that  every  member  of  this  parlia- 
ment must  vote  according  to  the  dictates 
of  his  judgment  and  bis  conscience. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  I  am  speaking  not  with 
reference  to  the  votes,  but  with  reference 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  the  First 
Minister  might  hold  a  conference  and 
agree,  in  order  that  they  may  do  as  they 
should  do,  speak  on  behalf  of  a  united  cabi- 
net  

Mr.  FIELDING.  If  the  hou.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sproule)  will  try  to  settle  the  differ- 
ences among  his  own  friends,  I  think  he  will 
huve  ample  employment. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    It  is  my  duty  to  deal 
with  a  government  measure  and  with  the 
government  behind  that  measure,  and  with 
Mr  SPROULE. 


j  the  principles  of  constitutional  government, 
one  of  which  is  that  a  cabinet  shall  not 

!  be  divided  In  presenting  a  measure  to  the 
House.  Yet  these  hon.  gentlemen  are  divid- 
ed to-day.  I  need  not  ask  the  Minister  of 
Finance  how  long  he  has  taken  to  analyze 
this  Bill  and  reach  the  conclusion  he  has 
reached?  We  were  told  he  did  not  see  in  the 
light  in  which  he  now  sees  it  until  a  short 
time  ago.  He  may  claim  to  be  excused  on 
that  ground  for  not  having  a  very  definite 
knowledge  of  the  measure.  But  the 
father  of  the  Bill  says  that  the  constitution 
compels  him  to  do  what  he  now  proposes. 
Now,  to  satisfy  myself  I  thought  I  would 
apply  to  an  authority  whose  opinion  would 
be  respected  in  this  House,  one  who  I  have 
heard  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  and 
other  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  quote 
approvingly  more  than  once.  I  say  this  be- 
cause the  contention  was  set  up  that  on 
account  of  separate  schools  being  there  to- 
day, we  were  not  free,  in  giving  the  prov- 
inces provincial  autonomy,  to  ignore  those 
schools  and  allow  the  provinces  to  legislate 
according  to  their  own  judgment.  I  submit- 
ted the  question  to  Mr.  Christopher  Robin- 
son, K.C.,  who  is  well  known  I  think,  as 
high  a  constitutional  lawyer  as  can  be 
found  in  this  country.  I  submitted  several 
questions  which  were  embraced  In  the  speech 

!  of  the  First  Minister,  and  I  wish  to  read 
his  opinion,  because  it  is  in  my  judgment 
In  accord  with  the  opinion  announced  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  yesterday,  and 

i  buttressed  by  many  citations  of  constitu- 

[  tional  authorities.    Mr.  Robinson  says  : 

I  The  right  of  the  Dominion  parliament  to  im- 
,  pose  restrictions  upon  the  provinces  about  to 

be  farmed  in  dealing  with  the  subject  of  edu- 
i  cation  and  separate  schools.  Is,  I  think,  not 

beyond  question. 

They  have  the  right  to  do  it 

I  This  would  require  more  consideration  than 
'  I  have  been  able  yet  to  give  to  it,  and  must 
ultimately  be  settled  by  judicial  decision. 

Remember,  it  is  not  the  question  whether 
we  have  any  power  to  Interfere  with  the^ 
province  at  all,  it  is  a  question  of  whether 
this  parliament  must  do  it,  not  whether 
we  have  power  to  do  it. 

I  am  asked,  however,  whether  parliament  is 
constitutionally  bound  

The  First  Minister  says  :  I  am  constitu- 
tionally bound. 

I  am  asked  whether  parliament  is  consti- 
tutionally bound  to  impose  any  such  restric- 
tion, or  whether  it  exists  otherwise,  and  I  am 
of  opinion  in  the  negative. 

Now  I  am  not  directing  this  to  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  because  he  does  not  hold 
that  opinion,  but  I  am  directing  it  to  his 
premier  who  does  hold  it,  with  a  view  to 
getting  the  different  members  of  the  cabinet 
In  accord. 
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It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  I  am  con- 
cerned only  with  the  question  of  legal  obliga- 
tion. What  the  parliament  ought  to  do  or 
should  do  in  the  exercise  of  any  power  which 
they  possess,  is  not  within  the  province  of 
counsel. 

He  does  not  pretend  to  give  ndvlce  on  that 
point. 

Such  a  restriction,  I  apprehend,  must  exist 
or  may  be  imposed,  if  at  all,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  1867,  and  on  the  ground  of  their  applica- 
tion to  the  provinces  now  to  be  formed.  If  that 
section  applies  

He  seems  to  be  in  doubt. 

If  that  section  applies,  it  would  seem  to  re- 
quire no  enactment  of  .our  parliament  to  give 
•  it  effect  

Now  Is  that  not  the  contention  of  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  ?  If  that  power 
exists  It  does  not  require  any  enactment  to 
give  It  effect 

 and  if  not,  no  such  enactment,  so  far  as  I 

era  aware,  is  otherwise  made  necessary.  Upon 
the  whole  I  am  of  opinion  that  section  $3  does 
appear  to  me  to  be  intended  for,  and  confined 
to.  the  then  province,  and  to  the  union  formed 
In  1867. 

Then  if  it  does  not  apply,  the  responsibi- 
lity rests  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  friends  forcing  an  educational  system 
on  the  people  out  there  that  they  think 
should  not  be  forced  upon  them.  If  its 
provisions  are  confined  to  the  then  provinces 
and  to  the  union  formed  in  1867,  the  author- 
ity given  them  in  the  Act  of  1875,  and  under 
which  by  their  ordinances  they  have  estab- 
lished separate  schools,  could  not  apply  at  all, 
because  that  was  not  the  date  of  the  union. 
The  date  of  the  union  was  antecedent.  In 
1867,  according  to  Mr.  Robinson's  judgment: 
therefore  there  was  no  power  in  the  land 
to  give  separate  schools,  and  they  had  no 
separate  schools  then. 

There  is  not  in  any  part  of  .'.he  Northwest 
Territories  as  a  province  any  right  or  privi- 
lege with  respect  to  denominational  schools 
possessed  by  any  class  of  persons,  created  by 
the  province,  or  existing  at  such  union  ;  and 
a  right  subsequently  established  by  the  Domi- 
nion in  the  part  now  about  to  be  made  a  pro- 
vince, does  not  appear  to  me  to  come  within 
the  enactment. 

Is  that  straight  enough  ?  '  it  does  not 
come  within  the  enactment.  But  the  whole 
argument  of  the  First  Minister  was  :  I  am 
doing  something  because  I  am  compelled  to 
do  it,  if  he  bad  said  :  I  am  doing  it  because 
there  is  some  kind  of  moral  obligation  rest- 
ing upon  me,— he  might  have  been  justified 
by  his  conscience.  But  he  says  :  I  am  do- 
ing it  because  constitutionally  I  must  do  It, 
there  is  no  other  alternative,  it  is  forced 
upon  me  to  act  along  that  line,  and  there- 
fore 1  am  justified  In  acting  as  I  have  done. 

Mr.  FITZPATRIcX.  Before  my  hon. 
friend  passes  away  from  that  point,  will 


he  be  good  enough  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
questions  that  he  put  to  Mr.  Robinson  along 
with  the  answer  ?  Because  we  have  had  a 
running  comment  on  the  answer. 

Mr.  SPROULB.  I  have  just  rend  the  ans- 
wer. I  may  say  that  I  had  alrendy  foreseen 
this  very  reasonable  request  I  had  the 
questions  drawn  out  and  submitted  to  Mr. 
Robinson,  and  1  have  been  urging  for  a 
reply,  and  it  was  only  to-day  at  two  o'clock 
that  I  was  able  to  get  it.  I  have  only  the 
telegram  that  was  sent  to  me  without  the 
question.  Unfortunately  I  did  not  keep  a 
copy  of  them,  otherwise  I  would  be  able  to 
hand  them  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  As  soon 
as  they  are  available,  I  will  present  them  to 
the  minister. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  read  the  telegram 
through  without  comment 

Mr.  SPROULB  (reading)  : 

The  right  of  the  Dominion  parliament  to 
impose  restrictions  upon  the  provinces  about 
to  be  formed  In  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
education  and  separate  schools,  is,  I  think,  not 
beyond  question.  This  would  require  more 
consideration  than  I  have  been  able  to  give  to 
it,  and  must  ultimately  be  settled  by  judicial 
decision.  I  am  asked,  however,  whether  par- 
liament Is  constitutionally  bound  to  Impose  any 
such  restriction,  or  whether  it  exists  otherwise, 
and  I  am  of  opinion  in  the  negative.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  I  am  concerned  only 
with  the  question  of  legal  obligation.  What 
the  parliament  ought  to  do  or  should  do  In  the 
exercise  of  any  power  which  they  may  pos- 
sess, is  not  within  the  province  of  counsel. 

Such  a  restriction,  I  apprehend,  must  exist 
or  may  be  Imposed,  if  at  all,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  1867.  and  on  the  ground  of  their  applica- 
tion to  the  provinces  now  to  be  formed.  If  that 
section  applies,  it  would  seem  to  require  no 
enactment  of  our  parliament  to  give  it  effect, 
and  if  not,  no  such  enactment,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  is  otherwise  made  necessary.  Upon  the 
whole  I  am  of  opinion  that  section  93  does  not 
apply  to  the  provinces  now  about  to  be  estab- 
lished. Its  provisions  would  appear  to  me  to 
be  intended  for,  and  confined  to,  the  then  pro- 
vince, and  to  the  union  formed  In  1867.  There 
is  not  In  any  part  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
as  a  province  any  right  or  privilege  with  res- 
pect to  denominational  schools  possessed  by 
any  class  of  persons,  created  by  the  province, 
or  existing  at  such  union  ;  and  a  right  subse- 
quently established  by  the  Dominion  In  the 
part  now  about  to  be  made  a  province,  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  come  within  the  enact- 
ment. 

1  may  say  that  it  is  signed  '  W.  D.  Mac- 
phersou '  who  is  acting  for  Mr.  Christopher 
Robinson. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Is  that  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Robinson  or  Mr.  Macpherson  ? 

Mr.  SPROULB.  It  is  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Robinson,  communicated  by  Mr.  Macpher- 
son. 
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COMMONS 


Mr.  FIELDING.   It  is  so  stated  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  In  a  letter  to  me 
and  which  I  have  In  my  possession.  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
longer  on  this  subject,  but  I  want  to  refer 
to  one  or  two  quotations  which  may  have 
been  used  before  but  which  I  now  want  to 
give  for  the  benefit  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  government.  The  present 
Prime  Minister,  as  will  be  found  In  '  Han- 
sard '  of  March  3,  1896,  said  : 

In  a  community  with  a  tree  government,  in  a 
free  country  like  this,  upon  any  question  in- 
volving different  conceptions  of  what  is  right 
or  wrong,  different  standards  of  what  is  Just  or 
unjust,  It  is  the  part  of  statesmanship  not  to 
force  the  views  of  any  section,  but  to  endea- 
vour to  bring  them  all  to  a  uniform  standard 
and  a  uniform  conception  of  what  is  right. 

Not  to  force  the  views  of  any  section!  I 
ask  him  if  he  is  doing  that  to-day  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill.  Is  he  not  forcing  the 
views  of  one  section  of  the  community  up 
there  who  do  not  think  that  it  is  right  to 
compel  them  to  accept  what  they  do  not  be- 
lieve to  be  suitable  to  the  conditions  there? 
Then,  speaking  on  the  same  day  of  the 
different  agitations  which  have  from  time 
to  time  arisen  in  Canada  over  provincial 
rights  and  defending  'himself  for  having 
stood  up  in  support  of  provincial  rights,  he 
said  : 

Sir,  if  the  hon.  gentleman,  while  he  was  trac- 
ing the  history  of  confederation,  had  recalled 
that  page  

Referring  to  the  various  disputes  that 
had  taken  place  in  Canada  

 it  might,  perhaps,  have  struck  him  and 

these  around  him  that  coercive  methods  never 
yet  led  any  people  to  good  and  wise  action. 

Will  he  apply  the  coercive  methods  he  is 
adopting  to-day  to  these  new  provinces  ? 
If  he  does  to  what  wise  action  or  good  pur- 
pose will  it  lead  ? 

But  I  would  recall  the  history  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  not  only  of  his  own  province,  but 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  at  large. 

Later  on  he  said  : 

These  frequent  recurrences  of  agitations  and 
commotion  are  a  severe  strain,  and  a  very  se- 
vere strain  upon  the  tie  which  binds  these 
provinces  together  ;  and  the  danger  is  all  the 
more  to  be  apprehended,  if,  searching  further 
on  for  the  causes  which  have  brought  about  this 
commotion,  you  find  that  on  every  occasion 
there  was  only  one  cause,  always  the  same, 
and  that  was  the  feature  of  our  constitution 
which  abridges  the  Independence,  the  sover- 
eignty of  the  provincial  legislatures.  In  one 
form  or  the  other,  such  was  the  cause  of  these 
agitations. 

What  is  the  cause  of  the  agitation  to-day? 
Is  it  not  exactly  that  very  same  thing,  that 
you  are  endeavouring  to  Interfere  with  and 
abridge  the  rights  of  these  legislatures  ? 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  is  to-day  doing 
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what  he  then  declared  it  unwise  to  do  when 
he  said  that  all  these  agitations  were 
traceable  to  one  source  and  to  one  cause, 
and  when  be  advised  parliament  that  it 
would  be  wise  to  avoid  such  a  danger.  It 
is  wise  therefore  to  avoid  interference  with 
provincial  rights.  Then,  speaking  of  the 
right  of  the  provinces  to  legislate  in  regard 
to  education  he  said  : 

This  division  of  legislative  powers  is  abso- 
lutely essential  to  the  federal  form  of  govern- 
ment. 

He  was  referring  to  the  British  North 
America  Act  where  it  divides  the  powers 
of  the  provincial  legislatures  from  the  pow- 
ers of  the  federal  parliament  and  he  said 
that  this  division  of  legislative  powers  is 
absolutely  essential  to  the  federal  form  of 
government.  We  gave  the  power  to  legis- 
late in  regard  to  education  to  the  provincial 
legislatures.  Then,  speaking  as  to  the  ques- 
tion: Who  should  rule?— he  made  a  fur- 
ther statement.  We  heard  it  stated  last 
night  that  the  Roman  Catholics  numbered 
about  41  per  cent  of  the  population  and 
the  Protestants  60  per  cent  and  the  question 
was  asked  :  Are  we  going  to  disregard  the 
rights  of  this  large  minority  ?  I  say  no, 
we  never  intended  to  disregard  them,  nor 
infringe  upon  them,  nor  do  any  Injustice 
to  them,  but  I  do  bold  that  the  principle 
which  I  have  stated  before  that  the  ma- 
jority must  govern  applies  as  much  to  the 
electors  of  a  province  as  it  does  to  the  elec- 
tors in  Canada  in  an  election  to  this  parlia- 
ment Then,  In  reply  to  the  question  :  Who 
should  rule?—  he  said  : 

Indeed,  it  must  be  accepted,  and  accepted  aa 
a  truism,  that  under  popular  government  the 
majority  must  rule. 

The  majority  of  the  people  of  Manitoba 
desired  a  certain  thing  and  the  Remedial 
Bill  proposed  to  compel  them  to  do  some- 
thing that  they  did  not  desire  to  do,  and 
therefore  the  right  hon.  gentleman  held 
that  the  majority  must  rule.  It  would  be 
a  doubly  improper  thing,  I  think,  to  adopt 
a  measure  which  would  not  only  interfere 
with  provincial  rights,  but  which  would  pre- 
vent the  majority  from  ruling  In  a  country 
in  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  declared 
it  to  be  a  truism  that  the  majority  must 
rule.    He  continued  : 

I  do  not  mean  to  say,  Sir,  that  the  majority 
will  always  be  right.  No,  Sir,  the  majority  may 
err,  the  majority  may  prevaricate.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  majority  will 
always  do  wrong,  will  always  prevaricate  and 
will  always  wantonly  and  wickedly  do  Injustice 
to  the  minority. 

I  think  you  can  safely  trust  to  the  In- 
tention of  the  majority  to  do  what  is  right, 
and  the  rule  of  the  majority  is  the  only 
principle  that  we  can  apply  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.   Then,  he  asks  : 
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What  Is  the  remedy  of  the  minority  under 
these  circumstances  T 

There  was  a  very  troublesome  question 
to  be  settled.  There  was  a  majority  and 
there  was  a  minority.  The  majority  wanted 
one  thing  and  the  minority  another.  He  de- 
clared that  the  principle  must  obtain  that 
the  majority  must  rule.  Let  him  apply 
that  to  the  new  provinces  be  is  creating  as 
he  applied  it  to  the  province  of  Manitoba 
in  1806  and  if  he  does  we  will  not  have 
this  provision  in  the  Bill  which  is  creating 
so  much  excitement  and  agitation  in  the 
country  to-day. 

What  is  the  remedy  ot  the  minority  under 
these  circumstances  ?  The  remedy  of  the  min- 
ority under  a  free  government  Is  to  agitate  and 
endeavour  to  bring  over  the  majority  to  their 
way  of  thinking. 

That  is  proper,  that  is  correct ;  I  agree 
with  every  word  of  it.  Sir  John  Macdonald 
said  the  same  thing  in  almost  exactly  the 
same  words  in  reference  to  the  New  Bruns- 
wick case.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  the  majority  must  rule  and  he  says 
that  in  case  of  difference  the  remedy  of 
the  minority  is  to  agitate  and  endeavour 
to  bring  over  the  majority  to  their  way  of 
thinking.  That  is  the  rule  under  a  free 
government  and  ours  is  a  free  government. 
Why  does  be  depart  from  that  safe  and 
correct  rule,  that  truism  that  he  laid  down 
in  1896  ?  Has  he  received  new  light  on  the 
subject,  have  the  scales  fallen  from  his 
eyes  that  he  has  propounded  another  doc- 
trine to-day  which  is  diametrically  opposed 
to  the  doctrine  that  he  propounded  then  ? 
As  to  the  power  under  the  constitution,  un- 
der section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  to  supervise  and  control  the  legislation 
of  the  provinces  he  says : 

The  lesson  we  should  deduce  is  that  if  it  was 
a  wise  provision  to  establish  this  power  in  the 
constitution  for  the  supervision  of  the  local 
legislatures,  perhaps  it  was  not  dictated  by  un- 
mixed wisdom. 

I  agree  with  him  that  it  was  not  dictated 
by  unmixed  wisdom.  Our  experience  of 
the  working  out  of  our  government  since 
confederation  has  demonstrated  over  and 
over  again  that  it  is  unfortunate  that  the 
provision  is  there. 

For,  Sir,  experience  has  taught  us  that  this 
remedy  of  interference  with  local  legislation 
has  never  been  applied  and  probably  never 
can  be  applied  without  friction,  disturbance 
and  discontent  :  that  you  cannot  apply  that 
remedy  without  causing  as  much  dissatisfac- 
tion as  satisfaction. 

And  yet  he  is  endeavouring  to  do  it  to- 
day. He  Is  applying  it  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  he  himself  admits  that  it  never 
can  be  applied  without  friction,  disturbance 
and  discontent,  and  to-day  he  adversely 
criticises  the  press  of  the  country  because 
there  is  friction  and  discontent. 


It  must  be  evident  that  while  you  redress 
the  grievance  of  the  minority  by  such  an  act 
of  interference,  you  run  great  risk  of  creating 
a  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  majority. 

Therefore,  by  a  parity  of  reasoning  it 
ought  to  be  avoided.  Why  does  he  not  fol- 
low that  good  advice  to-day?  Speaking  with 
regard  to  the  power  of  the  government  to 
grant  remedial  legislation,  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  said: 

Sir,  the  power  is  there,  and  being  there,  the 
aid  of  the  Dominion  government  will  be  sought 
by  the  minority.  What  Is  the  rule  that  ought 
to  be  followed  ?  I  shall  be  told  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Sir  Charles  Tupper),  in  fact,  he 
has  already  told  us,  that  the  rule  works  me- 
chanically, and  that  no  judgment  is  to  be 
exercised  by  this  parliament  In  such  matters. 
Sir,  that  cannot  ba  the  rule.  It  cannot  be 
that  this  remedy  is  to  apply  mechanically. 
This  remedy  must  be  granted  or  denied  ac- 
cording as  the  circumstances  of  each  case 
require.  And  that,  Sir,  Is  the  very  language 
of  the  statute  that  the  hon.  gentleman  cited  a 
few  moments  ago.  The  remedy  Is  to  be  sought 
and  applied  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
require. 

That  was  the  contention  in  1896— that  the 
federal  parliament  was  not  compelled  to 
legislate.  He  was  advocating  non-interfer- 
ence with  provincial  rights;  he  was  ques- 
tioning the  wisdom  of  a  Remedial  Bill  on 
the  ground  that  It  might  create  a  grievance 
for  the  majority  that  was  quite  equal  to  the 
grievance  under  which  the  minority  la- 
boured. 

Now,  I  want  to  say  one  word  with  regard 
to  the  British  North  America  Act  as  a  lay- 
man.    I  suppose  it  will  have  not  much 
weight  with  the  lawyers  of  this  House,  and 
it  may  not  have  much  weight  with  the  lay- 
men; but  I  hope  it  will  at  least  have  some 
weight  with  the  common  sense  intelligence 
of  the  people  of  this  country.    My  under- 
standing of  the  respective  rights  and  duties 
of  the  federal  parliament  and  the  provin- 
cial parliament  is  something  like  the  fol- 
lowing: At  confederation  each  was  assigned 
its  rights;  each  was  given  the  class  of  sub- 
jects upon  which  it  had  an  exclusive  right 
to  legislate.   There  were  subjects  on  which 
each  had  an  exclusive  right;  there,  were 
other  subjects  on  wbicli  they  had  a  joint 
right,  and  there  were  other  subjects  not  in- 
cluded In  either  on  which  both  might  pro- 
perly legislate. .  The  British  North  America 
Act  puts  the  rights  belonging  to  the  prov- 
inces in  one  schedule,  and  the  rights  belong- 
ing to  the  federal  parliament  in  another. 
Everything  concerning  local  government  is 
given   to   the   provincial  parliament,  and 
I  everything  concerning  trade  and  commerce 
!  and  national  undertakings  is  given  to  the 
■  federal  parliament.    But  it  was  never  in- 
I  tended  that  the  federal  parliament  should 
I  infringe  on  any  of  the  subjects  which  were 
i  assigned  exclusively  to  the  provincial  par- 
'  liament.  and  education  was  one  of  these 
1  subjects.    I  have  before  me  a  little  work 
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which  I  have  read  sometimes  with  interest. 
It  is  entitled  'The  Powers  of  Canadian  Par- 
liaments,' by  S.  J.  Watson,  of  Toronto,  who 
has  evidently  given  a  good  deal  of  atten- 
tion to  the  subject.  He  first  states  the  re- 
served rights  that  were  given  to  the  federal 
parliament:  regulation  of  trade  and  com- 
merce, postal  service,  military  and  naval 
service  and  defence,  navigation  and  ship- 
ping, currency  and  coinage,  banking  and  the 
issue  of  paper  money,  insolvency.  Then  he 
deals  with  those  rights  reserved  exclusively 
to  the  provincial-  legislatures:  amendments 
from  time  to  time  in  their  constitutions, 
municipal  institutions  in  the  province,  local 
works  and  undertakings  other  than  such  as 
are  excepted  in  subsection  10,  the  Incorpora- 
tion of  companies  with  provincial  objects, 
property  and  civil  rights,  education.  Educa- 
tion is,  therefore,  one  of  the  exclusive  rights 
of  the  provinces  ;  it  is  only  the  province 
which  has  the  right  to  legislate  with  regard 
to  education.  I  hold  that  to  be  the  correct 
principle,  and  whenever  this  parliament  is 
legislating  in  regard  to  education  it  Is  in- 
fringing on  the  rights  of  the  provinces. 

But  I  am  told  there  is  a  provision  in  sec- 
tion 93  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
that  gives  us  power  to  legislate.  In  what 
regard?  In  one  regard  and  one  regard  only, 
that  is,  by  remedial  legislation.  The  Gov- 
ernor in  Council,  acting  as  a  court,  has  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  in  cases  of  the  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  that  belong  to  minorities. 
It  may  be  appealed  to  by  the  minority  for 
the  restoration  of  those  rights.  Then  the 
Privy  Council  becomes  a  court  of  appeal, 
not  a  legislative  body,  and  if  they  think 
those  rights  have  been  taken  away,  and 
they  fail  to  persuade  the  provincial  author- 
ity to  restore  those  rights,  then,  and  not 
till  then,  their  power  as  a  court  ceases,  and  i 
the  federal  parliament  steps  in  with  Its 
legislative  right.  That  is  the  only  time 
we  can  interfere  as  a  federal  parlia- 
ment. We  can  then  pass  a  Remedial 
Bill,  but  we  can  only  do  that,  as  the  first 
minister  said,  if  in  our  judgment  it  is  good 
public  policy  to  do  it,  or  we  can  leave  it 
alone.  That  is  the  only  provision  in  the 
British  North  America  Act,  in  my  judgment, 
giving  us  any  rights  to  legislate  with  regard 
to  education. 

With  regard  to  this  measure,  I  want  to 
say  that  the  government  have  at  last  under- 
taken to  do  what  they  should  have  done 
long  ago,  and  they  are  confronted  with  a 
great  many  difficulties  which  they  have 
brought  upon  themselves.  These  difficulties 
might  have  been  very  much  minimized  had 
they  taken  the  advice  of  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  erected  the  Territories  into  a 
province  or  provinces  long  ago.  Had  they 
given  provincial  autonomy  to  the  Northwest 
Territories  years  ago,  before  vested  rights 
grew  up  to  the  extent  to  which  they  exist 
to-day,  and  before  the  population  had  in- 
creased to  the  numbers  it  has  reached  to- 
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day,  they  would  have  bad  much  less  diffi- 
culty then  they  have  at  the  present  time. 
Their  difficulties  have  multiplied  in  pro- 
portion to  the  delay  that  has  occurred.  The 
disproportion  in  size  between  the  province 
of  Manitoba  and  the  two  provinces  which 
they  contemplate  creating  now  is  very  great. 
The  one  is  very  small  and  the  others  are 
very  large.  What  excuse  can  they  give  for 
being  unable  to  extend  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba?  The  existence  of  vested  rights 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  the  growth  of 
settlement,  and  certain  other  things  which 
did  not  exist  years  ago.  There  would  have 
been  very  little  difficulty  in  extending  the 
boundaries  of  Manitoba  if  the  government 
had  undertaken  this  question  at  an  earlier 
date. 

Because  settlement  has  gone  on  there  since, 
and  owing  to  that  settlement,  and  owing  to 
those  vested  rights,  they  find  it  difficult  to 
act  to-day.  The  principle  upon  which  the 
financial  arrangements  are  based  is  almost 
sure,  in  my  judgment,  t»  create  dissatis- 
faction In  the  other  provinces.  I  feel  quite 
satisfied  that  that  will  be  the  case.  When 
the  other  provinces  come  to  know  and  ana- 
lyze the  arrangement  which  this  Bill  con- 
tains for  financial  assistance  to  these  two 
provinces,  they  will  recognize  at  once  that 
it  is  much  more  liberal  than  the  terms  which 
they  enjoy  to-day,  or  which  they  have  had 
In  the  past,  and  this  will  create  discontent, 
and  will  bring  them  knocking  at  the  doors 
of  parliament  for  a  rearrangement  of  pro- 
vincial subsidies.  It  is  very  liberal,  I  ad- 
mit ;  I  am  not  complaining  of  that,  so  much 
as  of  the  fact  that  It  will  give  us  trouble  in 
the  future,  perhaps  in  the  very  near  future. 
In  undertaking  to  do  our  duty  as  a  federal 
parliament  and  to  create  provinces  in  the 
Territories  already  in  the  union,  we  are 
told  that  we  must  treat  those  Territories  as 
though  they  were  provinces  in  existence, 
having  provincial  autonomy,  having  a  legis- 
lative assembly  of  their  own  ;  to  treat  them 
as  though  they  were  provinces  which  are 
entering  the  union  to-day.  I  need  not  refer 
to  that  again  fully,  because  I  have  already 
done  so.  We  may  properly  erect  provinces, 
and  in  giving  them  provincial  autonomy, 
we  are  bound  to-  give  them  all  the  rights 
which  the  British  North  America  Act  says 
they  should  have,  and  one  of  these  is  the 
right  to  legislate  upon  education.  Now,  I 
say  that,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  as  a  matter 
of  duty,  according  to  my  understanding  of 
the  constitution,  when  we  erect  these  Ter- 
ritories into  provinces,  we  are  bound  to 
give  them  all  the  rights  of  legislation,  all 
the  provincial  rights,  that  our  constitution 
provides  they  should  have  and  enjoy  ;  and 
if  we  give  less,  we  are  likely  to  cause  fric- 
tion and  trouble.  If  we  go  beyond  that,  we 
arc  encroaching  upon  provincial  rights.  I 
say  we  are  now  going  beyond  that,  and 
therefore  I  object  to  that  encroachment  on 
provincial  rights.  Have  we.  as  a  federal 
parliament,  the  right  to  go  beyond  that  ? 
I  have  given  my  reasons  for  thinking  that 
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we  have  not.  It  is  for  this  House  and  for 
the  country  to  determine  according  to  their 
judgment  whether  these  reasons  are  sound 
or  not. 

The  British  North  America  Act,  in  assign- 
ing the  rights  and  power  to  the  parliament 
of  Canada  and  the  provincial  powers,  dis- 
tinctly provides  how  far  we  may  go,  but 
nowhere  does  it  contain  a  provision  that 
we  may  legislate  with  regard  to  what  edu- 
cational system  a  new  province  must  have, 
and  when  we  do  that  we  are  doing  what,  in 
my  Judgment,  Is  improper.  The  right  hon. 
the  premier  seems  to  assume  that  the  federal 
parliament  is  a  supreme  body  which  is 
over  and  above  the  provincial  parliaments, 
and  which  can.  of  its  own  will,  exercise  a 
patronizing  or  paternal  control  to  the  ex- 
tent of  compelling  the  provincial  parlia- 
ments to  do  what  they  do  not  desire  to  do. 
Talk  about  being  a  supreme  body  !  What 
does  Watson  say  in  regard  to  It  ?  The 
federal  parliament  is  not  a  supreme  body 
at  all,  it  has  no  over-towering  powers,  It 
has  no  powers  that  are  so  much  above  or 
beyond  a  provincial  parliament  that  it  can 
exercise  them  over  that  provincial  parlia- 
ment. He  goes  into  the  history  of  how  we 
got  our  federal  parliament,  and  says  : 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  as  regards  the  in- 
ternal and  material  Interests  of  each  of  the 
provinces,  their  municipal  self-government, 
their  systems  of  education,  their  public  lands 
and  their  development,  and  the  administration 
ot  Justice,  the  local  legislatures  are  «f  much 
greater  Importance  than  the  federal  parliament. 

Much  greater  importance. 

Over  these  vital  and  complex  functions  ot  a 
free  commonwealth  which  are  known  as  civil 
rights  and  which  are  the  life  and  marrew  of 
local  self-government  and  constitutional  citi- 
zenship, the  provincial  parliament  rules  sup- 
reme. 

And  the  federal  parliament  cannot  inter- 
fere.   He  says  : 

It  must  be  brfrne  in  mind  that  the  federal 
parliament  Is  the  offspring  of  the  provincial 
legislatures  ;  

Not  the  provincial  parliament  the  off- 
spring of  the  federal  parliament. 

 that  it  Is  not  their  progenitor  ;    and  that 

In  confiding  to  it  such  ot  their  powers  as  were 
necessary  to  establish  It  as  a  greater  institu- 
tion than  themselves  there  were  yet  certain 
powers  which  they  reserved  for  their  own  be- 
hoof. 

He  argued  that  we  had  a  federal  parlia- 
ment, why  ?  Because  the  provincial  parlia- 
ments gave  up  part  of  their  powers  to  make 
it,  but  that  the  provincial  powers  were 
supreme,  and  must  always  be  so  within 
their  rights.  We  established  the  federal 
parliament  and  the  provinces  gave  it  cer- 
tain powers,  and  the  federal  parliament  can 
only  exercise  these  powers  ;  when  it  at- 
tempts to  go  beyond  that  and  interfere  witli 
provincial  rights,  then  it  is  doing  what  n 
higher  authority  than  it.  that  is  the  pro- 


vincial parliament,  says  it  cannot  do.  The 
rights  of  the  provincial  parliament  within 
its  sphere  are  supreme  and  brook  no  inter- 
ference. I  believe  that  is  as  true  as  the 
truism  given  by  the  premier  with  regard 
to  the  rights  of  majorities.  It  was  not 
the  federal  parliament,  as  I  said,  which 
condescended  to  give  rights  to  provincial 
parliaments  ;  the  condescension  was  on  the 
part  of  the  provincial  parliaments,  and 
they  established  the  federal  parliament 
The  rights  of  the  provincial  parliaments 
were  an  inheritance  belonging  to  them  ; 
they  had  inherited  their  rights  and  enjoyed 
their  lights,  and  any  rights  or  powers  which 
the  federal  parliament  has  to-day  are  mere 
hereditary  rights  given  to  it  by  the  provin- 
cial parliaments  ;  therefore,  the  provincial 
parliaments  ought  to  be  supreme  and  are 
supreme  within  their  own  jurisdiction. 

The  educational  clauses  in  this  Bill  are 
purely  an  interference,  in  my  judgment, 
with  provincial  rights,  and  on  this  ground  I 
am  opposed  to  them.  I  do  not  mean  that  I 
am  opposed  to  the  whole  Bill,  but  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  educational  clauses.  The 
struggles  which  have  taken  place  in  the  past 
with  regard  to  provincial  rights,  and  the 
contention  of  the  Reform  party  that  pro- 
vincial rights  must  be  maintained  at  all 
hazards,  ought  to  be  as  strongly  Impressed 
upon,  the  minds  of  the  Liberals  as  it  was  in 
the  past,  and  they  ought  to  endeavour  to 
carry  out  that  principle.  They  should 
not  neglect  that  principle.  We  have  had 
many  fights  of  this  nature.  We  had  the 
struggle  over  the  Streams  Bill,  and  very 
strong  feelings  were  created  ;  we  had  it 
over  the  Boundary  Award  ;  we  had  it  over 
the  Hotel  Licenses  Bill,  which  was  known 
as  the  McCarthy  Act ;  we  had  it  over  the 
timber  and  mineral  rights  of  the  provinces  ; 
we  had  it  over  the  Manitoba  Remedial  Bill, 
the  New  Brunswick  School  Bill ;  and  in 
every  one  of  these  cases  the  Reform  party 
stood  on  the  same  ground,  that  is,  in  de- 
fence of  provincial  rights.  Where  are  they 
to-day  ? 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  We  are  there. 
On  the  same  spot. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Reform  party  carried 
Ontario  for  the  provincial  government  over 
and  over  again  on  provincial  rights,  and 
because  they  stood  up  to  defence  of  pro- 
vincial rights.  Where  are  they  to-day  ?  I 
say  they  have  drifted  away  from "  their 
moorings. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Where  were  you  at 
that  time  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Where  was  I  ?  I  was 
in  this  House  at  that  time,  and  on  many  of 
these  measures  I  agreed  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, because  X  thought  they  were  right. 
I  am  opposed  to  them  to-day,  because  I 
think  they  are  wrong.  I  am  where  I  was 
then,  but  they  are  not  where  they  were 
then.  They  remind  me  very  much  of 
the  story  of  the  Indian  who  was  hunt- 


Digitized  by 


Google. 


3027 


COMMONS 


3028 


ing  bis  wigwam  and  met  a  traveller  In 
the  forest  He  asked  the  traveller  if  he 
could  tell  him  where  he  was.  '  Why,'  the 
traveller  said,  'you  are  an  Indian.  Are  you 
lost  ? '  '  No,'  said  he,  '  but  the  wigwam  is 
lost'  In  like  manner,  while  the  principle 
remains,  these  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
drifted  away  from  their  wigwam.  They 
have  taken  another  track,  and  are  advocat- 
ing principles  the  very  opposite  of  those 
they  formerly  contended  for.  I  would  ask 
the  Reformers  of  Ontario  how  they  will 
justify  their  conduct  of  to-day  before  the 
people  of  that  province  ?  I  remember  when 
a  motion  was  made  in  this  House  calling  on 
the  British  authorities  to  grant  home  rule 
to  Ireland.  Every  Reformer,  without  a 
single  exception,  voted  for  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  How  did  the 
hon.  gentleman  vote  ? 

Mr.  SPROTJLE.  I  can  tell  him  very  well 
if  he  would  like  to  know. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  certainly 
would. 

Mr.  SPROTJLE.  They  contended  that 
home  rule  for  Ireland  was  the  proper  prin- 
ciple. They  were  advocating  giving  home 
rule  to  a  territory  over  which  they  had  no 
control,  but  when  they  have  in  their,  own 
country  a  territory  to  which  they  are  giving 
provincial  autonomy,  they  refuse  to  give 
it  home  rule.  Where  they  have  the  power 
to  give  home  rule  they  will  not  do  it ;  but 
where  they  have  no  power  they  insist  on  its 
being  given.  They  are  something  like  Mark 
Twain  who  was  willing  to  sacrifice  all  his 
wife's  relations  on  the  alter  of  his  country. 
In  like  manner  these  hon.  gentlemen  are 
willing  to  sacrifice  every  one  of  their  prin- 
ciples in  order  to  keep  office.  They  are  evi- 
dently not  in  accord  on  the  principle  of 
home  rule  because  if  they  were  they  would 
give  the  Territories  the  fullest  measure  of 
self  government  and  political  autonomy  but 
in  reality  we  are  not.  Can  it  be  said  that 
we  are  granting  them  full  provincial  auton- 
omy, when  we  interfere  with  their  rights 
to  deal  with  education,  although  it  is  ex- 
pressly laid  down  in  the  British  North 
America  Act  that  the  provinces  shall  exclu- 
sively make  laws  on  that  subject.  If  we 
compel  them  to  adopt  an  educational  system 
which  we  prescribe,  though  it  may  be  quite 
unsuited  to  their  needs  and  conditions,  are 
we  giving  them  home  rule  ?  But  we  are 
told  that  the  fathers  of  confederation  ac- 
cepted the  principle  of  separate  schools 
rather  than  Jeopardize  confederation.  Sir, 
the  great  principle  was  not  that  of  separate 
schools.  The  great  difficulty  the  fathers  of 
confederation  had  to  confront  was  the  dead- 
lock between  the  different  sides  of  the 
House.  It  was  not  the  question  of  separate 
schools  which  was  the  disturbing  element 
between  upper  and  lower  Canada.  Not  at 
all.  But  when  the  fathers  of  confederation 
were  enacting  the  Britisli  North  America 
Mr.  8PR0ULE. 


I  Act,  they  had  to  provide  for  the  conditions 
;  that  existed  in  these  two  provinces  and  con- 
i  sequently  had  to  provide  for  separate  schools. 
They  accepted  the  conditions  existing  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  provided  that 
should  other  provinces  come  in  with  similar 
rights  in  existence,  these  rights  should  con- 
tinue. But  there  were  four  provinces  enter- 
ing confederation  which  had  not  these 
rights.  If  however  the  principle  of  separate 
schools  was  established  at  confederation, 
why  do  we  not  have  it  in  these  four  pro- 
vinces ? 

This  clause  which  is  objected  to,  said  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  is  the  law  to-day,  it 
is  in  accordance  with  the  constitution,  and 
I  commend  it  even  to  the  biased  judgment  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey.  He  referr- 
ed to  the  hon.  member  from  East  Grey  in 
different  lights  that  day,  and  I  think  in  a 
manner  quite  uncalled  for  and  which  did 
not  come  with  the  best  grace  from  one 
occupying  the  dignified  position  of  Premier 
of  this  Dominion.  It  was  a  gratuitous  as- 
sumption on  his  part  that  the  member  for 
East  Grey  has  a  biased  mind  and  is  not 
fair.  No  one,  he  said,  is  so  blind  as  the  one 
who  will  not  see,  and  of  course  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  was  in  that  category. 
Well,  I  think  that  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  ought  to  be  credited  with  possessing 
the  ordinary  intelligence  which  the  aver- 
age member  of  parliament  is  usually  credit- 
ed with.  If  we  were  in  1867  instead  of  1905 
and  if  we  had  to  introduce  into  the  Domin- 
ion the  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatche- 
wan, would  we  not,  asks  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman, have  to  give  these  provinces  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  with  regard  to 
separate  schools  as  we  gave  Ontario  and 
Quebec  ?  I  say  emphatically  no,  and  I  am 
confirmed  in'  that  conclusion  by  the  advice 
of  that  high  authority,  Mr.  Christopher 
Robinson,  whose  opinion  I  have  cited.  In 
my  judgment  the  question  we  have  to  settle 
is  this.  Is  it  proper  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  these  provinces  in  the  matter  of 
education  ?  The  Minister  of  Finance  says 
there  is  a  moral  obligation  resting  on  us  to 
do  it  But  is  that  moral  obligation  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  Justify  our  interfering  with 
provincial  rights  and  compelling  the  major- 
ity of  the  country  to  do  what  they  say  it  is 
impossible  to  carry  out  successfully  under 
their  present  conditions.  Would  that  be  sound 
policy  ?  These  are  the  questions  that  ap- 
peal to  our  judgment  to-day.  In  the  first 
place  is  it  right,  as  a  question  of  principle  ? 
In  the  second  place  is  it  sound  as  a  question 
of  policy  ?  It  might  possibly  be  right  in 
principle  and  still  not  be  sound  as  a  matter 
of  policy.  As  a  matter  of  policy  is  it  wise 
to  compel  the  people  to  provide  for  separate 
schools  for  all  time  whether  suited  to  the 
conditions  out  there  or  not  ?  I  do  not  think 
it  is  and  am  therefore  opposed  to  any  inter- 
ference with  provincial  rights.  If  we  grant 
educational  rights  to  one  church,  we  must 
logically  grant  them  to  every  church.  These 
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are  practically  church  schools  though  called 
separate  schools.  What  kind  of  system 
have  they  In  France  ? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  A  very  bad  system.  I 
stand  for  the  British  system. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  They  have  a  system  of 
national  schools.  France  is  a  great  country 
and  I  admire  it  How  long  is  it  since  they 
have  taken  the  schools  out  of  the  bands  of 
the  church  ?  Only  a  short  time. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Do  you  approve  of  that? 

Mr.  SPROULE.   Why  did  they  do  it. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   The  church  got  bad. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  Is  your  statement 
not  mine,  and  the  bon.  gentleman  knows 
more  about  it  than  I  do.  But  here  is  the 
question  that  appeals  to  my  mind.  If  for 
centuries  past  the  education  of  the  French 
people  has  been  under  the  wing  of  the 
church  and  the  church  has  directed  it  and 
worked  into  it  its  religious  tenets  and  dog- 
ma, and  it  has  resulted  in  giving  tbem  an 
uneducated  people.  I  was  told  by  a 
Frenchman  a  short  time  ago  that  France 
is  a  nation  of  atheists  to-day.  I  was 
told  that  by  a  Frenchman  who  ought 
to  know.  And,  if  that  is  what  has  been 
accomplished  with  full  control  of  edu- 
cation .in  the  hands  of  the  church— if  it 
means  the  turning  out  of  a  nation  of  illiter- 
ates and  atheists,  then  surely,  it  is  not  amiss 
to  place  education  wholly  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  church.  Is  not  that  one  of  the 
strongest  arguments  that  could  be  found  in 
favour  of  that  course  ?  And  that  Is  the 
very  reason  that  France  is  following  that 
course  to-day.  President  Loubet  declares 
that  it  is  proper  and  right,  and  that  France 
must  do  it  And  if  we  try  to  keep  education 
fiee  from  the  control  of  the  same  church, 
Is  It  to  be  said  that  we  are  fanatics?  I  can- 
not recall  all  the  names  that  are  applied  to 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Narrow-minded. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  one.  And  we  are 
told  that  we  are  bigoted.  But  there  is  an- 
other word  

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Fanatical. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  we  are  told  that 
we  are  fanatics  and  prejudiced  against  the 
church.  But  If  we  endeavour  to  do  what 
France  declares  Is  imperative  for  the  main- 
tenance of  her  national  life,  are  we  to  be 
accused  of  being  fanatics  ? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sproule)  allow  me  to  ask  a  question  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    Leaving  aside  the  case 
of  France,  let  us,  as  a  British  colony,  deal 
with  a  case  uearer  home.    Would  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  be  is  against  the  sys- 
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tern  now  in  existence  in  Great  Britain— 
which  is  a  denominational  system  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  There  are  many  features 
of  it  to  which  I  am  strongly  opposed. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.   'I  am  a  Britisher. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  am  glad  to  know  It. 
I  ask  are  we  to  be  blamed  for  doing  what 
France  has  done  ?  Are  we  to  be  blamed  for 
doing  what  Belgium  has  done  ?  Are  we  to 
be  blamed  for  doing  what  Italy  has  done, — 
the  very  home  of  the  Pope  ?  In  that  country 
the  schools  have  been  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  church.  Are  we  to  be  blamed 
for  advancing  a  similar  course  here  to 
that  which  has  been  taken  in  Ireland,  esta- 
blishing and  carrying  on  national  schools  ? 
Are  we  to  be  blamed  for  doing  what  has 
been  done  in  the  Australian  colonies  and  in 
the  United  States  ?  Above  all  are  we  to 
be  blamed  for  doing  what  five  out  of  the 
seven  provinces  of  the  confederation  are  do- 
ing to-day,  carrying  out  a  national  school 
system  ?  When  we  take  such  a  course,  can 
this  be  said  to  be  proof  of  fanaticism  on  our 
part  ?  I  do  not  think  It  is  fanaticism.  I 
do  not  wish  to  say  a  word  that  would  be 
offensive  to  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects.  I  admire  their  zeal,  their  piety 
and  their  attachment  to  their  church.  No 
one  admires  these  things  more  than  I  do. 
No  one  is  less  disposed  to  deprive  tbem  of 
their  rights  than  I  am.  But,  because  I 
believe  that,  forty  years  ago  we  discarded 
a  bad  system  of  education  and  adopted  a 
better  one ;  and  because  I  believe  that  we 
ought  to  carry  out  In  the  interests  of  the 
rising  generation,  keeping  the  system  free 
from  the  control  of  any  church,  am  I  to  be 
accused  of  fanaticism  ?  I  have  just  said 
if  you  grant  church  schools  at  all,  to  be 
logical  you  cannot  confine  that  privilege  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  church ;  you  must 
grant  them  to  every  other  denomination  as 
well. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  bear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Why  should  not  the  Pres- 
bj  terians  have  the  same  right  ? 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  bear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  why  should  not  the 
Methodists  have  the  same  right  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    And  the  Baptists  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  bear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  the  Mormons  ? 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  'bear,  bear' 
to  that  ? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.   No,  not  the  Mormons. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Well  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lemieux)  draws 
the  line  somewhere.  There  are  one  hundred 
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and  thirty  religions  represented  in  the  North- 
west Territories.  Are  we  to  have  that  many 
kinds  of  schools  there  ?  And,  if  not,  is  not 
the  only  logical  course  to  take  the  control 
of  education  of  the  rising  generation  away 
from  the  church  

Mr.  LEMIEUX.   What  church  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  the  question  I 
asked.  This  Bill  proposes  to  hand  it  over 
to  one  church.  My  contention  Is  that  no 
church  should  be  allowed  to  control  it.  In 
my  opinion  it  is  as  Improper  to  give  the 
control  of  education  to  the  Methodist  church 
or  the  Presbyterian  or  the  Baptist  or  the 
Luthern  or  the  Mormon  as  it  would  be  to 
give  it  to  the  Catholic  Church— they  are  all 
ic  the  same  category  according  to  my  judg- 
ment. The  state  should  provide  the  means 
of  education  and  should  control  education. 
We  should  have  a  state  system  of  educa- 
tion as  we  have  In  some  parts  of  the  Dom- 
inion to-day. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  tell  us  what  Is  the  dif- 
ference between  the  schools  that  are  pro- 
posed to  be  established  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  and  that  be  calls  separate  schools 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  public  schools  on 
the  other  hand  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  Is  not  relevant  to 
the  purposes  of  my  argument  I  am  not  say- 
ing anything  about  the  quality  of  the  schools 
as  they  are  to-day,  but  I  am  talking  about 
the  interference  with  the  powers  of  the 
provincial  legislature,  to  give  whatever  sys- 
tem of  schools  they  think  best  Now  we  can 
find  some  countries  where  this  particular 
school  system  does  prevail.  Where  does  it 
prevail  ? 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.    In  Quebec. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Not  at  all.  You  have 
there  what  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Armand 
Lavergne)  would  call  a  national  system. 
But  the  peculiar  system  to  which  I  have 
referred  is  used  in  Newfoundland.  Every 
denomination  has  Its  own  schools  and  the 
public  money  devoted  to  education  is  divided 
amongst  them.  And  I  have  a  letter  from 
a  very  Intelligent  gentleman  there,  who 
says  :  God  forbid  that  you  should  drift  into 
the  educational  methods  that  we  have  here. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.   What  is  his  name  1 

Mr.  SPROULE.  He  is  a  Scotchman  like 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  A.  Johnston),  but 
he  does  not  come  from  South  Cape  Breton, 
and  his  name  Is  not  Johnston.  He  tells  me 
that  the  public  money  devoted  to  education 
is  divided  amongst  these  denominations, 
and  he  adds  :  Our  educational  system  is  a 
disgrace  to  the  civilization  of  the  twentieth 
century.  Are  we  desirous  of  going  back  to 
that  condition  In  the  Northwest  Territories? 
let,  it  is  the  only  logical  thing  we  can  do 
Mr.  SPROULB. 


1/  we  follow  out  the  principles  of  this  BUI. 
The  separation  of  church  and  state  is  one  of 
the  principles  that  we  fought  for  long  ago. 
Are  we  desirous  of  throwing  away  to-day 
all  that  we  have  gained  In  this  respect  ?  I 
say  that  this  Bill  which  Is  a  violation  of  that 
principle,  it  is  a  re-unlon  of  the  church  and 
the  state  by  which  education  will  be  handed 
o\er  to  church  control. 

Mr.  BRODEUR  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sproule)  tell  me  how  these  separate 
schools  of  the  Northwest  will  be  under  the 
control  of  the  church  and  not  under  the 
control  of  the  state  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  minister  refers  to  a 
condition  of  things  different  from  the  or- 
dinary separate  schools.  He  has  always 
been  defending  the  system  in  Quebec  and 
Ontario.  I  am  speaking  of  the  system  In 
Quebec  and  Ontario  where  schools  are  un- 
der the  control  of  the  church.  Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  deny  that  In  his  own  pro- 
vince ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
system  existing  in  the  Northwest  Terrltores. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  1  am  speaking  of  the 
desire  to  perpetuate  a  system  which  will 
practically  put  the  control  of  the  schools 
under  the  church,  where  the  money  for  the 
support  of  those  schools  must  go  to  the 
church  indirectly.  Then  this  is  a  union  of 
church  and  state. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  My  hou.  friend  will  ad- 
mit that  so  far  as  the  Northwest  is  con- 
cerned, there  Is  no  provision  in  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  by  which  the  schools  shall 
be  under  the  control  of  the  church. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
church  has  any  Improper  control  over  them 
in  the  Northwest.  I  am  talking  about  the 
principle  involved  in  taking  away  from  the 
provinces  the  right  of  control,  and  compell- 
ing them  to  establish  a  system  they  do  not 
want  Remember  I  am  not  condemning  the 
educational  system  there  to-day,  nor  am  I 
fighting  to  do  away  with  that  system;  I  am 
fighting  for  the  right  of  the  provinces  to 
establish  whatever  system  they  choose. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  Did  not  my  hon. 
friend  say  a  moment  ago  that  the  system 
of  separate  schools  was  bad  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  the  system  that  we 
have  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  is  bad. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  national  sys- 
tem is  better— that  is  the  way  to  put  It. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Now  if  the  legislatures 
of  those  provinces,  In  the  exercise  of  their 
undoubted  right  see  fit  to  establish  sep- 
arate schools  to-morrow,  I  have  not  a  word 
of  objection  to  It.  It  is  their  own  business, 
their  own  right.    We   are    not  fighting 
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against  that,  we  are  not  proposing  to  give 
them  advice  with  regard  to  what  they  shall 
do ;  we  are  only  fighting  for  their  right  to 
establish  such  a  system  as  suits  their  con- 
ditions. We  are  not  condemning  them  for 
what  they  may  or  may  not  do  In  the  future, 
we  are  not  even  advising  them.  Let  them 
do  as  they  like.  If  they  wish  to  re-enact 
the  present  educational  system,  and  re- 
enact  the  ordinances  relating  to  the  separate 
school  system  that  they  have  there  to-day, 
we  have  not  a  word  of  complaint  against 
their  doing  so.  But  we  say,  Do  not  bind 
them  with  a  chain  that  prevents  them  from 
doing  what  the  constitution  says  they  have 
a  right  to  do  and  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
do. 

Now  the  next  question  I  shall  consider 
is,  Who  are  asking  for  educational  rights 
for  minorities  in  those  provinces  ?  Are  the 
people  In  those  provinces  complaining,  even 
the  Roman  Catholics,  who,  according  to  the 
census,  number  30,000  ?  So  far  as  1  know 
we  have  not  had  a  single  petition  presented 
to  this  House  from  any  of  them  asking  that 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  be  put  through. 
Then  why  are  we  to  be  blamed  if  we  say 
that  these  provisions  are  not  needed  there  ? 
The  people  there  do  not  think  they  are 
needed,  as  otherwise  I  presume  they  would 
ask  for  them.  So  far  as  I  know  we  have 
not  yet  received  a  single  petition  from  that 
country  asking  that  the  new  provinces  be 
compelled  to  adopt  that  system  ;  so  far  as  I 
know  not  a  single  memorial  of  any  des- 
cription has  come  from  that  vast  country 
asking  us  to  adopt  that  system,  though  there 
are  supposed  to  be  500,000  people  In  that 
country.  Who  Is  asking  for  it  ?  Not  the 
legislature  of  those  Territories,  because  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  legislature 
has  declared  that  these  school  provisions  are 
an  improper  Interference  with  their  rights, 
and  he  is  opposed  to  them.  He  is  speaking 
on  behalf  of  that  country,  on  behalf  of  all 
the  people.  Neither  the  majority  nor  the 
minority  seems  to  be  desirous  of  having  this 
provision  In  the  BUI.  They  have  not 
asked  their  legislature  for  any  change. 
Then  I  say,  why  should  we  force  it  upon 
them  ?  Are  we  not  coercing  them  ?  Then 
wbo  are  asking  for  It  ?  It  Is  not  the 
other  provinces  of  the  confederation  who 
have  no  separate  schools.  Five  out  of 
the  seven  provinces  of  the  confederation 
have  no  separate  schools  ;  British  Columbia 
has  none,  Manitoba  has  none,  New  Bruns- 
•wick  and  Nova  Scotia  have  none,  nor 
has  Prince  Edward  Island.  They  are 
not  asking  for  this  measure,  because  they 
won't  have  It  at  home.  Then  we  may  as- 
sume they  do  not  want  it.  Is  Ontario  ask- 
ing for  It  ?  Up  to  the  present  time  I  think 
but  one  petition  has  come  from  Ontario  re- 
commending that  the  provisions  in  the  Bill 
be  put  through.  Then  who  Is  asking  for  It  ? 
Not  the  provinces  who  do  not  enjoy  that 
system  to-day.  The  only  parties  who  are 
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clamouring  for  It  are  the  clergy  and  the 
people  of  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  It  was  the  Jacques 
Cartier  Club  who  started  the  movement. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  may  be,  that  club 
is  composed  of  a  portion  of  the  people  of 
Quebec.  But  I  am  not  denying  them  the 
right  to  do  so.  It  Is  perfectly  proper  for 
them  to  do  so.  But  I  say  this  demand 
comes  only  from  the  clergy  and  the  people 
of  Quebec,  who  are  asking  us  to  force  this 
system  on  an  unwilling  people.  What  Is 
the  situation  to-day  ?  Quebec  is  thousands 
of  miles  removed  from  that  country.  The 
great  bulk  of  the  people  of  Quebec  know 
little  about  the  conditions  out  there,  and 
know  little  about  the  school  system. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  The  people  of  Que- 
bec have  many  relatives  In  the  Northwest 

Mr.  SPROULE.  They  have,  and  those 
relatives  have  not  even  asked  for  It,  they 
are  satisfied.  Then  why  should  Quebec, 
that  is  thousands  of  miles  away  from  that 
country,  force  this  Bill  on  an  unwilling  peo- 
ple ?  Do  they  know  anything  about  the 
conditions  out  there  ?  Do  they  know  any- 
thing about  the  possibility  of  keeping  up 
such  a  system  there  ?  The  people  out 
there  know  better  than  any  others  the  con- 
ditions prevailing  in  that  country.  It  does 
not  necessarily  follow  that  because  separate 
schools  can  be  carried  out  successfully  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  they  can  be  carried 
out  with  equal  success  In  the  Northwest 
Territories.  Why  do  I  say  so  ?  Because 
the  conditons  are  altogether  different.  How 
wide  is  the  average  farm  In  Quebec?  Fifteen 
rods,  I  think. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   More  than  that 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Well,  it  cannot  be  more 
than  twenty  rods,  because  I  notice  there 
are  four  of  them  in  a  width  of  eighty  rods 
on  the  river  with  one  settler  on  each  in 
Quebec.  The  houses  are  principally  on  the 
river  front  where  there  is  a  river,  and  there 
is  a  family  every  twenty  rods.  The  houses 
are  so  thickly  located  along  these  rivers  that 
for  miles  and  miles  they  look  almost  like 
villages.  There  is  therefore  great  commun- 
ity of  interest  among  them,  the  population  is 
numerous,  and  they  can  keep  up  schools 
without  any  difficulty,  it  is  not  a  heavy  bur- 
den for  them  to  do  so.  Now  I  have  made  a 
little  calculation  on  this  point.  In  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  bow  many  families  have 
you  to  the  square  mile  ? 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  Two  families  and  a 
lot  of  children. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  According  to  the  way 
their  farms  are  laid  out  on  the  river  front, 
you  have  at  least  twenty-one  and  a  third 
families  to  the  square  mile,  and  every  one 
of  them   has  about  a  quarter  of  a  hundred 
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children.  They  can  fill  the  schools.  I  am 
glad  of  It  and  they  are  entitled  to  great  credit 
for  It  ?  How  many  families  are  there  to  the 
mile  square  In  the  Northwest  Territories  ? 
Taking  the  ordinary  farm  that  Is  owned  up 
there  you  would  have  but  four  families. 
How  many  miles  square  of  that  territory 
will  It  require  to  provide  children  enough  to 
fill  a  school  ?  Do  you  not  see  if  you  divide 
the  people  up  according  to  religious  belief 
in  one  locality,  part  Protestant  and  part 
Roman  Catholic,  you  reduce  the  number 
of  available  people  to  support  a  school 
there,  and  therefore  it  may  be  quite 
impossible  to  carry  on  such  an  educat- 
ional system  as  would  be  quite  suit- 
able and  easily  carried  on  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  What  do  we  find  in  regard 
to  the  same  inquiry  in  Manitoba  and  some- 
what similar  conditions  exist  up  there  ? 
How  many  children  have  they  in  their 
schools  In  the  province  of  Manitoba  ?  I 
have  the  list  for  1894  :  Woodlands  nine, 
Ossowo  five,  Oakland  eight,  White  Haven 
six,  Silver  Creek  nine,  West  Oakland  seven, 
and  I  find  that  the  average  attendance  is 
about  four.  There  is  not  one  school  in  fifty 
that  has  an  average  attendance  of  ten. 
What  is  that  caused  by  ?  By  the  sparseness 
of  the  population.  The  people  have  their 
farms  in  the  west  larger  than  they  have  their 
farms  in  Quebec  and  larger  than  they  have 
their  farms  in  Ontario,  and  therefore  there 
are  fewer  settlers  in  the  different  school 
sections.  Why  Is  it  that  separate  schools 
can  never  be  worked  out  successfully  in 
Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  Territories  un- 
less it  be  in  the  villages  and  towns  ?  It  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  you  have  only  four 
families  to  the  mile  and  when  you  divide 
them,  there  are  only  two  Catholic  and  two 
Protestant  families.  They  are  thus  separ- 
ated and  there  Is  no  support  for  the  schools. 
The  burden  becomes  too  great  It  is  too 
onerous.  If  they  get  up  schools  at  all  they 
lnubt  hire  inferior  teachers  because  the 
salaries  they  pay  must  be  very  low  and  the 
result  of  this  is  a  poor  school  and  injustice 
to  the  children  who  get  the  only  education 
they  will  ever  get  In  such  schools.  I  draw 
attention  to  this  to  show  the  conditions  that 
exist  in  the  Northwest  Territories  and  I  ask 
what  justification  there  Is  for  the  people  and 
the  clergy  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  where 
the  conditions  are  entirely  different,  where 
the  conditions  are  such  as  would  enable  them 
to  keep  up  separate  schools,  to  insist  that 
separate  schools  shall  be  enforced  upon  these 
people  In  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  In 
my  judgment  there  is  none.  Are  the  people 
of  Quebec  capable  of  being  the  best  judges  ? 
They  are  far  removed  from  the  country, 
they  know  little  about  the  conditions  or 
otherwise  I  am  sure  very  many  of  them 
would  take  a  different  view  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.    Would  my  hon.  friend 
allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question  ?  He  says 
that  the  people  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
Mr.  SPROTTLE. 


are  asking  for  this  legislation.  He  has  no 
evidence  of  that  Is  he  able  to  explain  to 
us  how  it  is  that  some  years  ago  he  voted 
in  favour  of  forcing  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  to  establish  separate 
schools  In  those  territories  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.   When  ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  My  hon.  friend  must 
know  it 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  never  voted  to  my 
knowledge  on  that  question.  If  the  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  I  would  have  voted 
against  It 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  A  Bill  was  introduced 
some  years  ago  when  my  hon.  friend  was  in 
the  House  providing  that  separate  schools 
should  be  provided  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories and  he  did  not  say  anything  against 
such  a  provision  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  was  In  1875  before 
I  was  a  member  of  this  parliament  If  it 
had  been  proposed  when  I  was  here  I  cer- 
tainly, would  have  opposed  it  It  is  true 
that  the  Act  has  been  amended  once  or 
twice  since  but  the  question  of  schools  has 
never  been  raised. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
mistaken.  When  he  was  in  the  House  In 
1880  the  same  provision  was  introduced  in 
a  Bill  which  was  then  placed  before  the 
House.  But  it  was  introduced  by  a  Tory 
and  be  never  said  one  word  against  it 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  was  not  aware  of  any 
such  provision  having  been  introduced,  but 
if  I  had  been  I  would  have  voted  against  it 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  In  1880  section  0  of  the 
Bill  which  was  then  introduced  provided 
that : 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  or  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  legislative  assembly,  as  the 
case  may  be,  shall  have  sucb  powers  to  make 
ordinances  for  the  government  ot  the  Northwest 
Territories  as  the  Governor  in  'Council  may 
from  time  to  time  confer  upon  him  ;  provided 
always  that  such  powers  shall  not  at  any  time 
be  in  excess  of  those  conferred  by  the  ninety- 
second  and  ninety-third  sections  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  upon  the  legislatures 
of  the  several  provinces  of  the  Dominion. 

Section  10  provides  that : 

When  and  so  soon  as  any  system  of  taxation 
shall  be  adopted  in  any  district  or  portion  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  the  Lieutenant  Gov- 
ernor, by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  council 
or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pass  all 
necessary  ordinances  In  respect  to  education  

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  a  re-enactment 
of  the  old  law. 

Mr.  BRODEUR — (reading). 

 but  it  shall  therein  be  always  provided  that 

a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or 
portion  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  or  any 
lesser  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by  what- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


MAECH  23,  1905 


3038 


ever  name  the  same  may  be  known,  may  estab- 
lish such  schools  therein  as  they  may  think  fit, 
and  make  the  necessary  assessment  and  collec- 
tion of  rates  therefor  ;  and,  further,  that  the 
minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein,  whether 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  establish 
separate  schools  therein,  

And  my  hon.  friend  voted  for  that. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman that  he  Is  astray.  I  never  voted  for 
that. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  That  Bill  was  Intro- 
duced in  1880. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  may  have  been  Intro- 
duced but  It  was  not  voted  on  to  my  know- 
ledge. The  school  question  had  never  been 
raised.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  read- 
ing a  re-enactment  of  the  old  law  passed  in 
1875.  The  question  of  separate  schools  was 
never  discussed  in  this  House  nor  voted 
upon  during  my  time  in  it.  I  never  heard  a 
word  regarding  it  because  if  I  had  you  may 
be  sure  that  I  would  have  stood  then  just 
where  I  stand  to-day. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
permit  me  ?  I  suppose  he  does  not  deny 
that  this  clause  was  enacted  in  1875,  but 
section  9  was  not  enacted  in  1875.  It  was 
enacted  in  1880.  By  that  section,  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  was  in- 
■corporated  in  the  Bill  and  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
friend  will  not  deny  that  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say  against  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
heard  a  word  about  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Was  it  a  re-enact- 
ment or  an  alteration  ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  No,  it  was  an  Act  con- 
cerning the  Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  not  the  ques- 
tion I  asked.  Was  it  a  re-enactment  or  was 
it  in  any  substantial  respect  a  new  enact- 
ment ?   That  is  a  fair  question. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  It  was  an  Act  presented 
to  tbo  House  by  Sir  John  Macdonald. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  asking 
that. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  It  was  an  Act  presented 
to  the  House  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  con- 
cerning the  Northwest  Territories  and 
amongst  the  different  clauses  of  this  Act 
were  sections  9  and  10  which  I  have  just 
read  and  which  forced  the  government  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  always  to  main- 
tain separate  schools. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Surely  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman understands  if  he  has  not  some 
reason  for  not  answering  my  question.  I 
desire  to  know  whether  or  not  these  pro- 
visions to  which  he  has  called  attention  were 
the  re-enactments  of  provisions  previously 


pased  or  whether  they  were  substantially 
new  enactments.  Is  that  not  a  fair  ques- 
tion ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  may  say  in  regard  to 
section  9  that  I  did  not  say  that  it  was  a 
re-enactment  of  any  section  contained  in  the 
Act  of  1875.  As  to  the  principle  embodied 
in  section  10  it  was  a  re-enactment  of  the 
clause  which  appeared  In  the  Act  of  1875 
but  as  to  the  embodiment  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  Act  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  I  think  it  was  the  first 
time  It  was  Incorporated  In  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  might  be  and  I 
would  pay  no  attention  to  it.  I  was  not 
familiar  until  later  years  with  the  British 
North  America  Act  You  might  mention  any 
clause  of  the  British  North  America  Act  and 
I  would  not  know  what  It  did  or  did  not 
apply  to.  But,  as  I  understand  it  that  was 
a  simple  re-enactment  of  the  Act  of  1875  and 
if  I  had  known  of  It  then  I  would  have  stood 
just  where  I  stand  to-day.  It  did  not  matter 
who  was  in  power  or  which  party  intro- 
duced it. 

It  is  contended  that  immigrants  coming 
to  settle  in  the  Northwest  Territories  have 
been  influenced  in  favour  of  this  country 
by  the  knowledge  that  there  were  separate 
schools  here,  in  connection  with  the  church 
to  which  they  belonged,  and  that  if  we  do 
not  perpetuate  these  schools,  we  shall  do  a 
great  Injustice  to  them  and  be  likely  to  re- 
tard immigration.  Now,  I  took  the  trouble 
to  look  up  the  Immigration  literature  issued 
by  the  present  government  to  ascertain  if 
there  was  anything  to  justify  that  state- 
ment, and  I  could  not  find  anything  at  all. 
Here  is  one  of  the  important  pamphlets  dis- 
tributed by  the  government,  and  what  does 
it  say  with  regard  to  schools  ?   It  says  : 

Schools  are  non-sectarian  and  are  national  In 
character. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Might  I  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  if  that  is  a  government  issue 
and,  if  so,  under  whose  authority  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  is  a  government 
issue,  by  authority  of  the  Hon.  Clifford 
Sifton,  Minister  of  the  Interior.  It  is  en- 
titled '  Farms  and  Farmers  in  Western  Can- 
ada,' to  be  distributed  in  the  United  States, 
the  old  country  or  anywhere  else.  It  also 
sets  out  that  a  certain  proportion  of  land 
is  set  apart  for  the  support  of  national 
schools,  and  that  the  state  provides  for  their 
support  and  maintenance.  This  is  not  an 
evidence  that  immigrants  come  to  that  coun- 
try because  of  the  advantages  offered  to 
them  in  the  shape  of  separate  schools.  I 
uiay  draw  attention  to  another  fact,  which 
may  not  be  known  to  many.  There  have 
been  presented  to  this  House  from  all 
parts  of  Canada  a  large  number  of  petit- 
ions against  the  educational  clause  of  this 
Bill.  Petitions  have  come  from  the  North- 
west Territories,  with  tens  of  thousands  of 
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signatures,  and  among  them  are  the  names 
of  many  Roman  Catholics,  who  are  petition- 
ing parliament  to-day  not  to  pass  this  clause 
of  the  Bill.  I  have  letters  In  my  posses- 
sion drawing  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  names  of  many  Roman  Catholics  are  on 
those  petitions.  I  have  letters  stating  that 
if  petitions  had  been  sent  to  the  Doukho- 
bors,  translated  into'  their  language,  seventy- 
five  per  cent  of  them  would  sign  those 
petitions  ;  so  would  the  Gallcians,  and  so 
would  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  country. 
The  Gailclans  say  :  We  left  one  country 
because  of  the  tyranny  of  the  church,  and  we 
were  told  that  we  were  coming  to  a  free 
country,  and  we  do  not  want  It  In  Canada. 
They  do  not  want  separate  schools ;  they 
want  national  schools ;  and  the  result  Is 
that  none  of  them  are  asking  for  this  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill,  while  hundreds  of  them 
have  deliberately  petitioned  against  it  Ro- 
man Catholics  in  the  province  of  Ontario 
have  also  petitioned  against  it,  very  many 
of  them.  I  have  had  petitions  sent  to  me 
in  large  numbers,  and  my  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  Roman  Catholic 
names  were  on  those  petitions.  In  some 
instances  I  have  know  them  very  well ; 
I  have  known  them  for  years ;  and  I  as- 
sume that  they  knew  what  they  were  seek- 
ing. So  I  say  the  Roman  Catholics  are 
cot  a  unit  on  this  question.  Many  of  them 
are  in  favour  of  national  schools,  and  we  are 
not  to  blame  because  we  desire  to  give  them 
national  schools.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  the  sentiment  of  this  Dominion 
was  Ln  favour  ;of  national  schools  and 
against  Interference  with  the  rights  of  the 
provinces.  I  presented  one  petition  from 
New  Westminister,  British  Columbia  with 
300  names,  another  from  Vancouver  contain- 
ing 2,097  names  ;  another  containing  over 
300  names  ;  another  containing  400  or  600. 
I  have  presented  petitions  in  large  numbers 
from  the  Northwest  Territories  from  Mani- 
toba, from  Ontario,  from  Quebec,  from 
Nova  Scotia,  from  New  Brunswick,  and 
from  Prince  Edward  Island.  From  all 
over  the  country  have  come  petitions 
to  the  same  effect,  declaring  that  it  .Is 
improper  for  this  parliament  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  lie  province,  and  asking 
that  there  be  no  interference  with  the  rights 
of  provinces  In  regard  to  education.  The 
church  unions  all  over  the  country  are  pas- 
sing resolutions  against  it.  The  Orange 
lodges  all  over  the  country  are  passing 
resolutions  against  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Properly  so.  There  is 
no  harm  in  that,  any  more  than  there  is  in 
the  Jacques  Cartier  Club  petitioning  for 
It.  It  Is  the  right  of  every  British  subject 
under  the  Crown  to  petition  parliament  so 
long  as  he  does  so  courteously  and  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  laid  down. 
We  have  Conservatives  petitioning  for  this 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


Bill,  and  others  against  it ;  that  is  their 
right  and  no  one  complains.  Petitions  are 
coming  In  thousands  in  favour  of  non-inter- 
ference with  the  rights  of  the  provinces, 
and  from  only  one  province  are  petitions 
coming  asking  us  to  force  the  hands  of  the 
new  provinces  and  curtail  their  rights,  and 
that  is  the  province  of  Quebec. 

But  we  are  told  that  we  have  separate 
schools  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  that 
everybody  is  satisfied  with  them.  Here  Is 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  in  introduc- 
ing this  Bill : 

I  am  glad  to  say,  and  perhaps  It  would  be 
permitted  if,  in  this  matter,  being  myself  a 
son  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  I  indulge  in 
what  may  be  not  altogether  unpardonable 
pride,  when  I  say,  that  I  am  not  aware  l  hat 
the  Protestant  minority  of  Quebec  ever  had 
any  cause  of  complaint  of  the  treatment  they 
had  received  at  the  bands  of  the  majority. 

According  to  this,  everybody  is  satisfied 
with  the  separate  schools  of  Quebec,  and 
everybody  is  satisfied  wth  the  separate 
schools  of  Ontario.  I  know  that  is  not  a 
fact ;  I  have  heard  it  over  and  over  again. 
I  know  where  a  separate  school  has  been 
converted  into  a  public  school,  within  a  few 
miles  of  where  I  live,  and  the  reason  the 
people  gave  for  doing  that  was  that  with 
their  strength  divided,  the  task  of  keeping 
up  separate  schools  was  too  onerous  and 
heavy  either  for  the  Protestants  or  for  the 
Roman  Catholics.  The  Prime  Minister  says: 
I  have  never  heard  of  any  dissatisfaction  in 
the  province  of  Quebec.  Now,  I  have  here 
a  quotation  from  the  Huntingdon  *  Gleaner/ 
and  what  does  it  say  ?   It  says  : 

How  does  the  premier  reconcile  this  decla- 
ration of  his  with  the  fact  that  the  English- 
speaking  people  outside  the  island  of  Mon- 
treal have  largely  disappeared  and  are  con- 
tinuing to  disappear  ?  Whole  townships,  set- 
tled by  them  and  which  prospered  under 
them,  are  to-day  French.  Protestant  churches 
are  to  be  found  in  which  no  service  is  held,  and 
the  spot  where  Protestants  were  burled  for 
three  generations  and  more  are  now  to  be 
found  In  the  corners  of  farms  of  French-Cana- 
dians. In  only  one  of  the  counties  that  com- 
posed the  eastern  townships  have  the  Protes- 
tants a  majority,  yet  once  they  had  absolute 
control.  Do  men  throw  up  their  farms  and 
leave  a  province  where  they  have  no  cause  of 
complaint  ? 

Let  Sir  Wilfrid  explain  this— the  extraor- 
dinary spectacle  of  a  people  abandoning  the 
land'  of  their  birth,  to  which  they  are  bound 
by  every  tie  of  affection  and  patriotism,  to  seek 
new  homes  In  the  United  States,  for  the  pro- 
portion has  been  trifling  who  have  gone  to 
our  Northwest.  What  is  It  they  find  under 
an  alien  flag  they  could  not  ln  the  province  of 
Quebec  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  We  lost  a 
great  many  from  Ontario. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  National  schools,  I  as- 
sume. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  i  MULOCK. 
friend  


My  bon. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Postmaster  General 
should  be  the  last  man  In  this  country  to 
interrupt  me.  I  do  not  complain  of  bis  do- 
ing so,  because  if  time  would  permit  I  could 
tell  him  a  great  deal  of  the  feeling  in  his 
own  constituency  that  he  may  not  be  aware 
of. 

We  want  no  rhetorical  generalities,  no  vapor- 
ing about  Justice  and  toleration.  Here  is  a 
plain  problem— Why  are  the  Protestant  farmers 
of  the  province  of  Quebec  going  away  t  Do 
men  flee  a  province  where  they  have  no  cause 
of  complaint  ? 

And  still  the  hon.  minister  says  there  is 
no  cause  for  complaint. 

Mr.  ARMAND  LAVERGNE.  Does  my 
hon.  friend  think  that  the  Protestants  would 
be  more  apt  to  stay  in  Quebec  if  there  were 
no  schools? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  am  only  telling  him 
what  the  Huntingdon  'Gleaner'  thinks  has 
been  the  result  of  their  divided  education. 

I  am  ,'not  going  to  enumerate  all  their 
causes  of  complaint  :  I  select  one  and  that  the 
one  on  which  Sir  Wilfrid  makes  his  boast- 
that  of  schools.  Farmers  have  told  the  writer, 
when  he  remonstrated  with  them  for  selling 
out,  that  they  had  no  choice,  that  when  the 
ratepayers  were  all  of  one  mind  in  their  dis- 
trict they  had  only  strength  enough  to  keep 
up  a  school,  but  when  the  cure  Interfered  and 
insisted  on  a  separate  school  they  could  not 
maintain  one. 

They  could  not  maintain  two.  When  they 
divided  their  forces  the  Protestants  were  so 
few  that  they  could  not  maintain  one. 

The  alternative  was  before  them  to  see  their 
children  grow  up  in  ignorance  or  go  to  a  coun- 
try where  there  are  no  separate  schools.  They 
were  doing  well  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
they  did  not  expect  to  get  farms  of  better 
soil,  it  was  a  wrench  to  their  feelings  to 
break  old  associations  and  part  with  old 
neighbours,  but  tor  the  sake  of  their  children 
they  felt  they  must  make  the  sacrifice.  It  is 
a  sad  truth,  and  one  I  am  ashamed  to  set 
down,  that  in  localities  in  the  townships  where 
Protestant  parents  have  not  left  under  this 
motive,  they  have  become  so  few  that  they 
have  either  no  schools  or  are  able  to  keep 
one  open  for  so  short  a  term  each  year  that 
it  Is  of  nominal  service.  Their  children  can 
neither  read  nor  write,  and  a  race  of  illiterates 
are  growing  up  who  are  a  reproach  to  Protes- 
tantism. Analyze  the  reports  of  the  inspec- 
tors of  schools  and  there  are  revelations  of 
Ignorance  among  the  scattered  English-speak- 
ing communities  in  the  eastern  townships  and 
adjoining  counties  which,  if  their  wealthy, 
compatriots  In  Montreal  realized,  or  our 
churches  comprehended,  would  stir  them  to 
action. 

There  is  no  more  saddening  aspect  in  the 
condition  of  our  province  than  the  groups  of 
Protestant  children  to  be  found  here  and! 
there  all  over  it  destitute  of  the  means  of 
acquiring  the   elements   of    education,  and 


threatening  us  with  a  coming  generation  of 
Protestant  farmers  as  ignorant  as  Russian 
moujiks.  This  is  a  fruit  of  separate  schools. 
If  we  had  national  schools,  instead  of  sec- 
tarian schools,  no  child  in  the  province  would 
be  without  opportunity  to  learn  to  read  and 
write.  Another  consequence  of  these  secta- 
rian schools  should  never  be  lost  sight  of,  and 
that  is,  where  Protestant  farmers  are  too  few  to 
have  a  school,  they  are  taxed  to  support  Cath- 
olic schools,  which,  sometimes,  have  as  their 
teachers  nuns  or  Christian  Brothers.  There 
are  hundreds  of  Protestant  farmers  who  are 
forced  to  support  Catholic  schools  or  sell  out. 

And  that  Is  no  hardship  to  the  Protestants 
of  Quebec?  Is  it  no  cause  of  complaint? 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  Is  the  bon.  gentle- 
man aware  of  any  instance  in  which  an 
English  Protestant  In  the  province  of  Que- 
bec has  been  forced  on  account  of  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  to  sell  bis  farm  at  a  sacri- 
fice in  order  to  permit  a  Roman  Catholic  to 
take  his  place? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  At  a  sacrifice  ?  I  have 
never  gone  Into  that  phase  of  the  question 
or  perhaps  I  could  give  the  information. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  He  sells  if  he  gets 
his  price. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  can  give  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman some  information  in  connection  with 
this.  I  can  refer  him  to  the  fact  that  I 
think  in  the  second  or  third  year  I  was  in 
this  parliament  the  people  of  Quebec  came 
up  here  and  petitioned  the  then  government 
to  give  them  sufficient  money  to  take  them 
to  the  maritime  provinces  or  to  the  far  west 
and  what  was  the  reason?  That  where 
there  was  a  community  of  Protestants  years 
ago,  there  was  then  only  an  odd  one,  and 
they  had  become  so  few  and  scattered  that 
they  were  neither  able  to  support  separate 
schools  nor  churches,  and  their  families 
must  go- 
Mr.  ARMAND  LAVERGNE.  Would  it 
be  any  better  if  they  were  obliged  to  go  to 
a  French  system  of  national  schools. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  it  was  of  good  stand- 
ard quality  I  .think  they  would  be  much 
better  off. 

Mr.  ARMAND  LAVERGNE.  Well,  they 
can  go. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  these  petitioners 
brought  a  map  along  showing  that  where 
there  were  Protestant  communities  years 
ago  there  were  scarcely  a  dozen  families 
then,  and  where  50  or  100  could  keep  up  a 
church  years  ago  there  were  then  only  10 
or  12  families.  They  said  that  their  farms 
were  bought  out  by  Roman  Catholics.  When- 
ever a  Protestant  was  willing  to  sell  his 
farm  there  was  really  a  premium  for  a 
Roman  Catholic  to  purchase  it. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Is  there  any  compulsion  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  to  exercise  what  are 
called  the  minority  rights  ? 
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Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it.  The  writer  says  there  are  hun- 
dreds of  Protestant  farmers  who  are  forced 
either  to  support  Catholic  schools  or  sell 
out,  yet  the  Prime  Minister  says  they  have 
no  cause  of  complaint : 

Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  who,  as  premier,  ought  to 
be  the  guardian  of  the  rights  that  pertain  to 
every  British  subject  regardless  of  creed  or 
nationality,  tells  us  it  is  no  cause  of  complaint 
to  compel  Protestants  to  pay  taxes  to  support 
a  reUgious  system  against  which  their  very 
name  Indicates  they  protest,  and  that  is  the 
system  of  schools  he  wants  to  fasten  for  all 
time  on  our  great  Northwest.  There  Is  not  a 
Protestant  farmer  who  has  been  under  the 
thrall  in  Quebec,  who  would  want  to  buy  land 
in  the  proposed  new  provinces  if  he  succeeds. 

That  Is  the  answer  I  give  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  First  Minister,  and  that  is  why 
I  say  we  ought  not  to  do  the  same  thing  in 
a  country  which  is  new  and  being  rapidly 
settled.  In  such  a  country  we  shoud  avoid 
the  mistakes  committed  in  the  past.  For 
that  reason  1  am  supporting  what  I  believe 
to  be  a  national  school  system.  Forty  years 
ago  we  had  church  schools  and  pay  schools 
and  we  had  no  public  or  free  schools.  Our 
educational  system  then  was  very  poor, 
and  we  adopted  the  national  school'  system 
because  we  believed  it  to  be  better  than  the 
other,  and  upon  trial  we  found  it  a  great 
improvement  and  extended  it  by  degrees 
until  we  have  it  practically  enforced 
throughout  the  province  to-day.  Shall  we 
ever  go  back  to  these  church  and  parochial 
schools  ?  Protestants  never  will  because 
thev  prefer  the  national  system  and  because 
they  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  state  to  see 
that  every  child  is  educated.  They  have  no 
desire  to  have  religion  taught  in  the  schools 
but  are  content  to  leave  that  to  the  churches. 
The  sentiment  of  the  19th  and  20th  century 
is  in  favour  of  that  system.  The  enlighten- 
ed, intelligent  civilization  of  to-day  recog- 
nizes that  fact,  and  that  policy  is  being  car- 
ried out  the  world  over.  Are  we  going  back 
to  what  has  been  discarded  in  the  past  ? 
We  are  told  to-day  that  public  sentiment  is 
not  against  these  clauses.  Well,  one  of 
the  cabinet  ministers,  representing  that 
great  western  country,  has  resigned  from 
the  cabinet  because  he  could  not  support  the 
policy  of  the  government,  and  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  consult  the  Premier 
of  the  Northwest  Territories.  Dare  he  test 
public  opinion  in  the  Territories  by  calling 
on  an  election  ?  I  challenge  him  to  do  It.  Let 
him  do  it  and  he  will  soon  find  out  what  the 
deep  seated  sentiment  of  the  people  out 
there  is.  But  he  dare  not  make  the  attempt 
If  he  were  certain  he  could  elect  a  member 
to  support  his  government  in  that  country 
and  take  the  place  In  the  cabinet  rendered 
vacant  by  the  resignation  of  the  late  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slf  ton),  he  would  not 
loose  a  moment  In  having  that  place  filled. 
Can  he  be  said  to  be  carrying  out  constitu- 
tional government  on  popular  lines  when  the 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


people  of  the  illimitable  west  have  no  one 
to  speak  for  .them  in  the  cabinet,  especially 
at  a  time  when  a  Bill  Is  being  forced  through 
this  House  which  will  affect  them  for  all 
time  In  the  future.  He  is  certainly  not,  as 
I  understand  constitutional  government  or 
as  the  people  of  the  west  understand  It  The 
government  dare  not  test  public  opinion  to- 
day. There  is  a  vacancy  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  city  of  Toronto.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Postmaster  General  thinks  he  is  in  ac- 
cord with  public  opinion.  Well,  I  challenge 
him  to  open  up  Centre  Toronto  to-morrow 
with  the  best  candidate  he  can  get.  Why 
in  that  very  constituency  the  reform  party 
had  a  meeting  the  other  day  and  passed 
resolutions  declaring  against  these  clauses 
and  protesting  against  their  being  forced 
on  the  people.  Surely  that  ought  to  be  a 
warning  to  the  Postmaster  General— a  warn- 
ing which  he  should  take  now,  for  later  on  It 
may  be  too  late.  The  government  dare  not 
test  public  opinion  anywhere  west  of  Lake 
Superior  or  even  in  Ontario. 

We  are  told  that  separate  schools  work 
satisfactorily.  I  need  hardly  refer  to  that 
question.  The  trend  of  the  age  is  in  favour 
of  national  schools.  The  educational  system 
of  Canada  to-day  Is  entirely  different  from 
what  it  was  when  the  schools  were  sectar- 
ian and  pay  schools.  They  are  now  national 
and  non-sectarian  and  we  want  to  keep 
them  so.  But  a  comparison  is  made  with 
regard  to  the  prevalence  of  crime  In  coun- 
tries where  there  are  separate  schools  com- 
pared with  those  where  the  national  public 
school  flourishes.  It  seemed  to  me  that  was 
a  most  unfortunate  comparison.  Can  the 
comparison  be  said  to  be  a  fair  one  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  ?  No.  But 
take  the  provinces  that  have  no  separate 
schools  and  compare  them  with  those  that 
have.  Did  the  right  hon.  gentleman  do  that? 
Not  at  all.  I  however  have  tak<">  the  troube 
to  look  up  the  statistics  and  I  find  that  there 
is  practically  no  difference.  Take  Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land, British  Columbia  and  Manitoba,  and 
I  find  practically  there  Is  no  difference  as 
regards  the  prevalence  of  crime  between 
these  provinces  and  the  provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  But  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
pointed  to  the  United  States  and  asked  how 
we  were  to  account  for  the  prevalence  in 
that  country  of  divorces.  Surely  that  is  not 
due  to  the  absence  of  separate  schools.  Why 
did  he  not  show  that  the  application  for 
divorces  from  these  provinces  which  have 
not  separate  schools  are  larger  than  those 
which  have.  The  reason  is  evident  I 
looked  into  that  question  and  I  found  no 
evidence  of  any  difference  so  that  the  com- 
parison between  Canada  and  the  United 
States  is  not  a  fair  one.  I  have  said  that 
the  trend  of  the  age  is  In  favour  of  national 
schools.  They  are  to  be  found  In  Mexico, 
Bolivia,  in  most  of  the  South  American 
republics,  Venezuela,  Equador,  France,  Italy, 
Germany  and  Ireland.   Then  are  you  going 
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to  establish  In  these  new  provinces  some- 
thing else  ?  The  enlightened  advanced  in- 
telligence of  the  twentieth  century  declares 
in  favour  of  national  schools,  are  you  going 
back  to  something  else  ?  Are  you  going 
to  clothe  these  new  provinces  with  the 
cast-off  'and  tattered  garments  of  those 
nations  which  discarded  church  and  sectar- 
ain  schools  years  ago  ?  We  shall  be  com- 
mitting the  greatest  of  follies  if  we  do. 
Our  people  out  in  the  west  are  inured  to  a 
freedom  far  in  advance  of  any  enjoyed  in 
almost  any  part  of  the  world,  and  it  is  but 
natural  that  they  should  feel  sore  at  being 
deprived  of  any  of  their  undoubted  rights. 
Why  should  we  interfere  with  those  rights, 
as  we  shall  assuredly  do  if  we  establish 
separate  schools  in  that  country  and  compel 
these  people  to  maintain  such  schools  for 
ever  after.  These  people  are  inured  to 
western  freedom  and  should  continue  to 
enjoy  it.  These  young  giants  have  in  them- 
selves and  their  surroundings  all  the  capa- 
bilities of  great  development,  if  we  will 
only  avoid  binding  them  with  chains  and 
shackles  which  will  retard  that  development. 
They  have  in  themselves  the  elements  of 
great  development.  Surely  we  do  not  wish 
to  retard  or  prevent  them  developing  the 
highest  capabilities  of  citizens  in  that  great 
western  country.  Let  them  breathe  the 
fresh  air  of  heaven  in  their  western  freedom 
which  is  their  birthright,  let  them  enjoy  the 
sunshine  and  the  other  exhilarating,  environ- 
ments of  western  freedom  which  they  enjoy 
to-day  and  grow  up  under  these  favourable 
conditions.  Let  their  mental  pabulum  be  the 
unadulterated  food  supplied  from  the  nation- 
al storehouse  of  the  little  red  schools,  and 
we  need  have  no  fear  for  the  future  citlzen- 
.  ship  of  these  people.  They  will  grow  up 
mental  and  colossal  giants  and  be  a  source 
of  strength  not  only  to  this  country  in  the 
future  but  to  the  British  empire.  Our  motto 
to-day  is  '  hands  off  the  twins  ;  do  not  inter- 
fere with  their  rights.'  Provincial  rights  are 
sacred  and  inalienable.  They  must  not  be 
interfered  with,  and  therefore  I  shall  vote 
for  the  amendment  to  strike  those  clauses 
from  the  Bill. 

Hon.  WILLIAM  PATERSON  (Minister  of 
Customs).  It  has  been  rightly  said.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, by  gentlemen  who  preceded  me,  that  we 
have  come  to  the  consideration  of  two  very 
important  Bills.  From  what  has  transpired 
in  this  House  and  the  country,  there  is  evid- 
ently a  good  deal  of  diversity  of  opinion 
on  at  least  some  of  the  points  in  those  mea- 
sures. My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  who 
has  just  taken  bis  seat  has  emphasized  his 
objections  strongly,  those  objections  being 
mainly  to  one  portion  of  the  Bill.  If  I 
understood  him  aright,  he  objects  also  to 
another  section  which  deals  with  the  pub- 
lic lands.  I  did  not  quite  catch  whether  he 
objected  to  those  sections  referring  to  the 
boundaries. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  I  have  always  been  of 
the  opinion  that  the  lands  should  go  to  the 
provinces. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  understood  that  to  be 
the  hon.  gentleman's  position.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  like  others  who  preceded  him, 
seems  to  have  been  influenced  by  the  in- 
terest aroused  in  the  country  by  what  are 
known  as  the  educational  clauses.  The 
House  has  been  petitioned  in  reference  to 
those  clauses  ;  there  have  been  petitions 
for  and  petitions  against.  It  is  for  parlia- 
ment to  come  to  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  as  I  believe  parliament  has  done 
and  will  do,  in  a  calm  and  dispassionate 
spirit,  and  to  endeavour  to  give  due  weight 
to  any  argument  that  may  be  advanced 
from  any  point  of  view.  That  is  what  this 
discussion  is  for ;  that  is  how  we  may  be 
benefited.  In  committee,  of  course,  the 
educational  clauses  will  be  discussed  at 
length.  Still  I  may  follow  the  example  of 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Orey  (Mr.  Sproule), 
and  deal  largely  with  that  subject  The 
government  have  proposed  in  this  Bill  cer- 
tain provisions  with  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter. The  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden),  in  his  able  speech,  offered  a  legal 
argument  against  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
and  submitted  an  amendment  Not  only 
was  a  legal  argument  presented  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  but  the  Prime  Min- 
ister (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  also  directed  part 
of  his  argument  in  the  same  line.  And  I 
have  no  doubt  that  other  gentlemen  in  the 
House  who  are  competent  to  do  so  will  fol- 
low that  line.  But  upon  that  portion  of  the 
case  I  shall  not  trespass.  Like  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  I  do 
not  feel  that  I  should  >be  regarded  as  an 
authority  upon  the  subject  and  I  know  it 
would  be  hazardous  for  me — and  even  pre- 
sumptious — for  me  to  express  an  opinion  ; 
not  that  I  abandon  my  Judgment  in  this 
matter,  but  simply  that  I  do  not  argue  the 
matter  before  the  House.  My  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Sproule)  read  an  opinion  from  a  very 
able  legal  gentleman,  Mr.  Christopher  Rob- 
inson, K.C.  I  believe  that  gentleman  stands 
almost  if  not  quite,  at  the  head  of  his  pro- 
fession. The  leader  of  the  opposition  is 
also  admitted,  I  think,  to  be  a  gentleman  of 
legal  attainments  of  no  ordinary  character. 
And  I  think  I  am  not  saying  more  than  I 
am  perfectly  justified  in  saying  when  I 
state  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick)  Is  also  one  of  the  brightest 'legal 
minds  we  have  in  the  country.  But  these 
gentlemen  do  not  agree.  If  I  followed 
aright  the  argument  of  the  leader  of  the 
opposition,  he  takes  the  ground  that  this 
parliament  has  no  power  to  pass  the  legis- 
lation now  proposed.  If  I  followed  biin 
aright  and  was  able  to  apprehend  his  argu- 
ment, that  is  his  position.  But  if  I  appre- 
hend aright  the  opinion  expressed  in  the 
telegram  of  Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  that 
gentleman  does  not  at  all  take  the  view 
expressed  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
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If  I  understand  him,  Mr.  Christopher  Robin- 
son argues  that  It  is  doubtful  whether  the 
Premier's  position  In  relation  to  section  93 
■would  be  borne  out.  If  It  is  not,  and  if  the 
Territories  do  not  come  under  that  provis- 
ion, Mr.  Robinson  says,  it  would  be  necessary 
for  parliament  to  supplement  their  action. 
Then,  if  parliament  can  supplement  that 
action,  it  must  be  because  parliament  has 
the  power  

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Paterson)  has  misapprehended  It  I 
have  read  the  telegram  carefully. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Did  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden),  when  the  telegram 
was  first  read,  understand  it  as  I  have  just 
stated  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman what  it  means  with  reference  to  the 
action  of  parliament  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   May  I  read  It  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDEN.  This  Is  Mr.  Robin- 
son's opinion  : 

The  right  of  the  Dominion  parliament  to  im- 
pose restrictions  upon  the  provinces  about  to 
be  formed  in  dealing  with  the  subject  ot  edu- 
cation and  separate  schools,  is,  I  think,  not  be- 
yond question. 

I  said  that,  In  my  humble  opinion,  parlia- 
ment had  no  such  pbwers. 

This  would  require  more  consideration  than 
I  have  been  able  yet  to  give  It,  and  must  ulti- 
mately be  settled  by  Judicial  decision.  I  am 
asked,  however,  whether  parliament  Is  consti- 
tutionally bound  to  Impose  any  such  restric- 
tion, or  whether  It  exiBts  otherwise,  and  I  am 
of  opinion  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  GERMAN.  Anybody  would  say  that. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  Prime  Minister 
(bar  Wilfrid  Laurier)  did  not  say  that,  but 
said  the  very  opposite— and  I  suppose  the 
hon.  member  (Mr.  German)  would  say  that 
the  Prime  Minister  is  somebody. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  I  am  concerned 
only  with  the  question  of  legal  obligation.  What 
the  parliament  ought  to  do  or  should  do  In  the 
exercise  of  any  power  which  they  may  pos- 

S6SS,'  1 

Mr.  PATERSON.  That  is  the  point  I 
meant. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (reading)  : 

 is  not  within  the  province  of  counsel. 

'Any  power  which  they  may  possess.' 
Mr.  Robinson  says  he  is  not  advising  as 
to  what  parliament  should  do  if  it  has  the 
power,  but  as  to  the  power  which  parlia 
ment  has. 

Such  a  restriction,  I  apprehend,  must  exist 
or  may  be  imposed,  if  at  all,  under  the  pro- 
visions  of  section   93   of   the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  and  on  the  ground  of  their 
Mr.  PATERSON. 


application  to  the  provinces  now  to  be  formed. 
If  that  section  applies,  it  would  seem  to  re- 
quire no  enactment  of  our  parliament  to  give 

it  effect,  

My  hon.  friend  will  remember  that  I  said 
that  what  we  should  do  Is  to  use  simple 
general  words  bringing  into  force  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  the  constitution  which 
we  already  possess.  I  understand  this 
opinion  to  go  further  even  than  what  I 
suggested  yesterday. 

 and  if  not,  no  such  enactment,  so  far  as  I 

am  aware,  is  otherwise  made  necessary. 

I  must  confess  I  do  not  exactly  under- 
stand these  words  of  the  telegram.  But 
Mr.  Robinson  continues — and  the  telegram 
is  perfectly  clear  in  this  regard : 

Upon  the  whole,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  sec- 
tion 93  does  not  apply  to  the  provinces  now 
about  to  be  established. 

The  legislation  before  parliament  not  only 
seeks  to  make  It  apply,  but  amends  it  Id 
making  that  application,  and  provides  an 
entirely  new  section,  although  in  doing  so 
it  is  altering  Imperial  legislation..  Mr.  Rob- 
inson continues : 

Its  provisions  would  appear  

That  is,  the  provisions'  of  section  93  of  the 
British  North.  America  Act — 

Its  provisions  would  appear  to  me  to  be  in- 
tended for,  and  confined  to  the  then  provinces, 
and  to  the  union  formed  in  1867.  There  Is  not 
in  any  part  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  as  a 
province,  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect 
to  denominational  schools  possessed  by  any 
class  of  persons,  created  by  the  province,  or  ex- 
isting at  such  union  ;  and  a  right  subsequently 
established  by  the  Dominion  in  the  part  now 
about  to  be  made  a  province  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  come  within  the  enactment. 

I  had  not  seen  or  heard  of  this  opinion 
when  I  spoke,  yesterday.  So  far  as  I  am 
able  to  understand  it,  as  very  briefly  em- 
bodied in  the  telegram,  it  seems  to  me  alto- 
gether in  accordance  with  the  view  which 
I  expressed,  except  that  I  expressed  a 
greater  doubt  than  Mr.  Robinson  does  about 
the  power  of  this  parliament  to  deal  with 
this  question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  It  is  plain  from 
what  we  have  heard  that  lawyers  differ. 
However,  I  still  maintain  my  opinion,  but 
I  do  so  with  deference,  because  neither  am 
I  able  to  make  a  legal  argument  myself, 
nor  have  I  a  sufficiently  sharp  mind  to  un- 
derstand the  contradictory  legal  arguments 
of  others.  Now  I  want  to  know  what  Sir 
Christopher  Robinson  means.  If  section  93 
does  give  certain  powers,  should  parliament 
exercise  the  power  it  possesses  ?  Now  then 
what  power  does  parliament  possess  ?  Toe 
leader  of  the  opposition  says  we  have  «o 
power.  Sir  Christopher  Robinson,  as  I  un- 
derstand, believes  that  under  the  amend- 
ment to  the  British  North  America  Act  of 
1875.  tfie  right  to  make  the  constitution  of 
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these  new  provinces  is  Tested  in  this  par- 
liament, and  if  it  be  necessary  to  give  effect 
to  that  right,  we  must  do  so.  But  he  is 
not  clear  that  section  93  does  give  that 
right. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   He  does  not  say  so. 

Mr.  PATBRSON.  I  am  not  arguing  the 
legal  point  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  am 
simply  pointing  out  that  the  best  legal 
minds  we  have  in  the  country  do  not  agree. 
Now  there  was  a  very  large  meeting  held 
In  the  city  of  Toronto  last  Monday,  in  Mas- 
sey  Hall.  The  multitude  assembled  were 
evidently  deeply  moved  by  the  subject  of 
discussion,  namely,  the  educational  clauses 
of  this  Bill.  There  was  present  a  legal 
gentleman  whose  standing  in  the  profession 
I  do  not  know  ;  I  see  he  is  a  King's  Counsel, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  he  Is  a  gentleman  pos- 
sessed of  legal  knowledge.  Evidently  he 
felt  warmly  on  this  subject,  for  he  moved 
a  resolution  protesting  against  the  passage 
of  the  Bill.  In  the  resolution  which  was 
-  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Prime  Minister  he 
proposes  one  of  three  different  courses  in 
dealing  with  this  question.  I  am  taking 
now  the  report  of  the  meeting  published  in 
the  Toronto  '  World,'  which  I  presume  will 
be  accepted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
In  speaking  to  his  resolution  he  replied  to 
the  arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  to 
the  bearing  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  He  said  that  if  what 
the  Prime  Minister  had  contended  was  true, 
then  there  was  no  necessity  to  do  anything 
further.  Then  he  considered  what  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  had  contended  for,  and  could  not  agree 
with  that.  The  third  view,  and  the  one  that 
was  likely,  from  his  own  opinion,  to  prevail 
was  that  under  the  British  North  America 
Amendment  Act  of  1871,  power  was  vested  in 
the  Dominion  parliament  to  deal  with  this 
educational  question  in  the  constitution  of 
the  new  provinces,  as  it  saw  fit ;  and,  said 
he,  that  is  the  supreme  reason  why  we  want 
to  speak  out  now,  because  that  power  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  Dominion  parliament, 
and  if  they  exercise  it  now  it  Is  irrevocable 
for  all  time  to  come.  The  legal  gentleman 
to  whom  I  refer  was  Mr.  Thomson,  K.C.,  of 
Toronto.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  read  his 
opinion  for  themselves.  Now  amidst  all 
these  conflicting  opinions  as  to  whether  we 
have  this  power,  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion proposes  to  leave  this  question  un- 
settled, no  one  knowing  where  they  are, 
nothing  definite,  the  country  to  be  left  in 
a  turmoil  in  reference  to  this  matter  for  a 
long  time  to  come.'  If  there  is  such  a  divi- 
sion among  the  legal  gentlemen,  may  not  the 
same  doubt  exist  in  the  Supreme  Court,  the 
same  doubt  in  the  Privy  Council  ?  And  all 
this  time  you  have  the  delay.  What  shall 
we  do  ?  What  shall  I  as  a  layman  do  ? 
Judging  from  the  arguments  I  have  heard, 
and  bringing  to  bear  what  common  sense  I 
have  on  the  subject,  and  what  legal  knowl- 


edge as  a  layman  I  may  have,  It  seems  to 
me  we  have  power  to  deal  with  this  mat- 
ter. In  dealing  with  this  matter,  I  have 
regard  to  the  fact  that  in  those  Territories, 
of  thirty  years,  by  Act  of  this  Dominion 
parliament  under  which  people  have  en- 
tered that  country,  knowing  that  the  exist- 
ing school  system  bad  been  established  by 
an  Act  of  this  parliament,  knowing  that  un- 
der these  conditions  people  have  gone  in 
there  and  settled  there  under  that  system 
of  education,  I  say  It  is  only  just,  and  right, 
and  sensible,  and  the  proper  thing  to  do  in- 
dealing  with  this  matter  on  the  basis  of  jus- 
tice of  law,  to  say  that  the  advantages, 
whatever  they  may  be,  that  these  people 
have  had  for  thirty  years,  shall  not,  by 
this  Dominion  government,  be  taken  away 
from  them  now. 

At  six  o'clock.  House  took  recess. 
After  Eecess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  you 
left  the  chair  at  six  o'clock  I  had  alluded 
to  the  fact  that  there  were  differences  of 
opinion  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the 
Act  which  has  been  submitted  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  members  of  this  House.  I 
gave,  as  far  as  I  understood  them,  the  dif- 
fering views.  Whether  I  interpreted  them 
aright  or  not  it  must  be  evident  to  every 
hon.  gentleman  present  that  there  is  a  diver- 
sity of  opinion  when  a  very  able  and  emi- 
nent lawyer  whose  words'  were  read  to  us 
from  a  telegram  this  afternoon,  speaks  of 
dcubts,  speaks  of  the  necessity  for  further 
consideration  and  hints  that  it  is  possible 
il  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  supple- 
ment section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  that  we  should  have  recourse  to  the 
powers  which  parliament  may  possess  to 
make  it  plain.'  If  I  apprehended  him  aright 
that  shows  that  in  his  opinion  it  was  con- 
templated that  parliament  had  powers  in 
tLis  matter  and  that  view,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  coincides  with  what  I  think  to  be 
tbe  facts  in  the  case.  But,  as  I  said  be- 
fore I  do  not  Intend  in  any  way  to  argue 
the  constitutional  question.  I  point  out  this, 
however,  that  there  being  such  a  conflict 
of  opinion  and  the  authority  to  whom  I  have 
alluded  saying  that  it  might  be  necessary  to 
get  a  judicial  opinion  that  would  require 
time  during  which  you  would  have  excite- 
ment, during  which  you  would  have  unrest 
and  during  which  you  would  not  have  that 
peace  that  is  conducive  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  Dominion  and  which  would  affect,  I 
think,  injuriously,  the  provinces  that  we 
are  about  to  bring  into  the  confederation.  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  by  all  who  have 
l.'stened  to  the  arguments  that  the  view 
which  is  taken  by  many  is  not  the  correct 
view  to  take  of  the  constitution  of  this  Dom- 
inion in  reference  to  educational  matters. 
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I  have  not  received  many  personal  com- 
munications in  reference  to  this  matter.  I 
have  received,  I  think  two  letters  from 
political  friends  who  are  opposed  to  the 
measure.  I  received  one  memorial  from  a 
body  of  gentlemen  whom  I  hold  In  the 
highest  respect.  To  each  of  these  I  return- 
ed the  answer  that  I  have  received  their  com- 
munications, that  I  would  give  them  every 
consideration,  noting  their  views.  As  was 
my  bounden  duty  I  have  done  so.  I  might 
read  to  the  House  the  terms  of  the  resolu- 
tion that  was  forwarded  to  me  from  that 
bcdy  of  whom,  I  again  repeat,  I  entertain 
the  highest  respect.  It  was  that  it — 

Desires  to  enter  a  vigorous  and  unqualified 
protest  against  the  educational  clause  in  the 
Acts  constituting  the  provinces  ot  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan,  and  submits  that  the  legislation 
proposed  to  be  enacted  is  contrary  to  the  whole 
spirit  of  confederation,  which  for  the  good  of 
the  whole  Dominion,  leaves  to  the  control  of 
(be  provinces  such  domestic  problems  as  educa- 
tion. 

I  do  not  want  for  one  moment  to  seek 
to  state  or  insinuate  that  these  gentlemen 
have  not  given  what  they  believe  to  be  a  cor- 
rect interpretation  according  to  their  ■con- 
tention. I  simply  say  that  in  obedience 
to  what  I  have  stated  I  have  given  .it  every 
consideration,  I  have  paid  more  attention  to 
the  British  North  America  Act  perhaps  dur- 
ing the  past  few  weeks  than  I  had  done  in 
many  years  and  I  am  unable  to  see  eye  to 
<»ye  with  these  gentlemen  when  they  say 
that  

The  whole  spirit  of  confederation,  which  for 
the  good  of  the  whole  Dominion,  leaves  to  the 
control  of  the  provinces  such  domestic  problems 
as  education. 

And  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  whole  spirit 
oC  confederation  to  take  another  view.  When 
the  constitution  was  framed  under  which  we 
ie!xist  there  were  certain  subjects  which 
were  allotted  to  the  local  legislatures  In 
which  they  have  absolute  and  independent 
power.  Others  were  reserved  to  the  Dom- 
inion parliament  in  which  they  have  absolute 
and  unrestricted  power.  The  question  of 
education,  as  rightly  stated  by  these  gentle- 
men, is  remitted  to  the  local  legislatures, 
but  under  the  British  North  America  Act, 
that  is  not  given  to  them,  as  many  other  sub- 
jects are  given  to  them  to  be  dealt  by  them 
exclusively  without  any  reservation  what- 
ever. There  is  a  reservation,  but  the  reser- 
vation is  In  the  spirit  of  preserving  to  the 
minorities  In  the  various  provinces  in  the 
confederation  the  rights  they  enjoy  at  the 
time  they  enter  confederation.  Therefore, 
1  repeat  again,  while  having  the  highest  re- 
gard for  the  honesty,  yes,  and  the  Intelli- 
gence of  that  body  of  gentlemen  who  ad- 
dressed that  resolution  to  me,  I  am  unable 
honestly  to  agree  with  them.  My  view  is 
different.  The  whole  spirit  of  confederation, 
as  I  understand  it  in  reference  to  the  edu- 
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cational  question,  Is  that  the  local  govern- 
ments may  deal — shall  deal — with  the  edu- 
cation question,  but  they  shall  do  that  sub- 
ject to  the  restriction  that  secures  the  rights 
of  minorities  as  It  Is  embodied  In  the  consti- 
tution that  was  given  to  us.  The  whole 
spirit  of  that,  I  say,  Is  In  the  direction  of  se- 
curing the  rights  of  the  minorities.  It  was 
a  confederacy  of  Independent  provinces  that 
was  being  formed.  It  was  necessary  to 
secure  unity  in  order  that  we  might  have 
progress  and  harmony  and  In  order  that  we 
might  become  a  nation.  Therefore  It  was, 
that,  finding  that  there  were  deep  feelings 
on  the  subject  In  some  of  the  provinces 
which  entered  confederation  at  that  time, 
concessions  In  reference  to  the  matter  of 
education  were  given  and  secured  to  two 
of  the  provinces.  More  than  that  it  was 
enacted  that  as  respects  other  provinces  en- 
tering the  union,  minorities  having  had  edu- 
cational privileges  or  rights  prior  to  their 
union  should  have  these  conserved  to  them. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  that  ?  Why, 
Sir,  the  fathers  of  confederation,  or  some 
of  them,  said  it  would  be  impossible  to 
form  a  confederation  under  any  other  con- 
ditions or  stipulations.  The  Hon.  George 
Brown,  who  had  always  been  a  consistent 
opponent  of  separate  schools,  waived  his 
objections  in  order  to  accomplish  what  he 
considered  the  great  good  of  uniting  the 
various  provinces  of  British  North  America 
into  a  grand  confederacy  which  would  be- 
come, as  it  has  become,  the  brightest  gem 
in  the  British  Crown  ;  and  It  Is  proper  to 
consider  the  question  before  us  now  in  the 
light  of  promoting  the  unity,  concord,  har- 
mony, peace,  prosperity  and  progress  of 
these  united  provinces  which  form  the  Dom- 
inion of  Canada. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  position  taken 
by  the  government  In  this  matter  is  wholly 
contrary  to  the  position  which  they  took  In 
the  year  1894  on  the  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion—that then  the  Liberal  party  stood  for 
provincial  rights.  I  think  it  was  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
who,  the  other  night,  in  that  aggressive 
speech  of  his,  pointed  out  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Postmaster  General,  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  had  all  gone  through  the 
country  proclaiming  that — strong  upon  It ; 
yes.  and  that  the  Minister  of  Customs  had 
thundered  In  that  direction.  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  just  by  way  of  passing,  I  call  to 
your  attention  how  a  noted  orator  like  even 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto  Is  apt 
to  make  an  Inapt  illustration.  The  Idea  of 
treating  the  Minister  of  Customs'  usually 
placid,  calm  utterances  as  thunderings  must 
seem  to  everybody  as  very  inappropriate 
indeed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    I  apologize. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  To  suggest  that  the 
Minister  of  Customs  had  pointed  out.  in 
his  calm  though  forcible  manner,  certain 
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things,  would  have  been  correct  With  the 
other  gentlemen  to  whom  my  hon.  friend 
has  alluded,  I  was  against  the  coercion  of 
Manitoba  ;  I  said  It  would  be  an  infringe- 
ment of  provincial  rights — why  ?  Because 
I  did  not  sympathize  with  the  minority  ? 
No.  Why,  then  ?  For  the  same  reason  that 
actuated  the  other  gentlemen  and  actuated 
the  Liberal  party.  It  had  been  declared 
by  the  court  of  last  resort,  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  that,  as  it 
seemed  to  the  minority  in  that  province, 
their  rights  had  been  abrogated  by  the  Bill 
that  had  been  passed  by  the  Manitoba  le- 
gislature, but  that  nevertheless  the  Manito- 
ba legislature  had  acted  within  its  powers, 
that,  acting  within  its  powers,  it  must  be 
the  judge,  and  that  therefore  it  was  inex- 
pedient and  would  be  against  provincial 
rights,  to  pass  a  law  In  the  Dominion 
parliament  which  would  set  aside,  override, 
supercede,  legislation  passed  by  a  provin- 
cial legislature  which  was  entirely  within 
its  competence.  That,  Sir,  was  the  reason 
we  opposed  interference.  Now,  I  have  not 
read  what  I  said  on  that  occasion,  if  it  is 
recorded  anywhere ;  I  have  not  had  time. 
I  have  not  even  read  the  utterances  of  other 
gentlemen,  as  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  done ;  but  if  there  are  any 
recorded  utterances  of  mine,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  will  be  found  to  be  in  the 
direction  in  which  I  have  spoken.  That 
position  I  took,  and  for  that  position  I  con- 
tended ;  and  in  supporting  this  Bill,  am  I 
taking  back  anything  I  said  at  that  time  ? 
Am  I  in  a  position  different  from  what  I 
was  In  at  that  time  ?  Am  I  now  an  oppon- 
ent of  provincial  rights  ?  Am  I  now  sup- 
porting the  Bill  to  override  an  enactment 
passed  by  a  legislature  having  full  compe- 
tence to  pass  that  enactment  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  There  is  no  such  proposition  ; 
the  cases  are  not  parallel.  Find  the  strong- 
est utterance  you  can,  made  by  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Liberal  party  in  defence  of  the 
provincial  rights  of  Manitoba  and  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Privy  Council,  and  you  will  find 
it  none  too  strong,  unless  it  was  couched  in 
offensive  language,  as  I  trust  none  was. 
But  to  claim,  as  we  heard  it  claimed  this 
afternoon,  that  the  present  measure  is  an 
invasion  of  provincial  rights,  is  something 
that  I  cannot  understand.  What  law  of  the 
Territories  that  are  about  to  become  pro- 
vinces are  we  seeking  to  override  ?  It  is 
said  :  you  are  passing  a  law — which  is  true. 
But  what  law  of  the  Territories  are  we 
passing  a  law  to  do  away  with  ? 

Mr.  LALOR.  A  law  to  do  away  with  pro- 
vincial rights. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  answer  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  a  correct  answer,  and 
therefore  I  must  ask  again.  Suppose  I  try 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean) ;  he  would  give  me  a  different  an- 
swer to  that,  I  think.  What  are  we  doing  ? 
We  have  submitted  a  Bill  for  the  considera- 


tion of  this  House — what  for  ?  To  override 
legislation  enacted  by  the  Territories  1  To 
wipe  out  and  do  away  with  laws  whicb 
they  have  passed  ?  Will  any  hon.  gentle- 
mad  say  that  we  are  ?  Most  undoubtedly 
not.  Do  you  say  to  me  :  but  you  are  pass- 
ing a  law  to  continue  an  Act  that  is  on  the 
statute-book  of  the  Territories.  I  say,  yes, 
but  who  passed  that  Act  ?  This  Dominion 
parliament  ?  No  ;  Premier  Haultatn,  his 
government,  and  the  members  of  the  North- 
west assembly.  It  Is  their  Act.  There  is 
chapter  29,  chapter  30,  chapter  31,  passed 
of  their  own  free  motion  by  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  in  the  Territories.  And 
what  are  we  proposing  to  do  ?  What  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  wanted  us  to  do  in  the 
Manitoba  case — to  repeal  that,  to  abrogate 
it  ?  No  ;  simply  to  continue  It  Talk  about 
Mr.  Hauitain  not  having  been  consulted. 
He  says  he  was  consulted  twice;  but 
if  he  had  never  been  consulted,  if  no  North- 
west member  had  ever  been  consulted,  I 
ask,  what  better  Indication  can  you  have 
of  the  desires  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  than  their  own  legislation  ? 
It  may  be  said  that  Mr.  Hauitain  has  stated  • 
that  he  thinks  this  question  should  be  left 
to  the  provincial  legislature.  But,  If  cor- 
rectly reported,  when  asked  :  if  it  were  left 
to  the  legislatures  of  the  provinces  when 
constituted,  would  they  change  the  law  ? 
His  answer  was,  if  I  remember  rightly: 
'If  I  were  a  dictator  to-morrow,  I  would 
not  change  it'  Yet  these  gentlemen  talk 
about  provincial  rights  being  Invaded  by 
this  Bill.  Amid,  all  the  doubts  and  uncer- 
tainties that  our  constitutional  lawyers  to 
this  House  and  outside  of  this  House  pres- 
ent, in  reference  to  ascertaining  what  are 
the  facts  of  the  case,  if,  as  I  believe,  from 
advice  which  I  have  received  from  men  in 
whose  legal  knowledge  I  have  confidence 
we  have  the  power  under  the  amendment 
to  the  British  North  America  Act  of  1871  to 
pass  this  law  which  we  have  submitted  for 
the  approval  of  this  House  and  if  this  Bill 
simply  provides  for  the  continuance  of  the 
law  which  was  passed  by  the  men  who  re- 
presented the.  Northwest  Territories  three 
years  ago,  and  which  has  been  in  existence 
for  three  years  without,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  any  man  having  lifted  up  his  voice 
against  it,  Is  It  not  better  to  deal  with  this 
question  now,  to  settle  this  question  in  this 
way,  rather  than  to  leave  it  open  to  be  a 
very  possible  cause  of  discord,  and  a  means 
of  holding  back  the  prosperity  and  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Dominion  ? 

Objection  is  taken  to  this  law  by  friends 
in  other  provinces.  Why  ?  Because  they 
say  that  the  law  passed  by  the  Territories 
provides  for  separate  schools— and  so  it  does. 
And  this  Dominion  parliament  iii  1875  said 
that  there  should  be  privileges  given  to 
m'norities,  whether  Protestant  or  Catholic, 
In  the  country  to  form  separate  schools  if 
they  so  desired.    That  Act,  passed  under 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3055 


COMMONS 


3056 


The  Mackenzie  administration,  a  Liberal  ad- 
ministration, was  consolidated  and  re-en- 
acted, as  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
<Hon.  Mr.  Brodeur)  read  this  afternoon,  In 
1880  under  Sir  John  Macdonald's  govern- 
ment. For  thirty  years,  this  legislation  has 
been  enjoyed  by  these  people.  It  was  con- 
solidated again  and  went  Into  effect  in 
1902,  three  years  ago.  This  Is  the  law  which 
was  embodied  In  the  Bill  which  is  now  be- 
fore the  House  and  which  if  this  BUI  passes 
will  secure  to  the  minorities  In  those  pro- 
vinces the  rights  that  are  given  to  them  In 
the  legislation  contained  in  the  laws  which 
the  assembly  of  those  Territories  enacted. 
Let  us  stop  for  a  moment  or  two,  to  con- 
sider this  question  of  separate  schools.  In 
the  School  Act,  which  is  the  first  Act  in  that 
bcok,  there  are  180  sections  and  five  sec- 
tions out  of  that  180  deal  with  this  question 
of  separate  schools— five  and  five  only.  The 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
in  his  argument  this  afternoon  based  his 
objection  wholly  on  the  fact  that  he  objects 
to  church  schools,  or  as  he  calls  them,  den- 
ominational schools  under  the  direction  and 
control  of  the  church  and  he  pictured  to  us 
a  condition  of  things  

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  did  not  base  my  argu- 
ment on  any  such  contention.  I  based  my 
argument  upon  the  rights  of  the  provinces 
to  deal  with  education  and  said  that  I  had 
iio  concern  with  what  they  did,  that  I  would 
give  them  whatever  kind  of  schools  they 
liked. 

Mr.  PATEBSON.  Quite  so.  And  I  do 
not  wish  to  misrepresent  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule),  but  when  he  was  drawn 
out  by  a  direct  question  from  this  side  of 
the  House  he  had  to  admit  that  the  schools 
provided  for  in  these  Acts  are  not  church 
schools.  But  why  did  he  picture  to  us  all 
the  evils  that  bad  resulted  from  church 
schools  In  other  countries  and  In  other 
provinces  ?  Why  was  it  that  he  complained 
of  what  he  was  pleased  to  call  separate 
schools  that  were  church  schools  in  other 
provinces  when  we  were  not-discussing  the 
system  of  separate  schools  in  other  provin- 
ces, but  were  debating  the  condition  of  the 
schools  In  the  Territories  which  are  about 
to  become  provinces  ?  That  is  the  ques- 
tion. 

I  think  It  would  be  perhaps  worth  while 
that  I  should  hurriedly  give  to  the  House  a 
portion  of  the  law,  particularly  the  sections 
ot  the  Bill  which  the  Bill  now  before  us 
will  continue  as  the  law  of  the  Territories. 
First  as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Education.  Let  there  be  no  cloud- 
ing of  this  question.  The  Territories  did 
not  enact  church  schools ;  they  enacted 
state  schools,  national  schools  In  every 
sense  of  the  word. 

There  shall  be  a  department  of  the  public 
service  of  the  Territories  called  the  Depart- 
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ment  of  Education  over  which  the  member  of 
the  Executive  Council  appointed  by  the  Lieut- 
enant Governor  in  Council,  under  the  seal  of 
the  Territories  to  discharge  the  functions  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  for  the  time 
being  shall  preside. 

The  department  shall  have  the  control  and 
management  of  all  kindergarten  schools,  pub- 
lic and  separate  schools,  normal  schools,  teach- 
ers' institutes  and  the  education  ot  deaf,  deaf 
mute  and  blind  persons. 

A  minister,  one  of  the  ministers  of  the 
government  shall  have  control  of  that  and 
that  minister  or  commissioner  as  he  Is  call- 
ed, with  the  approval  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  Council,  shall  have  power  to 
nr.ake  regulations  of  the  department. 

The  commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council,  shall  have 
power  : 

1.  To  make  regulations  of  the  department — 

(a)  For  the  classification,  organization,  gov- 
ernment, examination  and  Inspection  of  all 
schools  hereinbefore  mentioned  ; 

(b)  For  the  construction,  furnishing  and  care 
of  school  buildings  and  the  arrangement  of 
school  premises  ; 

(c)  For  the  examination,  licensing  and  grad- 
ing of  teachers  and  for  the  examination  of  per- 
sons who  may  desire  to  enter  professions  or 
who  may  wish  certificates  of  having  completed 
courses  of  study  in  any  school  ; 

(d)  For  a  teachers'  reading  course  and  teach- 
ers' institutes  and  conventions  ; 

2.  To  authorize  text  and  reference  books  for 
the  use  of  the  pupils  and  teachers  in  all  schools 
hereinbefore  mentioned  as  well  as  such  maps, 
globes,  charts  and  other  apparatus  or  equip- 
ment as  may  be  required  for  giving  proper 
instruction  in  such  schools  ; 

3.  To  prepare  a  list  of  books  suitable  tor 
school  libraries  and  to  make  regulations  for  the 
management  of  such  libraries. 

4.  To  make  due  provision  tor  the  training  of 
teachers. 

The  whole  control  of  all  these  subjects 
is  under  the  direction  of  a  responsible  min- 
ister of  the  Crown.  Gentlemen  who  have 
these  ordinances  In  their  hands,  on  reading 
them  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  I  have  myself  come  to,  that 
these  are  national  schools  in  every  sense  of 
the  word.  I  have  said  that  there  is  pro- 
vision for  schools  for  the  minority  in  accord- 
ance with  the  rights  which  they  have  en- 
joyed for  30  years,  the  rights  given  them 
by  this  very  Dominion  parliament  under 
a  Liberal  government.  What  are  they  ? 
They  are  set  forth  in  sections  41  to  45.  Par- 
don me,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  read  them  for  I 
think  they  are  worth  reading.  Again  I 
would  remark  that  there  are  only  five  out  of 
ISO  sections  that  deal  with  this  subject 

The  minority  of  the  ratepayers  In  any  dis- 
trict, whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
may  establish  a  separate  school  therein  ;  and 
In  such  case  the  ratepayers  establishing  such 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  school 
shall  be  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such 
rates  as  they  Impose  upon  themselves  In  re- 
spect thereof. 
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The  petition  for  the  erection  of  a  separate 
school  district  shall  be  signed  by  three  resi- 
dent ratepayers  of  the  religious  faith  indicated 
in  the  name  of  the  proposed  district ;  and  shall 
be  in  the  form  prescribed  by  the  commissioner. 
The  persons  qualified  to  vote  for  or  against  the 
erection  of  a  separate  school  district  shall  be 
the  ratepayers  in  the  district  of  the  same  re- 
ligious faith,  Protestants  or  Roman  Catholic  as 
the  petitioners. 

The  notice  calling  a  meeting  of  the  ratepayers 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  their  votes  on  the 
petition  for  the  erection  of  a  separate  school 
district  shall  be  in  the  form  prescribed  by  the 
commissioner,  and  the  proceedings  subsequent 
to  the  posting  of  such  notice  shall  be  the  same 
as  prescribed  in  the  formation  of  public  school 
districts. 

After  the  establishment  of  a  separate  school 
district  under  the  provisions  of  this  ordinance, 
such  separate  school  district  and  the  board 
thereof  shall  possess  and  exercise  all  rights, 
powers,  privileges  and  be  subject  to  the  same 
liabilities  and  method  of  government  as  is 
herein  provided  in  respect  of  public  school 
districts. 

Any  person  who  is  legally  assessed  or  asses- 
sable for  a  public  school  will  not  be  liable  to 
assessment  for  any  separate  school  estab- 
lished therein. 

My  right  hon.  colleague,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  Introducing  the  Bill  said  Its  object 
was  to  secure  to  the  minority  what  they 
now  enjoy,  namely,  the  right  to  have  their 
own  schools,  to  assess  themselves  for  the 
cost  of  these  schools,  and  to  receive  their 
equitable  and  proportionate  share  of  the 
public  grants  for  school  purposes.  My  hon. 
colleague,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  also  de- 
clared that  to  be  the  object  and  intent  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  contended,  however,  by 
some  that  there  might  be  a  broader  con- 
struction placed  upon  the  general  Bill  than 
was  intended,  as  explained  by  the  Prime 
M'nister  and  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  to 
meet}  that  objection,  the  clauses  were 
amended  so  as  to  re-enact  the  existing  pro- 
visions of  the  law  and  thus  prevent  any  dis- 
pute in  the  future.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  those  separate  schools  are  formed 
precisely  as  every  school  district  is  formed. 
Although  the  name  separate  school  appears 
to  convey  to  the  minds  of.  some  people  the 
impression  that  they  are  separate  in  the 
sense  lu  which  they  are  established  in  some 
other  province,  there  is  no  distinction  be- 
tween these  schools  and  the  other  public 
schools  as  regards  organization,  or  the  quali- 
fication of  teachers,  or  the  text  books,  or 
the  right  of  state  to  inspection,  or  In  the  re- 
ports they  have  to  make.  In  every  respect 
they  are  under  the  commissioner  of  educa- 
tion in  absolutely  the  same  manner  as  is 
every  other  public  school  In  the  Territories. 
All  they  get  is  what?  If  they  desire  it,  pro- 
vided they  have  the  requisite  number  of 
children  of  school  age,  they  may  upon  Qeti- 
tionlng  the  commissioners  be  permitted  by 
them  to  erect  a  school  district,  pay  for  it 
out  of  their  own  pockets,  and  get  only  their 
share  of  the  money  they  contribute.   Is  not 


that  fair?  Is  there  anything  wrong  or  un- 
just in  that?  Point  out  to  me  if  you  can 
anything  more  fair.  Oh,  but  you  tell  me, 
they  may  give  religious  instruction  In  these 
schools.  Very  true,  but  let  us  read  the 
clauses.  There  are  three  sections  dealing 
with  that  subject  and  I  shall  read  them: 

137.  No  religious  instruction  except  as  here- 
inafter provided,  shall  be  permitted  in  the 
school  of  any  district  from  the  opening  of  such 
school  until  one-half  hour  previous  to  its  clos- 
ing in  the  afternoon,  after  which  time  any  such 
instruction  permitted  or  desired  by  the  board 
may  be  given. 

138.  Any  child  shall  have  the  privilege  of 
leaving  the  school-room  at  the  time  at  which 
religious  instruction  is  commenced  as  provided 
in  the  next  preceding  section  or  of  remaining 
without  taking  part  in  any  religious  instruction 
may  be  given,  if  the  parent  or  guardians  so 
desire. 

139.  No  teacher,  school  trustee  or  inspector, 
shall  in  any  way  attempt  to  deprive  such  child 
of  any  advantage  that  it  may  derive  from  the 
ordinary  education  given  in  such  school,  and  any 
such  action  on  the  part  of  any  school  trustee, 
inspector  or  teacher  shall  be  held  to  be  a  dis- 
qualification for  and  a  voldance  of  the  office 
held  by  him. 

These  are  all  the  sections  of  the  Act,  as 
far  as  I  am  aware,  that  relate  to  public  In- 
struction. In  the  separate  schools  from 
nine  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  noon  and 
from  1.30  until  3.30  p.m.  no  religious  Instruc- 
tion is  to  be  given  to  the  children.  Pre- 
cisely the  same  course  of  study  that  IS  fol- 
lowed In  the  public  schools  is  to  be  followed 
in  these  schools  ;  but  when  the  hour  of  3.30 
p.m.  arrives,  if  the  trustees  of  the  separate 
school  desire,  religious  Instruction  may 
then  be  given  to  the  youth  therein.  Is  that 
a  concession  made  particularly  to  our  Ro- 
man Catholic  brethren  ?  Why,  the  same 
clauses  apply  to  every  school,  Protestant, 
public  and  every  other.  No  special  right, 
no  special  permission  is  given  the  separate 
schools  which  is  withheld  from  the  other. 
Shall  it  be  made  a  reproach  to  our  Roman 
Catholic  brethren  that  It  be  a  matter  of  con- 
science with  them,  that  they  instil  into 
the  minds  of  their  youth  the  principles 
of  the  Christian  religion?  Is  that  something 
to  be  deplored?  The  trustees  of  any  school 
may  avail  themselves  of  those  clauses  and 
have  religious  Instruction  given  to  the  pu- 
pils. I  do  not  wish  to  Intrude  my  personal 
views  upon  this  House,  but  speaking  for 
myself  alone,  I  would  desire  If  it  could  be 
accomplished— and  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  impossible  In  these  days  of 
broad-minded  charity  among  the  various 
denominations— that  some  agreement  might 
be  come  to  under  which  certain  portions  of 
the  Bible  might  be  read  and  studied  In  the 
public  schools  of  these  Territories,  if  the 
trustees  so  desire.  I  am  very  sure  that  no 
child  would  be  Injured  thereby.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  no  harm  would  thereby  be  caused 
any  of  the  thousands  of  people  now  going 
Into  that  country,  many  more  or  less  Indif- 
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ferent  with  regard  to  these  matters— Indif- 
ferent, not  hostile— and  who  possibly  do  not 
read  to  their  children  from  that  Book  which 
I  think  we  all  agree  will  make  any  man 
that  studies  It  and  follows  Its  precepts  a 
good  citizen.  I  am  sure  we  all  agree  that 
any  one  who  studies  that  Book  cannot  bo 
an  ignorant  man,  and  that  if  be  follows  its 
precepts  he  cannot  be  a  bad  citizen.  If  we 
believe,  as  I  think  we  do,  that  it  is  right- 
ousness  which  exalts  a  nation,  who  will  say 
that  it  is  wrong  to  have  during  the  half  hour 
at  the  closing  of  the  school  portions  of  that 
Book  taught  and  read  to  the  children? 

Will  It  be  worse  for  them  if  they  know 
the  Ten  Commandments  ?  Will  it  be  worse 
for  them  If  they  know  the  sermon  on  the 
mount  in  which  is  contained  the  golden  rule? 
Or  the  fifteenth  psalm  that  describes  what 
a  citizen  ought  to  be.  If  It  be  desirable— as 
it  is— that  during  the  Sabbath  afternoon, 
the  children  should  be  brought  together  in 
order  to  teach  them  these  things,  can  It  be 
wrong— if  It  can  be  agreed  upon— that  dur- 
ing half  an  hour  in  the  afternoon  of  five 
other  days  of  the  week  they  should  have 
the  same  instruction  ?  I  do  not  seek  to 
obtrude  my  own  personal  views,  I  speak  for 
myself  alone.  But  I  trust  that  that  spirit 
will  take  possession  of  the  men  in  the  west- 
ern country,  and  that,  Instead  of  repining 
or  complaining  If  our  Roman  Catholic  fel- 
low-citizens, in  obedience  to  their  conscience, 
give  religious  instruction  to  their  youth, 
they  also  will  devise  means  whereby  relig- 
ious Instruction  may  be  given  in  the  schools. 
As  I  have  said,  I  am  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culties that  in  the  past,  have  prevented  this 
being  accomplished.  But  I  do  think  that, 
with  the  spirit-  of  charity  that  is  abroad, 
and  with  many  Protestants  seeking  means 
for  a  concerted  movement  in  this  direction, 
it  would  be  well  worth  their  while  at  any 
rate  to  give  the  matter  some  consideration. 
There  have  been  noble  men,  Canadians  of 
French  extraction,  who  have  laboured  in 
the  Northwest  as  missionaries  in  days  gone 
by  ;  and  there  have  been  grand  Protestant 
clergymen  who  have  engaged  in  the  same 
work,  believing  that  It  is  the  duty  of  Can- 
adians tq  establish  the  Christian  religion  in 
that  country  as  the  foundation  of  its  insti- 
tutions. Many  a  time  have  I  heard  such 
a  view  expressed  publicly  and  at  least  once 
in  my  own  home  by  one  who  has  passed 
away,  but  whose  memory  is  revered,  one 
who  was  a  noble  patriot  if  ever  there  was 
one— that  the  great  object  to  be  sought  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  was  to  follow 
with  religious  ordinances  the  population 
pouring  in  there,  so  that  they  might  become 
a  great  people  and  enduring  power  in  the 
state.  I  say  that  I  for  one  have  no 
objections  ;  nay  more,  I  am  glad  to  find, 
that  it  is  proposed  to  continue  such  a 
law  in  the  Northwest  to  give  permis- 
sion to  the  trustees  of  each  school,  pub- 
Mr.  PATBHSON. 


lie  or  separate,  to  have  such  religious  in- 
struction as  may  be  desired  given  during: 
that  half  hour.  'Yet,  it  is  provided  that 
the  children  of  parents— if  such  there  be— 
who  cannot  approve  of  the  teaching  given 
have  the  privilege  of  withdrawing  their 
children  while  that  instruction  is  in  pro- 
gress. No  man's  conscience  can  be  offend- 
ed in  the  least.  And  the  further  provision 
Is  made,  lest,  perchance  the  possible  case- 
might  arise  of  an  inspector,  or  school  trus- 
tee or  teacher  seeking  to  place  the  child 
so  withdrawn  by  his  parents  during  that 
half  hour  at  a  disadvantage  because  of  that 
withdrawal,  that  such  an  Act  would  be  an 
offence  subjecting  the  one  guilty  of  it  to- 
summary  loss  of  his  office.  So,  there  is 
eminently  safe  provision  made.  In  these- 
provisions  I  find  that  which  not  only  I  do- 
not  disapprove  but  that  which  meets  my 
cordial  approval. 

I  was  pleased  to  receive  the  resolution 
forwarded  to  me  by  the  gentleman  who- 
acted  as  secretary  on  the  occasion  when  it 
was  adopted.  He  accompanied  it  with  a 
personal  letter  to  myself.  The  writer  is  a 
reverend  gentleman  whose  personal  friend 
I  should  deem  it  an  honour  to  be  considered. 
I  believe  he  is  also  a  political  friend  of  the 
party  in  power.  I  cannot  give  the  exact 
words,  but  he  said  in  effect  that  be  was  not 
disposed  to  blame  the  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier) — though  he  did  not  approve- 
of  this  measure,  of  course— as  some  were 
disposed  to  do;  but  he  was  disposed  to- 
blame  the  members  of  the  cabinet  from  On- 
tario. What  are  they  doing  ?  he  said.  I 
find  Mr.  Stapleton  Caldecott,  who  presided 
at  the  meeting  at  Toronto  in  his  opening 
remarks  wanted  to  know  where  the  On- 
tario members  of  the  cabinet  were  on  this 
question;  were  they  favourable,  or  were 
they  unfavourable  ?  Well,  I  had  supposed 
that  Mr.  Stapleton  Caldecott  knew  enough 
of  constitutional  procedure  to  know  that 
when  the  Ontario  members  of  the  cabinet 
remained  in  the  cabinet  after  the  measure 
had  been  proposed,  he  could  pretty  well 
know,  or  at  least  guess,  where  they  were 
on  that  question. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Not  now  a  days. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Mr.  Caldecott  stated 
that,  while  he  had  been  a  great  admirer 
of  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  supporter, 
he  must  confess  that  he  had  lost  respect 
for  his  judgment.  When  a  gentleman  like 
that  did  not  know  that  the  presence  In  the 
cabinet  of  the  ministers  of  Ontario  was 
an  indication  that  they  approved  the 
measure,  perhaps  the  loss  of  his  respect 
for  the  Prime  Minister's  judgment  on  a 
constitutional  question  was  not  so  serious  a 
matter  that  it  ought  to  break  my  right  hon. 
friend's  heart  ?  Mr.  Caldecott  is  a  friend 
of  ours,  no  doubt.  But  that  leads  me  to 
remark  upon  something  that  has  been  more 
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than  once  hinted  at  rather  forcibly  by  «ay 
hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster). 
There  is  and  has  been  an  attempt  In  this 
House  to  weaken  the  Influence  and  dis- 
parage the  judgment  of  the  leader  of  the 
government  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  In  days 
gone  by  we  were  accustomed  to  hear  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  at  times,  and 
in  the  press,  descriptions  of  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  this  government  being  little  more 
than  clay  that  was  moulded  In  the  hands 
of  some  stronger  man  or  men  in  his  cabinet. 
Now  the  tune  is  entirely  changed.  My  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto,  describing  him 
the  other  day,  and  he  was  very  Indignant 
about  it,  said  that  that  his  conduct  was  like 
that  of  a  Czar,  who  introduced  a  measure 
without  consulting  his  colleagues,  and  who 
does  whatever  he  pleases. 

Mr.  POSTER.  The  strong  men  have  de- 
parted. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Very  well.  I  am  deal- 
ing with  the  hon.  gentlemen's  estimate  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  hon.  gentleman 
complains  that  the  Prime  Minister  alone  is 
responsible  for  that  Bill,  and  that  his  col- 
leagues had,  you  might  infer  that  from  his 
statement,  to  accept  it.  Is  it  a  fault  in 
the  eyes  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto  that  we  have  a  strong  man  at  the 
head  of  the  government  ?  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  remember  that  a  few  years  ago 
there  was  a  government  with  which  he  was 
In  perfect  accord  on  all  questions  of  policy, 
and  on  all  Intended  measures  that  were  to 
be  Introduced — thoroughly  in  accord,  a 
united  and  happy  party  ?  But  unfortun- 
ately the  strong  leader  was  not  at  their 
head,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  and  six  others 
withdrew.  Well,  now.  If  we  have  got  a 
strong  man  at  the  head  of  the  government, 
and  we  have  

Mr.  FOSTER.  Some  of  you  have  found 
It  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON— he  ought  to  be  very 
glad  that  such  Is  the  case.  It  Is  true  that 
we  have  a  strong  man  at  the  head  of  the 
government,  but  he  never  forgets  to  avail 
himself  of  the  counsel  of  his  colleagues,  and 
to  treat  them  with  the  utmost  courtesy. 
We  have  a  strong  man.  he  has  his  views, 
and  the  very  fact  that  he  is  known  to  be  a 
strong  man  is  the  reason  why  his  political 
opponents  desire  his  overthrow  and  the  over- 
throw of  his  government.  If  they  can 
weaken  the  man  that  is  a  tower  of  strength 
to  the  party,  then  they  weaken  the  party, 
and  they  hope  to  be  able  by  that  means  to 
attain  power.  They  say  that  he  has  lost 
the  confidence  of  the  Liberal  party,  that 
the  Liberal  party  have  lost  the  confidence 
of  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  their 
supporters  on  account  of  the  Introduction  of 
this  measure.  It  Is  true  that  many  staunch 
and  sterling  men  of  character,  integrity  and 
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honour  in  the  Liberal  party,  who,  I  believe, 
desire  well  for  the  Liberal  party,  have  not 
been  able  to  see  eye  to  eye  with  us  on  this 
question.  That  has  been  a  source  of  sorrow 
and  of  grief  to  us,  as  it  must  be  to  any  one, 
for  we  value  the  esteem  and  friendship  of 
our  fellow  citizens,  especially  of  those  who 
have  given  us  their  confidence  in  times  gone 
by.  If  the  prediction  made  by  a  gentleman 
at  the  Toronto  meeting  comes  true  that  If 
this  Bill  is  put  through  it  should  consign  to 
political  extinction  the  Prime  Minister  and 
liis  government  and  of  every  member  of  par- 
liament that  votes  for  It — If  that  be  true — 
and  the  gentleman  who  made  the  prediction 
at  this  meeting  no  doubt  thought  he  was 
speaking  the  truth,  then  are  we  not  entitled 
to  credit  In  voting  for  this  Bill,  believing 
in  our  conscience  that  it  is  our  duty  to  do  so, 
even  in  face  of  this  threatened  extinction  ? 
It  seems  to  me  there  Is  nothing  for  us  to  be 
ashamed  of  in  that. 

Mr.  KEMP.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  said  that  at  the  Toronto  meeting  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Will  you.  take  the 
'  World's '  report  for  it  ?  It  says  that  in 
speaking  to  his  motion,  Mr.  E.  E.  Thomson, 
K.C.,  said  so  and  so,  and  wound  up  with 
these  words  : 

It  this  thing  were  to  be  consummated,  the 
righteous  judgment  of  an  outraged  people  should 
be  the  total  and  Irrevocable  political  extinc- 
tion of  the  government,  and  of  every  member  of 
the  parliament  guilty  of  this  betrayal  of  the 
public  confidence. 

And  be  concluded  amid  loud  cheers.  Well, 
he  may  be  right,  that  may  be  so.  But  surely 
It  must  be  admitted  that  If  we  proceed  in 
face  of  warnings  of  that  kind,  we  ought  to 
be  given  credit,  at  any  rate,  for  believing 
that  we  are  doing  what  is  right.  Another 
gentleman  spoke  at  that  meeting,  and  h*e 
uttered  a  sentiment  that  I  think  was  hardly 
proper  and  which  I  regretted  to  see  coming 
from  him.  He  said  that  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill  tended  to  promote  racial  and  re- 
ligious strife.  According  to  this  gentleman, 
that  could  only  be  averted  by  withdrawing 
this  Bill  and  then  this  vexed  question  of 
race  and  religion  would  be  eliminated  alto- 
gether.  He  said  : 

Our  one  great  national  problem  is  to  unite 
our  various  creeds  and  nationalities  in  one 
common  patriotism.  It  we  fail  now  to  do  our 
utmost  to  insure  the  unity  of  race  and  creed  In 
the  new  provinces,  we  shall  be  guilty  of  de- 
liberate treason  to  the  commonwealth.  We  are 
here  to-night  to  ask  the  Ottawa  politicians  and 
the  Quebec  ecclesiastics  to  mind  their  own 
business. 

Mr.  KEMP.  Who  said  that,  may  I  In- 
quire ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  did  not  wish  to  give 
his  name,  but  I  find  this  in  the  '  Mail '  report 
of  Mr.  Willlson's  speech  at  Toronto. 
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Mr.  POSTER.  He  la  the  writer  of  the 
life  of  your  leader. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  And  could  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  Interrupted  me  desire  a 
greater  honour  to  be  conferred  upon  him 
than  that  Mr.  Willteon  should  be  able  to 
write  such  a  life  of  him  ?  But  I  call  your 
attention  to  that  extract  for  the  reason  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  became  so  indig- 
nant last  night  with  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Finance  when  he  pointed  out 
to  them  what  their  course  meant  and  what, 
In  his  judgment,  it  was  leading  to,  were  re- 
buked. These  things  should  not  be  said. 
Here  is  a  gentleman  who  takes  the  view, 
or  who  states,  that  if  we  fail  now  to  do 
our  utmost  to  ensure  the  unity  of  the  races 
who  are  crowding  into  those  new  provinces, 
we  shall  be  guilty  of  treason  to  the  common- 
wealth, and  yet  who  proposes,  as  a  means 
of  cementing  that  unity  between  these  dif- 
ferent peoples  of  the  Northwest,  to  take 
away  from  the  minority  the  rights  which 
they  have  had  for  thirty  years.  Sir,  I  care 
not  what  these  men  say. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Louder. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  will  speak  loud 
enough*  I  am  not  like  the  hon.  gentleman  ; 
when  I  have  anything  to  say  I  am  not  afraid 
to  speak  it  out.  There  are  men  In  the  Lib- 
eral party,  grand  men,  excellent  men,  who 
have  my  esteem,  and  who  will  have  my 
esteem  even  if  they  leave  the  party  and 
feel  that  they  cannot  continue  longer  with 
us,  because  they  think  that  we  are  wrong 
in  this  matter.  I  think  when  they  thoroughly 
understand  this  Bill,  when  the  past  is  past, 
when  we  enjoy  that  peace  and  unity  that 
will  prevail,  and  that  progress  and  pros- 
perity which  will  result,  as  we  be- 
lieve they  will  revise  their  opinions. 
But,  whether  they  are  able  to  do  so 
or  not,  their  views  will  be  respected 
by  me.  I  will  give  them  credit  for  con- 
scientiousness ;  but  I  do  think  this,  that  if 
they  had  calmly  considered  the  question, 
some  of  them,  limited  in  their  number, 
grand  men,  who,  in  the  heat  of  their  feel- 
ings on  this  question  and  viewing  it  from 
their  standpoint,  have  uttered  certain 
things  against  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
of  this  Dominion,  will  regret  themselves 
having  said,  for  instance,  that  he  has  de- 
parted from  the  principles  that  he  advocat- 
ed in  days  gone  by,  that  he  has  sacrificed 
the  principles  that  he  declared  to  be  good 
and  that  he  would  ever  stand  by.  While 
I  regret  that  it  is  the  case  that  such  state- 
ments have  been  made,  I  only  wish,  in  con- 
clusion, to  say  this,  If  my  words  will  carry 
any  weight  and  my  judgment  Is  worth  any- 
thing in  this  country,  where  for  two  and 
thirty  years  I  bave  had  the  honour,  which 
I  value,  of  a  constituency  returning  me  as 
their  representative,  if,  speaking  from  the 
knowledge  I  have  of  thirty  of  these  years 
spent  as  a  fellow-member  in  this  House 
with  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada,  eighteen 
years  with  him  in  opposition,  eight  years 
honoured  by  him  as  a  colleague,  necessarily 
Mr.  PATERSON. 


brought  into  the  most  intimate  relations 
with  him — I  say,  If  my  words  will  carry 
weight,  if  my  words  will  influence  men  who 
may  for  the  time  being,  perhaps  in  the  heat 
of  their  feelings,  have  uttered  the  ungener- 
ous words,  that,  speaking  out  of  the  know- 
ledge of  the  man  that  I  have,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  is,  in  my  opinion,  as  he  long  has 
been,  the  one  man  pre-eminent  above  all 
other  men  that  this  Dominion,  has  produced 
in  cementing  the  nationality  of  the  people 
of  Canada. 

Mr.  F.  D.  MONK  (Jacques  Cartier).  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  one  who 
speaks  in  this  House  after  my  good  friend 
the  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson)  to 
assure  the  House  that  he  will  be  moderate, 
because  there  is  something  in  the  tone  of 
my  hon.  friend,  even  when  he  gives  utter- 
ance to  the  mildest  thoughts,  which  leads 
one  to  believe  that  he  Is  a  man  of  such  vio- 
lent type  that  it  is  impossible  to  reach  the 
the  high  vocal  pitch  he  has  done  himself 
in  propounding  his  opinions.  But  I 
notice  that  my  good  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Customs,  although  he  spoke 
In  a  very  deep  voice,  spoke  eomewnat 
low  when  be  assured  the  House  that  this 
measure,  which  is  being  introduced  to  pro- 
tect the  minority  In  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, was  absolutely  harmless,  contained 
nothing  which  would  in  any  way  trench 
upon  the  rights  of  the  majority,  and  that 
the  importance  of  that  enactment  bad  been 
very  much  exaggerated,  because  it  contain- 
ed very  little.  My  hon.  friend's  voice  was 
very  deep,  but  it  was  hardly  lower 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
(Mr.  Fielding)  last  night  when  he  made  the 
startling  announcement  that  so  trifling  were 
the  concessions  we  gave  that  the  schools 
which  this  Bill  was  Intended  to  create  would 
almost  infallibly  disappear  before  long.  My 
attention  has  been  drawn,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
a  caricature  in  to-day's  Montreal  '  Herald.' 
at  which  I  feel  very  much  offended.  My 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  is  represented  as  sitting  on  a 
wharf  with  a  flsh  basket.  At  one  side  of 
him  Is  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  with  a  fish  on  the  end  of  his  line, 
and  on  the  other  side  myself  with  another 
flsh.  We  are  both  supposed  to  be  fishing 
on  each  side  of  the  wharf  different  kinds 
of  fish  that  are  called  petitions,  in  order  to 
put  them  into  the  basket  held  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition.  The 
only  difference  between  myself  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Grey  is  that  I  have  a  tall 
hat  on  and  he  has  a  Christy  stiff.  It  will  be 
for  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  to  clear 
himself  of  this  Imputation,  but  for  my  part 
I  can  say  positively  that  during  the  course 
of  the  present  discussion  I  have  fished  for 
no  petitions  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
indeed  I  may  say  that  I  think  this  caricature 
would  perhaps  be  more  properly  applied  to 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  and 
my  bon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
from  what  they  have  said  in  their  speeches 
In  explanation  of  the  measure  which  Is  now 
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before  the  House.  I  think  It  is  necessary 
for  me  to  explain,  as  briefly  as  possible,  the 
reasons  which  have  led  me  to  oppose  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  to  the 
main  motion  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  will  do  so  as  briefly  as  I  possibly 
can.  I  feel  very  little  guilt  in  connection 
with  what,  to  my  mind,  has  been  a  very 
needless  agitation  over  this  question.  After 
the  general  election  of  1896  the  Conserva- 
tive party  held  a  meeting  in  the  city  of 
Montreal,  of  which  some  notice  was  taken 
In  the  Montreal  '  Gazette '  on  the  following 
morning.  At  that  meeting,  held  subsequent 
to  the  general  election,  I  declared  for  my 
part  I  would  not  in  the  future  discuss  the 
school  question.  I  have  adhered  to  that 
resolution,  and  on  no  occasion,  at  any  meet- 
ing which  I  have  attended,  and  I  have  at- 
tended a  great  many  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  and  elsewhere,  have  I  ventured  to 
mention  that  much  vexed  question. 

It  has  been  discussed  in  my  presence  by 
representatives  of  both  parties,  but  1  have 
stood  firm  to  my  resolution.  I  have  not 
discussed  it  on  any  occasion  ;  and  if,  In- 
deed, It  were  not  necessary  that  I  should 
state  what  are  the  reasons  which  have  sep- 
arated me  on  some  points  from  the  major- 
ity of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  I  would  be  perfectly  satisfied  to 
give  a  silent  vote  on  this  question  ;  because, 
Sir, "I  consider  that  it  is  an  unfortunate 
thing  that  this  question  has  been  discussed 
with  so  much  passion  in  public.  1  believe 
that  many  of  the  mischievous — I  cannot 
call  them  by  any  other  term — mischievous 
utterances  which  have  been  made  on  the 
subject  of  these  Bills,  have  been  the  result 
of  Ignorance  as  to  the  real  state  of  affairs 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  legislation; 
and  I  sincerely  believe  that  when  the  ques- 
tion has  been  fully  looked  into — I  agree  to 
that  extent  with  my  hon.  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance — and  all  sides  of  it  proper- 
ly weighed,  at  any  rate  as  regards  the  edu- 
cational aspect  of  the'  question,  the  people 
of  Canada  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  the  concessions  granted,  and  the  effort 
made  by  this  parliament  to  create  condi- 
tions of  justice  and  equity  in  the  North- 
west, the  practical  result  is  not  one  of  very 
great  importance.  That,  at  any  rate,  is  my 
view  of  the  subject.  It  Is,  I  admit,  an  Im- 
portant subject  in  the  principles  which  are 
to  govern  us  in  our  decision  of  the  question. 
It  is  important,  no  doubt,  that  one  should 
state  for  what  reason  one  gives  a  vote 
which  may  appear  strange  ;  hut  at  the  same 
time  I  think  a  great  deal  too  much  has  been 
made  of  the  extent  to  which  parliament  has 
been  asked  to  go  in  connection  with  this 
legislation.  Let  me  at  once  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  seriousness  of  a 
statement  made  last  night  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance.  To  my  mind  this  is  a  question 
upon  which  every  man  can  have  a  free  and 
Independent  opinion  without  in  any  way 
alienating  his  co-religionists   of  different 
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creed.  I  am  pleased  to  say,  and  I  desire 
to  acknowledge,  that  in  the  words  that  fell 
from  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  last 
night — and  I  followed  him  very  attentively 
— there  was  not  one  word  which  It  seems 
to  me  could  shock  any  man  of  any  creed  In 
the  province  of  Quebec  or  elsewhere.  He 
was  led  by  logical  deductions  to  the  conclu- 
sions at  which  he  arrived  ;  and,  Sir,  I  am 
proud  to  say,  so  far  as  I  may  represent 
public  opinion  in  my  own  province,  that 
there  is  one  thing  which  we  learn  early  in 
our  schools,  and  that  Is,  to  respect  abso- 
lutely the  convictions  of  all  of  our  fellow 
citizens.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  that  part  of  our  curriculum  Is  to  be 
found  in  all  the  other  schools  of  the  coun- 
try. But  when  the  Minister  of  Finance 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  in  the  event  of 
the  Prime  Minister  not  being  able  to  carry 
this  measure  through  the  House,  and  of  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
being  called  upon  to  form  a  cabinet,  the 
cabinet  which  he  would  form  would  neces- 
sarily have  a  purely  religious  colour,  and 
would  be  a  Protestant  administration,  I  do 
think  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance went  quite  beyond  the  bounds  which 
anything  which  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  said  could  in  any  sense 
justify. 

Hon.  W.  S.  FIELDING.  Will  my  hon. 
friend  permit  me  to  say  that  I  did  not  at- 
tribute any  remark  of  any  kind  to  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  in  that  relation.  I 
expressed  my  own  opinion  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  the  whole  case. 

Mr.  MONK.  My  hon.  friend  spoke  of 
that  conclusion  to  which  he  himself  had 
arrived  as  being  the  legitimate  conclusion 
of  the  observations  made  by  the  hon.  lead- 
er of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
allow  me,  I  will  at  once  say  that  I  certain-  , 
ly  did  not  mean  to  do  so,  and  1  am  satis- 
fled  that  I  did  not  do  so.  I  had  no  such 
thought,  for  I  was  not  referring  to  anything 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  said  in  any 
way.  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  my  hon. 
friend. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  am  glad  to  bear  my  hon. 
friend  say  so.  My  hon.  friend  no  doubt 
sympathizes  with  those  who,  perhaps  not 
very  readily,  have  arrived  at  the  conclu- 
sion to  which  he  arrived  yesterday,  to  sup- 
port this  educational  measure  ;  because,  if 
rumours  are  well  founded,  my  hon.  friend 
himself  experienced  very  great  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  that  conclusion  before  he  spoke. 

Mr.  FIELDING.    Not  the  least. 

Mr.  MONK.  There  was  nothing  in  what 
my  hon.  friend  said  which  Indicated  that 
state  of  mind  ;  but  my  hon.  friend  knows 
what  has  been  the  public  rumour..  One 
of  my  hon.  friend's  friends  stated  to  me 
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yesterday  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  was 
a  wonderful  swimmer,  but  that  he  had  to 
be  thrown  Into  the  water.  I  realize,  with 
some  degree  of  fear,  that  this  debate  may 
be  protracted  to  a  considerable  length,  and 
I  wish  to  indicate  as  briefly  as  possible  to 
the  House  through  what  mental  process  I 
have  passed,  if  I  may  use  that  expression, 
in  order  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  at  which 
I  have  arrived  in  respect  to  this  measure. 
The  question  has  been  treated  from  a  con- 
stitutional standpoint,  and  certainly  it  ought 
to  be  treated  from  that  standpoint,  since 
the  very  grounds  on  which  we  are  legisla- 
ting in  this  affair  are  constitutional 
grounds.  I  submit.  In  addition,  that  it  must 
be  looked  at  from  a  political  standpoint— 
I  say  political  in  altogether  the  highest 
sense  of  the  word.  But,  taking  the  con- 
stitutional standpoint,  the  House  will  per- 
mit me  to  say  in  what  sense  I  understand 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  act,  and  how  I 
interpret  the  three  constitutional  Acts 
which  serve  as  the  foundation  for  our  le- 
gislation, and  which-  must  be  read  together. 
We  have  the  Confederation  Act  of  1867, 
the  Act  of  1871  and  the  Act  of  1880— all 
imperial  Acts  without  which  we  have  no 
jurisdiction  whatever.  Under  section  3  of 
the  last  imperial  Act,  the  amendment  of 
1886,  these  three  Acts  must  be  read  toge- 
ther. I  will  not  quote  the  sections  ;  It 
would  be  imposing  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House.  But  according  to  the  Con- 
stitutional Act  of  1867,  from  the  very 
first  section,  it  Is  evident  that  the  scheme 
of  the  framers  of  our  constitution  was  that 
the  provinces  should  be  associated  together 
with  an  absolutely  equal  division  of  powers. 
It  never  entered  into  the  minds  of  the  fram- 
ers of  those  Acts,  particularly  the  Act  of 
1867,  nor  even  into  the  minds  of  those  who 
laid  the  foundations  of  that  Act  in  the  Que- 
bec conference,  that  there  should  be  the 
slightest  Inequality  between  the  provinces. 
•You  will  see  that  if  you  look  at  the  Act  of 
1867,  from  section  58  to  section  91. 

Head  section  91  and  section  92  (which  are 
the  two  most  important  sections  in  regard 
to  the  definition  of  the  field  of  legislation), 
read  section  93.  section  109,  section  146,  and 
section  147  and  you  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  main  object  of  the  im- 
perial legislature  was  to  unite  the  varied 
provinces  together  and  to  distribute  among 
those  provinces,  with  the  most  absolute 
measure  of  equality,  the  different  powers 
which  were  assigned  to  each.  It  is  im- 
possible to  read  these  Acts  and  not  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  this  is  the  proposition 
which  Is  the  outcome  of  the  efforts  made  by 
the  imperial  legislature  in  the  direction  of 
confederation.  The  plan  of  confederation 
Itself  rests  upon  the  absolute  equality,  the 
equal  division  of  powers  between  all  the 
piovinces,  parties  to  confederation.  Any 
variation,  however  small,  from  this  rule  is 
Mr.  MONK. 


destructive  of  the  fundamental  principle 
of  our  constitution. 

Section  146  which  provides  for  the  ad- 
mission of  other  provinces  Into  the  Dom- 
iiilon  upon  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  home 
government,  especially  declares  that  the 
admission  of  those  other  provinces  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  and 
Newfoundland  is  to  be  done  by  the  mere 
operation  of  an  imperial  Order  in  Council 
r.re  which  shall  bring  those  provinces  into 
confederation,  subject  to  all  the  dispositions 
of  the  Confederation  Act.  This  was  so  very 
well  understood  at  the  very  inception  that 
we  find  British  Columbia  first  of  ail  enter- 
ing into  confederation  by  the  operation  of 
section  146  by  the  mere  passage  of  an 
Order  in  Council  bringing  the  province  into 
confederation  and  touching  in  no  respect 
whatever  upon  any  of  the  powers  which  are 
tc  be  attributed  to  the  new  provinces  or 
upon  any  of  those  powers  then  lying  in  the 
lap  of  the  new  province  and  which  were  by 
necessary  inpllcation  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Dominion.  It  is  undeniable  that  when 
British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
were  brought  into  confederation,  no  other 
mention  was  made  of  the  Order  in  Council 
which  brought  these  provinces  into  con- 
federation but  this  that  they  came  in  with 
a  certain  representation  in  parliament,  _stl- 
pulated  and  agreed  upon  between  the  Dom- 
inion government  and  the  provincial  powers, 
but  as  to  a  distribution  of  powers  nothing 
whatever  Is  said  ;  reference  is  simply  made 
to  section  146  of  the  Confederation  Act. 
Ir  is  there  declared  that  these  provinces 
come  into  the  Dominion  subject  to  that  dis- 
tribution of  powers  which,  according  to  my 
interpretation  of  our  constitution,  acts  au- 
tomatically the  moment  the  province  enters 
the  Dominion. 

In  the  case  of  Manitoba  there  were  special 
circumstances.  Manitoba  did  not  enter  con- 
federation under  the  ordinary  rule.  It  was 
an  exceptional  case,  and  the  terms  upon 
which  that  province  entered  the  Dominion 
were  the  subject  of  a  special  agreement 
between  the  representatives  of  that  then 
part  of  the  Northwest  Territories  and  the- 
Dominion  government.  An  Act  was  passed 
beforehand  by  this  parliament  in  order  to- 
create  that  province  with  certain  rights, 
certain  broad  possibilities,  and  the  charter 
of  Manitoba  is  so  little  founded  upon  that 
Act  of  our  own  parliament  and  that  Act 
was  so  clearly,  In  the  Judgment  of  competent 
lawyers,  ultra  vires,  that  it  became  neces- 
sary to  pass  In  England  the  Imperial  Act 
of  1871  which  is  really  the  charter  of  Mani- 
toba, so  that  Manitoba  did  not  enter  the 
confederation  under  the  same  machinery 
as  that  provided  for  other  parts  of  British 
North  America.  Its  charter  Is  a  special 
one,  and  it  Is  taken  altogether  out  of  the 
ordinary  rule  with  regard  to  its  entering 
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into  confederation.  These  provinces,  Sir, 
are  to  be  created  under  a  section  of  that 
Act  of  1871,  passed  mainly  in  order  to  vali- 
date our  own  Manitoba  legislation,  and  to 
the  second  section  of  which  Act  I  wish  to 
call  your  attention  particularly.  The  sec- 
ond section  of  the  Imperial  Statutes  of  1871 
emending  the  Confederation  Act  says  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  new  provinces  in  any  territories 
forming  for  the  time  being  part  ot  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada,  but  not  included  In  any  province 
thereof,  and  may,  at  time  of  establishment, 
make  provision  for  the  constitution  and  ad- 
ministration of  any  such  province,  and  for  the 
passing  of  laws  for  the  peace,  order  and  good 
government  of  such  province,  and  for  Us  repre- 
sentation in  the  said  parliament. 

Now,  that  section  is  of  some  length.  It 
is  the  only  section  under  which  we  are  em- 
powered to  act.  It  is  in  virtue  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  us  by  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment by  this  section  that  we  are  creating 
this  province.  It  Is  known,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
many  members  of  this  House  that  a  popular 
Impression  exists  to  the  effect  that  this 
parliament  has  the  power  of  creating  pro- 
vinces and  that  at  the  time  of  the  creation 
of  provinces  it  can  give  those  provinces  such 
a  constitution  as  It  thinks  fit.  That  is 
the  popular  impression  and  that  impression 
is  created  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  many 
by  the  reading  of  this  section.  But  is  that 
proposition  well  founded  ?  I  think  not ;  I 
do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  this  sec- 
tion which  authorizes  us,  in  creating  a  pro- 
vince, to  give  any  constitutional  aspect  to 
that  province.  We  are  not  called  upon  to 
give  it  a  constitution,  we  simply  perform,  if 
I  may  use  that  expression,  a  creative  Act ; 
we  create  the  province,  the  constitutional 
Act  of  1867  provides  the  rest.  That  is  how 
1  read  this  section.  It  is  true  that  in  this 
section  the  words  'establish '  and  then  '  con- 
stitute,' and  then  '  administer '  are  used. 
But  what  do  these  words  mean  1  There  is 
one  thing  it  seems  to  me  that  they  do  not 
mean.  It  is  this,  that  in  creating  a  province 
we  can  in  any  way  vary  the  terms  relating 
to  the  powers  of  that  province  that  have  been 
laid  down  in  a  uniform  and  definite  man- 
ner by  our  Constitutional  Act  of  1807,  and 
that  is  the  reason  which  no  doubt  has  led 
many  and  has  induced  probably  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  (Mr.  K.  L.  Borden)  to  ar- 
rive at  the  conclusion  that  we  have  no'power 
in  creating  a  province  to  make  any  dispos- 
ition in  regard  to  that  province  as  far  as  edu- 
cational matters  are  concerned,  because  If 
when  creating  a  province  we  can  give  to  that 
province  a  particular  educational  system  we 
can  equally  confer  upon  this  province  other 
powers,  for  instance,  those  which  are  men- 
tioned in  section  92  of  the  Constitutional 
Act.  We  could  deprive  the  province  of  a 
part  of  these  powers.  We  can  confer  upon 
the  province  powers  which  it  has  not  under 


the  Confederation  Act,  which  are  en- 
umerated under  section  91  as  belong- 
ing to  the  Dominion  parliament  alone, 
and  that  Is,  no  doubt,  the  reason 
which  has  led  many  to  conclude  that 
we  have  no  power  under  section  2  which  I 
have  just  read  to  the  House  but  that  of 
creating  a  province,  automatically  come  In- 
to force  and  are  applied  the  dispositions  of 
the  Confederation  Act  limiting  .strictly  the 
powers  of  the  province  and  on  the  other 
side  defining  the  extent  of  the  powers  of 
the  Dominion  parliament 

What  is  the  sense  which  one  must  attri- 
bute to  the  words  '  establish,  constitute  and 
administer.'  To  my  mind  it  is  clear  that 
these  words  were  used  by  the  draughtsman 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the  Dom- 
inion parliament,  when  carving  provinces 
out  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  the  powers 
necessary  to  perform  fully  all  the  functions 
of  the  creative  act.  We  decree  for  instance 
that  a  province  will  be  established.  The 
word  '  constitute '  means  that  we  define  the 
limits  of  the  province,  that  we  declare  what 
it  will  comprise,  when  it  will  come  into  ex- 
istence and  other  details  which  are  all  com- 
prised in  the  word  '  constitute,'  and  we  fur- 
ther have  the  power  to  administer  that  pro- 
vince until  these  automatic  provisions  of 
the  Confederation  Act  come  Into  operation, 
by  whfch  a  power  superior  to  our  own  has 
provided  what  will  be  the  political  constitu- 
tion of  the  province.  Otherwise  if  you  once 
pretend  that  the  words  of  the  statute  con- 
fer upon  this  parliament  the  power 
to  modify  in  any  way,  what  will  be 
the  political  constitution  and  the  at- 
tribution of  the  new  provinces,  where 
will  you  end  ?  Suppose  to-morrow  we 
should  carve  a  province  out  of  the  Yu- 
kon, could  we,  in  creating  that  province, 
declare  that  the  minerals  shall  remain  the 
property  of  the  Dominion  power  ?  Could 
we  declare  that  the  lands  would  remain  In 
our  possession  ?  I  hold  we  could  not,  and 
that  the  only  power  we  have  is  to  create  the 
province  ?  That  however  is  my  own  Indi- 
vidual opinion.  It  is  the  opinion  of  a  law- 
yer, and  we  all  know  that  lawyers  differ 
very  considerably,  particularly  on  consitu- 
tional  points.  For  instance  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  in  defining  the 
constitutional  position  he  takes  with  regard 
to  this  Bill,  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  if  I  mis- 
take not,  that  section  03  of  the  Confedera- 
tion Act  does  not  apply  to  the  new  provinces 
coming  into  the  Dominion  without  any  pre- 
vious provincial  organization,  and  conse- 
quently did  not  apply  to  provinces  created 
by  ourselves  under  the  Imperial  Act  of  1871 
and  carved  out  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
I  cannot,  after  a  careful  examination  of 
section  03,  agree  in  that  conclusion,  although 
I  believe  it  is  shared  by  gentlemen  eminent 
in  the  legal  profession.  I  believe  that  at 
the  moment  a  province  is  created,  even  if 
it  did  not  possess   beforehand   full  legis- 
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lative  autonomy,  even  if  it  did  not  enter 
confederation  as  an  independent  province, 
it  falls  ipso  facto  under  the  provision  of 
section  93,  and  whatever  rights  in  school 
matters  the  minority  in  that  province  may 
possess  at  the  moment  of  its  creation  are 
preserved  by  virtue  of  that  section.  That 
is  the  way  I  read  section  93  and  I  think 
the  terms  are  extremely  general.  Subsec- 
tion 1  of  section  93— which  is  a  section  of 
very  great  importance  in  the  determination 
of  this  question  says  : 

Nothing  In  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  In  the  province  at  the  time  of 
the  union. 

Doubt  might  exist  if  instead  of  those  very 
general  words,  the  words  used  were  '  which 
any  class  of  persons  possess  by  virtue  of  a 
provincial  law  or  a  law  passed  by  the  legis- 
lature of  the  province '  or  other  such  words 
clearly  Indicating  that  the  legislators  had  in 
view  exclusively  the  case  of  the  entry  into 
confederation  of  a  province  having  fnll  pos- 
session, previous  to  such  entry,  of  its  entire 
autonomy.  But  the  words  are  extremely 
general.  They  speak  of  the  rights  with  res- 
pect .to  denominational  schools  which  any 
persons  have  by  law  within  the  limits  of 
the  province  at  the  union.  I  therefore  ar- 
rive at  the  conclusion  that  the  moment  a 
province  is  erected  in  the  Northwest  and 
that  within  the  territorial  limits  of  that  pro- 
vince there  exists  a  law  passed  by  compe- 
tent authority  securing  certain  rights  to  any 
class  of  persons  with  regard  to  denomina- 
tional schools,  those  rights  are  preserved 
by  the  mere  fact  of  that  territory  coming 
as  a  province  within  the  limits  of  the  Dom- 
inion. That  is  the  opinion  I  have,  and  much 
of  the  conclusions  at  which  I  have  arrived 
in  respect  of  this  question  is  the  result  of 
that  opinion.  My  hon.  friend  from  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  asks  me  if  I  consider 
the  words  '  establish,  constitute,  coming  in,' 
to  be  all  synonymous.  My  interpretation  of 
section  2  of  the  Imperial  Act  of  1871  is  that 
that  Act  clearly  gives  us  the  creative  power. 
It  enables  us  to  decree  the  establishment  of 
a  province,  to  constitute  it  by  defining  its 
limits  and  entering  into  other  details  which 
are  absolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
such  creation,  but  the  moment  that  act  has 
been  performed  our  power  is  exhausted  and 
the  new  province  comes  under  the  control 

'of  the  different  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1867, 
and  these  clauses  apply  in  their  entirety  to 
it  Will  the  House  permit  me  to  give  an 
example  in  another  field.  Take  the  ques- 
tion of  the  lands.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
the  new  Bill  now  submitted  for  second  read- 
ing, we  have  gone  entirely  beyond  our  power 
as  regards  the  lands.     Why  ?  Because 

.under  section  109  of  the  Confederation  Act 
all  lands,  minerals,  and  royalties  of  every 
kind  In  every  province  are  absolutely  the  pro- 
perty of  the  province  and  not  of  the  Dom- 
Mr.  MONK. 


inion.  And  in  legislating  as  we  have  done 
with  regard  to  these  lands,  in  withholding 
from  these  new  provinces  the  whole 
of  their  lands,  for  a  consideration  it  Is  true, 
but  keeping  the  lands  entirely  in  our  pos- 
session we  are  legislating  ultra  vires,  we  are 
decreeing  what  we  have  no  right  to  do  ;  and 
not  only  as  an  act  of  policy,  as  a  political 
act,  but  as  a  constitutional  act,  those  Bills 
are  absolutely  in  violation  of  the  constitu- 
tion. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Are  we  to  assume  then 
that  the  Manitoba  Act,  which  was  in  terms 
practically  the  same  as  this  Act,  which  de- 
clared the  ungranted  lands  of  that  province 
to  remain  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
Dominion  government,  was  ultra  vires  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  As  I  stated  a  moment  ago, 
the  Manitoba  Act  itself  was  ultra  vires- 
was  so  considered  by  the  legal  advisers 
of  the  Crown  in  England — and  in  order 
to  make  it  valid  it  was  necessary  to  pass 
the  Imperial  Act  of  1871. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    To  remove  doubts. 

Mr.  MONK.  That  is  the  preamble  that 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Lemieux)  is  citing. 
But,  If  he  will  go  to  the  sources,  he  will 
find  that  there  was  a  very  strong  opinion 
in  England  and  also  here— I  believe  it  was 
shared  by  Mr.  Blake — that  we  had  no  right. 
It  validated  the  section  to  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  has  re- 
ferred. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Monk)  will  not  contend  that  any  one  ques- 
tioned at  that  time  or  since  that  the  Act 
was  ultra  vires  in  respect  of  the  lands. 
The  necessity  of  the  Imperial  Act,  as  I  un- 
derstand, was  in  reference  to  other  matters, 
to  remove  doubts  in  reference  to  other  mat- 
ters than  the  lands. 

Mr.  MONK.  It  did  not  arise  In  that  case. 
There  was,  as  I  stated,  an  agreement  be- 
tween Manitoba  that  was  to  be  and  the 
Dominion,  and  the  lands  clause  to  which 
iny  hou.  friend  has  just  referred  was  the 
outcome  of  that  agreement  At  any  rate, 
ft  was  never  questioned  before  the  courts. 
As  my  hon.  friend,  no  doubt,  is  aware,  this 
question  has  come  before  the  courts  in  many 
instances  and  the  interpretation  given  by 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
upon  section  109,  to  which  I  have  referred, 
has  always  been  favourable  to  the  pro- 
vinces, and  has  gone  very  far  in  the  direc- 
tion of  maintaining  that  ail  public  lands, 
whatever  may  be  the  source  of  the  owner- 
ship of  the  public  lauds,  once  the  province 
Is  created,  fall  under  provincial  control. 
A  case  arose  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  the 
case  of  Fraser  who  died  without  leaving 
a  will,  and  without  heirs.  My  hon.  friend 
i  Mr.  Belcourt)  Is  familiar  with  that  case. 
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It  was  the  case  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
Quebec  against  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
Dominion.    It  was  held  In  the  province  of 
Quebec,  that,  under  section  109,  the  lands 
in  dispute  reverted  to  the  Crown  in  right 
of  the  province.   In  the  courts  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  they  held  that  upon  the 
ground  that,  as  the  province  had  the  ex- 
clusive right  to  legislate  in  regard  to  pro- 
perty and  civil  rights,  it  followed  as  a  con- 
sequence that   it  might   have  legislated 
equally  in  regard  to  these  lands,  and  con- 
sequently that  these  lands  were  the  pro- 
perty of  the  province.   And  that  Judgment 
went  through  the  courts  and  was  main- 
tained in  the  Privy  Council.    Then  there 
was  the  Mercer  case  in  Ontario.    I  speak 
of  that  fom  memory  only  and  under  cor- 
rection.   The  last  court  of  appeal  in  On- 
tario held  that  escheated  lands  fell  to  the 
Dominion,  if  I  mistake  not— the  contrary 
of  what  our  own  Court  of  Appeals  held. 
But  the  matter  went  to  the  Privy  Council, 
and  the  Privy  Council  held  that  in  the  case 
of  an  escheat,  the  province  had  the  right  to 
the  land  under  section  109.  And,  in  the  case 
of  the  St.  Catharines  Milling  Company  vs. 
the  Queen,  a  case  that  lawyers  will  remem- 
ber, the  question  involved  was  as  to  an  In- 
dian reservation  which  had  been  abandoned 
by  the  Indians.     The  Privy  Council  held 
that,  under  section  109  of  the  Confederation 
Act,  these  lands,  abandoned  by  the  Indians 
who  were  under  control  of  the  Dominion 
government  and  under  the  legislative  con- 
trol of  the  Dominion  parliament,  fell  into 
the  provincial  domain  under   section  109. 
The  latest  case  I  have  is  the  case  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  British  Columbia  vs. 
the  Attorney  General  of  Canada,  In  which 
the  question  arose  in  a  still  more  pointed 
manner  and  In  which,  I  think,  the  Privy 
Council  went  even  further.    In  that  case, 
as  hon.  members  will  remember,  British 
Columbia  had  conceded  to    the  Dominion 
government  a  forty-mile  strip  upon  the  line 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a  con- 
sideration, I  believe,  of  $100,000    a  year. 
That  was  an  absolute  cession  of  the  lands. 
Gold  was  found  in  that  forty-mile  strip, 
and  the  question  arose  as  to  whether  the 
Dominion  power  or  the  provincial  power 
had  a  right  to  that  gold  and  the  royalties 
upon  it— which  of  the  Powers  owned  the 
mineral  wealth.  In  that  case,  if  I  remember 
aright,  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  held 
that  the  words  '  British  Columbia '  must  be 
read  Into  section  109  of  the  Confederation 
Act— that  not  only  the  four  provinces  then 
parties  to  the  confederation  compact,  but, 
said  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  you 
must  read  into  section  109  the  names  of 
British  Columbia  and  all  the  provinces  that 
have   since  been  added   to   the  Domin- 
ion,  and    the    right   to    this    gold  and 
the  royalties  upon  it  is   in  the  Crown 
ic    right    of    the    province.    So    I  am 


correct,  I  think,  in  saying  that  Jurispru- 
dence seems  to  favour  the  view  that  section 
109  is  of  a  most  general  character,  and 
that  all  lands  belonging  to  the  Crown,  fall 
to  the  Crown  in  right  of  the  province  the 
moment  that  province  is  created.  It  was 
so  understood  In  regard  to  the  provinces 
that  entered  the  Dominion  since  confeder- 
ation. It  was  so  understood  in  regard  to 
British  Columbia.  There  was  no  special 
mention  of  the  lands  in  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil by  which  the  gates  were  opened  to  that 
province  for  its  entry  into  confederation. 
There  was  no  mention  of  lands  in  the  Order 
in  Council  under  which  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land came  Into  confederation.  But,  in  the 
case  of  British  Columbia  these  lands,  by 
the  very  vigour  of  the  Confederation  Act 
were  supposed  to  remain  the  property  of 
the  province,  and,  in  the  case  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  where  there  were  no  public 
lands,  the  Dominion  had  to  agree  to  a  cer- 
tain sum  to  be  given  to  the  province  }n 
lieu  of  public  lands.  So,  I  say,  by  com- 
mon understanding  of  section  109  and  the 
interpretation  put  upon  that  section  since 
our  constitutional  questions  have  arisen,  it 
would  seem  to  be  evident  that  public  lands, 
by  the  very  terms  of  the  constitution  be- 
longed to  the  province  the  moment  they 
enter  confederation.  And  I  see  no  reason 
for  departing  from  that  rule  In  regard  to 
the  province  created  out  of  a  portion  of  the 
Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Are  we  not  proprietors 
of  the  land  la  Manitoba,  and  proprietors  of 
the  lands  in  these  provinces  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  do  not  know  that  that 
makes  any  difference.  And  as  regards  the 
observation  of  the  Solicitor  General  (Mr. 
Lemleuz)  that  we  purchased  the  lands,  I 
do  not  think  that  that  proposition  is  well 
founded.  Even  had  we  purchased  the 
lands,  they  are  not  vested  in  the  Dominion 
government,  they  are  the  property  of  the 
Crown,  the  property  of  the  King.  And  un- 
der our  confederation  scheme,  all  public 
lands  situated  within  the  province  continue 
to  belong  to  the  King  in  right  of  the  pro- 
vince. As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  did  not 
purchase  the  landed  rights.  There  was  an 
amount  given  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 
pany in  consideration  of  the  abandonment 
of  Its  rights  In  that  territory.  But  those 
rights  were  not  rights  in  the  lands,  but 
hunting  rights  and  commercial  rights  under 
charters  obtained  long  ago  under  Charles 
II.  But  I  do  not  think  that  those  charters 
conferred  any  special  title  In  the  lands.  So 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  right 
in  saying  what  he  does  as  to  the  purchase 
of  the  lands.  The  same  remarks  apply  to 
that  section  of  the  Act  in  which  we  enjoin 
upon  the  province  that  it  shall  not  interfere 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  ven- 
ture the  opinion  that  that  is  not  intra  vires. 
We  can  create  a  province,  but  we  have  no 
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right  to  formulate  an  enactment  in  the 
creating  statue  to  say  that  the  province  or 
its  municipalities  that  may  in  future  exist 
shall  not  tax  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  That  is  an  interference  with 
that  provision  of  the  Confederation  Act  con- 
tained in  section  92  which  gives  the  pro- 
vinces absolute  and  exclusive  control  over 
municipalities.  It  is  an  interference  with 
section  92  which  says  that  the  province  shall 
have  the  right  to  raise  money  by  direct  tax- 
ation within  its  limits.  I  do  not  say  for  in- 
stance that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
has  not  any  valid  defence  to  offer  to  any  ex- 
actions that  may  be  made  by  the  province 
or  by  municipalities  within  that  province. 
There  may  be  a  defence,  although  the  ques- 
tion is  certainly  one  that  admits  of  much 
doubt.  But  In  my  understanding  of  the 
constitution,  we  have  no  power  by  positive 
enactment  to  say  to  the  new  province  : 
Here  are  two  powers  which  you  have  under 
section  92,  the  power  of  taxing  directly,  and 
the  absolute  control  over  municipalities, 
but  you  snail  not  exercise  these  powers  in 
either  case  with  respect  to  this  particular 
company. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  seems  to  me  the 
point  to  decide  is  the  Jurisdiction  of  this 
parliament  concerning  lands  contained  in 
the  Bills  now  under  consideration.  I  would 
like  to  know  from  my  hon.  friend  exactly 
what  his  legal  view  is.  I  understood  him 
to  say,  in  reply  to  my  question,  that  the 
provision  in  the  Manitoba  Act  with  reference 
to  lands,  by  which  the  control  of  these  lands 
was  retained  in  the  Dominion  government, 
was  ultra  vires,  but  that  that  defect  was 
cured  by  the  Confederation  Act  of  1871, 
section  4,  which  he  read  to  the  House.  I 
would  like  to  know  whether,  In  the  opinion 
of  my  hon.  friend,  the  amendment  of  1871 
has  had  the  effect  of  amending  the  British 
North  America  Act  of  1867  generally  or 
only  with  reference  to  Manitoba,  particular- 
"ij  as  regards  lands  1 

Mr.  MONK.  Well,  it  has  amended  the 
Confederation  Act,  no  doubt  ;  It  has  added 
powers  in  order  to  define  more  clearly  our 
lower  to  create  provinces.  But  the  ques- 
tion has  never  arisen  before  the  courts  as 
to  the  validity  of  our  enactment  with  regard 
to  lands  in  Manitoba. 

Mr.  BELCOUKT.  I  want  to  know 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, our  powers  given  in  the  British  North 
America  Act  of  1807  have  been  extended  by 
the  provisions  of  1871,  not  only  with  re- 
ference to  Manitoba,  but  with  reference  to 
any  new  province  coming  into  the  Domin- 
ion ? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  think  sectiou  2,  which  is 
the  basis  of  our  powers  under  which  we 
are  acting  now,  is  an  addition,  a  further  ex- 
tension of  what  is  contained  in  section  14C 
of  the  Confederation  Act.  There  is  an  in- 
crease of  powers — if  that  is  what  my  hon. 
Hr.  MONK. 


friend  means.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
be  brief,  and  I  find  it  is  very  difficult.  I 
am  arriving  at  the  point  I  wish  to  make 
with  reference  to  the  Educational  Act.  1 
have  wandered  away  from  it  in  order  to 
give  the  House  a  better  understanding  of 
my  opinion  of  these  Acts,  since  we  are  on 
the  second  reading,  and  it  will  save  me  the 
trouble  of  explaining  my  views  at  a  later 
stage.  I  hope  that  is  the  view  which  will 
prevail.  I  would  like  to  point  out,  as  a  mem- 
ber from  the  province  of  Quebec,  that  it 
would  be  a  great  calamity  indeed  if  the 
Minister  of  Justice  and  the  government  did 
not  arrive  at  a  conclusion  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  modify  that  section  which  has  re- 
gard, for  instance,  to  the  lands.  I  do  not 
see,  looking  upon  it  as  a  question  of  policy, 
what  we  have  gained  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, and  in  the  older  provinces  generally, 
by  this  enormous  indemnity  we  are  under- 
taking to  pay  the  new  provinces  of  the 
Northwest  for  their  lands.  As  I  understand 
it  they  have  a  legal  claim  to  these  lands. 
They  are  better  able  to  administer  them 
than  we  are  here  in  Ottawa.  They  are  on 
the  spot,  they  know  the  necessities  of  their 
province,  they  have  every  Interest  in  ad- 
ministering them  with  care,  because  these 
lands  are  their  principal  asset,  and  they  are 
the  best  judges  of  the  requirements  of  their 
province  in  respect  to  the  lands.  As  to  us 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  why,  Sir.  we  have 
over  25.000.000  acres  of  good  land  for  settle- 
ment, which  we  are  trying  to  settle,  which 
we  are  doing  our  best  to  settle.  Instead 
of  devoting  all  our  energies  and  all  our 
moneys  and  public  resources  to  settle  the 
lands  in  our  own  province,  under  the  terms 
of  the  constitution,  we  are  going  to  pay 
millions  of  dollars  to  keep  a  hold  on  the 
lands  of  the  Northwest,  which  properly  be- 
long to  our  sister  provinces.  That  is  the 
way  I  understand  this  clause,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  reconsidered. 

Now,  Sir,  taking  the  views  which  I  have 
offered  to  the  House,  being  my  own  humble 
interpretation  of  the  constitutional  Act.  I 
have  entertained  no  doubt  at  any  time  that 
section  93  of  the  Act  applies  to  this  territory 
which  we  are  to-day  erecting  into  provinces. 
In  section  93,  as  we  all  know,  there  was  a 
protection  for  the  rights  of  the  minority  in 
those  new  provinces.  I  assume  that,  but 
is  It  the  case  ?  Eminent  lawyers,  men 
whose  authority  on  constitutional  matters 
is  far  greater  than  my  own,  do  not  assent 
to  this  view.  They  do  not  think  that  sec- 
tion 93  applies  to  these  new  provinces,  which 
is  a  proof,  if  proof  was  required  at  all,  that 
lawyers,  like  doctors,  will  disagree  on  con- 
stitutional points  particularly.  There  is  no 
set  of  cases  coming  before  our  courts  where 
we  have  had  a  more  uniform  spectacle  of 
disagreement  among  our  judges  than  con- 
stitutional cases.  Therefore.  I  say  there  is 
a  grave  doubt  in  my  own  mind  as  to  whether 
section  93  applies.  If  it  does  not  apply,  then 
what  guarantee,  what  security  has  the 
minority  of  these  two  provinces  on  enter- 
ing confederation  ?    If  it  applies,  if  that 
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was  certain  and  was  admitted  by  everybody, 
you  could  not  say  more  of  this  amendment 
which  Is  before  the  House  at  the  present 
time  than  that  it  duplicates  what  the  con- 
stitution provides,  and  duplicates  it  useless- 
ly. But  If,  as  is  pretended  by  some,  section 
t)3.  the  protecting  section  of  the  Confedera- 
tion Act,  does  not  apply,  then  they  have  no 
protection.  Then  I  say,  if  that  claim  is  well 
founded  in  equity,  there  is  a  moral  obliga- 
tion on  the  part  of  this  parliament ;  if  the 
claim  of  the  minority  Is  well  founded,  and 
if  they  do  not  find  that  protection  which  it 
would  seem  they  have  In  section  93,  then 
should  we  not  provide  it  ourselves  ?  Is 
there  a  man  in  this  House,  be  he  from  the 
west  or  from  the  east,  who  will  deny  that 
at  this  very  moment  when  we  are  creating 
two  new  provinces,  we  particularly  of  this 
parliament,  who  have  for  more  than  thirty 
years  maintained,  rightly  or  wrongly,  the 
minority  in  that  immense  territory  in  the 
possession  of  their  educational  rights,  we 
who  have  been  the  guardians  of  those  rights, 
and  on  two  occasions  have  solemnly  affirm- 
ed that  those  rights  exist — is  there  any  man 
who  will  deny  that  we  should  at  the  present 
moment,  when  we  are  creating  these  pro- 
vinces, when  doubts  are  expressed  as  to 
our  right  to  legislate  In  regard  to  this  Im- 
portant point,  is  there  a  man  who  will  pre- 
tend that  we  ought  not,  in  the  preservation 
of  our  own  honour,  to  maintain  those  rights 
as  far  as  we  can  ?  If  the  enactment  Is  un- 
constitutional, it  will  be  so  declared  by  the 
courts*.  If  the  minority,  under  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  have  full 
protection,  this  Act  is  surplusage.  The  same 
question  would  arise  if  we  went  beyond 
what  section  93  assures,  if  we  gave  more 
than  they  have  at  the  present  time,  or  if  we 
took  from  them  something  which  has  always 
been  secured.  But  we  are  merely  assuring 
to  them  the  rights  which  they  possess  at 
the  present  time.  In  this  connection,  let  me 
say  that  we  have  before  us  three  drafts  of 
proposed  legislation.  In  the  very  able  com- 
munication made  by  Mr.  Haultain  to  the 
government,  which  has  been  brought  down 
to  this  House  is  one  of  these  drafts.  That 
is  a  draft  which,  at  first  sight,  seemed  to 
we  to  go  even  farther  than  did  the  first 
educational  clause  of  my  right  hon.  friend, 
and  farther  tuau  this  last  one,  and  that 
clause  is  to  be  fouud  in  Mr.  Haultain's 
draft,  at  page  14  of  the  papers  produced  be- 
fore the  Northwest  Territories  assembly. 
Section  2  of  the  draft  is  as  follows  : 

On,  from  and  after  the  said  first  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1!»03,  the  provisions  ot  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  except  those  parts  thereof 
which  are  in  terms  made  or  by  reasonable  in- 
tendment may  be  held  to  be  specially  applic- 
able to  or  to  affect  only  one  or  more  but  not  the 
whole  of  the  provinces  under  that  Act  compos- 
ing the  Dominion,  and  except  so  far  as  the 
same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act.  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  province  of  in  the  same 
way  and  to  the  same  extent  as  they  apply  to 
the  several  provinces  of  Canada,  and  as  If  the 
province  of  had  been  one  of  the  pro- 
vinces originally  united  by  the  said  Act. 


As  I  at  first  felt  under  my  interpretation 
of  our  Constitutional  Act,  I  assumed  that  in 
regard  to  all  school  legislation  the  Act  of 
union  drafted  by  Mr.  Haultain  brought  us 
back  to  the  1st  of  July,  1867,  and  I  say  that 
that  disposition  of  law  went  even  farther 
than  the  two  other  enactments  that  are  be- 
fore the  House,  because,  if  we  went  back 
to  the  date  of  the  Union  in  1867,  the  min- 
ority In  these  new  provinces  might  proper- 
ly urge  the  claim  that  since  legislative  auto- 
nomy has  been  conferred  on  the  Northwest 
Territories  they  have  had  their  educational 
committee.  They  have  had  their  own  ad- 
ministration of  their  own  schools  confer- 
red to  a  greater  extent  than  they  have  at 
the  present  time  and  therefore  under  that 
enactment  and  under  section  93  of  the  Con- 
stitutional Act  they  may  claim  to  be  fully 
restored  to  all  their  privileges.  I  think 
they  might  urge  that  at  any  rate.  As  to 
the  first  educational  clause  that  was  brought 
down  I  must  say  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me 
to  have  any  other  effect  than  to  create  in 
the  public  mind  an  extremely  erroneous 
impression  as  to  what  we  were  doing  for 
the  new  provinces.  Any  man  who  takes 
the  trouble  to  inquire  will  be  able  to  as- 
certain that  by  the  clause  relating  to  edu- 
cation which  was  first  submitted  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  we  were  not  break- 
ing In  upon  the  educational  system  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  not  introducing  a 
separate  school  system  exactly  as  it  existed 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  but  that  we 
were  following  the  established  order  of 
things  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  it 
is  probably  due  to  the  haste  with  which 
that  clause  was  drawn  that  all  the  agita- 
tion that  subsequently  arose  Is  to  be  attri- 
buted, because,  in  reality,  what  did  that 
clause  give  to  the  Northwest  Territories  ? 
It  gave  separate  schools.  They  have  them. 
'a  hey  have  had  them  since  1875,  but  it  gave 
nothing,  more.  It  is  true  it  made  a  provi- 
sion as  regards  the  distribution  of  moneys 
resulting  from  the  Northwest  Territories 
Trust  School  Fund,  but,  as  I  understand 
that  part  of  the  question,  I  think  there  is 
no  doubt  whatever  that  under  section  93  of 
our  Confederation  Act  the  words  '  public 
schools '  in  the  Northwest  Lands  Act  is  xin- 
derstood  as  applying  to  the  schools  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  as  they  exist  to-day. 
They  are  called  separate  schools  but  they 
are  in  reality  public  schools  and  will  be  so 
Interpreted  by  any  tribunal.  We  have  this 
ameudmeut  in  which  it  has  been  suggested 
that  concessions  have  been  made  

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Before  my  hon.  friend 
leaves  that  subject  of  the  Trust  Fund  may 
I  just  remind  him  that  in  the  appropria- 
tions which  have  been  made  by  the  legis- 
lature of  the  Northwest  Territories  since 
their  existence  of  the  moneys  coming  from 
the  Trust  Fund  supplied  by  the  federal  gov- 
ernment the  separate  schools  have  always 
participated  and  not  only  have  they  parti- 
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clpated  in  the  Trust  "Fund  but  in  the  money 
voted  by  tbe  legislature. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  did  not  know  that,  but  it 
goes  to  prove  that  interpretation  and  there 
is  no  other  interpretation  possible  because 
anybody  who  takes  the  trouble  to  read 
from  end  to  end  the  ordinances  of  -the 
Northwest  Territories  in  respect  to  schools 
must  arrive  necessarily  at  that  conviction. 
I  do  not  know  what  distinction  there 
would  be  between  what  are  called  separate 
schools  and  public  schools.  They  are  not 
separate  schools  in  the  sense  that  we  or- 
dinarily understand  the  term. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  They  are  separate 
schools  but  not  denominational  schools. 

Mr.  MONK.  They  are  not  denomination- 
al schools ;  certainly  not.  So,  I  do  not  see 
in  the  last  enactment  that  there  is  any  con- 
cession— very  far  from  it.  I  think  the  last 
amendment  goes  perhaps  a  little  farther 
than  the  original  enactment  which  caused 
so  much  excitement  because  it  defines  more 
clearly  what  the  privileges  of  the  separate 
schools  are.  They  were  not  defined  at  all 
In  the  original  enactment.  It  defines  them 
by  reference  to  the  chapters  of  the  North- 
west Ordinances  where  they  are  fully  ex- 
plained so  that  it  defines  more  clearly  these 
privileges  and  it  may  be  argued  that  it  se- 
cures to  the  separate  schools  the  right  of 
religious  instruction.  I  am  not  just  sure 
under  the  first  enactment  it  would  not  have 
been  possible  to  say  In  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories :  You  have  the  right  to  separate 
schools,  that  Is  granted,  you  will  have  them 
but  you  have  no  right  even  to  the  half  hour 
of  religious  instruction  because  It  Is  not 
laid  down  in  the  bond.  It  is  not  in  the 
Dominion  enactment  and  we  will  withdraw 
that  right  from  you.  -  This  enactment  goes 
a  little  farther  because  it  refers  to  the  or- 
dinance which  secures  the  right  of  religious 
instruction. 

Will  you  just  allow  me  to  say  one  word 
in  regard  to  what  has  been  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bouras- 
sa)  ?  Is  it  a  fact  that  we  are  by  this  Bill 
establishing  denominational  schools  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  ?  Before  I  touch 
upon  that  let  me  say  this  to  the  House. 
The  fact  that  a  very  great  difference  of 
opinion  has  existed  among  lawyers  led  me 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  certainly  no 
harm,  holding  as  I  do  that  the  minority  is 
entitled  to  tbe  preservation  of  its  rights,  in 
repeating  in  the  form  of  an  enactment,  as 
we  do  by  this  Bill,  what  Is  already  assured 
constitutionally  to  the  minority  by  section 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act  And, 
I  may  go  a  step  farther.  That  section  forms 
part  of  the  constitution.  It  is  true,  but  I 
think  one,  who  has  at  heart,  as  I  have,  I 
must  admit,  the  maintenance  of  tbe  very 
limited:  privileges  that  the  minority  are 
going  to  enjoy  under  this  enactment  might 
say  in  addition  that  we  have  had  the  ex- 
Mr.  BOURASSA. 


perience  of  Manitoba.  Surely  no  case  of 
any  province  could  be  presented  In  which 
greater  precautions  bad  been  taken  than 
were  taken  at  the  time  of  the  creation  of 
Manitoba  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority.  Everybody 
knows  what  happened.  I  will  not  re- 
peat the  story  of  that  unfortunate  affair, 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  by  legislation  of 
tbe  province,  the  rights  of  the  minority  were 
taken  away.  They  were  taken  away  after 
every  assurance  had  been  given  to  that 
minority  that  their  rights  would  be  preserv- 
ed. There  never  was  anything  to  my  mind 
more  unworthy  than  the  action  of  the  Mani- 
toba legislature  in  abolishing  its  legislative 
council,  and  at  the  time  of  that  abolition 
giving  the  minority  who  helped  to  put 
through  that  abolition,  every  possible  assur- 
ance that  honourable  men  could  give  that 
at  no  time  would  their  privileges  be  inter- 
fered with.  They  were  taken  away.  The 
minority  carried  their  claims  before  the 
courts.  Ultimately,  after  an  endless  liti- 
gation, the  highest  court  in  the  realm  de- 
clared that  they  had  a  right  to  redress. 
That  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council  render- 
ed years  ago  remains,  as  the  members  of 
this  House  know,  unsatisfied  to  this  day. 
Does  that  not  give  to  those  whose  mission 
rc-rhaps  more  particularly  It  Is  to  secure 
the  rights  of  tbe  minority  in  these  new 
provinces,  the  right  to  take  every  Imagin- 
able precaution  In  order  that  those  rights 
should  be  maintained  even  in  the  North- 
west ?  And  I  say  this  with  due  regard 
to  the  people  of  the  Northwest,  because  I 
have  implicit  confidence  in  that  population. 
I  hope  on  this  occasion  at  any  rate  that 
confidence  will  not  be  misplaced.  I  know 
the  disposition  of  the  people  who  Inhabit 
that  large  territory.  They  are  generous, 
they  are  broad-minded,  and  I  have  every 
confidence — because,  as  any  educationist 
kj-.ows,  everything  depends  on  the  way  in 
which  an  education  law  is  administered — 
that  they  will  treat  that  minority  with 
justice.  But  we  must  admit  that  after  the 
Act  of  1S75  had  been  passed,  and  after  tbe 
Act  of  1880  had  been  passed,  the  North- 
west legislature  did  confer  rights  upon; 
the  minority— gave  them  a  council  of  public 
Instruction,  gave  them  certain  rights  with- 
out which  up  to  tbe  present  it  has  been 
considered  impossible,  by  the  minority,  to 
carry  on  Catholic  education,  and  they  had 
the  use  of  tbe  French  language.  These 
things  have  been  taken  away,  and,  in  reality 
as  was  said  yesterday,  what  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  preserve  for  them  Is  merely  the 
right  to  the  material  separation  of  schools, 
the  right  to  be  exempt  from  double  taxa- 
tion in  educational  matters,  to  which  Catho- 
lics are  subject  all  over  tbe  United  States, 
and  tbe  right  to  that  half-hour  of  religious 
instruction  at  the  end  of  the  day  which 
exists  in  the  Northwest  for  all  denomina- 
tions alike,  I  am  happy  to  say,  because  I  am 
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Dot  a  believer  in  any  sense  In  those  schools 
where  the  name  of  God  Is  never  mention- 
ed. But  is  this  education,  Mr.  Speaker — 
denominational  education  ?  So  much  has 
been  said  that  is  displeasing,  that  is  hurtful, 
we  have  heard  so  much  about  the  hierarchy, 
about  priestly  control,  about  endowing  the 
Catholic  Church  In  the  Northwest.  I  have 
met  men  who  have  told  me  this  :  We  are 
ready  to  give  every  facility  to  our  Catholic 
fellow-countrymen  in  the  Northwest,  but 
we  are  not  prepared  to  endow  a  church. 
This  Is  the  way  they  understood  this  en- 
actment. Well,  it  is  reasonable,  It  seems 
to  me,  to  ask  ourselves  what  is  in  reality 
the  effect  of  this  enactment  ?  Is  it  the 
endowment  of  a  church  ?  Is  it  even  denom- 
inational education,  as  they  have  it  freely 
all  over  England?  It  is  not  denominational 
education  at  all,  because  that  supposes 
that  the  education  In  denominational  schools 
is  entirely  under  the  control  of  men  of  a 
particular  denomination.  It  supposes  that 
the  particular  creed  of  that  denomination 
is  taught  with  the  same  care  as  other 
branches  of  knowledge.  It  supposes  that  the 
-education  in  the  schools,  the  text  books, 
the  qualifications  of  teachers,  all  that  goes 
to  make  up  denominational  education,  is 
under  the  control,  not  of  clerics,  not  of 
priests  or  bishops,  but  of  men  who  belong 
to  that  denomination.  This  Is  not  at  all 
the  character  of  the  education  that  is  being 
provided  for  in  these  new  provinces.  Let 
me  just  Indicate  to  you  what  has  already 
been  Indicated,  but  what  cannot  be  re- 
peated too  often  In  view  of  what  has  been 
said,  that  under  the  new  regime  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  there  is  no  Council  of 
Public  Instruction.  There  Is  a  commissioner 
of  education  who  with  his  department  con- 
trols everything  that  is  Important  In  edu- 
cation— controls  absolutely  the  formation 
of  school  districts,  controls  everything  con- 
nected with  normal  schools  for  forming 
teachers ;  regulates  the  qualifications  of 
those  teachers,  and  can  revoke  them  at 
any  moment ;  controls  the  books,  the  courses 
of  study,  the  hours,  the  holidays,  compulsory 
attendance  of  pupils,  the  requirements  of 
the  schools  in  regard  to  sites  and  buildings. 
All  these  matters  remain  absolutely  under 
the  control  of  the  government,  at  present  a 
government  entirely  Protestant.  It  Is  true, 
there  is  an  educational  advisory  board  com- 
posed of  five  members,  two  of  whom  are 
Catholics,  to  whom  these  matters  are  refer- 
red. But  that  board  can  only  advise ;  it 
has  no  power  of  deciding ;  and,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  control  of  education  in 
what  are  called  separate  schools,  though 
they  are  really  not  so,  is  absolutely  in  the 
hands  of  the  government.  What,  then,  is 
the  power  of  the  Catholics  under  this  legis- 
lation which  we  are  called  upon  to  sanct- 
ion ?  Well,  they  engage  teachers,  but  these 
teachers  must  have  the  qualifications  which 


have  been  settled  beforehand  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  those  teachers  may  be  re- 
voked ;  they  provide  for  the  half-hour  of 
religious  instruction,  and  they  levy  the  rate 
of  taxation ;  and  even  In  regard  to  these 
matters  they  are  absolutely  accountable  to 
the  government,  are  Inspected  by  an  In- 
spector named  by  the  government  and  hav- 
ing instructions  from  the  government,  and 
who  may  be  and  in  most  cases  is  not  of 
their  own  creed.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  do  not  think  we  are  imposing  a  great  deal 
on  the  Northwest  Territories,  nor  introduc- 
ing a  very  revolutionary  measure.  The 
best  proof  of  that  may  be  found  In  the 
appreciation  given  by  Archbishop  Tachg  of 
the  legislation  which  at  present  exists,  and 
we  are  anxious  to  preserve,  because  It  keeps 
for  the  minority  some  shred  of  what  they 
had  before.  Archbishop  TaehS,  speaking  of 
the  schools  in  the  Northwest,  said  : 

The  Catholic  schools  are  under  the  control 
and  direction  of  a  council  of  public  instruction 
(now  it  is  a  commissioner)  in  which  there  Is 
not  a  Catholic  who  has  a  right  to  vote.  The 
choice  of  all  the  books,  both  for  teachers  and 
for  pupils,  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Protest- 
ants, as  well  as  the  final  formation  of  teachers 
and  the  right  to  give  them  permission  to  teach. 
The  inspectors  may  all  be  Protestants,  and 
in  any  case  the  inspection  is  made  apart  from 
any  consideration  for  Catholic  ideas.  The  ordi- 
nance destroys  the  Catholic  character  of  the 
schools  which  formerly  distinguished  those 
schools,  and  leaves  them  no  point  whatever 
upon  which  the  faith  of  parents  can  rest  with 
any  degree  of  confidence. 

Further  on,  Archbishop  TachS  appreciat- 
ing the  system  of  education  condemns  the 
system  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  those  who 
have  seen  that  system  of  schools  in  opera- 
tion In  the  Northwest  Territories,  who  have 
been  called  upon  as  Catholics  to  take  part 
in  it,  have  time  and  again  been  obliged  to 
apply  to  the  authorities  for  the  redress  of 
grievances  which  must  necessarily  take 
place  under  such  a  system  of  law.  I  shall 
give  as  an  example  the  case  of  religious 
orders  going  up  there  to  teach,  nuns  and 
Christian  brothers.  They  are  obliged  to 
qualify  under  the  ordinance  of  the  North- 
west Territories  and  without  this  qualifica- 
tion on  certain  occasions  they  have  not  been 
allowed  to  teach.  This  has  given  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  difficulty.  As  I  said  before 
everything  depends  In  an  educational  law  on 
the  manner  in  which  It  Is  administered  and 
what  we  are  claiming  by  this  enactment  Is 
little  enough.  The  Catholics  in  the  North- 
west will  have  to  a  very  large  extent  to 
depend  on  the  generosity  and  broadminded- 
ness  of  the  majority  there  in  order  to  be 
able  to  carry  Into  effect  the  legal  privileges 
which  they  have  kept  up  to  this  day.  These 
are  the  reasons  which  have  led  me  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  very  least  we  can  do, 
taking  my  Interpretation  of  the  constitution, 
is  to  support  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
relates  to   the   maintenance   of  separate 
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schools.  Of  course  It  would  be  useless  at 
this  stage  to  point  to  tbe  great  differences 
which  exist  between  our  own  country  and 
England  in  respect  to  broadness  of  conces- 
sion in  regard  to  education,  but  in  connec- 
tion with  this  very  Important  subject  I 
bave  had  occasion  to  look  over  the  English 
educational  law  and  the  debates  which  have 
taken  place  on  the  Bill  of  1002,  aud  it  is 
amazing,  it  is  edifying  to  see  to  what  extent 
they  have  gone  in  England  In  order  to  'main- 
tain the  principle  of  religious  liberty  in  con- 
nection with  schools.  Of  course  as  every 
one  knows,  denominational  education  exists 
In  England  ;  there  are  there  denominational 
schools  such  as  exist  here,  but  denomina- 
tional schools  helped  by  the  state,  supported 
by  the  state,  and  in  the  educational  Bill  of 
1902  they  have  gone  to  a  great  length,  they 
have  improved  the  system  in  every  way  but 
they  have  stuck  with  admirable  tenacity  to 
the  principle  that  there  shall  be  no  schools 
without  some  kind  of  religion.  Ther«  are 
board  schools  in  England,  where  secular 
matters  are  taught,  subject  to  what 
is  known  as  the  Cowper-Temple  clause 
which  provides  that  there  will  be  re- 
ligious education  but  not  of  any  par- 
ticular denominational  character.  They 
have  not  wished  even  in  the  board 
schools  to  exclude  the  religious  principle. 
In  the  voluntary  schools  denominational 
education  is  provided  and  encouraged  by  the 
state,  and,  always  faithful  to  the  principle 
of  liberty  of  conscience,  there  is  in  the  vol- 
untary schools  a  conscience  clause  which 
exists  since  the  educational  law  of  1870  and 
which  provides  that  any  pupil  attending  a 
school,  may,  if  his  conscience  or  the  con- 
science of  his  parents  recruire  it,  absent 
himself  during  religious  instruction.  In 
England  they  have  stood  Arm  throughout 
all  educational  changes  to  the  principles  of 
absolute  religious  equality  in  the  schools 
aud  true  to  the  principle  of  religious  teach- 
ing. 

There  is  iu  this  country,  for  some  reason 
which  I  am  unable  to  understand,  a  servile 
desire  to  imitate  the  United  States. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MONK.  We  are  very  proud  of  Eng- 
lish traditions,  of  constitutional  liberty,  of 
.'til  that  the  British  ting  and  the  British  con- 
stitution represent  in  the  way  of  freedom  ; 
but.  for  a  reason  which  I  do  not  know,  when  1 
we  come  to  schools,  amongst  a  certain  set  of 
people  we  have  a  desire  to  do  exactly  as 
they  do  In  the  United  States. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MONK.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr, 
Speaker,  that  system  is  on  trial,  it  is  on 
trial.  It  has  only  existed  for  some  fifty 
years.  Up  to  1842,  the  primary  education 
provided  in  the  United  States  was  exactly 
the  same  as  that  provided  in  England  and 
out  of  those  schools  which  existed  in  the 
United  States  aud  which  were  similar  to 
Mr.  MONK. 


the  schools  that  we  have  in  Quebec,  and 
that  exist  in  Ontario,  have  come  the  most 
famous  men  whom  we  have  had  in  the  world 
during  tbe  last  century.  These  schools  have 
produced  men  like  Washington,  Jefferson, 
Colquhoun  and  Webster,  and  many  others 
who  bave  not  been  followed  by  men  of  equal 
value  iu  the  public  life  of  the  United  States. 
And  even  those  state  schools  which  origin- 
ated in  New  York  in  1842  and  have  since 
spread  over  the  whole  republic,  are  In  a  ten- 
tative state  ;  they  are  on  trial.  Have  they 
given  absolute  satisfaction  ?  Far  from  it, 
they  are  only  on  trial  and  many  people  have 
condemned  that  system  of  schools,  have 
found  it  insufficient,  inadequate  to  meet  tbe 
wants  of  the  nation.  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  find  out  what  the  judgment  in  tbe 
United  States  upon  that  system  of  schools 
lias  been,  the  judgment  of  men  whose  opin- 
ion is  worth  considering,  not  men  of  my 
own  creed,  but  men  of  other  creeds,  and  I 
find  that  opinion  is  very  much  divided  as 
to  the  value  of  these  schools.  If  anybody 
has  any  doubt  as  to  the  matter,  he  should 
read  the  '  New  York  Herald '  of  October  20, 
1871,  in  which  are  given  the  results  of  an 
inquiry  made  by  no  less  a  person  than  Pro- 
fessor Agassiz  of  the  value  in  1871  of  the 
new  educational  system  established  in  the 
United  States.  Speaking  of  the  New  York 
Act  of  1842  which  was  the  beginning  of  the 
new  system,  an  eminent  American  publi- 
cist, Richard  Grant  White  said  : 

It  was  a  misfortune,  not  only  for  the  city  of 
New  York,  but  for  the  state  and  for  the  whole 
country. 

In  the  '  Popular  Science  Monthly.'  March 
1871,  H.  M.  H.  Wilson  said  : 

Of  all  the  acquisitions  of  American  liberty, 
our  educational  system  is  the  most  vaunted, 
and  as  usual  the  most  spoiled. 

However  bitter  It  may  be,  the  Inevitable 
conclusion  is  this  :  the  development  of  our 
present  system  of  education  carries  with  It  the 
destruction  of  individuality,  and  that  destruc- 
tion means  political,  intellectual  and  social 
stagnation. 

In  the  '  Journal  of  Education.'  March  17, 
1881,  Mr.  Hazen  said  : 

The  moral  aspect  of  our  schools  Is  distres- 
sing. It  is  no  more  a  question  of  the  Bible  to 
be  kept  or  excluded,  of  Catholic  or  Protestant 
influence,  but  rather  of  such  immoral  tenden- 
cies that  our  public  schools  are  a  menace  to 
the  family,  the  state  and  the  nation. 

The  Rev.  John  Doane,  at  the  ministerial 
meeting  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  June,  1888, 
said  : 

I  believe  that  Immorality  and  drunkenness 
often  are  the  work  of  that  American  God,  the 
public  school. 

The  Rev.  Thomas  Green,  pastor  of  the  St. 
Andrew's  church,  in  Chicago,  said  in  Nov- 
ember, 1880  : 

There  Is  a  great  evil  In  the  public  schools 

as  directed. 
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Mr.  Green's  opinion  was  that  the  seculariza- 
tion ot  the  schools  is  largely  responsible  ot  the 
evils  to  be  found  in  the  business  and  social 
world.  Without  the  Bible,  without  Christ, 
without  religion,  almost  without  morals,  they 
can  only  engender  atheism  and  infidelity,  and 
he  desired  the  establishment  of  parochial 
schools  to  counteract  to  a  certain  extent  the 
evil  influence  of  the  public  schools. 

The  New  York  '  Methodist,'  some  years 
ago,  declared  the  public  schools  to  be  '  hot 
beds  of  infidelity.' 

At  the  beginning  of  the  year  1889,  the 
Boston  '  Pilot  *  said  :— 

Let  us  be  Just  and  honest,  It  is  a  notorious 
fact  which  we  should  not  forget,  that  thousands 
of  children  of  both  sexes,  born  of  Protestant 
and  American  parents,  do  not  receive  in  this 
country  any  religious  or  moral  education. 

Dr.  Shearer,  president  of  Dawson  College 
in  North  Carolina,  declared  in  December, 
1889,  that  the  non-sectarian  character  of  the 
schools  impeded  the  religious  education  of 
Presbyterian  youths.  He  strongly  recom- 
mended the  establishment  of  schools  to  be 
maintained  by  the  church  for  this  purpose. 
The  Presbyterian  synod  of  California  in 
1881,  adopted  a  report  of  the  education 
committee  presented  by  the  Reverend  Dr. 
Scott,  recommending  the  opening  of  de- 
nominational schools.  In  1862.  the  superin- 
tendent of  public  instruction  for  the  State 
of  New  York  reported  that  the  teachers 
were  so  lacking  in  knowledge  that  the  mat- 
ter had  become  a  source  of  great  embar- 
rassment In  1873,  Charles  Francis  Adams, 
jr.,  speaking  of  the  Quincy  schools  says  : — 

In  other  words,  It  was  evident  that  after 
eight  years  at  school,  children,  in  general  could 
neither  write  nor  read  with  facility. 

In  1877,  a  member  of  the  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  Board  of  Education  complains  of  the 
system  of  schools  and  says  :— 

There  is  a  positive  delusion  In  the  develop- 
ment of  our  schools. 

In  his  report  of  1878-1879,  Mr.  Ezra  Carr 
quotes  approvingly,  the  following  from  the 
'Atlantic  Monthly*:— 

Two  things  are  particularly  noticeable  in  our 
system  of  popular  education  : 

It  tends  to  stifle  the  taste  for  literature  and 
the  sense  of  the  value  of  modern  history.  It  is 
a  serious  defect.  However  its  most  character- 
istic and  common  result  is  a  distaste  for  manual 
labour. 

The  Boston  correspondent  of  the  San 
Francisco  '  Call '  wrote  in  his  paper  in  1877  : 

A  great  many  people  concerned  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  our  public  schools  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  system  in  our  city  is 
a  complete  failure. 

According  to  Mr.  Richard  Grant  White.  It 
was  established  officially  in  1875,  that  the 
examination  for  matriculation  of  candidates 
for  West  Point  during  the  preceding  twenty- 
fire  years  had  shown  a  gradual  falling  oft 


as  far  as  elementary  knowledge  was  con- 
cerned. 

In  1880,  Reverend  Dr.  McLean,  of  the 
Congregational  church,  said  : — 

Throughout  the  United  States  there  Is  a  con- 
tinually increasing  number  of  people  who  are 
dissatisfied  with  our  present  school  system. 

In  1881,  the  Boston  'Journal  of  Educa- 
tion '  said  : 

In  many  of  our  large  and  small  cities,  the 
painful  conviction  is  gaining  ground  that  our 
public  schools  are  not  giving  us  our  money's 
worth  and  are  not  realizing  our  expectations. 

Mr.  Z.  Montgomery,  formerly  of  Oakland, 
California,  and  a  high  official  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  in  Washington,  made  a 
campaign  against  public  schools.  He  was 
a  Catholic.  Yet  during  his  campaign  he  re- 
ceived many  Protestant  approvals.  Rev.  W. 
D.  Blackwell,  of  Trenton,  New  Jersey,  wrote 
him  : 

I  am  a  Presbyterian,  but  in  perfect  accord 
with  you  on  this  question  of  the  schools. 

In  February,  1882,  the  San  Francisco 
'  Examiner,'  in  an  article  on  education, 
said  : 

One  of  the  most  serious  questions  we  have  to 
examine  in  this  regard,  has  reference  to  the 
value  of  our  public  school  system  ;  the  con- 
clusion to  which  an  Impartial  and  intelligent 
observer  is  driven,  is  far  from  recognizing  the 
wisdom  and  efficacy  of  the  school  organization 
maintained  by  the  public. 

Dr.  Boyce,  in  his  work  entitled  '  Deteriora- 
tion and  Race  Education,'  says : 

Our  present  school  system  kills  In  the  child 
every  natural  inclination  for  physical  labour  ; 
it  fills  the  country  with  place  hunters  and  the 
working  classes  feel  that  the  children  who  are 
called  to  succeed  them  derive  no  benefit  from 
such  schools. 

Richard  Grant  White,  in  an  article  in  the 
'  North  American  Review,'  in  1880,  gave  sta- 
tistics as  to  criminality  in  states  where  pub- 
lic schools  system  has  been  in  existence  for 
the  longest  time.  Finally,  the  National 
Christian  Association,  composed  of  over 
fifteen  Protestant  denominations,  protested 
in  1880  against  secular  schools  as  follows  : 

To  cultivate  the  intelligence  without  improv- 
ing the  moral  character  is  to  develop  clever 
men  only.  The  Bible  must  therefore  be  asso- 
ciated with  books  of  science  and  education*-  in 
all  our  institutions. 

I  do  not  wish  to  multiply  these  citations. 
There  are  a  great  number,  and  they  all  go- 
to prove,  not  that  the  system  is  to  be  con 
demned,  for  you  cannot  condemn  a  national 
system  which  is  untested,  but  that  outside 
of  Catholics  themselves,  there  are  in  the 
United  States  a  very  large  number  of  think- 
ing men  who  perceive  in  these  schools,  from 
which  religion  is  absolutely  banished,  a 
grave  danger  to  the  state.  That  is  all  I 
want  to  prove.  I  am  not  passing  judgment 
on  the  system.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
do  it.    But  I  say  that  all  people  are  not 
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unanimous  as  to  its'  merits.  Under  those 
circumstances,  it  seems  strange  that  we 
should  wander  away  from  British  traditions 
and  be  seduced  into  favouring  a  system 
which,  to  my  mind  at  any  rate,  presents 
some  very  serious  objections. 

1  did  not  wish  to  take  up  more  time  than 
I  should,  but  I  wished  to  give  fully  my 
views  to  the  House.  I  regret  to  have  to 
say  it,  but  there  has  been  in  the  public  dis- 
cussion of  this  question  an  endeavour  to 
convey  to  the  public  that  outside  of  all  other 
considerations,  outside  of  the  constitutional 
question,  which  is  a  very  grave  one,  it 
would  be,  from  the  point  of  view  of  exped- 
iency and  policy,  a  great  misfortune  to  see 
established  in  thepe  provinces  the  schools 
of  the  Catholic  minority.  Are  they  then 
so  inferior  ?  Are  these  schools  productive 
of  nothing  but  ignorance  ?  One  is  entitled 
to  ask  that  question  in  view  of  what  one 
reads  aud  hears  every  day.  Is  that  the 
fact?  Well,  in  the  United  States  where 
the  natural  rights  of  the  parent  to  educate 
his  child,  the  natural  right  of  the  citizen 
not  to  pay  taxes  for  the  support  of  schools 
to  which  he  cannot  send  his  children,  is 
disregarded,  what  do  we  find?  The  cal- 
culation has  been  made  and  the  statistics 
are  there  to  prove  it.  We  find  that  the 
Catholics,  who  cannot  conscientiously  send 
their  children  to  these  public  schools,  are 
obliged  to  expend,  and  do  expend  annually 
—what  amount  do  you  think  ?  Over  $50,- 
000,000  a  year  in  order  to  provide  that  ade- 
quate education  for  their  children  which 
their  consciences  oblige  them  to  provide.  I 
forget  bow  many  millions  they  expend  in 
the  city  of  New  York  alone.  And  they 
expend  those  millions  to  provide  schools  of 
their  own  with  Catholic  teachers.  These 
schools  are  sometimes  visited  by  impartial 
judges,  and  the  education  given  in  them  is 
found  just  as  good,  and  often  better,  than 
that  given  In  the  public  schools.  So  that 
we  have  this  spectacle  in  the  United  States, 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  people  being  obliged 
to  pay  taxes  for  schools  to  which  they  can- 
not send  their  children,  and  having  to  tax 
themselves  further  in  order  to  provide 
schools  which  will  satisfy  the  dictates  of 
their  conscience  and  enable  them  to  exer- 
cise that  right  which  is  the  natural  un- 
deniable right  of  every  parent,  the  right  to 
educate  his  own  children  in  the  manner 
be  thinks  best.  But  under  this  tyranny 
exercised  under  the  American  constitution, 
they  are  obliged,  in  order  to  exercise  that 
right,  to  pay  double  taxation.  Is  that  what 
we  want  to  see  under  the  British  flag  in 
Canada  ?  I  say  it  is  not  desirable  that 
anything  of  the  kind  should  exist  in  this 
country.  And  outside,  of  constitutional  con- 
siderations—the value  of  which  I  acknowl- 
edge and  to  the  opinions  of  those  who  hold 
them  I  pay  every  deference— I  will  always 
uphold  the  principle  in  discussion  under  the 
present  Bill,  namely,  the  right  of  the  parent 
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to  educate  bis  child  as  be  thinks  best.  And 
at  the  risk  of  being  a  little  lengthy,  will 
you  allow  me  just  to  quote  what  the  First 
Minister  of  England  had  to  say  with  refer- 
ence to  that  phase  of  the  question  In  dis- 
cussing the  Educational  Bill.  Speaking  of 
the  religious  question,  Mr.  Balfour  said  :— 

I  cannot  leave  this  topic  of  the  necessity  ot 
the  voluntary  schools  without  saying  that  in 
my  opinion  they  are  necessary  also  for  another 
and  a  very  different  reason.  What  is  the  theory 
which,  on  both  sides  ot  the  House  as  I  think— 
I  do  not  recognize  any  difference  of  principles 
between  us— we  ought  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
denominational  education  In  public  schools.  We 
do  not  Insist,  as  everybody  knows,  upon  teach- 
ing the  children  of  this  country  any  particular 
religion.  We  do  Insist  upon  teaching  them  a 
recognized  arithmetic,  a  recognized  geography, 
history,  &c.  In  the  one  case  we  decline  the 
responsibility,  leaving  the  responsibility  to  the 
parents,  and  in  the  other  we  are  agreed  that 
the  state  may  properly  take  the  responsibility 
ot  saying  to  every  parent,  so  far  as  secular 
education  is  concerned,  your  child  shall  learn 
what  we  think  fit  to  teach  it.  Of  course  the 
reason  of  this  difference  is  known  to  all.  We 
are  agreed  about  secular  education.  We  are  not 
agreed  about  religious  education.  •  Whatever  be 
the  historic  origin  of  the  present  state  of 
things,  we  have,  as  a  community,  repudiated  re- 
sponsibility for  teaching  the  particular  form 
of  religion.  We  maintain  the  responsibility,  we 
giadly  assume  the  responsibility  for  teaching 
secular  learning.  As  we  have  thus  left  to  the 
parents  the  responsibility  for  choosing  what 
religion  their  children  are  to  learn  surely  we 
ought,  as  far  as  we  can  consistently  with  the 
Inevitable  limitations  which  the  practical  neces- 
sity of  the  case  put  upon  us,  make  our  system 
as  elastic  as  we  can  in  order  to  meet  their 
wishes. 

And  be  goes  on  to  explain  exactly  the 
position  they  take  in  England  in  regard  to 
this  difficult  matter  and  how  they  have 
solved  it.  I  have  read  many  of  the  speeches 
of  English  statesmen  upon  this  Education 
Bill,  a  Bill  which  has  afforded  ground  for 
so  much  discussion  in  England.  I  venture 
to  say  that  there  is  not  a  word  In  those 
speeches  that  could  not  be  uttered  from  the 
pulpit  of  any  Catholic  Church  In  my  prov- 
ince and  to  every  sentence  of  which  every 
uiember  of  the  congregation  would  not  be 
prepared  to  say,.  '  Amen.'  Which  shows 
how  far  they  go  in  regard  to  religious  liberty 
in  educational  matters  on  the  other  side 
ot  the  water. 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that  I  have 
&ufliclently  made  kuown  my  opinions  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  wish  before  resum- 
ing my  seat,  to  make  a  very  brief  allusion 
to  the  character  of  the  discussion  of  this 
matter  in  tbe  public  press.  We  have  beard 
a  great  deal  about  freedom  of  the  North- 
west and  about  common  schools  ;  we  have 
seen  Iu  some  papers  a  clear  indication  that, 
were  opportunity  offered,  there  exists  a 
srreat  desire  to  deprive  this  minority,  once 
for  all  of  even  a  shred  of  the  rights  which 
they  preserve  at  the  present  moment  in  the 
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Northwest  Territories.  The  discussion  has 
gone  even  farther,  and  it  has  been  time  and 
again  written  and  said'  that  those  in  this 
House  who  defend  the  rights  of  the  min- 
ority are  under  clerical  influence,  are  acting 
under  the  dictation  of  the  hierarchy,  what- 
ever that  may  mean.  What  Is  the  meaning 
of  these  Insinuations  ?  If  they  were  utter- 
ed once  or  twice,  if  they  appeared,  so  to 
speak,  by  accident,  one  would  be  prepared  to 
treat  them  with  the  tolerance  which  must 
necessarily  be  the  quality  of  a  public  man 
if  he  wishes  to  lire.  But  it  has  been  so 
often  stated  that  those  who  in  this  House 
adopt  the  view  which  I  adopt  are  under 
the  domination  of  the  clergy,  that  I  wish  at 
any  rate  for  my  part,  to  enter  my  protest 
against  that  Insinuation.  There  is  no  foun- 
dation for  that  accusation,  and  those  who 
make  it  know  not  of  what  they  speak.  I 
say,  I  come  to  this  House  to  fulfil  my 
duty  to  my  country  without  any  control  over 
me  of  priest  or  bishop  or  anybody  else.  That 
control  I  have  never  admitted,  and  that 
control  never  existed.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  venture  to  say,  the  clergy  in  my  province 
1o  not  exercise  any  control  upon  the  de- 
cision of  public  questions  and  the  votes 
which  we  give  in  this  House.  That  control 
does  not  exist ;  it  is  a  figment  of  the  mind. 
And,  when  men  take  the  trouble  to  write 
in  newspapers — not  to  speak  in  the  irrita- 
tion of  the  moment,  but  to  write  deliberately 
— that  those  who  are  in  my  position  in 
this  House  are  under  outside  control,  are, 
so  to  speak,  led  by  extraneous  influences, 
they  are  casting  upon  us  a  libel  which  we 
do  not  deserve.  I  venture  to  say  there  Is 
not  a  voter  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  who 
would  be  more  free  from  clerical  influence 
than  the  average  voter  of  the  province  of 
Quebec.  Priests  exercise  no  influence  in 
these  matters.  They  refrain  from  action  in 
them.  And  they  could  not  interfere  with  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise.  Take  the  case 
of  my  own  county  ;  I  verily  believe  that 
if  the  parish  priests  of  my  county — and 
they  are  respectable  men — were  to  unite  to 
secure  my  election,  I  would  lose  my  deposit. 
They  do  uot  interfere  in  elections  ;  they 
scarcely  vote.  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
tbat  there  are"  isolated  cases  where  a  clergy- 
man, not  of  my  own  denomination  only,  but 
of  other  denominations  as  well,  has  inter- 
fered. What  has  been  the  consequence  in 
Quebec  where  these  isolated  cases  have  oc- 
curred ?  They  have  led  to  lawsuits  and  to 
the  final  departure  of  the  parish  priest  from 
the  charge  of  the  parish— that  has  been  the 
history  of  such  cases.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  I  repeat  there  Is  no  man  who  would 
resent  more  promptly  (and  I  could  give 
numberless  examples  of  it)  any  Interfer- 
ence by  the  priest  with  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  than  would  the  average  voter  of 
the  province  of  Quebec.  And.  as  a  public 
man,  I  believe  that  everybody  is  in  the  same 


position  of  independence  that  I  am  in  my- 
self. I  would  like  to  see  anybody  be  he 
priest  or  bishop,  interfere  with  me  in  the 
exercise  of  my  functions  in  this  House.  I 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  this  declara- 
tion, .because,  these  things  being  so  often 
repeated  it  becomes  essential  that  they 
should  be  denied.  As  to  the  boring  under- 
ground of  the  black-robed  men  who  are  all 
the  time  acting  by  hidden,  obscure,  mys- 
terious conspiracies  upon  members  of  parlia- 
ment, upon  the  electors  in  general — all  this 
is  nothing  but  a  chimera. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  finished.  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  one  step  farther,  but  you  will 
allow  me  in  closing  to  quote  the  last  sen- 
tence of  Mr.  Balfour's  speech  upon  the  Edu- 
cation Bill : 

No  other  scheme— be  It  what  you  like— will 
give  to  the  educational  evils  of  this  country  the 
complete,  radical,  and  final  cure  which  this  Bill 
will  give.  I  count  upon  the  support  of  our 
countrymen  to  enable  us  to  close  for  ever  these 
barren  controversies  which  for  too  long  have 
occupied  our  time,  and  In  the  Interests  alike 
of  parental  liberty  and  of  educational  efficiency 
to  terminate  the  present  system  of  costly  con- 
fusion. 

If  I  quote  these  sentences  It  is  because 
they  express  In  far  better,  far  loftier  lan- 
guage than  I  can  command  my  own  view  in 
regard  to  these  questions  in  general.  If  I 
could  have  my  wish  in  the  forming  of  these 
two  new  provinces,  it  would  be  that  in  the 
conduct  of  public  affairs,  particularly  in 
the  treatment  of  the  minority — which,  prac- 
tically whatever  we  may  enact,  Is  entirely 
confided  to  the  generosity  of  the  majority — 
tLey  may  have  men  to  lead  the  destinies 
of  these  two  great  provinces  according  to 
the  example  of  these  great  statesmen  of 
England. 

Hon.  CLIFFORD  SIFTON  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  House 
adjourned  at  11  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  March  24,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved  : 

That  Mr.  Sam.  Hughes  be  appointed  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Debates  Committee,  vice  Mr.  E.  F. 
Clarke,  deceased. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved: 

That  the  names  of  Mr.  A.  Lachance,  M.P., 
for  Quebec  Centre,  and  Mr.  Devlin,  M.P.  for 
Wright  county,  be  added  to  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee and  the  Private  Bills  Committee. 
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FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  127)  for  the  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Prior. — Mr.  Calvert. 

Bill  (No.  126)  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Albert  Murphy. — Mr.  Grant. 

INQUIRY  FOR  RETURNS. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto). 
Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  1 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  again  to  the  information  asked  for 
on  February  21  by  the  member  for  Carleton, 
Ontario  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden),  and  not  yet 
brought  down,  to  which  attention  has  been 
called  on  more  than  one  occasion.  Amongst 
other  important  things  which  we  can  scarce- 
ly do  without  in  debating  this  question,  he 
asked  for  the  centres  of  population  and  the 
tendency  of  immigration  since  1901,  for  the 
lands  bonded  for  homestead  purposes,  the 
lands  granted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company,  and  what  portion  of  them 
yet  remains  to  be  selected  In  the  territory 
comprising  these  two  provinces  ;  the  lands 
iemaining  invested  in  the  Crown,  a  very 
important  point  if  we  are  to  take  up  the 
consideration  of  the  financial  aspect  of  this 
question.  He  also  asked  for  the  practical 
condition  of  education  in  the  Territories  at 
present.  This  would  include,  of  course,  the 
number  of  schools — public  schools,  denomi- 
national schools,  or  separate  schools  so- 
called.  All  that  is  information  which  the 
First  Minister  will  see  is  pertinent  to  the 
discussion  which  is  now  going  on. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  think  that  a 
great  deal  of  this  Information  is  already 
before  the  House  ;  for  instance,  the  home- 
steads granted  have,  I  think,  been  brought 
down.  I  shall  inquire.  A  return  has,  I 
think,  been  brought  down  already  showing 
that  all  the  lands  have  been  selected  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  which  it  is 
entitled.  The  information  about  the  condi- 
tion of  the  schools  Is  information  which  is 
not  at  all  hard  to  get ;  It  will  be  in  the 
library  and  elsewhere,  but  I  shall,  if  it  is 
thought  advisable,  try  to  have  it  collected. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  would  seem  to  me  that 
some  such  statement  as  the  Finance  De- 
partment made  with  reference  to  the  differ- 
ent financial  conditions  since  confedera- 
tion ought  to  be  put  in  the  form  of  a  memo- 
randum embracing  that  information.  Such 
a  memorandum  would  be  very  useful.  It 
would  be  authoritative,  and  that  is  what 
we  want. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT    IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

nouse  resumed  adiourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Borden  thereto. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


Hon.  CLIFFORD  SIFTON  (Brandon).  Mr. 
Speaker  I  have  been,  upon  a  considerable 
number  of  important  occasions,  called  upon 
to  -address  the  House ;  and  upon  a  good 
many  of  these  occasions,  as  I  have  risen, 
I  have  felt  confident  that  at  least  a  consider- 
able section  of  the  House  would  regard  with 
approval  the  remarks  I  desired  to  make. 
But  I  confess  that,  upon  tie  present  occa- 
sion, although  my  old  friends  have  been 
kind  enough  to  receive  me  with  some  ap- 
plause as  I  rose,  I  do  not  exactly  feel  the 
confidence  of  former  occasions  that  every- 
thing I  shall  say  will  meet  with  their  appro- 
val. 

It  surely  must  be  regarded  as  the  irony 
of  political  fortune  that  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  a  Bill  for  the  creation  of  the 
two  new  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Sas- 
katchewan, covering  territory  the  adminis- 
tration of  which  has  been  my  peculiar 
charge  for  the  last  eight  years,  and  to  the 
development  of  which  I  have  given  whatever 
of  capacity  and  energy  I  may  have  possessed 
in  official  life,  and  have  given  it  freely  and  I 
might  almost  say  with  an  affectionate  solici- 
tude for  their  welfare  ;  I  say  It  must  be  re- 
garded as  the  irony  of  political  fortune  that 
the  Introduction  of  this  Bill  should  be  the 
occasion  also  of  my  retirement  from  the 
office  I  held  under  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  who  leads  the  govern- 
ment, and  the  severance  of  my  official  re- 
lations with  the  party  with  which  I  have 
had  official  relations  now  for  some  fourteen 
years. 

It  was  necessary  for  me,  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  giving  to  the  House  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  for  my  resignation — it  being 
the  constitutional  practice  to  make  such  a 
statement — to  say  that  the  educational 
clauses  of  this  Bill  bad  not  been  before  me 
prior  to  its  introduction  to  the  House.  I 
was  careful  to  say  in  that  statement,  al- 
though briefly,  that  the  same  thing  did  not 
apply  to  the  other  features  of  the  Bill,  or 
did  not  apply  to  its  principles,  because  I  had 
had  an  opportunity  to  give  my  advice  to  my 
colleagues  upon  the  other  portions  of  the 
Bill.  Nevertheless  some,  as  I  think,  rather 
ill-natured,  comments  were  addressed  to  the 
Prime  Minister  In  criticism  of  his  alleged 
preparation  of  this  Bill,  or  allowing  It  to  be 
prepared,  without  consultation  with  or 
advice  from  the  minister  who  must,  under 
the  circumstances,  be  supposed  to  have  been 
In  the  best  position  to  give  him  advice. 
These  criticisms  of  which  I  speak  are  wholly 
without  justification  in  the  facts  of  the  case. 
The  belief  that  the  Northwest  Territories 
were  to  be  given  provincial  autonomy  Is 
one  that,  in  all  the  discussions  which  have 
taken  place  has,  been  forming  itself  not  only 
in  the  minds  of  the  members  of  the  govern- 
ment, but  in  the  minds  of  members  of  the 
House  during  the  last  few  years.  There 
may  have  been  discussions  in  this  House 
as  to  the  particular  time.  But  the 
subject  lias   been   present  to  our  minds. 
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And  for  the  last  three  years,  I  may  say, 
I  have  myself,  upon  various  occasions, 
given  the  most  careful  attention  to  the 
important  provisions  which  necessarily 
would  come  within  the  purview  of  the  Bill. 
As  was  explained  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  the 
other  evening,  before  leaving  Ottawa,  as  I 
was  obliged  to  do  about  the  New  Year,  I 
took  occasion  to  put  in  writing,  with  suffi- 
cient fullness,  the  views  which  I  entertained 
in  regard  to  the  important  features  of  the 
Bill.  This  memorandum  was  placed  in  the 
possession  of  my  colleagues  so  that  they  bad 
the  benefit  of  my  suggestions,  as  also  had 
the  Prime  Minister  in  the  course  of  cor- 
lespondence  which  he  did  me  the  honour  to 
have  with  me  upon  various  questions  which 
arose  during  the  discussions  which  took 
place  from  time  to  time  while  I  was  absent 
I  gave  my  advice  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 
And  I  may  say,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned, 
that  in  the  main,  other  than  as  refers  to  the 
question  of  education,  and  although  there 
are  some,  variations  of  detail — iu  the  main, 
1  say,  and  substantially,  the  Bill  I  recom- 
mended to  my  late  colleagues  is  the  Bill 
which  has  been  introduced.  There  are  some 
matters  of  detail  respecting  which  difficul- 
ties arose,  and  different  decisions  were 
arrived  at  in  the  course  of  the  discussions 
which  took  place  with  the  representatives 
of  the  Northwest  Territories.  These  were 
inevitable.  But,  substantially  the  provisions, 
of  the  Bill  are  in  accordance  with  the  views 
I  had  formed  in  the  course  of  my  admini- 
stration of  that  country. 

So  far  as  the  question  of  the  number  of 
provinces  is#  concerned,  I  formed  the  opinion 
which,  I  tb'ink,  will  be  shared  by  almost 
every  person  on  careful  Investigation  of  the 
case,  that  it  was  not  desirable  that  this  vast 
territory  should  be  formed  into  one  province. 
Certainly  it  was  not  desirable  to  carry  out 
the  Old  idea  which  prevailed  that  there  were 
to  be  four  provinces.  I  think  the  best  opin- 
ion of  the  House  will  be  met  by  the  decision 
which  the  government  has  reached,  that  the 
medium  course  should  be  taken,  and,  that  fn- 
stead  of  one  or  four,  we  should  have  two 
provinces.  Not  only  is  the  question  of  area 
to  be  considered  as  was  shown  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  remarks  in  Introducing  the 
Bill,  but  you  must  consider  also  the  even 
more  important  question  of  population.  The 
population  of  this  one  province,  if  this  terri- 
tory were  made  into  one  province,  would 
eventually  have  such  a  preponderance 
as  compared  with  the  other  provinces 
that  it  could  not  be  said  to  be  wise 
to  make  such  an  arrangement.  These 
provinces  are  composed  of  territories 
which,  almost  acre  for  acre,  is  arable  land 
and  capable  of  sustaining  population.  No 
other  provinces  in  the  Dominion  can  be 
similarly  described.  And  to  make  one  pro- 
vince of  that  particular  territory  whose  cap- 
acity for  sustaining  population  is,  on  the 
average,  so  much  greater  than  that  of  any 
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other  province  in  the  Dominion,  giving  it 
ultimately  so  much  greater  population  than 
the  other  provinces,  would  .  certainly  and 
obviously  be  unwise.  Other  considerations 
supported  the  same  conclusion.  The  western 
and  eastern  portions  of  this  territory  leUd 
themselves  to  different  industrial  conditions. 
Great  grazing  areas  exist  in  the  west  such 
as  are  not  found  in  the  east.  Mining  possi- 
bilities on  a  Jarge  scale  are  to  be  found  in 
the  western  part  of  the  territory,  and  in  the 
north,  towards  Edmonton,  we  have  what  is 
known  as  a  mixed-farming  district.  Differ- 
ent classes  of  local  legislation  will  be  needed, 
and  different  conditions  must  be  recognized 
in  the  two  portions  of  the  territory.  '  Every- 
body who  knows  the  conditions  of  that  ter- 
ritory will  be  satisfied  that  the  best  results 
will  result  from  having  two  local  govern- 
ments and  two  legislatures.  Each  of  these 
legislatures  and  each  -of  these  adminis- 
stratlons  will  have  ample  scope  for  all  the 
energy  it  may  see  fit  to  display  in  the  de- 
velopment of  the  resources  of  the  great  ter- 
ritory which  is  committed  to  its  charge.  And 
this  parliament  may  be  satisfied,  I  think, 
that  that  arrangement  which  is  suggested 
will  give  the  surest  guarantee  that  the 
future  development  of  these  territories  will 
be  best  facilitated. 

While  on  the  question  of  boundaries,  I 
may  say,  having  reference,  for  a  moment,  to 
a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Haultain  in  an 
open  letter  addressed  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  I  also  suggested,  and  it  was  my  idea, 
that  the  dividing  line  between  the  two  new 
provinces  should  be  about, sixty  miles  fur- 
ther east  than  that  which  Is  provided  for  by 
the  Bill.  It  was  in  the  discussions  which 
took  place  with  the  government  that  the 
present  arrangement  was  arrived  at.  I  have 
not  heard  the  reasons  which  have  led  to  tills 
conclusion  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
conclusion  thus  arrived  at  after  careful  con- 
sideration, will  be  found  upon  the  whole  to 
be  that  which  is  supported  by  the  best  rea- 
sons. This  in  any  event  is  a  small  difference 
of  detail. 

But  there  is  one  other  point  I  will  sug- 
gest, perhaps  more  for  the  future  consider- 
ation of  the  House  than  for  present  con- 
sideration, that  there  should  be  some  differ- 
ent principle  adopted.  I  see  no  reason  why 
these  provinces  should  not  extend  to  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  mainland  of  Can- 
ada. The  experience  which  I  have  had  In 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  led  me 
irresistibly  to  the  conclusion  that  Just  so 
soon  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  the  federal 
government  should  divest  Itself  of  the  local 
administration  of  distant  territory :  and 
therefore  I  see  no  reason  why,  in  so  far  as  the 
administration  of  these  Northwest  Terri- 
tories come  within  the  scope  of  provincial 
legislation,  that  their  administration  should 
not  be -carried  on  by  the  local  legislatures 
that  we  are  to  establish.  That  however  is 
not  an  insuperable  objection.  The  Terri- 
tories of  course  still  remain  the  property  of 
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Canada,  and  if  it  be  thought  wise  at  a  future 
date  they  can  be  added  to  the  provinces 
Which  we  are  now  forming. 

Upon  the  question  of  the  lands  which 
has  been  discussed  at  some  length,  I  have 
very  clear  and  positive  opinions.  I  regard 
the  question  of  a  successful  settlement 
policy— and  my  opinion  is  not  changed  by 
the  fact  that  this  policy  may  now  require  to 
be  carried  on  under  somebody  else's  super- 
vision— I  regard  the  question  of  a  successful 
settlement  policy  in  Canada  as  perhaps  one 
of  the  most  Important,  If  not  the  most  Im- 
portant of  all  subjects  with  which  we  have 
to  deal.  For  the  last  two  or  three  years  es- 
pecially, we  huve  seen  the  effect  of  the  small 
beginnings  of  success  of  the  policy  of 
settling  vacant  lands  of  the  west  upon  the 
general  prosperity  of  Canada,  and  I  think 
every  serious  minded  man  will  admit 
that  under  no  possible  circumstances 
would  this  parliament  be  justified  in 
taking  any  step  "which  would  Imperil 
in  the  slightest  degree  the  success  of 
the  immigration  policy  which  we  have  been 
carrying  on,  and  which  the  government 
proposes  to  carry  on  in  the  future.  That 
is  a  thing  which  demands  the  most  careful 
thought  and  consideration  at  the  hands  of 
this  parliament.  It  was  suggested  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  and  has  been 
suggested  by  others  who  take  the  opposite 
view,  that  the  banding  over  of  the  public 
'.ands  of  the  Territories  to  the  provincial 
government  would  not  seriously  interfere 
with  the  •  conduct  of  immigration.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  had  on  my  shoulders  the 
duty  of  carrying  on  a  policy  of  immigration, 
and  of  harmonizing  the  operations  of  the 
lands  department  of  the  government  and 
of  the  Immigration  department  for  the  last 
eight  years,  and  it  taxes  the  efforts  of  the 
department  to  the  utmost,  when  both  the 
land  department  and  the  immigration 
branch  are  in  the  same  bands  and  under 
the  same  control,  to  avoid  the  difficulties 
which  constantly  "present  themselves  in  the 
administration  of  this  work.  It  would  be 
difficult  satisfactorily  to  carry  on  tbx.t  work 
even  if  we  had  the  land  department  in  an- 
other branch  of  the  same  government ;  it 
would  be  embarrassing  and  difficult  to  an 
extent  that  few  men  appreciate  who  have 
not  had  the  duty  of  actually  carrying  on  this 
business.  But  if  you  hand  over  the  land 
to  three  provincial  governments — because 
you  would  have  to  treat  Manitoba  In 
the  same  way  as  you  are  treating  the 
Territories — If  you  hand  over  the  land 
to  three  separate  provincial  governments, 
each  with  Its  own  Ideas  of  policy,  each 
with  Its  own  Minister  of  Crown  Lauds,  and 
if  the  federal  government  has  to  deal  with 
three  provincial  governments,  every  man 
who  knows  anything  about  doing  business 
between  governments  must  know  that  It 
would  be  absolutely  impossible  that  satis- 
factory Tesults  could  be  achieved.  It  Is 
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not  necessary  to  suggest  that  the  provincial 
governments  would  do  anything  that  is 
wrong,  It  is  not  necessary  to  suggest  that 
they  would  be  improvident,  that  they  do  not 
know  how  to  carry  on  business  as  well  as 
we  do.  The  people  of  the  west  are  just 
as  capable  as  the  people  In  any  other  part 
of  the  Dominion  ;  they  are  extremely  cap- 
able, and  when  they  achieve  provincial  sta- 
tus, if  these  lands  were  handed  over  to 
them,  they  would  do  precisely  what  people 
in  the  other  provinces  would  do,  they 
would  administer  these  lands  just  as  they 
saw  fit  and  In  accordance  with  their  own 
ideas  of  policy.  The  result  would  be  that 
you  would  have  three  governments  to  deal 
with,  each  with  Its  own  Idea  of  policy,  each 
with  its  Minister  of  Crown  Lands,  and  pos- 
sibly no  two  of  them  with  the  same  Ideas 
as  to  the  policy  that  should  be  carried  out 
in  respect  to  this  subject.  It  might  be,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  probably  would  be,  that  in- 
stead of  administering  these  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  settlement  they  would  admin- 
ister them  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  we  could  blame  them 
very  much  If  they  did  so.  But  If  they  did 
that,  the  result  would  be  that  the  settle- 
ment policy  of  the  country  would  stop. 

It  would  be  quite  as  impossible  to  give 
those  lands  to  the  provinces  with  a  limita- 
tion that  they  should  carry  on  a  home- 
stead policy.  A  homestead  policy  would 
have  to  be  carried  out  by  provincial  officers. 
And  moreover  the  very  day  you  gave  these 
lands  to  the  provinces  with  any  limitation 
whatever,  you  would  find  an  agitation  aris- 
ing to  remove  all  limitations,  and  you  would 
have  that  question  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
at  every  session  of  parliament.  So,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  clear  upon  that  point ;  and 
if  there  is  anything  I  can  say  to  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House  that  I  think  should  com- 
mend itself  to  the  judgment  of  both  sides, 
I  would  say  that  nothing  could  be  done 
which  would  more  certainly  Imperil  a  suc- 
cessful settlement  policy  upon  which  the 
greatness  and  increase  in  the  financial 
strength  and  resources  of  Canada  depend, 
than,  under  any  circumstances,  to  allow  the 
public  lands  of  the  prairie  provinces  to 
pass  from  the  control  of  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment. 

As  to  the  financial  provisions,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  think  they  are  generous  and  liberal, 
but  I  do  not  think  they  are  too  generous  or 
too  liberal.  We  expect  that  these  great 
provinces  will  play  a  great  part  In  the  his- 
tory of  Canada,  and  it  Is  creditable  to  us 
that  on  both  sides  there  has  come  nothing 
but  approval  of  the  liberal  and  generous 
treatment  accorded  by  the  government  to 
these  new  provinces  upon  the  Inception  of 
their  provincial  career.  Let  me  say,  how- 
ever, Mr.  Speaker,  not  wishing  to  say  any- 
thing ungracious  or  to  throw  a  note  of  dis- 
cord into  the  discussion  of  this  subject  that 
there  is  one  suggestion  which  I  desire  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


MAECH  24.  1905 


3098 


make  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
the  government,  and  it  is  this  :  I  find  In 
this  clause  of  the  Bill  relating  to  the  com- 
pensation for  lands  that  such  compensation 
is  based  upon  an  estimated  acreage  and 
upon  a  price,  and  the  price  put  upon  that 
estimated  acreage  is,  I  think,  $1.50  an  acre. 
I  have  no  fault  to  and  with  the  amount 
which  has  been  decided  upon,  and  which  the 
government  proposes  to  give.  I  think  it  Is 
reasonable  and  liberal,  I  think  it  is  gen- 
erous, and  1  am  quite  prepared  to  agree 
with  it.  But  I  submit  that  the  amount 
should  be  fixed  arbitrarily,  it  should  not  be 
fixed  by  a  reference  to  the  number  of  mil- 
lions of  .acres  of  land,  nor  the  price  per 
acre.  The  moment  I  laid  my  eyes  upon  that 
clause  I  felt  it  was  a  mistake,  and  I  felt 
that  just  as  soon  as  It  was  published  the 
representatives  of  the  Territories  would 
say  :  You  have  by  this  clause  admitted 
that  we  are  entitled  to  the  beneficial  owner- 
ship of  these  lands,  you  have  admitted  that 
we  are  the  owners  of  these  lands  In  fact, 
beneficially  at  least  if  not  in  law,  by  the 
very  fact  that  you  are  basing  the  compen- 
sation you  give  us  upon  the  acreage  of  the 
provinces.  And  so  within  a  few  days  after 
the  Bill  was  published  and  before  parlia- 
ment gave  assent  to  it,  our  good  friend  Mr. 
Haultain  seized  upon  this  phase  of  the  Bill 
to  present  an  objection  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  who  leads  the  government.  He 
immediately  took  the  ground  which  it  must 
be  admitted  he  could  take  with  some  de- 
gree of  force,  that  by  that  provision  we  ad- 
mitted, impliedly  at  least,  the  right  of  the 
Territories  to  claim  that  they  are  the  bene- 
ficial owners  of  the  land. 

What  would  be  the  effect  ?  The  effect 
would  be  that  if  this  passes  into  a  statute 
it  becomes'  an  irrevocable  Act  because  it 
does  become  an  Irrevocable  Act  as  soon  as 
parliament  passes  It.  The  effect  would  be 
that  our  friends  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories so  soon  as  they  desire  to  have 
their  financial  arrangements  re-adjusted  will 
claim  that  while  we  have  admitted  their 
ownership  of  the  land  they  have  not  admit- 
ted our  valuation  of  this  land  and  we  will 
find  that  the  Territories  as  represented 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  will  raise  this 
question  of  the  re-adjustment  of  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  and  we  will  have  a  ques- 
tion raised  that  will  cause  great  embar- 
rassment to  succeeding  governments  in  the 
future.  I  bring  this  point  to  the  atten- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  friend  because 
I  believe  we  are  making  a  mistake 
in  regard  to  it  It  may  perhaps  ap- 
pear to  be  a  matter  of  detail  at  the  pre- 
sent time  but  it  will  not  be  found  to  be 
n  matter  of  detail  in  future  years  and 
It  is  not  too  late  to  remedy  it  if,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  government  and  of  the 
House,  the  argument  that  I  address  to  the 
House  on  this  subject  is  correct. 

Another  point  which  was  raised,  espec- 
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ially  by  Mr.  Haultain,  in  the  letter  which 
he  addressed  to  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  government,  was  that 
respecting  legislation,  on  the  subject  of  irri- 
gation. That  is  a  subject  of  vast  importance 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  I  must 
say  that  I  take  the  responsibility  of  hav- 
ing, in  all  probability,  induced  my  collea- 
gues to  accept  the  view  which  is  lie  effect 
of  the  Bill  that  Is  before  the  House;  that 
is  to  say,  that  the  subject  of  irrigation  for 
the  present  should  be  retained  within  the 
control  of  the  federal  government  The 
reasons  can  be  given  in  a  few  words  and  to 
my  mind  they  are  absolutely  conclusive. 
At  the  present  time  the  right  to  use  some  of 
the  principal  streams  which  are  of  the  ut- 
most importance  in  connection  with  the  irri- 
gation In  the  Northwest  Territories,  Is  a 
subject  of  discussion  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States  and  International  complica- 
tions have  already  arisen  in  regard  to  these 
streams.  Obviously,  If  Irrigation  were  un- 
der the  administration  of  two  provincial 
governments,  it  would  be  difficult  to  adjust 
a  question  such  as  that.  In  addition  to  that 
questions  are  going  to  arise  in  a  compara- 
tively short  time  between  the  residents 
of  the  western  province  and  the  residents  of 
the  eastern  province  in  regard  to  the  right 
of  user  of  the  water  of  these  streams  which 
flow  from  one  into  the  other.  <It  would  seem 
to  me  most  desirable,  until  the  difficulties 
respecting  international  questions  and  the 
difficulties  respecting  interprovlncial  ques- 
tions are  settled,  and  until  the  irrigation 
system  Is  further  developed  and  a  body 
of  law  upon  the  subject  Is  built  up,  that 
the  control  should  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  federal  government  When  a  few  years 
have  elapsed,  when  the  system  is  more 
fully  developed,  when  it  becomes  a  matter 
merely  of  local  administration  then  there 
seems  to  be  no  good  reason  why  the  subject 
should  not  be  relegated  to  the  provincial  gov- 
ernments. 

As  I  explained  a  few  days  ago,  the  terms 
of  the  educational  clause  of  this  Bill  which 
was  introduced  Into  the  House  and  some 
of  the  remarks  made  by  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  government  were  the 
cause  of  my  resigning  from  the  government 
as  a  protest  against  the  terms  of  that  clause 
and  the  principles  to  which  It  was  design- 
ed to  give  effect.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
that  statement  now  except  to  say  that 
while  my  action  was  In  no  sense  or  nature 
due  to  experiencing  any  feeling  of  personal 
pique,  yet  I  did  feel,  in  addition  to  what  I 
said  upon  a  former  occasion,  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  had  not  been  well  advised 
in  bringing  this  clause  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  presenting  it  to  the  House 
without  giving  me  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing such  views  as  I  might  desire  to 
offer  on  the  subject.  I  say  I  have  nothing 
now  to  add  to  what  has  been  said  upon 
that  subject  and  I  merely  desire,  with  the 
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indulgence  of  tbe  House,  to  proceed  to  the 
discussion  of  tbe  sections  we  have  before 
lis — tbe  original  section  and  tbe  amended 
section — and  to  give  the  reasons  which  have 
guided  me  in  coming  to  the  conclusion  at 
which  I  have  arrived  as  to  tbe  support  of 
this  Bill  or  otherwise.  1  am  in  a  some- 
what peculiar  position,  Mr.  Speaker,  find- 
ing as  I  do  that  I  agree  much  more 
with  the  statements  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  than  with  the  statements  and  argu- 
ments of  my  right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  government  who  is  my  party  leader  and 
who  was  my  leader  in  the  government  for 
so  many  years.  Nevertheless,  the  conclus- 
ion at  which  I  arrived  will  probably  not  be 
the  same  as  that  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition.  In  the  first  place  let  me  say 
that  I  think  he  was  wrong  in  his  view— 
and  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  in  this — 
that  when  we  are  about  to  consider  legis- 
lation which  will  bring  a  certain  state  of 
affairs  into  existence  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, we  should  shut  our  eyes  absolutely 
and  entirely  to  the  examination  of  tbe  actual 
educational  effect  of  tbe  proposal  before  us. 
It  seems  to  me  that  almost  everybody  will 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Finance  that  the  man  in  the  street,  hearing 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  opposition 
say  that  he  stands  by  tbe  constitution,  and 
hearing  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
the  government  say  that  upon  the  rock  of 
the  constitution  he  stands,  and  seeing  these 
two  hon.  'gentlemen  both  standing  on  the 
rock  of  the  constitution  but  coming  to  dia- 
metrically opposite  conclusions  will  be  like- 
ly to  say  :  I  cannot  hope  to  understand  the 
law  or  the  constitution,  but  'I  do  want  to 
know  what  kind  of  schools  they  are  going  to 
have  in  the  Northwest  Territories.  There- 
fore, I  desire  to  address  a  few  words  to  the 
House  upon  that  which  I  think  will  interest 
not  only  the  man  in  the  street,  but  some  of 
the  men  in  the  House  upon  the  subject  of  the 
nature  of  tbe  schools  we  have  in  the  North- 
west and  the  kind  of  schools  we  shall  have 
after  this  Bill  is  passed.  I  am  not  going  to 
enter  into  questions  as  to  the  manner  In 
which  legislation  has  been  passed  or  the 
remarks  which  have  been  made  by  legis- 
lators when  it  has  been  passed.  My  right 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  government,  In 
the  remarks  which  he  made  to  the  House 
upon  two  occasions,  or  at  least  upon  the  first 
occnsion.  discussed  at  length  the  method 
under  which  the  educational  legislation  af- 
fecting tbe  Northwest  Territories  was  first 
introduced.  That  discussion  has  been  ampli- 
fied by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Finance  in  the  remarks  which  he  made  the 
other  evening,  and  I  shall  not  attempt  to 
add  anything  to  what  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Finance  has  said  or  to  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  accurate  discussion  which 
we  have  listened  to  on  that  subject.  But,  I  do 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  members 
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of  the  House,  for  the  purposes  of  my  argu- 
ment, to  the  actual  terms  of  the  Act  •  of 
1875.  The  clause  which  is  the  basis  of  all 
that  has  followed  reads  as  follows  : 

When  and  so  goon  as  any  system  of  taxation 
shall  be  adopted  in  any  district  or  portion  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  the  Lieutenant.  Gov- 
ernor, by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  council 
or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pass  all 
necessary  ordinances  in  respect  to  education, 
but  it  shall  therein  be  always  provided  that 
a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or 
portion  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  or  any 
lesser  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by  ^hat- 
ever  name  the  same  may  be  known,  may  estab- 
lish such  schools  therein  as  they  may  think  fit, 
and  make  the  necessary  assessment  add  collec- 
tion of  rates  therefor  ;  and,  further,  that  the 
minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein,  whether 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  establish 
separate  schools  therein,  and  that  in  such  latter 
case  the  ratepayers  establishing  such  Protes- 
tant or  Roman  Catholic  separate  schools  shall 
be  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such  rates  as. 
they  may  impose  upon  themselves  in  respect 
thereof. 

That  was  tbe  clause  in  the  Act  of  1875.  I 
read  it  because  it  is  important  in  view  of 
the  remarks  I  Intend  to  address  to.  the- 
House,  that  its  exact  terms  should  be  in 
the  minds  of  the  gentlemen 'who  are  honour- 
ing me  with  their  attention. 

What  followed  the  passage  of  this  law  ? 
There  was  established  In  the  Northwest 
Territories  a  complete  dual  system  of 
schools  ;  a  system  of  schools  under  which 
the  denomination  regulated  the  text  books, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  schools  and  by  which 
everything  that  appertained  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  schools  was  directly  under  the  con- 
trol of  a  Roman  Catholic  board  of  education. 
We  had  in  the  Northwest  Territories  at  that 
time,  under  that  Act.  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses what  are  generally  known  as  church 
schools  or  clerically  controlled  schools.  That 
was  the  system  that  was  built  up  under  this 
Act  of  1875.  It  went  on  for  some  time.  It 
was  exactly  the  same  system— I  do  not 
know  as  to  the  efficiency,  for  I  am  not  fam- 
iliar with  that- but  in  principle  it  was  the 
same  system  we  had  in  Manitoba  up  to  the 
year  1890.  when  it  was  abolished  by  the 
Public  School  Act  of  that  year.  This  sys- 
tem went  on  for  some  time  in  the  Terri- 
tories, and  then  the  legislature  began  to  in- 
terfere and  to  curtail  tbe  privileges  of  tbe 
separate  schools.  This  curtailment  pro- 
ceeded from  time  to  time  until  the  year 
1892  when  what  was  known  as  the  dual 
system  was  entirely  swept  away  and  that 
system  which  we  have  in  the  Northwest 
Territories,  substantially  as  we  have  it  at 
present,  was  established.  I  am  not  going  to 
trouble  the  House  with  any  lengthy 
.quotations,  but  I  desire  to  point  out 
what  was  conceived  by  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  connected  with  these 
schools,  to  l>e  the  effect  of  the  legislation 
of  18H2.  The  quotations  which  I  shall 
give  will  be  found  in  the  papers  pre- 
sented to  the  federal  government  when  a 
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petition  was  presented  for  the  disallowance 
•of  the  Act ;  because,  when  the  old  privi- 
leges of  minority  schools  were  nbolishd 
finally  by  the  Act  of  1892,  a  petition  was 
taken  by  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  to  the 
federal  authority  asking  that  the  ordinances 
-of  the  Northwest  Territories  of  1892  should 
be  disallowed,  and  In  support  of  that  peti- 
tion many  documents  were  illed,  from  which 
a  few  extracts  will  probably  help  to  clear 
our  minds  as  to  what  actually  took  place 
then  and  what  the  changes  in  the  school 
system  were.  The  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Forget  was  as  follows  : 

Until  the  date  of  the  ordinance  ot  1892  we 
had  never  been  denied  the  right  to  administer 
our  schools,  to  regulate  the  programme  of 
studies,  to  choose  the  text  books,  to  control  the 
religious  instruction  and  to  authorize  the  use 
of  the  French  language  whenever  thought  con- 
venient. These  rights  were  exercised  by  the 
Catholic  section  of  the  board  of  education,  and 
strictly  speaking  they  were  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve to  our  schools  their  distinctive  character 
of  Catholic  schools. 

That  is  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Forget  the 
present  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  at  that  time  one  of 
the  members  of  the  Catholic  board  of  edu- 
cation.   He  continued  : 

Now  all  this  has  disappeared,  the  board  of 
education  no  longer  exists  nor  its  sections. 

He  refers  to  the  Catholic  and  Protestant 
'  sections  of  the  board. 

All  the  schools,  public  and  separate,  Catholic 
and  Protestant,  are  placed  by  the  ordinance  of 
1892  under  the  direct  control  of  a  Protestant 
superintendent  of  education  and  of  a  council  of 
public  Instruction. 

Mr.  Forget  of  course,  does  not  mean  that 
the  ordinances  said  the  superintendent 
should  be  a  Protestant,  but  that  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  it  provided  for  a  superintendent, 
and  the  man  who  was  appointed  was  a  Pro- 
testant. 

And  a  council  of  public  Instruction,  composed 
of  the  members  ot  the  executive  committee,  In 
which  the  Catholics  have  not  one  single  repre-( 
sentatlve. 

That,  1  may  say  is  not  the  case  now, 
The  ordinance  very  properly  I  think  under 
the  circumstances  now  provides  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  members  shall  be  Roman 
Catholics.  We  have  another  statement 
made  by  Mgr.  Tache,  late  Archbishop  of 
St.  Boniface,  a  most  distinguished  and  able 
prelate  of  the  Roman  Catholic  church.  In 
one  of  the  documents  addressed  to  the  gov- 
ernment on  the  subject  he  said  : 

The  petitioners  had  this  and  other  dangers  in 
view  when  they  said  : 

The  effect  of  the  ordinance  is  to  deprive  the 
Catholic  separate  schools  of  that  character 
which  differentiates  them  from  public  or  Pro 
testant  schools  and  to  leave  them  Catholic  sepa- 
rate schools  in  name  only,  and  such  it  Is  sub- 
mitted is  its  obviously  necessary  effect. 


Again  on  page  62  Archbishop  Tache  says: 

In  spite  of  all  these  protestations  this  ordi- 
nance in  the  dispositions  which'  concerned  us 
had  and  could  have  had  but  one  object,  that  is. 
the  abolition  of  all  distinct  character  of  our 
schools.  Thanks  to  that  ordinance  and  to  the 
regulations '  of  the  council  of  public  Instruction 
which  followed,  this  end  has  been  to-day  prac- 
tically attained.  Nothing  essential  now  dis- 
tinguishes the  Catholic  schools  from  the  Pro- 
testant schools  but  the  designation,  now  ironi- 
cal, of.  separate  schools. 

Judge  Rouleau,  another  member  of  the 
Catholic  board  said  (page  311) : 

After  mature  examination  ot  this  ordinance  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  ultra 
vires  of  the  powers  of  the  legislative  assembly, 
for,  amongst  others  the  following  reasons  : 

1.  Because  it  is  not  provided  by  the  said  ordi- 
nance that  the  separate  schools  should  be  gov- 
erned and  controlled  by  the  minority,  but  that 
they  are  in  fact  controlled  and  governed  by  the 
majority.  In  a  word,  we  have  no  separate 
school  system  such  as  provided  by  the  spirit  of 
the  law,  chapter  55,  section  14,  ot  the  Act  ot 
1875. 

3.  Because  the  section  32  of  the  said  ordi- 
nance is  in  contradiction  of  section  14  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  Act,  In  that  it  limits  the 
rights  of  the  minority  more  than  It  Is  limited 
by  the  said  section  14.  But  of  course  the  prin- 
cipal objection  of  the  Catholics  to  the  school 
ordinance  is  the  absolute  control,  the  choice  of 
text  books,  the  school  inspection  and  so  forth 
by  the  Protestant  majority.  If  separate  schools 
exist  now  in  name  they  do  not  exist  In  fact. 

I  have  read  these  extracts  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  when  the  ordinance  of  1892 
was  passed  the  distinctive  character  of  these 
schools  as  separate  schools,  as  denomina- 
tional schools,  as  schools  controlled  by  a 
sectarian  body  for  sectarian  purposes,  ab- 
solutely disappeared.  We  have  here  the 
statement  made  by  these  gentlemen  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  the  matter  before  the 
executive  of  Canada  at  that  time,  and  in 
which  they  set  out  their  grievances  clearly 
and  distinctly  and  in  the  most  moderate 
terms.  We  have  it  that  the  clerical  control 
of  these  schools  was  absolutely  abolished. 
Every  one  recognized  that  it  was  absolutely 
abolished  and  in  addition  to  that,  I  desire 
to  say—whatever  we  may  think  of  the  justi- 
fication for  the  action  which  was  takes— it 
seems  to  me  perfectly  clear,  that  in  abolish- 
ing the  distinctive  character  of  the  schools, 
the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
did  go  beyond  the  powers  that  were  bes- 
towed upon  it  by  this  section  of  the  Act  of 
1875.  Upon  that  point  Sir  John  Thompson 
expressed  his  opinion.  In  making  a  report 
on  one  of  the  ordinances  passed  shortly 
before  1892,  but  somewhat  similar  in  Its 
effect— not  so  sweeping  in  its  effect— Sir 
John  Thompson  in  substance  reported,  that 
this  ordinance,  contracts  or  diminishes  the 
rights  of  minorities  to  an  extent  not  con- 
templated by  the  Act  of  1875,  and  that  the 
Act  of  1875  must  nevertheless  be  held  to  re- 
main in  force  notwithstanding  the  passage 
of  the  ordinance. 
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Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  In  the  North- 
west Territories  at  the,  present  time,  this 
system  of  public  schools  which  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Act  of  1892  and  referred  to 
in  the  statements  which  I  have  read.  I 
have  endeavoured  from  a  careful  study  of 
the  ordinances :  ordinance  29,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  establishment  of  the  schools, 
ordinance  30  which  provides  for  the  method 
of  school  assessment  and  ordinance  31  which 
provides  for  the  distribution  of  the  legis- 
lative grant— having  reference  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  schools  and  paying  by  results  ; 
rewarding  the  school  which  is  efficient  at 
the  expense  of  the  school  which  is  not  effi- 
cient, and  thus  introducing  a  good  and 
sound  principle  Into  the  education  of  the 
Territories— I  have  endeavoured  py  a  care- 
ful study  of  these  ordinances  to  come  to 
clear  and  definite  conclusions  as  to  the  main 
characteristics  of  the  school  system  which 
exists  there  at  the  present  time. 

Now,  what  are  the  characteristics  of  this 
6chool  system  ?  My  hon.  friend  the  Minis- 
ter of  Customs  discussed  the  matter  with 
great  clearness  last  evening,  and  read  from 
the  ordinances  to  give  the  House  a  definite 
idea  of  what  the  condition  of  affairs  was. 
Let  me  give  what  I  conceive  to  be  an  accu- 
rate resume  of  the  principles  which  are  en- 
forced and  carried  out  by  these  ordinances. 
We  have  one  normal  school  with  uniform 
normal  training  for  all  teachers,  and  when 
I  say  all  teachers,  I  mean  teachers  of  all 
schools,  separate  and  public ;  uniform 
curricula  and  courses  of  study  for  all 
schools  of  the  same  grade  ;  uniform  text 
books  for  all  schools  ;  uniform  qualifica- 
tion of  teachers  for  all  schools  ;  complete 
and  absolute  control  of  all  schools  as  to 
their  government  and  conduct,  by  the  cen- 
tral school  authority  set  up  by  the  legis- 
lature under  the  ordinances  ;  complete  secu- 
larization of  all  schools  between  9  o'clock 
iu  the  morning  and  3.30  in  the  afternoon, 
except  that  any  school,  if  the  trustees  so 
desire,  may  be  opened  with  the  Lord's 
prayer  ;  distribution  of  the  legislative  grant 
to  all  schools  according  to  educational  effi- 
ciency on  principles  set  out  in  chapter  31. 

Then,  where  there  is  a  public  school,  the 
uimority,  Trotestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
may  organize  a  separate  school ;  but  every 
.  separate  school  Is  subject  absolutely  to  all 
the  foregoing  provisions,  and  is  In  every 
sense  of  the  term  a  public  school.  If  the 
Trotestants  are  in  the  minority  in  a  dis- 
trict, their  school  Is  called  a  separate  school; 
if  the  Catholics  are  in  the  minority  in  a  dis- 
trict, their  school  Is  called  a  separate  school; 
but  both  are  public  schools.  They  are  abso- 
lutely similar  save  for  one  distinction:  where 
the  trustees  are  Protestant,  there  is  Protes- 
tant teaching  from  half-past  three  to  four, 
end  where  the  trustees  are  Roman  Catholic 
there  is  Roman  Catholic  teaching  from  half- 
past  three  to  four.  That  Is  absolutely  the 
only  distinction  between  these  schools. 

Now,  we  are  about  to  form  two  provinces, 
Mr.  SIPTON. 


and  we  have  to  deal  with  the  educational 
subject.  My  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime- 
Minister  says  it  was, his  intention  by  the 
legislation  which  he  proposed,  to  continue 
the  existing  system  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories; and  I  accept  that  statement,  of 
course,  as  expressing  his  intentions.  My 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Hon. 
Chas.  Fitzpatrick)  the  other  evening  ac- 
cepted, as  I  understood,  the  responsibility 
tor  drawing  the  clause  which  contained  the 
educational  provisions,  and  I  understood 
him  also  to  say  that  the  Intention  was  to 
continue  the  existing  state  of  affairs.  No- 
body would  think  of  holding  the  Prime 
Minister  responsible  for  the  exact  drafting 
of  this  clause,  and  I  suppose  it  is  not  likely 
that  niy  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice 
drew  it  either.  But  I  am  bound  to  say, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  when  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Justice  employed  a  draftsman 
to  draw  this  clause,  with  instructions  te 
maintain  only  the  existing  state  of  affairs 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  the  draughts- 
man either  wholly  misunderstood  his  instruc- 
tions or  he  possessed  a  most'  remarkable 
faculty  for  covering  things  which  were 
not  covered  by  his  Instructions.  I 
propose  to  devote  three  or  four  min- 
utes to  an  examination  of  this  clause 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  I  think  it 
means.  I  am  not  going  to  address  a  lengthy 
legal  argument  to  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject. When  this  clause  was  introduced  by 
the  government  of  which  I  was  then  a  mem- 
ber, I  conceived  It  to  be  my  duty  to  protest 
ngainst  it,  and  to  carry  my  protest  to  the 
extent  of  laying  down  the  seals  of  -office. 
I  have  no  regret  for  the  action  I  took.  I 
think  I  then  understood  what  the  clause 
meant,  and  I  think  I  now  understand  what 
it  means:  and  while  it  is  perhaps  of  no 
moment  whatever  to  convince  anybody  who 
may  have  any  doubts  on  the  subject,  or 
who  may  be  difficult  to  convince  as  to  what 
this  clause  means,  it  is  unquestionably  my 
duty,  speaking  to  this  House  on  this  occa- 
sion, to  say  what  I  thought  this  clause 
meant,  and  what  I  think  It  means  now,  and 
why  I  felt  called  upon  to  make  the  protest 
that  I  did.  In  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  the  territory  of  Saskatchewan,  sec- 
tion 10,  is  the  educational  clause.  It  con- 
sists of  three  subsections.  It  says  in  the 
first  place  : 

The  provisions  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  shall  apply  to  the 
said  province  as  if,  at  the  date  upon  which 
this  Act  comes  into  force,  the  territory  com- 
prised therein  were  already  a  province,  the  ex- 
pression '  the  union  '  in  the  said  section  being; 
taken  to  mean  the  said  date. 

Now,  what  does  that  subsection  do  ?  It 
npplles  to  the  new  provinces  the  provisions- 
of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  which  we  all  know  by  heart : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  education. 
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subject  and  according  to  the  following  provi- 
sions : 

1.  Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to  de- 
nominational schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  union. 

Inasmuch  as  '  the  union '  Is  made  to  mean 
the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  the 
word  '  province  *  is  changed  to  '  territory,' 
this  subsection  would  read  : 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  retfpect  to  de- 
nominational schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  territory  at  the  time 
when  this  Act  comes  into  effect. 

What  would  that  preserve  ?  First  of  all, 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  would  preserve  everything 
that  is  set  out  in  chapters  29,  30  and  31  of 
the  ordinances  ;  there  cannot  be  any  possible 
doubt  about  that.  In  the  next  place,  it 
might  preserve  everything  that  is  set  out 
in  section  14  of  the  Act  of  1875.  It  might, 
And  it  might  not.  It  might  be  held  by  a 
court  that  the  privileges  held  by  law  at  the 
union  were  the  privileges  de  facto  possessed 
under  the  ordinances  as  they  existed  at  the 
union,  and  the  court  might  refuse  to  go 
back  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
It  is  evident  that  there  was  a  doubt  about 
this,  because  the  Bill'  re-enacts  clause  14 
of  the  Act  of  1875,  and  thus  it  is  revived, 
crystallized  and  made  absolutely  certain.  I 
Lave  pointed  out  to  you  what  Mr.  Forget, 
Mr.  Justice  Rouleau,  Archbishop  Tache,  Sir 
John  Thompson,  and  Mr.  Haultaln,  thought 
as  to  the  Act  of  1875.  It  Is  the  fact  that 
.under  the  Act  of  1875,  a  complete  dual  sys- 
tem of  clerical  schools  was  established  in  the 
Northwest  Territories,  and  it  is  the  fact 
that  legal  authorities,  like  my  friend  Mr. 
Ilaultain,  a  quotation  from  whom  I  could 
read  if  I  saw  fit,  like  Sir  John  Thompson,  to 
whom  the  matter  was  referred,  thought  that 
when  those  privileges  were  curtailed  and 
taken  away,  they  were  taken  away  in  de- 
liauce  of  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  1875 
which  we  find  in  substance  in  clause  16  of 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  Therefore  we 
should  have  the  privileges  by  this  Act  re- 
tained as  they  are  in  chapters  29,  30  and  31, 
of  the  ordinance  of  1901  and  as  they  are  in 
the  Act  of  1875. 

Now,  what  more  ?   Here  is  subsection  3 : 

In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by  the 
legislature  in  aid  of  education,  and  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  between 
the  public  schools  and  separate  schools. 

It  does  not  stop  there. 

There  shall  be  no  discrimination  between  the 
public  schools  and  the  separate  schools,  and 
such  moneys  sball  be  applied  to  the  support  of 
the  public  and  separate  schools  in  equitable 
shares  or  proportion. 

I  have  had  something  to  do  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  school  laws.   For  a  number 


of  years  a  good  deal  of  my  time  was  spent 
in  dealing  with  subjects  of  that  kind,  and  I 
can  give  to  the  House  my  opinion,  which 
they  can  take  for  what  it  is  worth,  but 
I  am  '  fairly  confident  that  it  is  an 
opinion  tbat  will  be  justified  by  any  court 
to  which  it  may  be  referred,  that  the  effect 
of  that  clause  wtH  be  that  if  twenty  years 
from  now  the  province  of  Alberta  under- 
took to  apropriate  $250,000  to  build  and 
equip  a  provincial  university,  a  proportion- 
ate amount  of  money,  proportionate  to  the 
number  of  separate  schools  as  compared 
with  the  public  schools,  would  have  to  be 
set  aside  for  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
school  institution.  That  Is  the  opinion  I 
have  upon  that  clause  ;  that  is  the  opinion 
I  expressed  to  the  Prime  Minister  at  the 
time  I  objected  to  the  clause,  and  I  say  it 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  pass  that 
clause,  to  allow  It  to  go  Into  effect,  without 
putting  a  constitutional,  irrevocable  earmark 
upon  the  public  funds  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  and  upon  the  150,000,000  worth 
of  public  lands  that  are  in  the  public  school 
trust  We  would  earmark  that  fund  for 
ever,  and  would. compel  the  legislatures  of 
these  provinces  to  .divide  that  money,  and 
in  all  probability  to  constitute  one  of  the 
greatest  endowments  of  sectarian  education 
that  has  ever  been  proposer).  That  is  the 
proposition  which  I  understand  to  be  con- 
cealed— partly  concealed,  not  concealed  to 
me — which  I  understand  to  be  expressed  by 
the  terms  of  this  clause. 

I  have  been  always  a  strong  party  man. 
I  do  not  think  that  my  political  friends  in 
past  years  have  had  any  cause  to  complain 
that  I  have  not  been  willing  to  do  my  share 
of  the  fighting,  or  that  I  have  not  been  will- 
ing to  take  my  share  of  the  blame.  If  men 
are  going  to  act  together  politically,  when 
one  makes  a  mistake  the  rest  have  to  take 
the  blame,  and  I  have  always  been  willing 
to  take  my  share  of  the  blame,  and  have 
always  been  willing  to  shoulder  the  load 
along  with  the  rest.  But  I  declare,  and  I 
am  serious— if  I  had  not  been  serious  about 
it  I  would  still  have  been  a  member  of  the 
government — I  declare  that  I  would  join 
with  anybody  In  Canada  to  resist  the  pass- 
age of  that  Bill  in  the  terms  In  which  it 
was  placed  before  the  House  by  my  right 
hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler).  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  with  regard  to  tbat. 
It  was  an  unpleasant  necessity  for  me  to 
speak  of  It,  but  there  are  occasions  on  which 
people  have  to  do  things  which  constitute 
a  very  unpleasant  necessity. 

We  have  before  us  now  a  different  pro- 
position. My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  says  that  he  cannot  see  any 
difference  between  this  proposition  and  the 
other. 

Mr.  R.  1j.  BORDEN.  The  words  tbat  I 
used  were  that  I  saw  no  difference  '  In  prin- 
ciple.' 

Mr.  SIFTON.  'In  substance'  the  hon. 
gentleman  said. 
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Sir.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  I  may  have 
said  '  substance  '  as  well. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
'  substance.'  because  I  have  It  here*,  but  It 
he  intended  to  say  'principle,'  I  will  not 
dispute  over  the  word,  because  I  think  that, 
although  my  hon.  friend  and  I  may  not  be 
able  to  agree  on  many  things,  I  could  con- 
vince him  that  these  clauses  are  very  differ- 
ent. What  is  the  effect  of  the  clause  now 
before  us  ?  I  like  the  first  section  for  one 
thing,  although  for  another  thing  I  do  not. 
I  like  it.  in  the  first  place,  because  it  is 
clear.  I  am  bound  to  say  tliat  I  think  one 
of  the  things  that  is  important  in  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind  Is  that  it  shall  be  such  that 
the  people  can  understand  it  after  if  is  pass- 
ed, and  shall  not  have  to  go  into  the  courts 
and  fight  for  years  to  find  out  what  the  law 
Is.  I  think. everybody  can  understand  what 
this  means 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
separate  schools  which  any  class  of  persons 
have  at  the  date  ot  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
under  the  terms  of  chapters  29  and  30  of  the 
ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories  passed 
In  the  year  1901. 

What  does  that  preserve  ?  I  have  read 
these  ordinances  through,  and  all  that  I 
can  find  this  section  to  preserve — and  it  is 
an  important  thing — let  us  not  exaggerate 
or  minimize,  let  us  know  exactly  what  we 
are  doing — I  think  that  this  is  what  we  are 
doing  and  all  that  we  are  doing.  This  sec- 
tion preserves  the  right  of  the  Protestant 
or  Roman  Catholic  minority  to  have  their 
school,  a  separate  school  In  .name,  but  a 
public  school  In  fact,  in  a  separate  building 
if  they  wish.  That  is  the  right  it  preserves. 
It  preserves,  secondly,  the  right  of  the  Pro- 
testant or  Roman  Catholic  minority  In  such 
school  to  have  religious  teaching  from  3.30 
to  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  East  Grey  endeavoured  to 
work  on  our  sympathies  yesterday  by  re- 
ferring to  the  difficulties  which  some  Pro- 
testant families  lu  Quebec  have,  because 
they  have  to  attend  what  Is.  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  a  denominational  Catholic 
school,  and  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  be  arguing  against  the  proposal  which  is 
contained  in  this  Bill  when  he  cited  that 
fact  as  an  illustration  of  the  evils  of  separ- 
ate schools. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  I  never  contemplated 
advancing  that  as  an  argument  at  all,  but 
I  gave  it  as  an  answer  

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Did  anybody  give 
him  credit  for  an  argument  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  I  am  entitled  to  any 
respect  from  that  side  of  the  House.  I  ought 
to  be  at  least  able  to  say  what  I  intended. 
I  was  giving  it  as  an  answer  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  said 
that  in  Quebec  the  Protestants  have  nothing 
to  complain  of.  I  was  not  advancing  it  as 
Mr.  SIFTON. 


an  argument  with  reference  to  the  North- 
west Territories. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  If  my  hon.  friend  did  not 
Intend  his  argument  to  apply  to  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Bill  it  will  not  be  necessary 
for  me  to  answer,  but  I  may  go  on  to  say 
that  If  anybody  else  had  In  his  mind  any 
idea  that  difficulties  of  that  kind  would 
arise,  he  may  disabuse  his  mind  of  the 
idea,  because  they  cannot  arise  under  the 
system  which  Is  proposed  in  this  Bill.  In 
the  first  place,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
denominational  school.  Whether  it  is  a 
separate  school  or  a  public  school,  a  Catho- 
lic separate  school  or  a  Protestant  separate 
school,  it  is  a  secular  school  from  9  a.m.  to 
3.30  p.m.  Then  it  the  religious  teaching 
which  is  given  is  contrary  to  the  faith 
of  the  parents  of  a  child  attending  it. 
there  is  a  conscience  clause  that  the  child 
does  not  need  to  remain.  So  that  there 
is  absolutely  no  reason  why  any  person 
should  be  embarrassed  by  the  practice  of 
the  school  system  which  Is  actually  In  effect 
In  the  Northwest  Territories  under  these 
ordinances. 

Now,  something  has  been  said— a  good 
deal  has  been  said — iu  the  press  about  sub- 
section 2,  and  I  wish  to  say  a  word  about 
that.  The  House,  possibly,  may  well  under- 
stand that  I  am  not  particularly  enthusiastic 
about  subsection  1,  which  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  separate  schools  in  the 
Territories,  as  I  would  not  be  enthusiastic 
about  any  provision  establishing  separate 
schools  of  any  kind.  Only,  I  am  not  address- 
ing the  House  with  the  idea  of  convincing 
hon.  members  that  I  am  an  enthusiastic 
supporter  of  this  subsection  1,  for  I  am  not. 
But.  If  we  are  to  have  subsection  1.  If  we 
are  to  have  a  provision  which  allows  the 
separate  schools  to  be  established,  then, 
surely,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  ought  also  to  have 
a  provision  making  it  certain  that  the 
separate  schools  may  have  in  them  the 
possibility  of  being  efficient  schools.  Why, 
Sir,  it  would  be  a  crime  against  education 
to  crystallize  in  the  law  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  a  provision  that  such  and  such 
people  should  have  the  right  to  organize 
such  and  such  schools  as  public  schools  and 
not  to  protect  them  In  the  right  to  get  the 
money  which  will  make  those  schools  effi- 
cient and  enable  them  to  advance  and  in- 
crease in  efficiency  in  accordance  with  the 
'lesircs  of  the  persons  In  charge  of  them. 
I  hesitate  to  vote.  I  find  great  difficulty  In 
bringing  myself  to  vote,  for  subsection  1. 
But  it  seems  to  me  obvious  that  subsection 

1  without  subsection  2  would  be  much  more 
objectionable  than  the  whole  section  Is  as 
It  stands.  I  should  think  that,  without 
subsection  2.  the  proposition  of  the. govern- 
ment would  be  much  more  objectionable 
than  it  is.  If  I  have  made  myself  clear,  It 
will  be  seen  that  my  observations  are  ad- 
dressed to  those  who  look  upon  subsection 

2  as  a  very  outrageous  Interference  with 
the  control  of  public  funds  by  the  legisla- 
ture of  the  province.  It  is  an  interference — 
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there  cau  be  no  question  about  that.  But, 
as  I  have  said,  It  is  an  Interference  only  to 
the  extent  of  requiring  that  when  a  sep- 
arate school  absolutely  and  entirely  com- 
plies with  the  law  and  then  conies  before 
"the  educational  authorities  and  says  :  Hav- 
ing complied  with  the  law,  being,  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  a  public  school,  but  called 
«  separate  school  only  because  we  happen 
to  be  less  in  number  than  the  people  who 
organized  the  public  schtfol,  we  asked  to 
be  paid  this  money  in  proportion  to  the 
•efficiency  we  can  show  we  possess  under 
the  educational  statutes  which  you  have 
seen  lit  to  pass— that,  when  that  is  shown, 
the  money  necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
schools  shall  be  given.  There  is  a  theore 
tical— I  imagine  it  would  only  prove  to  be 
a  theoretical— interference  with  the  control 
of  the  public  funds  to  that  extent;  but  that 
is  the  inevitable  corollary  of  subsection  1  ; 
and  I  would  object  to  subsection  1  estab- 
lishing separate  schools  very  much  more  if 
it  were  not  accompanied  with  the  provision 
that  the  schools  established  under  subsec- 
tion 1  should  be  entitled  to  receive  their 
share  of  the  legislative  grant. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  a  question  ?  Be- 
cause, he  is  very  familiar  with  these  ordi- 
nances.   Subsection  2  says  : 

In  the  appropriation  by  the  legislature  or  dis- 
tribution by  the  government  ot  the  province  of 
any  money  for  the  support  of  schools  organized 
and  carried  on  In  accordance  with  said  chapter 
29  or  any  Act  passed  in  amendment  thereof  or 
In  substitution  therefor,  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
crimination against  schools  of  any  class  de- 
scribed in  said  chapter  29. 

If  a  university  such  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  mentioned  should  be  established 
by  an  Act  in  amendment  of  or  in  substitu- 
tion for  the  ordinances,  what,  in  the  hon. 
gentleman's  opinion,  will  be  the  effect  upon 
the  application  of  public  moneys  ? 

Mr.  SIFTON.  I  would  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  give  an  opinion.  Because,  why  in 
the  name  of  common  sense  the  legislature 
of  Alberta,  when  establishing  a  university, 
should  establish  it  by  an  amendment  of 
the  school  ordinance,  I  cannot  possibly  con- 
ceive. And,  if  knowing  that  in  taking  such 
a  course,  they  were  going  to  make  them- 
selves liable  to  a  division  of  the  funds,  they 
uad  so  little  Intelligence  as  to  take  it,  I  do 
not  think  this  parliament  can  see  far  enough 
ahead  to*  protect  them  against  the  conse- 
quences of  their  lack  of  foresight.  I  can 
tell  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  It.  L.  Borden)  that 
.my  hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver) 
is  the  kind  of  man  they  have  In  the  district 
of  Alberta  ;  and  I  want  to  ask  him '  if  be 
thinks  that  my  lion,  friend  from  Edmonton, 
if  he  were  in  the  legislative  assemhly  of  Al- 
berta, would  be  likely  to  get  into  such  a 
trap  as  that  ?  If  the  legislature  of  Alberta 
puts  Itself  under  this  section  unnecessarily 
and  with  malice  aforethought  they  will  have 


to  take  the  consequence  ;  but  they  are  not 
obliged  to  put  themselves  .under  this  sec- 
tion at  all.  And  let  me  point  out  further 
that  the  effect  of  this  clause  is  simply  to 
require  that,  when  the  schools— the  schools 
mentioned  under  the  ordinance,  and,  as  a 
•natter  of  fact  they  arc  the  primary  schools, 
what  we  call  the  public  schools,  and  not 
the  grammar  schools,  the  high  schools  or 
collegiate  institutes,  for  I  understand  that 
to  be  the  effect  of  the  clause— when  they 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  law,  they 
sset  the  ordinary  share  of  the  legislative 
grant.  The  legislature  may  set  apart  money 
for  management,  for  the  conduct  of  normal 
schools,  for  teachers'  institutes  ;  they  may 
set  apart  money  for  high,  schools,  universi- 
ties, agricultural  schools— for  any  and  every 
purpose  of  education  that  they  may  desire; 
and  to  these  the  section  will  not  apply  in 
any  way.  The  legislature  will  be  free  un- 
less they  deliberately  put  themselves  under 
this  clause  intentionally,  as  they  would  if 
they  did  what  my  honrfriend  suggests. 

Now,  what  I  have  tried  to  do  in  this 
discussion  has  been  not  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  going  over  and  over,  and  over 
again  what  has  been  said  by  other  speak- 
ers as  well  or  better  than  I  could  say  it, 
but  to  endeavour  to  make  clear  what  the 
effect  of  the  legislation  now  proposed  to 
the  House  will  be  when  it  is  actually  car- 
ried into  operation.  And  the  conclusion, 
therefore,  is  this — that  if  this  legislation  is 
carried  into  effect  it  preserves  Just  the  two 
privileges  which  I  spoke  of  the  privilege 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  or  Protestant  mino- 
rity to  have  'a  separate  school  house,  and  the 
privilege  of  having  religious  instruction  be- 
tween half-past  three  and  four  o'clock  In 
the  afternoon.  But  there  cannot  be  under 
this  system  any  control  of  the  school  by 
any  clerical  or  sectarian  body.  There  can- 
not be  any  sectarian  teaching  between  nine 
o'clock  in  the  morning  and  half-past  three 
in  the  afternoon.  So  that,  so  far  as  we  have 
objections  to  separate  schools  based  upon 
the  idea  of  church  control,  clerical  control, 
or  ecclesiasticlsm  in  any  form,  this  system 
of  schools  is  certainly  not  open  to  that  ob- 
jection. 

Now,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two,  If  the 
House  will  pardon  me,  about  my  own  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  the  principle  involved  in 
this  discussion.  I  have  a  record  upon  this 
question,  as  hon.  members  are  all  aware.  It 
is  of  no  special  importance  to  the  House, 
and  I  should  apologize  for  mentioning  it 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  some  refer- 
ence to  it  is  necessary  to  the  argument 
which  I  intend  very  briefly  to  present.  When 
we,  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  undertook 
to  remove  what  was  a  separate  school  sys- 
tem, that  was  4  inefficient  to  a  point  of  absur- 
dity '  we  found  ourselves  confronted  with 
many  and  serious  difficulties. 

The  school  system  which  we  abolished 
by  the  Public  School  Act  of  1890  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  was  precisely  the 
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same  school  system  as  the  system  tbat  was 
abolished  by  the  ordinance  of  the  North- 
west Territories  in  1892.  The  two  were 
abolished  almost  at  the  same  time ;  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  our  friends  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  succeeded  in  getting 
their  reform  with  a  good  deal  less  difficulty 
and  a  good  deal  fess  turmoil  that  did  the 
little  province  of  Manitoba.  If  bon.  gentle- 
men will  look  at  the  documents  relating  to 
the  suit  that  took  place  between  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  and  the  Dominion,  or  if 
they  will  look  at  the  speeches  tbat  were 
made  by  men  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
\ince  and  who  know  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  they  will  And  that,  although  I 
myself  and  others  took  strong  ground  against 
the  principle  of  separation  in  education— and 
my  opinions  upon  tbat  subject  are  just  as 
strong  to-day  as  they  were  then — although 
we  took  strong  ground  upon  that  principle, 
yet  the  attacks  we  made  were  not  so  much 
on  that  account  as  they  were  on  account 
of  the  fact  that  the  separate  school  sys- 
tem of  the  province,  was  admittedly  Ineffi- 
cient, and  that  children  were  being  allowed 
by  thousands  to  grow  up  in  absolute  ignor- 
ance and  illiteracy.  That  was  the  ground 
upon  which  we  attacked  that  system.  We 
said  then  :  Your  system  is  inefficient ;  you 
have  taken  the  public  money  and  you  have 
not  applied  It  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
children  the  education  they  ought  to  have  ; 
and  we  pointed  to  the  fact  that  in  districts 
where  this  clerically  controlled  system  had 
been  in  force,  the  children  had  grown  up 
in  ignorance  and  the  population  was  illiter- 
ate, and  that  fact  could  not  be  disputed. 

Sir,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms, speaking  last  night,  referred  to  the 
fact  tha-  It  was  said  that  the  province  of 
Manitoba  had  been  harsh  In  abolishing  that 
system.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  here  to  say  that 
jou  cannot  abolish  abuses  of  that  kind 
by  handling  people  with  kid  gloves.  I  am 
here  to  say  that  if  there  Is  any  act  in  my 
public  life  I  am  proud  of,  It  Is  the  fact  that 
I  was  one  of  those  who  helped  to  abolish  that 
system  of  education  in  Manitoba  in  the 
year  1890.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  I  am 
speaking  upon  a  subject  upon  which  there 
may  not  be  very  much  unanimity  of  op- 
inion ;  but  I  claim  the  right  to  have  my 
own  opinion  on  this  subject,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  any  man  in  this  House,  Roman 
Catholic  or  Protestant,  will  think  any  the 
less  of  me  because  I  have  the  courage  to 
state  what  I  think.  Although  that  was  the 
fact,  and  although  my  hon.  friend  who  sits 
opposite,  the  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster),  was  one  of  those  who  tried  to 
restore  that  inefficient  system  and  compel 
us  again  to  bring  about  a  condition  of  affairs 
In  which  the  public  money  would  be  wasted 
and  a  proper  system  of  education  would  not 
be  given  to  the  children,  they  failed  In  that 
attempt.  And'  why  did  they  fall  ?  They  fail- 
ed because  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who ' 
Mr.  SIPTON. 


leads  this  government  stood  In.  their  way — 
that  is  the  reason  why  they  failed.  And  I 
want  to  say  that  we  from  the  province  of 
Manitoba  who  were  engaged  In  that  contest 
have  never  forgotten  that  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  with  whom 
unfortunately  I  do  not  often  agree,  and 
many  others,  left  their  party  upon  that  ques- 
tion and  stood  for  what  I  believe  to  be 
the  proper  principle,  and  I  venture  to  think 
tbat  the  gentlemen' who  did  so  will  always 
be  remembered  as  having  on  that  important 
occasion  done  what  they  believed  to  be 
right,  though  contrary  to  the  interests  of 
their  party.  But  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  take  the  stand  he  did 
because  he  necessarily  agreed  with  the  views 
that  I  entertained,  and  that  we  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  entertained  upon  that 
subject.  As  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  he  has  always  been  an  advocate 
in  principle  of  separate  schools,  he  does 
not  dispute  that.  But  he  did  dispute  the 
moral  right  of  the  gentlemen  who  then  con- 
trolled the  administration  of  Canada*  to 
override  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
people  of  Manitoba  upon  a  matter  which 
was  vital  to  them,  and  which  we  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  knew  very  much  more 
about  than  the  gentlemen  who  were  en- 
deavouring to  thwart  us. 

Now,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  our 
opinions  upon  that  subject  were  so  strong, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  had  gone 
through  a  violent  contest,  a  contest  in  which 
the  feelings  of  men  were  deeply  aroused, 
nevertheless,  Mr.  Speaker,  my  hon.  friend 
from  Selkirk  (Mr.  Greenway)  then  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Manitoba  and  my  leader, 
and  myself,  at  that  time,  prior  to  the  year 
1896,  recognized  the  fact  that  it  was  neces- 
sary In  some  of  these  cases  to  compromise, 
that  we  could  not  expect  to  have,  alto- 
gether and  at  nil  times,  our  own  opinions 
carried  out  to  the  fullest  possible  extent. 
When  the  government  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
sent  commissioners  to  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba for  the  purpose  of  discussslng  this  ques- 
tion with  us,  the  commissioners  consisting  of 
Lord  Stratbcona,  then  Sir  Donald  A.  Smith, 
the  late  Mr.  Dickey  and  Senator  Desjar- 
dins — when  they  were  sent  up  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  this  question,  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  appointed  with  one  of 
my  colleagues,  Mr.  Cameron,  to  discuss 
the  question  with  them.  We  then  recognized 
the  fact  that  a  compromise  of  some  kind 
would  probably  have  to  be  adopted  in  the 
end,  and  we  made  certain  proposals  to  these 
gentlemen  looking  to  a  compromise  with 
the  view  of  meeting  the  wishes  of  our  Ro- 
man Catholic  friends.  We  told  them  that, 
whatever  our  private  disposition  might  be, 
yet  by  reason  of  the  pledges  we  had  made 
to  the  people  of  the  province  of  Manitoba 
in  the  election  we  had  Just  gone  through, 
we  could  not  possibly  compromise  upon  the 
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question  of  the  separation  of  the  cbildren 
In  the  school  bouses,  but  we  offered  a  com- 
promise upon  other  things.  But  the  commis- 
sioners declined  our  offer  and  came  'back, 
and  the  government  then  undertook  to 
proceed  with  the  Remedial  Bill.  When  the 
election  was  over  and  the  government  of 
Sir  Cbarles  Tupper  had  been  defeated,  and 
Mr.  Laurier,  now  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  came 
into  power,  he  sent  for  the  members  of  the 
Manitoba  government  to  which  I  then  be- 
longed, and  asked  us  what  our  views  were. 
We  pointed  the  right  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  proposition  we  had  made  to  the  commis- 
sioners of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  same  pro- 
position ipslssima  verba,  and  we  said  that 
was  the  best  we  could  do.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  accepted  that  proposition,  wisely, 
as  the  result  shows,  because  matters  are 
going  ver-y  much  more  smoothly  and  satis- 
factorily in  Manitoba  since  then.  We  drew 
up  a  basis  of  compromise.  It  will  be  found  In 
the  sessional  papers  of  this  House.  The 
terms  were  submitted  to  the  leading  men 
of  both  political  parties  who  had  stood  by 
us  in  the  fight  in  which  we  had  been  en- 
gaged. We  did  not  desire  that  any  prin- 
ciple should  be  yielded  without  full  con- 
sultation. Amongst  others  it  was  submit- 
ted to  the  late  Dalton  McCarthy,  and  it 
was  approved  by  him.  That  compromise 
was  carried  into  legislative  effect.  It  does 
i'ot  go  quite  so  far  as  the  compromise  upon 
this  question  which  is  before  the  House  at 
the  present  time ;  but  it  was  a  substan- 
tial compromise  on  the  genSral  principle 
with  which  we  had  to  deal.  Yet  at  that 
time'  there  were  some  men  who  said  :  No 
compromise  ;  who  said  :  Don't  give  '  in 
till  you  get  the  whole  thing,  you  will  get  It 
if  you  stand  up.  I  did  not  agree  with  that 
view.  I  thought  that  some  compromise 
should  be  made.  My  colleagues  in  the  gov- 
ernment of  Manitoba  thought  the  same 
thing,  and  a  compromise  was  made.  But, 
Mr.  Speaker, — and  this  is  an  observation  I 
desire  to  commend  to  the  attention  of  the 
House — there  were  very  very  few  people 
who  said,  no  compromise.  And  why  Was 
It  that  so  few  people  then  opposed  the  com- 
promise ?  It  was  because  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada had  been  fighting  about  this  ques- 
tion for  five  years,  they  were  sick  and  tired 
of  the  contest,  and  desired  that  there  should 
be  a  compromise  of  some  kind  so  that 
they  might  have  peace.  More  than  that, 
the  material  progress  of  this  country 
had  been  stopped.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart)  knows  perfectly  well 
that  the  Manitoba  school  question  paralys- 
ed governmental  activity  for  a  considerable 
length  of  time.  The  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment practically  did  nothing  else  ;  they 
could  do  nothing  else  but  attend  to  the 
agitation  and  difficulties  that  arose  out  of 
this  question.  When  a  question  of  this 
kind  has  to  be  met  it  has  to  be  met  In  a 
practical  way.  Complications  arise,  govern- 


mental activity  and  administration  are  ab- 
solutely destroyed,  It  Is  impossible  for  min- 
isters to  attend  to  their  departmental  duties 
or  to  attend  to  the  business  of  the  country 
as  they  should.  Therefore,  in  1896  when 
this  settlement  was  made— although  it  wag 
a  settlement  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
had  refused  to  accept— although  it  was  a 
settlement  which  led  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  government  out  of  a  great 
difficulty  and  made  his  path  smooth,  yet 
the  settlement  has  never  been  combated  or 
criticised  by  any  member  of  this  House- 
from  that  time  up  to  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  POSTER.  Will  the  hon.  minister- 
just  

Mr.  SIFTON.  Not  minister— member. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Member— former  minister 
—just  for  the  information  of  the  House  just 
tell  us  briefly  what  the  difference  was  be- 
tween the  conditions  before  the  compromise 
and  after  ? 

Mr.  SIFTON.  The  principle  was  embodied 
In  the  compromise  that  wherever  there  was- 
a  certain  number  of  Catholic  children 
there  should  be  a  Catholic  teacher.  In  that 
way  it  goes  farther  than  the  compromise- 
we  have  here.  I  cannot  from  memory  give- 
the  exact  figures  but  In  a  rural  district 
there  was  a  certain  number  of  children  called 
for  and  in  a  town  a  larger  number  was 
celled  for,  and  wherever  a  certain  number 
of  Catholic  children  attended  a  school  then, 
for  each  unit  of  that  number,  a  Catholic  tea- 
cher was  required  to  be  employed.  Further, 
a  provision  we  Inserted  that  the  children 
should,  where  the  rooms  In  the  school 
house  permitted  it,  be  divided  up  at  half- 
past  three  for  the  purpose  of  having  relig- 
ious exercises,  the  Catholic  teacher  taking 
the  Catholic  children  and  the  other  teacher 
taking  the  Protestant  children  : 

(An  hon.  member  having  handed  Mr.  Sif- 
ton  the  statute  In  question  he  read.) 

In  any  school  in  towns  and  cities,  where  the 
average  attendance  of  Roman  Catholic  children 
Is  forty  or  upwards,  and  In  vlllaees  and  rural 
districts  if  the  average  attendance  of  such 
children  Is  twenty-five  or  upwards,  the  trustees 
shall,  it  required  by  a  petition  of  parents  or 
guardians  of  such  number  of  Roman  Catholic 
children,  respectively,  employ  at  least  one  duly- 
certificated  Roman  Catholic  teacher  In  such 
school. 

Where  the  school  house  permits  it  by  rea- 
son of  different  numbers  and  different 
rooms  the  children  are  divided,  the  Roman 
Catholic  teacher  takes  the  Roman  Catholic 
children  and  the  Protestant,  or  public  school 
teacher  takes  the  other  children,  and  re- 
ligious exercises  are  conducted  in  that  way. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  this  compromise  was  a 
great  and  substantial  advantage  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  of  Manitoba  because 
In  a  very  great  number  of  cases  where  the- 
Roman  Catholic  people  live  they  are  in 
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groups  and  where  you  find  a  considerable 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  children  in  a 
school  they  are  nearly  all  Roman  Catholic 
-children.  It  is  in  such  case  a  Roman  Catholic 
community,  and  by  this  Act  they  have  the 
right  to  have  a  Roman  Catholic  teacher  and 
to  have  Roman  Catholic  exercises  after  half- 
past  three  ;  so  "that  in  practice  it  gives  them 
a  greater  advantage  than  It  would  appear  to 
do  from  a  casual  reading  of  the  Act  It 
lias  been  fairly  satisfactory  although  it 
does  not  give  them  the  principle  of  separa- 
tion as  is  given  by  the  Act  which  is  before 
us  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  face  to  face  with  the 
necessity  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
giving  these  provinces  a  constitution  and 
dealing  with  the  question  of  educational 
legislation.  I  understand  that  my  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  takes 
the  position,  in  which  I  concur,  that  we 
have  a  right  If  we  so  desire  and  the  legal 
power  to  modify  in  detail  the  terms  of 
section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  in  such  a  way  that  the  province  as  it 
was  formed  would  have  complete  autonomy 
or  liberty  in  regard  to  Its  educational  legis- 
lation. If  I  am  not  correctly  representing 
my  hon.  friend  he  will  correct  me. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  Is  not  quite 
my  belief.  Does  my  hon.  friend  wish  me 
to'  state  what  it  Is  ? 

Mr.  SIFTON.  Certainly,  I  would  be  very 
glad. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  position  is  that 
if  you  apply  to  these  provinces  the  terms 
of  the  constitution  as  they  are  to-day,  they 
will  give  to  these  provinces  the  absolute 
Tight  to  deal  with  their  own  educational 
affairs. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon. 
friend  said  that  because  I  had  thought 
from  the  resolution  which  he  has  placed 
before  us  that  his  position  was  the  posi- 
tion which  I  stated,  and  to  my  mind  it 
would  be  a  position  that  would  be  very 
much  stronger.  My  hon.  friend's  amend- 
ment, I  find,  is  as  follows  : 

Upon  the  establishment  of  a  province  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  ot  Canada  as  pro- 
posed by  Bill  (No.  69),  the  legislature  of  such 
province,  subject  to  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Acts 
1867  to  1886,  is  entitled  to  and  should  enjoy  full 
powers  of  provincial  self-government  including 
power  to  exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to 
education. 

If  I  understand  my  hon.  friend  aright, 
and  I  regret  his  position  is  not  as  I  stated 
it.  he  says  that  by  the  application  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  ipsissima  verba, 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  that  the  provinces 
would  have  unlimited  power  in  regard  to 
education.  But,  my  hon.  friend  can  only 
give  his  opinion  to  that  effect  as  a  lawyer. 
Other  lawyers  do  not  think  so.  Other  law- 
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yers  think  the  direct  opposite.  Other  law- 
yers think  that  If  you  put  section  93  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  into  effect  the 
time  when  the  province  came  in  would  be 
regarded  as  the  1st  of  July,  1905,  and  that 
the  condition  of  affairs  which  would  be  pre- 
served by  the  British  North  America  Act 
would  be  the  condition  of  affairs  as  they 
exist  on  the  1st  of  July,  1905.  I  do  not 
say  which  is  correct.  It  is  a  difficult  point 
to  decide,  but  surely  we  are  not,  when  we 
are  about  to  legislate  upon  this  subject,  go- 
ing to  allow  the  provinces  to  settle  this 
question  by  a  long  course  of  litigation, 
turmoil  and  dispute.  To  show  how  difficult 
it  is  to  have  a  positive  opinion  upon  such 
a  point  I  have  heard  men  who  are  con- 
sidered to  be  good  lawyers  flout  the  idea, 
or  the  proposition  of  law  which  my  hon. 
friend  suggests  and  I  have  beard  men  who 
are  pretty  good  lawyers  flout  the  opposite 
idea.  In  a  question  of  that  kind  we  who 
are  lawyers  all  know  it  is  absolutely  Impos- 
sible to  tell  how  It  will  be  held  when  it 
comes  to  be  threshed  out  in  the  courts.  To 
ray  mind  for  this  parliament,  sitting  here 
in  all  its  sovereign  responsibility  to  give 
these  Territories  a  constitution,  to  delib- 
erately go  to  work  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  out  of  the  responsibility  of  doing  one 
thing  or  the  other,  give  that  constitution  in 
such  terms  that  they  will  have  to  have  a 
series  of  lawsuits  for  half  a  dozen  years  to 
have  the  question  settled  would  be  the  most 
unstatesmanllke  thing  that  we  could  do. 

Mr.  R.  L."  BORDEN.  I  do  not  want  my 
hon.  friend  to  misunderstand  me.  He  has 
in  the  first  place  only  quoted  part  of  my 
argument  He  speaks  of  the  provinces 
coming  in.  A  large  part  of  my  argument 
was  devoted  not  to  the  question  of  a  pro- 
vince coming  in  but  to  that  of  a  province 
being  created  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
not  dealt  with  at  all.  But,  apart  from  that 
and  in  answer  to  what  he  has  just  said 
my  view  Is  a  very  simple  one.  I  say  that 
we  have  the  right  and  only  the  right  to  ap- 
ply the  constitution  as  it  exists  at  present 
in  respect  of  the  distribution  of  legislative 
power.  My  hon.  friend  seems  to  think  that 
we  can  go  on  and  do  something  more.  If 
my  view  Is  correct  we  cannot  go  on  and  do 
anything  more,  and  If  we  enact  from  now 
until  this  time  next  year  it 'will  not  alter 
the  result,  because  in  the  end  our  right  to 
legislate  must  be  determined  in  the  courts. 
That  is  a  very  simple  proposition. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  My  hon.  friends  statement 
does  not  alter  my  view  in  regard  to  his  posi- 
tion. First  of  all,  we  would  unquestionably 
have  to  change  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  before  we  could  do  It 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  Unquestionably  we  would 
have  to  feel  we  had  that  right  For  my 
part  so  far  as  concerns  the  changing  of 
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the  terms  of  section  93  by  striking  out  the 
limitation  contained  In  that  section,  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  In  the  world  of  our  con- 
stitutional capacity  to  do  it  under  the  Bri- 
tish North  America  Act  of  1871.  If  my  hon. 
friend  takes  the  trouble  to  look  up  the 
opinion  of  so  eminent  a  predecessor  of  his 
own  as  Sir  John  Thompson,  he  will  find 
that  Sir  John  Thompson  expresses  the  same 
opinion.  I  think  there  can  hardly  be  any 
doubt  whatever  that  we  can  and  should 
exercise  that  power,  uut,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  there  were  any  doubt  about  it ;  if  we 
passed  this  Act  in  acordance  with  our  own 
judgment  and  our  own  discretion,  giving 
these  provinces  such  a  constitution  as  we  in 
our  judgment  think  they  ought  to  have  by 
making  a  change  in  section  93,  and  there 
were  any  remote  doubt  about  the  constitu- 
tionality of  that ;  is  It  not  perfectly  clear 
that  all  the  Prime  Minister  would  have  to 
do  would  be  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
Manitoba  Act  get  a  confirming  Act  from  the 
imperial  parliament.  There  would  not  be 
any  difficulty  about  it,  and  if  there  were  the 
least  doubt  that  is  the  course  that  should  be 
adopted. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  is  any  doubt 
about  our  power,  I  say  that  in  fact  nobody 
else  but  us  can  deal  with  it  We  are  here  as 
the  only  possible  constitutional  body  to  deal 
with  this  question  upon  its  merits.  Does 
any  one  Imagine  that  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment Is  going  to  discuss  this  question  and 
undertake  to  settle  it  upon  its  merits  ? 
Then,  who  Is  going  to  settle  It  upon  its 
merits  ?  The  imperial  parliament  would 
never  do  that,  they  would  deal  with  It  as 
we  recommended;  they  would  say  :  you  are 
the  governing  body  ;  possibly  technically 
you  may  not  have  enough  power  given  you 
by  the  Act  of  1871,  but  if  you  have  not  we 
will  give  it  to  you  ;  it  is  your  business, 
settle  it  as  you  see  fit  And  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  is  the  only  way  it  can  be  settled.  We 
are  unquestionably  in  the  position  of  being 
the  only  body  that  can  ever  deal  with  the 
merits  of  this  case. 

For  my  part,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  what  my  own  opinion  would 
be  :  it  would  be  that  the  province  ought 
to  be  left  entirely  free  to  deal  with  Its  own 
educational  affairs.  But,  I  would  not  get 
at  it  In  the  way  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
It.  Ij.  Borden)  does,  by  saying,  the  constitu- 
tion does  that,  but  as  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  doubt  about  it  I  would  strike  out 
the  limiting  clause  and  I  -would  make  it 
so  clear  that  there  would  not  be  any  doubt 
in  the  minds  of  any  one. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDKN.  If  we  undertake  to 
do  that  and  do  not  possess  the  power  under 
the  British  North  America  Acts  1807  to  1868, 
would  not  the  courts  control  In  the  end  as 
they  have  a  dozen  times,  as  they  have  a 
hundred  times  both  with  regard  to  provin- 
cial and  Dominion  legislation  ? 


Mr.  SIFTON.  What  was  d»ne  In  the  case 
of  Manitoba  ?  Was  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  applied  ipsissima  verba? 
If  my  hon.  friend  will  look  at  it  he 
will  find  it  was  not.  He  will  find  that 
in  the  case  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  a 
special  section  was  enacted  by  this  parlia- 
ment and  he  will  find  that  although  ques- 
tions were  raised  as  to  the  competence  of 
this  parliament  to  pass  that  Act,  the  doubt 
was  not  as  to  the  competence  of  this  parlia- 
ment to  pass  section  93,  but  as  to  other  sec- 
tions. If  he  will  go  back  further  he  will 
find  that  notwithstanding  that  questions 
were  raised  as  to  competence  of  this  parlia- 
ment, the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  in  Great 
Britain  said  we  were  perfectly  competent, 
and  that  the  Manitoba  Act  was  within  the 
competency  of  this  parliament  If  this  par- 
liament had  the  power  In  the  case  of  Mani- 
toba to  put  in  a  separate  provision  for  the 
purpose  of  placing  separate  schools  clearly 
and  distinctly  upon  the  province  of  Manitoba 
have  we  not  the  power  to  change  section 
93  by  taking  out  the  limitation?  If  we 
can  do  one  thing  we  can  do  the  other ;  if 
we  can  change  a  subsection  then  we  can 
take  a  subsection  out  That  proposition  Is 
entirely  obvious. 

I  said  that  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  I 
thought  we  had  the  power  to  leave  the 
provinces  absolutely  free,  and  that  for  my 
part  if  I  bad  my  own  way  that  is  the  policy 
I  would  pursue.  But  I  quite  recognize  the 
strength  of  the  argument  upon  the  other 
side.  We  are  face  to  face  with  two  posi- 
tions—I  shall  only  detain  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes  longer  ;  I  apologize  for  speak- 
ing at  such  length. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Go  on. 

Mr.  SIFTON.  We  are  face  to  face  with 
two  propositions.  We  have  the  principle 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  to  apply. 
The  leader  of  the  government  and  myself 
can  agree  that  we  ought  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple of  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  but  as  to  the  particular  way 
in  which  we  are  to  apply  that  principle  we 
do  not  agree.  But  we  ought  to  apply  the 
principle,  and  when  we  come  to  the  ques- 
tion :  how  are  we  to  apply  it,  we  come  up 
against  two  separate  and  distinct  and  irre- 
concilable propositions.  From  my  stand- 
point I  say:  Inasmuch  as  the  Northwest 
Territories  are  not  a  constitutionally  free 
community  ;  inasmuch  as  the  ordinances 
passed  are  ordinances  passed  under  a  special 
and  limited  power ;  therefore  when  they 
come  into  the  family  of  provinces  we  ought 
not  to  apply  to  them  the  principle  of  observ- 
ing the  status  quo,  because  the  status  quo 
was  not  brought  about  by  their  own  unli- 
mited powers.  There  •  is  also  the  view 
that  is  presented  to  us  by  our  friends 
led  by  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  held  by  many  other  gentlemen 
here.   They  say— it  was  well  stated  by  the 
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Minister  of  Finance— they  say  :  you  con 
stituted  that  territory  35  years  ago ;  30 
years  ago  you  established  separate  schools ; 
you  said  when  you  were  doing  it  that  you 
intended  it  to  be  permanent ;  those  who 
made  speeches  when  the  Bill  was  presented 
to  parliament,  said  we  bring  this  Bill  to 
parliament  because  we  want  the  people  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  to  know  what 
kind  of  institutions  they  are. going  to  have, 
and  among  others  they  are  going  to  have 
separate  schools.  Half  a  million  people 
have  gone  Into  the  Northwest  Territories 
knowing  what  the  laws  were.  Although 
I  am  not  absolutely  convinced  by  the  argu- 
ment made  by  these  gentlemen,  yet  I  know 
that  out  of  that  population  of  half  a  million 
there  are  125,000  Roman  Catholics,  and  1 
further  know  that  many  of  these  people 
actually  went  to  the  educational  department 
at  Regina  by  their  authorized  representa- 
tives and  got  copies  of  these  school  ordin- 
ances so  that  they  might  know  whether 
they  would  be  allowed  to  have  separate 
schools  before  they  came  into  the  North- 
west Territories.  Therefore,  our  friends  say: 
here  is  a  state  of  affairs  existing  for  thirty 
years,  carried  on  under  your  direction,  creat- 
ing vested  rights  in  125,000  people  who  have 
gone  there  upon  the  strength  of  your  guar- 
antee. And  so,  with  some  degree  of  plausi- 
bility they  argue  :  you  are  far  more  bound 
to  maintain  that  state  of  affairs  than  If  It 
had  been  created  by  the  province,  because 
you  are  responsible  for  it  yourselves.  Here 
we  have  two  separate  and  irreconcilable 
propositions.  If  I  talked  for  ever  I  do  not 
think  I  would  convince  the  gentlemen  who 
do  not  think  as  I  do  upon  this  subject  1 
do  not  think  1  could  convince  them  that  we 
should  leave  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest 
absolutely  free  in  this  matter— although  I 
am  for  my  part  convinced  after  the  history 
of  the  question  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
and  from  the  knowledge  I  have  of  what 
public  men  in  the  Territories  think  on  this 
whole  question  from  beginning  to  end— I  am 
firmly  convinced  that  It  would  be  better  for 
the  Roman  Catholic  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  if  the  legislature  were  left 
absolutely  free.  But,  I  shall  never  convince 
the  gentlemen  who  do  not  think  so ;  I  shall 
never  get  them  to  think  as  1  do  on  the  ques- 
tion, because  if  I  talked  for  a  hundred  years 
their  views  would  be  Just  the  same  as  they 
are  to-day. 

I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  they  will  not  be  able  to  con- 
vince me.  I  do  not  think  they  would  be  able 
to  convince  me  that  it  would  not  be  better 
that  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories should  be  free.  Now,  what  are  we  go- 
ing to  do?  We  are  face  to  face  with  an  abso- 
lutely Irreconcilable  state  of  affairs.  My 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  put  it 
very  well  the  other  evening.  He  said : 
What  are  you  going  to  do  ?  what  are  you 
going  to  decide  ?  The  King's  government  I 
must  be  carried  on  ;  the  business  of  the 1 
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country  must  be  carried  on  ;  and  there  is 
only  one  of  two  ways  in  which  this  question 
can  be  decided.  The  Protestant  people  of 
Canada  can  say  to  the  Roman  Catholic  peo- 
ple :  You  cannot  convince  us,  we  cannot 
convince  you,  but  there  are  more  of  us  than 
there  are  of  you,  and  we  are  going  to  vote 
you  down.  I  put  aside  a  proposition  of  that 
kind.  There  is  no  man  in  this  government 
who  would  contemplate  attempting  to  carry 
out  a  proposition  of  that  kind  if  he  had  the 
power.  Least  of  all  would  my  hon.  friend 
who  leads  the  opposition  desire  to  see  a  pro- 
position of  that  kind  carried  out,  no  matter 
what  his  views  on  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion might  be.  Then,  what  are  you  going  to 
do  ?  What  is  the  position  of  affairs  going 
to  be  ?  You  cannot  make  a  political  reli- 
gious issue  of  these  questions  either  for  the 
members  of  this  House  or  for  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ;  and  even 
if  you  did — as  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Finance  very  well  said  :  if  those  who 
thought  in  this  House  as  I  do  combined 
with  me  and  if  the  result  of  their  efforts 
were  to  drive  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (the 
Prime  Minister)  from  office  on  this  ques- 
tion, all  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Minis- 
ter of  Finance  said  the  other  night,  and 
much  more,  would  be  true.  No  greater  poli- 
tical misfortune  could  happen  to  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite  than  that  they  should  be 
called  upon  to  take  office  under  such  circum- 
stances. Suppose  it  happened.  Every  man 
who  knows  the  political  history  of  Canada 
knows  that  we  might  fight  about  this  ques- 
tion year  In  and  year  out  for  years,  the 
political  and  financial  progress  of  the  coun- 
try might  be  paralyzed,  the  business  of  the 
country  would  be  blocked  by  the  condition 
of  affairs,  and  after  it  was  all  done,  we 
should  be  simply  where  we  had  started,  and 
the  people  would  have  to  come  together  on 
this  question  and  compromise  their  differ- 
ences. 

What  I  desire  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  con- 
clusion, is  that  I  have  very  strong  views  on 
this  question.  I  have  not  concealed  those 
views  from  the  members  of  the  House. 
There  is  a  certain  distance  that  I  am  pre- 
pared to  go  in  the  way  of  compromise  ;  I 
have  so  expressed  myself  to  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Prime  Minister.  To  the  extent 
which  is  embodied  in  the  proposition  before 
this  House  I  am  willing  to  go.  I  am  willing 
to  go  that  far  because  I  believe  that  the 
essential  principles  of  a  first-class,  thoroughly 
national  school  system  are  not  impaired,  and 
the  taint  of  what  I  call  eccleslasticlsm  in 
schools,  and  which  In  my  judgment  always 
produces  inefficiency,  will  not  be  found  In 
the  school  system  of  the  Northwest  under 
this  legislation,  unless  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  choose  to  have  it,  in  which  case 
it  is  their  business  and  not  ours.  I  may 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  found  a  very 
great  deal  of  difficulty  In  deciding  upon  my 
course  on  this  question.    When  I  saw  the 
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Bills  that  bad  been  Introduced,  I  at  once 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  1  could  not  de- 
cide upon  my  course  while  remaining  a  mem- 
ber of  the  government,  In  the  enjoyment  of 
office  and  the  emoluments  of  office.  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  that,  whatever  anybody 
else  might  do,  my  course  was  perfectly 
clear:  I  should,  when  this  question  came  up, 
be  in  a  position  to  speak  with  a  freedom  with 
which  a  member  of  the  government  could 
not  speak,  and  I  should  be  called  upon  to 
decide  to  what  extent  and  how  far  I  would 
be  prepared  to  compromise  opinions  which 
I  had  publicly  expressed,  and  opinions  which 
I  still  hold  In  order  not  to  destroy  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  country.  That  question 
which  comes  to  every  man  in  public  life 
sooner  or  later,  comes  to-day  to  a  good  many 
men  in  this  Mouse  of  Commons.  The  ques- 
tion is  how  far  a  man  is  justified  in  com- 
promising his  opinion  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  a  political  crisis.  That  is  a 
question  which  nearly  every  man  In  this 
House  has  had  to  decide  before ;  but  per- 
haps no  person  has  had  to  decide  it  under 
quite  as  remarkable  circumstances  as  the 
present.  For  myself,  as  to  the  political 
effect  upon  myself,  I  care  not  for  that.  I 
have  relieved  myself,  I  think,  of  the  impu- 
tation that  the  course  I  have  taken  has  been 
influenced  by  considerations  of  office  or  the 
considerations  of  my  party  remaining  in 
office ;  and  therefore  I  have  to  say,  having 
given  the  subject  the  best  consideration  that 
I  am  capable  of  giving  it,  and  having  given 
it  that  consideration  not  only  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  position  of  affairs  in  this  parlia- 
ment but  from  the  standpoint  of  the  position 
of  affairs  in  the  Northwest  Territories  in 
time  to  come,  that  I  can,  though  not  with 
very  much  enthusiasm,  and  with  some  de- 
gree of  reluctance,  give  my  support  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  W.  B.  NORTHRUP  (East  Hastings). 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  an  old  saying  that 
when  the  mountain  would  not  go  to  Maho- 
met, Mahomet  went  to  the  mountain,  and 
that  saying  has  been  illustrated,  I  will  not 
say  In  a  very  pleasing  way,  this  afternooon. 
I  was  very  much  puzzled,  while  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Sifton)  was  speaking,  to  know 
just  what  line  I  should  be  compelled  to  take 
in  what  appeared  to  be  a  triangular  duel. 
I  was  afraid  to  appear  even  to  assent  to  the 
opinions  of  my  hon.  friend,  lest  I  too  might 
be  treated  with  the  same  contemptuous  in- 
difference that  the  government  according  to 
his  own  account,  had  given  to  him  ;  and 
I  was  afraid  to  appear  to  differ  from  him, 
for  I  did  not  know  how  long  it  would  be 
before  I  would  find  that  he  and  I  were  in 
perfect  accord.  I  thought,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  op'ened  his  remarks,  that  he 
would  perhaps  shed  a  bright  light  on  the 
subject  under  discussion,  which  would  en- 
able us  to  understand  how  and  why  this 
country  is  being  plunged  Into  the  excitement 
which  prevails,  and  why  the  right  hon.  gen- 


tleman who  brought  down  this  Bill  brought 
it  down  so  hastily,  so  Inadvisedly,  and  ap- 
parently with  so  little  preparation.  When 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  gave  his  reasons  a  short  time  ago  for 
leaving  the  government,  be  told  us  that  he 
had  discussed  various  things  with  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  told  us  to-day  that  be  bad 
not  discussed  the  educational  question  ;  and 
yet,  when  he  spoke  the  other  day,  he  was 
careful  to  explain  that  he  had  not  neglected 
the  educational  question,  but  that,  to  quote 
his  own  words : 

When  it  was  determined  that  during  this  ses- 
sion of  parliament  legislation  should  be  intro- 
duced creating  new  provinces  out  ot  a  portion 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  I  felt  called  upon, 
In  view  of  the  history  ot  the  educational  ques- 
tion In  Canada,  to  give  very  serious  considera- 
tion to  the  position  which  I  should  take  with 
regard  to  the  legislative  power  to  be  conferred 
upon  the  provinces  in  regard  to  the  subject  of 
education. 

And  so,  Sir,  although  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  as  he  was  then,  was  spending  his 
recess  in  giving  calm  and  I  suppose  judi- 
cial consideration  to  this  Important  ques- 
tion of  education,  and  although  meeting 
his  leader  from  time  to  time  and  discussing 
the  minor  features  of  the  Bill,  he  never 
thought  It  worth  his  while  to  discuss  with 
his  leader,  nor  did  his  leader  waste  his  time 
in  discussing  with  him,  this  important  ques- 
tion of  education. 

And  so,  Sir,  it  is  that  we  find  that,  al- 
though conference  followed  conference,  no- 
thing was  said  at  these  conferences  on  the 
subject  of  education,  but  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  retiring  to  the  privacy  of  his  own 
chamber,  then  apparently  gave  himself  sole- 
ly and  exclusively  to  rapturous  contempla- 
tion of  this  interesting  subject  of  educa- 
tion. Perbaps  the  reason  that  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman did  not  before  suggest  education  to 
his  colleagues  was  because  he  had  received 
so  little  respect  and  consideration  from  them 
in  the  matters  he  had  consulted  with  them 
about,  that  he  did  not  think  it  worth  his 
while  even  to  mention  this  subject  He 
has  told  us  that  although  he  had  made 
suggestions,  being  Minister  of  the  Interior 
and  best  cognizant  of  the  needs  of  the  North- 
west, be  could  not  even  persuade  his  col- 
leagues where  they  should  draw  the  line 
between  the  two  territories,  perhaps  as 
trifling  a  proposition  as  could  be  considered. 
They  would  not  even  accept  his  suggestion 
on  such  a  trifling  matter  as  that,  but  put  the 
boundary  some  sixty  miles  west  from  where 
he  thought  it  should  be.  He  thought,  too, 
that  the  provinces  should  extend  to  the 
north,  and  no  doubt  did  bis  best  to  per- 
suade his  colleagues  that  they  should  ex- 
tend to  the  north,  but  although  he  knew 
the  situation  ten  times  as  well  as  his  ex- 
colleagues  he  was  not  consulted,  he  was  not 
made  a  member  of  this  important  sub- 
committee, and  all  his  suggestions  on  these 
points  were  treated  with  contemptuous  In- 
difference.  Then  on  the  Important  question 
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of  the  financial  arrangements  and  the  land 
question,  which  are  so  closely  connected  as 
to  form  one  subject,  we  find  that  al 
though  the  hon.  gentleman  had  strong  views 
— and  I  may  say  that  I  think  his  views  are 
far  more  correct  than  those  of  the  govern- 
ment— although  he  presented  his  case  as 
ably,  as  eloquently  and  as  persuasively  as 
he  has  this  afternoon  spoken  to  the  House, 
still,  on  that  point  too,  the  government  re 
fused  to  listen,  and  so  the  land  and  fiscal 
questions  are  complicated  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  principle  which,  as  pointed  out  by 
the  minister  this  afternoon,  shows  that  the 
government,  by  admitting  to  the  provinces 
that  we  should  pay  for  the  land,  have  ad- 
mitted that  the  provinces  have  a  right  to 
the  land.  Again  I  say  that,,  although  he 
was  right  in  his  representations,  the  gov 
eminent  treated  them  with  contemptuous 
indifference.  Then,  after  making  these  pro- 
testations and  after  being  badly  treated, 
treated  with  Indifference  in  this  way,  could 
one  imagine  that  there  was  no  irony  conceal- 
ed in  his  remarks  when  he  said  in  this 
House  that  there  was  no  pique  when  he  re- 
signed after  this  Bill  was  brought  down 
two  days  before  his  arrival  ?  We  have 
heard  many  details  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
exploits  in  the  west ;  many  rumours  have 
drifted  down  to  us  during  the  past  ten 
years,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  not  one  of 
them  will  be  received  with  less  credulity 
by  the  country  than  the  statement  he 
made  this  afternoon  as  to  the  causes 
of  his  resignation.  Just  think  for  a 
moment  the  position  that  he  put  his 
colleagues  in.  Had  the  ex-minister  come 
out  flatly,  and  bravely  said :  '  I  resign 
because  I  refuse  to  occupy  a  seat  in  '&  cabi- 
net with  men  who  do  not  understand  busi- 
ness,' then  we  would  have  understood  and 
the  country  would  have  understood.  But 
when  we  see  the  pitiable  spectacle  of  minis- 
ters bringing  down  such  a  Bill,  standing  up 
and  advocating  it  in  spite  of  such  tremend- 
ous objections  to  it  as  those  which  the  ex- 
minister  pointed  out,  and  the  existence  of 
which  they  admitted  by  changing  the  Bill, 
what  are  we  to  think  of  the  capacity  of  a 
cabinet  that  would  plunge  the  country  into 
all  the  excitement  and  turmoil  of  the  past 
few  weeks  on  a  measure  to  which  they  have 
given  so  little  attention  as  they  have  given 
to  this  ? 

The  hon.  gentleman  to-day  touched  on 
many  subjects.  There  is  one  subject  on 
which  I  did  not  intend  to  speak,  but  I  shall 
refer  to  it  In  consequence  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  SIfton),  coupled  with  what  was  said  a 
night  or  two  ago  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
also  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr.  Pater- 
sou)  last  night.  When  the  premier  was 
speaking  the  other  day  he  pointed  out  with 
regard  to  the  agitation  which  convulsed 
this  country  in  1896,  that  the  Conservative 
party  had  undoubtedly  misunderstood  their 
position,  that  at  that  time  Manitoba  stood 
in  the  same  position  as  Nova  Scotia  or  New 
Brunswick,  and  that  the  Conservative  party, 
Mr.  NORTHRUP. 


in  endeavouring  to  pass  the  Remedial  Bill 
dealing  with  Manitoba  which  stood  on  the- 
same  footing  as  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  had  entirely  misconceived  the- 
posltlon.   The  right  hon.  gentleman  pointed 
out  that  the  Privy  Council  held  that  ther»- 
were  no  separate  schools  in  Manitoba  prior 
to  the  union,  and  therefore  no  rights  of 
Catholics  in  that  province.    Therefore,  the- 
right  hon.  gentleman  objected  to  the  exer- 
cise in  this  House  of  the  powers  of  remedial 
legislation.   I  refer  to  this,  because  his  col- 
league last  night  repeated  the  same  state- 
ment, and  I  tell  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  tell  this  House,  I  tell  the  Protestant 
minority  in  Quebec  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
minority  in  Ontario,  I  tell  the  minorities  in 
every  province  in  this  Dominion,  that  the 
remedial  clause  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America,  Act  has  been  practically- 
blotted  from  the  statute  by  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  those  who  supported  him  at 
that  time.   The  Prime  Minister,  the  other 
evening,  gave  a  very  Interesting  and  very 
accurate  account  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  educational  clauses  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  were  framed.    I  entirely 
agree  with  every  word  he  uttered  on  that 
point,  but  let  me  add  one  or  two  words  to 
what  he  said.  It  Is  perfectly  true  that  when 
confederation  was  about  to  be  formed  it 
was  agreed  between  the  politicians  of  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada  that  two  Bills  should  be 
Introduced  to  this  House,  one  giving  educa- 
tional privileges  to  the  Catholic  minority  in 
Upper  Canada,  the  other  giving  educational 
privileges   to   the  Protestant  minority  la 
Lower  Canada.  These  Bills  were  introduced 
but  for  reasons  which  we  need  not  now  dis- 
cuss, they  were  not  passed;,  and  those  Bills, 
not  having-  been  passed,  and  confederation 
being  about  to  be  effected,  the  whole  scheme 
would  have  fallen  through,  because  the- 
Protestants  of  the  province  of  Quebec  re- 
fused to  enter  confederation  until  their 
educational  rights  were  secured.   Then  Sir 
George  Etienne  Cartier  and  Sir  Hector  Lan- 
gevin.  speaking  for    the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Quebec,  said  :  If  the  Protestants  of  Que- 
bec will  consent  to  going  Into  ©confedera- 
tion without  this  legislation,  we  pledge  our 
honour  that  at  the  first  session  of  the  local 
legislature  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  after 
confederation  has  l>eeu  formed,  we  will  see 
that  the  rights  you  would  have  secured  by 
the  Bill  of  last  session,  had  it  passed,  are 
con  t erred  on  you  by  a  statute  of  the  local 
legislature.    Sir  AJexander  Gait  replied  J 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  take  the  word  of 
you  gentleman  and  believe  that  you  will 
adhere  to  it.  but  times  are  fleeting,  lives  are 
uncertain  and  a  dny  may  come  when  others 
will  control  the  legislation  of  Quebec,  and 
in  that  case   what   the   local  legislature 
ave  it  can  take  away,  and    the  minority 
may  be  deprived  of  the  privileges  granted 
to  them.     Then  it  was  that  Gait,  as  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  said,  drew  with  his 
own    hand    his   famous   clause,    that  if 
after  confederation    any    right    given  to- 
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a  minority  by  a  legislature  after  con- 
federation was  taken  away,  the  minority 
had  a  right  of  appeal  to  Ottawa  in  order 
to  secure  their  just  rights.  On  those  terms, 
Sir,  the  Protestants  of  Quebec  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ontario  came  into  con- 
federation. My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sifton) 
seems  to  be  oblivious  of  the  terms  on  which 
Manitoba  came  into  confederation.  It  came 
in  under  very  peculiar  circumstances.  The 
people  of  Manitoba  treated  with  the  people 
of  the  Dominion  and  made  a  compact.  The 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics  in  Mani- 
toba alike  wished  to  have  a  provision  for 
separate  schools.  We  all  know  the  history 
of  these  things  ;  we  know  that  it  was  un- 
certain whether  the  Roman  Catholics  or 
the  Protestants  would  be  in  the  majority  in 
Manitoba,  and  it  being  wholly  uncertain 
whether  there  would  be  an  Invasion  of  Ro- 
man Catholics  from  Quebec  that  would 
make  Manitoba  a  Catholic  province,  or  an 
invasion  of  Protestants  from  England  and 
Ontario  which  would  make  It  a  Protestant 
province,  the  Roman  Catholics  and  Protest- 
ants combined  in  asking  the  legislature  to 
make  such  provisions  that  the  minority  would 
have  separate  schools.  And  so  it  was  that 
the  Act  was  passed,  an  Act  not  worth  very 
much  on  its  face,  but  being  a  compact  be- 
tween the  people  of  Manitoba  and  this  Do- 
minion, the  Act  passed  by  this  House  was 
validated  by  the  imperial  parliament,  and 
therefore  it  is  a  good  law  to-day.  What  is 
the  position  of  the  people  of  Manitoba  ? 
They  came  in  under  an  express  bargain 
which  provided  for  separate  schools.  They 
have,  under  section  93,  the  express  right  of 
appeal  to  this  parliament  at  Ottawa  In  case 
they  should  be  deprived  of  any  right  after 
they  had  come  into  confederation. 

Well,  Sir,  when  they  came  into  confed- 
eration they  were,  as  everybody  supposed, 
given  their  separate  schools.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  this  after- 
noon attacked  gentlemen  on  this  side,  be- 
cause, he  said,  we  wished  to  restore  these 
inefficient  schools.  But  he  must  remember 
that  one  of  the  conditions  we  insisted  on 
was  that  the  old  inefficiency  should  be  done 
away  with  ;  and  Roman  Catholics  were  will- 
ing to  agree  that  the  schools  should  be 
made  efficient.  All  that  we  on  this  side 
wished  to  do  was,  as  loyal  Canadians  to 
stand  by  our  word  and  keep  the  honour  of 
Canada  unsullied. 

The  appeal  came  to  Ottawa.  As  the 
Prime  Minister  said,  the  highest  court  In 
the  realm,  the  Privy  Council  decided  that 
it  was  intended  to  give  separate  schools  to 
Manitoba,  and  that  this  legislation  was 
strong  enough  to  give  them  had  it  been 
properly  based.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  schools 
were  not  there  under  the  law  or  in  practice 
before  Manitoba  enterd  confederation,  they 
had  failed,  and  they  were  not  entitled  un- 
der the  law,  to  the  separate  schools.  The 
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Roman  Catholics,  having  appealed  to  the 
courts,  like  good  subjects  bowed  to  the  de- 
cision, but  they  came  to  us  for  a  law  to 
remedy  their  grievance.  And  the  reason 
why  I  say  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
wiped  that  clause  out  of  the  statute-book 
and  deprived  minorities  throughout  the  Do- 
minion of  the  protection  they  had,  is  that 
no  one  can  conceive  of  any  circumstances 
under  which  any  province  could  come  to 
Ottawa  with  a  stronger  case  than  that 
with  which  Manitoba  came  here.  Every 
one  knew  that  separate  schools  were  meant 
to  be  given,  that  the  attempt  was  made  to 
then  give  It,  and  that  It  was  believed  that 
that  attempt  was  effective.  Every  one  knew 
that  Manitoba  itself  understood  that  the 
separate  schools  were  established.  And, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  strongest 
that  could  arise,  the  minority  in  Manitoba 
came  asking  us  not  to  coerce  the  province, 
but  to  give  the  minority  the  rights  which, 
it  was  intended  to  give  them.  And  when 
the  government  of  the  day,  though  anxious 
to  live  up  to  the  spirit  of  confederation  and 
protect  minorities ,  they  were  prevented  from 
doing  so  by  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  If  the  local  legis- 
lature of  Quebec  should  repeal  every  law 
that  has  been  made  to  assist  the  Protestant 
minority  since  confederation— and  many  of 
them  have  been  passed— if  the  provincial 
legislature  of  Ontario  should  repeal  the  laws 
under  which  the  separate  schools  of  that 
province  have  been  maintained,  they  have 
the  legal  power  to  do  it.  It  is  beyond 
question  that  to-day  every  single  privilege 
in  regard  to  their  schools  that  the  Protes- 
tants of  Quebec  and  the  Catholics  of  On- 
tario enjoy,  they  owe  to  generosity  and 
forbearance  of  the  majority.  All  the  pro- 
visions for  the  protection  of  separate 
schools  under  the  constitution  are  practi- 
cally worthless  because  they  are  unwork- 
able. Therefore,  I  say  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  should  speak 
with  some  reticence  on  the  educational 
question  in  view  of  the  lamentable  exper- 
ience of  the  minorities  of  this  Dominion 
solely  through  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  himself.  I  would  not 
have  dealt  with  this  subject  of  Manitoba, 
had  It  not  been  referred  to  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  presenting  the  Bill,  and  last 
evening  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr. 
Paterson)  and  this  afternoon  by  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  their 
utterances  on  the  subject  making  it  neces- 
sary to  say  a  few  words  to  show  in  what 
way  they  have  misconceived  the  position 
of  the  Conservative  party  at  that  time.  If 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  misconceived 
the  attitude  of  his  opponents  at  the  time 
when  he  came  into  power  we  may  excuse 
him  if  he  has  forgotten  some  things  which 
he  might  well  have  remembered  when  he 
brouelit  this  Bill  down  for  the  consideration 
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of  the  House.  In  Introducing  the  Bill  on 
the  21st  of  February,  the  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  used  the  following  words  : — 

A  great  deal  has  been  done  in  fact,  more  has 
been  done  than  we  have  to  do  to-day.  We 
have  to  take  the  last  step  but  It  is  easy  and 
comparatively  unimportant  in  view  of  and  in 
comparison  with  what  has  already  been  ac- 
complished. The  metal  has  been  in  the  cru- 
cible and  all  we  have  to  do  now,  is  to  put  the 
stamp  of  Canadian  nationality  upon  it. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman's  colleague  the 
Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  spoke  a 
couple  of  nights  ago.  He  had  seen  this 
Bill,  not  before  it  was  introduced  but  be- 
fore he  spoke.  But  between  the  Prime  Min- 
ister's speech  and  his  own,  apparently,  he 
had  heard  something  from  the  country  that 
his  leader  had  not  anticipated,  so  that  when 
be  spoke— and  he  is  a  most  careful  speaker- 
he  said  : 

We  have  to-day  before  us  perhaps  the  most 
important  measures  that  have  ever  engaged 
the  attention  ot  the  parliament  of  Canada. 

Now,  Sir,  is  it  not,  to  put  it  mildly,  a  lit- 
tle disappointing  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  when  called  upon  to  discuss  a  measure 
which  is  evoking  such  a  feeling  as  this 
Bill  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
in  introducing  it  should  tell  us  that  It  Is 
a  matter  of  such  little  Importance  that  it 
is  hardly  worth  while  wasting  time  over  it; 
—while,  a  few  days  later,  the  Minister  of 
Finance— who  might  have  been  justified  in 
using  the  language  of  his  leader,  and  saying 
the  Bill  was  of  no  moment,  because  his 
leader  thought  the  BUI  of  so  little  impor- 
tance as  to  be  not  worth  while  submitting 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Minster  of  Fin- 
ance and  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  the 
two  experts  whose  opinion  would  be  re- 
quired—frankly admits  that  it  is  the  most 
Important  measure  that  we  have  had  in 
many  a  day.  I  go  further  than  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  say,  in  all  sincerity,  that 
not  only  is  It  the  most  important  measure 
before  parliament  to-day,  but  I  believe  that 
it  is  the  most  Important  measure  that  has 
ever  been  before  this  House,  the  most  im- 
portant measure — and  I  say  it  with  a  due 
consciousness  of  the  seriousness    of  my 
words— that  will  be  brought  before  any  Eng- 
lish speaking  assembly  for  many  a  day  to 
come.   Let  me  explain  why  I  say  that. 
A  great  dt»al  has  been  said  by  some  speak- 
ers in  the  way  that  I  sincerely  regret.     1  ■ 
trust  I  shall  be  able  to  express  myself  on 
these  vexed  questions  without  using  a  sin- 1 
gle  word  that  will  be  offensive  to  any  one.  _ 
I  do  not  see  why  one  cannot  express  Ms  ' 
views  conscientiously  and  frankly  without 
being  offensive.    And  I  must  pay  the  ex- 
Miuister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  the 
compliment  of  saying  that  there  was  no- 
thing said  by  him  this  afternoon  that  could 
be  offensive  to  any  one  on  either  side  of 
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the  House.    I  hope  to  follow  the  good  ex- 
ample that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  set 
But,  when  we  are  dealing  with  half  a  mil- 
lion square  miles  of  territory  of  our  North- 
west, we  must  not  forget  that  time  is  fleet- 
ing, that  history  moves  on,  and  that  nowa- 
days great  changes  take  place  within  a 
few  years.   We  have  often  been  referred  to 
the  year  1875  in  this  debate,  the  year  when 
the  law  was  passed  for  the  regulation  of  the 
Northwest,  when  the  school  law  was  placed 
upon  the  statute-book.     Who  would  have 
expected  at  that  time  that  people  to-day 
would  be  spending  time  in  discussing  the 
school  regulations  for  a  country  in  which, 
I  understand,  there  were  In  1875,  only  about 
500  people.    We  know  that  that  part  of 
the  country  was  then  regarded  as  a  part 
that  would  not  attain  anything  like  the  im- 
portance it  has  attained  to-day.    Within  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  since  the  building  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  wonderful 
changes  have  come  over  that  part  of  oar 
country.     Immigration  is  pouring  in  and 
development  is  rapidly  progressing.  Not 
only  are  the  eyes  of  the  old  provinces  fixed 
on  the  Northwest,  but  the  eyes  of  the  em- 
pire are  upon  that  country  as  the  future 
granary  of  the  empire.     More  than  that, 
Sir,  we  know  that  the  eyes  of  the  whole 
world  are  turned  to  the  Northwest  as  be- 
ing the  most  attractive  place  for  immigra- 
tion for  those  leaving  the  countries  of  the 
old  world,  which  are  not  so  free  as  ours, 
and  wishing  to  find  new  homes.    It  seems 
that  we  are  approaching  this  subject  In  a 
parish  spirit  if  we  cannot  see  more  In  it 
than  a  few  details  concerning  the  regulation 
of  a  few  schools.    The  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  has  quoted  some  eminent  Roman 
Catholic  prelate  as  saying  that  these  schools 
differed  nothing  from  public  schools  except 
in  the  name.    If  there  is  so  little  to  dis- 
tinguish them,  if  they  are  practically  one 
and  the  same  thing,  why  should  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  have  thrown  this  firebrand 
into  the  political  arena  ?   The  right  hon. 
gentleman  discussed  the  Bill,  with  a  sub- 
committee consisting  of  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  whose  ability  as  a 
lawyer  we  are  all  proud  of  In  this  House ; 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Postmaster 
General  (Sir  William  Mulock).     If  In  dis- 
cussing it  with  these  gentlemen— which  one 
representing  the  Northwest  I  do  not  know, 
which  one  representing  the  adverse  view 
on  education  to  that  held  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister himself  I  do  not  know— none  of  them 
was  willing  to  discuss  It  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  majority  of  the  Northwest, 
why  could  not  the  Prime  Minister  have 
waited  until  his  Minister  of  the  Interior  had 
returned  ?    Why  could  not  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  have  waited  till  bis  Minister  of 
Finance  returned  ?  Why  could  he  not  have 
waited  an  hour  or  two  until  Mr.  Haultaln 
could  have  been  found  ?  Why  could  not  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  have  done  something 
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to  avoid  the  introduction  of  this  unfortun- 
ate question  into  the  political  arena  ? 

Now,  Sir,  the  position  unfortunately  is 
this,  that,  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago, 
the  right  bon.  gentleman  has  by  his  own 
act  practically  blotted  out  clause  3  from  sec- 
tion 93  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
and  therefore  it  is  that  at  such  a  time  as 
tills  we  should  endeavour  to  legislate,  not 
In  the  spirit  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  the  other  evening,  as  represent- 
ing individual  constituencies,  but  legislate 
as  representatives  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
When  the  right  hon.  gentleman  was  speak- 
ing he  pointed  out  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  do  certain  things,  for  instance,  to 
extend  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba,  be- 
cause the  representatives  of  the  Northwest 
objected  to  that.  Now,  I  object  for  my 
part  to  such  an  interpretation  of  our  duties 
as  that  I  submit  that  we  shall  certainly 
come  to  grief  if  we  cannot  in  the  first  In- 
stance, understand  our  own  duties  and  res- 
ponsibilities here.  We  are  here  as  represent- 
atives, not  primarily  of  our  individual  con- 
stituencies ;  every  man  sitting  In  this 
House  Is  the  representative  of  all  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  I  claim  to  represent  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Just  as  much  as 
any  gentleman  coming  from  the  provinces 
of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan.  And  when 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared  to  adopt 
the  views  of  seven  gentlemen  from  those 
Territories,  gentlemen  elected  on  different 
lines  altogether,  without  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion in  deciding  the  future  of  that  great 
country  which  at  no  distant  day  must  hold 
the  balance  of  power  In  this  Dominion,  I 
can  only  say  on  that  point  emphatically, 
that  I  differ  from  him.  If  we  could  induce 
the  right  hon.  gentleman,  assisted  perhaps 
by  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior — because 
we  would  be  delighted  to  have  his  assist- 
ance, though  we  would  want  to  have  It  be- 
fore we  got  very  far  away,  because  he  might 
change  his  mind  before  we  met  again — If 
we  could  possibly  induce  the  premier  to  be 
guided  in  some  way  by  considerations  of  the 
trifling  character  of  the  change  suggested 
in  the  schools  as  pointed  out,  though  a 
tremendous  change  as  some  people  think, 
surely  something  might  be  done  to  avoid 
this  difficulty.  Something  has  been  said 
about  the  law  of  1875  being  a  law  under 
which  the  people  were  induced  to  go  into 
the  Northwest,  and  that  they  have  a  right 
to  believe  that  it  will  be  maintained.  Now 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the 
Interior  how  many  of  his  Doukhobors  or 
Galiclans  could  he  name  to-day  who  went 
to  the  Northwest  because  they  had  read  the 
parliamentary  debate  of  1875,  and  were  sat- 
isfied that  their  school  rights  would  be 
maintained  ?  If  by  any  possibility  any 
weight  were  to  be  attached  to  that  argu- 
ment—which I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself  really  considered  as  an  argu- 
ment, I  myself  took  it  merely  as  one  of  his 
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pleasantries — If  there  were  any  weight  to 
be  attached  to  that  argument,  then  at  least 
the  same  weight  must  be  attached  to  the 
opinion  of  men  of  the  standing  of  the  Hon. 
David  Mills,  and  Sir  Louis  Davles,  and  Sir 
John  Thompson,  who  all  said  that  when  par- 
liament came  to  form  the  provinces  It  would 
be  perfectly  free  to  do  as  It  saw  fit 

Now,  before  discussing  the  subject  Itself, 
let  me  consider  one  or  two  remarks  of  the 
ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior.  When  the  bon. 
gentleman  was  speaking  of  the  causes  that 
led  him  to  withdraw  from  the  government, 
he  pointed  out  that  the  original  clause  as 
introduced  by  the  government  had  a  certain 
meaning,  and  that  subsequently  it  was  modi- 
fled  so  that  be  could  accept  It  The  hon. 
gentleman  pointed  out  that  In  the  first  In- 
stance the  difference  between  what  he  want- 
ed and  what  he  got  was  so  great  that  be 
was  compelled  to  lay  down  the  seals  of 
office,  to  abandon  all  the  patronage  and 
emoluments  of  office,  and  to  sink  down  to  the 
level  of  an  ordinary  member,  and  all  for 
conscience.  But  what  was  it  the  hon.  gentle- 
man had  to  salve  his  conscience  for  all  these 
serious  losses  ?  I  think  if  I  remembetr 
his  language  correctly  he  said  there  was  a 
possibility  that  if  a  university  were  en- 
dowed, there  mlgbt  be  a  discussion  as  to 
the  rights  of  the  respective  parties  as  to  a 
share  in  the  money.  Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man said  that  under  the  original  clause 
as  introduced,  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1875  were  also  enacted.  Now  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  1875  Act 
he  will  find  there  Is  nothing  in  that  Act 
whatever  that  provides  machinery  by  which 
these  schools  shall  be  carried  on.  The  1875 
Act  says  in  effect  that  Protestant  and  Bo- 
man  Catholics,  respectively,  whenever  in 
a  minority,  are  to  be  allowed  to  have  sepa- 
rate schools,  are  to  be  allowed  to  appropriate 
their  own  taxation  to  the  support  of  their 
schools,  and  are  not  to  be  compelled  to  sup- 
port any  other  schools.  That  Is  all  there 
was  in  the  Act  of  1875.  There  was  not  a 
word  in  it  about  giving  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  charge  of  the  schools,  there  was 
not  a  word  in  it  about  this,  that  or  the  other 
regulation,  or  ordinance,  but  the  local  au- 
thorities were  to  be  allowed  to  do  as  they 
saw  fit,  except  that  they  must  not  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  of  minorities  to  have 
their  own  separate  schools,  be  they  Protes- 
tant or  Roman  Catholic,  and  to  apply  their 
own  taxation  for  their  maintenance.  Sub- 
sequently the  hon.  gentleman  pointed  out 
that  certain  changes  were  made  by  the  local 
authorities.  Now  would  the  hon.  gentleman 
pretend  to  say  that  anybody  whose  opin- 
ion was  worth  considering  ever  thought 
that  the  local  authorities  which  had  passed 
those  ordinances  had  not  the  right  to  repeal 
them  ?  They  passed  them,  they  existed  for 
a  time,  and  they  repealed  them,  and  that 
,  is  all  there  was  about  it  And  If  the  Act 
'.  as  first  Introduced  had  gone  into  effect  the 
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people  of  the  Northwest  would  have  had 
just  such  schools  as  they  will  have  to-day, 
with  all  the  rights  and  privileges  attaching 
to  those  schools  as  they  are  to-day.  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  is  not  the  case 
under  the  present  Act  ?  Would  he  pretend 
to  say  that  under  the  Act  now  before  the 
House  minorities  in  the  Northwest  have 
not  exactly  the  same  rights  and  privileges 
tbey  would  have  had  under  the  original 
clause,  except  that  he  suggests  that  they 
might  in  some  occult  way  be  put  back  to 
the  day  of  1875  when  the  hierarchy  were 
controlling  the  schools  ?  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman's  reference  to  the  university  was 
rather  an  amusing  one.  I  am  Inclined  to 
think  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read 
the  clauses  carefully  side  by  side  he  will 
find  that  there  is  no  ground  whatever  for  the 
objection  he  raises.  Let  me  read  the  origin- 
al clause  as  It  appeared  when  the  Bill  was 
first  Introduced  : 

In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by 
the  legislature  In  aid  of  education,  and  In  the 
distribution  of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act  

Any  moneys  appropriated  by  the  legisla- 
ture for  education,  or  any  moneys  coming 
arising  from  the  sale  of  lands. 

There  shall  be  no  discrimination  between  the 
public  schools  and  the  separate  schools,  and 
such  moneys  shall  be  applied  to  the  support 
of  public  and  separate  schools  in  equitable 
shares  or  proportion. 

That  Is  to  say,  that  every  dollar  applied 
for  schools  is  to  be  divided  equitably  between 
public  and  separate  schools.  But  what  is 
there  in  that  clause  to  suggest  that  if  the 
legislature  choose  to  endow  a  university, 
either  the  majority  or  the  minority  will  be 
discriminated  against  because  in  1910,  per- 
haps, the  legislature  might  give  a  sum  to 
endow  a  university  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
had  to  go  very  far  afield  to  find  such  an 
argument  as  that  to  Justify  his  course.  When 
we  come  to  simmer  it  down — if  I  am  omit- 
ting any  point  I  am  willing  to  be  corrected— 
when  we  come  to  simmer  It  down  he  who, 
for  two  or  three  weeks,  has  stood  on  the 
highest  pedestal  In  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
■worshipped  as  a  martyr  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other,  whose  praises  could 
not  be  drowned  even  by  the  rolling  waves 
of  the  Labrador  coast,  and  which  were  waft- 
ed even  to  the  sunny  slopes  of  the  west, 
that  hon.  gentleman  who  has  posed  for  two 
or  three  weeks  as  a  conscientious  martyr 
who  would  lose  anything  rather  than  prin- 
ciple, wbo  was  prepared  to  suffer  anything 
espppt  a  wound  to  his  conscienne-Jthat  hon. 
gentleman  comes  down  to-day  and  kisses 
the  hand  that  smote  him,  and  the  only  pos- 
sible excuse  that  he  can  give  for  his  Ingrati- 
tude, for  his  disloyalty  to  his  chief.  Is 
that  he  thought  that  under  this  second 
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clause,  if  passed,  there  might  possibly  come 
a  day  when  they  would  endow  a  university, 
and  there  might  be  a  dispute  between  the 
majority  and  the  minority  as  to  the  distri- 
bution of  their  funds  for  that  university, 
while  under  the  amended  clause  there  could 
be  no  trouble. 

Surely,  If  ever  there  was  a  cause  to  which 
the  old  adage  parturlunt  montes,  nascitur 
mus— the  mountain  has  laboured  and 
brought  forth  a  mouse— applies,  it  Is  this 
one. 

I  think  I  will  be  Justified  In  saying  that 
when  a  measure  of  the  importance  of  this 
U  brought  before  this  House  the  burden 
rests  entirely  on  those  who  proposed  it,  of 
showing  parliament  that  the  measure  of  such 
a  character  that  it  is  our  duty  to  pass  It 
It  is  not  part  of  the  duty  of  the  opposition 
to  show  that  the  measure  Is  not  a  proper 
one.  The  burden  surely  rests  on  the  govern- 
ment of  the  day,  bringing  down  such  an 
important  measure,  to  show  that  it  is  one 
that  should  really  be  passed  by  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government  in 
Introducing  the  Bill— and  I  am  sorry  he  is 
not  here  at  the  present  moment— laid  great 
stress — page  1517  of  '  Hansard ' — on  the  fact 
that  we,  the  people  of  Canada,  occupied  a 
peculiar  position,  because  we  have  bought 
and  owned  these  Northwest  lands.  He  de- 
clared that  we  had  bought  these  lands,  that 
we  owned  them  and  that  we  own  them  now 
and  therefore  surely  the  old  saying  should 
hold  good:  Can  a  man  not  do  as  he  likes  with 
his  own  ?  I  am  sorry  he  is  not  here,  but  I 
see  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  in  his 
place,  and.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice,  on  behalf  of  his  chief, 
to  tell  me  from  whom  Canada  bought  these 
lands,  when  she  bought  them  and  how  Can- 
ada got  her  title  to  those  lands  ?  When  the 
statement  is  made,  from  which  Inferences 
are  drawn,  that  we  own  these  lands,  I  say 
that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  should  be  pre- 
pared with  some  proof  to  substantiate  that 
statement  I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  an  hon.  gentleman  sitting  behind  him 
having  heard  him  make  the  statement 
that  we  did  own  these  lands  might  give 
his  support  to  the  measure  which  he  might 
not  give  If  he  knew  we  did  not  own  these 
lands  and  that  we  never  owned  them.  If 
there  were  any  doubt  about  the  question 
one  would  only  have  to  look  at  the  state 
papers  at  the  time  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 
pany ceded  its  rights  to  the  Crown.  A  com- 
mittee was  appointed,  composed  of  Sir 
George  Cartier  and  Mr.  McDougall ;  they 
looked  thoroughly  Into  the  subject  and  they 
made  a  report.  Their  report  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  had 
no  title  whatever  to  these  lands,  that 
they  never  did  have  a  title  and  they  gave  an 
abundance  of  reasons  why  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  never  could  have  had  a  title. 
Without  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
by  going  into  this  simple  question  I  might 
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merely  in  a  few  words  Illustrate  the  point 
by  saying  that  at  the  time  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  obtained  Its  grant  from 
Charles  II  the  grant  did  not  profess  to  give 
the  lands  In  the  Northwest  Territories.  In 
the  next  place  if  the  Crown  did  profess  to 
cede  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  the  lands 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  Great  Britain 
did  not  own  these  lands  at  that  time  and 
did  not  acquire  them  from  France  for  many 
years  afterwards.  It  is  certain  that  if  Great 
Britain  did  not  own  them  Great  Britain 
could  not  give  them  and  did  not  give  them 
to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  All  that 
Great  Britain  did  was  to  grant  certain  rights 
to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  in  regard  to 
fishing,  trade  and  commerce.  The  Hudson 
Bay  Company  never  owned  these  lands  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  and  never  profess- 
ed to  'hell  them  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
In  Vol.  11,  No.  5,  sessional  papers,  1869, 
paper  25,  April  23,  after  giving  all  the  rea- 
sons why  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  had 
never  acquired  any  title  to  the  Northwest 
Territories,  Sir  George  Cartler  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall  concluded  as  follows  : 

The  country  which  in  view  of  these  facts 
must  be  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
charter  Includes  all  the  lands  fit  for  cultivation 
and  settlement  in  that  -part  of  British  America. 

Then  as  to  Rupert's  Land,  which  of  course 
is  no  part  of  the  land  we  are  now  dealing 
with,  they  say  : 

i 

We  are  thus  led  to  the  same  conclusion  as  in 
the  case  of  the  territory  claimed,  but  not  owned  I 
by  the  company,  viz.,  that  what  they  propose  ( 
to  sell  has  no  pecuniary  or  commercial  value,  i 
They  are  there,  however,  by  at  least  a  show  of  | 
right.   Being  there  they  obstruct  the  progress 
ot  imperial  and  colonial  policy  and  put  in 
jeopardy  the  sovereign  rights  of  the  crown  over 
one-third  (and  as  some  think  even  a  larger  por- 
tion) of  the  North  American  continent. 

What  is  it  worth  to  have  this  obstruction 
quietly  removed  ?  This  is,  perhaps  the  true 
question,  but  the  answer  we  submit,  belongs 
rather  to  Her  Majesty's  government  which  has 
the  power,  in  the  case  of  resistance,  to  remove 
the  evil  by  summary  process,  than  to  those 
who  are  little  more  than  spectators  of  the 
negotiation. 

That  report  having  been  given  the  Execu- 
tive Council  made  the  following  report : 

Report  of  committee  of  executive  council  ap- 
proved 22nd  June,  1866,  volume  1,  No.  7,  1867- 
1868.    Sessional  papers. 

In  the  first  place  the  committee  do  not  admit 
that  the  company  have  a  legal  title  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  Northwestern  territory  which  is  At 
for  cultivation  and  settlement.  This  fertile 
tract  is  a  belt  of  land  stretching  along  the 
northern  frontier  of  the  United  States  to  the 
base  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  Canada  has 
always  disputed  the  title  of  the  company  to  it. 

So  we  have  the  unquestionable  fact  that 
Canada  always  disputed  with  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  that  they  bad  any  title  to 
these  lands,  and  we  have  the  fact  that  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  ceded  all  their  rights 


to  the  Crown.  But,  my  right  hon.  friend 
must  say  If  the  rights  are  in  the  Crown  in 
regard  to  these  lands  then  we  have  a  right 
to  administer  them.  There  Is  where  we  take 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  We 
take  issue  with  him  when  he  says  the  Domin- 
ion is  supreme.  The  Dominion  is  supreme 
m  its  sphere,  but  the  provinces  are  just  as 
supreme  within  their  spheres.  In  a  pro- 
vince the  Crown  Is  represented  by  the  pro- 
vince just  the  same  as  in  the  Dominion  the 
Crown  Is  represented  by  the  Dominion.  The 
contention  we  put  forward  Is  that  by  virtue 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  as  soon 
as  the  provinces  come  Into  existence  the 
Crown,  as  to  the  land  within  them,  will  be 
represented  by  the  provinces  themselves 
and  that  while  the  Dominion  may  have  the 
power  to  make  certain  laws  for  the  peace, 
order  and  good  government  of  these  provin- 
ces the  title  to  the  land  Is  in  the  Crown  and 
the  Crown  is  represented  in  the  provinces 
by  the  provincial  authorities.  We  had  that 
matter  before,  the  House  a  short  time  ago. 
The  Attorney  General  of  British  Columbia 
brought  action  against  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  Dominion.  We  all  remember  that 
when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was 
built  a  grant  was  made  of  an  area  20  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  road  out  of  the  British 
Columbia  lands.  The  province  of  British 
Columbia  received  $100,000  a  year  from  the 
Dominion  In  consideration  of  the  grant,  but 
after  this  land  was  granted  gold  was  dis- 
covered and  the  question  arose :  To  whom 
does  this  gold  belong  ?  The  Dominion 
said  :  We  have  the  grant  of  land  ;  It  is 
our  gold.  The  province  gave  us  the  land 
and  now  we  have  the  land  and  the  minerals 
on  it.  But,  the  Privy  Council  said  no,  that 
the  province  represented  the  Crown  and 
that  the  Crown  could  not  part  with  its 
minerals  unless  It  expressly  said  that  it 
parted  with  its  minerals ;  the  minerals  re- 
main in  the  Crown,  the  Crown  is  represented 
by  the  province  and  the  province  is  entitled 
to  them.  In  the  same  way  we  are  asked  to 
believe  that  these  lands  belong  to  the  Dom- 
inion. The  right  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment says  tUat  the  Dominion  own  these 
lands,  whereas  we  say  she  never  bought 
them,  she  never  owned  them  and  the  pro- 
vince is  the  proper  authority  to  administer 
them. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Bee  ess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

ONTARIO  AND  MINNESOTA  POWER 
COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  86)  re- 
specting the  Ontario  and  Minnestoa  Power 
Company,  Limited.— Mr.  Campbell. 
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On  section  12, 

Mr.  SPROULB.  Why  do  you  want  the 
Railway  Act  to  apply  to  this  private  corpor- 
ation ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  They  will  build  pulp 
mills,  flour  mills  and  saw  mills,  and  possibly 
some  sort  of  a  railway  will  be  required  in 
connection  with  their  timber  limits.  What 
is  the  objection  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  objection  is  that  you 
are  making  a  Railway  Act  apply  to  a  private 
concern.  It  seems  to  me  the  only  reason  it 
should  apply  Is  for  the  purpose  of  appro- 
priating property,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
should   apply  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  GRANT.  I  was  present  in  the  Private 
Bills  Committee  and  this  very  section  was 
thoroughly  threshed  out.  On  the  advice  of 
the  Solicitor  General  and  other  lawyers  it 
was  deemed  to  be  In  the  public  interest  that 
this  clause  should  be  inserted. 

Mr.  BARR.  I  think  it  is  to  enable  them 
to  acquire  property.  This  was  very  cure- 
fully  considered  in  the  Railway  Committee. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  have  now  the  Railway 
Act  before  me,  and  its  application  to  this 
case  is  that  the  company  may  erect  tele- 
phones. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  This  provision  is  to 
oblige  them  to  have  the  consent  of  the 
municipalities. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ATHABASKA  RAILWAY  AND  OIL  COMPANY. 

Bill  (No.  117)  to  incorporate  the  Atha- 
baska  Railway  and  Oil  Company— Mr.  Oliver 
— was  considered  In  committee,  reported, 
and  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  OLIVER  moved  that  the  Bill  do  now 
pass,  and  that  the  title  be  'To  incorporate 
the  Athabaska  Railway  Company.' 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INTERNATIONAL  TERMINAL  AND  BRIDGE 
COMPANY. 

Bill  (No.  87)  to  Incorporate  the  Inter- 
national Terminal  and  Bridge  Company — 
Mr.  T.  G.  Johnston— was  considered  in  com- 
mittee, reported,  and  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  T.  G.  JOHNSTON  moved  that  the 
Bill  do  now  pass,  and  the  title  be  '  To  in- 
corporate the  International  Bridge  and  Ter- 
minal Company.' 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TEMAGAMI  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Bill  (No.  91)  respecting  the  Temagami 
Railway  Company — Mr.  McCool — was  con- 
sidered in  committee,  reported,  and  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  NORTHRUP. 


Mr.  McCOOL  moved  that  the  Bill  do  now 
pass,  and  the  title  be  'Respecting  the  On- 
tario, Northern  and  Temagami  Railway 
Company.' 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CONSIDERED     IN     COMMITTEE— THIRD 
READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  118)  respecting  the  Alberta  Cen- 
tral Railway  Company. — Mr.  Oliver. 

Bill  (No.  63)  to  incorporate  the  Brantford 
and  Woodstock  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Schell  (Oxford). 

Bill  (No.  57)  to  Incorporate  'La  Com- 
pagnie  du  chemln  de  fer  electrique  de  Trols- 
Rivieres,  St  Maurice,  Maskinonge  et  Cham- 
plain.' — Mr.  Bureau. 

Bill  (No.  73)  to  incorporate  La  Compagnie 
du  chemin  de  fer  Montreal,  Quebec  et  Sud. 
—Mr.  Gervais. 

Bill  (No.  74)  respecting  the  Medicine  Hat 
and  Northern  Alberta  Railway  Company. — 
Mr.  P.  Talbot. 

Bill  (No.  109)  respecting  the  Hudson 
Bay  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — Mr. 
Calvert. 

BUI  (No.  88)  to  incorporate  the  Athabaska 
Northern  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Turriff. 

Bill  (No.  96)  respecting  the  Montreal  and 
Southern  Counties  Railway  Company.— 
Mr.  Gcoffrlon. 

Bill  (No.  100)  respecting  the  Guelpb  and 
Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company.— Mr. 
Guthrie. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  122)  to  Incorporate  the  Grand 
River  and  Western  Power  Company. — Mr. 
Zimmerman. 

Bill  (No.  123)  respecting  the  Board  of  the 
Presbyterian  College,  Halifax.— Mr.  Sinclair. 

Bill  (No.  124)  respecting  the  Farmers' 
Bank  of  Canada.— Mr.  Thomas  Martin. 

Bill  (No.  125)  to  incorporate  the  Crown 
Casualty  Company  of  Canada.— Mr.  Gervais. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  establish  and  pro- 
vide for  the  government  of  the  province  of 
Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of  Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
you  left  the  chair  at  six  o'clock,  I  was  about 
to  consider  the  position  this  House  is  in 
with  regard  to  one  particular  clause  of  the 
Northwest  Bill,  that  Is  to  say,  the  educa- 
tional clause. 

Perhaps,  before  considering  our  position, 
it  would  not  be  out  of  place  to  remind  the 
House  of  a  matter  known  to  all,  and  that 
is  that  every  civilized  nation  looks  after 
the  education  of  its  youth.   There  must,  of 
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course,  be  some  reason  other  than  Individual 
reasons  ;  there  must  of  necessity  be  some 
public,  national  reason,  when  we  find  in 
every  land  the  nation,  in  self-defence,  tak- 
ing charge  of  this  particular  item  of  educa- 
tion, and  when  we  find  every  civilized  na- 
tion agreeing  as  to  the  importance  that  is 
attached  to  supplying  its  youth  with  the 
best  possible,  education  they  can  receive. 
I  think,  Sir,  we  may  take  It  for  granted 
that  the  reason  the  state  desires  to  control 
the  education  of  its  youth  is  that  intelli- 
gent peoples  recognize  that  the  greatest 
handicap  to  which  youth  can  be  subjected 
is  the  want  of  education.  We  know  perfect- 
ly well  in  our  own  country  that  if  two  lads 
start  out  in  life,  one  handicapped  by  a  lack 
of  education  and  the  other  possessed  of  an 
education,  there  is  no  doubt  who  will  be  the 
successful  man  and  who  will  be  the  hewer 
of  wood  and  drawer  of  water  for  the  other. 
The  same  thing  applies  as  between  nations. 
We  all  recognize  that  if  one  nation  looks 
after  the  education  of  Its  youth,  while  an- 
other nation  neglects  to  do  so,  the  nation 
which  neglects  the  education  of  Its  youth 
will  be  the  servant  of  the  other.  To-day 
the  nations  of  the  world  have  taken  upon 
themselves  to  look  after  the  subject  of 
education  for  the  reason  that  I  have  given. 

Why  is  it  that  in  this  country  education 
is,  by  the  British  North  America  Act,  al- 
lotted to  the  provinces  ?  We  have  the 
division  of  a  great  many  powers  given  under 
the  British  North  America  Act.  To  the  Do- 
minion is  allotted  the  power  to  legislate  ex- 
clusively on  many  subjects  and  to  the  pro- 
vinces is  allotted  the  power  to  legislate  ex- 
clusively on  many  other  subjects.  Is  there 
any  reason  why,  in  our  own  country,  this 
particular  subject  of  education  has  been 
allotted  to  the  provlnaes  ?  I  think  there  Is 
a  well-known  reason,  and  I  am  going  to 
point  out  that,  although  it  has  frequently 
been  said  in  tills  debate  that  the  provinces 
have  not  the  exclusive  right  to  legislate  on 
that  subject  as  they  have  touching  other 
matters,  practically  they  have  the  exclusive 
right.  There  is  a  limitation  to  their  right 
to  legislate  upon  education.  They  cannot 
legislate  as  freely  perhaps  as  they  can  legis- 
late on  other  subjects,  but  their  right  Is  ex- 
clusive. No  other  power  has  the  right  to 
legislate,  except  that  in  certain  cases  an 
application  can  be  made  to  the  Dominion, 
under  the  remedial  clause,  which,  as  was 
Illustrated  in  the  Manitoba  school  case,  has 
been  practically  blotted  out  of  the  statute- 
book.  We  ask  why  it  is  that  in  our  country 
the  Dominion' has  no  jurisdiction  or  legisla- 
tive power,  except  in  exceptional  cases,  in  re- 
gard to  education  and  that  the  power  of 
legislation  is  given  exclusively  to  the  prov- 
inces? We  have  the  answer  to  that.  We  know 
that  the  great  father  of  confederation,  Sir 
John  Macdonald  himself,  favoured  a  legisla- 
tive and  not  a  federal  union.  His  idea  was  to 
have  a  great  central  parliament,  as  they 
have  it  in  the  mother  country,  conferring 
greater  powers  on  the  county  councils  and, 
to  save  expense,  dispensing  with  the  local 


legislatures.  But  he  was  unable  to  carry 
out  his  idea  of  a  legislative  union,  and  the 
main  reason  why  a  legislative  union  was  not 
carried  out  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada  wa3 
that  the  great  province  of  Quebec  insisted 
that  the  control  of  education  must  be  left 
to  the  provinces.  Let  me  quote  a  speech 
In  the  parliamentary  debates  on  the  New 
Brunswick  School  Act.  Sir  John  Macdon- 
ald, then  premier,  spoke  as  follows : 

It  was  known  to  every  one  that  the  question 
of  education  had  threatened  confederation  at  Its 
very  inception,  and  a  proposition  that  education 
should  be  left  to  the  general  legislature  of  the 
Dominion  would  have  been  enough  to  secure 
the  repudiation  of  confederation  by  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada,  and  it  was  therefore  ex- 
presly  provided  in  the  Act  of  union  that  the 
question  should  be  entirely  left  to  the  different 
provinces  with  the  provision  that  whenever 
there  was  a  separate  system  In  force  that  sys- 
tem should  not  be  interfered  with. 

So  we  find  that  to-day  what  we  of  the 
opposition  are  contending  for,  that  the  ex- 
clusive right  of  legislation  touching  educa- 
tion shall  $e  left  to  the  newly  created  pro- 
vinces, was  carried  out  in  accordance  with 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  province  of 
Quebec,  which  determined  the  question 
whether  or  not  we  should  have  a  legislative 
or  a  federal  government  In  this  country. 
We  now  come  to  these  educational  clauses 
that  we  have  before  us.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  rights  of  minorities, 
and  I  would  be  very  sorry  to  say  a  word 
against  the  rights  of  minorities.  I  have  In 
days  gone  by  in  this  House  stood  up  for  the 
rights  of  minorities,  even  though  I  knew  the 
penalty  I  must  pay  was  the  loss  of  my  seat 
in  this  House ;  and  I  have  never  since  re- 
gretted that,  because,  although  I  lost  my 
seat,  I  had  the  consciousness  of  doing  what 
I  believed  to  be  right  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  It  is  incumbent  on  any  majori- 
ty, not  merely  to  be  just  to  the  minority,  for 
there  is  no  credit  to  a  majority  any  more 
than  to  a  man  In  being  just,  but  I  think 
it  is  in  honour  incumbent  on  the  majority 
to  be  generous  to  the  minority  in  all  matters 
in  which  the  minority  take  a  deep  Interest, 
and  there  is  no  matter  in  which  they  take 
a  deeper  interest  than  in  that  of  education. 
Therefore,  I  say  there  is  no  hon.  member 
of  this  House  who  would  have  greater  con- 
sideration for  the  feelings  of  the  minority, 
to  whatever  class  the  minority  might  be- 
long, than  I  myself.  But  while  paying  all 
possible  respect  to  the  feelings  of  the  minori- 
ty, we  would  be  unworthy  of  our  positions 
in  this  House  if  we  entirely  shut  our  eyes 
to  the  feelings  or  rights,  or  supposed  rights, 
of  the  majority,  because,  where  there  is  a 
minority,  there  must  be  a  majority.  It  has 
been  said  In  this  House,  and  I  was  very 
sorry  to  hear  the  statement — a  statement 
with  which  I  do  not  agree,  made  by  no  less 
a  personage  than  my  hon.  friend  the  Minis- 
ter of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding) — that  so  grave 
was  this  question,  so  violently  exciting  to 
the  country,  and  so  bitter  were  the  passions 
that  had  been  aroused,  that  if  the  right 
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hon.  leader  of  the  government  were  turned 
from  power,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  to  form  an 
administration,  because  no  such  administra- 
tion could  be  formed  on  any  other  than  a 
Protestant  basis.  I  do  not  think  it  was 
necessary  for  that  hon.  gentleman  to  have 
said  that.  I  do  not  think,  in  the  face  of 
what  was  said  by  the  hon.  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton)  this  afternoon  ;  I 
do  not  think,  in  the  face  of  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  himself 
only  a  few  minutes  before,  that  he  was 
justified  in  so  speaking.  Let  me  quote  to 
the  House  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  evening.  At  considerable  length  he 
recited  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
west Territories  ;  he  recounted  the  various 
ordinances,  or  the  result  of  these  ordinances, 
minimizing  as  much  as  possible  their  effect, 
to  show  that  after  all  there  was  no  great 
question  at  issue,  or,  as  be  himself  said,  no 
principle  involved  in  this  question,  and  he 
went  on  to  say  : 

I  want  the  House  to  consider  seriously,  I  sub- 
mit the  proposition  again,  that  if  ifc  be  true  as 
I  say,  and  I  believe  I  am  correct  beyond  the 
power  of  contradiction,  that  from  the  moment 
that  the  school  opens  in  the  morning  up  to 
half-past  three  in  the  afternoon  there  Is  no 
difference  between  a  separate  school  and  a  free 
national  school,  and  if  the  only  point  of  dif- 
ference between  them  is  that  half  hour,  of 
religious  instruction,  is  there  enough  in  it  to 
quarrel  about,  and  to  have  public  meetings  and 
agitation  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  land  ?  I  believe  that  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  to-day  who  are  joining  in  petitions 
and  holding  meetings  have  not  had  time  to 
understand  this  question.  I  believe  that  they 
have  an  erroneous  view  as  to  what  the  condi- 
tion in  the  Northwest  Territories  is  and  as  to 
what  the  condition  which  we  propose  to  per- 
petuate is.  When  they  discover,  as  they  will, 
in  the  light  of  the  debate  which  will  take  place 
In  this  House  now  and  in  the  next  few  days, 
wheu  the  people  of  Canada  shall  learn  that  we 
have  in  the  west  to-day  a  system  which  is 
practically  a  national  school  system,  and  that 
the  only  point  of  difference  between  us  la  with 
respect  to  that  small  matter  of  half  an  hour  of 
religious  instruction,  I  think  the  great  mass  of 
the  Protestant  people  of  Canada  will  say  that 
they  regret  that  there  has  been  any  agitation 
on  the  subject. 

That,  Sir,  is  the  view  expressed  by  my 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment and  not  repudiated  by  him.  My 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitz- 
patrlck),  who  has  had  some  hand  In  framing 
this  Bill,  spoke  in  this  way  of  the  educa- 
tional clause  : 

I  wanted  to  make  the  position  of  the  people 
in  the  Northwest  with  respect  to  educational 
matters  so  clear  and  simple  that  any  man  might 
understand  the  clause  when  he  read  It.  I  said 
that  nothing  should  be  left  to  doubt,  uncertainty 
or  misconception  ;  and  in  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, that  clause,  in  the  terms  In  which  it  is 
now  drafted,  was  prepared  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
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Territories  those  things  which  they  now  have 
and  it  never  was  Intended  to  go  one  inch  be- 
yond that. 

Now,  then,  we  have  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  declaring  that  the  only  point  in 
dispute  is  one  half  hour's  religious  instruc- 
tion in  the  schools  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, with  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
declaring  that  in  drafting  the  Bill  he  had 
no  intention  of  going  one  inch — and  you 
could  hardly  name  a  smaller  distance — 
farther  than  to  perpetuate  that  system 
which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  himself 
described.  I  have  not  had  any  conference 
with  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  but,  if  that  be  the  tem- 
per of  the  government,  if  the  members  of 
the  government  were  honest  in  stating  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  what  the  real  differ- 
ence Is,  I  venture  to  say  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  will  assent  at  onco,  and 
every  hon.  member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
will  assent  joyfully  to  such  a  proposition. 
If  the  only  point  is  whether  or  not  instruc- 
tions shall  be  given  for  one  half  hour.  If  so. 
we  say  by  all  means  give  the  children  religi- 
ous Instruction  for  half  an  hour  by  whatever 
clergyman  of  whatever  church  is  desired. 

Now  that  we  find  this  statement  made,  It 
is  only  fair — speaking  as  I  do  for  the  ma- 
jority—it is  only  fair  to  consider  that  the 
majority  must  be  Influenced  by  bearing 
such  statements  made.  But  in  looking 
about  and  seeing  the  facts  that  are  patent 
to  every  one,  let  us  recall  some  of  these 
facts.  It  will  not  be  denied  that  the  gov- 
ernment, although  appealed  to  again  aud 
again  from  the  Northwest  Territories 
through  the  proper  channels,  to  give  auto- 
nomy to  the  Northwest  Territories  refused 
again  and  again,  sometimes  stating  as  a 
reason  even  for  not  considering  the  ques- 
tion, the  absence  of  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  from  Ottawa.  It  will 
not  be  denied  that  the  government  suddenly 
decided  to  give  provincial  autonomy  to  the 
Northwest  Territories  just  at  the  commence- 
ment of  a  political  campaign.  It  will  not 
be  denied  that  in  the  interest  of  fair  play 
and  justice,  if  the  government  intended  of- 
fering such  an  important  proposition  to  the 
Northwest  Territories  the  scheme  itself 
should  have  been  laid  before  the  people  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  so  that  in  pro- 
nouncing a  verdict  in  the  last  election  an 
opportunity  would  have  been  given  them 
to  pronounce  upon  that  Important  matter. 
No  such  opportunity  was  given.  It  will 
not  be  denied  that  the  government  having 
thus  suddenly  promised  in  the  heat  of  an 
election  to  give  autonomy  to  the  Northwest 
Territories,  when  the  duly  accredited  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Northwest  Territories  came 
to  Ottawa,  negotiations  were  held  which  ex- 
tended over  a  considerable  period  of  time 
and  which  covered  many  subjects,  but  at 
these  negotiations  the  question  of  educa- 
tion was  never  discussed  and  only  suggest- 
ed once.    Can  It  be  a  surprise  to  any  one 
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if  some  persons  in  the  country  are  inclined 
to  think  that  there  must  have  been  a  rea- 
son for  such  treatment  of  the  duly  accre- 
dited representatives  of  the  Northwest  in 
connection  with  this  important  matter.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  is  the  gentleman  who 
on  the  part  of  the  government  would  be 
held  responsible  for  the  financial  terms 
which  however  lightly  they  may  be  spoken 
of  in  this  House  and  however  slightly  they 
may  be  discussed  by  members  who  may  not 
feel  competent  to  discuss  such  an  involved 
and  Intricate  question,  are  of  Immense  Im- 
portance to  this  country  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  some  millions  of  dollars  a  year  are 
to  be  paid  out  to  each  of  these  provinces. 
Yet,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  one  min- 
ister In  the  government  who  should  have 
been  consulted  on  the  financial  terms  was 
not  even  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  when  the 
Bill  was  brought  down,  for  It  was  brought 
down  two  days  I  think  before  the  date  on 
which  it  was  known  the  Minister  of  Finance 
would  arrive  here.    The  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice was  the  member  of  the  government 
who  above  all  others  was  most  intimately 
acquainted  with  all  the  questions  involved 
in  this  measure,  and  yet  It  cannot  be  denied, 
for  he  himself   has  admitted  it,  that  al- 
though he  discussed  different  other  ques- 
tions with  the  government,  although  he  had 
given  long  and  anxious  consideration  to 
the  education  question,  this,  the  most  im- 
portant of  all  the  questions  had  never  been 
mentioned  between  him  and  his  leader  up 
to  the  time  the  Bill  was  laid  before  the 
House;  and  Jhe  Bill  was  hurriedly  brought 
down  within  a  couple  of  days  before  the 
hon.  gentleman's  expected  return.  Surely  we 
cannot  be  surprised  if  some  people  should 
think  that  this  is  a  suspicious  circumstance. 
We  find,  from  the  statements  made  to  the 
House,  that  this  Important  matter  was  de- 
ferred to  a  subcommittee  of  the  government 
I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  the  mem- 
bers of  that  sub-committee,  but  1  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  perhaps  those  whom 
I  may  describe  as  the  minority  must  not 
be  surprised  if  those  who  happen  to  be  in 
the  majority  think  it  rather  strange,  that 
when  Mr.  Haultaln  could  not  be  consulted 
on  the  education  clause,  and  when  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  the  Minister 
of  Finance  could  not  be  consulted,  that  a 
commitee  composed  of  the  Premier,  Mr. 
Fitzpatrick,  the  Minister  of  Justice  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  Sir  Wil- 
liam Mulock  were  the  four  to  whom  was 
referred  this  important  question.  Surely 
there  is  something  in  that  to  cause  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  to  wonder  if  everything 
is  as  simple  and  plain  as  has  been  repre- 
sented by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  find 
on  the  return  of  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, that  be  promptly  resigns  and  hav- 
ing resigned  he  was  heralded  through  the 
country  as  a  man  who  had  made  sacrifices 
on  the  ground  of  principle.   Time  went  on,1 


and  to-day  we  have  had  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  before  the  Canadian  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  stand  in  the  judgment  of  all  those 
who  heard  him  this  evening,  If  a  more  pit- 
iable attempt  to  explain  what  could  not  be 
explained  was  ever  presented  to  any  intel- 
ligent body.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  not  here  to-night.  I  was  at  a  loss 
while  he  was  speaking  to  know,  whether 
one  should  pity  him  or  pity  his  ex-colleagues 
the  more.  Just  think  of  the  position  he 
was  in.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says  the 
only  difference  between  the  parties  is  that 
one  half  hour  of  religious  education ;  the 
Minister  of  Justice  says  he  did  not  intend 
to  go  one  Inch  beyond  the  present  condi- 
tions, but  the  clauses  are  drawn  In  such  a 
tangled  net  that  a  man  of  the  intelligence 
of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  did  not  know 
what  they  meant,  and  he  believed  they  were 
something  so  terrible  that  he  had  to  resign 
from  the  government.  There  Is  an  end  to 
everything  In  this  world,  and  you  would 
have  thought  that  about  that  time  there 
was  an  end  to  the  want  of  confidence  the 
ministers  exhibited  towards  one  another. 
You  would  think  that  gentlemen  of  the 
intelligence  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  the  Minister  of 
Finance  when  they  met  together  and  found 
they  were  in  absolute  accord  as  to  what 
they  wanted  ;  you  would  have  thought  it 
would  not  have  been  very  difficult  for  them 
to  have  said :  There  Is  a  slight  misunder- 
standing, we  will  make  it  clear  In  a  few 
words  ;  and  then  and  there  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  would  have  been  contented  with 
the  clauses  and  would  not  have  resigned. 
Evidently  there  was  no  such  discussion,  or 
the  discussion  that  was  held  was  not  what 
we  have  been  told.  Evidently  we  have 
not  been  told  all  the  truth,  or  else  there 
was  more  all  round  stupidity  displayed 
than  ever  before  was  displayed  in  this  or 
any  other  country  by  three  cabinet  min- 
isters. 

Then,  when  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  had 
resigned,  and  the  country  had  sounded  his 
praises  from  one  end  to  the  other,  we  had 
this  Incident.  The  newspapers  sometimes 
foresee  what  is  to  happen,  and  among  them 
the  Montreal  'Witness'  of  to-day,  a  paper 
published  before  the  explanation  of  this 
afternoon,  writes  : 

Hon.  Clifford  Sifton. 

It  is  said  he  will  return  to  Cabinet  and  accept 
the  Autonomy  Bill  as  modified. 
The  Hon.  Clifford  Sifton,  who  recently  re- 
signed as  Minister  of  the  Interior  on  account 
of  dissatisfaction  with  the  educational  clauses 
in  the  Autonomy  Bills,  will,  it  is  said,  return 
to  the  federal  cabinet  within  the  next  ten  days, 
and  continue  in  control  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  Sifton,  according  to  a  private  despatch 
received  in  the  city  from  Ottawa  to-day,  will 
make  a  strong  speech  in  parliament  early  next 
week,  announcing  bis  acceptance  of  the  educa- 
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tlonal  clauses  in  the  Bill  as  explained  in  their 
modified  form  by  the  premier  in  the  House  the 
other  day. 

Now  Sir,  that  prophesy  of  the  Montreal 
'  Witness '  is  pretty  nearly  correct.  It  is 
not  absolutely  correct  because  the  ex-min- 
ister (Mr.  Slfton)  did  not  wait  until  next 
week  and  he  most  certainly  did  not  make 
a  strong  speech.  With  these  two  trifling 
exceptions  the  '  Witness  *  article  Is  true. 
When  one  considers  the  position  of  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  it  reminds  us  of 
the  cartoon  which  was  widely  circulated 
throughout  this  country  some  years  ago  at 
the  expense  of  another  politician  ;  it  was 
a  very  pretty  picture  with  the  legend  at 
the  bottom  :   The  cat  came  back. 

We  had  the  privilege  of  hearing  the  ex- 
minster  this  afternoon  and  you  remember 
the  excuse  he  gave.  He  was  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  present  clauses,  but  he 
feared  the  original  clauses  because  be 
thought  they  might  be  liable  to  Introduce 
some  of  these  ordinances  of  an  ephem- 
eral character  that  had  come  and  gone 
years  ago,  and  he  also  feared  that 
peradventure  a  university  might  be 
founded  in  years  to  come  in  the  dis- 
tant Northwest,  and  when  founded  it 
might  lead  to  dissensions  between  majori- 
ties and  minorities  In  that  unhappy  coun- 
try. One  feels  inclined  to  protest  against 
such  an  affront  to  the  intelligence  of  the 
members  of  this  House,  as  for  a  gentleman 
who  occupies  such  au  exalted  position  to 
venture  to  come  before  parliament  with 
such  an  excuse  as  this.  We  cannot  be  very 
much  surprised  if  the  majority  in  this  coun- 
try are  inclined  to  think  that  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth  has 
not  been  told  them  by  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite in  their  account  of  the  effect  of  this 
Bill.  If  further  confirmation  of  such  sus- 
picions were  necessary,  one  has  but  to  look 
at  the  arguments  advanced  by  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  In  support  of  their  Bill.  As  I 
have  said,  the  burden  rests  on  a  govern- 
ment which  brings  down  a  Bill  to  show 
good  and  sufficient  reason  to  justify  Its 
passage. 

Let  us  look  at  the  arguments  advanced 
by  the  leading  gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  who  have  spoken.  The 
right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  first, 
and  assuming  that  a  gentleman  of  his 
ability  made  the  best  argument  that  could 
be  made  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  let  us  see 
what  his  statements  were.  His  first  Justi- 
fication for  it  was,  because  of  the  cleavage 
between  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants; 
a  cleavage  on  matters  of  dogma.  Now, 
if  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  is  true,  what  earthly  difference 
does  such  a  cleavage  make  ?  Let  the 
Roman  Catholic  children  be  instructed  by 
their  priests  from  half-past  three  to  four 
and  the  children  of  any  Protestant  denomin- 
ation be  instructed  by  their  ministers  from 
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half  past  three  to  four,  and  where  is  there 
any  necessity  of  referring  to  a  cleavage  in 
dogma,  and  how  can  that  affect  the  ques- 
tion ?  But  even  if  it  did  affect  it,  what 
Is  the  meaning  of  cleavage  in  dogma  be- 
tween Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  ? 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  are  not  all 
the  people  of  this  country.  The  Minister 
ol  the  Interior  is  perhaps  responsible  for 
other  complications  that  may  arise  when 
we  come  to  consider  cleavage  in  doctrine ; 
because  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  will  object  to  some  of 
the  settlers  in  the  Northwest  being  classed 
as  adherents  of  the  Protestant  faith.  Where 
will  you  put  the  Doukhobors,  the  Mormons, 
the  members  of  the  Greek  Church  ?  Are 
they  Protestants  ?  If  the  only  cleavage  to 
be  considered  is  a  cleavage  in  doctrine, 
between  two  bodies,  perhaps  something  may 
be  said  for  separate  schools  ;  but  If  the 
cleavage  between  Mormons  and  Protestants 
is  as  broad  as  •  the  cleavage  between  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics — and  I  trust 
that  it  is  broader— or  if  the  cleavage  be- 
tween Protestants  and  Doukhobors  is  as 
broad — and  I  believe  It  is  just  as  broad — 
then  why  should  there  be  separate  schools 
instead  of  national  schools  ?  The  Hon. 
George  Brown,  whose  speeches  in  the  Sen- 
ate have  often  been  quoted  in  admiration, 
in  objecting  to  separate  schools,  pointed 
out  that  if  they  were  allowed,  Anglicans  and 
Presbyterians,  Methodists  and  Baptists  were 
just  as  much  entitled  to  them  as  any  other 
class  of  the  community  ;  and  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  who  are  sufficiently  Instructed 
it;  theology  will  bear  me  out 'when  I  say 
that  the  difference  between  the  high  church 
Anglican  and  the  Roman  Catholic  is  much 
less  than  the  difference  between  the  high 
church  Anglican  and  the  adherent  of  the 
denominations  commonly  known  as  Pro- 
testant. 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  said  :  Give  the 
Northwest  the  same  rights  as  are  given  to 
Quebec  and  Ontario.  Why  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  ?  In  the  British  North 
America  Act  there  was  no  confederation 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario.  There  was  a  con- 
federation of  four  provinces— Quebec,  On- 
tario, Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick. 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  were  not 
given  separate  schools,  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec were  not  given  separate  schools,  by  the 
Act  of  Union  ;  and  when  these  provinces 
are  coming  into  a  partnership  in  which  there 
are  seven  provinces,  and  only  two  have 
separate  schools,  on  what  ground  can  the 
hon.  gentleman  say  that  as  a  matter  of  right 
and  justice,  these  new  provinces  are  en- 
titled to  the  special  privileges  which  the 
two  provinces  have  rather  than  the  five  pro- 
vinces which  lack  those  special  privileges, 
if  such  they  be.  Besides,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind — and  I  am  trying  to  speak  with  all 
calmness  and  frankness  In  calling  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  views  of 
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the  majority— that  the  Protestants  of  Que- 
bec and  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ontario 
were  not  given  any  rights  at  all.  In  con- 
sequence of  a  mutual  exchange  the  Pro- 
testants of  Quebec  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ontario  established  separate  schools,  and 
it  was  agreed  to  give  separate  schools  to 
both.  When  the  hon.  gentleman,  then, 
says  that  we  should  give  the  Northwest 
the  same  rights  that  we  gave  to  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  he  is  asking  for  something  that  is 
impossible,  because  we  did  not  give  those 
rights  to  Ontario  and  Quebec.  But  if  we 
ttke  the  hon.  gentleman  at  his  word,  and 
give  to  the  minority  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories the  same  rights  that  the  Protestants 
have  in  Quebec,  would  that  satisfy  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  ?  Would  that  satisfy  the 
premier  ?  Would  it  satisfy  some  of  our 
extreme  friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec  ? 
What  are  those  rights  ?  What  is  the  con- 
dition in  Quebec  ?  The  schools  which  we 
call  public  schools  in  other  provinces  are 
church  schools  there ;  and  I  say  all  credit 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  for  insisting  on  an 
education  in  religion  in  the  schools.  I  think 
It  would  be  better  for  Protestants  if  they 
did  the  same  ;  but  unfortunately  the  divis- 
ions among  them  prevent  that  desirable 
consummation.  But  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, as  a  matter  of  fact  the  majority  have 
their  schools  conducted  on  religious  lines. 
There  is  a  great  difference  between  a  Pro- 
testant going  to  what  is  practically  a  church 
school  and  being  trained  in  the  doctrines  of 
the  Catholic  faith,  and  a  Roman  Catholic 
child  In  the  Northwest  going  to  a  public 
school  of  which  the  worst  said  is  that  he  is 
not  trained  in  his  own  faith.  Surely  there 
is  all  the  difference,  to  use  the  language  of 
the  prayer  book,  between  commission  and 
omission  in  the  two  acts.  And  so,  when  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  plead  with  us  to  give 
to  the  Northwest  the  same  rights  that  are 
given  to  Quebec  and  Ontario,  I  venture  to 
say  that,  the  Protestants,  being  in  such  an 
immense  majority  in  the  Northwest,  in 
many  cases  it  would  be  a  practical  impos- 
sibility for  the  Roman  Catholics  to  have 
their  separate  schools.  They  would  feel 
that  a  gross  injustice  was  being  done  to  a 
Roman  Catholic  child  if  we  set  up  a  national 
school  in  the  Northwest  In  which  the  dis- 
tinctive tenets  of  Protestantism  were 
taught. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  said,  on  page 
1458,  in  introducing  the  Bill : 

Having  obtained  the  consent  ot  the  minority 
to  this  torm  ot  government,  having  obtained 
their  consent  to  the  giving  up  of  their  valued 
privileges  and  their  position  of  strength  are 
we  to  tell  them,  now  that  confederation  is  es- 
tablished, that  the  principle  upon  which  they 
consented  to  this  arrangement  is  to  be  laid 
aside  and  that  we  are  to  ride  rough-shod  over 
them  ? 

Now,  Sir,  I  must  confess  that  I  am  utter- 
ly unable  to  grasp  the  meaning  of  that 


language.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  rights 
that  were  given  up,  any  valuable  privileges 
of  which  they  were  shorn,  any  position  of 
strength  that  was  abandoned.  If  any  com- 
pact or  bargain  has  been  made  by  which 
the  people  of  this  country  are  in  honour 
bound  to  give  to  the  Northwest  separate 
schools  or  anything  else,  then  I  will  take 
the  same  stand  that  I  took  in  1896,  and  say, 
if  the  honour  of  this  country  is  at  stake, 
let  us  preserve  our  honour.  But  surely  it 
is  on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  show  that 
there  was  some  compact  by  which  we  are 
in  honour  bound  to  give  some  system  of  edu- 
cation to  which  we  are  opposed. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman,  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  made  another  statement,  on  page 
1458 ;  and  it  is  rather  singular  that  he 
used  such  an  argument  and  others  when  the 
real  point  at  issue  Is  whether  or  not  re- 
ligious education  should  be  given  for  half 
an  hour  a  day.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
said : 

When  I  compare  these  two  countries,  when  I 
compare  Canada  with  the  United  States,  when  I 
compare  the  status  of  the  two  nations,  when  I 
think  upon  their  future,  when  I  observe  the 
social  condition  of  the  civil  society  in  each  of 
them  and  when  I  observe  in  this  country  of 
ours  a  total  absence  of  lynchings  and  an  almost 
total  absence  of  divorces  and  murders,  for  my 
part.  I  thank  heaven  that  we  are  living  In  a 
country  where  the  young  children  of  the  land 
are  taught  Christian  morals  and  Christian  dog- 
mas. 

I  was  rather  amused  when  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  said  that.  He  was  greeted  with 
thunderous  applause  by  the  gentlemen  be- 
hind blm.  Those  hon.  gentlemen,  I  some- 
times think,  have  got  into  such  a  habit  of 
applauding  their  leader  for  the  eloquent 
passages  with  which  from  time  to  time  be 
regales  them,  that  they  often  applaud  though 
they  fail  to  grasp  the  point.  I  saw  some 
gentlemen  applauding  that  statement  who 
I  thought  should  more  properly  have  held 
a  brief  for  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the 
United  States  ;  and  I  call  their  attention 
to  this  statement  which  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  advanced  as  an  argument  why 
we  should  pass  this  Bill,  which  is  in  effect 
a  statement  that  in  the  United  States  there 
is  no  religion  taught  in  the  national  schools; 
that  in  Canada  you  have  national  schools 
without  religion  for  Protestants  and  separate 
schools  for  Roman  Catholics  ;  and  that  the 
consequence  Is  that  under  this  educational 
system  Canada  has  escaped  the  murders, 
divorces  and  lynchings  so  common  in  the 
United  States.  Now,  what  does  that  mean 
if  logic  means  anything  ? 

I  will  not  try  to  put  It  in  words  because 
one  is  so  apt  to  be  misquoted  or  mlsreported 
that  I  am  afraid  somebody  will  be  unkind 
enough  to  say  afterwards  that  I  charged  the 
Catholics  of  the  United  States  when  it  is 
the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister  who  has 
done  mat,  and  I  stand  here  to  defend  them. 
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If  it  be  true  as  he  said,  that  we  have  public 
schools  in  Canada,  in  which  no  religion  is 
taught  and  separate  schools  where  the  tenets 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  church  are  taught, 
and  that  in  the  United  States  they  have 
only  public  schools  wherein  no  religion  is 
taught ;  therefore  the  murders  lynchings, 
and  the  divorces  in  the  United  States  must 
be  attributable  to  the  Catholics  of  the  United 
States,  according  to  his  logic.  It  could  not 
be  attributed  to  the  Protestants  because  the 
system  .of  education  Is  the  same  for  them 
in  Canada  as  in  the  United  States  and  the 
only  possible  argument  that  can  be  advanced 
is  :  Give  us  separate  schools  here  because 
the  tone  of  morals  will  then  be  so  much 
higher  that  we  will  shine  in  comparison  with 
our  less  blessed  neighbours  to  the  south. 
This  logical  conclusion  is  irresistible,  yet 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  showed  their 
approval  of  this  as  one  of  the  Prime  Min- 
ister's strongest  arguments.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman spoke  of  the  obligation  resting  on  us 
to  maintain  separate  schools  in  the  west  be- 
cause they  were  given  by  legislation  and 
pointed  out  that  we  here  had  given  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  a  certain  exemption 
from  taxation  and  that  nobody  would  think 
of  revoking  that  Act  passed  by  this  parlia- 
ment. I  thought  at  the  time  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  could  hardly  be  speaking 
seriously.  Surely  he  must  admit  that  there  j 
is  all  the  difference  in  the  world  between  an  ; 
ordinance  passed  by  a  legislature  that  can 
give  one  day  and  recall  the  next  a  solemn  j 
bargain  between  a  country  and  a  railway  i 
company  whereby  in  consideration  of  certain 
things  done  and  promised  by  the  country 
the  company  agrees  to  build  a  railroad.  In 
one  case  there  is  a  bargain  and  in  the  other 
there  is  no  bargain.  If  these  were  a 
parallel— I  do  not  think  there  is  an 
exact  one,  but  if  I  were  looking  for 
one — I  would  find  it  in  the  case  of  the  Land 
Act  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  whereby 
land  was  set  aside  for  purposes  of  education 
and  subsequently  this  House  deliberately 
changed  that  to  reserve  the  lands  for  the 
public  schools,  and  from  that  day  to  this  i 
thousands  and  thousands  of  acres  of  land  | 
have  been  held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of 
public  schools.  If  any  settlers  went  In 
under  any  inducement  what  would  be  a 
greater  inducement  than  to  come  to  a  land 
where  hundreds  and  thousands  of  acres  were 
set  aside  solemnly  by  the  Dominion  parlia- 
ment for  the  aid  of  public  schools  ?  And 
yet  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  hesitate 
to  break  that  law  and  that  trust  by  this 
Act  ruthlessly  to  lay  hands  on  the  public 
lauds  and  divide  the  proceeds  between  the 
public  and  the  so-called  separate  schools. 

The  Minister  of  Finance  gave  us  an  as- 
surance the  other  night  that  was  certainly 
very  gratifying  when  he  told  us  there  was 
no  legal  or  binding  obligation  to  re-enact  the 
law  of  1875.  If  there  Is  no  legal  or  binding 
obligation  to  re-enact  that  law,  then  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  cannot  be  blamed,  I 

Mr.  NORTHROP. 


suppose,  If  we  prefer  not  to  enact  it.  The 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance  whose  intelli- 
gence we  all  admit,  whose  capacity  fully 
to  understand  the  full  effect  and  grasp  of 
the  possibilities  of  the  resolution  before  the 
House  quite  as  well  as  some  hon.  gentle- 
men who  sit  behind  him,  would  come  to  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  in  the  House  with 
a  breezy  freshness  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
men would  lack  because  he  did  not  see  the 
Act  as  soon  as  they  and  so  it  is  fresher  in 
his  mind  ;  that  hon.  gentleman  the  other 
night  said  : 

We  do  not  propose  to  override  any  Act  of  any 
legislature.  What  we  propose  to-day  is  to  eon- 
firm  and  continue  for  all  future  time  a  measure 
which  the  free  voice  of  the  Northwest  legisla- 
ture has  placed  upon  the  statute-book  of  the 
Territories. 

The  free  voice  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories legislature  compelled  by  this  House 
to  have  separate  schools,  being  the  best  they 
could  do  by  the  burdens  laid  on  them.  I 
refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  perhaps  more  frequently  than  those 
of  other  gentlemen  because  I  enjoyed  them 
as  an  oratorical  effort.  He  favoured  us 
with  a  description  of  the  Paradise  Regained 
in  the  little  province  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  he 
described  the  absolute  bliss  that  reigned 
there  among  those  religious  classes  which 
are  warring  In  other  portions  of  the  country 
and  pointed  to  the  absolute  harmony,  con- 
cord and  progress  which  prevailed  there  be- 
cause they  had  not  any  separate  school  sys- 
tem and  in  triumph,  glorying  as  he  was  in 
this  happy  state  of  Nova  Scotia,  his  col- 
league the  Minister  of  Railways  (Hon.  Mr. 
Emmerson),  not  wishing  to  be  completely 
eclipsed,  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
a  similarly  happy  condition  of  affairs  pre- 
vails in  New  Brunswick  where  there  are  no 
separate  schools.  The  hon.  gentleman  held 
this  House  spell-bound  with  an  eloquence 
which  we  can  admire  without  attempting  to 
imitate,  in  one  of  the  most  glorious  oratori- 
cal efforts  ever  given  in  this  House  while  he 
proved  that  inasmuch  as  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  were  so  perfectly  happy 
and  free  aad  prosperous  without  separate 
schools,  therefore  we  ought  to  Impose  on  the 
Northwest  Territories  separate  schools.  Is 
k  any  wonder,  Sir,  when  we  find  an  Act  In- 
troduced into  this  House  under  such  circum- 
stances as  those  under  which  this  Act  was 
introduced,  to  which  we  have  called  atten- " 
tion  before,  and  when  we  find  that  Act  sup- 
ported by  such  argument  and  eloquence  as 
that,  is  it  any  wonder — and  I  ask  it  in  all 
seriousness— that  this  class  of  people  who 
have  been  referred  to  as  the  majority  some- 
times wonder  if  there  is  not  more  In  the  Act 
than  is  stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite? 
If  there  is  nothing  more  in  the  Act  than  the 
Minister  of  Finance  said— and  far  be  it  from 
me  to  transgress  the  rules  of  the  House  or, 
outside  of  the  House,  to  doubt  his  word, 
If  there  be  nothing  more  than  be  said,  viz: 
the  paltry  half-hour  for  religious  instruction 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3149 


MARCH  24,  1905 


3150 


tor  Heaven's  sake  let  us  as  two-hundred  and 
fifteen  Intelligent  men,  put  our  heads  to- 
gether this  night  and  settle  this  question  of 
education  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 

I  was  looking  over  the  several  ordinances 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  the  other  day. 
They  are  rather  voluminous,  I  have  not  had 
time  to  study  them  since  I  received  them, 
but  while  not  pretending  to  say  that  there 
is  anything  In  what  I  am  about  to  say  to 
cause  any  hon.  gentleman  to  change  bis  mind 
about  the  true  purport  of  this  Bill,  still  it 
is  possible  there  are  some  who  do  not  under- 
stand hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  well  as  we 
do  and  have  less  confidence  In  them  than  we 
have.  Some  people  outside,  in  the  country, 
if  they  should  read  these  ordinances  might 
be  suspicious.   Clause  10  provides  : 

All  general  regulations  respecting  the  inspec- 
tion of  schools,  the  examination,  training, 
licensing,  and  grading  ot  teachers,  courses  of 
study,  teachers'  institutes,  and  text  and  refer- 
ence books  shall  before  being  adopted  or 
amended  be  referred  to  the  council  for  its  dis- 
cussion and  report. 

A  rather  Important  clause  you  would  think 
covering  almost  everything  touching  edu- 
cation. Clause  11  provides  : 

The  council  shall  consider  such  matters  as 
may  be  referred  to  It  as  hereinbefore  provided 
for  by  the  commissioner,  and  may  also  consider 
any  question  concerning  the  educational  system 
of  the  Territories  as  to  it  may  seem  nt,  and 
shall  report  thereon  to  the  Lieutenant  Gover- 
nor in  Council. 

Still  further  powers.  I  do  not  wish  to 
misrepresent  a  single  word,  and  therefore 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  education- 
al clause  with  these  broad  powers  Is  really 
an  educational  adviser  to  the  educational 
commissioners  of  the  Territories.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say,  and  hope  I  shall  not  be 
accused  afterwards  of  misleading  the  House 
by  trying  to  make  hon.  members  believe, 
that  this  council  has  power  to  do  every- 
thing that  it  has  power  to  report  upon.  But, 
when  we  find  a  member  of  the  government 
given  an  advisory  clause  in  some  special 
line  like  education,  we  can  well  believe  that 
he  would  feel  bound,  except  for  very  good 
reasons  to  the  contrary,  to  follow  the  ad- 
vise they  gave.  As  the  present  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Ontario,  Mr.  Whitney,  said  in  ad- 
vocating an  advisory  board  :  he  said  the 
minister  will  not  be  bound  to  take  their 
opinion,  but  he  should  be  assuming  a  grave 
responsibility  if  be  ventured  to  differ  from 
the  educational  board  selected  for  him.  So, 
with  regard  to  the  educational  clause  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  I  do  not  say  that 
their  findings  are  absolutely  conclusive  but 
I  do  say  that  they  are  entitled  to  the  great- 
est weight,  and  that  In  the  practical  carry- 
ing out  of  education  tbey  would  be  found 
to  have  tremendous  weight.  And  how  Is 
this  clause  composed  ?  Let  me  read  the 
section  on  that  point : 


There  shall  be  an  educational  council  consist- 
ing of  five  persons  at  least  two  of  whom  shall 
be  Roman  Catholics  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  'Council,  who  shall  re- 
commend such  remuneration  as  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  Council  shall  decide. 

Now,  Sir,  I  make  no  comment ;  I  find  no 
fault  Still,  we  find  an  ordinance  of  this 
kind  appointing  a  board  of  five,  of  whom 
two  at  least  must  be — the  whole  five  may 
be — Roman  Catholics.  And  we  have  been 
told  of  the  schools  of  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try that  there  are,  as  1  understand,  ten  or 
twelve  separate  schools  and  1,000  or  1,200 
public  schools,  for  the  population  Is  over- 
whelmingly Protestant.  Is  it  any  wonder 
that  some  people  dislike  crystallizing  into 
law  for  all  time  to  come  this  provision  for 
a  board  of  five  members  two  of  whom  at 
least  must  be  Roman  Catholics  ?  Without 
a  word  derogatory  to  my  Roman  Catholic 
friends  or  to  any  gentleman  In  the  ministry, 
let  me  assume  that  one  of  the  three  non- 
Catholics  takes  no  more  Interest  in  educa- 
tion than  one  of  the  Protestant  members  of 
the  sub-committee,  Sir  William  Mulock.  did 
in  the  .present  Bill,  and  where  would  the 
rights  of  the  Protestant  majority  be  ?  We 
have  a  mixed  population  there.  Give  the 
Roman  Catholics  all,  and  more  than  all, 
they  are  justly  entitled  to,  because  they 
are  a  minority.  But  surely  if  the  tables 
were  turned  my  Roman  Catholic  friends 
would  object  to  have  it  provided  for  all 
time  to  come  that  two  of  the  members  of 
the  educational  council  must  be  members 
of  the  opposite  faith. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  allow  me,  I  would,  like  to  ask  him 
a  question.  Can  these  two  members  of  the 
educational  council  vote  ? 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  I  see  nothing  here  to 
prevent  It.  They  all  stand  on  the  same 
footing. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  But  can  the  mem- 
bers of  the  council  reach  an  effective  deci- 
sion, or  have  they  only  advisory  powers  ? 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  I  was  very  careful,  in 
Introducing  the  subject,  to  explain  the 
powers  that  they  had  not,  so  that  I  might 
not  be  accused  of  misleading  the  House. 
So,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  what  I  said, 
that,  while  I  do  not  claim  that  this  council 
has  the  power  to  crystallize  Into  law  what 
they  wish  on  these  subjects,  yet  the  com- 
missioner of  education  must  be  expected 
to  be  guided  to  a  large  extent  by  the  deci- 
sions of  those  selected  for  that  important 
trust. 

Then,  looking  a  little  further — and  I 
merely  mention  this  as  an  Illustration  of 
something  In  the  Act  that  goes  a  little  fur- 
ther than  the  Minister  of  Finance  thought 
— I  find  ordinance  31  which  regulates  the 
public  aid  to  schools.  There  Is  no  religious 
point  Involved  in  this ;  It  is  simply  a  pract- 
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ical  point  as  to  securing  the  best  educa- 
tion possible  for  your  children  : 

To  rural  districts  an  amount  to  be  calculated 
as  follows  : 

(a)  To  each  district  containing  6,400  acres  or 
less  of  assessable  land  as  shown  by  the  last 
revised  roll  of  the  district,  $1.20  for  each  day 
school  is  kept  open  ;  to  each  district  contain- 
ing less  than  6,400,  as  aforesaid,  one  cent  more 
per  day  for  each  160  acres  or  fractional  part 
thereof  less  than  6,400  acres  ;  and  to  each  dis- 
trict containing  more  than  6,400  acres  as  afore- 
said, one  cent  less  per  day  for  each  additional 
60  acres  or  fractional  part  thereof. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  ordinance  Is  not  em- 
bodied In  the  Bill. 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  It  Is  the  one  officially 
sent  to  me. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  It  Is  not  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  NORTHRTJP.  I  see  that.  But  I 
gave  this  merely  to  illustrate  how  the  Act 
must  work  out  for  a  similar  ordinance 
must  be  passed.  Here  is  the  point  I  want 
to  make  :  Certain  grants  are  made  out  of 
the  public  treasury  for  these  schools.  Take 
a  rural  school  section,  of,  say,  6,400  acres. 
A  certain  amount  of  money  will  go  to  that 
section.  Now,  simply  as  a  practical  illus- 
tration of  what  would  arise  under  the  or- 
dinance  

Mr.  SCOTT.  But  what  purpose  is  to  be 
served  by  giving  such  an  illustration  when 
there  is  no  provision  of  that  kind  in  the 
BUI  ? 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  I  suppose  that  when 
the  public  moneys  are  to  be  distributed  un- 
der this  Bill,  they  must  be  distributed 
equitably  among  the  public  and  separate 
schools.  If  a  certain  amount  of  money  is 
to  go  to  one  section,  and  there  is  only  one 
school,  that  school  will  get  more  than  it 
would  if  another  school  were  established  in 
the  same  section.  That,  I  think,  is  self 
evident.  I  expressly  said  that  I  gave  this 
as  an  illustration  of  how  It  would  work  out. 
I  suppose  it  will  be  admitted  that,  as  that 
country  is  sparsely  settled,  it  must  be  rather 
hard,  in  many  sections,  to  maintain  the 
schools.  If  another  school  is  started  In  the 
neighbourhood,  a  heavy  burden  is  placed 
upon  both  classes  of  the  community  and 
the  schools  are  less  efficient  than  they  other- 
wise would  be.  I  have  another  reason.  I 
was  in  the  Northwest  about  two  years  ago. 
I  found  regions  which  foreigners,  as  for  in- 
stance the  Galicians,  have  come  in  and  set- 
tled. Now,  If  the  Galicians  get  control  of 
the  school  in  one  section,  is  it  more  likely 
or  is  it  less  likely  that  Americans,  let  us 
say,  will  settle  there  under  the  proposed 
legislation  than  they  would  if  the  public 
school  only  could  be  established  there  ?  As 
a  practical  question  is  it  not  clear  that  the 
moment  a  number  of  foreigners  settle  in 
one  section,  they  will  effectively  exclude 
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other  people  settling  in  that  section  unless 
they  are  prepared  to  accept  the  conditions 
that  would  be  suitable  to  foreigners  ?  Take, 
for  instance  the  Galicians,  and  speaking  of 
them  with  all  respect.  Is  it  unfair  to  say 
that  the  children  of  Galicians  not  knowing 
a  word  of  English,  would  not  be  re- 
garded as  the  most  profitable  fellow- 
students  at  school  for  the  children  of  a 
farmer  coming  from  the  south  side  of  ffie 
line.  Therefore  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Idea  of  splitting  up  the  schools  is  not  cal- 
culated to  improve  the  class  of  immigrants 
coming  Into  the  country  and  that)  it  will 
practically  shut  out  from  the  country  a 
great  deal  of  a  certain  and  excellent  class 
of  Immigration. 

I  have  tried  calmly  and  quietly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
the  fact  that  a  majority  may  have  feelings 
as  well  as  a  minority,  and  that  it  would  be 
well  In  all  these  matters  to  consider  the 
feelings  of  the  majority  as  well  as  the  feel- 
ings of  the  minority.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  since 
it  has  been  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  painful  excitement  exists  In  the 
country,  that  fears  have  been  aroused  and 
passions. excited,  that  probably  many  long 
days  will  be  required  to  quell,  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  view  of  these  facts  admitted  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  in  appealing  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  to  tell  us  what  is 
meant,  and  either  say  that  the  Finance  Min- 
ister was  wrong  in  his  definition,  or  If  he 
stands  by  what  be  says  and  calls  it  right, 
then  let  us  here  to-night,  before  we  leave 
this  chamber,  settle  on  terms  which  will  be 
satisfactory  to  every  one  of  the  majority  In 
Canada  who  would  gladly  see  all  the  child- 
ren of  this  country  trained  every  day  in  the 
year,  for  half  an  hour  or  more,  in  the  faith 
taught  them  by  their  fathers. 

Mr.  FRANK  OLIVER  (Edmonton).  If  I 
have  the  permission  of  the  leader  of  the 
opposition,  whom  I  am  sorry  to  sec  is 
not  now  in  his  place,  to  venture  a  few  re- 
marks in  regard  to  what  is  especially  a 
Northwest  question,  I  would  like  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  for  a  little  while  to- 
night. That  gentleman  has  several  times 
referred  to  an  occasion  of  two  years  ago 
when  be  saw  fit  to  bring  before  this 
House  a  motion  In  regard  to  provincial  au- 
tonomy, and  It  has  seemed  a  grievance  to 
him  that  on  that  occasion  he  was  replied  to 
by  a  humble  member  representing  part  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  Instead  of  by  a 
member  of  the  government  I  do  not  know 
what  qualification  the  hon.  leader  of  the  op- 
position demands  from  members  who  ad- 
dress this  House,  but  I  would  think,  with  all 
humility,  that  a  member  who  has  spent 
the  greater  part  of  his  life  In  the  North- 
west Territories,  who  had  some  part  in 
the  local  government  of  the  Territories 
for  many  years,  might  possibly  be  able  to 
contribute  something  to  the  information  of 
the  House  on  a  question  so  closely  connected 
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with  the  welfare  of  tbose  Territories.  I 
observe  that  on  this  particular  occasion 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  in  conduct- 
ing the  debate,  if  be  has  control  of  its 
conduct,  is  apparently  of  the  view  of  that 
great  American  humorist,  Mark  Twain,  who 
declared  the  less  he  knew  of  the  subject  the 
more  fluently  he  could  speak  on  it.  1  notice 
that  his  colleagues  sitting  beside  him,  mem- 
bers of  a  government  who  themselves,  not 
so  many  years  ago,  were  painfully  Interested 
in  a  certain  school  question,  have  not  so  far 
replied  to  the  three  ministers  of  the  cabinet 
who  have  dealt  with  the  question  in  this 
debate.  The  duty  of  replying  to  one  of  the 
most  important  speeches  that  has  been  made 
on  this  occasion  has  been  relegated  to  my 
hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Northrup),  and  I  think  all  will  agree  with 
me  that  no  serious  light  has  been  thrown 
upon  the  subject,  that  the  speech  has  not 
done  credit  either  to  the  cause  or  its  leader, 
nor  has  It  done  discredit  to  the  ex-Minister 
of  the  Interior  or  to  the  cause  which  he 
champions.  It  seems  to  be  the  strong  point 
in  the  argument  of  these  gentlemen  that 
because  they  do  not  see  fit  to  see  something, 
that,  therefore,  it  is  not  there.  Now,  there 
Is  no  one  so  blind  as  he  wbo  will  not  see; 
and  the  gentleman  who  can  see  no  difference 
between  the  provisions  of  clause  16  as  ori- 
ginally introduced  and  the  provisions  as  they 
now  stand  for  the  approval  of  the  House,  is 
certainly  very  blind;  I  won't  say  that  it  is 
because  he  does  not  want  to  see,  very  prob- 
ably it  is  because  he  cannot  see.  The  differ- 
ence between  these  two  provisions,  as  I 
understand  them,  is  radical.  I  do  not  say 
that  it  was  intentional.  We  have  had  en- 
ough disputations  in  regard  to  constitutional 
points  in  this  House  during  this  debate  to 
leave  us  all  with  the  full  knowledge  that 
there  may  be  honest  differences  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  all  these  points.  To  my  mind 
the  difference  Is  very  important.  As  stated 
by  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  here  to- 
day—and I  speak  as  one  who  knows  some- 
thing of  'this  matter,  as  one  wbo  has  had  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  school  legislation,  as 
one  of  those  members  of  the  Northwest 
Assembly  who  made  the  change  In  the 
Northwest  school  law  between  what  It  was 
before  1891  and  what  it  is  to-day — I  say  the 
difference,  as  I  understand  it,  is  a  difference 
between  clerical  control  of  schools  and  na- 
tional control  of  schools.  If  that  is  not  a 
sufficient  difference,  then  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  we  are  disputing  about.  I  think 
it  is  a  radical  difference.  It  is  what  threw 
this  country  into  a  turmoil  in  189C  and 
-caused  a  change  of  government  at  that  time. 
It  is  the  reason  why  those  gentlemen  are 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  instead  of 
on  this  side. 

But  I  wish  particularly  to  deal  at  this 
time  rather  with  the  financial  terms  of  these 
Bills  than  with  the  educational  sections.  To 
revert  again  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
and  his  troubles,  It  seemed  to  be  a  great 


worry  to  him  that  two  years  ago  several 
members  representing  the  Northwest  had 
the  temerity  to  vote  against  bis  proposal  for 
immediate  provincial  autonomy  to  the  North 
west  Territories.  He  objected  very  strongly 
to  the  reasons  given  on  that  occasion.  I  can 
only  say  that  the  reasons  seemed  to  be  suf- 
ficient to  him  at  the  time  and  afterwards, 
because,  although  be  alleged  that  the  meas- 
ure was  immediately  important  at  that  time 
It  was  the  last  reference  he  made  to  It,  so 
far  as  I  can  recollect,  until  the  measure  was 
brought  down  this  year.  The  reasons  given 
were  sufficient  apparently  t«  satisfy  him 
that  the  question  was  not  pressing,  was 
not  so  immediately  important.  I  think  I 
can  satisfy  the  House  that  there  were  very 
good  reasons  why  members  representing  the 
Northwest  Territories  should  not  be  anxious 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  provincial  au- 
tonomy without  knowing  very  well  what  the 
terms  of  that  autonomy  were  to  be.  I  think 
the  events  of  this  debate  are  sufficient  to 
prove  that ;  and  I  think  what  has  occurred 
since  the  opening  of  this  session  and  since 
these  Bills  were  brought  down  is  evidence, 
if  evidence  were  needed,  that  western  mem- 
bers have  been  fairly  careful  as  to  what  they 
agreed  to,  and  possibly  have  bad  some  in- 
fluence in  securing  provisions  which  would 
be  to  the  advantage  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories. 

In  considering  the  question  of  autonomy, 
we  have  to  consider  our  peculiar  position. 
We  have  to  consider  our  position  as  compar- 
ed with  the  condition  of  other  provinces. 
The  revenues  that  we  might  expect  to  receive 
as  compared  with  those  of  other  provinces, 
and  consider  whether  our  condition  would 
be  improved  or  be  made  worse  by  accepting 
provincial  autonomy.  We  have  great  needs 
to  meet  in  that  country.  Here  in  this  pro- 
vince of  Ontario  we  may  make  a  compari- 
son. The  settled  part  of  the  province  of 
Ontario  is  perhaps  400  miles  long  by  100 
miles  wide.  In  that  area  Is  contained  all 
there  is  in  Ontario,  in  the  way  of  agriculture, 
at  any  rate.  Tbere  are  the  roads,  there  are 
the  schools,  there  are  all  the  expenditures 
practically  which  the  provincial  government 
has  to  provide  for.  In  these  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, in  the  province  of  Saskatchewan, 
we  will  say,  there  is  an  area  of  300  by  300 
miles  of  agricultural  country,  over  which 
agricultural  settlement  must  spread,  over 
which  roads  must  be  made,  throughout 
which  schools  must  be  provided  and  muni- 
cipal institutions  taken  care  of.  In  Alberta 
we  claim  a  distance  of  800  miles  in  length 
by  no  less  than  200  or  300  miles  in  width  of 
agricultural  country,  over  which  settlement 
will  spread,  throughout  which  roads  must  be 
built,  municipalities  organized  and  schools 
maintained.  If  the  province  of  Ontario,  upon 
entering  into  confederation,  found  itself 
with  a  load  of  some  $45,000,000  of  debt  in- 
curred because  of  the  necessity  for  the 
improvement  of  the  conditions  throughout 
that  comparatively  small  area,  we  might 
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very  well  consider  carefully  our  financial 
position  in  undertaking  to  spread  civiliza- 
tion and  improvement  over  these  very  much 
vaster  areas  under  our  conditions.  We 
knew  that  we  must  have  the  means  or  we 
cannot  have  tbe  success.    We  must  have 
the  means  with  which  to  build  roads,  to 
provide  schools,  to  take  care  of  all  these 
requirements  of  civilization  which  fall  to 
the  lot  of  the  provinces  ;  and  without  those 
means,  without  that  money,  if  we  cannot 
go  forward  as  provinces,  we  had  better  not 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  it.   We  find 
that  in  the  condition  in  which  we  are  at 
the  present  time  the  Territories  receive  a 
matter  of  nearly  a  million  and  a  quarter 
dollars  of  revenue  from  this  Dominion,  or 
of  subsidy,  in  tbe  place  of  a  provincial  sub- 
sidy.   Outside  of  that,  there  are  expendi- 
tures which,  in  the  provinces,  are  borne 
out  of  the  provincial  funds,  but  which,  so 
far,  have  come  out  of  the  Dominion  treasury, 
and  which  aggregate  something  like  half  a 
million  dollars.    At  the  present  time,  con- 
sidering tbe  Territories  as  a  province,  we 
are  receiving  as  a  subsidy  from  the  Do- 
minion treasury,  a  matter  of  a  million  and 
three-quarters  of  money.  Now,  compare  that 
with  the  subsidy  received  by  any  of  the 
other  provinces.    We  find  that  Ontario  re- 
ceives a  subsidy  of  a  little  less  than  a  mil- 
lion and  a  half,  Quebec  a  little  over  a  mil- 
lion, Nova  Scotia  under  half  a  million,  New 
Brunswick  under  half  a  million,  Manitoba 
a  little  over  half  a  million,  British  Colum- 
bia $300,000  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
$200,000,  the  two  larger  of  these  with  popu- 
lations infinitely  greater  than  that  of  tbe 
Northwest  Territories.    As  I  said,  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  we  are  not  receiving 
more  money  than   is   necessary   for  the 
development    and    improvement    of  the 
country.   Out    of    the    money    that  we 
are  receiving,  and  which  bulks  so  large, 
comparatively    as    current  expenditure, 
has  to  be  provided  a  great  deal  of  what 
would  ordinarily  be  considered  capital  ex- 
penditure.    Surely  It  was  reasonable  on 
our  part  to  say  that,  considering  the  sub- 
sidies given  to  the  provinces,  considering 
that  these  subsidies  are  based  on  population 
very  largely,  considering  the  needs  of  that 
great  western  country   in  tbe  immediate 
future,  considering  further  that  our  popu- 
lation   was    Increasing    so    rapidly  and 
that,  with    the    Increase    of  population, 
we   could   claim   continually    more  fav- 
ourable financial  terms,  we  had  everything 
to  gain  by  waiting  for  provincial  autonomy 
and  nothing  to  lose.   I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  to  evidence  that  fact  by  comparing 
the  terms  demanded  by  the  Northwest  gov- 
ernment itself  in  1901  and  again  in  1903. 
Because  this  government  did  not  grant  to 
the   Northwest  Territories  the  autonomy 
that  was  asked  for  in  1901,  in  the  space  of 
fourteen  months  they  had  made  something 
like  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  a  year.  I 
thought  if  we  could,  by  waiting  a  matter  of 
fourteen    months,    increase    our  annual 
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revenue  by  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars, 
we  could  not  make  money  as  quickly  in  any 
other  way  than  by  waiting  a  few  years 
longer  for  provincial  autonomy. 

Mr.  LALOR.  Why  did  you  not  continue 
to  wait  a  little  longer  ? 

Mr.  OLIVER.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Lalor) 
asks  me  why  we  did  not  continue  to  wait 
a  little  longer. 

Mr.  LALOR.  You  are  making  money  so 
fast,  it  is  a  wonder  you  did  not  wait  a  little 
longer. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
and  as  far  as  tbe  majority  of  the  people 
in  the  Northwest  Territories  are  concerned, 
they  are  prepared  to  continue  to  wait  for 
provincial  autonomy  on  those  conditions. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.    As  long  as  it  pays  ? 

Mr.  OLIVER.  As  long  as  it  pays.  Tbe 
demand  for  provincial  autonomy  does  not 
come  from  the  people  of  the  Northwest. 

Mr.  BOYGE.  Does  it  not  come  from  the 
government  of  the  Territories  ? 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  believe  the  government 
of  the  Territories  has  made  certain  demands 
for  provincial  autonomy.  I  have  shown  the 
House  how  wise  these  demands  were  by 
comparing  the  demand  of  one  year  with  the 
demand  of  the  succeeding  year.  I  am  not 
responsible  for  what  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  have  done.  I  repre- 
sent a  section  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  I  say  that  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  have  never 
asked  for  provincial  autonomy.  However, 
if  it  seems  good  to  tbe  parliament  of  Canada 
and  to  the  government  of  this  Dominion  to 
organize  these  Territories  into  provinces  and 
to  give  them  fair  and  reasonable  financial 
consideration,  certainly  we  are  not  the  peo-- 
pie  to  refuse  that  consideration  or  to  refuse 
those  reasonable  financial  terms.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  terms  which  have  been  offer- 
ed, and  which  are  contained  in  the  Autonomy 
Bills,  are  fair  and  reasonable  financial 
terms,  are  such  as  we  can  conscientiously 
afford  to  accept,  and"  such  as  will  be  a  bene- 
fit to  tbe  people  of  those  Territories,  and 
will  tend  to  the  improvement  of  tbe  coun- 
try. We  would  be  doing  less  than  our  duty  ; 
we  would  be  poor  friends  of  our  Dominion, 
if  we  willingly  accepted  anything  short  of 
a  liberal  allowance  for  provincial  purposes 
In  these  Territories.  As  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  has  said,  it  is  on  the  develop- 
ment of  these  Territories  that  the  prosperi- 
ty of  this  whole  Dominion  depends.  He 
would  be  the  worst  friend  tbe  Dominion  had, 
who  would  prevent  the  progress  of  civiliza- 
tion in  these  provinces  by  stinting  the  means 
whereby  that  can  be  obtained.  I  shall  not 
go  into  a  comparison  with  the  subsidies 
which  are  given  the  other  provinces,  ex- 
cept to  repeat  that  the  conditions  in  the 
Territories  are  so  different  from  those  in  the 
other  provinces — such  a  small  population 
occupying  such  a  vast  area  of  agricultural 
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country,  which  soon  must  be  full  of  people, 
.•mil  which  will  require  large  expenditure — 
that  the  terms  which  have  been  accorded 
the  other  provinces  would  not  be  satisfac- 
tory or  suitable  terms  for  these  new  pro- 
vinces of  the  Northwest.  The  conditions 
are  different ;  the  terms  must  be  differ- 
ent ;  the  terms  are  different,  and  in  so  far 
the  terms  are  satisfactory. 

As  to  the  ownership  of  the  lands;  it  has 
been  urged  that  these  lands  are  the  property 
of  the  province,  should  remain  the  property 
of  the  province  and  should  be  administered 
by  the  province  for  the  benefit  of  the  re- 
venue of  the  province.  It  matters  not  to 
me  what  the  legal  rights  of  the  province 
or  the  Dominion  respectively  are  in  that 
case.  The  lands  belong  to  Canada  whe- 
ther administered  by  the  province  or  by 
the  Dominion;  the  settlement  of  these  lands 
is  for  the  benefit  of  all  Canada.  Whatever 
method  of  administration  will  give  us  the 
best  results  in  the  way  of  the  settlement 
of  these  lands  is  the  policy  that  is  best  not 
only  for  the  Dominion  but  for  the  province. 
As  a  representative  of  the  west,  I  believe 
the  idea  of  using  the  lands  of  the  west 
as  a  source  of  provincial  revenue  would  be 
a  very  great  detriment  to  these  new  pro- 
vinces and  to  the  country  at  large.  I  am 
aware  that  the  provinces  must  have  re- 
venue, and  failing  any  other  source  I  would 
say:  Certainly  we  must  have  revenue  from 
the  lands.  But  If  we  can  get  adequate 
revenue  from  other  sources  than  the  lands, 
then  we  certainly  do  not  want  the  lauds 
used  as  a  source  of  revenue.  I  can  easily 
understand  that  with  a  change  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  federal  government,  a 
change  of  policy  back  to  what  it  was  say 
twenty  years  ago,  when  it  was  believed  to 
be  the 'proper  policy  to  take  everything  that 
could  be  taken  out  of  the  land  in  the  way 
of  cash  payment ;  then  possibly  It  would 
be  better  that  the  lands  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  province  rather  than  in  the 
hands  of  the  Dominion.  But,  so  long  as 
we  have  a  land  policy  the  basic  Idea  of 
which  is  the  land  for  the  settler,  it  is  cer- 
tainly better  for  us  and  for  the  Dominion 
that  the  lands  should  be  administered  by 
the  federal  authorities.  One  hon.  gentle- 
man said,  that  the  lands  could  be  better 
administered  by  the  province  than  by  the 
Dominion  because  the  people  of  the  pro- 
vince were  closer  on  the  ground  and  the  In- 
terests of  the  province  he  said,  were  Just 
the  same  as  the  interests  of  the  Dominion. 
I  beg  to  differ  ;  their  Interests  are  not  the 
same.  The  interest  of  a  province  in  the 
land  is  in  the  revenue  it  can  derive  from  the 
sale  of  the  lands  ;  the  interest  of  the  Do- 
minion in  the  lands  is  in  the  revenue  that 
it  can  derive  from  the  settler  who  makes 
that  land  productive.  This  Dominion  of 
Canada  can  make  millions  out  of  the  lands 
of  the  Northwest,  and  never  sell  an  acre  ; 
it  has  made  millions  out  of  these  lands 
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without  selling  an  acre.  The  Increase  in 
our  customs  returns,  the  increase  in  our 
trade  and  commerce,  the  increase  in  our 
manufactures  is  to  a  very  large  extent  due 
to  the  increase  in  settlement  on  the  free 
lands  of  the  Northwest  Territories.  The 
prosperity  this  Dominion  is  enjoying  to-day 
is  to  a  very  large  extent  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  lands  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
have  been  given  away  and  that  people  have 
taken  them.  I  say  that  the  interest  of  the 
Dominion  is  to  secure  the  settlement  of  the 
lands,  and  whether  with  a  price  or  without 
a  price  makes  little  or  no  difference.  It 
is  worth  the  while  of  the  Dominion  to  spend 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  in  pro- 
moting immigration  to  that  country  and  to 
spend  thousands  and  thousands  of  dollars 
in  surveying  and  administering  these  lands, 
and  then  to  give  them  away.  But  the 
province  is  not  in  that  position.  The  pro- 
vince derives  no  revenue  from  the  customs 
duties  or  from  the  wealth  which  the  settler 
creates.  Every  settler  who  goes  on  land 
in  the  Northwest  Territories  is  a  bill  of 
expense  to  the  provincial  government. 
That  settler  requires  a  road  made,  he  re- 
quires a  school  supported,  he  requires  the 
advantages  of  municipal  organization,  and 
these  have  to  be  provided  for  him  out  of 
the  funds  of  the  provincial  government,  so 
that  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  tendency  of  the 
provincial  government  Is  to  get  such 
money  as  It  can  out  of  the  land  and  to  pre- 
vent settlement  from  spreading  any  further 
than  can  be  helped.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  interest  of  the  Dominion  Is  to  get  the 
settlers  on  the  land,  to  scatter  them  far  and 
wide  so  long  as  they  are  good  settlers 
and  they  get  good  land.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion as  it  strikes  us  in  the  Northwest,  and 
when  we  have  secured  a  financial  arrange- 
ment with  the  Dominion  government  that 
gives  us  adequate  consideration  for  our 
lands— I  mean  to  say,  gives  us  an  adequate 
revenue  as  compared  with  the  other  pro- 
vinces at  any  rate  ;  gives  us  a  revenue  that 
instead  of  decreasing  will  increase  as  our 
needs  increase  ;  gives  us  a  revenue  that  la 
proportionate  not  only  to  our  population  as 
it  will  be  but  to  the  area  over  which  that 
population  will  spread— when  we  have  secur- 
ed an  arrangement  such  as  that,  we  have 
secured  a  very  satisfactory  arrangement ; 
at  least  as  satisfactory  as  we  can  expect 
to  secure. 

As  to  the  amount  we  get  out  of  our  lands, 
a  word  on  that  point  may  not  be  out  of 
place.  The  province  of  British  Columbia 
owns  all  its  natural  resources ;  it  has  tim- 
ber, it  has  gold  mines  and  lead  mines  and 
coal  mines.  And  I  find  that  last  year  the 
province  of  British  Columbia  derived  from 
all  the  resources  connected  with  the  owner- 
ship of  its  lands,  the  sura  of  $615,000.  In 
the  coming  year,  the  country  which  is  now 
the  Northwest  Territories  will  derive  a  sum 
of  something  like  $750,000,  based  on  the 
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calculation  that  has  been  made  In  regard 
to  the  land.  I  find  that  the  province  of 
Ontario  with  a  population  of  two  and  a 
quarter  millions  In  the  year  1902,  derived 
from  Its  lands  $1,499,000. 

We  find,  by  the  arrangement  that  has  been 
made  with  these  Northwest  provinces,  that 
when  their  population  reaches  that  of  the 
province  of  Ontario,  they  will  be  deriving 
two  and  a  quarter  millions  in  respect  of 
their  lands.  I  have  given  the  total  amounts 
which  the  provinces  referred  to  derive  from 
their  lands  as  they  are  to-day.  I  have 
•deducted  nothing  for  the  expense  of  manage- 
ment, and  I  have  not  said,  what  is  the 
fact,  that  these  provinces  are  drawing  from 
their  capita]  account  while  the  Territories 
are  taking  only  their  annual  revenue.  That 
the  provinces,  selling  their  lands,  dispos- 
ing of  their  natural  resources,  as  they  do  to- 
day, and  using  the  proceeds  as  their  an- 
nual revenue,  must  find  that  revenue  de- 
creasing from  year  to  year,  while  we,  with 
not  a  cent  deducted  for  expense  of  manage- 
ment or  for  any  other  purpose,  find  our 
revenue  increasing  from  period  to  period 
according  to  the  increase  of  population, 
until  we  reach  a  very  fair  maximum  amount 
and  when  that  is  reached,  there  will  be 
people  settled  all  over  these  provinces,  and 
they  will  have  the  means  of  revenue  from 
taxation  which  exist  In  the  older  provinces. 
Our  position  will  be  similar,  and  we  shall 
be  able  to  carry  on  business  as  they  do. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  objections 
which  I  entertained  to  provincial  autonomy, 
and  which  were  shared  by  a  large  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  Territories,  have  been 
overcome  by  the  financial  terms  offered 
to  these  provinces  In  the  Autonomy  Bill. 
We  are  just  as  ready  to  take  upon  our- 
selves all  the  rights  and  responsibilities  of 
self-government  as  ihe  people  of  any  other 
part  of  this  Dominion,  but  we  want  the 
means  wherewith  to  discharge  those  respon- 
sibilities before  we  assume  them.  We  are 
not  going  Into  any  blind  pool — the  term 
seems  objectionable  to  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position. We  are  giving  our  sanction  to  a 
definite  bargain,  laid  down  in  dollars  and 
cents,  In  regard  to  which  there  can  be  no 
equivocation  or  misunderstanding. 

In  regard  to  the  educational  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  dare  ven- 
ture on  a  subject  which  has  been  so  thor- 
oughly threshed  out  by  so  many  legal  gentle- 
men In  this  House  already.  But  at  the  same 
time  the  laws  are  not  all  made  by  the 
lawyers,  and  they  are  not  all  administered 
upon  the  lawyers.  It  Is  the  people  at  large 
who  suffer  from  the  laws,  and  it  Is  not  any 
barm  for  one  of  the  ordinary  citizens  of  the 
country  to  attempt  to  understand  them. 
Now,  on  this  point  I  differ  very  radically 
from  some  of  my  friends.  I  am  not  a  sup- 
porter of  separate  schools  because  I  like 
the  principle  of  separate  schools.  I  do  not 
agree  with  everything  that  was  said  by 

Mr.  OLIVER. 


our  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  last  night — said  so  ably 
and  so  well.  I  am  one  of  those  who  pin 
their  faith  unreservedly  to  a  system  of  na- 
tional schools,  established  for  the  purpose  of 
educating  the  people  of  the  country,  of  Im- 
parting to  them  knowledge  in  secular  sub- 
jects. I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that 
religion  can  best  be  taught  by  those  whose 
special  training  is  the  teaching  of  religion, 
that  geography  can  be  better  taught  by 
those  whose  special  training  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  teaching  geography.  If  I  under- 
stood the  law  as  some  of  our  friends  under- 
stand it,  I  certainly  would  vote  against 
the  educational  provisions  of  this  Bill.  But 
I  do  not  understand  the  law  that  way,  and 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  how  they  can  under- 
stand it  that  way.  We  have  been  bombarded 
here  for  some  time  with  petitions  in  regard 
to  this  educational  question ;  we  have 
seen  staring  headlines  in  the  papers  ;  there 
have  been  indignation  meetings  held  in 
some  parts  of  the  country  ;  there  has  been 
trouble,  large,  long  and  loud,  all  around  ; 
and  what  has  it  all  been  about  ?  I  noticed 
a  heading  in  a  newspaper  the  other  day,  a 
great  large  heading— I  think  it  has  been  In 
several  issues  of  the  paper.  It  read  :  '  A 
Free  West,  a  Common  School,  Provincial 
Rights,  Religious  Equality.'  I  hear  some 
gentlemen  laugh  sarcastically.  I  want  to 
to  say  that  I  subscribe  thoroughly  to  the 
sentiments  expressed  in  that  headline.  I 
read  further :  *  Toronto  Vigorously  Pro- 
tests Against  Throttling  the  West.'  Well, 
I  would  like  to  be  understood  as  protesting 
against  any  attempt  to  throttle  the  west. 
'  Meeting  emphatically  protests  against  the 
enactment  of  section  16  or  any  other  pro- 
visions Inconsistent  with  their  constitutional 
freedom  in  this  regard.'  And  the  mass 
meeting  in  Massey  Hall  demanded  that  the 
government  first  should  abandon  the  clauses, 
second,  should  appeal  to  the  country,  or 
third,  should  defer  action — it  must  do  one 
or  other  of  these  three  things.  I  read  In 
one  of  these  petitions  which  have  been  sent 
in  : 

At  the  last  regular  meeting  of  the  Strath- 
cona  Preceptory,  Royal  Black  Knights  of  Ire- 
land, the  following  motion  was  passed  : 

Moved  Sir  Knight  J.  J.  Mellon,  seconded  Sir 
Knight  T.  Irving,  that  this  preceptory  does  ut- 
terly disapprove  of  the  school  clause  in  the 
present  Autonomy  Bill,  and  strongly  urge  that 
the  new  provinces  do  have  full  control  In  all 
matters  pertaining  to  education  in  the  said 
provinces. 

I  find  In  a  petition  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  present : 

We,  the  undersigned  electors  ot  the  electoral 
district  ot  Edmonton  do  pray  that  in  granting 
provincial  autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories the  Dominion  parliament  will  not  by  any 
enactment  or  otherwise  withhold  from  the  new- 
ly created  provinces  full  and  unrestricted  free- 
dom of  action  in  all  matters  affecting  the  es- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3161 


MARCH  24.  1905 


3162 


tabllshment,  maintenance  and  administration  of 
schools. 

I  read  the  following  resolution  of  the 
Winnipeg  Ministerial  Association  : 

Therefore  be  it  resolved,  that  the  Ministerial 
Association  of  Winnipeg  respectfully  protests 
against  this  legislation  proposed,  and  expresses 
the  hope  that  the  educational  clauses  referred 
to  as  objectionable  may  be  expunged  from  the 
Bill,  thus  leaving  the  new  provinces  perfectly 
free  to  develop  their  own  educational  policy. 

I  read  from  a  newspaper  : 

Orange  protest. — Eastern  Ontario  Orange 
Orand  Lodge  pronounces  on  the  Autonomy  Bill. 
An  invasion  of  provincial  rights.  The  provinces 
must  be  absolutely  free. 

And  in  a  part  of  this  document  It  says  : 

We  have  strong  reason  to  think  that  this  re- 
strictive legislation  has  been  asked  for  by  a 
certain  organization  in  a  province  far  removed 
from  the  Northwest,  an  organization  that  has 
never  stopped  during  nearly  the  last  thousand 
years  grasping  for  power  to  curtail  the  rights 
of  the  people. 

I  read  here  a  document  which  has  been 
directed  to  myself.  It  is  from  the  Grand 
Orange  Lodge  of  Ontario  West  and  says  : 

And  so  we  are  called  upon  to-day  to  enter 
our  earnest  protest  against  the  unjustifiable 
action  of  the  bishops  striving  to  shackle  the 
west  for  all  time  In  matters  of  education.  We 
desire  to  go  on  record,  as  citizens  of  this  coun- 
try, uncontrolled  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy, who  have  been  on  record  for  forty  years, 
in  favour  of  a  system  of  non-denominational 
public  schools,  where  every  child  shall  secure 
■a  good  secular  education  at  the  general  expense, 
and  where  the  religious  belief  of  the  pupils  will 
be  fully  respected. 

This  right  worshipful  grand  lodge  opposes  as 
dangerous  to  the  peace,  order  and  good  govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  the  adoption  of  this  prin- 
ciple in  the  constitution  of  the  proposed  new 
provinces.  We  stand  firmly  against  the  en- 
dowment of  denominational  schools  as  the 
worst,  because  the  most  subtle  form,  In  which 
-church  and  state  can  be  united.  This  is  accom- 
plished by  the  Autonomy  Bill  providing  that 
'  the  public  money  of  the  provinces  appropriated 
by  the  legislature  in  aid  of  education  and  the 
funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  public  lands  set 
apart  solely  for  public  school  purposes  shall 
hereafter  be  divided  indiscriminately  between 
the  public  and  the  separate  schools.' 

There  seems  to  be  some  objection  on  the 
part  of  some  of  these  gentlemen  who  have 
so  petitioned  parliament  against  separate 
schools.  I  admit  that  I,  too,  hold  similar 
objections,  but  these  gentlemen  do  not  seem 
to  be  aware  that  those  separate  schools 
have  been  In  existence  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  for  20  years  to  my  knowledge ; 
that  they  are  in  existence  because  of  le- 
gislation passed  unanimously  30  years  ago 
by  this  parliament,  as  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position said,  and  repeated  and  reiterated, 
subject  to  repeal  or  amendment  by  this 
parliament  at  any  time  during  the  past  30 
years,  and  there  never  was  a  word  of  pro- 
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test  from  the  Ministerial  Association  of 
Winnipeg,  from  the  Orange  Grand  Lodge 
of  eastern  or  western  Ontario,  from  the 
preceptory  of  the  Black  Knights  of  Ireland 
in  Strathcona,  nor  from  any  of  those  other 
petitioners,  during  that  whole  30  years  dur- 
ing which  it  was  in  the  power  of  this  par- 
liament to  do  away  with  this  national  out- 
rage of  separate  schools  In  the  Northwest. 
It  is  within  the  power  of  parliament  to-day; 
it  is  not  too  late.  But  there  Is  not  a  man 
here  who  will  move,  nor  has  there  been  a 
suggestion  made  to  this  House,  that  separate 
schools  in  the  Northwest  Territories  should 
be  abolished,  not  a  word.  Do  these  gentle- 
men really  mean  what  they  say  or  do  they 
know  what  they  say  ?  Is  this  a  demonstra- 
tion of  objection  to  separate  schools  or  Is 
it  an  attempt  to  wreck  the  Liberal  govern- 
ment on  a  second  school  question  ?  If  this 
attack  is  honest,  if  It  Is  against  the  sepa- 
rate schools  and  not  against  the  French 
premier,  It  is  In  order  for  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  and  the  gen- 
tlemen behind  him  to  introduce  a  Bill  into 
this  parliament  as  they  yet  may  do  to  abo*- 
llsh  separate  schools  in  the  Northwest  by 
repealing  the  section  of  the  Northwest  Act. 
I  am  against  separate  schools  but  I  want 
some  company  in  my  position  and  I  do  not 
seem  to  be  able  to  find  It.  It  Is  not  the 
first  time  I  have  been  alone  in  this  House, 
but  1  seem  to  be  just  as  lonesome  now  as  I 
ever  was,  notwithstanding  all  these  peti- 
tions on  this  very  interesting  subject.  These 
separate  schools  have  been  authorized  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  by  Act  of  this 
parliament  for  30  years  at  least  and  they 
have  been  in  actual  existence  in  the  North- 
west Territories  for  20  years  by  Act  or  or- 
dinance of  the  Northwest  legislature.  There 
has  been  no  word  of  protest  Id  parliament 
or  out  of  parliament,  there  has  been  no 
word  of  petition  in  the  Northwest  legisla- 
ture, or  amongst  the  people  against  that 
provision. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN.  Why  do  you  not 
ask  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  want  to  know  first  whe- 
ther I  would  get  a  seconder. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Try  It  Try  Mc- 
Carthy. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Stick  to  the  tun- 
nel, McLean. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  say  then  that  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  these  separate  schools  have 
been  in  existence  for  20  years  absolutely 
at  the  disposal  of  this  parliament,  without 
a  word  of  objection  from  the  legislature  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  or  from  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  It  Is  not  in 
order  to  send  Into  this  House  such  docu- 
ments as  have  been  sent  In  within  the  past 
month ;  to  discuss  this  question  as  it  has 
been  discussed  in  the  newspapers  of  this 
country.   I  say  that  the  men  who  are  doing 
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this  are  doing  It  not  in  the  interests  of  Pro- 
testantism but  in  the  interests  of  party  poli- 
tics.   If  there  is  a  wrong,  let  them  take 
proper  means  to  remedy  that  wrong.    It  is 
open  to  them,  this  13  the  responsible  body 
whereby  it  can  be  remedied.   These  pro- 
vinces are  not  yet  created,  these  territories  I 
are  still  under  the  absolute  control  of  this  ' 
parliament  of  Canada.  If  a  wrong  has  been 
done  let  us  right  that  wrong  and  right  it 
now,  and  there  will  be  no  question  about 
separate  schools  in  these  provinces  in  the  ; 
future. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Are  the  thousands  of 
reformers  who  signed  this  petition  and 
have  spoken  on  this  question  along  the 
same  lines  doing  it  in  the  Interests  of  a  poli- 
tical party  ? 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  It  Is  the  man 
who  asked  them. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  They  were  asked  by  no 
person  except  the  instinct  of  nature. 

•  Mr.  OONMEE.  Petitions  with  a  printed 
head  were  sent  out  broadcast. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  think  It  must  be  evident 
from  the  discussion  in  this  House  that  many 
people  have  been  misled  as  to  the  facts  of 
this  case. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OLIVER — or  they  would  not  have 
taken  the  position  th£y  have. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.    He  did  it. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  Now  the  government,  com- 
ing to  this  question,  having  to  provide  pro- 
vincial organization  for  these  territories, 
considering  that  there  are  separate  schools 
there,  that  there  have  been  separate  schools 
there,  that  there  has  never  been  objection 
made  to  these  schools  until  this  Bill  was  In- 
troduced, what  are  they  to  do  ?  What 
should  the  government  do  but  make  provi- 
sion to  carry  on  the  existing  conditions. 
What  did  the  Northwest  Territories  govern- 
ment do  when  they  proposed  provincial  ' 
autonomy  two  or  three  years  ago  ?  If  the  ' 
time  of  the  organization  of  a  province  is . 
the  time  to  do  away  with  these  separate 
schools  ;  is  the  time  to  start  the  province 
out  without  any  such  Incubus  upon  their 
organization  ;  then  the  time  to  do  that 
was  when  the  Northwest  government  was 
applyipg  for  provincial  powers  and  prepar- 
ing their  own  draft  Bill  on  the  subject. 
But  I  find  that  section  2  of  this  draft  Bill 
which  was  prepared  by  the  Northwest  gov- 
ernment in  1901 — and  these  provisions 
were  repeated  In  1903— is  almost  word  for 
word  section  2  of  the  Autonomy  Bill  which 
is  before  the  House  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
is  a  reproduction  of  a  similar  section  in 
the  Act  admitting  each  individual  province 
into  the  Dominion.  It  reads  : 
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On,  from  and  after  the  said  first  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1903,  the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  except  those  parts  thereof 
which  are  in  terms  made  or  by  reasonable  in- 
tendment may  be  held  to  be  specially  applic- 
able to  or  to  affect  only  one  or  more,  but  not 
the  whole  of  the  provinces  under  that  Act  com- 
posing the  Dominion,  and  except  so  far  as  the 
same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act,  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  province  of  in  the  same 
way  and  to  the  same  extent  as  they  apply  to 
the  several  provinces  of  Canada,  and  as  if  the 
province  of  had  been  one  of  the  pro- 
vinces originally  united  by  the  said  Act. 

The  view  of  the  government  of  the  North- 
west Territories  was  that  existing  conditions 
should  be  continued.  And  again  I  find,  in 
section  13  a  parallel  to  the  one  in  the  Auton- 
omy Bill  and  a  reproduction  of  a  similar  sec- 
tion in  the  Acts  admitting  the  other  pro- 
vinces : 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  for  by  this  Act 
all  laws  in  force  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
on  the  first  day  of  January,  1903,  .  .  .  shall 
continue  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed, 
subject  nevertheless  (except  with  respect  to 
such  as  are  enacted  by  or  exist  under  Acts  of 
parliament  of  Great  Britain  or  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  to  be  repealed,  abolished  or  alter- 
ed by  the  parliament  of  Canada  or  by  the  legis- 
lature of  the  province,  according  to  the  autho- 
rity of  the  parliament  or  the  legislature  under 
this  Act. 

That  Is  to  say,  In  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
Northwest  government  for  the  admission  of 
these  Territories  into  confederation,  are  these 
very  provisions  which  are  contained  in  the 
Autonomy  Bill.  If  I  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  and  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  It  was  that  if  the  date 
of  the  union  was  the  date  of  the  annexation 
of  the  territories  to  Canada,  then  the  British 
North  America  Act  did  not  apply. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Did  apply. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  The  subsections  of  section 
93  would  not  apply  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  understand  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  to  say  that  if,  the  date  of 
union  meant  the  date  when  these  provinces 
are  added  to  the  union,  then  the  restrictive 
sections  do  apply.  Now,  Mr.  Haultaln  and 
his  government  In  their  Bill,  make  these  sec- 
tions apply.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think, 
it  is  absurd — I  beg  pardon  for  using  that 
word  If  it  is  unparliamentary — to  argue  that 
the  time  of  union  means  the  time  of  the  an- 
nexation of  the  country  to  Canada  and  not 
the  time  of  the  erection  of  the  province. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  So  says  Mr.  Christopher 
Robinson. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  I  am  sorry  to  differ  from 
that  eminent  and  learned  gentleman.  Let 
me  read  the  first  subsection  of  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  l'n  which 
these  words  occur  : 
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Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to  de- 
nominational schools  which  apy  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  union. 

This  does  not  say  that  any  provincial  law 
may  exist  at  the  union.  It  does  not  allude 
in  any  degree — it  carefully  refrains  from 
alluding — to  the  collective  powers  which 
may  be  exercised  by  legislation.  It  refers 
to  the  individual  rights  of  any  class  of  per- 
sons at  the  union,  and  defines  the  rights  of 
those  people  when  they  come  into  the  union. 
That  is  the  purpose  of  the  Act — not  the  de- 
fining of  anything  about  what  they  were 
before  they  came  into  the  union.  On  the 
face  of  it  It  has  no  reference  what- 
ever to  whether  a  province  was  organ- 
ized before  or  not.  If  there  was  a 
class  of  persons  who  had  rights  at  the 
union,  when  they  came  into  the  union 
they  should  continue  to  have  those  rights — 
that  is  the  whole  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
section ;  there  is  no  other  explanation. 
That  is  as  Mr.  Haultaiu  understood  it ;  that 
is  as  any  man,  I  think,  must  understand  it 
if  he  reads  it  with  due  care.  That  being  the 
case,  the  British  North  America  Act  being 
the-  constitution  of  this  country.  I  say  that 
although  I  am  no  lover  of  separate  schools, 
although  I  do  not  believe  in  separate  schools 
-as  so  many  of  our  people  do,  this  govern- 
ment would  certainly  be  doing  very  much 
less  than  its  duty  if  it  undertook,  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  especially,  to 
-deviate  from  the  terms  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  or  took  any  other  course  than 
loyally  to  carry  out  its  provisions.  In  regard 
to  the  terms  of  the  first  clause  16  and  the 
second  clause  16,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  that  for  my  own  part,  I  would  rather 
not  have  seen  any  clause  16  at  all.  I  believe 
that  according  to  the  British  North  America 
Act,  the  separate  schools  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  would  have  exactly  the  same  pro- 
tection that  they  have  under  the  provisions 
of  clause  16.  I  know  that  all  my  friends  do 
not  agree  with  me  In  that  view.  I  take  it 
that  clause  16  is  merely  a  declaration  on  the 
part  of  parliament  of  meaning  and  intent ; 
the  provisions  of  clause  16  are  declaratory 
and  not  mandatory.  I  say  that  I  would 
prefer  that  there  would  not  be  any  clause 
16,  that  there  should  not  be  any  declaration 
of  the  meaning  and  Intent  of  these  pro- 
visions of  the  British  North  America  Act 
I  say  that  as  a  Protestant  living  in  a  coun- 
try where  the  large  majority  are  Protes- 
tants, and  as  one  who  does  not  believe  in 
separate  schools  ;  living  where  the  majority 
do  not  believe  in  separate  schools.  I  take 
the  view  that,  situated  as  we  are  we  are  in 
a  sufficiently  strong  position  to  maintain  our 
views  without  any  declaration  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  British  North  America 
Act  goes.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  there 
are  other  gentlemen  who  do  not  take  that 
view  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  also  that  they 
Tiave  some  fairly  good  reasons  for  the  view 


they  take.  I  think  it  is  a  fairly  arguable 
question.  I  presume  the  reason  they  take 
the  contrary  view  is  this  :  That  if  the  terms 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  are  con- 
travened in  this  particular ;  the  remedy 
lies  with  parliament  You  come  back  to 
this  parliament  for  your  remedy.  And  so 
they  say.  If  parliament  in  the  last  resort 
has  to  declare  what  these  provisions  mean, 
it  is  very  much  better  to  declare  them  at 
first  and  avoid  any  question  or  misunder- 
standing in  the  first  place. 

On  second  thought  I  am  somewhat  In- 
clined to  take  that  view  myself,  because, 
while  we  have  a  very  large  Protestant  ma- 
jority in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
while  this  House  seems  to  be  rather  strong- 
ly against  the  idea  of  separate  schools,  that 
condition  has  not  always  prevailed.  We 
recall  a  time  not  so  very  long  ago  when 
an  occasion  such  as  might  happen  In  the 
Northwest  Territories  actually  did  happen 
|  in  regard  to  the  province  of  Manitoba,  and 
|  an  appeal  was  made  to  parliament,  and  at- 
tempt was  made  to  interpret  the  provision 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  by  parlia- 
ment. And  when  we  consider  the  provi- 
s-ions  of  that  Remedial  Bill  as  proposed 
to  be  applied  to  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
•when  we  consider  that  such  conditions 
might  possibly  arise  In  the  Northwest 
Territories,  those  of  us  who  do  not  like 
the  idea  of  separate  schools,  and  par- 
ticularly who  do  not  like  the  idea  of  clerical 
control  of  schools,  may  very  well  say  that 
we  would  rather  have  a  declaration  from 
this  parliament  at  this  time  as  to  what  the 
British  North  America  Act  means,  than 
trust  to  some  future  time  when  some  other 
government  might  be  in  power  who  would 
be  more  ready  to  sell  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  the  west  for  clerical  support  at 
the  polls.  We  heard  something  to-day 
spoken  in  tones  almost  of  horror  as  to  the 
control  which  the  advisory  board  had  in  the 
Northwest  Terrltovies,  because  It  had  two 
Catholics  on  it. 
An  hon.  MEMBER.   What  an  outrage  ! 

Mr.  OLIVER.  Awful  to  think  of  !  That 
advisory  board  is  simply  an  advisory  board, 
and  has  no  other  duties  than  to  give  expert 
advice  in  regard  to  educational  matters. 
But  I  find  that  when  our  friends  opposite 
were  undertaking  to  legislate  for  schools 
in  Manitoba,  they  did  not  stop  at  that. 
They  provided  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in 
Council  should  constitute  a  separate  school 
board  of  education  for  Manitoba,  not  ex- 
ceeding nine,  all  of  whom  should  be  Roman 
Catholics.  I  find  further  that  this  board 
of  education  had  these  powers. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  board  of  education 
to  have  under  its  control  and  management  the 
separate  schools,  and  to  make  from  time  to 
time  such  regulations  as  may  be  deemed  fit  for 
their  general  government  and  discipline  and  the 
carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  ;  to 
arrange  for  the  proper  examination,  grading 
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and  licensing  of  its  teachers  and  for  the 
withdrawing  of  licenses  upon  sufficient  cause;  to 
make  and  enforce  regulations  for  the  establish- 
ment and  operation  of  departments  in  such  of 
its  schools  as  it  mar  deem  suitable  for  the 
preparation  of  candidates  for  the  annual  ex- 
amination of  teachers,  and  for  matriculating  at 
the  University  of  Manitoba,  and  for  the  doing 
of  general  literary  work  corresponding  to  the 
standard  required  for  these  examinations,  and 
to  give  special  aid  to  such  schools  from  the 
funds  of  its  disposal  not  exceeding  in  the  aggre- 
gate one-twelfth  of  Its  appropriation  ;  provided 
that  no  schools  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
such  special  aid  that  does  not  comply  fully 
with  the  regulations  made  by  the  board  for 
its  operation. 

These  are  llie  gentlemen  who  are  object- 
ing, who  are  holding  up  both  hands  In  holy 
horror  at  the  idea  of  throttling  the  North- 
west by  continuing  its  present  system  of 
separate  schools.  The  provisions  of  section 
15  are  intended  to  protect  us  Protestants  of 
the  Northwest  against  legislation  of  that 
kind  at  some  future  date.  In  regard  to 
the  distribution  of  public  funds  I  find  this 
in  section  74  : 

The  right  to  share  proportionate  claims.  In 
any  grant  made  out  of  public  funds  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education  having  been  decided  to  be 
and  being  now  one  of  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  said  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
any  sum  granted  by  the  legislature  of  Mani- 
toba and  appropriated  for  the  separate  schools 
shall  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  board  of 
education  in  accounts  to  be  opened  in  the  books 
of  the  treasury  department  and  in  the  audit 
office. 

No  question  about  that.  I  find  further 
iu  section  111  : 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council  may  di- 
rect that  a  sum  not  exceeding  one-tenth  of  the 
amount  of  the  grant  for  educational  purposes 
be  allowed  for  the  maintenance  of  normal 
school  departments  as  hereby  established. 

We  do  not  want  any  legislation  of  that 
kind  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  or  for  the 
Northwest.  Now  I  want  to  make  myself 
clear,  for  1  believe  1  speak  for  many  people 
iu  the  Northwest  on  this  subject.  We  ob- 
ject to  separate  schools,  not  on  religious 
grounds  at  all,  but  merely  on  the  grounds 
of  efficiency  and  economy.  But  we  can  see 
that  in  the  Northwest,  under  present  con- 
ditions, separate  schools  conducted  as  they 
are  to-day,  do  not  seriously  affect  either 
elficiency  or  economy.  Therefore  we  do 
not  seriously  object  to  these  schools  as  they 
are  to-day.  But  what  we  do  object  to, 
what  ww  did  object  to  in  J891,  was  the  fea- 
ture embodied  in  this  Remedial  Bill,  thor- 
oughly embodied  In  it,  and  that  was  the 
principle  of  absolute  clerical  control  of 
schools.  That  is  what  we  do  not  want, 
that  is  what  we  would  not  submit 'to.  We 
had  that  clerical  control  of  schools  from 
1884  to  1891,  and  as  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the 
Interior  has  said  to-day  with  regard  to 
Manitoba,  that  system  was  abused.    It  may 

Mr.  OLIVER. 


be  a  good  system  in  theory,  it  may  be  a 
good  system  in  practice,  in  some  cases,  but 
we  did  not  find  it  so.  I  was  a  member  of 
the  legislature  which  changed  the  conditions 
of  the  school  law  of  the  Northwest  and 
made  the  schools  strictly  national.  We 
have  separate  schools  in  the  Northwest, 
but  we  have  not  a  separate  school  system 
in  the  Northwest.  We  concede,  and  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  we  willingly  concede,  to- 
our  Roman  Catholic  fellow  citizens  the 
right  to  pay  their  own  taxes  to  their  own 
schools,  to  elect  their  own  trustees,  to  hire 
teachers  of  tbeir  own  faith,  and  to  give  re- 
ligious instruction  for  one-half  hour  each 
day  in  their  schools.  I  believe  that  is  a 
reasonable  provision,  and  while  I  cannot 
say  that  1  approve  of  it,  still  I  do  approve 
of  it  to  this  extent,  that  It  satisfies  the  re- 
ligious convictions  of  a  large  and  Impor- 
tant part  of  the  population,  whose  religious 
convictions  are  entitled  to  the  most  careful 
and  fullest  consideration. 

So  far  I  am  prepared  to  go  and  justify  my- 
self here  or  anywhere  else.  Beyond  that 
point,  to  hand  our  schools,  or  any  section  of 
our  schools,  over  to  the  control  of  a  body  not 
directly  responsible  to  the  people  of  the 
country  through  their  votes,  I  certainly  do 
not  approve  of  and  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  would  not  approve  of.  We 
have  an  efficient  school  system  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  a  very  efficient  school  sys- 
tem. It  is  a  national  school  system,  essenti- 
ally national,  and  because  it  is  national  we 
approve  of  it.  There  is  no  occasion,  there 
lias  been  no  occasion  and  there  has  been  no 
justification  in  any  way,  shape  or  manner 
for  the  attacks  that  have  been  made  upon 
this  subject  of  separate  schools  as  a  matter 
of  party  politics  within  the  last  two  or  three 
weeks  in  this  country. 

It  may  be  a  matter  of  Information  to  the 
members  of  this  House  to  say  that  while  the 
returns  show  only  ten  or  fifteen  separate 
schools  iu  the  Territories,  there  are,  I  sup- 
pose, upwards  of  a  hundred  Catholic  schools. 
Wherever  the  Catholic  people  are  in  the  ma- 
'ority,  they  elect  their  own  trustees,  form 
t heir  own  school  district,  hire  theirown  teach- 
ers and  direct  what  form  of  religion  shall  be 
taught  in  the  half  hour  allotted  to  religion. 
These  are  public  schools;  they  are  not  sep- 
arate schools,  and  yet  they  are  Catholic 
schools.  So,  I  say  that  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  we  have  the  Catholics  sharing  in 
the  public  school .  system  just  the  same 
whether  they  are  separated  from  the  origin- 
Mi  districts  or  whether  they  form  the  original 
district;  we  have  a  national  school  system 
and  it  is  not  throttling  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories and  it  is  not  doing  an  Injustice  or  an 
injury  to  the  Northwest  Territories  to  pro- 
vide for  a  continuation  of  that  system,  espe- 
cially if  by  so  doing  you  provide  against  the 
possibility  of  such  a  condition  as  was  at- 
tempted to  be  thrust  upon  the  province  of 
Manitoba  not  many  years  ago. 

In  regard  to  the  other  provisions  of  this 
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Bill  I  do  not  think  anything  need  be  said. 
We  have  received  in  the  past  at  the  hands 
of  this  government  very  fair  consideration. 
We  have  received  representation  in  this 
House  and  in  the  upper  chamber.  We  have 
received  reasonable  financial  consideration, 
increasing  as  our  needs  increased,  although 
possibly  not  fully  up  to  the  mark  of  our  re- 
quirements. And  now,  that  it  has  seemed 
good  to  the  government  of  the  day  and  to,  I 
think,  the  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  country  to  erect  these  Territories  into 
provinces,  it  is  certainly  something  of  which 
we  may  very  well  be  proud  that  we  enter 
confederation  upon  such  favourable  terms. 
We  only  regret  that  this  particular  subject 
should  have  been  the  occasion  of  such  a 
great  amount  of  what  I  may  be  justified  in 
calling  malicious  misrepresentation  for  the 
purpose  of  making  party  capital.  We  had 
hoped  that  our  entrance  into  confederation 
as  full  fledged  provinces  would  be  under 
altogether  auspicious  circumstances.  With 
this  exception  they  are  altogether  auspici- 
ous and  perhaps'when  we  have  threshed  out 
this  question  in  parliament  we  will  all 
understand  each  other  better,  we  will  all 
know  where  we  severally  stand  on  this  im- 
portant question  and  perhaps  it  will  be  the 
last  we  will  hear  in  Canada  of  this  much 
vexed  school  question. 

Mr.  H.  BOtFRASSA  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.  He  said:  Mon- 
day being  private  members'  day,  probably 
this  debate  will  not  be  continued  on  that 
day,  but  it  will  be  resumed  on  Tuesday.  At 
the  same  time  I  am  giving  notice  to  the 
House  that  the  government  intends  to  move 
next  week  to  take  Mondays  as  well  as  other 
days  after  private  Bills  and  questions  put 
by  members.  The  calendar  is  pretty  fully 
ch'arged  with  orders  placed  upon  it  by  dif- 
ferent members  of  the  House  so  that  I 
think  it  would  be  well  that  members  who  in- 
tend to  move  resolutions  should  do  so  on 
Monday  next. 

Mr.  POSTER.  When  the  debate  is  re- 
sumed on  Tuesday  I  suppose  it  will  go  on 
consecutively? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Yes,  from  day 
to  day. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at 
11  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  March  27,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 


PRIVATE  BILLS. 
THE  OTTAWA  ELBOTRIC  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  12)  re- 
specting the  Ottawa  Electric  Company— Mr. 
Galliher. 

On  section  2 — shares  In  other  companies. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  wish  to  read  a  resolution  in  re- 
gard to  this  Ottawa  Electric  Bill  which  was 
passed  by  the  municipal  council  of  the  city 
of  Toronto.  I  have  received  the  following 
letter  : 

City  Clerk's  Office,  Toronto,  Feb.  14,  1905. 

Dear  Sir, — I  have  the  honour  by  direction  of 
his  worship  the  mayor  to  forward  herewith  a 
copy  of  a  resolution  which  was  adopted  by  the 
city  council  at  its  meeting  held  on  the  13th  in- 
stant, as  follows  : 

Whereas,  the  city  of  Ottawa  entered  into  cer- 
tain agreements  with  the  Metropolitan  Rail- 
way Company  of  Ottawa,  Limited,  and  with  the 
Consumers  Electric  Company,  Limited,  respec- 
tively, in  which  it  was  provided  that  the  said 
companies  should  not  at  any  time  during  a 
period  provided  in  the  said  agreement,  amalga- 
mate or  combine  with  any  other  company  or 
companies  carrying  on  or  which  might  there- 
after carry  on  In  the  said  city  of  Ottawa  a 
business  for  supplying  electricity  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supplying  power,  light  or  heat,  nor 
should  the  said  company  or  companies  enter 
into  any  contract,  agreement  or  arrangement 
with  any  other  such  company  for  such  purpose, 
or  that  should  have  such  effect,  nor  should  the 
said  companies  enter  into  any  contract,  agree- 
ment or  arrangement  with  any  such  other  com- 
pany for  the  purpose,  or  that  might  have  the 
effect  of  creating  a  monopoly  for  the  business 
of  supplying  electricity  for  the  purposes  afore- 
said without  the  permission  of  the  council  or 
the  corporation  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  to  be  ex- 
pressed by  by-law  ; 

And  whereas,  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
are  by  Bill  No.  12  seeking  legislation  at  the 
present  session  of  the  Dominion  parliament  at 
Ottawa  which  will  enable  them  to  purchase  the 
'  stock  of  the  said  Metropolitan  and  the  said 
Consumers  Companies  and  thus  become  the 
owners  thereof,  and,  by  so  doing,  avoid  the 
said  agreements  ; 

And  whereas,  it  is  desirable  that  the  agree- 
ments, intere.Hs  and  vested  rights  of  munici- 
palities should  be  respected  and  preserved,  and 
the  passing  of  the  proposed  legislation  will,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  council,  vitally  affect  the 
vested  rights  and  interests  of  the  city  of  Otta- 
wa and  destroy  the  purposes  of  the  said  agree- 
ments ;  , 

Be  it  resolved,  that  this  council  does  most  re- 
spectfully petition  the  parliament  of  Canada  to 
resist  and  prevent  the  passage  of  the  said 
legislation,  and  does  most  respectfully  request 
the  members  of  the  city  of  Toronto  to  oppose 
I  it. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  LITTLEJOHN, 

City  Clerk. 

I  W.  F.  Maclean,  Esq.,  M.P., 
,  Ottawa,  Ont. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  city  of  Toronto,  which  has  a> 
vital  interest  In  maintaining  what  it  calls 
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the  vested  Interests  of  muncipalities,  be- 
cause the  municipality  of  Ottawa  bas  a 
vested  interest  in  a  contract  with  companies 
incorporated  in  this  city, 'who,  on  getting 
franchises,  have  given  a  solemn  pledge  that 
they  shall  not  amalgamate.  The  city  of  To- 
ronto asks  you  to-day  to  protect  the  vested 
interests  of  the  city  of  Ottawa,  in  that 
respect ;  they  ask  that  not  only  on 
behalf  of  Ottawa,  but  on  behalf  of 
every  other  municipality  in  this  coun- 
try. The  municipalities  of  Canada  are 
being  raided  to-day  right  and  left  by  these 
franchise  holding  corporations,  who  are  not 
content  with  what  they  have  got,  but  the 
moment  they  get  a  franchise  they  are  con- 
stantly seeking  additional  legislation  which 
will  enable  them  to  avoid  their  obligations. 
Ihe  experience  of  all  the  cities  of  Canada 
with  these  lighting  companies  is  on  the 
line  that  the  company  does  not  carry  out 
its  agreement.  In  the  city  of  Toronto  we 
have  two  of  these  companies.  These  com- 
panies gave  us  a  solemn  pledge — It  is  on 
record  In  the  documents — that  they  would 
not  amalgamate  ;  and  they  did  what  the 
chief  executive  of  one  of  these  companies 
called  the  cleverest  thing  that  could  be  done 
—they  got  the  ablest  lawyer  in  Canada  to 
prepare  a  plan  under  which  they  could  prac- 
tically amalgamate  and  avoid  their  agree- 
ments, so  that  one  person  can  purchase 
stock  in  the  two  companies,  and  while  they 
cannot  amalgamate  In  the  letter,  they  do  so 
in  fact.  It  is  the  same  president,  the  same 
board  of  directors,  that  meet  five  minutes 
tifter  the  other  is  through  ;  they  do  what- 
ever they  like  with  the  citizens.  Now  the 
same  thing  Is  proposed  to  be  done  in  the 
city  of  Ottawa.  They  propose  to  allow  an 
amalgamation,  and  when  that  Is  consummat- 
ed they  Intend  to  advance  the  rates  charged 
to  the  people  of  Ottawa.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  In  this  House  about  the  vested 
rights  of  companies  and  of  corporations, 
but  we  never  hear  anything  about  the 
vested  rights  of  municipalities,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  those  rights  are  not  supposed  to  be 
protected.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral  to-day  Is  championing 
the  cause  of  the  vested  rights  of  munici- 
palities. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    He  is  not  here. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  He  ought  to  be 
here,  that  is  all  I  can  say.  But  I  am  sorry 
to  know  that  In  connection  with  this  legis- 
lation—of course  I  will  be  charged  with 
introducing  partisan  Ideas — but  we  were 
told  the  other  day  that  this  was  a  free  ques- 
tion, parties  could  divide  on  it,  and  that  the 
government  was  divided.  But  the  govern- 
ment whips  are  active  in  having  this  Bill 
carried  through  ;  the  whips  of  the  Liberal 
party  to-day  have  canvassed  their  members 
up  and  down  this  House,  they  have  lined 
them  up,  and  they  are  bringing  the  Liberal 
Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN. 


party  as  an  organization  into  support  of 
this  Bill. 

.Mr.  LOG  AX.  As  the  chief  whip  of  the 
government  party  does  not  happen  to  be  in 
his  seat,  I  desire,  as  assistant  chief  whip,  to 
give  that  statement  the  most  unqualified 
denial. 

Mr.  MACPHERSOX.  I  have  the  honour 
to  lie  one  of  the  whips  of  the  Liberal  party, 
and  I  desire  to  say  that  I  have  never  asked 
a  member  to  vote  for  this  Bill,  and  have 
never  discussed  the  Bill  with  any  of  the 
members. 

Mr.  L.  LAVERGXE.  As  one  of  the  Lib- 
eral whips  I  desire  also  to  deuy  the  state- 
ment of  the  hou.  member  for  York  (Mr.  W. 
V.  Maclean). 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  have  not  been  can- 
vassed in  connection  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAX.  I  knew  I  would 
get  that  statement,  and  I  accept  It.  Yet  I 
say  this  is  a  government  proposition,  and  it 
is  going  through  the  House  just  as  if  it 
was  on  the  order  paper  as  on  the  govern- 
ment orders. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  I  beg  to  deny  that 
statement.  I  have  not  been  canvassed  by 
one  side  or  the  other. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAX.  I  also  accept  the 
hou.  gentleman's  statement,  but  I  still  say 
that  this  Is  a  government  measure,  and  when 
the  division  takes  place  you  will  see  whe- 
ther it  is  or  not.  I  could  give  a  great  deal 
more  evidence,  but  there  is  no  doubt  about 
this  fact,  that  it  is  being  supported  by 
the  Liberal  party,  and  that  will  be  seen 
when  the  vote  comes  on. 

Mr.  LOGAX.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  to  us,  if  it  Is  a  government  measure, 
how  it  is  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
votes  in  the  same  way  as  the  leader  of 
the  government  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAX.    I  cannot  explain 

it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  voted  for  the 
preamble  of  the  BUI  because  there  are 
several  clauses  in  It,  to  three  of  which  I 
understood  there  is  no  objection.  To 
strike  out  the  preamble  would  not  only 
destroy  the  clause  about  which  the  contro- 
versy has  arisen,  but  It  would  strike  out 
the  three  clauses  to  which  there  is  no 
objection  so  far  as  1  understand.  I  trust  I 
have  made  myself  clear  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
n.an. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman did  not  make  himself  clear  before, 
so  that  nobody  would  have  misunderstood 
him. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEX.  Well  I  cannot  sup- 
ply brains  to  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  LOGAX.  I  am  not  asking  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  supply  me  with  brains.  But 
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I  think  it  would  not  nave  been  unreasonable 
for  the  lion,  gentleman  to  bare  supplied  j 
the  House  with  the  reasons  why  he  voted  ; 
lor  the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  since  voting 
for  the  preamble  adopts  the  principle. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Rejecting  the  pre- 
amble is  equivalent  to  rejecting  every  clause 
of  the  Bill.  I  should  think  my  hon.  friend 
had  been  long  enough  in  parliament  to 
know  that. 

Mr.  LOGAN.   I  know  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  there  are  sections 
of  the  Bill  to  which  there  is  no  objection 
and  one  section  to  which  there  is  an  ob- 
jection, the  proper  course  is  to  strike  out 
the  objectionable  section,  and  not  to  vote 
against  the  preamble. 

Mr.  LOGAN.  But  it  is  a  fair  inference 
I  think,  that  when  an  hon.  gentleman  sup- 
ports the  preamble  of  a  Bill  be  supports 
the  principle. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  test  will  be 
when  the  votes  comes.  Now  I  want  to 
come  to  another  phase  of  this  question. 
The  Liberal  party  has  been  known  before 
it  came  into  power  to  go  up  and  down  this 
country  appealing  to  the  farmers,  and  espec- 
ially the  Postmaster  General,  and  I  give 
him  credit  now  for  living  up  to  what  he 
did  in  those  days.  They  went  before  the  far- 
mers and  they  wept  before  the  farmers 
over  the  way  that  their  money  was  being 
extravagantly  spent  at  Ottawa.  They  wept 
before  the  farmers  about  the  extravagance 
of  the  previous  government  in  connection 
with  the  government  house,  in  connection 
with  every  department ;  and  most  of  all 
they  told  the  farmers  that  they  were  be- 
ing bled  white  in  various  ways  by  the 
tariff,  and  by  an  extravagant  administration 
at  Ottawa.  Well,  those  gentleman  are  in 
power  to-day,  and  this  government  is  the 
biggest  customer  of  this  Ottawa  Electric 
Light  Company,  this  government  pays  them 
more  than  anybody  else,  and  the  farmers 
of  this  country  are  supplying  the  money.  As 
the  law  now  Is,  it  is  the  farmers  of  this 
country  who  pay  for  the  electric  light,  we 
do  not  pay  for  it ;  the  people  of  Canada 
pay  for  the  electric  light  that  we  use  in 
this  building ;  and  we  as  custodians  of 
the  people's  money  are  asked  to-day  delib- 
erately to  remove  a  clause  which  protects 
them  from  an  advance  in  rates  for  electricity 
in  this  city.  Now  I  leave  it  to  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  represent  farming  consti- 
tuencies in  this  House,  I  do  not  care  on 
which  side  of  the  House  they  sit,  to  explain 
to  their  constituents  how  they  can  vote  for 
this  measure  which  takes  away  the  protec- 
tion that  the  people  now  enjoy  in  regard  to 
their  electric  bills.  We  are  bound,  if  we 
are  honest  trustees,  to  administer  the  peo- 
ple's money  with  the  greatest  economy,  we 
are  bound  to  see  that  the  rates  are  not 


unfairly  advanced.  Most  of  all  we  are  bound 
to  maintain  public  rights,  municipal  rights 
that  are  set  out  in  this  agreement.  The 
municipality  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  asks  us  to 
protect  them  In  this  clause  which  now 
prohibits  amalgamation.  These  amalgama- 
tions are  goiug  on  every  day.  Look  at  the 
merger  that  is  looming  up  in  the  city  of 
Montreal  to-day.  There  is  a  merger  coming 
in  Montreal  under  the  guise  of  light,  heat 
and  power  which  will  monopolize  all  the 
electric  energy  of  that  city,  gas  companies, 
electric  railways,  and  even  the  suburban 
companies— they  are  all  to  be  merged  in  a 
way  to  become  a  monopoly  upon  the  people. 
The  same  thing  is  happening  in  Ottawa. 
The  people  who  own  this  electric  light  com- 
pany own  the  street  railway,  and  they  are 
gradually  bringing  a  merger  into  ef- 
fect in  Ottawa,  just  as  they  have 
got  a  merger  ready  to  develop  in 
Toronto  in  a  short  time  on  the  same  lines. 
They  propose  to  enter  into  a  merger  with 
the  'intention  of  doing  away  with  competi- 
tion, of  advancing  rates  and  of  avoiding  the 
necessity  of  living  up  to  the  agreement 
which  they  originally  entered  Into  with  the 
municipality.  Let  me  tell  hon.  members 
of  this  House  In  a  few  words  what  these 
electric  companies  do  and  the  case  of  one 
is  the  test  of  them  all.  A  company  for  the 
supply  of  electricity  for  lighting,  makes  a 
contract,  such  as  you  will  find  in  connec- 
tion with  this  building,  at  so  much  per 
horse-power  to  go  into  an  arc  light.  There 
never  yet  has  been  found  a  private  electrical 
company  that  will  honestly  measure  the 
electric  energy  supplied  to  the  public.  They 
make  a  contract  to  put  electrical  energy  to 
the  extent  of  one  horse-power  into  an  arc 
light  per  night,  when  the  fact  is  that  they 
never  put  in  more  than  half  a  horse-power 
and  the  experience  of  all  cities  is  the  same 
in  this  regard.  The  greatest  fight  that  is 
taking  place  In  the  United  States  to-day  Is 
that  which  is  now  in  progress  in  the  city 
of  Chicago,  where  the  people  are  trying 
to  municipalize  the  traction  service.  They 
have  succeeded,  in  municipalizing  tnelr  elec- 
tric lighting  and  they  propose  to  munici- 
palize the  street  car  service.  The  city  of 
Chicago  has  found  the  municipalization  of 
its  electrical  lighting  to  be  a  splendid  In- 
vestment. In  many  of  the  American  cities 
they  have  done  the  same  thing  and  they 
have  not  only  reduced  the  cost  of  their 
lighting  but  they  are  getting  honest  mea- 
sure. There  never  was  honest  measure  given 
to  the  public  In  any  known  case  in  which 
any  of  these  private  companies  supplied 
electrical  energy  to  cities.  I  leave  it  to 
hon.  gentlemen  to  say  whether  it  is  not  fair 
to  let  this  agreement  between  the  city  of 
Ottawa  and  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
stand  as  it  is.  Why  this  meddlesomeness 
on  the  part  of  the  great  parliament  of  Can- 
ada into  the  domestic  affairs  of  the  city  of 
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Ottawa?  Why  is  this  parliament  meddling 
in  the  domestic  affairs  of  this  little  city 
of  Ottawa  ?  For  what  reason  is  it 
done?  Is  it  for  the  public  benefit  ?  Is  it 
to  set  a  good  example  to  the  public  that 
the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister,  fifteen 
members  of  his  cabinet  and  all  his  party  be- 
hind him  are  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    No.  no. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Well,  all  right.  I 
beg  the  hou.  Postmaster  General's  pardon 
and  I  will  wait  until  the  vote  is  taken. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  You  will  have 
to  beg  more  pardons. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  All  right,  if  they 
are  coming  around  so  much  the  better.  We 
will  put  it  iu  this  way:  Here  is  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  interfering  with  the  do- 
mestic affairs  of  this  little  city  of  Ottawa 
aud  interfering  iu  the  interest  of  a  private 
corporation.  Why  this  meddlesomeness  ? 
Leave  them  alone.  The  Conservative  party 
used  to  be  called  the  party  of  restriction. 
This  House  will  become  the  House  of  res- 
triction if  it  interferes  with  the  arrangement 
between  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  this  private 
company  by  adopting  this  Bill.  Let  Ottawa 
work  out  her  own  solution;  let  us  leave 
her  domestic  affairs  alone.  Let  us  attend 
to  national  affairs.  Why  devote  our  time 
to  the  domestic  affairs  of  the  city  of  Ot- 
tawa? We  have  a  large  number  of  men 
aud  women  in  this  city  who  are  the  servants 
of  Canada,  who  are  in  the  civil  service.  We 
know  that  none  of  them  are  overpaid,  yet,  ] 
we,  as  the  employers  of  the  civil  servants  | 
who  are  resident  in  Ottawa  are  willingly ' 
turning  them  over  to  this  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  which  intends  by  this  legislation 
to  advance  the  cost  of  electricity.  Why 
should  we  subject  our  own  servants  to  this 
injustice?  Should  we  not  rather  protect 
their  interests  by  refusing  to  pass  this  mea- 
sure which  has  in  view  the  amalgamation 
of  these  companies  and  an  advance  in  the 
cost  of  electric  lighting  In  this  city?  If 
parliament  wishes  to  help  this  company,  I 
would  rather  see  it  pay  more  for  the  elec- 
tric lighting  of  this  building  than  that  we 
should  turn  over  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  and 
especially  the  civil  servants  to  the  mercy 
of  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  and  sub- 
ject them  to  an  advance  in  the  rates  which 
they  are  called  upon  to  pay  for  electric 
lighting.  The  municipal  union  of  this 
country,  a  union  made  up  of  all  the  muni- 
cipalities, is  behind  the  city  of  Ottawa  in  its 
opposition  to  this  measure.  All  these  muni- 
cipalities have  asked  their  members  to  as- 
sist the  city  of  Ottawa.  The  city  of  To- 
ronto has  asked  all  its  members,  I  believe 
the  same  thing  has  happened  In  the  city  of 
Hamilton  and  In  Justice  not  only  to  the  city 
of  Ottawa,  but  to  all  other  municipalities 
which  have  to  deal  with  similar  questions  I 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN. 


say  :  Do  not  interfere  with  these  things, 
leave  them  alone  and  attend  to  national 
affairs. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIE  R.  My  hon. 
friend  {Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  In  his  zeal  for 
the  cause  which  he  advocates,  has  man- 
aged to  bring  into  the  discussion  of  this 
Bill  almost  all  classes  of  the  community.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  farmers  at  large  are 
very  much  interested  in  this  measure. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  They  pay  the 
Bills  here. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAL'RIER.  No.  The  city 
of  Ottawa  is  interested  in  this  measure,  but 

1  do  not  know  that  it  interests  particularly 
any  other  class  of  the  community.  My 
lion,  friend  referred  to  a  resolution  passed 
by  the  city  of  Toronto.  That  is  certainly 
worthy  of  credit  and  of  attention,  but  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  this  Bill  was  referred 
to  a  special  committee  which  after  giving 
it  their  best  attention  have  made  a  report 
upon  it.  Although  this  report  is  assailed,  I 
intend  to  support  it.  The  position  I  have  al- 
ways taken  has  been  to  support  the  report 
of  a  committee  to  which  has  been  entrusted 
by  the  House  with  any  particular  question. 
In  this  case,  a  special  committee  which  was 
composed  of  hon.  gentlemen  in  whom  the 
House  has  confidence  has  made  a  report 
stating  that  the  Bill  is  satisfactory.  Until 
this  report  is  attacked  by  the  amendment 
which  is  to  be  moved  in  a  few  minutes,  I 
think  we  had  better  pass  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  aud  then  we  will  come  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.    Shall  section 

2  be  adopted  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No,  because  that  is  the 
one  which  is  objected  to.  Section  2  reads 
as  follows  : 

(d)  Of  the  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking 
out  all  the  words  after  the  word  '  company  '  in 
the  third  line  thereof. 

I  have  the  origiual  Act  here  and  this 
shows  what  *be  change  proposed  is.  Para- 
graph id)  of  section  7  of  the  original  Act 
passed  in  1804.  reads  as  follows  : 

Acquire  shares  in  capital  stock,  debentures 
and  securities  of  other  electrical  companies 
or  of  companies  possessing  powers  similar  to 
those  of  this  company. 

The  proposition  is  to  strike  out  the  bal- 
ance of  the  section  which  is  as  follows : 

As  the  consideration  for  goods,  wares  or  mer- 
chandise sold  to  such  other  companies  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  business. 

Parliament  just  gave  them  power  to  buy 
this  stock  for  a  certain  consideration  and 
now  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  purpose 
for  wbich  the  stock  was  to  be  purchased. 
It  was  to  be  purchased  for  a  consideration, 
for  the  consideration  of  '  goods,  wares  or 
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merchandise  sold  to  such  other  companies 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  business.'  The 
object  of  putting  that  in  the  original  Act 
was  to  prevent  the  company  from  buying 
out  the  stock  of  another  company  which 
was  a  competitor  and  which  gave  competi- 
tion to  the  people  of  Ottawa.  If  you  strike 
out  that  provision  which  forbids  them  to 
buy  that  stock  then  we  allow  them  to 
buy  it,  they  can  only  desire  to  buy  it  for 
one  purpose  and  that  is  to  prevent  compe- 
tition with  the  other  company.  As  a  result 
of  that  competiton,  the  people  of  Ottawa 
hiiye  benefited  very  considerably.  They 
are  benefiting  to-day  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
48  per  cent  in  what  they  pay  for  their  light- 
ing. The  price  which  they  pay  is  about 
48  per  cent  below  the  maximum  price  that 
the  companies  are  allowed  to  charge,  and 
if  this  restriction  is  taken  out  of  the  Act 
competition  will  be  destroyed,  and  then  the 
company  will  raise  their  rates,  no  doubt  up 
to  52-100ths  of  one  per  cent  per  ampere 
hour  which  is  the  maximum  that  the  com- 
pany can  charge.  That  will  be  an  increase 
in  the  cost  of  lighting  of  nearly  48  per  cent, 
and  it  applies  to  the  lights  supplied  to  the 
Houses  of  parliament  and  the  government 
departments  as  well  as  to  the  lights  sup- 
plied to  tlte  citizens.  The  First  Minister 
has  asked  where  does  the  interest  of  the 
farmers  come  in.  My  answer  to  him  is, 
that  the  farmers  of  Canada  through  the 
government  are  paying  for  the  lighting  of 
these  government  buildings,  and  if  we  al- 
low the  company  to  increase  the  price,  the 
fanners  of  Canada  will  have  to  pay  for  it. 
In  1894,  when  this  company  obtained  legis- 
lation, this  restriction  was  put  in  to  prevent 
•he  possibility  of  destroying  the  competi- 
tion which  then  existed,  and  this  electric 
company  has  worked  under  that  law  for 
ten  years.  We  are  now  asked  to  remove 
that  restriction  against  the  wish  of  the  cit- 
izens and  against  the  contract  which  the 
company  entered  into  with  the  citizens  in 
1S94.  The  company  cannot  break  faith  with 
the  city  of  Ottawa  without  our  assistance, 
and  we  .should  not  put  it  in  their  power  to 
commit  such  a  breach  of  faith. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  I  wish  to  tell  the  hou. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  that  the  Consumers 
Company  and  the  Metropolitan  Company 
were  not  in  existence  until  four  years  after 
this  charter  was  granted,  so  that  the  clause 
could  not  have  been  put  in  to  secure  com- 
petition. 

Mr.  STEWART.  When  this  law  of  1894 
was  passed  three  companies  were  being 
amalgamated,  and  the  idea  of  it  was  to  pre- 
vent amalgamation  with  other  companies 
that  might  be  brought  into  existence. 

Mr.  SntOl'LE.  The  existing  law  says 
that  this  company  shall  not  acquire  shares, 
debentures  or  capital  stock  in  any  other 
company,  except  for  commodities  that  the 
other  companies  don't  want,  so  that  the 


provision  Is  general,  and  if  the  restriction 
is  allowed  to  remain  they  cannot  amalga- 
mate with  any  company  In  the  future. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  Why  has  parliament 
granted  to  other  companies  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa  the  privilege  of  doing  this  very 
thing  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  a  strange  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  hope  the  Prime 
Minister  now  sees  that  the  farmers  have  a 
vital  interest  in  this  matter,  because  it  Is 
they  who  suppply  the  money  to  light  these 
government  buildings,  and  if  this  restriction 
in  the  law  is  removed  the  cost  of  electric 
light  will  go  up  and  the  farmers  will  have 
to  pay  more.  As  the  custodian  of  the  public 
purse  of  Canada  the  Prime  Minister  will 
be  doing  wrong  for  which  he  will  be  held 
accountable  if  he  allows  this  change  in  the 
law,  which  to-day  protects  the  Dominion 
treasury  from  the  encroachments  of  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company.  If  the  Finance 
Minister  were  here  to-day  I  would  tell  him 
the  same  thing.  In  the  last  election  the 
Prime  Minister  received  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  Ottawa  who  returned  two 
supporters  of  his,  and  to-day  the  citizens  of 
Ottawa  through  their  two  representatives 
in  this  House,  and  through  two  of  their 
newspapers,  and  through  the  petitions  they 
have  sent  here  demand  that  the  government 
shall  portect  them.  I  would  say  to  the  mem- 
bers for  Ottawa  that  if  I  were  in  their  place 
I  would  offer  my  resignation  and  test  the 
feeling  of  the  people  on  this  question.  If 
the  two  members  for  the  city  of  Ottawa  did 
that,  parliament  would  soon  know  whether 
the  people  of  Ottawa  are  in  earnest  or  not. 
I  say  that  every  man  who  votes  for  this 
Rill  is  voting  against  the  interests  of  the 
citizens  of  Ottawa.  If  this  Bill  is  passed 
to-day  competition  will  be  removed,  amalga- 
mation permitted,  and  other  mergers  will  be 
allowed  to  take  place  in  this  city. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Perhaps  my 
lion,  friend  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  would  like 
to  know  why  I  oppose  this  Bill  ?  I  assume 
that  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  has  ac- 
quired its  charter  from  the  Dominion  parlia- 
ment, because  it  probably  carries  on  business 
in  the  two  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec. That  may  be  technically  a  justification 
for  its  having  a  Dominion  charter,  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  practically  the  functions  of 
the  company  are  chiefly  confined  to  the  city 
of  Ottawa.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
it  supplies  electricity  in  the  city  of  Hull, 
but  at  all  events  it  is  in  substance  a  local 
company,  and  as  a  member  of  the  Dominion 
parliament  I  hesitate  to  interfere  with  a 
matter  that  seems  to  me  to  be  essentially 
local.  This  parliament  is  composed  of  mem- 
bers representing  constituencies  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  and  they  are  not  In 
as  good  a  position  to  deal  with  a  purely 
local  question  as  would  the  provincial  legis- 
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lature,  or  better  still  the  municipal  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  in  the  Ottawa  city 
council.  It  is  therefore  my  opinion  that  we 
ought  not  to  interfere  except  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  people  of  Ottawa.  My  hon. 
friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P.  Maclean) 
Is  extremely  anxious  to  reform  the  leader 
of  the  government,  doubtless  with  a  view 
to  securing  the  defeat  of  this  Bill.  Let  me 
point  out  to  him  where  he  might  with  greater 
effect  apply  his  influence.  Immediatelv  to 
the  right  of  him  is  the  ex-Minister  of  Rail- 
ways (Mr.  Haggart)  and  a  little  further  on 
is  his  own  leader  the  member  for  Carleton 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  whose  constituency  ad- 
joins the  city  of  Ottawa,  and  many  of  whose 
constituents  are  consumers  of  electricity 
supplied  by  this  company.  If  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Maclean)  would  bring  his  influence  to 
bear  on  his  own  leader  and  get  him  to 
change  his  views,  there  probably  would  be 
sufficient  change  of  sentiment  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  enable  my  hon.  friend 
and  myself  to  defeat  this  Bill.  I  have  not 
yet  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  denounce  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  for  leading  his 
party  to  support  this  Bill.  Why  are  not  his 
strong  diatribes  directed  against  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  ?  It  Is  not  a 
party  question  or  a  government  question  and 
if  the  leader  of  the  opposition  will  use  his 
best  influence  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Maclean)  and  I  with  our 
small  forces  combined  with  those  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  could  bring  to  our  assist- 
ance might  be  successful.  I  have  not  yet 
seen  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Maclean)  make  anv 
bona  fide  attempt  to  convert  those  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  who  are  more  or  less 
supposed  to  be  willing  to  receive  his  advice. 
If  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Maclean),  instead  of 
trying  to  make  party  capital  of  this  would 
commence  his  missionary  work  in  bis  own 
ranks,  I  perhaps  might  do  missionary  work 
over  here  and  we  might  accomplish  some 
good. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  If  the  Postmaster 
General  will  succeed  in  converting  his  leader 
it  will  make  it  all  the  easier  for  me  to  do 
some  converting  on  my  side  of  the  House. 
Again  I  say  to  the  Postmaster  General,  now 
that  he  is  joining  with  me  in  antagonizing 
this  Bill,  that  he  ought  to  go  to  his  friends 
around  him.  who  have  made  the  same 
speech  that  he  has  made,  and  tell  them  that 
in  the  interest  of  the  farmers  of  this  country 
there  ought  to  be  the  most  careful  expendi- 
ture of  public  money,  and  that  no  laws 
should  be  passed  that  would  do  away  with 
the  protection  which  the  people  of  this 
•country  enjoy. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend 
Las  not  touched  the  point  I  raised.  I  want 
to  know  what  he  thinks  of  the  conduct  o" 
his  li-adcr. 

Mr.  W.  1'.  MACLEAN.    The  Postmaster 
General  was  not  in  the  House  ten  minutes 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


ago,  when  this  very  question  caine  up,  and 
when  the  leader  of  the  oppposition  asked 
the  House  to  judge  him  by  his  record 
when  the  vote  comes.  I  am  not  going  to 
prejudge  him.  He  has  already  put  himself 
on  record  on  this  question.  A  man  who  is 
,  too  ready  to  deliver  lectures  before  they  are 
required  puts  himself  out  of  court,  and  I 
do  not  propose  to  begin. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  reason  I 
referred  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  was 
that  when  the  Bill  was  up  on  Wednesday 
night,  I  observed  that  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  voted  with  me  against  the  Bill. 
1  do  not  know  whether  his  views  have 
changed. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  thought  it  was 
bad  enough  for  the  hon.  member  for  Cum- 
berland (Mr.  Logan)  to  have  made  that  mis- 
take, but  I  would  have  hardly  expected  it 
from  the  Postmaster  General.  I  voted  for 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  which  contains 
five  sections.  To  three  of  these  there  Is  no 
objection;  but  with  regard  to  the  other 
two  sections  I  have  thus  left  myself  quite 
open.  I  had  hardly  thought  that  explana- 
tion would  have  been  necessary  for  the 
Postmaster  General,  an  old  parliamentarian 
of  twenty-five  years  experience. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  After  the  remarks  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  Mac- 
lean), It  seems  to  be  necessary  for  a  man 
who  votes  on  this  Bill  to  explain  his  vote. 
1  was  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  which 
was  charged  with  examining  this  Bill  tho- 
roughly before  It  was  brought  to  the  House. 
We  worked  at  It  for  some  time,  and  I  think 
we  did  our  duty,  and  I  may  say  to  the  hon. 
member  for  South  York  that  I  have  not 
seen  any  one,  directly  or  Indirectly,  In  re- 
gard to  this  measure.  I  had  not  known  be- 
fore that  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  was 
furnishing  electricity  for  the  parliament 
buildings.  I  remember  that  in  the  old 
times  we  used  to  make  our  own  electricity. 
1  would  like  to  know  why  it  was  that  the 
government  decided  to  buy  Its  electricity 
from  the  Ottawa  Company  instead  of  manu- 
facturing It.  If  it  was  because  It  was 
cheaper  to  buy  it,  that  would  have  some 
bearing  on  this  subject.  Before  I  go  any 
further,  I  would  ask  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Works  if  he  knows  why  this  was 
done  ? 

Mr.  HYMAN.  The  change  was  made  some 
years  ago.  I  understand,  that  the  increased 
number  of  lights  required  for  the  buildings 
nould  have  necessitated  a  considerably 
larger  plant  than  we  had,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  was  felt  by  the  department 
that  It  would  be  cheaper  to  buy  the  elec- 
tricity from  the  company  than  to  manufac- 
ture it.  With  regard  to  any  effect  that 
'.his  Bill  may  have  on  the  charges  to  the 
government.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
if  the  charges  made  by  this  company  at  any 
time  are  beyond  what  the  Department  of 
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Public  Works  consider  to  be  fair  and  rea- 
sonable, the  department  can  supply  their 
own  electric  power. 

Mr.  FITZPATKICK.  The  city  of  Ottawa 
can  do  the  same. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  The  city  of  Ottawa  can  do 
the  same. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  city  of  Ottawa  can- 
not start  a  similar  plant  without  buying  out 
these  corporations. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  I  am  confining  myself  to 
answering  the.  hon.  gentleman's  question. 
If  at  any  time  the  charges  made  by  this 
company  or  any  other  appear  to  be  ex- 
cessive, the  Public  Works  Department  will, 
I  presume,  take  Into  consideration  the  ques- 
tion of  supplying  electricity  itself,  and,  if 
necessary,  ask  parliament  for  an  appropria- 
tion to  put  in  its  own  plant. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  infer  that  the  de- 
partment find  that  the  company  are  not 
charging  exorbitant  prices.  To  come  to  the 
Bill,  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York,  as 
is  his  privilege,  wants  to  raise  a  very  big 
question— the  question  of  municipalizing  or 
nationalizing  works  of  this  kind.  To  my 
mind  this  is  a  very  ordinary  Bill.  Here 
is  a  company  asking  for  power  to  increase 
its  capital.  We  grant  that  nearly  every 
day.  Various  companies  come  to  us  and 
ask  for  increased  privileges ;  and  these  are 
companies  which  have  been,  organized  by 
the  Dominion  parliament.  We  are  asked  to 
increase  the  capital  stock  of  this  company 
—why  should  we  not  do  it  ?  Parliament 
has  already,  on  AVednesday  night,  sanc- 
tioned the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  The  first 
clause  provides  that  the  capital  may  be 
increased  to  $1,500,000.  We  agreed  to  that. 
The  second  clause  provides  for  increasing 
the  borrowing  power  of  the  company  from 
fifty  per  cent  to  seventy-five  per  cent  of  the 
capital.  I  do  not  see  anything  extraor- 
dinary in  that.  By  the  third  clause  they 
want  power  to  buy  some  stock,  and  to  pay 
money  for  it  Instead  of  goods,  wares,  mer- 
chandise, and  so  forth.  We  have  given  that 
power  to  other  companies,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  better  to  pay  money  for  stock 
than  to  acquire  it  in  these  other  ways.  The 
last  clause,  the  fourth,  which  is  not  before 
the  House,  but  will  be  before  It  in  a  few 
minutes,  provides  for  increasing  the  borrow- 
ing power  from  twenty-five  to  fifty  per  cent. 
My  hon.  friend  from  South  York  says  this 
Bill  is  going  to  impose  a  great  hardship  on 
the  people  of  Ottawa.  There  are  three  com- 
panies here.  The  Ottawa  Electric  Company 
was  the  first.  It  made  a  contract  with  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  and  It  stood  by  its  con- 
tract. We  have  to  protect  municipalities, 
but  we  must  also  protect  those  who  have 
invested  their  money  in  enterprises  of  this 
kind.  The  city  of  Ottawa  did  not  stand  by 
Its  contract,  but  encouraged  the  incorpora- 
tion of'  other  companies — the  Consumers' 


and  the  Metropolitan.  The  latter  is  doing 
nothing  at  all  ;  it  stands  like  a  threat  111 
the  way.  The  Consumers'  Company  has  a 
right  to  sell  light  at  .52  cents  per  ampere 
hour,  but  it  has  offered  to  sell  at  .36  cents. 
The  Ottawa  Company  does  the  same. 
Neither  company  is  paying  a  dividend,  as  this 
price  does  not  pay  them.  If  we  grant  this 
iilll  to  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company,  the 
worst  that  could  happen  would  be  that 
the  citizens  of  Ottawa  would  pay  .52  cents 
per  ampere  hour.  It  is  not  proven  that 
they  will  ;  it  is  not  probable  that  they  will. 
'Xo  show  that  the  people  of  Ottawa  are  not 
crushed  by  the  prices  they  have  to  pay  for 
electric  lighting,  we  had  produced  before 
the  subcommittee  many  papers  which  jus- 
tify the  position  we  have  taken.  We  asked 
what  electricity  cost  in  the  different  cities 
of  Canada,  and  we  find  that  In  Quebec  the 
price  is  .60  cents  per  ampere  hour,  in  Mon- 
treal, .60  cents,  In  Toronto  from  .60  cents 
to  .40  cents,  in  Halifax  .63  cents,  in  Winni- 
peg .85  cents  to  .60  cents,  in  Hamilton  .75 
cents  to  .50  cents,  and  in  Ottawa  .36  cents. 
In  view  of  all  these  facts  the  committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be 
right  to  prevent  these  people  from  coming  to 
parliament  and  asking  for  the  privileges 
they  desired.  I  considered  it  my  duty  to 
vote  in  that  sense  and  intend  to  do  so  now, 
and  in  the  position  I  take  I  am  a  perfectly 
free  agent,  perfectly  free  to  vote  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  do  not  know  where 
my  hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) got  the  figures  he  has  just  given  the 
House.  I  have  not  obtained  any  figures, 
but  I  have  asked  for  Information  from  gentle- 
men in  this  House  who  live  in  Montreal  and 
Toronto,  and  the  figures  they  give  me  do 
not  agree  with  those  which  my  hon.  friend 
has  just  given.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  that 
whatever  source  he  obtained  his  information 
from  is  not  at  all  to  be  depended  on.  Not 
long  ago  there  were  several  electric  light 
companies  in  Montreal,  but  they  became  all 
amalgamated  Into  the  one  company,  and 
the  result  has  been  that  the  prices  for  elec- 
tric light  are  much  higher  to-day  In  that  city 
than  they  were  a  few  years  ago.  Those  hon. 
gentlemen  who  live  in  Montreal  will  know 
whether  this  be  a  true  statement  of  fact  or 
not.  As  regards  the  city  of  Toronto,  I  am 
informed  by  a  gentleman,  who  Is  not  at  all 
interested  in  the  measure  except  in  a  very 
general  way,  and  as  one  who  has  heard  the 
question  debated  in  this  House,  that  the 
rate  in  Toronto  is  less  than  what  Is  charged 
in  Ottawa  to-day.  If  that  be  the  case,  if  it 
be  the  case  that  in  Ottawa,  where  electrical 
power  can  be  produced  very  much  cheaper 
than  in  Toronto,  the  rate  is  higher  than  in 
the  latter  city,  then  the  figures  just  given  us 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  cannot 
be  correct.  But  we  are  told  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  that  the  city  of  Ottiiv- 
has  a  remedy  In  its  own  hands,  Inasmuch 
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as  It  can  make  its  own  electricity.  The 
same  statement  was  made  the  other  evening 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  In  charge  of  the  Bill 
(Mr.  Galliher).  But  a  year  ago  when  the 
city  council  of  Ottawa  were  discussing  the 
question  of  submitting  a  bylaw  to  the  citi- 
zens authorizing  the  council  to  borrow  money 
to  establish  their  own  electric  light  system, 
a  letter  was  written  to  council  by  the  secre- 
tary-treasurer of  the  Ottawa  Electric  Com- 
pany  which,  in  view  of  this  statement  by  j 
the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the  promoter  of 
the  Bill,  I  would  ask  permission  to  read  to 
the  House. 

Ottawa,  Out.,  March  29th,  1904. 
John  Henderson,  Esq., 

City  Clerk.  Ottawa,  Ont. 

Dear  Sir, — I  am  instructed  by  the  directors  of 
this  company  to  call  the  attention  of  your  coun- 
cil to  the  fact  that  they  have  been  advised  that 
your  council  has  no  power  to  lease  electric 
power  as  it  proposes  for  any  purpose.  In  view 
of  this  the  directors  of  this  company  feel  some 
embarrassment  as  to  whether  they  should  or 
should  not  put  in  a  tender  in  response  to  your 
advertisement,  and  they  would  respectfully  sug- 
gest that  your  council  should  seriously  consider 
Its  present  position  before  any  further  compli- 
cations arise,  as  this  company  may  feel  it  their 
duty  to  take  steps  to  prevent  the  contemplated 
action  of  the  city. 

In  this  connection  the  directors  of  this  com- 
pany would  also  desire  to  say  that  they  have 
been  further  advised  that  even  if  your  council 
had  power  to  lease  it  could  not  do  anything  In 
the  direction  of  the  operation  of  a  municipal 
lighting  plant  until  it  had  exercised  the  pro- 
visions of  those  sections  of  the  'Municipal  Act 
commonly  called  the  '  Conmee  Act.' 

Your  council  will,  of  course,  appreciate  the 
fact  that  the  directors  of  this  company  will 
consider  it  their  duty  to  their  shareholders  to 
take  all  proper  steps  to  protect  their  interests, 
and  they  therefore  trust  that  your  council  may 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  avoid 
further  conflict. 

As  an  evidence  of  the  good  faith  of  this  pro- 
test, I  am  instructed  to  say  that  the  present 
feeling  of  the  directors  of  this  company  is  that 
in  the  event  of  the  city  taking  proceedings 
under  the  Conmee  Act,  they  will  recommend 
their  shareholders  to  permit  their  property  to 
be  sold  to  the  city. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  company  has  a 
perpetual  franchise,  and  that  its  property  is 
now  in  the  best  shape,  such  a  purchase  would  no 
doubt  be  more  advantageous  to  the  city  than 
any  other  plan  looking  to  municipal  ownership. 
The  directors  of  this  company  trust   that  the 
situation  will  be  carefully  considered  by  your 
council  before  further  steps  are  taken. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Yours  truly, 
(Sgd.)  D.  R.  STREET, 

Secretary-treasurer. 

As  shown  by  this  letter  the  position  taken 
by  the  company  la  directly  contradictory 
of  the  opinion  given  by  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice and  the  promoter  of  the  Bill,  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  would  not  be  Inclined 
to  consider  it  safe  to  leave  the  city  of  Ot- 
tawa In  the  bands  of  the  company. 

Mr.  STEWART. 


There  are  a  couple  of  other  points  which 
I  intended  making  when  submitting  my 
amendment,  but  which  I  may  as  well  make 
now.  There  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  In- 
tention of  the  company  to  do  away,  by 
the  legislation  asked  for,  with  competi- 
tion. The  supporters  of  the  Bill  do 
not  attempt  to  deny  that.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  had  statements  sub- 
mitted to  the  committee  and  the  House  as 
to  the  cost  of  electric  light.  In  the  commit- 
tee the  other  day  we  had  a  statement  from 
the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  showing*  its 
earnings  during  the  past  five  years.  Accord- 
lug  to  that  statement  the  company  was  mak- 
ing a  little  over  5  per  cent.  But  It  was  not 
pointed  out  to  the  committee  that  during 
the  five  years  from  1890  to  1895,  covered 
by  that  statement,  we  had  had  a  great  con- 
flagration In  Ottawa  which  wiped  out  a  large 
portion  of  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company's 
plant.  And  it  seems  to  me  that  if  that  com- 
pany was  able  to  make  good  the  large 
amount  of  assets  then  destroyed  and  still 
show  an  earning  power  over  5  per  cent.  It 
is  not  in  any  urgent  need  of  relief  from  this 
House.  I  give  this  information  In  the  hope 
that  it  may  influence  some  gentlemen  on 
both  sides,  who  are  not  particularly  Inter- 
ested In  this  matter,  either  In  the  city  of 
Ottawa  or  the  company,  and  who  are  con- 
sequently perfectly  free  from  bias  or  pre- 
judice and  disposed  from  every  point  of 
view  to  do  what  is  right.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Idea  underlying  this  measure 
Is  to  do  away  with  competition.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  object  of  obtaining 
power  to  increase  the  stock  of  the  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  Is  to  enable  it  to  purchase 
the  stock  of  the  Consumers  Electric  Com- 
pany. Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  House  has 
legislated  in  the  past  with  regard  to  trusts. 
I  am  but  a  young  member,  but  have  follow- 
ed the  discussions  that  took  place  under 
previous  administrations,  and  I  remember 
the  late  Mr.  Clarke  Wallace,  then  a  member 
of  the  Conservative  government,  brought  In- 
to this  House  a  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  people  on  a  similar  question. 
He  brought  in  a  Bill  to  prevent,  if  possible, 
the  charging  to  the  ordinary  consumer  more 
for  the  goods  he  purchased  from  the  trust 
than  he  was  charged  by  the  different  firms 
composing  the  trust  previous  to  their  form- 
ing a  combine.  That  Bill  was  carried 
through  this  House.  Only  last  session  also 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  brought  down  a  BUI  to  prevent  the 
dealers  in  tobacco  from  controlling  the 
prices.  That  measure  commended  Itself  to 
this  House,  and  I  believe  the  hon.  minister 
proposes  to  see  that  It  is  put  into  operation 
and  the  consumers  protected.  Why,  then, 
should  this  House  stultify  itself  by  allowing 
a  Bill,  such  as  the  one  before  us,  to  go 
through? 

The  citizens  of  Ottawa  are  more  interested 
in  this  question  than  gentlemen  who  rep  re- 
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sent  outside  constituencies  and  they  feel 
very  keenly  on  this  question  ;  they  feel  that 
an  effort  is  being  made  to  combine  the  two 
companies  in  order  to  increase  the  price 
charged  for  electric  light.  The  Ottawa 
Electric  Company  submitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  dealt  with  this  question  a  state- 
ment of  their  earnings  during  the  last  live 
years  in  order  to  convince  the  committee,  if 
possible,  that  it  was  a  good  thing  that  we 
should  consent  to  a  combination  of  the  two 
companies  in  order  to  enable  them  to  make 
better  profits  than  they  have  made  in  the 
last  five  years,  so  I  think  it  is  established 
that  the  evident  intention  of  the  Bill  is  that 
the  Consuiners'  Company  shall  be  absorbed 
by  the  Ottawa  Company  and  that  when  this 
is  done  the  price  shall  be  raised.  Indeed  the 
argument  is  being  constantly  used  that  the 
Ottawa  Company  are  not  making  any  money. 
The  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  made  that  statement  a  moment 
ago,  that  the  Ottawa  Company  are  not 
making  any  money. 


That  was  said  before 


Mr.  BERGERON, 
the  sub-committee. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  pointed  out  that  the 
Ottawa  Company  submitted  a  financial 
statement  before  the  committee  and  that  the 
argument  is  that  the  Ottawa  Electric  Com- 
pany is  not  making  any  money  and  that 
therefore  this  House  should  put  them  in  a 
position  to  make  more  money  at  the  expense 
of  the  consumers  of  electric  light  in  Ottawa, 
and  I  ask  members  on  both  sides  not  to  give 
them  that  power.  It  is  not  a  fair  thing  to 
the  ratepayers  of  the  city  of  Ottawa.  There 
is  another  point  which  I  wish  to  make 
rather  as  a  warning  than  as  an  argument. 
The  same  gentlemen  who  have  capital  in  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  also  control  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 
The  Ottawa  Street  Railway  Company  is 
a  splendidly  managed  Institution  and  it 
is  a  good  investment  for  those  who 
have  their  capital  invested  in  it.  A 
short  time  ago  there  was  a  discussion  be- 
tween the  Ottawa  Street  Railway  and  the 
corporation  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  as  to 
whether  It  would  be  advisable  for  the  city 
of  Ottawa  to  buy  the  Ottawa  Railway  Com- 
pany and  manage  the  railway  themselves. 
The  Ottawa  Street  Railway  Company  fixed 
as  a  price  of  their  stock  $250  per  share,  the 
shares  having  cost  them  $100.  I  am  not 
blaming  them  for  that,  but  the  warning  I 
wish  to  give  is  that  if  parliament  is  going 
to  legislate  to-day  for  the  relief  of  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  the  citizens  of 
Ottawa  may  some  day  come  to  this  House 
and  ask  for  legislation  to  enable  them  to 
lessen  the  profits  which  the  Ottawa  Street 
Railway  makes  for  the  capitalists  who  are 
in  both  companies.  I  understand  that  a  new 
clause,  No.  5  has  been  added  by  the  com- 
mittee. When  we  come  to  that  clause,  I  have 
an  amendment  which  I  propose  to  submit  to 
the  House. 


Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Stewart)  challenged  the  figures 
which  I  put  before  the  House.  I  want  to 
tell  him  very  plainly  that  they  were  pro- 
duced before  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    From  whom  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  do  not  remember 
from  whom,  but  they  were  placed  on  the 
table.  Other  members  may  have  them  be- 
cause they  were  typewritten,  they  were 
difficult  to  read  and  I  asked  somebody  there, 
whom,  I  do  not  know,  to  put  them  more 
plainly,  and  they  were  written  in  lead  pencil. 
I  have  now  compared  them  with  this  type- 
written copy  which  was  placed  on  the  table 
of  the  subcommittee  and  they  are  the  same. 
My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stewart)  knows  that  we 
have  asked  all  the  explanations  that  we 
could  get.  The  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Stewart)  should  not  have  spoken  as  he 
did  about  members  from  other  parts  of  the 
country,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  mem- 
bers have  been  very  generous  to  the  city  of 
Ottawa.  We  do  not  begrudge  this  generous 
treatment,  but  at  the  same  time  we  should 
not  be  told  that  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
a  Bill  which  deals  with  the  city  of  Ottawa 
because  we  come  from  a  distance  from  this 
city  ;  this  is  a  public  measure  in  a  way. 
They  are  asking  parliament  for  some  privi- 
leges and  we  are  entitled  to  grant  them  if 
we  see  fit,  and  I  am  surprised  and  sorry 
to  hear  my  hon.  friend  say  that  we  should 
not  pass  such  legislation  because  we  come 
from  a  distance. 

Mr.  HYMAN.  Statements  have  been 
made  more  than  once  to  the  effect  that  the 
city  of  Ottawa  has  broken  faith  with  this 
company  in  regard  to  some  contracts.  I 
think  the  hon.  member  for  South  Lanark 
(Mr.  Hagggart)  referred  to  the  matter  and  it 
seeems  to  me  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa  should  make  some  explanation  in 
tegard  to  it. 

Mr.  HAGGART.    He  did. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  seems  to  be  a 
general  desire  to  have  every  member  on 
record  with  reference  to  this  question  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  put  myself  on  record.  I 
do  not  propose  to  argue  It  very  much.  I 
look  at  it  this  way  ;  It  is  a  matter  in  which 
the  city  of  Ottawa  Is  primarily  Interested  ; 
it  is  they  who  have  to  give  the  profits  to 
both  of  these  companies,  the  Consumers 
and  the  Metropolitan.  They  gave  a  franch- 
ise to  this  company  upon  a  certain  charter 
and  it  is  this  charter  which  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  change.  It  is  a  matter  which  I 
think  may  fairly  be  put  on  the  ground  of 
good  faith,  that  If  the  city  of  Ottawa  gave 
a  franchise  upon  a  charter  the  conditions 
of  which  were  well  known  to  It,  and  If  it 
is  now  proposed  to  change  that  charter  and 
so  relieve  the  company  to  which  it  gave  the 
franchise,  there  ought  to  be  practically  an 
agreement  between  the  city  of  Ottawa  which 
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gave  the  franchise  and  the  people  who  have 
that  charter,  in  order  that  good  faith  may  be 
kept. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.   Hear,"  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  the  city  of  Ottawa 
had  another  purpose  in  view  ;  they  gave  a 
charter  to  the  Consumers,  in  order  to  induce 
competition  and  obtain  cheaper  rates  for 
light.  That  was  entirely  within  their  rights. 
The  city  of  Ottawa  when  it  chartered  the 
Consumers'  Company  did  two  things  ;  it 
chartered  a  company  and  said  :  Go  In  and 
compete,  and  we  will  get  the  advantage  of 
the  competition  ;  we  give  you  a  franchise 
but  we  forbdd  you  to  amalgamate.  The  city 
set  the  maximum  price  which  the  company 
could  charge  for  light,  a  maximum  price 
which  was  satisfactory  to  the  city.  The 
city  therefore  had  two  strings  to  its  bow  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  both  of  these  strings  are 
being  pulled  out ;  the  city  is  losing  its  com- 
petitive company  and  therefore  the  advan- 
tages which  it  got  from  competition.  That 
being  the  state  of  the  case  I  think  that  we 
can  well  afford  to  let  the  two  companies 
fight  out  the  question  of  the  low  rates  at 
present  existing,  between  them.  If  the  two 
companies  cannot  come  to  a  conclusion  and 
agree  upon  a  price  that  will  give  a  fair  profit, 
that  is  not  the  fault  of  the  city,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  parliament  ought  to  Intervene 
in  order  to  get  them  out  of  that  difficulty. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.    There  is  a  great 
deal  in  what  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  has  said  with  respect 
tc  the  position  now  occupied  by  the  city  of 
Ottawa  In  view  of  the  fact  that  they  granted 
the  franchise  upon  a  charter  which  the  com- 
pany had,  but  my  hon.  friend  must  remem- 
ber that  there  is  nothing  in  this  amendment 
which  can  in  any  way  affect  the  franchise 
granted  to  the  company   by  the  city  of 
Ottawa.    As  I  understand,  the  franchise 
granted  by  the  city  of  Ottawa  limits  the 
rates  which  this  company  can  charge.  This 
amendment  will  not  affect  them  ;  they  can- 
not violate  that.    I  do  not  think  there  is 
very  much  to  be  said  in  so  far  as  the  con- 
tract is  concerned,  but  with  respect  to  the 
other  protection,  with  respect  to  the  com- 
petition of  which  my  hon.  friend  speaks, 
when  he  says  that  the  Consumers'  Company 
was  incorporated  especially  for  the  purpose 
of  competing  with  this  Company,  and  in 
order  to  make  that  competition  effective  it 
was  provided  in  the  franchise  that  they  I 
would  not  have  the  power  to  amalgamate  ' 
with  another  corporation,  allow  me  to  point  . 
out  that  this  is  a  provision  of  the  Consumers'  j 
charter.    We  are  not  dealing  with  the  Con- 1 
sumers'  Company,    we   are   dealing  with  \ 
another  which    is    entirely    distinct  and 
separate.    If  the  corporation  of  Ottawa  has  j 
accomplished  its    purpose,  in    so    far  as 
getting  competition  is  concerned,  or  secur- 
ing competition  

Mr.  POSTER.    It  has. 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Clearly  it  has  not, 
because  it  has  not  made  sufficient  provision 
in  the  franchise  to  protect  them  but  they 
have  another  protection. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  my  hon.  friend 
means  is  this,  that  they  have  accomplished 
their  purpose  if  you  leave  the  charter  as  it 
was  passed,  upon  which  they  received  their 
franchise. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  They  have  accom- 
plished their  purpose  if  we  deprive  this  cor- 
poration of  these  privileges  which  every 
other  corporation  is  granted,  if  we  deprive 
this  corporation  of  those  rights  which  it 
would  have  under  the  general  law  of  the 
country  ;  that  is  to  say,  they  accomplish 
their  purpose  If  we  help  them  to  do  it  But 
they  have  had  in  view  this  contingency, 
because  they  have  made  provision  for  what 
may  occur  with  respect  to  the  consequences 
resulting  from  amalgamation,  they  have 
made  provision  for  an  opportunity  to  com- 
pete themselves  with  this  company,  and  no 
one  wants  to  deprive  them  of  that  They 
have  that  power  under  the  Act  of  1894,  and 
my  hon.  friend  read  a  moment  ago  a  letter 
emanating  from  this  corporation  to  the 
effect  that  the  corporation  of  Ottawa  has 
no  power  to  enter  into  competition  with 
them  unless  under  a  provision  of  the  Con- 
mee  Act  My  hon.  friend  was  careful  not 
to  tell  us  that  the  corporation's  solicitor 
stated  before  the  subcommittee  that  un- 
doubtedly the  corporation  had  the  power  to 
do  so.  But  independently  of  that  altogether, 
let  me  draw  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  this  fact,  that  under  the  franchise  the 
corporation  of  Ottawa  has  reserved  to  them- 
selves the  right  to  use  the  poles  of  this  Con- 
sumers' Company  if  they  want  to  string 
their  wires  upon  them  ;  they  have  effective- 
ly protected  themselves  by  reserving  the 
right  to  put  their  own  wires  on  the  poles  of 
this  company.  It  seems  to  me  we  are  here 
to  do  justice  to  corporations.  I  quite  under- 
stand there  is  a  desire  in  certain  parts  of  the 
country  to  encourage  corporations  to  enter 
into  works  of  this  sort.  Now,  I  say  it  would 
be  a  calamity  to  this  country  for  municipali- 
ties J:o  take  up  the  business  now  done  by 
private  corporations  ;  It  would  be  a  calami- 
ty, and  my  hon.  friend  cannot  point  to  a 
single  instance  in  which  any  municipality 
has  ever  taken  up  work  of  that  sort  and 
carried  it  out  succesfully. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  can  give  him 
dozens  of  Instances.  Now  that  he  has  chal- 
lenged me,  let  me  give  him  one.  The  towns 
of  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  to-day 
are  doing  their  own  municipal  telephone 
business  at  one  half  what  the  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  used  to  charge.  The  city 
of  Guelph  to-day  is  doing  its  own  street 
railway  business.  Its  own  electric  lighting, 
and  giving  facilities  for  the  establishment 
of  industries  in  a  way  that  is  adding  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  and  promoting  their 
interests.  The  town  of  Bracebridge,  the 
town  of  St.  Thomas,  town  after  town  I  can 
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mention,  that  are  doing  their  own  municipal 
lighting.  Two  great  examples  are  the  city 
of  Detroit  and  the  city  of  Chicago,  and 
nearly  every  city  of  England  is  doing  suc- 
cessfully its  municipal  trading.  I  know  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  going  to  deny  the  case 
of  England  ;  but  every  day  instance  after 
instance  is  reported  showing  the  success  of 
municipal  ownership  of  electric  lighting. 
The  only  case  where  it  has  ever  failed  is 
where  the  insidious  operation  of  these  pri- 
vate corporations  has  intervened,  chiefly  in 
the  city  of  Philadelphia,  where  private  com- 
panies have  stood  in  the  way  of  municipal 
operation  of  public  utilities.  The  enemies  of 
public  operation  of  these  utilities  have  been 
these  private  corporations  themselves. 

Mr.  FITZPATR ICK.  I  cannot  spend  my 
time  making  a  long  speech  in  answer  to 
these  vague  statements.  I  repeat  the  as- 
sertion that  the  one  attempt  that  was  made 
in  this  way  was  in  Glasgow,  and  we  all 
know  the  result  of  that.  The  result  was  ab- 
solute disaster,  as  everybody  knows  who  is 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances.  My 
hon.  friend  talks  about  Port  Arthur  and 
Fort  William.  Where  aTe  their  telephone 
systems  to-day  ?  They  are  so  far  unsuc- 
cessful that  they  cannot  even  get  into  the 
railway  station. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Why  ?  Because 
you  will  not  give  them  relief. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  is  idle  to  discuss 
the  question  with  my  hon.  friend.  These 
are  things  that  he  talks  about,  he  does  not 
argue  about  them,  be  does  not  reason  about 
them,  he  merely  talks  about  them.  I  may 
be  wrong,  but  I  believe  myself  in  private 
corporations  doing  this  sort  of  work.  I 
believe  these  corporations  have  tended  to- 
wards the  development  of  this  country,  and 
that  neither  the  telephone  system,  nor  elec- 
tric lighting,  nor  the  street  railway  systems, 
in  this  country,  or  any  other  country,  would 
ever  amount  to  anything  were  it  not  for 
private  enterprise.  I  contend  that  when  a 
private  individual  has  the  enterprise  to  put 
his  money  into  works  of  this  kind,  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  parliament  to  protect  him.  I 
do  not  believe  in  expropriation,  either  for 
the  benefit  of  a  municipality  or  the  benefit 
of  a  politician. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  come  from  a  town 
where  they  have  municipal  lighting — the 
town  of  Neepawa.  We  have  our  own  elec- 
tric light  plant  and  our  own  telephone  sys- 
tem, and  they  are  both  successful,  and  are 
both  paying. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  How  long  in  opera- 
tion ? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Our  'phone  system  has 
boon  in  operation  four  or  five  years  and  our 
electric  light  about  four  years. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  people  of  Otta- 
wa had  an  opportunity  to  expropriate  the 
street  railway  system,  why  did  they  not 
take  advantage  of  it  ? 
102 


Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  We  have  had  a 
confession  here  to-day  that  It  is  well  the 
country  should  make  a  note  of.  The  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  says  he  opposes  public  owner- 
ship of  public  utilities.  He  says  his  ex- 
perience and»his  reading  go  to  show  that  it 
is  a  failure,  and  when  I  instanced  the  case 
of  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William,  he  said 
that  they  cannot  even  get  their  telephones 
into  the  railway  station.  When  his  col- 
league, the  late  Minister  of  Railways,  intro- 
duced the  Railway  Act  two  years  ago  he 
pledged  himself  that  there  was  a  clause 
in  that  Bill  which  would  compel  these  rail- 
way companies  to  give  these  private  tele- 
phone systems  access  to  their  stations  for 
the  benefit  of  the  municipality  and  private 
telephone  companies.  If  that  law  was  en- 
forced to-day,  if  the  Minister  of  Justice  did 
his  duty  in  enforcing  that  law,  he  would 
put  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  he 
would  put  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  and  he  would  put  the  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  into  the  criminal  court  for 
breaking  the  law  against  combinations  of 
this  kind.  I  make  that  declaration  know- 
ing the  facts,  and  I  challenge  him  now. 
Why  does  he  not  do  his  duty  and  enforce 
the  criminal  law  against  these  combina- 
tions ?  We  were  told  in  the  Telephone 
Committee  to-day  that  an  effort  was  made 
in  the  county  of  York  within  a  year  to  have 
a  combination  of  that  kind  declared  to  be 
against  the  public  interest,  and  we  have  not 
succeeded  ;  and  the  reason  is  because  we 
have  in  this  country  public  men  like  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  we  have  great  law 
officers  of  the  Orown,  we  have  attorney 
generals  in  all  the  provinces,  we  have  Crown 
attorneys  everywhere,  and  none  of  them  can 
be  induced  to  move  in  the  interests  of  the 
people.  But  across  the  line  you  see  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  you  see  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  you 
see  a  new  department  created  called  the 
Department  of  Corporations,  and  all  the 
officers  of  that  department  are  to-day  en- 
gaged in  an  active  warfare  against  these 
corporations  to  compel  them  to  do  their  duty 
towards  the  people.  We  don't  see  that  in 
this  country  ;  on  the  contrary,  we  see  the 
Minister  of  Justice  getting  up  

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  would  call 
the  hon.  gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  section  2  of  this  Bill  is  under  discus- 
sion. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  think  I  am  with- 
in my  rights  in  replying  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice  ;  it  was  he  who  strayed  from  the 
question  in  the  first  place.  But  I  will  come 
back  to  the  proposition.  The  proposition  is 
one  to  allow  an  amalgamation  to  take  place 
between  these  two  companies.  One  of  the 
members  for  Ottawa  says  that  this  company 
b»s  pleaded  poverty  in  asking  for  this  legis- 
lation. He  tells  us  that  the  companies  desire 
to  amalgamate  because  their  profits  are  not 
large.  It  has  been  shewn  that  their  profits 
are  only  five  per  cent.  The  men  who  own 
this  electric  light  company  and  the  street 
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railway  know  whether  they  are  making 
money  or  not  Everybody  knows  that  these 
men  manipulate  their  own  accounts.  They 
have  large  supply  accounts  between  them- 
selves and  other  companies  with  which  they 
are  associated,  and  they  pay  a  big  profit  In 
that  way.  How  have  the  street  cars  been 
built  in  Ottawa?  They  have  been  built  by 
a  subsidiary  company,  which  has  been  paid 
large  amounts  for  the  cars  which  they  have 
supplied  for  the  street  railway.  What  is 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  paying  this  com- 
pany to-day  ?  At  page  40  of  the  estimates 
it  will  be  found  that  we  propose  to  vote 
175,000  to  be  paid  to  the  company  for  the 
lighting  of  these  buildings  and  $8,000  for 
the  energy  to  drive  the  elevators.  This  is 
the  game  that  Is  to  be  worked ;  once  they 
raise  their  rates  on  the  citizens  of  Ottawa, 
they  will  come  to  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  and  say  :  We  are  not  getting  enough 
money,  we  bave  been  losing  money,  we 
have  bad  to  advance  our  rates  In  the  city 
and  we  are  going  to  advance  them  here. 
This  proposition  is  to  enable  these  com- 
panies to  amalgamate,  to  do  away  with  the 
competing  clause,  to  advance  rates  on  the 
people  of  Ottawa  and  then  to  put  up  the 
rates  on  the  people  of  Canada,  when  to-day, 
under  two  items  of  the  estimates,  we  are 
voting  $83,000  to  this  company. 

Mr.  W.  WRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I*  was 
Tery  much  surprised  indeed  at  the  wild  and 
exaggerated  statements  made  by  the  bon. 
Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick).  J 
wish  simply  to  say  that  In  the  town  that  1 
come  from  we  run  an  electric  lighting  plant 
and  water  works  system  and  make  it  pay. 
I  am  not  familiar  with  the  method  of  mea- 
suring light  by  the  ampere  hour  but  I  am 
acquainted  with  what  some  of  the  people 
of  Ottawa  are  paying  for  their  light  and  I 
wa  :t  to  say  that  they  are  paying  in  Ottawa 
75  per  <ent  more  than  we  are  making  the 
people  pay  in  the  town  from  which  I  come. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  do  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  continuing  the  argument,  but  I 
simply  wish  to  answer  the  statement  that 
was  made  to  the  committee  by  the  hon.  Act- 
ing Minister  of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Hyman). 
He  said  that  it  bad  been  stated  that  the 
city  of  Ottawa  had  violated  its  agreement 
with  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company.  I  do 
not  know  why  such  a  statement  should  be 
made  and  as  a  representative  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa  I  wish  to  give  It  the  most  em- 
phatic denial.  The  corporation  have  vio- 
lated no  agreement  made  with  the  Ottawa 
Electric  Company. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  1  was  very  much  in- 
terested in  that  portion  of  this  discussion 
which  took  place  between  my  hon.  friend 
from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  and  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Pltzpa- 
trick). The  difficulty  that  I  hare  In  follow- 
ing what  was  advauced  by  the  Minister 
of  Justice  is  this  :  he  says  that  we  can  pass 
this  measure  although  It  is  not  In  accordance 
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with  what  virtually  was  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  city  of  Ottawa  and  the  company, 
and  be  says  that  we  should  alter  that  legis- 
lation because  it  is  a  usual  thing  to  embody 
legislation  of  this  amending  character  In 
charters  granted  to  other  companies.  Well, 
I  am  free  to  admit  that  such  is  the  case. 
There  is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  a  great 
many  of  the  charters  that  have  been  grant- 
ed by  this  parliament  and  by  provincial 
legislation  throughout  Canada  have  con- 
tained exactly  the  provision  which  this 
company  now  seeks  to  embody  in  its  charter 
by  way  of  amendment.  I  would  like  to 
know  from  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  be- 
cause my  mind  is  open  in  regard  to  the 
argument  he  has  advanced,  whether 
if  we  have  a  charter  Issued  to  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company  and  a  fran- 
chise granted  upon  that  particular  char- 
ter by  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  if  we 
have  the  fact  established,  as  I  think 
it  is  established,  that  without  that  fran- 
chise so  granted  this  company  could  not 
have  carried  on  its  undertaking  in  the  city 
of  Ottawa  at  all,  having  regard  to  vested 
rights,  to  rights  established  under  contract  by 
agreement  of  parties,  we  are  now  justified, 
without  the  consent  of  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
to  alter  that  charter  which  seems  to  have 
been  an  essential  element  in  the  agreement 
entered  into  between  the  city  and  the  com- 
pany ?  That  Is  the  dlfllculty  I  have  in  re- 
gard to  this.  I  know  there  is  something 
to  be  said  on  the  other  side.  I  know  what 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  has  said.  The 
circumstance  adverted  to  In  the  debate  a 
few  nights  ago  that  the  city  of  Ottawa  last 
year  was  perfectly  willing  to  accept  that 
which  it  Is  not  now  willing  to  accept  is  a 
circumstance  to  which  weight  may  be  given, 
but  after  all  does  it  not  come  back  to  this 
that  there  was  a  distinct  agreement  be- 
tween the  city  and  the  corporation,  embo- 
died in  the  franchise  granted  by  the  city 
upon  the  charter  which  the  company  is  now 
asking  to  have  amended,  and  how  is  it  pos- 
sible for  us  in  the  face  of  that  to  alter  that 
charter  in  any  material  or  essential  element 
without  the  consent  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  ? 

Mr.  P1TZPATRICK.  Would  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  be  good  enough 
to  apprise  me  in  what  respect  we  are  alter- 
ing the  charter  in  such  a  way  as  to  effect 
the  franchise,  the  franchise  being  the  agree- 
ment of  course  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  seems  to  me, 
with  all  deference  to  my  hon.  friend,  that 
the  franchise  was  granted  upon  this  very 
charter  and  it  may  have  been  granted  for 
the  very  reason  that  subsection  (d)  of  section 
7  was  embodied  in  the  original  charter. 
That  may  hare  been  a  material  part  of  the 
inducement  on  account  of  which  the  city  of 
Ottawa  granted  the  franchise  to  this  com- 
pany and  if  we  are  at  liberty  to  believe  that 
such  Is  the  case.  If  we  are  not  now  bound 
to  believe  that  such  is  the  case,  how  can  we 
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alter  the  terms  of  the  charter  which  was 
the  Inducement  to  the  city  of  Ottawa  in 
granting  the  franchise  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  There  Is  no  altera- 
tion of  the  charter  in  principle.  The  charter 
provides  practically  for  the  general  prin- 
ciple governing  all  corporations  of  this  sort 
The  general  principle  of  law  is  that  corpo- 
rations of  this  sort  shall  have  the  right  to 
acquire  tiM  shares  of  any  other  company 
doing  business  in  a  like  manner.  That  is 
the  general  principle  of  the  Companies' 
Clauses  Act  and  of  the  Joint  Stock  Compa- 
nies' Act  and  that  is  the  principle  which 
applies  to  nine  out  of  ten  charters  granted 
by  this  parliament  This  charter  merely 
provides  for  an  extension  of  that  principle. 
It  provides  for  acquiring  stock  in  another 
company  for  a  cash  consideration  instead  of 
for  a  consideration  in  goods,  wares  and  mer- 
chandise. What  Is  the  difference  In  prin- 
ciple whether  you  acquire  stock  for  goods, 
wares  and  merchandise  or  whether  you  ac- 
quire It  for  cash  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  However,  true  It  is 
that  the  principle  to  which  he  refers  may 
have  been  consecrated  in  the  Companies' 
Clauses  Act  or  in  private  legislation  we 
find  that  it  was  not  consecrated  iu  this 
chartei,  but  that  there  was  an  express  de- 
parture from  It  in  this  charter.  My  hon. 
friend  says  there  is  no  difference  in  prin- 
ciple but  when  you  get  down  to  the  ques- 
tion of  a  bargain  between  individuals  or 
between  corporations  it  is  not  a  question 
of  principle  but  details  are  all  impor- 
tant. .  For  example,  the  price  agreed 
upon  between  two  contracting  parties  one 
\t  horn  undertakes  to  do  a  particular  kind  of 
work  for  a  certain  sum  Is  only  a  detail. 
There  is  nothing  touching  principle  in  it 
but  after  all  it  Is  the  essential  part  of  the 
contract  and  it  is  a  very  Important  detail  of 
substance.  Are  we  at  liberty  to  alter  that 
detail  of  substance  without  the  consent  of 
one  of  the  contracting  parties?  I  am  bound 
to  say,  that  being  the  case,  and  in  view  of 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place  It  is 
a  very  serious  difficulty  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  So  far  as  we  are 
dealing  with  the  corporation  In  respect  to 
the  franchise  which  was  granted  we  have 
gone  to  the  limit  In  respect  to  the  vested 
rights  that  we  are  asked  to  protect.  We 
have  gone  to  the  extreme  limit  and 
we  are  not  attempting  to  deal  with  this 
question,  as  I  understand  it,  by  virtue  of  the 
franchise  or  to  !nfringe  In  any  way  upon 
the  franchise  ri anted  by  the  corporation  to 
the  company.  We  restrict  the  powers  of  the 
coc.pnny  to  tLe  limits  of  the  franchise.  It 
seems  to  tie.  that  is  all  the  corporation 
sliould  expect  us  to  do;  I  do.  not  believe  in 
paternalism  in  any  form. 
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Mr.  SPROULE.  Does  not  this  restric- 
tion in  the  original  Act  prevent  amalga- 
mation ? 

•    Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
said  :  I  am  in  favour  of  corporations,  I 
support  corporations.  Well,  there  are  a  great 
many  people  who  think  that  the  whole  gov- 
ernment are  more  in  favour  of  supporting 
corporations  than  they  are  of  protecting  the 
interests  of  the  public.  I  notice  that  when- 
ever a  contract  is  made  between  the  govern- 
ment and  a  private  individual  or  a  corpora- 
tion we  always  hear  a  good  deal  of  talk  here 
about  holding  It  sacred ;  we  are  told  that 
we  cannot  interfere  with  the  contract  made 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with 
regard  to  Its  privileges  In  the  Northwest 
Territories,  and  we  never  interfere  with  a 
contract  unless  the  other  party  consents.  If 
a  contract  is  sacred  as  between  the  govern- 
ment and  an  individual  It  ought  to  be  held 
equally  sacred  between  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  and  the  city  of  Ottawa.  The  Elec- 
rtic  Company  wants  to  violate  its  contract 
with  the  city  of  Ottawa,  and  if  we  permit 
them  to  do  so  we  will  have  very  little  res- 
pect for  the  sacredness  of  contracts. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  do  not  want  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Stewart)  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  I  submitted  to  the 
House  figures  which  were  not  correct.  My 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stewart)  asked  me  where 
I  got  the  figures  I  have  placed  before  the 
House,  and  I  told  him  they  were  snbmitted 
to  the  subcommittee,  and  were  not  disputed 
by  any  one  opposed  to  the  BUI.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  was  present  at  that 
subcommittee  himself  and  he  no  doubt  heard 
these  figures  read.  I  have  just  received 
the  following  statement  from  the  manager 
of  the  Toronto  Electric  Light  Company, 
and  as  It  corroborates  the  statement  I  have 
made  to  the  House,  I  shall  read  It : 

Our  rates  (or  Incandescent  lighting  are  twenty 
cents  per  thousand  watts  with  a  discount  of 
forty  per  cent  for  small  stores  and  offices  and 
sixty  per  cent  for  dwelling  houses,  churches 
and  similar  services.  Large  consumers  get 
special  rates.  City  arc  light,  $74.80  per  year, 
commercial  inclosed  arcs,  twenty  cents  per 
thousand,  fifty  per  cent  discount.  Power  rates 
vary  according  to  consumption  from  two  cents 
per  horse-power  hour  to  eight  cents  per  kilo- 
watt hour  for  elevators  and  intermittent  ser- 
vice. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  accept  the  statement 
of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bergeron)  and  I  may 
say  that  although  I  was  present  at  the 
committee  I  did  not  hear  the  figures  read. 
I  thought  that  these  figures  were  placed  in 
tne  hands  of  the  hon.  gentleman  since  be 
came  to  the  House. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  They  were  read  in  the 
committee. 
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Mr.  STEWART.  The  hon.  gentleman 
misunderstood  me  when  he  stated  that  I 
said  that  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  were 
supporting  the  Bill  were  not  welcome  here.t 
I  did  not  say  that.  My  hon.  friend  <Mr.  Ber- 
geron) was  absent  from  the  city  of  Ottawa 
for  a  few  years,  but  I  think  I  can  say  that 
we  are  all  glad  that  he  is  back  again,  be- 
cause we  like  to  meet  him  oe  the  streets  of 
our  city  as  well  as  in  the  House.  . 

Mr.  BERGERON.    Thank  you. 

Mr.  CIII'SIIOLM.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
by  any  means  any  particular  company  should 
get  possession  of  all  the  water-power  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  this  city,  that  com- 
pany would  have  u  monopoly  that  could  not 
be  competed  against.  Nothing  would  be  left 
then  but  steam-power,  and  if  the  city  of 
Ottawa  or  the  government  were  to  offer 
opposition  to  such  a  company  the  cost  of 
the  steam-power  as  compared  with  the 
waier-power  would  effectually  prevent  them. 
It  would  seem  that  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company  can,  if  they  so  wish,  raise  their 
rates  from  .36  per  ampere  hour  to  .52  per 
ampere  hour,  and  if  they  did  increase  them 
to  the  maximum  it  would  mean  that  the 
government  would  have  to  pay  about  $40,- 
ixX)  a  year  more  for  its  lighting.  In  view 
of  this  the  representatives  of  the  people 
here  have  a  very  considerable  interest  in 
this  matter.  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
or  not  It  is  possible  that  this  company  can 
secure  all  the  water-powers  in  the  vicinity, 
because  If  so,  they  can  produce  electricity 
at  one-third  the  cost  of  itu  production  by 
steam  and  there  would  be  very  little  chance 
for  any  competition. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  am  opposed  to  sec- 
tion 2,  but  as  my  hon.  colleague  (Mr.  Stew- 
art) has  given  notice  of  an  amendment 
which  if  adopted,  will  have  the  effect  of 
removing  our  objection,  I  shall  not  divide 
the  House  on  that  section. 

Mr.  SPKOl'LE.  In  my  long  experience 
in  this  House  I  have  frequently  seen  fig- 
ures submitted  by  corporations  interested  in 
legislation,  and  I  frankly  confess  that  I 
attach  little  importance  to  any  ex-parte  state- 
ments of  that  kind  unless  they  are  corro- 
borated by  independent  evidence  and  unless 
we  know  what  the  actual  facts  are.  These 
figures  are  as  a  general  rule  not  reliable, 
and  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  Influence 
the  House  unless  they  are  verified  by  Inde- 
pendent testimony  or  a  careful  analysis  by 
a  competent  expert.  There  is  a  good  deal 
in  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Huron  (Mr.  Chisholm).  The  state- 
ment is  very  generally  made  that  this  elec- 
tric company  is  endeavouring  to  get  control 
of  all  the  water-power  In  the  neighbourhood 
as  well  as  the  control  of  all  the  companies 
supplying  heat,  light  and  power,  and  that 
being  the  case  we  should  be  very  careful. 
What  is  the  object  of  the  company  doing 
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that  ?  As  far  as  we  know  their  only  ob- 
ject can  be  to  enable  them  to  charge  what- 
ever price  they  like. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  How  can  you  pre- 
vent that  while  they  control  the  water  pow- 
er ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  We  are  trying  to  prevent 
it  in  another  way.  Now,  we  apply  this 
principle  in  other  directions.  For  years  we 
refused  to  allow  railway  coinpanfes  to  amal- 
gamate, because  we  desired  to  maintain 
competition  ;  but  we  found  that  they  could 
overcome  this  provision  by  pooling  receipts, 
which  would  enable  them  to  put  up  their 
rates.  Of  late  years  we  have  required  any 
railway  company  seeking  power  to  amal- 
gamate with  another  to  name  the  company 
it  wishes  to  amalgamate  with,  and  theu  par- 
liament would  decide  whether  it  would  grant 
the  power  to  amalgamate  or  not.  We  are 
carrying  out  that  same  principle  here.  The 
city  of  Otawa  has  endeavoured  to  secure 
competition  in  electric  lighting.  The  city 
opposed  the  charter  to  this  company  in 
1894  unless  this  provision  was  inserted,  and 
the  company  accepted  that  restriction  rather 
than  incur  the  opposition  of  the  city.  Now, 
the  company  ask  us  to  do  away  with  that 
safeguard  of  Ottawa's  interests.  Should  we 
do  so  Y  The  parliament  of  the  country 
should  be  the  last  to  interfere  with  any  con- 
tract which  secures  the  rights  of  the  people. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  says  that  he  is  in 
favour  of  protecting  the  rights  of  eori»ora- 
tlons.  The  opinion  of  the  country  is  that 
the  government  are  too  much  inclined  in 
that  direction,  and  the  voice  of  the  country 
is  saying  in  thunder  tones  that  they  should 
change  their  policy,  and  protect  the  people, 
who  are  unable  to  protect  themselves.  These 
corporations  are  wealthy  ;  they  control 
newspapers.  I  asked  one  of  the  aldermen  of 
Ottawa  the  other  day  why  the  Ottawa  "Free 
Press'  supported  this  Bill,  and  he  said: 
'  This  corporation  practically  controls  the 
•'  Free  Press."  These  corporations  are  able 
to  bring  Influences  to  bear  to  gain  their  ends, 
but  the  consumers  cannot  do  that.  They 
are  at  the  mercy  of  these  corporations,  and 
they  look  to  parliament  to  protect  them. 
Is  parliament  going  to  refuse  that  protec- 
tion which  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  secured 
a  few  years  ago  ?  If  we  do  not  protect 
them,  we  shall  fail  in  our  duty  to  the 
public. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  I  wish  to  express  myself  as 
against  the  part  of  this  Bill  which  will 
create  a  monopoly  and  Interfere  with  the 
right  of  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  to  get  cheap- 
er light.  When  this  matter  was  up  last 
year,  the  hon.  gentleman  then  representing 
the  city  of  Ottawa  protested  against  the  Bill 
in  very  strong  terms  ;  and  now  the  gentle- 
men representing  the  city  of  Ottawa  in 
this  new  parliament  both  express  them- 
selves in  opposition  to  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  which  will  take  away  from  the  citizens 
of  Ottawa  the  right  to  get  cheaper  light. 
There  has  been  some  reference  this  after- 
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nobu  to  the  amount  of  money  these  com- 
panies are  earning.  Last  session  the  mem- 
ber for  Ottawa  placed  a  statement  before 
the  House  showing  that  in  1903  the  gross 
revenue  of  this  company  was  $217,380.S3. 
and  the  cost  of  management,  operating  and 
maintenance  was  $118,890.14!,  showing  a 
gross  profit  for  the  year  of  $98,496.39,  and 
after  the  expenses  were  deducted  there  was 
left  a  net  profit  for  the  year  of  $72.11(5.44. 
He  further  pointed  out  that  the  capital 
stock  of  the  company  was  $1,000,000,  on 
which,  in  1903,  they  had  paid  a  dividend  of 
7  per  cent,  besides  carrying  a  large  sum  to 
rest  account.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
amount  of  money  the  company  had  already 
carried  to  rest  account  prior  to  1903,  added 
to  the  amount  they  were  then  carrying  to 
that  account,  namely,  $25,000,  would  make 
a  total  rest  account  of  $150,000.  Now,  when 
the  citizens  of  Ottawa,  through  their  repre- 
sentatives, are  protesting  so  strongly  against 
this  amalgamation,  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  this '  parliament  to  assist  this  cor- 
poration against  the  best  interests  of  the 
citizens.  I  object  to  it  because  it  will  post- 
pone the  day  when  the  citizens  of  Ottawa 
shall  have  the  opportunity  of  purchasing,  if 
they  see  fit,  the  electric  plant  In  order  to 
do  their  own  lighting.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  states  that  the  municipal  owner- 
ship of  electric  lighting  and  waterworks  is 
not  a  success  in  this  country  ;  but  I  hold 
an  entirely  different  opinion,  and  we  have 
illustrations  of  its  success  in  almost  every 
part  of  the  province  of  Ontario.  In  my  own 
town  we  have  a  very  profitable  waterworks 
system  that  was  constructed  by  the  muni- 
cipal corporation  many  years  ago,  and  that 
has  been  operated  by  it  ever  since  ;  and  to- 
day we  regard  it  as  the  most  valuable  as 
set  owned  by  the  town.  The  citizens  are 
obtaining  very  cheap  water,  there  is  no 
complaint  whatever,  and  there  would  be  a 
very  strong  protest  against  any  man  who 
would  propose  that  the  town  should  give  up 
its  ownership  and  control  of  that  system. 
If  we  put  this  clause  In  force,  it  will  post- 
pone the  day  for  many  years  when  the 
citizens  of  Ottawa  will  have  an  opportunity 
ti>  purchase  this  electric  system. 

Mr.  GRANT.    Why  ? 

Mr.  BLAIN.  For  the  reason  that  it  will 
take  away  the  rights  that  were  given  to  the 
citizens  by  the  former  charter. 

Mr.  FITZPATKICK.  This  amendment 
cannot  in  any  way  affect  the  right  of  the 
corporation  to  purchase. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  My  hon.  friend  is  trying  to 
bring  forward  a  legal  point,  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  debate  it  with  him  ;  but  what  I 
say  is  that  it  will  postpone  the  day  when 
the  municipal  corporation,  if  it  should  desire 
to  purchase  this  plant  and  operate  it  in  the 
interests  of  the  citizens  of  Ottawa,  will 
have  the  right  to  do  so.  Furthermore,  it 
will  Increase  the  cost  of  that  plant  to  the 
municipal  corporation,  because  the  result  of 
the  amalgamation  will  be  that  the  stock  will 


go  up.  I  am  opposed  to  it  for  these  reasons 
and  some  others  that  ar<j  important.  This 
Bill  I  consider  is  an  interference  with  the 
rights  of  the  city,  and  is  opposed  by  those 
hon.  members  who  particularly  represent 
the  city  in.  this  House.  One  of  them  pointed 
out  that  a  petition  was  presented  against  it 
containing  2,000  signatures.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  petition  of  2,000  signatures  gives  all 
who  are  opposed  to  this  proposed  amalgama- 
tion. I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  question 
were  submitted  to  the  citizens  on  its  indivi- 
dual merits,  we  would  have  almost  a 
unanimous  vote  against  the  amalgamation. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong 
this  discussion  to  any  extent,  but  I  consider 
It  my  duty  to  define  the  position  I  take. 
Let  me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  sym- 
pathize to  a  considerable  extent  with  the 
views  expressed  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  Like  him,  I  am  not  very 
enthusiastic  about  the  great  results  expect- 
ed to  flow  from  the  ownership  of  public  util- 
ities by  municipal  corporations.  That  is  not 
however,  the  question  we  are  now  called 
upon  to  consider.  What  we  really  have  to 
consider  at  this  moment  is  whether  the 
amendments  proposed  by  this  Bill  are  going 
to  place  the  city  of  Ottawa  In  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  it  is  in  now.  From  the  best  con- 
sideration I  have  been  able  to  give  the  ques- 
tion, I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if 
this  Bill  should  pass  with  these  amendments 
the  city  will  be  In  a  worse  position  as  re- 
gards its  lighting  facilities  than  it  is  at 
preseut.  Should  we  adopt  the  proposed  am- 
endments, the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  will 
be  in  a  position  to  purchase  the  stock  of  the 
Consumers'  Company  which,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  it  is  not  able  to  do,  and 
the  result  will  be  a  destruction  of  the  com- 
petition now  existing.  I  do  not  think  we 
ure  called  upon  here  to  consider  whether 
(he  Ottawa  Electric  Company,  or  any  other 
company,  is  making  money  out  of  its  busi- 
ness. What  we  are  called  to  consider 
Is  whether  we  are  by  the  legislation  propos- 
ed, going  to  place  one  of  the  contracting 
parties  in  a  worse  position  than  It  now  oc- 
cupies. Having  considered  the  whole  ques- 
tion from  every  point  of  view,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  if  this  Bill  should 
pass,  the  city  will  be  In  a  worse  position 
nnd  shall  therefore  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Has  any  suggest- 
ion ever  been  made  to  leave  the  question 
to  the  determination  of  the  Board  of  Rail- 
way Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATKICK.  As  to  regulating 
rates  1 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEX.  No,  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  company  should  be  given  the  pow- 
er to  acquire  this  stock.  Of  course  the 
Railway  Commission  has  no  such  juris- 
diction at  present,  but  it  has  In  an  analo- 
gous matter,  namely,  the  amalgamation  ar- 
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rangements  between  railway  companies.  It 
has  also  a  jurisdiction  over  certain    tele- 1 
phone    and    telegraph    companies  andj 
companies  formed  for  the  purpose  of  trans- 1 
mittlng  light  and  heat  by  means  of  electri- 1 
city.    I  do  not  know  whether  it-  has  juris-  j 
diction  over  all  such  companies,  but  it  has  j 
over  some  of  them,  and  it  has  occurred  to  ! 
me  that  some  basis  of  agreement  might  be 
arrived  at  If  the  matter  were  submitted  to 
the  Railway  Commission.   I  feel  some  dif- 
ficulty In  arriving  at  a  conclusion  because 
we  have  not  here  the  franchise  which  was 
granted  by  the  city  of  Ottawa  to  this  cor- 
poration. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  We  had  it  before  the 
special  committee. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  aware  of 
that,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  they  took  into 
consideration  the  exact  point  about  which 
I  have  some  difficulty.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  matter  to  be  considered  by  any  one 
who  wants  to  form  a  conclusion  on  this 
subject,  and  possibly  the  promoters  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  city  on  the  other  might 
consider  whether  or  not  they  could  arrive 
at  a  basis  of  agreement  by  a  reference  to 
the  Railway  Commission. 

Mr.  BEI/COURT.  I  have  never  heard 
the  suggestion  made,  but  If  It  were  adopted, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  machinery  to 
carry  It  out 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  was  just  drafting, 
more  for  my  own  satisfaction  than  for  the 
purpose  of  submitting  it  to  the  House,  an 
amendment ;  and  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
some  difficulty  in  seeing  how  my  suggestion 
could  be  carried  out,  I  shall  read  the  amend- 
ment, which  may  possibly  provoke  some  dis- 
cussion and  lead  to  some  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. By  the  amendment  before  the 
committee,  everything  Is  struck  out  of  sec- 
tion 7,  subsection  D,  after  the  word  'com- 
pany.' I  would  suggest  an  addition  after 
the  word  '  company  '  as  follows  : 

Whenever  thereunto  authorized  by  order  ot 
the  Board  ot  Railway  Commissioners  for  Can- 
ada upon  application  by  the  company,  upon 
which  application  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  acy 
ratepayers  of  the  said  city  shall  have  the  right 
to  be  heard.  The  said  board,  upon  such  aplica- 
tlon,  Is  authorized  to  make  the  said  order  or 
any  order  to  the  like  effect  upon  such  terms  as 
it  may  see  fit  to  Impose  or  it  may  refuse  to 
make  any  order  thereon.  And  for  the  purpose 
aforesaid  the  board  shall  possess  all  the  general 
powers  conferred  by  the  Railway  Act,  1903. 

I  am  not  reading  that  as  a  perfect  pro- 
duction, but  merely  to  give  the  idea  of  what 
line  the  legislation  might  take,  if  the  pro- 
posal should  commend  Itself  to  the  two 
bodies. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


Mr.  KENNEDY.  When  I  saw  the  Bill 
first,  I  felt  inclined  to  give  it  my  support ; 
but  the  more  I  have  looked  at  It  since  and 
the  more  I  have  heard  about  it,  the  greater 
reason  I  see  for  opposing  it.  It  would  be 
Impossible  for  me  to  support  it  without  go- 
ing back  on  the  stand  I  took  some  years 
ago  in  my  own  town  when  a  somewhat 
similar  proposition  was  before  it  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  his 
statement  that  in  all  cases  where  corpor- 
ations have  attempted  to  take  charge  of  pub- 
lic utilities,  the  experiment  was  disastrous. 
Let  me  Inform  the  hon.  gentleman  that  In  the 
town  where  I  live,  the  town  of  New  West- 
minster, British  Columbia,  we  own  our  own 
waterworks  and  our  own  electric  light.  When 
our  corporation  took  hold  of  these  utilities, 
I  was  a  member  of  the  city  council,  and  we 
had  a  very  stiff  fight  with  the  gas  company. 
They  did  their  best  to  keep  the  city  from 
altering  on  any  such  line  of  business,  but 
without  success,  and  to-day  we  have  a  cheap- 
er light  than  they  have  either  in  Vancouver 
or  Victoria.  The  city  corporation  owns  the 
plant  and  runs  it  to  our  satisfaction  in  every 
way. 

I  believe  there  are  many  instances  of  the 
same  kind,  and  I  therefore  think  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  would  be  more  careful  in 
making  assertions  of  this  character.  I  was 
somewhat  amused  at  the  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  Maclean)  trying  to  make 
a  party  question  of  this  as  he  has  done  twice, 
but  we  must  remember  that  he  has  the  bur- 
den of  all  the  oppressed  communities  on  his 
shoulders.  I  can  vote  with  him  conscienti- 
ously on  this  question,  because  I  think,  with 
some  other  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  with  whom  I  do  not  often  agree,  that 
these  two  companies  should  be  allowed  to 
fight  this  question  out  themselves,  and  that 
the  people  should  be  protected  from  both 
of  them.  The  people  of  this  city  deserve  a 
good  deal  of  consideration,  and  I  think  the 
best  thing  we  can  do  Is  to  throw  this  Bill 
out.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  Intend  to 
vote  against  It. 

•  Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  May  I  add  one  word 
in  support  of  what  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Kennedy)  and  other  bon. 
gentlemen  have  said.  In  the  city  of  Halifax 
we  have  had  a  system  of  waterworks  owned 
by  the  city  for  a  great  many  years  which 
has  been  carried' on  very  successfully.  That 
Is  a  common  thing  all  over  the  country,  but 
besides  that  Dartmouth  owns  as  a  public 
utility  the  ferry  between  Halifax  and  Dart- 
mouth, having  taken  it  over  some  10  years 
ago,  and  I  am  sure  the  citizens  of  Halifax 
and  Dartmouth  will  bear  me  out  In  saying 
that  a  much  better  service  is  now  given  by 
that  ferry  between  Halifax  and  Dartmouth,, 
than  was  given  under  the  ownership  of  the- 
private  company  which  owned  it  for  many 
years  before  that  date. 

Section  agreed  to,  yeas,  07  ;  nays,  37. 
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On  section  5, 

Mr.  STEWART  moved 

That  section  five  be  struck  out  and  the  fol- 
lowing substituted  therefor  : 

Provided,  that  the  power  to  acquire  shares  in 
the  capital  stock,  debentures  or  securities  of 
other  electric  companies,  or  of  companies  pos- 
sessing powers  similar  to  those  of  this  company, 
will  not  apply  to  the  capital  stock,  debentures 
or  securities  of  the  Consumers  Electric  Com- 
pany, Limited,  or  of  the  Metropolitan  Electrical 
'Company,  Limited,  or  their  or  either  of  their 
successors  or  assigns. 

He  said:  I  only  wish  to  say  that  when 
this  matter  was  first  Introduced  into  the 
House  a  number  of  those  In  favour  of  the 
Bill  disclaimed  the  idea  of  doing  anything 
or  of  authorizing  anything  that  would  mean 
the  amalgamation  of  the  Consumers  with 
the  Ottawa  Electric  Company.  It  was  stated 
then  and  has  been  stated  many  times  since 
that  the  evident  intention  was  that  the  Con- 
sumers and  the  Metropolitan  companies 
should  be  absorbed  by  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company.  If  there  are  any  gentlemen  who 
have  any  doubt  or  suspicion  that  that  is  the 
meaning  of  the  Bill  they  have  now  an  op- 
portunity of  voting  with  us  on  my  amend- 
ment which  will  prevent  the  company  from 
absorbing  the  Consumers  or  Metropolitan 
Companies. 

Amendment  negatived,  yeas,  30;  nays,  61. 

Section  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  moved  to  add  the  fol- 
lowing as  a  new  section  : 

6.  Nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued as  prejudicially  affecting  any  of  the 
rights  of  the  municipal  corporation  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa  under  Its  existing  franchise  agree- 
ments with  the  company  and  the  Metropolitan 
Electric  Company,  Limited,  and  the  Consumers 
Electric  Company,  Limited,  or  either  or  any  of 
them. 

He  said:  This  clause  does  not  go  as  far 
as  I  think  it  should  go,  but  possibly  It  may 
preserve  some  of  the  rights  of  the  corpora- 
tion of  the  city  of  Ottawa  which  otherwise 
might  be  affected.  It  Is  a  clause  to  which 
it  seems  to  me  there  could  be  no  possible 
objection  because  the  very  reason  put  for- 
ward by  those  who  are  supporting  the  Bill 
as  it  stands  at  present  Is  that  nothing  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  does  affect  the  company's 
franchises,  and  in  order  to  make  that  per- 
fectly plain  I  think  we  should  at  least 
embody  this  provision  as  clause  0  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  Of  course  I  like  to 
understand  the  meaning  of  any  amendment 
but  it  seems  to  me  there  can  be  no  objec- 
tion to  this.  I  think  all  of  that  Is  contained 
In  clause  5,  but  if  it  makes  it  any  clearer 
I  am  satisfied  as  promoter  of  the  Bill  to  ac- 
cept It 

Amendment  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  agreed  to. 
Bill  as  amended  reported. 


QUESTIONS. 

PUBLIC  WORKS,   PARISH   OP  CHATEAU- 
RICHER. 

Mr.  BERGERON  asked : 

Referring  to  the  return  brought  down  on  the 
17th  of  February,  1906,  Sessional  Paper  No.  63, 
in  compliance  with  a  motion  made  by  Mr.  Morln, 
what  are  the  dates  of  the  first  payment  made 
on  account  of  the  said  sum  mentioned  in  the 
said  return,  $6,215.82,  and  of  the  last  payment 
thereof  ? 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  The  first  payment  was  made 
on  the  7th  of  October ;  the  second  and  last 
payment  was  made  on  the  13th  of  October 
of  last  year. 


LIGHTHOUSE  KEKPER  AT  BICQUET. 

Mr.  BERGERON  asked  : 

1.  What  is  the  name  of  the  lighthouse  keeper 
at  Blcquet,  in  the  county  of  Rimouski  ? 

2.  What  is  his  salary  ? 

3.  How  much  did  the  department  pay  to  send 
for  him  at  the  close  of  navigation  t 

4.  Has  he  an  engineer's  certificate  qualifying 
him  to  take  charge  of  the  engines  that  work 
the  alarm  whistle  ? 

Hon.  RAYMOND  PREFONTAINE  (Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries) : 

1.  Louis  Pineault 

2.  $700  per  annum. 

3.  Nothing. 

4.  The  department  does  not  exact  such 
certificates  from  those  otHcers. 


TIMBER  ON  THE  DUKIS  RESERVE. 

Mr.  BENNETT— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  Has  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  de- 
cided to  offer  for  sale  the  timber  on  what  is 
known  as  the  Dukls  Reserve  ? 

2.  Have  the  Indians  entitled  thereto  agreed 
to  a  sale  of  the  said  timber  t 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
government  to  offer  for  sale  the  timber  on 
what  Is  known  as  the  Dukls  reserve. 


POSTMASTER  AT  THESSALON. 
Mr.  FOSTER — for  Mr.  Boyce — moved  : 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence,  documents 
and  rulings  relating  to  the  dismissal  or  resig- 
nation of  W.  J.  B.  Doble,  as  postmaster  of 
Thessalon  ;  and  all  the  papers  relating  to  any 
application  for  rehearing  of  complaints  or  the 
re-appointment  of  Mr.  Doble. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  I  would  ask  that  that  motion 
stand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  It  cannot  come  up 
again,  as  this  is  the  last  day. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Then  let  It 
drop. 

Mr.  K.  L.  BORDEN.  The  lion,  member 
for  Algoma  West  (Mr.  Boyce)  may  be  here 
this  evening. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Stand. 

RAILWAY  BETWEEN  CAPLIN  AND 
PASPEBIAC. 

Mr.  AMES— by  Mr.  Foster— moved  : 

For  a  return  of  the  following  documents  in 
respect  of  payments  made  on  account  of  the 
subsidy  voted  in  1901  for  a  line  of  railway  be- 
tween Capiin  and  Paspeblac  : 

1.  Copy  of  authority  to  act,  together  with  full 
instructions  issued  to  Commissioner  Mother- 
sill. 

2.  Report  and  findings  of  Commissioner 
Mothersill. 

3.  Sworn  evidence  of  claimants  who  appeared 
before  Commissioner  Mothersill,  as  taken  down 
by  stenographer  Roy. 

4.  Copy  of  authority  to  act,  and  full  Instruc- 
tions to  Commissioner  Langelier. 

5.  Report  and  findings  of  Commissioner  Lan- 
gelier. 

6.  Sworn  evidence,  if  any,  of  claimants  ap- 
pearing before  Commissioner  Langelier. 

7.  Affidavits  presented  to  'Commissioner  Lan- 
gelier and  subsequently. 

8.  Copy  of  resolution  or  Order  In  Council 
adopting  report  of  Commissioner  Langelier. 

9.  A  statement  giving  each  of  the  several 
payments  made  by  the  government  since  July 
1st,  1904,  on  account  of  the  subsidy  voted  In 
1901.  for  a  line  of  railway  between  Capiin  and 
Paspeblac  ;  showing  in  respect  of  every  such 
payment  to  whom,  by  whom,  on  what  date,  In 
connection  with  part  of  the  road,  the  date  of 
original  filing  of  claim,  and  on  whose  recom- 
mendation each  payment  was  made. 

10.  All  correspondence  which  may  have  passed 
between  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  and 
Commissioner  Langelier,  In  respect  of  the  In- 
vestigation and  payment  of  said  claims.  Also 
all  correspondence  between  the  member  for  the 
county  of  Bonaventure  and  the  department,  and 
between  said  member  and  Commissioner  Lan- 
gelier on  this  subject. 

Hou.  L.  P.  BRODEUR  (Minister  of  In- 
land Revenue).  There  la  no  objection  to 
this  motion  passing,  but  I  would  like  to 
make  two  amendments.  First,  in  paragraph 
9,  instead  of  saying  '  since  July  1,  1904  * 
say  '  since  July  1,  1901.'  Also  I  would  like 
to  add  to  the  end  of  paragraph  10 : 

As  well  as  by  the  trustees  of  the  Atlantic 
and  Lake  Superior  Railway,  C.  N.  Armstrong,  T. 
C.  Casgraln,  K.C.,  J.  Oallndez.  or  any  other 
person  in  their  behalf,  and  the  department. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS. 
Mr.  CLEMENTS  moved: 

For  a  return  showing  the  imports  into  Can- 
ada for  home  consumption  from  the  United 
States  ;  and  the  exports  of  the  same  from  Can- 
Mr.  F08TBR. 


ada  to  the  United  States  ;  and  the  duty  on  the 
same,  giving  Canadian  duty  and  the  United 
States  duty,  for  the  years  190$  and  1904,  on  the 
following  articles  :  Pork,  all  kinds  ;  apples  ; 
corn  ;  beans,  raw,  canned  and  otherwise  ;  to- 
bacco, raw  leaf  ;  cattle  ;  horses  ;  wool  ; 
hides  ;  sugar  beets  ;  hay  ;  eggs  ;  butter  ; 
fowls. 

Hou.  L.  P.  BRODEUR  (Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue).  I  suppose  the  hou.  gentleman 
would  have  no  objection  to  putting  in,  after 
the  word  '  Imports '  in  the  second  line,  the 
words  '  by  provinces '  in  order  to  put  before 
the  House  the  imports  by  provinces  instead 
of  putting  them  before  the  House  in  the 
form  in  which  they  are  called  for  in  the 
resolution.  I  think  It  is  very  Important 
that  we  should  know  the  volume  of  our 
imports  Into  each  province  as  well  as  the 
volume  of  imports  Into  the  country  gen- 
erally. The  idea  of  the  amendment  Is  to 
show  the  Imports  by  provinces. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Would  that  not  show 
any  way  ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  No,  that  would  not 
show  because  the  resolution  simply  calls 
for  a  general  statement. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

MOTINS  AGREED  TO  WITHOUT  DIS- 
CUSSION. 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the 
government  or  any  member  thereof,  or  any  per- 
son or  persons.  In  reference  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  beet  sugar  industry  of  Canada. — 
Mr.  Clements — by  Mr.  Foster. 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence,  telegrams, 
papers,  memoranda,  &c,  between  the  govern- 
ment and  the  War  Office,  and  between  the  gov- 
ernment and  members  of  the  Canadian  militia, 
In  regard  to  the  granting  of  the  King's  South 
Africa  medal  to  Canadians  doing  eighteen 
months  South  Africa  war  service. — Mr.  Worth- 
ington — by  Mr.  Fowler. 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  or  any  officer 
of  his  department,  and  Mr.  Oeorge  S.  Greene, 
Junior,  ot  New  York,  regarding  the  steel  freight 
sheds  of  the  harbour  of  Montreal  ;  together 
with  the  report  of  the  said  Oeorge  S.  Oreene, 
Junior,  upon  the  plans  submitted  to  him  for  an 
opinion. — Mr.  Ames — by  Mr.  Foster. 

Return  showing  :  1.  The  total  amount  of  funds 
of  all  life  Insurance  companies  within  the  legis- 
lative power  of  this  parliament.  Invested  by  way 
of  purchase  or  loan,  respectively,  pursuant  to 
the  Insurance  Act,  and  the  par  value,  and  also 
the  estimated  actual  value,  of  securities  upon 
which  such  investments  are  made. 

2.  The  portions  of  such  funds  invested  in  pur- 
chase pursuant  to  section  50  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d), 
(e)  and  (f)  respectively,  of  the  Insurance  Act  ; 
and  the  portions  invested  on  loan  pursuant  to 
section  SO.  subclause  2  (a)  and  (b)  respectively. 

3.  The  portions,  if  any,  of  such  funds  invested 
In  purchase  of  or  loan  upon  securities  named 
In  said  section  50  (b)  not  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  and  restrictions  set  forth  In  said 
section  50  (b). 
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4.  The  portions  of  such  funds  Invested  in  pur- 
chase of  or  loan  upon,  respectively,  and  any 
security  or  thing  mentioned  in  said  section  50, 
subclauses  3  and  4  respectively  ;  and  stating 
whether  and  to  what  extent  any  portion  thereof 
was  so  invested  not  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  and  restrictions  set  forth  in  said 
section  50,  subclauses  3  and  4. 

5.  All  reports,  If  any,  by  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Insurance  as  to  non-compliance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Insurance  Act  with  regard  to 
investments  so  made. — Mr.  Macdonell — by  Mr. 
Henderson. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  telegrams,  let- 
ters, memoranda.  Orders  in  Council,  reports, 
&c.  in  possession  of  the  government,  or  any 
member  or  official  thereof,  in  connection  with 
the  granting  of  an  additional  subsidy  to  the 
province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  1901,  of 
$30,000  a  year,  and  the  basis  on  which  the  said 
subsidy  was  agreed  to  be  paid  to  the  province. 
—Mr.  A.  Martin. 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council  and  of  all 
correspondence  between  the  Canadian  and  im- 
perial governments,  and  of  all  papers  relating 
to  the  relief  of  the  Barl  of  Dundonald  from  the 
position  of  General  Officer  Commanding  the 
Canadian  militia. — Mr.  Belcourt— by  Mr.  Logan. 

EXCHEQUER  COURT -RAILWAY 
DEBTS. 

House  In  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  59)  to 
amend  the  Act  respecting  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Exchequer  Court  as  to  railway  debts. 
—Mr.  Geoff rlon. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Shall  I  re- 
port the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  For  what  reason 
did  it  stand  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  For  the  purpose  of 
a  mending  it. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  It  is  proposed 
to  add  to  subsection  3  after  the  word  '  she- 
riff '  the  words  '  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  province. 

Mr.  H  AGO  ART.  Will  not  the  effect  of 
that  be  that  a  sale  ordered  by  the  Exche- 
quer Court  will  cut  out  all  securities  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  effect  of  the 
amendment  would  be  to  declare  that  in 
respect  to  a  line  of  railway  situated  entirely 
within  the  limits  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
a  sale  made  under  the  order  of  the  Exche- 
quer Court  would  have  the  same  effect  as 
a  sale  made  by  a  sheriff  in  our  province. 
I  am  not  very  enthusiastic  about  the  Bill, 
but  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  difficulty  I 
would  have  about  making  this  amendment 
which  may  be  a  very  desirable  one,  without 
knowing  anything  about  it,  is  that  it  makes 
a  certain  provision  as  to  the  effect  of  a  sale 
by  the  Exchequer  Court  in  one  province 
only.  Why  is  it  not  equally  necessary  i" 
the  other  provinces  ? 


Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  effect  of  this  sale  in  the  other 
provinces.  With  us  a  sale  made  by  the 
sheriff  relieves  the  property  sold  of  all 
claims.  The  property  becomes  replaced  by 
money  and  any  demands  that  are  made  upon 
the  property  are  to  be  a  charge  against  the 
money. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  familiar 
w  ith  the  provisions  of  the  Exchequer  Court 
Act  at  the  present  moment  as  I  did  not  an- 
ticipate this  Bill  was  coming  up.  Is  there 
any  provision  to  the  effect  that  a  sale  shall 
have  generally  so  that  we  may  have  the 
law  definite  and  certain  as  to  the  effect  of 
a  sale  by  the  Exchequer  Court  in  every 
province  ?  If  we  have  not  that,  certainly  it 
seems  to  me  extremely  obvious  that  we  can- 
not restrict  ourselves  to  legislating  for  the 
province  of  Quebec  alone,  but  that  if  an 
amendment  is  necessary  it  might  be  made 
to  extend  to  the  other  proviuces. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  I  cannot  state  off- 
hand whether  there  is  such  a  provision.  In 
1903  we  passed  a  law  giving  authority  to 
the  Exchequer  Court,  when  a  road  was  in- 
solveut  and  could  not  be  operated  properly, 
to  put  it  under  a  receivership  and  proceed 
with  the  sale  of  it.  When  that  Act  came  to 
be  applied  in  the  province  of  Quebec  we 
found  that  the  court  could  not  groceed  with 
the  sale  and  give  a  clear  title,  as  could  be 
done  under  a  sheriff's  sale.  We  wanted  to 
sell  a  railway  and  nobody  would  buy  it, 
because  we  could  not  give  a  clear  title.  In 
the  Insolvency  Act  and  the  Winding-up  Act, 
we  had  to  provide  in  these  Acts  that  a 
sale  under  them  should  have  the  same  effect 
as  a  sheriff's  sale.  We  were  asked  what 
would  we  do  if  the  railway  was  partly  In 
the  province  of  Quebec  aud  partly  in  another 
province,  and  the  Bill  was  amended  so  as 
to  apply  only  to  a  road  situated  wholly  in 
the  province  of  Quebec.  By  this  amend- 
ment we  could  give  a  clear  title  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  Just  as  under  a  sheriff's 
sale,  and  as  to  the  other  provinces  the  mat- 
ter will  remain  under  the  English  law  as 
before. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  criticise  the 
Bill  so  far  as  it  applies  to  the  province  of 
Quebec  ;  I  leave  that  to  those  who  are  fami- 
liar with  the  law  of  that  province.  My  ob- 
jection is  that  if  there  is  no  provision  which 
applies  generally  throughout  Canada  as  to 
a  sale  by  the  Exchequer  Court,  the  way  to 
deal  with  that  is,  not  for  a  private  member, 
even  of  my  hon.  friend's  eminence,  to  bring 
in  legislation  dealing  with  a  single  province, 
but  for  the  Department  of  Justice  to  bring 
iu  a  Bill  dealing  generally  with  the  effect  of 
a  sale  by  the  Exchequer  Court  in  all  the 
proviuces  of  Canada. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  The  general  Act  ap- 
plies all  over  Canada,  and  every  one  is  satis- 
fied with  it.  but  when  we  come  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  it  is  necessary  to  do  as  has 
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been  done  in  the  case  of  the  Insolvency  Act, 
which  contains  a  special  stipulation  for  tbe 
province  of  Quebec.  It  is  really  an  over 
sight  in  {he  general  Act  and  we  are  trying 
to  remedy  It  by  this  amendment.  The  Act 
as  it  is  at  present  is  unworkable  in  the 
province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man provide  for  any  advertisements  ? 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  No.  That  point  was 
raised  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Iberville 
(Mr.  Demers),  and  It  was  thought  better  to 
leave  that  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
tbe  judge  of  the  Exchequer  Court 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  appears  to 
be  au  oversight,  but  does  not  that  over- 
sight exist  with  regard  to  every  province  of 
Canada  ? 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.   I  do  not  thlhk  so. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  understood  from 
tbe  Minister  of  Justice  that  it  did.  It  must 
exist  in  regard  to  the  other  provinces  unless 
you  can  show  that  there  is  some  general  pro- 
vision in  the  Exchequer  Court  Act  declar- 
ing what  the  effect  of  a  sale  by  that  court 
shall  be.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Geof- 
frion)  finds  a  defect  In  tbe  law  and  he  asks 
us  to  remedy  it  to  respect  only  to  one  pro- 
vince, whereas  the  remedy  should  apply  to 
all  provinces. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  The  Act  is  in  opera- 
tion in  the  other  provinces,  and  they  do  not 
complain. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  They  do  not  com- 
plain, because  I  suppose  the  law  has  never 
been  invoked  in  any  of  these  provinces,  and 
they  bave  never  found  out  that  the  defect 
exists.  A  particular  case  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  should  not  induce  us  to  remedy 
the  law  only  in  respect  to  that  province, 
but  it  is  a  very  good  reason  for  applying  the 
remedy  all  over  Canada.  Tbe  practice  in 
Nova  Scotia  is  to  bave  sales  of  real  estate 
by  tbe  sheriff  under  an  order  of  the  court, 
but  there  is  no  provincial  law  which  would 
apply  to  a  sale  by  authority  of  tbe  Ex- 
chequer Court.  Therefore,  this  law  should 
not  be  confined  to  the  province  of  Quebec, 
but  a  general  law  should  be  framed  which 
would  have  effect  throughout  Canada.  That 
seems  to  be  an  elementary  principle  on 
which  this  parliament  should  act.  I  ven- 
ture to  submit,  therefore,  that  the  Act  should 
not  pass  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  For  my  part  I  do  not 
see  any  objection  to  the  Bill  applying  to 
all  the  provinces.  I  do  not  know  the  effect 
of  a  sheriff's  sale  in  other  provinces ;  but 
in  our  province,  a  sheriff's  sale  wipes  out 
with  a  few  exceptions  all  the  hypothecs  and 
liens  granted  on  tbe  property  prior  to  the 
time  of  the  sale,  and  gives  clear  title  to 
the  property. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION. 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Then  you  apply  tbe 
proceeds  to  the  hypothecs  In  tbe  order  of 
their  priority  1 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  When  a  property  is  sold 
by  tbe  sheriff,  all  the  hypothecs  are  purged 
at  the  same  time,  and  the  purchaser  re- 
ceives a  clear  title  in  all  respects.  I  may 
add  that  under  the  Insolvency  law  of  1875, 
and  I  think  also  in  the  law  of  1863,  there 
was  a  special  provision  with  regard  to  the 
sale  of  property  in  the  provinces  of  Que- 
bec, and  the  purpose  of  this  Bill  is  to  apply 
to  sales  made  under  the  authority  of  the 
Exchequer  Court  the  same  principle.  For 
my  part,  il  do  not  see  any  objection  to  ap- 
ply the  Bill  to  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  LANCASTER  A  sale  by  the  sheriff 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  has  not  the  same 
effect  as  a  sale  In  the  province  of  Quebec. 
It  will  only  give  whatever  right  or  title 
the  person  against  whom  the  execution  Is- 
sues had  in  the  property.  It  will  not  neces- 
sarily give  a  clear  title  at  all,  or  any  guar- 
antee that  there  is  a  good  title.  Therefore, 
I  think,  the  objection  of  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  is  a  very  serious  one,  and 
ought  to  be  considered.  After  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue, 
I  do  not  think  this  law  would  have  the  same 
effect  in  the  other  provinces  that  it  would 
have  in  the  province  of  Quebec  ;  and,  if  so, 
we  ought  not  to  pass  it. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  do  not  say  that  it 
would  have  the  same  effect  in  the  other  pro- 
vinces ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  not  sufficient- 
ly versed  in  the  laws  of  the  other  provinces 
to  know  whether  a  sheriff's  sale  would  have 
the  same  effect  in  them  as  it  has  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  At  the  same  time,  so  far 
as  my  province  Is  concerned,  I  think  it 
desirable  that  this  Bill  should  pass.  I  see 
no  objection  to  declaring  that  such  a  sale 
will  have  the  same  effect  as  a  sheriff's  sale, 
without  mentioning  the  province  of  Quebec. 
We  might  perhaps  amend  the  Bill  in  tlMit 
way. 

At  six  o'clock,  committee  took  recess. 
After  Bee  ess. 

Committee  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  have  received  a  memoran- 
dum from  some  lawyers  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  am  afraid 
that  If  we  pass  the  Bill  in  its  present  form 
It  may  do  considerable  Injury  to  bondhold- 
ers of  railways  situated  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,  being  calculated  to  Injure  the  cre- 
dit of  railway  companies  in  our  province.  L 
have  not  gone  very  fully  Into  tbe  matter 
but  I  see  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  Is  to 
assimilate  a  sale  ordered  by  the  Exchequer 
Court  in  the  matter  of  debts  due  by  rail- 
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way  companies,  to  a  sale  by  the  sheriff  in 
our  province.  The  effect  of  the  sheriff's 
sale  in  Quebec,  as  members  are  aware,  is 
extremely  sweeping.  Article  781  of  our 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  under  the  title 
•  Effect  of  Sheriff's  Sale '  enacts  : 

781.  A  sheriff's  sale  discbarges  property  from 
all  other  real  rights  not  mentioned  in  the  con- 
ditions of  sale  except  : 

1.  Servitudes  with  which  the  immovable  is 
charged. 

2.  Hypothecs  resulting  from  the  commutation 
of  seignorial  rights  except  as  to  arrears  ac- 
crued previously  to  -the  sale. 

3.  Rights  of  emphyteusis,  of  substitution  not 
yet  opened,  or  of  customary  dower  not  yet 
opened,  except  when  It  appears  on  the  face  of 
the  proceedings  that  there  exists  a  prior  or 
preferable  claim. 

These  are  the  only  claims  that  the  she- 
riff's sale  in  our  province  does  not  wipe  out. 
With  the  exception  of  these  special  claims 
which  I  have  Just  enumerated  the  purchaser 
at  the  sheriff's  sale  takes  the  property  free 
from  any  lien,  privilege,  mortgage  or  en- 
cumbrance whatever. 

The  contention  in  the  memorandum  which 
has  been  seat  to  me  is  that  the  object  of 
this  legislation  is,  by  obtaining  from  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  an  order  for  the  sale  of  the 
railway  by  assimilating  that  sale  to  a  she- 
riff's sale,  as  the  committee  will  see,  you 
purge  all  the  claims  of  the  bondholders 
so  that  if  the  Exchequer  Court  ordered  a 
sale,  unless  that  sale  was  ordered  with  spe- 
cial conditions,  it  would  wipe  out  the  bond- 
holders. Take  the  case  of  the  Atlantic  and 
Lake  Superior  Railway,  a  case  in  point. 
The  company  made  default  to  pay  the  in- 
terest on  the  bonds.  The  trustees  for  the 
bondholders,  in  ~  virtue  of  their  deed  of 
trust,  entered  into  the  property  of  the  com- 
pany as  far  back  as  July  2,  1900,  and  are 
still  in  possession  of  and  operating  the 
road.  Their  rights  are  not  obliterated.  What 
the  parties  interested  fear  is  that  other  cre- 
ditors of  the  Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior 
Company, — I  am  giving  that  as  an  example 
—might  obtain  such  an  order  as  is  contem- 
plated in  this  Bill  from  the  Exchequer 
Court,  and  under  this  proposed  legislation 
sell  the  railway.  The  party  selling  would 
give  a  title  equivalent  to  a  sheriff's  title, 
and  he  would  wipe  out  the  title  of  the  trus- 
tees and  leave  the  bondholders  to  pay  them- 
selves out  of  the  price  of  adjudication  and 
that  price  of  adjudication  would  scarcely 
be  sufficient  to  bring  the  property  to  sale. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  strong  argu- 
ment. Moreover  the  Bill  Is  uncalled  for. 
Why  ?  Because  subsection  2  of  section  1 
of  chapter  21,  III  Edward  VII,  in  the  first 
volume  of  1903—1  have  Just  looked  for  this 
statute  in  the  library,  but  there  is  not  a 
copy  there.— Subsection  2  of  section  1,  chap- 
ter 21,  of  III  Edward  VII,  gives  concurrent 
jurisdiction  to  the  provincial  court,  over 
railways  situated  entirely  or  wholly  in  the 


province.  If  our  own  provincial  courts  have 
jurisdiction  under  the  statute  which  I  have 
just  cited,  concurrent  jurisdiction  upon  rail- 
ways altogether  situated  within  the  pro- 
vince, why  should  this  legislation  be  asked 
for.  I  am  afraid  that  if  this  Bill  was  passed 
it  might,  under  certain  circumstances,  great- 
ly interfere  with  the  recourse  of  the  bond- 
holders and  therefore  it  appears  to  be  a 
dangerous  measure. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman think  that  this  legislation  will  change 
the  law  so  as  to  prevent  the  sale  by  the 
sheriff  if  the  present  legislation  does  not 
change  the  law,  and  these  properties  alto- 
gether situated  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
are  allowed  to  be  sold  by  a  sheriff  what 
difference  would  it  make  whether  they  are 
sold  by  an  order  of  the  Exchequer  Court 
cfter  certain  advertising  to  be  given  ac- 
cording to  the  best  judgment  of  the  Exche- 
quer Court,  or  whether  it  is  sold  under  an 
order  of  the  sheriff  of  the  district  In  the 
province  of  Quebec  ?  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  lost  sight  of  that  point.  At  the 
present  moment  these  railways  can  be  sold 
—I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  contest  that 
point— by  the  sheriff  of  the  district  in  which 
the  chief  office  of  the  railway  Is  situated. 
Therefore,  If  the  railway  is  sold  by  the 
sheriff  the  mortgages  are  purged  or  wiped 
out,  except  that  every  mortgagee  has  the 
right  to  claim  on  the  price  of  sale,  and  it  is 
generally  the  case  that  the  property  is  not 
sacrificed,  that  the  mortgagee  goes  to  the  sale 
and  sees  that  the  property  Is  sold  for  the 
proper  amount.  So  if  It  does  not  change 
the  position  in  any  way  except  that  action 
mav  be  taken  through  proceeding  in  the 
Exchequer  Court,  there  will  be  less  cost, 
less  complication  and  less  delay  in  realizing. 
1  understand  that  the  legislation  cannot 
apply  to  the  Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior. 
On  the  contrary  I  think  the  Atlantic  and 
Lake  Superior  was  exempted  from  the  effect 
of  this  law  in  the  original  Bill,  because  it 
said  that  it  did  not  apply  to  a  railway  In 
the  hands  of  trustees.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  refer  to  the  law  passed  in  1903  he 
will  see  that  the  Atlantic  and  Lake  Supe- 
rior, although  not  mentioned  by  name,  was 
actually,  exempted  from  the  effect  of  law. 
In  this  case,  the  Bill.  I  am  quite  aware,  Is 
presented  in  view  of  the  state  of  affairs  as 
regards  the  South  Shore  Railway  and  the 
Quebec  Southern.  The  South  Shore  has 
been  Joined  with  the  Quebec  Southern  and 
made  all  one  railway  in  the  province  of 
Quebec.  There  are  different  classes  of  cre- 
ditors and  difficulty  arose  as  to  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  the  railway.  At  the  present 
time  all  counties  Interested  are  suffering 
because  of  the  railway  being  in  the  hands 
of  the  receiver,  and  what  Is  most  serious 
to  the  mortgagees  is  the  fact  that  they  do 
not  know  the  amount  of  the  cost  incurred 
by  the  receiver.   If  it  remains  any  longer  in 
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the  hands  of  the  receiver  the  creditors  would 
fear  that  their  mortgages  will  be  wiped  out 
entirely— and  the  railway  too. 

Unless  we  can  have  a  sale  made  as  pro- 
vided in  this  Bill,  I  am  afraid  there  will 
be  such  an  amount  of  expenditure  with  the 
administration  by  the  receiver  that  the  first 
mortgage  will  be  in  danger.  It  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  creditor  and  the  public  gen- 
erally that  this  measure  should  become  law 
and  the  railway  put  into  the  hands  of 
parties  able  to  run  it  as  it  should  be  run. 
The  principle  of  this  Bill  is  not  a  new  one. 
It  is  one  that  was  applied  in  the  Insolvent 
Acts  of  1863  and  1875 ;  and  lately,  in  the 
Act  providing  for  the  liquidation  of  the 
estates  of  insolvent  creditors,  a  special  ex- 
ception has  been  made  that  the  sale  by 
a  liquidator  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  whe- 
ther under  the  Insolvency  Act  or  the  Liqui- 
dation Act,  shall  confer  Just  as  good  a 
title  as  a  sale  by  the  sheriff.  I  can,  there- 
fore, see  no  harm  whatever  in  our  passing 
this  Bill.  The  creditors  will  be  regularly 
notified  of  the  sale  and  they  will  be  all  on 
the  same  footing.  If  we  do  not  pass  this 
Bill,  no  doubt  they  will  proceed  by  way  of 
execution  and  sale  by  the  sheriff,  which  will 
undoubtedly  cause  more  costs  and  endless 
litigation.  I  do  not  think  the  creditors  are 
anxious  to  have  more  costs  incurred  and 
would  rather  have  the  property  sold  under 
the  authority  of  the  Exchequer  Court  and 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  distributed  accord- 
ing to  the  rank  of  the  different  creditors. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  have  not  had  time  to  look 
into  the  matter  very  carefully,  but  there  is 
one  thing  strikes  me.  No  doubt  a  sale  by 
the  sheriff  would  destroy  in  almost  every 
case  the  recourse  of  the  bondholders.  Where 
a  railway  property  is  sold  by  the  sheriff 
In  the  province  of  Quebec,  the  bondholders 
have  very  little  to  expect. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Unless  they  go  to 
the  sale  and  bid  up  the  property.  Why 
should  they  be  put  in  a  different  position 
from  the  ordinary  mortgagee  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  Well,  the  ordinary  bond- 
holder is  not  in  a  position  to  do  what  a 
mortgagee  can  do  unless  there  should  be  an 
agreement  among  the  bondholders.  If  we 
assimilate  the  title  given  by  the  Exchequer 
Court  to  a  sheriff's  title,  we  shall  add  to 
the  risk  of  the  bondholders  losing  their 
recourse.  In  the  next  place.  Is  there  not 
;i  Dominion  law  which  provides  for  the 
sequestration  of  the  property  of  railway 
companies  where  a  railway  is  unable  to 
meet  the  interest  on  its  bonds.  Either  in 
the  Winding  Up  Act  or  the  Railway  Act.  I 
think  there  Is  a  provision  which  permits 
the  bondholders,  when  the  company  Is  in 
default  to  pay  the  interest  on  its  bonds, 
to  take  the  railway  into  their  own  hands 
and  administer  it.  Would  not  that  provi- 
sion be  nullified  by  this  legislation  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 


Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  altogether  in  error  on  that  point.  A 
judgment  creditor  can  always  have  the  pro- 
perty sold  by  the  sheriff  If  It  is  situated  en- 
tirely within  the  limits  of  the  province. 

Mr.  BARKER.  When  this  Bill  was  be- 
fore the  House  on  the  last  occasion,  I 
asked  the  Minister  of  Justice  whether  he 
had  considered  the  possible  effect  of  a  sale 
such  as  this  in  cases  where  a  Dominion 
railway  company,  whose  railway  was  wholly 
within  the  province  of  Quebec,  had,  under 
the  authority  of  a  Dominion  statute,  entered 
into  an  agreement  for  running  powers  over 
a  railway  in  another  province.  Let  us  sup- 
pose that  a  railway  terminating  at  the 
boundary  of  Ontario  and  another  terminating 
at  the  bounday  of  Quebec,  both  being  Dom- 
inion railways,  entered  into  an  agreement, 
under  section  281  ot  the  General  Railway 
Act,  with  regard  to  the  operation  of  each  by 
the  other.  Such  an  agreement  between  indi- 
viduals would  be  called  a  partnership.  Then 
suppose  the  bonds  of  those  respective  com- 
panies are  afterwards  sold,  the  bondholders 
relying  upon  this  agreement  being  carried 
out.  If  an  officer  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
is  able  to  sell  outright  the  railway  within 
that  province,  or  say  one-half  the  partner- 
ship property,  we  can  quite  easily  see  that 
the  consequences  might  be  very  serious  to 
the  companies  which  had  entered  into  the 
agreement  and  to  those  who  had  purchased 
the  bonds  on  the  faith  of  that  agreement. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Surely  there  must 
be  some  way  by  which  a  creditor  may  real- 
ize on  the  property  which  is  the  security  for 
his  debt.  It  would  not  do  to  allow  an  agree- 
ment between  two  corporations  to  take 
away  that  recourse.  Otherwise,  in  the  case 
mentioned  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  making  of 
an  agreement  between  a  railway  company, 
whose  property  is  wholly  situated  within 
the  limits  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
another  railway  company  whose  property 
is  wholly  situated  within  the  limits  of  On- 
tario, would  make  It  impossible  for  either 
tallway  to  be  sold,  and  a  creditor  would 
have  no  recourse. 

Mr.  BARKER.  It  seems  to  me  that  be- 
fore you  authorize  an  official  like  the  sheriff 
in  one  province  to  sell  Interests  that  run 
over  two  provinces,  it  would  be  better  to 
provide  some  method  of  disposing  of  these 
effects  which  would  not  be  peculiar  to  any 
one  of  the  provinces. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  regret  that  I  have 
not  given  to  this  matter  more  consideration 
than  I  have  been  able  to  give  it  recently. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  that  which  is  with- 
in the  limits  of  a  province  and  Is  nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  piece  of  Immovable  pro- 
perty within  that  province,  any  claims  on 
that  property  ought  to  be  dealt  with  accord- 
ing to  the  laws  of  the  particular  province  in 
which  it  is  situated.  If  a  line  of  railway  ex- 
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tends  beyond  tbe  limits  of  a  province,  then 
a  difficulty  would  arise,  because  you  have 
to  take  into  account  the  fact  that  this  line 
would  be  one  continuous  road  in  operation 
between  two  provinces,  and  you  can  deal 
with  it  in  one  province  under  one  system 
and  in  another  province  under  another  sys- 
tem. But  if  the  railway  is  entirely  within 
one  province,  you  cannot  distinguish  it  from 
a  house  or  any  other  piece  of  immovable 
property. 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  bon.  gentleman  seems 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  parliament  controls 
companies  holding  both  properties,  a  pro- 
perty in  one  province  owned  by  one  com- 
pany and  a  property  In  another  province 
owned  by  tbe  other  company.  Parliament 
has  authorized  that  these  two  properties 
%  shall  be  thrown  Into  a  partnership,  and  after 
authorizing  it,  and  an  agreement  having 
been  entered  into  by  these  two  corporations 
owning  properties  in  two  provinces,  you 
authorize  a  sale  of  a  part  of  the  partner- 
ship property  under  the  civil  laws  of  one 
province.  Now,  the  hou.  gentleman  says : 
bow  are  you  going  to  deal  with  it  ?  Why, 
the  Dominion  controls  botb,  provide  a 
remedy  that  will  apply  to  the  whole,  not  a 
remedy  that  Is  peculiar  to  one  part. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  A  running  arrange- 
ment or  an  operating  agreement  made  be- 
tween two  companies  ought  not  to  defeat 
the  claims  of  creditors.  It  is  not  because  a 
company  bas  made  a  running  arrangement 
with  another  compnny  that  it  should  defeat 
the  claims  of  its  creditors. 

Mr.  BARKER.    I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  That  is  the  result 
of  the  hon.  gentleman's  argument. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  would  provide  a  remedy 
that  will  do  justice  to  both,  provide  a  Do- 
minion remedy,  not  applying  the  peculiar 
laws  of  one  ^province  to  the  sale  of  part  of 
the  partnership  property. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  procedure  un- 
der which  the  property  is  brought  to  sale 
is  a  procedure  created  by  the  Dominion  par- 
liament. I  think  the  object  of  this  Bill  is 
merely  to  provide  for  the  effect  of  that  sale 
after  It  has  taken  place,  subject  to  the  ar- 
rangements that  we  make  here. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  object  under  Do- 
minion legislation,  under  legislation  wilh  re- 
spect to  the  Exchequer  Court,  to  provisions 
of  this  kind  made  for  one  province  with  no 
provision  whatever  made  for  any  other  pro- 
vince. I  do  not  see  any  reason  or  justifica- 
tion for  It.  I  am  going  to  insist  that  this 
Bill  shall  not  go  through  until  I  have  looked 
at  the  statutes  of  1903.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  says  :  Of  course,  you  can  deal  with 
an  immovable  property  and  make  it  subject 
to  the  claims  of  creditors.  Certainly  you 
can.  The  Minister  of  Justice  will  remem- 
ber that  a  railway  is  a  piece  of  immovable 
property  of  a  peculiar  character,  it  is  a 
piece  of  property  in  the  hands  of  a  private 


corporation  for  the  purpose  of  performing  a 
public  function.  The  mortgages,  the  liens 
upon  it  are  usually  of  a  somewhat  peculiar 
character.  It  is  not  a  mortgage  to  one  man, 
it  is  a  mortgage  to  perhaps  500  or  1,000 
men,  who  are  bondholders,  and  who  may  be 
represented  by  a  trustee.  It  strikes  me  as 
peculiar  to  have  a  railroad  sold  by  the 
sheriff  at  the  instance  of  a  creditor  in  such 
a  way  as  to  wipe  out  altogether  the  lien 
of  a  prior  mortgage.  Where  bondholders 
are  represented  by  a  trustee,  it  would  have 
extraordinary  Consequences.  I  do  not  know 
how  it  Is  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  but 
under  the  English  law,  to  which  I  am 
accustomed,  and  I  think  the  principle  Is  a 
very  good  one.  that  persons  at  whose  in- 
stance a  sale  is  made  and  who  are  chiefly 
benefited  by  that  sale,  have  a  right  to  the 
conduct  of  the  sale,  and  they  may  protect 
themselves  under  the  order  of  the  court, 
which  always  fixes  a  reserve  bid.  But 
— I  am  speaking  with  great  diffidence  about 
the  practice  in  the  province  of  Quel:ec — 
there,  If  I  understand  it  rightly,  a  sheriff, 
at  the  suit  of  a  creditor  for  $500  can  get 
an  execution  against  a  railway  worth  $1.- 
000,000.  upon  which  there  are  outstanding 
$1,000,000  worth  of  bonds  ;  at  the  suit  of 
that  creditor  for  $500  you  wipe  out  that 
mortgage.   Well,  is  that  right  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  is  the  practice.  Speaking  subject 
to  correction.  I  think  tbe  sale  has  to  take 
place  under  tbe  direction  of  the  court,  and 
then  we  are  dealing  merely  with  the  effect 
that  Is  produced  by  that  sale. 

Mr.  R.  1j.  BORDEN.  The  interpretation 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  may  be  right. 
Where  hon.  gentlemen  from  that  province 
differ  as  to  the  effect  of  this  proposed  am- 
endment, it  would  be  presumptuous  for 
me  to  offer  any  suggestions.  But  if 
it  might  possibly  have  that  effect,  we 
should  not  be  in  a  hurry  to  pass 
this  BUI  before  we  are  absolutely  sure  wbnt 
we  are  doing.  The  worst  thing  that  could 
Lnppen  to  the  province  of  Quebec  would  be 
to  have  the  law  put  in  that  condition  ;  it 
would  discourage  capital  from  investment 
there.  Would  any  one  of  us  put  $1,000  or 
$10,000  in  the  bonds  of  a  railway  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  knowing  that  a  lien  creat- 
ed by  tbe  mortgage  securing  these  bonds 
could  be  wiped  out  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  It  Is  allowed  at 
the  present  moment  under  the  civil  code. 
A  railway  can  be  sold  by  a  sheriff,  and 
some  have  been  sold  by  the  sheriff. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  So  far  as  the  civil 
code  of  the  province  of  Quebec  is  concerned, 
this  parliament  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
But  when  you  come  to  this  parliament 
asking  for  a  statute  to  provide  that  this 
shall  be  done  under  Dominion  legislation, 
(ben  this  parliament  has  something  to  say 
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about  it,  something  to  say  as  to  whether 
we  shall  pass  legislation  of  that  kind.  I 
am  not  offering  any  factious  opposition  at 
all.  I  would  like  to  understand  a  little 
better  what  we  are  doing,  and  I  venture  to 
think  the  Minister  of  Justice  should  look 
into  this  Bill  a  little  more  carefully. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  was  quoting  this  after- 
noon the  Insolvency  law  of  1875,  and  I  find 
that  a  law  similar  to  the  one  which  la 
now  engaging  the  consideration  of  this 
House  has  been  embodied  in  the  Insolvency 
law,  section  76  : 

All  sales  of  real  estate  so  made  by  the  as- 
signee shall  vest  in  the  purchasers  all  the 
legal  and  equitable  estate  of  the  insolvent 
therein,  and  the  conveyance  may  be  in  the 
form  '  N  '  ;  but  in  the  province  of  Quebec  such 
sale  shall  In  all  revpects  have  the  same  effect 
as  to  mortgages,  hypothecs,  or  privileges  then 
existing  thereupon,  as  if  the  same  had  been 
made  by  a  sheriff,  under  a  writ  of  execution. 

So  in  the  present  legislation  we  are  sim- 
ply perpetuating  the  principle  which  was 
embodied  In  the  legislation  of  1875.  Now, 
coming  to  the  point  which  has  just  been  dis- 
cussed by  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden),  supposing  in  Quebec  to-day  an 
execution  to  be  issued  addressed  to  the 
sheriff  for  the  sale  of  a  railway,  I  am  not 
very  sure  whether  the  provincial  law  would 
apply  to  that  We  constitute,  in  the  federal 
parliament,  a  railway  corporation,  we  give 
to  that  railway  corporation  the  right  to 
issue  bonds  ;  but  when  the  time  comes  for 
the  payment  of  those  bonds  to  be  made, 
how  is  it  going  to  be  enforced  ?  Cannot  a 
creditor  take  action  under  our  provincial 
laws  and  have  the  property  sold  like  any 
ordinary  property,  so  long  as  the  property 
is  within  the  limits  of  the  province  ?  I 
know  very  well  you  could  not  sell  a  movable 
property  outside  of  the  province,  but  in  the 
province  itself,  cannot  the  sheriff  sell  the 
property  ;  and  if  so,  what  will  be  the  effect 
of  the  decree  ?  Will  not  the  provincial 
law  apply  ?  Will  not  the  property  become  j 
free  of  all  mortgages  ?  It  will  not  affect  at 
all  the  situation  of  the  mortgagors,  because 
they  will  have  the  right  to  buy  the  property 
at  auction  ;  in  fact,  I  think  this  law  will 
give  them  a  large  amount  of  protection, 
because  it  wipes  out  some  other  mortgages 
which  might  have  been  made  on  the  pro- 
perty after  the  first  mortgage. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  speak  about 
the  effect  of  the  sale  by  the  provincial 
courts.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  legislature 
oi  the  province  of  Quebec.  But,  when  you 
cokx  to  sell  a  railway  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  under  the  legislation  of  this  parlia- 
ment and  by  means  of  the  Exchequer  Court 
of  Canada,  I  did  not  suppose  that  it  would 
be  open  to  doubt  that  this  parliament,  dir- 
ecting that  sale  would  have  absolute  power 
to  determine  the  conditions  of  the  sale, 
prescribe  how  the  sale  should  be  conducted 
and  how  the  proceeds  should  be  distributed. 
1  would  not  have  supposed  that  that  was 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


open  to  doubt  at  all  if  my  hon.  friend  had 
not  suggested  it  and  I  still  think  that  no 
such  doubt  exists.  If  this  parliament  can 
provide  for  the  sale  of  a  railway  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  subject  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  parliament  by  means  of  the  Exche- 
quer Court,  surely  this  parliament  can 
direct  how  that  sale  shall  be  conducted  and 
can  even  give  to  the  Exchequer  Court 
judge  himself  power  to  make  regulations 
stating  bow  the  sale  shall  be  conducted  and 
how  the  proceeds  shall  be  distributed.  I 
am  only  asking  that  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  look  Into  this  Bill- 
he  generally  succeeds  in  making  these  mat- 
ters pretty  clear— so  that  we  can  understand 
what  the  effect  of  the  legislation  is.  Fur- 
ther, I  want  to  impress  upon  him  the  desi- 
rability of  having  one  general  law  appli- 
cable to  all  stich  sales  by  the  Exchequer 
Court  whether  they  be  In  the  province  of 
Quebec  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  GEOPPRION.  The  point  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr. 
Monk)  is  right  to  a  certain  extent  There 
is  a  concurrent  jurisdiction  between  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  and  the  Superior  Court  of 
any  province.  Section  2  of  chapter  21  of 
the  statutes  3  Edward  VII  is  as  follows  : 

Nothing  herein  contained  shall  affect  the  pre- 
sent Jurisdiction  of  any  court  of  a  province  in 
any  such  matters  as  aforesaid  affecting  rail- 
ways, or  sections  thereof,  wholly  within  the  pro- 
vince, and  the  superior  courts  of  a  province 
now  possessing  such  Jurisdiction  shall  continue 
as  regards  such  railways  and  sections  of  rail- 
ways to  have  concurrent  Jurisdiction  with  the 
Exchequer  Court  in  all  matters  within  the  pur- 
view of  this  Act. 

Certainly  we  have  this  other  remedy  in 
Quebec. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  objecting 
to  It. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  But  it  Is  a  very  much 
more  costly  remedy  and  this  one  is  a  more 
rapid  remedy.  We  can  take  the  other  re- 
medy if  you  refuse  this  one.  We  passed 
this  Act  so  as  to  reduce  the  cost.  The  Act 
says  that  action  may  be  taken  'at  the  In- 
stance of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  ; '  that  is  that  if  we  prove  to  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  that  a 
railway  is  insolvent,  that  it  is  unable  to 
meet  its  Indebtedness  or  that  It  cannot  be 
operated  properly,  we  can  at  his  instance 
immediately  commence  proceedings  in  the 
Exchequer  Court  That  is  a  great  deal  less 
costly  and  a  more  rapid  procedure  than  the 
other.  If  we  cannot  have  this  remedy  we 
will  take  the  other,  but  we  prefer  to  take 
this  because  It  Is  less  costly  and  when  we 
proceed  to  sell  under  this  Act,  we  want 
the  sale  to  have  the  same  effect  as  a  sale 
would  have  under  the  other.  I  do  not  think 
the  point  made  by  my  lion,  friend  for  Ham- 
ilton (Mr.  Barker)  can  apply.  He  says  sup- 
pose two  railways,  one  wholly  situated  In 
one  province  and  another  in  another  pro- 
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vince  make  an  alliance.  Surely  my  hon. 
friend  does  not  mean  to  say  that  we  cannot 
recover  against  a  railway  because  it  may 
have  made  an  alliance  with  another  rail- 
way ? 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  only 
suggested  what  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  said,  that  there  should  be 
a  general  law  providing  for  that  and  not  a 
special  law  for  the  province  of  Quebec.  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  what  he  would 
do  if  he  had  a  judgment  against  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  or  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  ?  Would  he  sell  a  section  of  the 
railway  in  the  province  of  Quebec  by  the 
sheriff  ? 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  This  Act  says  that 
it  applies  only  to  a  railway  wholly  situated 
in  Quebec. 

Mr.  BARKER.  No,  It  does  not.  Read 
section  1  of  chapter  21  of  the  statutes  of 
1903. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  What  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  mean  section  2  of  the 
statute. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.    Oh,  well. 

Mr.  BARKER.    It  Is  the  same  Act : 

Nothing  herein  contained  shall  affect  the  pre- 
sent jurisdiction  of  any  court  of  a  province  In 
any  such  matters  as  aforesaid  affecting  rail- 
ways, or  sections  thereof,  wholly  within  the 
province. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  We  have  the  two 
remedies.  If  we  cannot  adopt  this  remedy 
we  will  adopt  the  other  one  In  the  pro- 
vincial court,  we  will  proceed  to  the  sale 
by  the  sheriff  and  we  will  obtain  what  we 
want,  but  it  is  a  great  deal  more  costly 
than  the  remedy  which  we  have  here. 
What  we  want  Is  to  proceed  to  the  sale 
which  remedy  would  have  the  same  effect 
as  that  which  we  have  in  the  province.  If 
jou  force  us  to  abandon  this  remedy  we  will 
proceed  with  the  other,  but  it  will  be  much 
more  costly  and  less  rapid.  That  Is  the 
only  reason  why  we  passed  this  Act  In  1903 
giving  the  Exchequer  Court  jurisdiction 
in   this  matter. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman permit  me  to  ask  why  this  is  more 
costly  In  the  provincial  courts  than  in  the 
Exchequer  Court  ? 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  I  am  not  going  to 
give  a  course  of  procedure  to  my  hon. 
friend,  but  the  procedure  in  the  Superior 
Courts  is  a  very  lengthy  and  very  costly 
one  in  regard  to  notices,  &c,  and  it  is  there- 
fore desirable  that  we  should  be  able  to 
avail  ourselves  of  the  remedy  provided  by 
this  Act  If  we  can  prove  to  the  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals  that  a  road  is  in- 


solvent and  cannot  be  operated  at  his  in- 
stance we  can  immediately  commence  pro- 
ceedings In  the  Exchequer  Court.  If  we  pro- 
ceed to  the  sale  as  we  have  done  in  one 
instance  we  want  that  sale  to  have  the  same 
effect  as  the  other  sale  would  have  ;  other- 
wise the  Act  is  unworkable.  Nobody  would 
buy  the  road  under  the  Act  unless  this 
remedy  is  provided. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  '  I  would  hardly  sup- 
pose that  under  the  law  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  anything  more  than  reasonable  no- 
tice is  to  be  given  the  bondholders  and 
others  interested,  nor  would  the  Exchequer 
Court  In  ordering  a  sale  direct  anything 
less  than  a  reasonable  notice.  My  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  and  the  Minister  of 
Marine  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  seem  to  be  more 
disturbed  about  the  cost  of  these  sales  than 
I  have  usually  found  members  of  the  pro- 
fession to  be,  under  similar  conditions.  It 
is  very  touching,  Indeed,  to  find  two  such 
eminent  members  of  the  profession  so 
greatly  disturbed  about  the  costs  which  will 
be  attendant  on  a  sale  under  the  provinci- 
al jurisdiction.  I  venture  to  think  that 
their  apprehensions  are  a  little  unfounded, 
and  that  they  will  find  the  costs  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  sale  will  amount  to  about 
the  same  thing. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  The  Act  of  1903 
provided  that  the  Exchequer  Court  could 
order  the  sale  in  the  public  Interest,  but 
It  did  not  provide  what  kind  of  title  the 
court  could  give. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    In  any  province? 

Mr.  PREFONTAINB.  It  may  be  differ- 
ent in  the  other  provinces,  but  we  are  sure 
of  It  from  our  own  experience  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec.  The  intending  purchasers 
of  this  railway  refused  to  bid  because  they 
had  doubts  as  to  the  title  and  under  these 
circumstances  we  would  have  had  to  put 
the  railway  In  the  hands  of  the  sheriff,  who 
would  have  had  no  right  to  operate  It.  The 
creditors  saw  It  would  destroy  the  value  of 
the  property,  and  that  the  railway  had  bet- 
ter be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  receiver  who 
would  operate  It  until  an  amendment  to 
the  law  was  obtained  by  which  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  could  grant  a  sound  title. 
The  railway  could  be  sold  under  the  pro- 
vincial law,  but  It  would  be  suspended  for 
three  or  four  months,  its  value  deteriorated 
and  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  through 
which  it  runs  greatly  inconvenienced.  There 
is  no  violation  of  principle  in  passing  this 
amendment  because  the  same  principle 
was  involved  in  the  Dominion  Insolvency 
Acts  1863  and  1875,  In  which  a  special  ex- 
emption was  made  as  regards  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec,  making  the  title  given  by 
the  liquidator  equal  to  the  title  given  by 
the  sheriff.  There  is  not  a  single  creditor 
opposing  this  Bill,  which  is  in  the  interest 
of  the  creditors  as  well  as  In  the  Interest 
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of  the  public,  and  I  cannot  understand 
whence  this  objection  comes. 

Mr.  MONK.  I  think  I  can  understand 
where  the  objection  lies.  My  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Geoffrion)  wants,  in  a  particular  case, 
to  avoid  the  costs  of  a  sheriff's  sale,  and 
these  costs  are  incurred  because  of  the 
sweeping  effects  of  the  sheriff's  sale,  which 
purges  all  mortgage  rights,  and  very  ex- 
tensive and  costly  notices  have  to  be  given. 
These  notices  are  prescribed  by  the  law  in 
order  to  bring  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
mortgage  creditors  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
perty on  which  they  have  a  lien  is  to  be 
sold.  My  hon.  friend  wants  by  this  law  to 
give  to  a  sale  ordered  by  the  Exchequer 
Court,  with  or  without  notice,  or  with  limit- 
ed notice,  exactly  the  same  effect  as  a 
sheriff's  sale.  That  is  probably  why  parties 
in  Montreal  who  are  interested  In  this  rail- 
road do  not  want  this  Bill  to  become  law. 
Under  it  one  would  obtain  a  sheriff's  title 
without  the  formalities  which  surround  a 
sheriff's  sale. 

Mr.  PREFOXTAIXE.  There  was  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Dominion  Insolvency  Act  by 
which  special  notices  were  to  be  given. 

Mr.  GEOFFRIOX.  There  is  no  objection 
to  providing  for  notices.  The  sale  of  this 
railway  was  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  to  provide  notices  and  the 
judge  had  It  advertised  much  better  than 
would  have  been  the  case  under  a  sheriff's 
sale.  Under  a  sheriff's  sale  the  notices 
would  have  been  given  at  the  church  door 
in  all  the  parishes  where  there  is  not  a 
single  buyer,  but  in  this  instance  the  judge 
ordered  advertisements  to  be  inserted  in 
newspapers  in  New  York,  Quebec,  Montreal 
and  all  the  large  cities  where  buyers  would 
be  reached.  We  have  no  objection  to  say 
that  the  notices  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the 
case  of  a  sheriff"*  sale,  but  I  think  it  is 
better  otherwise. 

Mr.  MONK.  My  hon.  friend  wishes  to 
provide  for  such  notices  as  the  Exchequer 
Court  would  order  and  not  the  notices  pre- 
scribed by  the  code  of  civil  procedure.  That 
is  a  serious  question,  and  I  think  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  had  better  examine  it.  Is 
not  this  railway  taken  out  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  provincial  courts  now  ;  is  It  not 
brought  under  the  provisions  of  the  Domin- 
ion Winding  Up  Act? 

Mr.  PRE  FONTAINE.  Does  my  hon. 
friend  pretend  that  this  piece  of  railway  is 
not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of 
the  province  of  Quebec? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  pretend  that  If  it  Is  to- 
day brought  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Winding-I'p  Act  it  is  an  Insolvent  company 
and  is  now  entirely  under  Dominion  juris- 
diction. If  it  is  under  the  Winding  Up  Act 
now.  it  is  under  the  provincial  courts,  but 
it  cannot  be  sold  by  the  sheriff. 
Mr.  PREFONTAIXE. 


Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
U  mistaken.  The  Wlndlng-Up  Act  does  not 
apply  to  these  railways. 

Mr.  MONK.  There  is  a  provision  of  the 
Winding-Up  Act,  or  of  the  Railway  Act, 
which  applies  to  railways  In  a  state  of  in- 
solvency, and  which  enables  the  bondhold- 
ers to  get  possession  of  that  railway  ;  and 
that  law  would  be  rendered  nugatory,  I 
tiiink,  if  this  BUI  passed.  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  sec- 
tion 1,  which  surrounds  the  sale  under  an 
order  of  the  Exchequer  Court  with  great 
precautions.  * 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  rightly,  that  does  not  apply  to  a 
railway  company  at  all.  If  a  railway  com- 
pany becomes  Insolvent,  by  section  285  of 
the  Railway  Act,  certain  proceedings  are 
provided  under  which  application  Is  made 
to  the  Exchequer  Court.  However,  in  view 
of  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition,  I  think  this  is  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  law  of  general 
application  to  the  whole  Dominion. »  1  think 
a  very  slight  amendment  to  section  3  of 
the  Act  applicable  to  the  winding-up  of  rail- 
ways will  meet  the  difficulty  pointed  out 
by  my  hon.  friend.  There  Is  of  course  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  a  pro- 
perty in  the  hands  of  trustees  for  bond- 
holders. There  Is  a  vast  difference  between 
this  and  a  property  subject  to  ordinary  mort- 
gages. There  are  a  great  number  of  bond- 
holders all  over  the  country  who  have  to 
be  considered.  I  understand  all  that,  and 
1  will  see  if  we  can  draft  an  amendment 
which  will  meet  the  case  and  do  justice  to 
all  parties. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  committee  to  rise  without  reporting 
on  the  Bill  ?  I  want  the  Minister  of  Justice 
to  tell  me  what  he  intends  to  do  about  it. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  am  not  going  to 
tell  my  hon.  friend  now  what  I  am  going 
to  do,  because  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of 
saying  what  1  am  going  to  do  until  I  un- 
derstand it.  When  I  have  thought  it  out, 
I  will  attempt  to  assist  my  hon.  friend 
in  doing  what  he  has  In  view  which  I  think 
is  a  very  desirable  object.  But  I  must  con- 
sider in  what  way  it  can  be  done  without 
being  contrary  to  the  Interests  of  the  parties 
who  have  invested  in  the  road.  This  Is 
only  a  suggestion,  and  my  hon.  friend  will 
take  what  course  he  thinks  best. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  I  think  the  Bill  Is  a 
proper  Bill,  It  has  been  discussed  by  a  good 
many  of  my  colleagues,  and  I  intend  to 
proceed  with  it. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  I  would  like  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques 
•  artier  (Mr.  Monk)  that  when  he  is  citing 
the  Winding-Up  Act  he  should  refer  to  clause 
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S,  which  says  that  the  Act  does  not  apply 
to  railway  or  telegraph  companies'.  That  Is 
why  special  legislation  is  necessary  in  this 
case. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  disposed  to 
admit  that  the  Winding-Up  Act  does  not 
apply  except  so  far  as  it  is  made  applicable 
by  the  statute  to  which  this  is  an  amend- 
ment. But  that  is  not  the  point.  The  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  asks  If  there 
is  anything  wrong  in  making  good  the  title 
conferred  by  the  sale.  Nothing  whatever ; 
I  will  support  legislation  of  that  kind.  But 
I  ask,  is  it  good' legislation  that  provides  for 
one  province  and  leaves  the  other  provinces 
unprovided  for  ?  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  not 
a  member  of  a  government  which  has  the 
oversight  of  all  legislation  of  this  kind  ?  I 
admit  that  further  legislation  is  necessary, 
but  I  ask  that  it  shall  be  general  legislation 
applicable  to  all  the  provinces  of  Canada. 
If  it  is  desired  by  hon.  gentlemen  from  the 
province  of  Quebec  that  some  different  mode 
of  sale  shall  be  provided  for  that  province, 
I  shall  have  no  objection  ;  but  I  want  some 
scheme  provided  by  a  General  Bill  which 
will  enable  us  to  know  what  kind  of  title 
the  Exchequer  Court  is  going  to  give  when- 
ever it  directs  a  sale  in  any  part  of  Canada. 
That  is  all  I  want,  and  I  think  it  is  very 
reasonable. 

Mr.  PREPONTAINE.  Under  former  leg- 
islation by  the  Dominion  parliament,  it  has 
been  decided  three  times  that  when  a  sale 
should  be  held  by  an  assignee  under  the 
insolvency  law,  the  title  given  by  the  as- 
signee in  the  province  of  Quebec  should  be 
equivalent  to  a  title  from  the  sheriff.  That 
was  good  legislation,  because  nobody  ever 
complained  of  it.  The  same  thing  has  been 
decided  under  the  Winding-Up  Act,  and  that 
has  been  considered  up  to  the  present  time 
to  be  good  legislation.  How  this  has  become 
bad  legislation,  I  fail  to  understand.  No 
objection  was  made  to  it  in  the  case  of  the 
Insolvency  Acts  of  1873  and  1875,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  any  objection  should  be  made 
to  It  when,  you  want  to  apply  it  to  a  railway. 
Under  the  law  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
at  present  you  can  have  these  properties 
sold  by  the  sheriff,  but  that  is  not  in  the 
public  Interest,  because  when  a  railway  is 
taken  possession  of  by  the  sheriff,  its  oper- 
ation ceases.  Just  imagine  a  railway  be- 
ing seized  at  the  beginning  of  December, 
when  snowstorms  are  occurring,  the  whole 
system  would  be  stopped,  everything  would 
go  to  ruin  and  the  creditors  would  suffer  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  of  the  legislation  of  1875,  but  I 
do  not  think  it  offers  the  slightest  precedent 
for  this  measure.  If  my  hon.  friend  could 
show  me  that  in  the  Act  of  1876  there  is 
special  provision  for  the  province  of  Que- 
bec and  none  for  the  other  provinces,  then 
be  would  have  an  illustration  but  he  has 
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not  done  so.  But  even  supposing  there  was 
some  analogy  between  the  two,  that  Act 
was  passed  30  years  ago  and  was  repealed 
20  years  ago,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  be 
bound  by  what  was  done  In  1875  and  re- 
pealed in  1885. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE.  Then  take  the 
Winding-up  Act,  which  makes  exception  to 
the  province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  read  the 
Winding-up  Act  in  that  way.  At  all  events, 
if  it  did  make  particular  provisions  for  the 
province  of  Quebec  and  have  the  other  six 
unprovided  for,  it  is  an  example  of  bad 
legislation. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION.  I  am  not  ready  to 
admit  that  the  Act  of  1875  was  bad  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  did  not  say  it 
was. 

Mr.'  GEOFFRION.  My  hon.  friend  was 
not  in  the  House  then,  but  I, am  not  ready 
to  say  that  it  was  bad  legislation.  This 
Bill  may  not  be  perfect  legislation,  but  I 
think  It  is  fair  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  and  I  intend  to  push  it  as  far  as 
I  can. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  did  not  say  that 
the  legislation  of  1875  was  bad,  but  I  said 
that  it  did  not  make  provision  for  one  pro- 
vince and  leave  the  other  six  unprovided' 
for.  But  this  Bill  does  that,  and  that  Is 
why  I  object  to  It.  Neither  did  the  Wind- 
ing-up Act  make  a  provision  for  one  pro- 
vince which  did  not  apply  to  the  others. 
What  I  ask  is  that  In  declaring  what  title 
shall  pass  under  a  sale  by  the  Exchequer 
Court,  you  should  not  leave  that  question 
undetermined  as  regards  six  provinces  and 
simply  make  provision  as  to  the  effect  of 
that  sale  In  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  the  Winding-up 
Act  provision  Is  made  for  the  sale  of  the 
property  of  an  insolvent  by  the  assignee, 
but  the  sale  by  an  assignee  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  would  produce  no  effect  what- 
ever. In  the  other  provinces,  the  assignee 
is  an  officer  of  the  court  and  his  sale  would 
produce  the  same  effect  as  that  made  by  an 
officer  of  the  court,  but  in  our  province  it 
would  produce  no  more  effect  than  the  sal» 
by  a  notary  public  or  myself.  Therefore  it 
was  necessary  In  that  Act  to  provide  that 
the  sale  by  the  assignee  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  should  have  the  same  effeot  as  a 
sale  by  the  sheriff.  In  the  Insolvent  Act 
also  my  hon.  friend  will  find  that  there 
were  special  provisions  for  notices  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  so  that  the  assignee  had 
to  proceed  in  absolutely  the  same  way  as  the 
sheriff.  This  was  In  order  that  the  public 
should  have  the  same  protection  in  the  case 
of  a  sale  by  an  assignee  as  In  a  sale  by  the 
sheriff.   AH  that  has  been  omitted  here. 
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The  committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment :    Yeas,  38  ;  nays,  24. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Bill  reported  .as  amended. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  amendments  being  considered 
now  but  I  consider  this  legislation  absolute- 
ly impossible  of  application. 

RAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

House  In  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  2)  to 
amend,  the  Railway  Act.— Mr.  Lancaster. 
On  section  1, 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  This  Bill  was  up 
for  consideration  some  time  ago  and  it  was 
then  decided  by  the  House  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  the  Railway  Commit- 
tee for  consideration.  The  Bill  was  refer- 
red to  the  Railway  Committee  and  reported 
against  by  that  committee.  I  have  noth- 
ing to  add  to  what  I  have  already  said 
about  the  3111.  The  legislation  Is,  I  think, 
bad  and  inadvisable  in  principle  and  not 
the  sort  of  legislation  that  ought  to  com- 
mend itself  to  this  House.  I  cannot  do 
more  than  ask  this  House  to  reject  it  and 
to  give  effect  to  the  conclusion  to  which 
the  Railway  Committee  came. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  We  have  a  little 
more  from  the  Minister  of  Justice  to-night 
than  we  have  been  able  to  get  before.  The 
House  knows  very  well  the  principles  on 
which  this  Bill  is  formulated,  and  it  would 
be  unjust  and  unfair  to  the  patience  of  the 
House  to  relate  them  at  any  length  again. 
I  have  discussed  this  Bill  twice  in  this 
House,  and  In  the  Railway  Committee.  The 
last  time  we  were  In  committee  here  on  it 
for  a  half  hour  before  six  o'clock  we  began 
to  find  out  from  the  government  that  tuey 
had  no  reason  why  this  Bill  should  not  be 
passed.  All  I  succeeded  in  obtaining  from 
the  government  when  six  o'clock  came  was 
a  statement  from  the  Minister  of  Justice 
that  we  had  sent  the  Bill  to  the  Railway 
Committee,  that  the  committee  had  report- 
ed against  it,  and  on  my  appeal  to  the 
Prime  Minister  he  said  that  the  committee 
had  dealt  with  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  I 
was  asking  him  about  the  merits  of  the 
BUI  and  we  were  in  this  position  that  a 
public  Bill  of  this  House,  affecting  the' 
rights  of  the  people  throughout  the  whole 
country,  a  measure  that,  as  the  Minister  of 
Justice  admitted  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
session,  dealt  with  a  matter  in  regard  to 
which  some  remedy  Is  required,  a  measure 
aimed  at  remedying  an  evil  that  he  admit- 
ted exists,  was  to  be  thrown  out  of  this 
House  without  any  suggestion  from  the 
government,  without  any  alternative  or  any 
better  remedy  notwithstanding  that  the 
evil  still  exists,  simply  for  the  reason  that 
the  Railway  Committee  of  this  House  have 
seen  fit  to  reject  the  measure.  It  is  right 
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for  me  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  this  Bill  did  not  go  to  the 
Railway  Committee  with  the  unanimous 
consent  of  this  House.  There  was  a  divi- 
sion as  to  whether  this  was  or  was  not  the 
proper  thing  to  do  with  It.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  having  had  experience  with  send- 
ing public  Bills  to  the  Railway  Committee 
during  five  sessions,  I  have  never  yet  seen 
a  public  Bill  dealt  with  on  its  merits  In 
the  Railway  Committee.  This  one  was  no 
exception  to  the  rule.  This  Bill  has  been 
rejected  by  61  members  of  this  House,  less 
than  29  per  cent  of  the  membership,  and  the 
minister  is  satisfied  that  because  a  majority 
of  the  Railway  Committee  rejected  it,  noth- 
ing should  be  done.  I  wish  every  member 
to  notice  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  says 
that  61  members  are  to  decide  on  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  Where  does  the  minister 
stop  ?  On  what  principle  does  the  Minister 
of  Justice  Intend  to  govern  the  actions  of 
this  House  ?  Is  it  to  be  minority  or  ma- 
jority government  ?  What  is  the  rule  ? 
Who  is  to  decide  questions  In  this  House 
on  large  public  matters  such  as  that  to 
which  this  Bill  relates  1  61  members  of 
this  House,  and  61  only  have  rejected  this 
measure  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  wants 
us  now  to  reject  it  and  not  see  whether  or 
not  a  majority  of  the  214  members  will  re- 
ject It.  This  House  is  to  sit  silent  and  no 
more  discussion  is  to  be  allowed  on  this 
Bill  because  a  majority  of  the  Railway 
Committee  have  rejected  It.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  has  this  time  gone  a  little  fur- 
ther than  the  government  has  hitherto  gone 
by  saying  that  In  his  opinion  this  Is  bad 
legislation.  I  think  It  Is  due  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  to  those  in  the  House  other 
than  myself  who  are  supporting  this  meas- 
ure, to  those  in  the  country  who  are  suffer- 
ing under  the  evil,  that  the  Minister  of 
Justice  shall  tell  us  more  than  the  few 
words  that  this  Is  absolutely  bad  legisla- 
tion and  shall  assist  us,  if  It  Is  bad  legis- 
lation, to  provide  a  remedy,  for  the  Minister 
of  Justice  knows  very  well  what  the  evil 
is.  Each  year,  the  trains  run  faster  than 
before,  and  the  railways  give  as  a  reason 
that  the  public  demands  that  higher  rate 
of  speed.  The  Minister  of  Justice  knows 
also  that  more  trains  are  crossing  the  high- 
ways of  cities,  towns  and  villages,  than 
used  to  cross,  8, 10, 20  and  30  years  ago.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  also  knows  that  the 
same  legislation  which  I  am  trying  to  make 
perfect,  to  make  so  that  it  will  operate 
practically  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
has  been  on  the  statute-books  since  1857, 
and  which  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  given  nearly  two  years  ago  has 
been  held  to  be  of  practically  no  effect, 
the  court  having  decided  that  no  pro- 
tection was  required  at  highways  as  long 
as  the  track  was  fenced  against  adjoin- 
ing owners,  which  of  course  Is  po  pro- 
tection. This  is  the  section  which  I 
am  seeking  to  amend  here.     I  have  been 
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trying  to  do  so  for  years  and  shall  keep 
on  trying  to  amend  it  until  we  get  some 
remedy  as  long  as  Providence  spares 
me  and  the  people  of  my  constituency 
allow  me  to  represent  them.  This  sec- 
tion that  I  have  been  seeking  and  shall 
keep  on  seeking  to  amend  with  what  power 
and  ability  I  have  is  section  227  of  the  Con- 
solidated Railway  Act,  1903.  It  has  in 
effect  been  the  law  since  1857.  It  deals 
with  a  special  class  of  cases,  the  thickly 
settled  portions  of  cities,  towns  and  vil- 
lages where  the  track  Is  crossed  by  high- 
ways at  rail  level,  and  where  the  train  ex- 
ceeds six  miles  an  hour  In  speed.  The  ar- 
gument 'advanced  by  the  railways  In  the 
Railway  Committee  which  the  Minister  of 
Justice  dITl  not  hear — and  with  all  defer- 
ence to  him  that  Is  another  reason  why  he 
should  not  be  so  quick  to  pronounce  In  fav- 
our of  the  judgment  of  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee, and  say  It  is  absolutely  correct — 
was  that  you  should  go  to  the  Railway 
Commission  in  regard  to  every  one  of  these 
crossings.  To-day  there  are  thousands  of 
these  crossings  in  this  country,  sometimes 
half  a  dozen  In  a  municipality,  sometimes 
half  a  hundred.  They  claim  that  you  should 
go  to  the  Railway  Commission  in  regard  to 
every  one  of  these  crossings  because  no  two 
cases  are  alike.  The  legislature  since  1857 
has  thought  that  there  was  a  certain  spe- 
cial class  of  cases  sufficiently  alike  to  be 
grouped  together  and  dealt  with  In  a  spe- 
cial way  and  that  is  the  only  reason  for 
this  section.  If  the  Minister  of  Justice 
wishes  to  be  consistent,  he  should  strike 
out  clause  227  of  the  Railway  Act  so  that 
there  will  be  no  special  legislation.  He 
would  have  to  do  that  to  be  consistent  with 
his  statement  that  my  amendment  is  abso- 
lutely bad,  because  without  my  amendment, 
that  section  Is  idle,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Minister  of  Justice  should  allow  even  seven 
lines  of  a  statute  to  remain  on  the  statute- 
book  which  is  of  absolutely  no  effect. 

The  Supreme  Court  in  the  same  case 
McKay  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  that 
we  have  often  discussed  in  this  House,  have 
decided  that  it  does  not  make  any  liability 
upon  a  company  unless  you  get  a  special 
order  from  the  Railway  Commission.  Now 
as  the  Minister  of  Justice  pointed  out  in 
the  early  part  of  the  session,  you  can  get 
that  special  order  under  other  sections  of 
the  Act  which  give  the  Railway  Commission 
the  fullest  powers  to  regulate  speed,  and 
order  protection,  and  everything  of  that  kind. 
Now  I  appeal  to  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
let  us  be  consistent  at  all  events,  even  if  we 
are  not  just  to  the  people.  I  wish  to  be  both, 
but  If  we  are  to  be  unjust  to  the  people 
let  us  be  consistent.  This  section  as  It 
reads  to-day  is  of  no  benefit  at  all,  it  ac- 
complishes nothing,  it  brings  about  no  pro- 
tection to  anybody.  All  that  can  be  done 
outside  of  this  House,  according  to  the  de- 
cision in  the  McKay  case.  My  amendment 
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says  that  we  will  make  this  legislation  prac- 
tical, we  will  say  that  since  the  courts  have 
decided  that  no  protection  here  Is  required 
by  this  section  unless  you  get  a  special 
order,  we  will  add  : 

Wherever  In  any  such  portion  of  a  city,  town 
or  village,  a  railway  crosses  a  highway  at  rail 
level,  the  said  speed  of  ten  miles  an  hour  shall 
In  no  event  be  exceeded,  unless  the  company 
provides,  by  a  watchman  or  gates  at  such  cros- 
sing, protection  against  approaching  trains  for 
persons  using  the  highway. 

Now  I  have  bad  this  Bill  discussed  and 
attacked  from  all  sides  by  all  the  force 
the  railways  can  bring  against  it,  and  I 
have  not  yet  heard  one  person  say  that  that 
language  Is  not  reasonable ;  the  most  that 
has  been  said  against  it  is  that  you  can  al- 
ready get  an  order  of  that  kind  from  the 
Railway  Commission  in  each  particular  case. 
Now  the  Minister  of  Justice  concedes  that 
it  Is  not  bad  legislation  on  the  merits,  and 
If  he  opposes  it,  it  must  be  on  some  other 
ground  than  that  it  is  bad  legislation,  it  must 
be  on  the  ground  of  the  manner  in  which 
I  propose  to  bring  a  remedy.  Is  it  not  fair 
that  the  same  procedure  should  prevail 
throughout  the  whole  country,  and  that  we 
should  not,  as  regards  every  little  highway 
crossing,  be  obliged  to  come  to  the  Railway 
Commission  and  make  special  application  ? 
It  amounts  to  a  lawsuit  Why  is  the  neces- 
sity of  all  that  expense  ?  The  legislatures 
since  1857  have  recognized  a  certain  class 
of  cases  as  of  particular  Jurisdiction,  and 
has  reserved  other  cases  for  general  legis- 
lation, and  it  has  dealt  with  them  and 
grouped  them  In  this  section.  Ever  since 
1857  this  section  has  existed,  dealing  with 
thickly  peopled  portions  of  cities,  towns 
and  villages  on  the  rail  level,  and  these  three 
conditions  have  to  exist  in  order  to  bring  the 
cases  within  that  particular  class.  It  must 
be  that  the  highway  is  crossed  on  the  rail 
level,  that  it  is  within  a  thickly  peopled 
portion  of  a  city,  town  or  village,  and  then 
the  train  can  run  as  fast  as  it  likes  if  it 
protects,  and  it  cannot  run  faster  than  ten 
miles  an  hour  unless  it  does  protect.  Now 
in  all  these  cases  I  am  free  to  admit  the 
Railway  Commission  is  very  likely  to  make 
an  order  that  there  shall  be  some  protection. 
But  what  does  the  Minister  of  Justice  gain 
for  the  country?— because  I  apprehend  he 
is  trying  to  help  me  to  legislate  to  help  the 
people  and  not  the  railways— by  Insisting 
ou  their  going  to  expense  in  regard  to  every 
little  highway  crossing,  going  to  what  is 
practically  a  lawsuit  against  a  railway  cor- 
poration. It  was  suggested  in  the  Railway 
Committee  that  a  letter  could  be  written  to 
the  commission  and  they  would  attend  to  it 
Well,  it  is  astonishing  what  railway  coun- 
sel'will  say  when  they  think  you  can't  con- 
tradict them.  Here  are  the  rules  of  the 
Railway  Commission  passed  in  October, 
1904.  The  commission  did  not  do  much  work 
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in  1904,  but  they  did  pass  some  rules  to 
govern  people  who  should  approach  them. 
These  rules  are  like  those  In  every  other 
court  of  superior  jurisdiction,  and  you  can- 
not come  near  them  without  going  through 
the  preliminaries  set  down  in  these  rules 
passed  by  themselves.  You  cannot  come 
near  them  In  regard  to  any  crossing  when 
you  want  to  get  what  I  propose  to  give  here, 
'this  is  the  proceeding  regarding  an  appli- 
cation or  complaint : 

Every  proceeding  belore  the  board  under  this 
Act  shall  be  commenced  by  an  application  made 
'to  It,  which  shall  be  in  writing  and  signed  by 
the  applicant  or  his  solicitor  ;  or  in  the  case 
ot  a  corporate  body  or  company  being  the  appli- 
cants, shall  be  signed  by  their  manager,  secre- 
tary or  solicitor.  It  shall  contain,  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  of  the  facts. 

And  so  on.  It  goes  on  to  describe  how  the 
complaint  shall  be  made,  just  as  it  did  in 
the  old  procedure  in  Ontario  under  a  Bill  of 
complaint  in  chancery,  or  as  you  would  now 
in  any  action  in  the  high  court.  The  writ 
has  to  be  served  and  proved  in  a  certain 
way,  the  defence  has  to  be  put  in  as  in  a 
high  court  suit ;  and  application  has  to  be 
made  to  the  commission  to  hear  the  case, 
then  the  other  side  has  to  be  heard  when 
it  will  suit  them,  witnesses  have  to  be 
brought  to  Ottawa,  and  the  case  is  tried  in 
regard  to  every  little  crossing.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  railways  which  can  stand  these 
things.  But  every  little  village  and  town, 
even  most  cities,  are  not  anxious  to  have 
lawsuits  with  railways  about  every  level 
crossing. 

But  there  was  another  thing  that  came 
out  in  the  Railway  Committee  ;  it  was  not 
intended  perhaps  to  come  out,  but  by  a  little 
cross  examination  a  counsel  can  sometimes 
dud  out  things.  When  you  make  a  counsel 
Ket  into  the  witness  box  and  answer  our 
questions,  he  sometimes  has  to  let  things 
out,  and  Mr.  Chrysler,  counsel  for  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  having  been  asked  some 
questions  by  me  a  little  more  rapidly  per- 
beps  that  he  had  been  used  to  ask  ques- 
tions himself,  did  say — and  I  think  this  is 
«l;ere  the  cat  was  let  out  of  the  bag — that 
the  commission  would  perhaps  order  the 
municipality  to  pay  part  of  the  expense. 
Now  I  think  that  is  what  is  the  trouble  here, 
and  I  ask  this  committee  to  reject  that 
as  an  unfair  proposition,  to  tell  me  if 
there  is  any  reason  for  refusing  this  legis- 
lation of  mine  ?  Why  should  a  municipality 
pay  part  of  the  expenses  of  protecting  what 
id  nothing  but  the  result  of  the  railway  cor- 
poration running  its  trains  through  a  city, 
town  or  village  for  its  own  benefit  ?  By 
tbe  common  law  of  England,  and  I  think 
by  the  civil  law  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
the  principle  is  that  when  a  man  or  a  com- 
pany brings  a  dangerous  thing  upon  the 
premises  of  another  person  he  is  responsible 
for  what  happens.  Now  the  railway  com- 
pany brings  their  dangerous  machinery 
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through  a  peaceable  locality  in  a  city,  town 
or  village.  No  one  objects  to  that  We  want 
the  railways  to  run  through  to  develop  the 
ccuntry.  But  they  run  there  for  their  own 
gain.  They  do  not  hand  over  to  the  cor- 
poration a  portion  of  their  receipts,  they 
do  not  give  n  discount  on  the  tickets  they 
sell.  They  sell  as  many  tickets  and  charge 
as  much  fare  as  the  law  will  allow  them  and 
hand  none  of  the  proceeds  back  to  the  muni- 
cipality. They  run  their  trains  upon  the 
level  through  the  thickly  peopled  portions  of 
cities,  towns  and  villages  for  their  own 
gain,  and  because  It  would  cost  them  a  little 
to  put  that  track  on  a  bridge  over  a  high- 
way or  to  bridge  the  highway  over  the  track 
by  grading  down,  they  object  to  this  legis- 
lation. 

So  I  say  this  to  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
that  if  you  are  going  to  obstruct  this  legis- 
lation because  it  may  not  be  fair  to  the 
railway  companies,  you  should  be  able  to 
show  on  what  ground  and  in  what  way  it 
is  unfair.  It  is  certainly  unfair  to  the 
people  that  a  dangerous  condition  of  affnirs 
should  be  created  for  them  where  they  live, 
where  they  control  their  own  highways  as 
they  have  a  right  to  do  because  the  high- 
ways belong  to  the  people,  the  liege  sub- 
lects  of  His  Majesty,  and  not  to  the  rail- 
way companies  in  any  sense.  Yet,  the  rail- 
way companies  are  only  allowed  to  cross 
the  highway  as  a  licensee  not  paying  toll 
or  rent  for  their  own  benefit  because  the 
country  is  good  natured  enough  to  allow 
them  to  cross  the  highways  on  the  level 
without  forcing  them  to  build  a  bridge  over- 
bead  or  a  tunnel  underneath.  As  protec- 
tion is  absolutely  necessary  we  have  the 
section  which  was  placed  in  the  Railway 
Act  In  1857  providing  that  if  a  railway 
crosses  at  rail  level  It  shall  take  special 
precautions  for  protecting  the  people.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  on  the 
question  of  vested  rights  which  we  have 
been  hearing  so  much  about  to-day.  The 
people  are. always  giving  way  to  the  rail- 
way companies  on  the  ground  of  vested 
rights.  Let  us  have  some  vested  rights  the 
other  way.  These  railways  were  built  with 
this  understanding  by  the  people.  They 
were  built  on  the  understanding  that  in; 
thickly  peopled  portions  of  cities,  towns  and 
villages  where  the  tracks  cross  at  rail  level 
they  should  be  protected  if  the  train  went 
nt  a  faster  speed  than  six  miles  an  hour. 
We  Increased  that  speed  from  6  miles  an 
hour  to  ten  miles  an  hour  in  1903,  but  we 
want  that  protection  still.  The  people  have 
a  right  to  this  protection  because  when 
these  railways  were  built  they  were  built 
on  that  understanding,  and  the  people  would 
probably  have  opposed  the  building  of  these 
railways  if  they  had  not  been  built  on  that 
understanding.  I  think  It  would  be  better 
all  around  if  tbe  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
would  do  something  similar  to  the  course 
which  he  has  adopted  in  relation  to  the  Bill 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3229 


MARCH  27,  1905 


3230 


that  we  have  just  been  dealing  with.  It 
relates  to  the  province  of  Quebec  only,  but 
I  think  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  should 
take  hold  of  this  legislation  and  help  me  to 
put  it  into  practical  shape.  I  brought  in 
this  Bill  last  year  in  a  little  different  form 
than  that  in  which  it  is  now  drawn.  It  was 
then  a  little  more  drastic.  I  wanted  some 
protection  for  the  people  at  these  dangerous 
places.  We  thought  we  had  that  protec- 
tion until  the  case  of  McKay  vs.  the  Grand 
Trunk  was  decided  in  the  Supreme  Court 
about  two  years  ago.  I  said  last  year 
and  I  think  so  still  but  I  gave  way  to  the 
majority  opinion  against  me  that  a  watch- 
man was  the  best  protection.  Some  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  said  that  they 
must  oppose  the  Bill  because  I  limited  the 
protection  to  watchmen  whereas  gates  might 
be  better  protection  than  watchmen.  No- 
body suggested  amending  It,  but  some  of 
them  took  that  as  a  reason  for  voting 
against  it.  Some  of  them,  and  I  am  afraid 
nearly  all  of  them,  were  looking  for  an  ex- 
cuse to  oppose  the  Bill,  because  although  I 
have  put  in  the  word  'gates'  as  well  as 
watchmen,  none  of  these  gentlemen  who 
said  that  the  word  'gates'  ought  to  be  in 
last  year  have  manifested  a  desire  to  support 
the  Bill,  this  year.  Last  year  it  was  also 
attacked. by  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals— not  the  Minister  of  Justice— because 
It  was  not  limited  to  thickly  peopled  portions 
of  cities,  towns  and  villages.  I  thought 
then  and  T  still  think  that  the  incorporated 
limits  of  a  town,  village  or  city  would  be 
the  proper  place  to  draw  the  line  within 
which  the  railway  companies  shall  be 
obliged  to  keep  their  speed  down  or  provide 
protection  at  these  crossings.  We  all  re- 
cognize that  in  the  open  country  you  can 
see  and  hear  the  trains  approaching 
whereas  in  towns  and  cities  the  view  is  ob- 
structed by  buildings  and  you  cannot  hear 
the  trains  approaching.  As  soon  as  you  get 
out  into  the  open  country  you  do  not  need 
this  protection.  This  law  was  never  In- 
tended to  apply  except  in  cities,  towns  and 
villages,  but,  because  it  has  been  suggested 
that  It  was  hard  to  know  what  was  meant 
by  thickly  peopled  portions  of  cities,  towns 
and  villages  and  that  it  would  be  better  to 
define  that  so  that  there  will  be  no  ques- 
tion and  no  necessity  for  lawsuits  be- 
tween people  who  are  injured  or  between 
the  descendants  of  people  who  are  killed  and 
the  railway  compauies  on  account  of  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  place  where  the 
accident  happened  was  thickly  peopled  or 
not  thickly  peopled  I  suggested  last  year  that 
it  should  be  limited  to  the  corporate  limits. 
Then,  I  %as  opposed  because  it  was  said 
that  I  was  extending  the  law.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen said  :  You  must  be  awfully  careful  ; 
you  are  going  to  hurt  the  railway  companies 
and  it  is  not  right  to  extend  the  law.  So, 
they  said  that  they  would  oppose  It  because 
it  was  not  limited  to  thickly  peopled  por- 
tions.   They  said  that  you  should  have  It 


limited  to  thickly  peopled  portions  and 
I  have  done  so,  and  not  limited  to  watch- 
men, and  therefore  an  alteration  was 
made  so  that  it  should  read  'watchmen 
or  gates.'  If  the  railway  companies 
place  watchmen  or  gates  at  these  cross- 
ings they  may  go  as  fast  as  they  Hke, 
but  if  they  do  not,  they  must  reduce  their 
speed.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  say 
again  to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  I 
think  he  ought  to  take  bold  of  this  legisla- 
tion and  help  me  if  he  can  to  draw  a  Bill 
that  will  meet  the  requirements  better  than 
I  have  done  and  if  he  will  do  that  he  will 
have  my  hearty  support  .But,  up  to  the 
present  time,  he  has  not  shown  any  dispo- 
sition to  do  that,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
other  remedy,  I  think  the  House  ought  to 
adopt  this  one.  There  is  one  thing  certain 
and  that  is  that  the  people  want  some  re- 
medy for  the  existing  state  of  affairs.  It  is 
all  very  we'l  for  one  to  bring  a  Bill  into 
the  House  and  make  out  a  strong  case  on 
its  merits.  The  government  call  upon  the 
majority  behind  them  to  vote  down  the 
measure  thinking  that  it  does  not  matter 
what  happens,  that  it  is  not  of  any  impor- 
tance to  the  country,  but  I  want  to  tell  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  the  people  are  stron- 
er  than  any  government  and  that  the  people 
will  get,  if  not  through  myself,  then  through 
somebody  representing  them  In  this  parlia- 
ment the  ledress  that  they  require.  Some 
members  of  the  House  will  take  a  keen  In- 
terest in  any  piece  of  legislation  that  af- 
fects by  one  per  cent  the  dividends  of  some 
company.  There  is  a  much  more  active 
interest  taken  in  private  Bills  by  hon.  mem- 
bers of  this  House  and- in  questions  of  le- 
gislation that  might  affect  the  income  by 
one  per  cent  of  a  private  company  or  any 
piece  of  legislation  that  might  reduce  divi- 
dend earning  power  of  a  company  from  five 
per  cent  to  four  and  a  half  per  cent.  There 
will  be  greater  care  taken  about  that  and 
about  the  question  of  the  vested  rights  of 
private  companies  than  about  a  question 
affecting  the  rights  of  the  people.  To  a 
question  involving  the  ability  of  a  private 
company  to  earn  a  little  more  money  a  hun- 
dred times  more  attention  is  paid  than  to 
a  legislation  which  is  in  the  interest  of  sav- 
ing human  life.  The  immigration  depart- 
ment of  this  country  is  always  talking  about 
Increasing  the  population  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  Keep  your  own  Canadians  and 
keep  them  alive.  You  do  not  want  to  bury 
them  as  they  are  being  buried  in  Ontario 
now.  People  going  to  school,  to  church,  to 
market,  sober  and  industrious  people,  many 
of  them  very  young  people,  are  hurled  into 
eternity  by  railway  trains  travelling  at  the 
rate  of  40  and  45  miles  an  hour  through 
thickly  peopled  portions  of  cities,  towns  and 
villages.  The  railway  companies  do  not  care 
how  many  people  they  kill  and  tLey  will  not 
take  care  until  you  make  t'uem  pay  some 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  to  the 
heirs  of  the  people  whom  they  kill  or  else 
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refrain  from  killing  tliem.  They  will  not  do 
anything  about  it  unless  you  reach 
them  through  their  pockets.  They  want  to 
make  all  the  money  they  can  and  they  do 
not  care  how  many  people  they  kill  unless 
you  make  them  pay  for  it.  If  you  make 
them  pay  for  these  accidents  they  will  begin 
to  see  that  It  Is  time  they  were  stopped.  I 
say,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  that  be  should  take  this  thing  a 
little  more  seriously  than  he  and  the  gov- 
ernment do.  The  Minister  of  Railways  said 
in  the  committee,  that  if  I  could  show  him 
a  crossing  that  was  not  properly  protected 
he  would  see  that  the  Hallway  Commission 
attended  to  It  Well,  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways has  undertaken  a  big  contract.  Be 
tween  now  and  next  session,  I  will  see 
that  he  is  deluged  with  letters  complaining 
of  railway  crossings,  and  if  the  Railway 
Commission  attends  to  one-tenth  of  the 
complaints  I  will  apologize  here  publicly 
next  session. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   Hear,  bear. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  The  hon.  member  who 
says  'hear,  hear,'  is  like  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  in  that  he  does  not  seem  to  care  for 
the  rights  of  the  people.  He  is  one  of  those 
gentlemen  who  will  vote  for  the  railways 
irrespective  of  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  we  have  some  of  them 
in  this  House,  but  they  do  not  come  back  to 
parliament  a  second  time  ;  the  people  leave 
them  at  home.  After  all,  the  railway  com- 
panies do  not  mark  the  ballots,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  over  there  who  is  so  facetious 
will  find  that  the  people  have  more  power 
than  the  railway  companies,  and  that  he 
will  not  come  back  to  give  an  ironical  '  hear, 
hear,'  when  the  member  for  Lincoln  is  en 
deavourlng  to  advocate  the  rights  of  the 
people  in  this  House. 

Mr.  McINTYRE.  I  congratulate  the 
member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Lancaster)  on  the 
able  manner  in  which  he  presented  bis  Bill 
to  the  House.  I  was  not  at  first  aware  that 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  in  the  last  par- 
liament and  that  the  arguments  advanced 
by  the  hon.  member  had  been  then  advanced 
in  its  support ;  but,  at  all  events,  I  was 
struck,  not  only  by  the  force  of  the  presenta- 
tion, but  with  the  eloquence  of  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Lancaster),  who  advocated  its 
passage  With  such  ability.  As  I  listened  to 
the  hon.  gentleman,  I  found  myself  com- 
pelled to  assent  to  the  propositions  be  set 
forth.  It  was  with  a  good  deal  of  Interest  I 
awaited  the  arguments  that  would  be  offer- 
ed against  bim,  but  when  these  arguments 
came  I  was  rather  surprised  to  find  that 
such  arguments  had  been  deemed  sufficient 
by  a  previous  parliament  to  cause  the  defeat 
of  the  Bill.  There  did  not  appear  to  be  any 
real  opposition  to  the  principle  contended 
for,  namely,  the  necessity  for  greater  pro- 
tection, but  there  were  various  criticisms, 
such  as  the  amount  of  trouble  the  amend- 
ment would  involve,  the  expense  it  would 
entail  on  the  railways  to  provide  proper 
protection  at  crossings,  and  the  fact  that 
Mr.  LANCASTER. 


we  bad  established  a  Railway  Commision  to 
attend  to  all  these  matters.  We  were  told 
that  it  was  an  extremely  simple  matter  to 
go  before  this  commission  and  to  get  every- 
thing you  desired.  These  arguments  did 
not  fully  satisfy  me,  but  the  suggestion  of 
the  Minister  of  Justice  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  the  Railway  Committee  for 
further  action  struck,  me  favourably.  I 
noticed  that  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Lancas- 
ter) protested  vigorously  against  that  sug- 
gestion, but  in  the  vote  that  followed  I 
favoured  the  reference  to  the  committee, 
and  I  am  not  sorry  I  did  so.  Several  ad- 
vantages followed  from  that  reference,  and 
although  the  member  for  Lincoln  did  not 
like  it,  I  think  there  was  a  distinct  gain  for 
him.  The  necessity  for  this  amendment 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  decision  which 
has  been  repeatedly  quoted  in  Mackay  ver- 
sus the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  shows  the 
necessity  for  greater  deflniteness  with  re- 
gard to  the  character  of  the  protection  that 
should  be  given.  In  that  connection,  as  a 
layman,  I  may  perhaps  be  allowed  to  say 
that  It  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  ordin- 
ary layman  receives  with  a  good  deal  of 
incredulity  what  is  so  frequently  told  him 
by_  the  legal  fraternity  :  that  It  is  necessary 
to'  have  a  legal  training  in  order  to  give 
judicial  interpretation  to  laws.  Perhaps  It 
is,  and  yet  after  all  these  laws  are  made 
largely  by  ordinary  laymen  who  have  not  a 
legal  training,  but  who  endeavour  to  couch 
the  law  in  ordinary  English.  In  this  case 
the  first  decision  given  was  along  the  line 
that  an  ordinary  layman,  with  as  much  com- 
mon sense  as  he  could  bring  to  bear  on  the 
subject,  would  have  thought  correct ;  and  It 
was  then  the  law.  because  a  judge  of  the 
land  bad  given  a  decision  on  the  point.  The 
case  was  appealed,  and  the  second  court 
upheld  the  judgment  of  the  first  court  and 
it  was  still  the  law,  and  good  law.  But  a 
further  appeal  came  and,  strange  to  say, 
this  third  court  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
other  two,  and  virtually  told  the  judges 
below  that,  with  all  their  legal  training, 
they  were  not  competent  to  properly  Inter- 
pret the  law.  Is  It  any  wonder  that,  under 
such  circumstances,  the  ordinary  layman 
will  at  times  endeavour  to  Interpret  the  law 
for  himself,  and  perhaps  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  his  interpretation  is  just  as 
likely  to  be  correct  as  that  of  the  legal  gen- 
tlemen ?  The  actual  result  of  the  final  de- 
cision Is  that  the  Act  refers  to  the  rate  of 
speed  on  railways  crossing  a  highway  ;  and 
yet  the  decision  states  virtually  that  yoo 
may  run  at  any  rate  you  desire  over  a  high- 
way so  long  as  you  afford  protection  to 
some  other  portion  of  the  railroad — not  the 
highway  at  all.  It  would  seem  to  me  that 
that  is  either  a  ridiculous  interpretation  of 
the  law.  or  else  the  law  itself  has  been 
drawn  in  a  ridiculously  loose  manner.  The 
actual  result  of  all  this  is  that  the  protection 
which  was  assumed  for  many  years  to  exist 
at  a  highway  crossing,  and  which  twe 
courts  of  the  land  had  declared  to  exist, 
does  not  exist  as  a  matter  of  law.   The  re- 
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suit  also  is  that  the  burden  of  getting  pro- 
tection is  thrown  on  the  individual  or  the 
municipality.  The  individual  or  the  muni- 
cipality is  told  that  he  has  redress,  but  he 
must  go  to  the  Railway  Commission  for  it 
The  promoter  of  this  amendment  dpsires 
protection,  but  he  desires  to  get  it  in  a 
prompter  and  different  way.  His  first  pro- 
position is  a  very  simple  one  in  form  :  that 
you  erase  the  word  '  or '  and  insert  the  word 
'  and,'  so  that  the  Act  shall  read  '  fencing 
and  protection '  instead  of  fencing  or  pro- 
tection.' It  was  just  in  this  connection  that 
I  thought  the  reference  to  the  Railway.  Com- 
mittee proved  of  some  advantage.  We  had 
the  advantage,  not  only  of  the  member  for 
Lincoln  giving  his  views,  but  we  had  also 
the  advantage  of  the  presence  of  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  railways,  and  during  the 
discussion  it  so  happened  that  the  represent- 
ative of  the  railways,  on  being  pressed  a 
little,  stated  that  the  railways  would  not 
object  to  substituting  tho  word  '  and '  for 
the  word  '  or.'  I  know  that  a  concession  on 
the  part  of  a  railway  company  does  not  in 
the  least  bind  the  committee  to  do  as  the 
member  for  Lincoln  desires,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  when  the  railways  -conceded 
this  the  committee  might  very  well  have 
accepted  it.  However,  the  committee  threw 
out  the  whole  Bill,  and  in  my  opinion  the 
committee  acted  hastily  and  without  mature 
judgment  in  doing  so.  Perhaps  there  is 
some  reason  to  doubt  whether  the  change 
of  the  word  '  or '  to  '  and '  would  have 
any  practical  value,  and  my  suspicion  arises 
largely  from  the  fact  that  the  railway  compa- 
nies were  willing  to  concede  it.  The  variance 
in  decisions  between  various  courts  natural- 
ly make  one  hesitate  to  say  that  that  change 
would  have  had  the  desired  effect,  and  I 
notice  that  there  was  a  considerable  amount 
of  opposition  in  any  case  to  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Lancaster).  In  view  of 
that,  and  seeing  that  the  railways  were 
willing  to  have  that  change  made,  I  would 
be  Inclined  to  urge  the  promoter  of  this  Bill 
to  limit  his  amendment  to  this  change  of 
the  word  '  or '  to  *  and.'  If  he  did  that 
it  is  possible  his  amendment  might  meet 
with  greater  favour,  although  it  may  be  that 
it  would  not  accomplish  all  he  desires. 
Possibly,  in  addition  to  that,  he  would  add 
the  words  'on  the  highway,'  as  that  addi- 
tion might  prevent  that  peculiar  miscon- 
struction of  the  meaning  of  this  clause, 
which  the  public  have  so  much  reason  to 
complain  of.  I  would  urge  upon  him  the 
wisdom  of  carrying  at  least  part  of  his 
amendment  in  this  way.  I  think,  however, 
that  he  has  made  out  a  good  case  for  the 
other  amendment,  which  is  that  a  speed  of 
ten  miles  an  hour  should  not  be  exceeded 
in  thickly-settled  portions  of  cities,  towns 
or  villages,  unless  the  company  provides 
watchmen  or  gates  at  the  crossings.  This 
does  not  supercede  the  action  of  the  com- 
mission, but  it  does  bind  both  the  railway 
and  the  commission  to  see  that  that  is  car- 
ried out.  It  does  not  prevent  the  commis- 
sion from  demanding  a  greater  limitation  of 


speed  or  greater  protection  :  but  the  rail- 
way In  any  case  can  avoid  in  any  doubtful 
case  the  risk  of  involving  itself  in  dam- 
ages by  running  at  a  less  rate  than  ten 
miles  an  hour,  unless  it  gets  permission  from 
the  Railway  Commission.  However,  my 
main  object  in  speaking  Is  to  express  my 
willingness  to  vote  for  the  amendment,  but 
to  urge  on  the  promoter  the  advisability  of 
limiting  it  to  the  first  part. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
would  on  reflection  ask  me  to  strike  out  all 
my  amendment  except  the  part  which 
changes  the  word  '  or '  to  '  and,'  although  he 
is  quite  right  in  saying  that  it  would 
accomplish  something  to  have  that  pass- 
ed. He  is  also  right  in  saying  that 
the  committee  paid  no  attention  what- 
ever to  that  matter,  although  the  coun- 
sel for  the  railways  when  pressed 
hard  had  to  admit  that  the  law  was  not 
sensible  as  it  is.  This  was  not  a  voluntary 
statement  by  him,  but  was  dragged  out  of 
him  because  he  realized  that  the  rest  of  bis 
case  would  fall  if  he  admitted  that  the  pub- 
lic were  not  entitled  to  both  gates  and 
fences.  But  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  bring  about  any 
change  In  the  general  law  and  to  override 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  repeated,  because 
the  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  the 
only  protection  you  can  get  under  the  Act 
as  It  is  now  is  such  protection  as  the .  Rail- 
way Commission  will  order.  So  that  I  am 
asking  that  in  all  cases  of  this  class  we 
shall  have  at  least  this  much  ;  and,  of 
course,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  we  will 
get  as  much  more  in  any  special  case  as 
the  Railway  Commission  will  order.  The 
Railway  Commission  may  order  that  the 
railway  should  not  run  on  the  level  at  all, 
but  shall  either  go  under  or  over  the  high- 
way. They  do  that  in  some  large  cities  and 
dangerous  places.  My  hon.  friend  suggests 
that  I  should  insert  the  words  'at  the  high- 
way' after  the  word  'protection.'  It  is  my 
Intention  to  protect  the  highway,  and  I 
think  he  will  see  that  I  have  practically  ac- 
complished that.  The  protection  is  limited 
to  persons  using  the  highway.  If  I  Inserted 
the  words  'protection  at  the  highway',  I  do 
not  think  the  case  would  be  met  so  well, 
for  the  protection  is  required  for  the  person 
lawfully  using  the  highway  at  the  time  the 
Injury  might  happen.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  backed  up  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Perth,  I  again  ask  the  Minister 
of  Justice  to  help  us  to  put  this  Bill  into 
practical  shape  for  the  benefit  of  the  people. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  would  like  to  say 
to  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  that 
the  reason  that  I  opposed  this  legislation 
last  year  and  the  reason  I  oppose  it  again 
now,  is  that  I  think  a  more  effective  and 
more  complete  remedy  is  provided  by  the 
Railway  Act.    My  recollection  Is  that  this 
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legislation  was  first  introduced  by  way  of 
an  amendment  to  the  Railway  Act  of  1903. 
It  Is  a  sort  of  hardy  annual  that  comes  up 
periodically.  We  have  discussed  it  already 
three  times,  and  I  see  no  reason  to  depart 
from  the  opinion  already  formed  by  the 
House  on  three  different  occasions. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  In  support  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Perth.  I  would  say 
that  this  haidy  annual  will  continue  to  be 
hardy  every  year  so  long  as  nothing  is  done 
by  the  Railway  Commission. 

•Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Why  does  not  my 
hon.  friend  go  to  the  Railway  Commisssion? 

.Mr.  LANCASTER.  The  Railway  Com- 
mission was  appointed  in  1903,  and  at  that 
time  I  had  the  temerity  to  suggest  to  Mr. 
Blair,  then  the  Minister  of  Railways,  that 
he  had  better  make  the  law  plainer  than  it 
then  was,  and  I  was  voted  down  by  Mr. 
Blair  and  the  other  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment and  their  supporters  when  I  tried 
to  get  this  amendment  inserted  in  the  Con- 
solidated Railway  Act  of  1903.  The  langu- 
age of  this  law  ought  to  be  so  plain  that 
there  would  be  no  chance  erf  the  judges 
differing  about  It  It  Is  part  of  our  duty 
here  to  make  laws  so  plain  and  distinct  that 
laymen  will  understand  them.  We  have 
had  this  Railway  Commission  since  1903, 
and  it  has  not  done  anything  with  regard 
to  this  matter.  I  am  not  finding  any  fault 
with  the  Railway  Commission  as  an  insti- 
tution. I  am  in  favour  of  it,  but  this  is  not 
one  of  the  matters  that  was  ever  intended 
to  go  to  the  Railway  Commission.  If  it 
was,  we  should  have  struck  out  this  section. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  ignores  the  fact 
that  section  227  ought  not  to  be  in  the  Rail- 
way Act  at  all  if  the  Railway  Commission 
is  the  proper  place  to  settle  this  matter,  be- 
cause in  the  earlier  parts  of  the  Acts,  as 
the  Minister  of  Justice  pointed  out  on  form- 
er occasions,  the  Railway  Commission  are 
given  the  fullest  power  to  settle  the  rate  of 
speed  and  to  regulate  the  protection  of 
crossings  both  by  railways  now  being  con- 
structed and  railways  that  were  constructed 
before  this  legislation  came  into  force.  Un- 
less we  are  going  to  carry  out  in  effect 
what  is  said  in  the  section,  we  ought  to 
repeal  it.  If  we  ought  to  get  the  remedy 
from  the  Railway  Commission,  I  cannot 
see  any  necessity  for  this  section,  because 
the  commission  cau  act  under  the  wider 
sections  of  the  Act.  But  this  section  is  in- 
tended to  be  a  direction  to  the  Railway 
Commission  that  a  different  condition 
should  prevail  in  the  cases  mentioned  in 
this  section  than  is  allowed  in  others.  I 
want  to  make  the  thing  practical,  and  I 
think  the  Minister  of  Justice  should  assist 
me  to  carry  out  this  section  unless  he  does 
not  think  there  ought  to  be  any  other  pro- 
tection in  the  thickly  settled  districts  than 
you  have  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
That  is  not  my  opinion,  and  I  think  that  this 
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hardy  annual  ought  to  prevail  and  it  will 
continue  to  be  brought  before  this  House  as 
long  as  I  am  here. 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  am  very  sorry  to  have 
to  differ  in  this  matter  from  my  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Lancaster), 
lu  1903,  again  in  1904,  and  now  in  1905, 
we  have  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  most 
eloquently  lay  this  matter  before  the  House, 
and  he  assures  us  that  he  will  continue  to 
do  so  again  and  again.  If  this  were  not  a 
matter  of  great  consequence,  rather  than 
have  it  brought  up  year  after  year,  I  would 
be  inclined  to  support  my  hon.  friend,  but 
it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  importance  and 
therefore  I  cannot  support  his  Bill.  For 
years  the  question  of  the  appointment  of 
a  Railway  Commission  was  agitated.  We 
were  told  that  we  should  have  practical 
business  men  on  that  commission.  It  was 
conceded,  I  believe,  that  there  should  be  one 
lawyer,  but  It  was  understood  always  that 
there  should  be  a  majority  on  the  board  of 
what  are  called  men  of  common  sense.  That 
agitation  went  on  until  1903,  when,  after 
many  months  of  debate  and  hard  work  in 
this  House,  we  did  constitute  a  Railway 
Commission,  and  gave  it  full  power  to  deal 
with  not  only  this  question  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  agitating  ever  since, 
but  others  of  great  importance,  perhaps, 
apart  from  the  question  of  life,  of  far  great- 
er Importance  that  these  crossings.  I  do 
not  want  to  be  understood  as  at  all  belit- 
tling the  importance  of  the  question  of  pub- 
lic safety  at  railway  crossings.  That  Rail- 
way Commission  cost  us  last  year  nearly 
$70,000,  and  probably  will  co3t  us  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  $70,000  every  year  of  its 
existence.  And  it  does  seem  to  me  absurd 
to  continue  so  expensive  a  tribunal  and 
Rive  it  full  power  to  deal  with  this  and  all 
other  questions  within  the  Railway  Act, 
and  then  have  gentlemen  in  this  House  get- 
ting up  session  after  session  and  asking 
us  to  legislate  concerning  matters  with 
which  that  commission  has  ample  and  full 
power  to  deal,  without  any  limitation  what- 
ever. I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit  the 
great  ability  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Lancaster);  but  I  do  think  that  when 
the  government  selected  three  men  to  act 
upon  such  a  commission,  and  when  these 
men  are  from  month  to  month  and  year  to 
year  acquiring  experience  in  these  matters, 
it  Is  absurd  that  we  should  undertake  to 
withdraw  from  that  board  one  of  the  most 
Important  matters  that  has  been  left  to  its 
jurisdiction  and  deal  with  It  ourselves.  What 
is  it  that  was  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  1903  ?  He  told  us  what  a  monstrous 
tl  ing  it  was  that  a  poor  man  should  have  to 
employ  counsel  and  come  to  Ottawa  to  argue 
his  case  before  this  Railway  Commission. 
We  have  not  heard  so  much  on  that  point 
this  session.  My  hon.  friend  must  know 
well  enough  there  Is  nothing  in  it.  He  must 
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know  that  any  individual  who  has'  any 
grievance  with  regard  to  a  railway  crossing 
or  the  speed  of  trains  or  anything  at  all  In 
connection  with  railways,  need  employ  no 
counsel,  need  go  to  no  expense.  All  be  need 
do  is  write  a  letter  to  the  commission  and 
that  commission  will  send  an  engineer  to 
the  spot  to  inquire  into  all  the  circumstances. 
And  if  necessary  the  commission,  Instead  of 
making  this  man  come  to  Ottawa,  will  go 
to  the  scene  of  the  trouble  and  there  deal 
with  it.  For  a  time  there  was  a  little 
trouble  in  that  court  owing  to  the  with- 
drawal of  Mr.  Blair,  but  since  the  court  has 
teen  reconstituted  by  the  appointment  of 
Judge  Killam,  what  have  we  seen  ?  Instead 
of  the  complaints  having  to  come  to  Ottawa, 
we  find  the  court  going  to  them.  The  com- 
missioners go  to  the  spot,  they  view  the 
premises,  they  bear  the  charges,  and  give 
their  decision,  and  the  man  Interested  need 
not  spend  a  five  cent  piece.  Instead  of  the 
litigants  going  to  the  court  the  court  goes 
to  the  litigants,  and  thus  one  of  the  great 
grievances  is  removed  about  which  we  heard 
so  much.  Section  25  of  the  Act  of  1903, 
gives  this  commission  power  to  deal  In  the 
broadest  and  most  ample  manner  with  all 
questions.  It  says  'The  board  may  make 
orders  and  regulations'  then  the  section 
which  relates  to  this  matter  says  : 

With  respect  to  the  rolling  stock,  apparatus, 
cattle-guards,  plans,  signals,  methods,  devices, 
structures  and  works,  to  be  used  upon  the  rail- 
way so  as  to  provide  means  for  the  due  pro- 
tection of  the  property,  the  employees,  of  the 
company,  and  the  public. 

There  is  the  broadest  authority  given  the 
commission.  They  can  do  whatever  i3  neces- 
sary in  their  judgment.  We  have  on  that 
board,  commissioners  who,  with  their  two  or 
three  years  experience,  will  know  probably 
a  great  deal  more  on  the  subject  than  the 
members  of  this  House,  and  they  will  go  on 
from  year  to  year  gaining  experience  on 
all  these  matters.  It  has  been  said  that 
they  must  decide  every  little  question.  They 
need  not  do  that.  They  may  decide  one 
question  or  decide  the  matter  at  once  for 
a  whole  city,  village  or  county.  There  is 
no  restriction  whatever  upon  their  authority. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  make  these  appeals  and 
speak  of  the  unfortunate  people  who  meet 
their  deaths  on  railways,  but  there  is  also 
a  little  common  sense  to  be  applied  to  this 
thing  ;  and  when  we  have  appointed  at  great 
expense  competent  men  to  deal  with  these 
questions,  men  who  are  not  limited  or  res- 
tricted, men  who"  may  allow  ten  miles  an 
hour  or  three  or  five  or  fifteen,  who  are  not 
obliged  to  make  one  law  for  the  whole  Dom- 
inion from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  but 
may  regulate  the  particular  rate  of  speed 
for  Toronto  on  the  Esplanade,  for  St.  Cath- 
arines and  all  the  different  parts  of  the 
country  .  according  to  the  circumstances. 
Why  should  we  interfere  ?   When  the  com- 


mission can  do  that,  why  is  it  not  a  better 
provision  ?  The  bon.  gentleman  would  allow 
ten  miles,  but  at  some  places  10  miles  an 
hour  would  be  dangerous  and  the  committee 
can  say  five  miles  if  they  please.  At  some 
places  the  ten  miles  might  be  too  little,  might 
be  an  unreasonable  restriction.  For  ex- 
ample a  railway  sometimes  runs  through  an 
excavation,  through  rock,  where  although  it 
is  in  a  thickly  settled  part  of  a  city  or  town 
there  is  no  more  danger  In  running  fifty 
miles  an  hour  than  if  there  were  no  people 
within  fifty  miles,  and  so  In  this  way  high 
embankments  on  each  side  of  the  railway 
may  render  the  railway  so  safe  that  trains 
may  run  at  any  speed  without  danger  to 
the  public  and  yet  at  the  top  of  the  embank- 
ments there  may  be  a  large  population.  All 
these  circumstances  are  considered  by  the 
commission.  They  go  to  the  spot  and  look 
^t  all  the  circumstances.  Under  section  25 
they  may  say  to  the  company  :  You  shall 
run  at  only  five  mil«s  an  hour.  They  may 
say  :  You  shall  put  up  gates  or  watchmen 
or  both  gates  and  watchmen.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  in  his  wisdom  that  there 
must  be  either  a  watchman  or  a  gate ; 
the  Railway  Commission  in  a  particular  case 
may  say  :  we  will  have  neither,  we  will 
have  an  overhead  footway.  Then  the  rail- 
way must  construct  that  footway  and  that 
would  be  far  safer  in  many  many  places, 
than  a  watchman  or  a  gate. 

Mn  LANCASTER.  That  would  be  so 
under  my  Act 

Mr.  BARKER.  You  say  :  watchmen  or 
gates.  For  years  I  have  seen  in  Montreal 
crossings  where  watchmen  and  gates  are 
provided,  but  yet  I  venture  to  say  that  as 
many  people  are  maimed  and  killed  at 
these  crossings  in  Montreal,  where  there  are 
both  gates  and  watchmen,  as  there  are  in 
any  city,  town  or  village  throughout  the 
land. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  Are  there  as  many 
as  would  be  killed  if  there  were  no  gates 
or  watchman  ? 

Mr.  BARKER.  I  do  not  think  in  such  a 
place  as  Montreal  in  the  district  where  the 
Grand  Trunk  runs,  the  gates  have  the 
slightest  effect. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.    Hear,  hear. ' 

Mr.  BARKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  says, 
'  hear,  hear.'  I  wonder  how  often  he  has 
been  there.  I  have  crossed  these  crossings 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  times,  and  I 
know  that  people,  especially  young  people 
will  go  under  the  gates,  run  through  the 
trains  and  cross  between  the  cars.  I  have 
*een  workmen  a  score  at  a  time  passing 
between  the  freight  cars,  over  the  couplings, 
having  gone  under  the  railway  gate  and  so 
across  the  railway.  You  cannot  stop  these 
men,  the  only  way  to  avoid  danger  in  such 
n  place  would  be  to  stop  the  crossing  alto- 


■ 


Google 


COMMONS 


gether  and  make  them  pass  over  the  rail- 
way by  an  overhead  bridge  or  under  it  by 
a  subway.  The  hon.  gentleman  lays  down 
the  two  ways  in  which  he  would  like  to  have 
these  crossings  guarded.  Some  other  gen- 
tleman next  year  may  come  wjth  some  fancy 
device  and  I  may  come  the  year  after  and 
say  that  there .  must  be  an  overhead  cross- 
ing, and  take  up  the  time  for  two  or  three 
sessions  discussing  overhead  crossings.  An- 
other gentleman  may  ask  for  electric  bells. 
All  this  is  left  to  the  Railway  Commission 
and  in  my  humble  judgment,  with  all  res- 
pect to  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  the  experienced  Railway  Com- 
mission, having  the  responsibility  on  their 
shoulders  for  what  they  do  in  each  parti- 
cular case,  should  be  held  to  that  responsi- 
bility and  should  be  allowed  to  exercise 
their  judgment. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  want  to  say  a  word 
to  the  hon.  gentleman*  because  he  is  under 
an  entire  misapprehension,  and  I  want  to 
put  him  right.  I  said  a  few  moments  ago 
that  I  do  not  think  this  was  one  of  the 
questions  that  the  Railway  Commission  is 
called  upon  to  deal  with  entirely  and  I  say 
it  again.  We  have  a  general  law  here  with 
regard  to  protection  of  the  lives  of  the  public 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  seems  to  think  this  commission 
was  appointed  to  see  in  what  places  the  gen- 
eral laws  should  be  carried  out  and  in  what 
places  they  should  not  be  carried  out.  >ve 
all  know  that  the  principal  object  in  ap- 
pointing the  commission, — and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker)  I  think 
spent  a  good  deal  of  time  in  this  House  in  1WS 
getting  very  fine  distinction  made  between 
dividends,  stock  sheets,  and  a  hundred  other 
things  that  he  thought  ought  to  be  looked 
Into  carefully,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
particular  to  see  that  all  matters  of  rates 
and  traffic  were  to  be  referred  to  the  Kail- 
way  Commission,  and  we  all  supported  him 
— we  all  agree  that  the  principal  object 
iu  having  a  Railway  Commission  was  to 
secure  uniformity  in  rates  and  to  have  traffic 
arrangements  adjusted  so  that  the  trouble 
that  existed  and  would  exist  and  I  am 
afraid  still  exists  to  a  certain  extent  not- 
withstanding the  appointment  of  the  Rail- 
way Commisison  in  regard  to  freight  discri- 
mination and  refusal  to  exchange  traffic  and 
similar  matters  should  be  adjusted.  And  I 
think  that  I  am  in  the  judgment  of  the 
House  when  I  say  that  the  subject  of  my 
Bill  is  not  one  of  the  things  that  the  Rail- 
way Commission  was  appointed  for,  and  we 
would  not  have  appointed  a  Railway  Com- 
mission for  this  purpose.  But  because  there 
is  a  Railway  Commission  some  hon.  mem- 
bers seem  to  think  it  is  just  like  a  general 
post  office  and  all  of  these  things  may  be 
taken  to  it  just  as  letters  would  be  dropped 
iu  the  post  office  boxes.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  taken  his  cue  from  the  statement  made 
by  the  counsel  for  the  railways  in  the  corn- 
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mittee  last  year.  He  forgets  that  the  coun- 
sel in  the  Railway  Committee  this  year  took 
it  all  back.  He  says  that  a  letter  to  the 
Railway  Commission  will  cause  them  to 
attend  to  all  this.  I  have  the  regulations 
here,  and  as  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton 
(Mr.  Barker)  will  not  accept  my  statement  I 
shall  read  this. 

Mr.  BARKER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  me  ? 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  have  the  floor  and  I 
want  to  speak,  and  be  done  with  this,  be- 
cause I  have  another  engagement.  I  am 
not  going  to  allow  him  to  do  as  he  likes  just 
because  he  comes  from  Hamilton,  where 
they  have  protection  which  is  not  enjoyed 
in  other  places.  He  can  come  from  Hamilton 
and  still  learn  something. 

The  heading  of  this  document  is,  'The 
Board  of  Railway  Commissioners,  for  Can- 
ada, Rules  and  Regulations,  October  18, 
3904/ 

The  board,  In  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Railway  Act,  1903,  hereby  makes  the  following 
rules  and  regulations  : — 

3.  Every  proceeding  before  the  board  under 
this  Act  shall  be  commenced  by  an  application 
made  to  it,  which  shall  be  in  writing  and  signed 
by  the  applicant  or  his  solicitor,  or  in  the  case 
of  a  corporate  body  or  company  being  the  ap- 
plicants, shall  be  signed  by  their  manager,  sec- 
retary or  solicitor. 

If  the  applicant  is  a  lawyer  himself  he 
would  not  have  to  go  to  a  solicitor  to  have 
the  papers  drawn,  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
will-  find,  if  he  reads  these  rules,  that  he 
must  go  to  a  lawyer  because  no  layman 
could  undertake  to  correctly  fill  out  the 
iorms  as  they  are  given  In  these  regula- 
tions. Section  4  deals  with  the  answer  that 
the  railway  company,  has  to  put-  in  in  all 
cases,  and  then  there  are  about  15  lines  of 
description  as  to  the  technical  requirements 
that  this  answer  has  to  comply  with.  That 
has  to  be  filed  and  served  like  a  writ  m 
any  other  proceeding  for  the  poor  man  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  sneers  at, 
and  the  reply  has  to  be  put  in  by  the  poor 
man  within  four  days  and  he  has  to  have  a 
lawyer  to  draft  it  for  him.  If  the  poor 
man  wants  to  fail  In  his  application  he  will 
go  sitting  around  the  town  or  village  what- 
ever it  may  be  and  will  wait  until  he  starves 
for  the  Railway  Commission  to  come,  but 
he  will  never  see  it.  If  he  wants  to  suc- 
ceed he  will  have  a  collection  taken  up  for 
him  and  get  some  one  to  come  down  here 
and  have  these  things  done  in  Ottawa  as 
they  have  always  had  to  be  done.  The  hon. 
member,  in  his  sneering  way,  goes  on  fur- 
ther and  says  that  he  knows  cases  where 
these  things  have  been  attended  to  and  in- 
stances St.  Thomas.  He  cannot  point  out 
any  place  which  is  not  a  railway  centre 
where  the  Railway  Commission  have  attend- 
ed since  1903.  Three  days  before  Christ- 
mas a  couple  of  years  ago  three  people  were 
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hurled  to  eternity  at  Grimsby  by  a  train 
gcing  fifty  miles  an  hour,  where  there  was 
no  watchman,  no  gate,  no.  protection,  and 
the  track  was  not  even  fenced.  The  rela- 
tives of  these  people  have  got  a  remedy,  and 
their  case  is  in  the  Supreme  Court  to-day 
because  that  track  was  not  fenced  against 
the  adjoining  owners,  not  because  the  rail- 
way did  not  protect  the  highway,  but  be- 
cause the  track  was  not  fenced.  On  account 
of  those  people  being  killed  letters  have 
been  written  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Rail- 
way Commission.  The  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways suggested  in  the  Railway  Committee 
the  other  day  that  if  we  sent  letters  to  him 
he  would  see  that  all  cases  were  attended 
to. 

He  will  get  letters  as  soon  as  he  can  get 
them  from  the  corporation.  But  the  com- 
mission has  received  these  letters,  or 
their  Secretary,  letters  sent  them  over 
a  year  ago,  and  none  of  them  answered 
yet.  I  think  three  letters  have  gone 
from  there.  There  is  a  case  that  is 
piactical,  there  is  a  statement  the  member 
lor  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker)  had  better  think 
over.  What  sane  person  in  this  country  or 
in  this  House  would  suppose  that  this  com- 
mission is  answering  every  letter  that  is  sent 
to  them  from  the  village  of  Grimsby,  or  the 
village  of  Prescott,  or  the  town  of  Napanee, 
where  a  letter  asks  them  to  come  ?  Why, 
they  could  not  go  to  every  place  where  these 
level  crossings  require  to  be  Inspected,  they 
could  not  go  over  the  whole  of  them  in 
fifty  years.  The  proposition  is  ridiculous. 
Now  here  are  the  rules  of  the  commission 
showing  what  you  have  to  do  to  approach 
them,  and  the  word  '  letter '  cannot  be  found 
in  them.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  trouble  the 
committee  In  going  into  these  details,  but 
they  must  blame  the  hon.  member  for  Hamil- 
ton (Mr.  Barker)  and  not  me,  when  he  says 
that  a  letter  will  do  it.  Now  in  all  cases 
a  notice  has  to  be  given.  I  have  already 
read  rule  3  setting  forth  at  great  length 
the  procedure  to  be  followed  in  an  appli- 
cation or  complaint  Then  in  regard  to  the 
answer : 

Within  ten  days  from  the  service  of  the  ap- 
plication, the  respondent  or  respondents  shall 
mail  or  deliver  to  the  applicant  or  his  solicitor, 
a  written  statement  containing  in  a  clear  and 
concise  form  their  answer  to  the  secretary  of 
the  board  at  its  office,  together  with  any  docu- 
ments that  may  be  useful  or  explaining  or 
supporting  it.  The  answer  may  admit  the 
whole  or  in  part  of  the  facts  In  the  applica- 
tion. It  shall  be  divided  into  paragraphs  which 
shall  be  numbered  consecutively,  and  it  shall 
be  signed  by  the  person  making  the  same,  or 
his  solicitor. 

And  so  on.  Then  the  mode  of  the  reply 
Is  set  forth  with  equal  multiplicity  of  details. 
Where  notice  is  required,  a  copy  or  copies 
of  said  proceeding  or  proceedings  for  the 
purpose  of  service,  shall  be  endorsed  with 
notice  to  the  parties  in  the  forms  of  en- 
dorsement set  forth  in  schedules  1  and  2 ; 


the  board  may  enlarge  or  abridge  the  period 
of  putting  in  the  answer  or  reply  or  for 
hearing  the  application  ;  except  in  any  case 
where  it  Is  otherwise  provided,  ten  days 
notice  of  any  application  to  the  board,  of 
any  hearing  by  the  board,  shall  be  suffi- 
cient ;  unless,  in.  any  case,  the  board  directs 
longer  notice.  Then  there  is  a  section  deal- 
ing with  consent  cases ;  another  stating 
power  to  direct  and  settle  issues  : 

If  It  appears  to  the  board  at  any  time  that 
the  statements  in  the  application,  or  answer, 
or  reply  do  not  sufficiently  raise  or  disclose  the 
issues  of  fact  in  dispute  between  the  partleB, 
it  may  direct  them  to  prepare  issues,  and  such 
Issues  shall,  if  the  parties  differ,  be  settled  by 
the  board. 

Then  there  are  sections  with  regard  to 
preliminary  questions  of  law,  preliminary 
meetings,  preliminary  examination  with  the 
parties,  production  and  Inspection  of  docu- 
ments, notice  to  produce,  notice  to  admit, 
witnesses,  the  hearing  and  so  on.  After 
hearing  the  case  the  board  may  dismiss  the 
application,  or  make  an  order  thereon  in 
favour  of  the  respondents,  or  reserve  its 
decision. 

Then  there  is  a  section  with  regard  to 
affidavits.  Schedule  No.  1  contains  forms 
of  application.  This  has  to  be  filled  In  by 
the  secretary  : 

AB  of  CD  hereby  applies  to  the  board  for  an 
order  under  section  198  of  the  Railway  Act.  1903, 
directing  the  railway  company  to 

provide  and  construct  a  suitable  farm  crossing 
where  the  company's  railway  Intersects  his 
farm  in  lot       ,  concession       ,  township 
county  of 

The  application  must  state  that  he  is  the 
owner  of  the  land,  that  by  reason  of  the 
construction  of  the  said  railway  he  is  de- 
prived and  so  forth  ;  and  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  proper  enjoyment  of  his  said 
land,  and  so  forth. 

If  It  Is  a  mere  matter  of  getting  a  farm, 
crossing,  a  man  has  to  take  all  the  proceed- 
ings under  these  regulations  as  if  he  were 
bringing  a  lawsuit  in  the  Exchequer  Court 
againt  the  King.  You  have  to  describe  that 
he  is  the  owner  of  the  land,  that  by  reason 
of  the  construction  of  the  railway  he  Is 
deprived  of  the  practical  enjoyment  of  his 
land.  Then  you  have  to  describe  what  he 
thinks  his  claim  is,  and  there  are  forms  for 
affidavits,  notices  to  be  given,  and  these 
rules  make  no  exception,  every  application 
to  the  board  must  follow  the  rules  and  re- 
gulations there  laid  down. 

Now  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  says 
that  I  want  one  law  all  over  the  Dominion. 
Well,  I  do  want  one  law  for  every  citizen  in 
the  Dominion  living  in  a  place  where  the 
railway  is  crossing  on  a  rail  level.  Is  not 
every  Canadian  citizen  entitled  to  exactly 
the  same  protection  as  every  other,  no  more 
pud  no  less  ?  One  law  for  the  railway,  an- 
other for  the  people ;   one  law  for  the  rich 
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oian  who  can  afford  to  bring  a  lawsuit 
against  the  railway,  and  another  law  for 
the  poor  man  who  has  not  got  the  money  to 
do  it  with— is  that  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants?  is  that  the  way  to  build  up  Canada  ? 
1  say  at  the  risk  of  having  the  undying  dis- 
approval of  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton 
that  I  do  want  the  same  law  to  prevail  in 
every  city,  town  and  village,  In  every  part 
or  Canada  where  the  conditions  are  exactly 
the  same.  I  say  more  than  that,  that  he 
ought  to  join  with  me  and  assist  me  in 
simplifying  this  legislation,  and  in  pressing 
upon  the  Minister  of  Justice  the  need 
of  making  it  a  practical  section,  be- 
cause this  section  in  this  Act  does 
deal  with  all  thickly  peopled  portions 
of  cities,  towns  and  villages.  Accord- 
ing to  the  view  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Hamilton  it  is  bad  legislation  and  ought  not 
to  be  there  ;  I  think  it  Is  good  legislation 
and  ought  to  be  made  practical  The  hon. 
member  for  Hamilton  says  that  ten  miles 
an  hour  is  not  always  a  proper  speed.  Well, 
the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  has  not  intro- 
duced any  Bill  to  regulate  the  speed  of  rail- 
ways. He  can  sneer  at  the  member  for 
Lincoln  for  trying  to  do  his  duty  in  this 
House ;  at  all  events  the  member  for  Lin- 
coln is  backing  up  what  he  thinks  is  right 
by  practical  legislation  to  remedy  what  he 
thinks  is  wrong.  But  the  member  for  Hamil- 
ton thinks  that  the  speed  should  not  be  ten 
miles  an  hour ;  yet  be  was  here  when  that 
section  was  consolidated  in  1903,  he  has 
been  in  this  House  ever  since,  and  we  have 
board  from  him  once  in  a  while  on  railway 
matters,  but  he  has  not  made  any  attempt  to 
amend  this  Act,  he  has  not  said  by  practical 
legislation  that  he  thinks  section  227  is  bad 
legislation.  So  there  it  stands  upon  the 
statute-book  in  all  cases,  making  the  speed 
ten  miles  au  hour  in  every  thickly  peopled 
portion  of  every  city,  town  and  village.  I 
will  not  trouble  the  committee  any  longer 
iu  regard  to  this  matter.  It  is  manifest 
from  the  action  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
with  the  majority  be  has  in  this  House  and 
with  the  support  he  is  getting  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  supplemented  even  as  I  am 
by  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Peel  (Mr.  Mclntyre),  that  he  is  deter- 
mined to  defeat  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BARKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  have  allowed  me  one  moment  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  be  would  have  given 
me  an  opportunity  to  say  what  I  wished  to 
say.  What  1  was  going  to  say  when  I  asked 
li'm  to  allow  me  a  word  of  explanation  was 
this  :  That  when  the  hon.  gentlemen  in 
the.  Railway  Committee  referred  to  these 
rules  as  binding  on  every  person  throughout 
the  Dominion  so  that  no  man  could  take  the 
ordinary  proceedings  of  laying  a  complaint 
before  this  Railway  Commission  without 
acting  upon  all  these  rules,  employing  coun- 
sel, drawing  pleadings  and  doing  everything 
Mr.  LANCASTER. 


within  a  certain  number  of  days,  I  asked 
him  what  the  procedure  was,  and  were  these 
rules  Intended  for  such  cases.  I  went 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Hallway  Com- 
mission and  asked  him  what  the  pro- 
cedure was,  and  whether  these  rules  were 
intended  for  such  cases.  The  chairman  of 
the  Railway  Commission  Informed  me,  as 
he  would  inform  my  hon.  friend  from  Lin- 
coln if  he  thought  fit  to  ask  him,  that  the 
commission  will  act  upon  a  letter  from  any 
person  making  such  complaints  as  be  is 
referring  to  here ;  that  they  will,  when  a 
complaint  is  made,  send  au  engineer  to 
examine,  and  in  a  proper  case  the  commis- 
sion will  personally  visit  the  spot.  That  is 
all  I  wish  to  say -to  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
do  not  know  how  he  knew  what  I  was  going 
to  say,  but  it  is  usual  to  allow  a  person 
who  has  spoken  and  who  thinks  he  has 
been  misrepresented  to  give  a  word  of  ex- 
planation. I  did  not  get  that  courtesy  from 
the  hon.  gentleman.  These  rules  are  intend- 
ed for  very  large  and  important  cases,  where 
parties  are  opposed  and  represented  by  coun- 
sel. For  example,  there  has  been  going  on 
for  a  considerable  time  a  very  important 
dispute  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  where  two 
or  three  railway  companies  and  the  city 
are  interested,  and  where  they  have  three 
or  four  counsel  on  each  side.  There  would 
be  confusion  if  there  were  not  rules  to  ap- 
ply to  such  cases,  and  necessarily  with 
such  a  body  as  this  commission  is,  formal 
rules  for  such  matters  must  be  laid  down 
for  the  guidance  of  the  procedure.  But  to 
say  that  these  rules  are  intended  to  be  ap- 
plied to  a  gentleman  who  is  writing  to  the 
Railway  Commission,  or  making  a  com- 
plaint as  to  the  speed  of  trains,  or  as  to  a 
crossing,  or  that  he  Is  being  deprived  of 
anything  else — there  is  nothing  at  all  in  it 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  only  to  go  to 
Mr.  Killam,  or  to  any  member  of  the  com- 
mission, and  he  will  find  that  the  very  con- 
trary of  what  he  asserts  is  the  fact.  That 
is  all  I  desire  to  say  in  answer  to  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  just  said.  I  would  like 
to  ad<".  that  I  was  not  aware  1  was  sneering 
at  him.  I  was  telling  why  I  differed  from 
him,  and  I  think  I  have  the  same  right  to 
express  my  opinion  as  opposed  to  him  as 
he  has  to  introduce  and  advocate  this  Bill. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  proposed  amendment 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lancaster) 
has  introduced  contains  in  the  second  line 
from  the  last  the  words  '  by  a  watchman  or 
gates.'  It  strikes  me  that  the  amendment, 
as  it  appears  here,  would  hardly  fill  the  bill. 
It  would  require  to  be  :  by  a  watchman  or 
a  watchman  and  gates.'  because  you  could 
not  have  gates  unless  you  had  n.  watchman 
to  operate  them,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
necessary  to  move  an  amendment  of  that 
kind.  There  is  no  doubt  a  very  strong 
difference  of  opinion  between  tbose  who  be- 
lieve that  the  Railway  Commission  has . 
power  to  deal  with  these  dangerous  cross- 
ings  and  those  who  think  that  some  greater 
provision  should  be  made  In  this  regard. 
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There  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  contention  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Lin- 
coln (Mr.  Lancaster),  because  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  tbat  we  hare  a  large  number 
of  railway  crossings  in  this  country,  not 
alone  in  the  thlcklyrpeopled  portions  of 
cities,  towns  and  villages,  but  in  the  rural 
sections  as  well,  which  are  very  dangerous, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  there  are  very 
great  risks  and  much  loss  of  life  through- 
out the  Dominion  by  reason  of  these  dan- 
gerous crossings.  I  take  it  that  every  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  House  is  in  favour  of 
properly  protecting  the  public.  I  also  be- 
lieve that  the  railway  companies  are  care- 
ful, or,  at  all  events,  that  they  think  they 
are,  in  protecting  their  property  and  the 
lives  of  the  travelling  public  on  their  trains. 
If  people  by  carelessness  in  passing  over 
the  railway  tracks  are  injured  the  property 
of  the  company  is  liable  to  be  damaged  and 
loss  of  life  is  liable  to  occur  on  the  railway 
trains.  Therefore,  I  take  it  that  the  com- 
panies all  agree  that  there  shall  be  proper 
protection  provided  for  these  crossings,  and 
I  believe  that  they  will  not  unnecessarily 
cause  loss  of  life.  But  we  all  recognize  that 
in  a  sparsely  settled  country  like  this,  with 
the  railway  mileage  we  have,  it  is  a  very 
serious  problem  for  the  railway  companies 
to  meet.  It  is  an  expensive  problem,  and 
the  parliament  of  Canada  have  seen  fit  to 
place  in  the  power  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners the  right  to  deal  with  these  danger- 
ous crossings  as  they  are  brought  to  their 
notice  from  time  to  time.  The  only  weak- 
ness I  can  see  m  this  proposition  is  that  in 
view  of  the  large  number  of  dangerous 
crossings  in  this  country  In  thickly-settled 
parts  of  cities,  towns  and  villa-res.  it  v-n; 
take  the  Railway  Commission  such  a  lone 
time  to  protect  these  dangerous  crossings 
that  I  fear  much  loss  of  life  will  occur  in 
the  meantime.  That  is  the  weak  spot  In  the 
argument  in  favour  of  the  commissioners. 
I  think  something  ought  to  be  done  where- 
by the  attention  of  the  commissioners  would 
be  immediately  drawn  to  these  very  danger- 
ous crossings,  so  tbat  they  may  issue  orders 
to  have  them  protected  at  the  earliest  poss- 
ible moment.  If  something  could  be  done 
in  that  line,  we  ought  to  take  It  in  hand. 
I  do  not  wish  to  see  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  condemned  for  his  energy.  I 
think  he  is  rather  to  be  congratulated  on 
his  energy  in  pressing  this  proposed  mea- 
sure before  the  House.  I  think  it  will  have 
the  tendency  of  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  Railway  Commission  to  the  Importance 
of  this  very  serious  question,  and  it  will 
also  lead  the  railway  companies  to  believe 
that  greater  energy  must  be  put  forward  by 
them  in  order  to  have  these  serious  com- 
plaints attended  to  and  these  dangerous 
crossings  examined.  It  does  strike  me  tbat 
we  are  in  rather  a  dangerous  position  in 
dealing  with  this  proposed  legislation,  be- 
cause It  is  the  last  private  members'  day. 
and  supposing  that  we  carried  this  amend- 
ment, we  do  not  know  whether  the  Bill  will 
be  hung  up  or  not :  but  I  am  afraid,  from 


the  treatment  received  to-night,  that  there- 
is  not  much  chance  of  my  hon.  friend  suc- 
ceeding in  having  this  Bill  carried  through. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Shall  the  sec- 
tion be  adopted  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Before  the  vote  is  taken, 
if  it  is  understood  that  this  Bill  is  amended 
in  the  way  I  suggested,  I  would  be  very 
glad  to  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  Before  the  vote  is 
taken  I  would  like,  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to- 
read  the  amendment  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  There  is  no 
amendment. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  beg  to  move  tbat  the 
words  '  watchman  and '  be  inserted  be- 
tween the  words  '  or '  and  '  gates '  in  the 
second  line. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  The  section  would 
then  read  '  watchman  or  watchman  and 
gates '  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  will  accept  the 
amendment.  I  do  not  think  it  makes  any 
difference. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  promoter  of  this  Bill  if  application  has^ 
been  made  to  the  Railway  Commission. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  The  Postmaster 
General  is  out  of  order,  we  are  proceeding 
to  take  the  vote. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Am  I  out  of 
order,  Mr.  Chairman  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  question 
has  been  put,  and  we  are  now  asking  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

Section  negatived  :  Yeas  J2,  nays  49. 

The  committee  rose. 

ADJOURNMENT— RAILWAY  ACT 
AMENDMENT. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Hold  on.  I  have 
the  next  Bill  on  the  order  paper.  We  were 
told  to-night  that  this  would  be  the  last 
opportunity  to  discuss  public  Bills,  and  I 
will  only  consent  to  the  adjournment  if  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  assure  me  that  I 
will  be  allowed  to  discuss  this  Bill  of  mine 
in  connection  with  his  Bill  to  amend  the 
Railway  Act.  We  were  given  to  understand 
by  the  Minister"  of  Agriculture  that  the 
government  were  prepared  to  accept  prac- 
tically the  first  clause  of  my  Bill  which 
refers  to  the  control  of  express  rates  by  the- 
Railway  Commission.  Is  It  the  Intention  of 
the  government  to  do  that  this  session  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  would  like  to  say 
for  myself  at  any  rate,  that  there  Is  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  proposition  to 
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bring  express  companies  under  the  control 
of  the  Railway  Commission,  but,  I  say  It 
with  all  respect.  I  do  not  think  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  accomplish  the  ob- 
ject he  has  in  view.  There  are  a  great 
many  difficulties,  connected  with  the  control 
of  express  companies,  and  the  question 
would  have  to  be  considered  more  fully  than 
my  hon.  friend  seems  to  have  considered  it. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Do  I  understand 
that  the  government  has  no  Intention  of 
dealing  with  the  matter  this  session  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  That  is  quite  right. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Then  I  am  pre- 
pared to  go  on  with  my  Bill  to-night,  and 
leave  it  to  the  Postmaster  General  to  say 
what  we  shall  do. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  There  are  a 
number  of  Bills  on  the  order-paper  and  I 
suppose  the  gentleman  in  charge  would  like 
to  have  them  discussed,  but  that  would  be 
impossible  to-night.  Whether  or  not  there 
will  be  another  day  for  private  members 
depends  on  what  action  the  House  will  take 
on  the  motion  of  the  Prime  Minister.  On 
that  motion  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Maclean) 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  pressing  his 
views,  and  perhaps  he  can  convince  the 
House  that  the  subject  he  Is  interested  in  Is 
of  such  importance  that  at  least  one  more 
day  should  be  given  for  its  consideration. 
It  Is  not  to  be  expected  that  at  this  late 
hour  we  should  reach  a  conclusion  on  this 
very  important  Bill— what  is  the  Bill  about  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  To  bring  express 
companies  under  the  Railway  Act. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  is  a  very 
important  subject  and  although  a  quarter 
to  eleven  is  not  very  late,  It  Is  not  very 
early  and  probably  the  House  will  be  sitting 
somewhat  late  for  the  rest  of  the  week.  I 
leave  It  to  the  good  sense  of  my  hon.  friend 
whether  he  thinks  anything  would  be  ac- 
complished by  prolonging  the  sitting  to- 
Light. 

Mr.  BARKER.  This  Bill  is  n  very  impor- 
tant one,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Maclean)  wishes  to  proceed  he  should  be 
allowed  to  do  so  unless  be  has  an  assurance 
that  he  will  have  another  day  to  discuss  It. 
1  agree  with  the  Minister  of  Justice  that 
the  BUI  requires  a  great  deal  of  careful 
consideration,  and  in  my  belief  it  ought  be 
presented  by  the  government.  However, 
il  is  not  quite  fair  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Maclean)  should  be  prevented  from  go- 
ing on. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  should  be 
extremely  sorry  to  prevent  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  proceeding  with  his  measure, 
but  I  hardly  think  he  has  any  grievance  be- 
cause we  have  several  times  this  session 
gone  through  the  whole  order  paper  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  moved  his  Bill. 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


1  have  no  feeling  in  the  matter,  and  if  the 
House  desires  to  sit  until  to-morrow  morn- 
ing I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  admit  that  the 
Bill  was  called  several  times  this  session, 
but  I  Intended  doing  as  I  did  last  year, 
namely,  to  discuss  my  Bill  when  the  govern- 
ment proposed  its  Bill  dealing  with  the  Rail- 
way Act.  For  the  first  time  In  my  expe- 
rience I  was  prevented  from  doing  that,  be- 
cause I  was  told  that  it  was  bad  procedure 
to  do  bo  and  in  a  way  I  was  cut  out 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.    How  1 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Because  when  the 
government  Bill  was  being  discussed  I  ask- 
ed that  my  Bill  should  be  discussed  also, 
and  for  the  first  time  I  was  told  that  was 
not  good  parliamentary  procedure.  I  pro- 
tested strongly  against  the  Idea  that 
there  should  be  one  law  In  this  House 
with  respect  to  a  public  Bill  introduced 
by  the  government,  and  another  procedure 
for  private  members  Introducing  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  same  public  Act.  The  member  for 
Lincoln  was  sent  to  the  Railway  Committee, 
and  I  suppose  it  is  the  Intention  to  do  the 
same  thing  with  me,  but  if  the  government 
has  a  BUI  amending  the  Railway  Act  any 
member  ought  to  have  the  right  to  have  his 
amendments  to  the  same  Act  tacked  on  to 
the  government  BUI.  I  was  cut  out  of  my 
opportunity  to  proceed. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  never  cut  out ;  he  has  had 
many  opportunities  of  proceeding.  The  gov- 
ernment Bill  would  not  be  moved  on  private 
members  day,  and  the  hon.  member  as  well 
as  all  other  members  bad  full  right  of  way 
to  proceed  on  the  day  set  apart  for  that 
purpose.  He  has  had  opportunity  after  op- 
portunity of  doing  so,  but  never  once,  until 
this  moment,  did  I  bear  the  hon.  gentleman 
express  any  anxiety  to  go  on  with  his  mea- 
sure. Because  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
neglectful  of  his  interests,  he  now  pretends 
that  he  was  letting  the  matter  stand  over 
on  some  theory  of  his  own  that  he  could 
move  It  as  an  amendment  to  some  govern- 
ment measure. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  moved  It  In 
connection  with  the  government  measure, 
but  was  stopped  by  a  new  procedure  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  York  did  attempt  to  get  his  Bill  be- 
fore the  House.  He  moved  along  the  same 
line  that  was  allowed  last  year.  Up  to  that 
time  he  had  not  made  a  strenuous  effort  to 
press  the  Bill,  because  he  intended  to  bring 
it  up  in  connection  with  the  government 
Bill,  but  by  a  ruling  of  the  Chair  he  was 
deprived  of  that  opportunity. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  am  not  ask- 
ing what  he  may  have  attempted  to  do  in 
some  Irregular  way,  but  did  the  hon.  gentle- 
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man  ever  move  the  second  reading  of  his 
Bill  until  to-night? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    He  attempted  to  do  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  There  was 
nothing  to  prevent  his  attempting  to  move 
the  second  reading  on  any  Monday  before 
tonday. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Postmaster  General 
is  a  little  facetious,  but  it  seems  to  me  it  Is 
not  necessary.  Since  the  bon.  member  for 
South  York  attempted  to  move  his  measure 
and  was  shut  off  by  the  ruling  of  the  chair, 
he  has  not  had  an  opportunity  of  moving  It. 
But  what  I  was  going  to  suggest  is  that  It 
might  be  well  for  the  Postmaster  General 
to  consult  the  premier  and  see  if  we  can- 
not have  another  day  allowed  for  private 
members,  because  there  are  some  other  Im- 
portant Bills  on  the  paper. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  would  like 
that  one  point  cleared  up.  I  am  not  asking 
whether  or  not  the  bon.  member  for  South 
York  endeavoured  in  some  way  that  was 
really  out  of  order  to  make  progress.  I  ask 
whether  at  any  time  when  he  had  a  right  to 
do  It,  he  has  moved  the  second  reading  of 
his  Bill.  To  attempt  to  advance  his  Bill  in 
a  way  which  the  Speaker  rules  out  of  order 
is  not  an  honest  attempt  to  move  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  thought  I  made  it 
plain  enough  that  he  did  not  move  the 
second  reading  of  his  Bill,  and  I  gave  the 
reasons  why  he  did  not— that  he  intended 
to  follow  the  same  procedure  that  he  had 
followed  last  year  and  have  it  discussed  at 
the  same  time  that  the  Bill  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  was  up  for  discussion. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  If  this  is  going  to  be 
the  last  private  member's  day,  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  in  regard  to  my  Bill  No  44,  to 
amend  the  Act  respecting  certificates  to 
Master  and  Mates  of  Ships.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  will,  I  think,  concede  that  I  am 
justified  in  asking  that  a  special  day  be 
fixed  for  the  discussion  of  that  measure,  or 
else  that  we  be  allowed  another  private 
members'  day.  On  one  Monday  on  which 
this  Bill  was  called,  I  was  obliged  to  leave 
on  account  of  illness,  as  I  was  suffering 
from  a  violent  headache.  With  that  excep- 
tion I  was  here  on  every  occasion  ready  to 
press  the  Bill,  and  on  three  occasions  I  al- 
lowed it  to  stand  at  the  request  of  the  First 
Minister,  who  on  one  of  these  occasions 
promised  that  if  I  did  it  would  not  suffer, 
because  a  special  day  would  be  given  for  it 
if  private  members'  day  should  be  taken 
by  the  government.  I  would,  therefore, 
urge  on  the  government  that  private  mem- 
bers be  allowed  next  Monday,  when  we 
shall  probably  be  all  able  to  get  through 
with  the  matters  on  the  order  paper. 
Otherwise  I  shall  have  to  urge  on  the  Prime 
Minister  that  he  give  a  special  day  for  the 
discussion  of  my  Bill. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  argument 
my  hon.  friend  is  advancing  might  be  In 
order  on  motion  of  the  premier  to  take 
Monday.  If  the  premier  has  any  under- 
standing with  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  only  to  call  his  attention  to 
it  and  it  will  be  observed.  I  question 
whether  any  good  purpose  would  be  served 
by  entering  on  a  discussion  of  any  measure 
at  11  o'clock  at  night,  but  I  am  willing  to 
go  on  for  three  or  four  hours  if  hon.  gentle- 
men desire. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Of  course,  dis- 
cussion is  not  shut  off  by  these  tactics  of 
the  government  We  are  going  Into  supply 
on  four  days  In  the  week,  when  all  these 
questions  can  be  discussed  and  will  be  dis- 
cussed In  one  way  or  another,  but  I  would 
like  the  Postmaster  General  to  recommend 
to  the  premier,  after  the  discussion  that  has 
been  had  here  to-night,  that  private  mem- 
bers be  given  at  least  another  day. 

SIR  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  so  well  able 
to  plead  his  own  cause  that  he  does  not  re- 
quire any  assistance  on  my  part,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  put  the  premier  under  any  pledge 
in  the  •  matter.  My  hon.  friend  speaks  of 
these  tactics.  I  am  quite  willing,  If  the 
House  wishes  It,  to  withdraw  the  motion 
for  adjournment 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  if  woulld  be 
quite  in  order  for  the  Postmaster  General 
to  communicate  with  the  premier  the  re- 
quest that  has  been  made. 

Motion  agreed  to,  House  adjourned  at  11 
p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  March  28,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

QUESTION    OF    PRIVILEGE  —  SENSA- 
TIONAL REPORTS  IN  SOME 
NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  (Translation.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  desire  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  the  part  played 
by  some  newspaper  reporters  whose  duty  It 
is  to  acquaint  the  public  with  murder  cases 
and  other  sensational  crimes  which  unfor- 
tunately occur  now  and  then  in  this  coun- 
try. Thus,  we  see  in  '  La  Presse '  of  the 
18th  instant  that  a  reporter  of  that  news- 
paper boasts  of  his  having  extorted  con- 
fessions from  an  unfortunate  man  charged 
with  murder.  I  do  not  think  the  reporters 
have  the  right,  nor  that  it  is  their  duty,  to 
play  the  part  of  a  detective,  and  such  acts 
are  calculated  to  harm  n  person  who  Is 
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presumed  to  be  Innocent  until  found  guilty. 
It  seems  to  me  they  are  also  designed  to 
Injure  the  community  by  baffling  the  aims 
of  the  law. 

This  report  has  in  large  types,  among 
others,  tbe  following  heading  :  '  A  Visit  to 
the  Dungeon.'  Tbe  reporter  says  that  hav- 
ing asked  the  prisoner  several  questions 
he  added  : 

I  went  on  :  Yes.  that  woman  Sclater  has 
made  a  clean  breast  of  it.  and  this  very  day 
'  La  Presse  '  shall  Inform  its  readers  that  you 
are  really  the  murderer,  that  there  is  no  more 
doubt  about  that. 

I  understand  that  this  is  a  matter  more 
particularly  within  the  province  of  tbe 
local  government,  but  it  seems  to  nie  that 
such  conduct  is  inconsistent  with  our 
criminal  law  and  that  tbe  lion.  Minister  of 
Justice  should  take  some  steps  in  order 
to  put  a  stop  to  it.  It  is  with  that  end  In 
view  that  I  bring  this  matter  to  his  atten- 
tion. 

Hon.  CHAS.  FITZPATRICK  (Minister  of 
Justice).  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
attention  had  not  been  drawn  to  the  news- 
paper report  whicb  my  hon.  friend  hns  just 
read  to  this  House.  But  I  can  tell  him  I 
am  fully  in  accord  with  him  to  blame  such 
an  unjustifiable  interference  by  newspaper 
men  in  murder  cases.  On  the  other  band, 
I  must  remind  the  bou.  member  that  tbe 
administration  of  criminal  law  is  not 
within  tbe  jurisdiction  of  this  parliament, 
which  has  no  other  right  than  to  define  what 
constitutes  criminal  offences.  A  prisoner 
does  not  come  under  tbe  control  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  until  the  jury  have 
found  him  guilty  and  sentence  has  been 
passed  upon  him  by  tbe  court. 

VACANCY. 

Hon.  GEORGE  E.  FOSTER.  Before  tbe 
orders  of  tbe  day  are  called,  I  would  like 
to 'refer  to  tbe  issue  of  Mr.  Speaker's  writ 
with  respect  to  the  vacancy  in  Centre  To- 
ronto, and  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  by  the  government  to  give  effect 
to  that  writ  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime  Minis- 
ter). The  matter  has  been  referred  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  informs  me  that 
registration  will  need  to  take  place.  I  be- 
lieve he  has  attended  to  that ;  but  if  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Foster)  will  call  attention 
to  the  matter  to-morrow,  I  will  be  able  to 
give  a  more  definite  answer. 

Mr.  E.  B.  OSLER.  Do  I  understand  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  a  new  list  must 
be  prepared  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Registration 
must  take  place  for  manhood  suffrage  voters, 
1  understand. 

Mr.  OSLER.    Is  that  usual  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    I  believe  so. 
Mr.  L.AVERGXE. 


Mr.  OSLER.  I  understood  the  election 
was  to  be  held  on  the  lists  of  the  last  elec- 
tion that  had  taken  place. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  understand 
not.  The  last  lists  may  be  used,  I  believe, 
if  they  are  not  more  than  a  year  old.  But, 
In  any  case,  I  believe  there  must  be  a  regis- 
tration of  manhood  suffrage  voters. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Is  not  that  an  unusual 
course  to  take  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    I  think  not 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  understand  that  that  is 
not  the  course  taken  as  a  rule.  I  may  be 
misinformed,  but  I  believe  

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  am  pretty 
sure  my  hon.  friend  is  misinformed.  In  nny 
case  to-morrow  we  will  be  able  to  give  a 
final  answer. 

VACANCY  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  The 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  might 
condescend  to  add  a  word  as  to  when  the 
government  intend  to  fill  the  present  va- 
cancy in  the  cabinet  by  taking  In  a  repre- 
sentative from  the  Northwest  Territories. 
There  are  constituencies  out  there  where 
there  is  no  necessity  for  registration  be- 
fore an  election  takes  place. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  That  does  not 
occur  there. 

PROVINCIAL    GOVERNMENT    IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
provlnce  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  HENRI  BOURASSA  (Labelle).  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  resuming  the  debate  upon  what 
1  hold  to  be  tbe  most  important  piece  of 
legislation  that  has  been  discussed  by  the 
Canadian  parliament  since  confederation,  I 
feel  deeply  the  responsibility  resting  upon 
me  both  for  the  vote  I  shall  give  as  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House  and  for  the  opinions  I 
shall  express  to-day.  In  the  course  of  the- 
very  remarkable  speech  in  which  tbe  Prime- 
Minister  introduced  this  legislation  over  a 
month  ago,  I  was  especially  struck  with 
one  sentence,  and  that  sentence  has  remain- 
ed In  my  memory  ever  since.  Having  re- 
viewed the  legislation  through  which  these 
Territories  had  passed  since  their  entrance 
Into  confederation,  the  Prime  Minister  said  : 
'  Now  the  time  has  come  to  put  upon  these 
Territories  the  stamp  of  Canadian  nation- 
ality.' It  is  under  the  light  of  that  principle 
that  I  intend  to  carry  on  this  discussion. 
It  seems  to  be  that,  through  the  turmoil, 
passions  and  prejudices  that  have  been 
aroused,  In  sincerity  perhaps  on  the  part  of 
people,  but  surely  with  no  other  purpose  on 
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tbe  part  of  others  than  to  snatch  at  popular 
favour  at  the  expense  of  the  better  Judgment 
of  the  country— I  say  that  perhaps  through 
the  turmoil,  passions  and  prejudices  we 
have  been  passing  through  for  the  last 
month,  too  many  Canadian  citizens  and  Ca- 
nadian representatives  have  unfortunately 
forgotten  the  important  duty  they  have  to 
perform,  and  what  will  be  the  result  of  that 
duty.  Sir,  we  should  not  forget  that  those 
Territories  for  which  we  are  now  legislating 
will  probably  contain  within  half  a  century 
or  a  century,  one-half  the  population  of 
Canada  ;  therefore  if  we  have  any  interest 
in  what  is  going  to  be  the  future  of  our 
common  land,  we  should  be  very  careful  of 
all  the  articles  of  this  piece  of  legislation, 
&z  well  as  of  the  comments  we  make  upon 
them. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  discuss  at  any 
length,  or  even  to  discuss  at  all,  the  other 
features  of  this  Bill,  but  this  one  clause  so 
much  commented  upon— I  mean  tbe  school 
question.  However,  I  may  say  in  passing 
that  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  position 
that  was  taken  by  the  government  on  the 
land  question.  ■Starting  from  the  same 
point  of  view  I  have  Just  stated,  namely, 
that  we  must  put  the  stamp  of  Canadian 
nationality  on  these  Territories,  I  think  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  federal  government 
to  retain  within  their  powers  the  right  to 
legislate  over  the  granting  of  the  lands  upon 
which  one  half  of  the  population  of  Canada 
will  be  called  upon  at  no  distant  period  to 
live  and  to  prosper.  Although  I  have  the 
greatest  confidence  in  the  public  spirit  and 
patriotism  of  the  men  who  are  now  at  the 
head  of  public  affairs  in  the  Northwest 
Territories,  I  say  that  before  long  the  time 
may  come  when  they  will  not  be  powerful 
enough  to  resist  the  pressure  of  the  new- 
comers into  that  country,  men* that  have 
perhaps  no  interest  in  the  unity  of  Canada, 
who  are  not  attached  to  the  soil  of  Canada, 
who  have  had  no  part  in  the  past  history 
of  Canada,  and  who,  therefore,  by  numeri- 
cal strength,  may  try  to  force  some  ob- 
noxious legislation  on  the  government  of 
these  Territories.  I  say,  therefore,  that  for 
the  protection  of  the  Northwest  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  present  representatives  of  the 
Northwest,  for  the  protection  of  the  states- 
manship of  the  men  who  are  now  at  the 
head  of  affairs  there,  it  was  good  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  government  to  retain  the 
control  and  administration  of  the  public 
lands  in  the  Northwest. 

Now,  coming  to  the  question  that  has 
occupied  the  field  of  discussion  for  the  last 
month,  I  may  say  that  I  intend  to  discuss  It 
from  a  threefold  point  of  view  :  from  the 
constitutional  point  of  view,  from  the  reli- 
gious point  of  view  and  from  the  national 
point  of  view.  In  doing  so  I  shall,  as  it  is 
my  custom,  express  frankly  and  clearly 
what  I  believe  to  be  true,  and  in  doing  so  I 
hope  that  I  shall  not  offend  any  man  in  this 
House,  because  every  man  who  is  attached 
to  his  convictions  will  understand  that  in 
this  free  parliament  of  ours  every  true  con- 
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vicOon  should  be  frankly  and  sincerely  ex- 
pressed. I  may  say  at  once  that  if 
there  is  a  regrettable  feature  In  all  this 
discussion,  it  is  not  that  passions  have  been 
aroused,  it  is  not  that  prejudices  have  been 
raised.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  says  that  many  of  thfe 
passions  that  are  now. aroused  spring  from 
one  of  the  noblest  feelings  in  humanity,  they 
come  from  an  exaggeration,  or  from  a  per- 
version, of  that  which  constitutes  the  most 
stable  basis  of  a  nation,  namely,  attach* 
ment  to  religious  creed  and  attachment  to 
national  feeling.  The  men  who  are  com- 
mitting a  crime  against  this  nation  are 
those  who,  having  opinions  of  their  own, 
are  trying  to  shelter  themselves  under  a 
constitutional  pretense.  The  great  argu- 
ment which  is  being  used  by  the  opponents 
of  this  measure  is,  I  may  say,  the  shibbo- 
leth of  provincial  rights.  Now,  Sir,  there 
Is  no-  man  in  this  parliament  who  is  more 
attached  to  provincial  rights  than  I  am.  I 
am  the  descendant  of  a  race  that  has  claim- 
ed provincial  rights  for  many  years,  and 
Just  because  I  am  a  sincere  adherent  of 
provincial  rights,  I  say  that  if  provincial 
rights  are  going  to  be  maintained  in  this 
country,  they  cannot  be  maintained  on  any 
sham  basis,  they  can  only  be  maintained  on 
a  basis  of  equal  justice  to  every  part  of 
our  population  and  every  section,  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  What  are  pro- 
vincial rights  as  they  relate  to  the  school 
question  ?  I  am  not  going  into  an  acute 
analysis  of  every  word  and  every  letter  in 
the  text  of  the  law,  though  I  am  not  afraid 
to  take  up  the  study  of  the  constitutional 
question  with  any  man.  But  I  think  that 
once  In  a  while  when  lawyers  get  into  a 
muddle  about  small  points  of  law,  some- 
times a  cool  and  common  sense  outside; 
may  throw  a  little  light  upon  commou 
truths  that  are  too  much  forgotten  by  law- 
yers. 

A  few  days  ago  the  Prime  Minister  gave 
to  this  House  a  short  history  of  one  clause 
contained  In  our  national  constitution,  that 
clause  relating  to  school  matters.  But  to 
my  mind,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so, 
when  a  motion  was  made  in  this  House  in 
1893  by  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
then  the  member  for  L'Islet,  the  Prime 
Minister  gave  a  still  clearer  and  more  com- 
plete history  of  the  educational  policy  of 
Canada,  he  gave  us  the  true  origin  of  clause 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act  What 
was  that  origin  ?  That  although  for  a  cen- 
tury the  Protestant  minority  In  the  province 
of  Quebec  had  been  treated,  not  only  in  the 
most  just,  but  also  in  the  most  generous 
manner,  still  that  minority  was  averse  to 
joining  the  confederation  compact  unless 
their  privileges  and  rights  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  were  made  absolutely  secure.  There- 
upon it  was  proposed  that  the  same  measure 
of  guarantee  which  was  asked  by  the  Pro- 
testant minority  of  Quebec  should  be  given 
to  the  Catholic  minority  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  and  the  other  provinces.  Now,  Sir, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  there  was  at  that 
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time  something  of  the  same  feeling  that 
exists  now,  but  that  feeling  was  frank 
enough  not  to  take  refuge  In  legal  quibbles. 
It  was  stated  then,  as  it  is  now  outside  of 
this  parliament,  that  there  should  be  one 
rule  of  justice  for  the  Catholics  and  another 
rule  of  justice  for  Protestants ;  that  there 
should  not  be  one  law  for  both  the  Catho- 
lics and  Protestants,  but  that  the  Catholics 
should  have  one  law  requiring  them  to  re- 
spect the  Protestant  rights  in  the  province 
of  Quebec,  while  in  the  province  of  Ontario 
the  Catholics  should  rely  upon  the  generosi- 
ty of  the  majority.  Indeed,  the  Hon.  A.  T. 
Gait,  then  the  accredited  representative  of 
the  Protestant  minority  In  Quebec,  went  to 
England  to  secure  the  adoption  of  clause 
93.  Now,  eminent  legal  men  In  this  House, 
eminent  jurists,  have  tried  to  make  out  a 
case  that  this  clause  93  in  the  British  North 
America  Act  should  be  cut  In  two,  and  that 
wherever  a  Protestant  province  outside  of 
Ontario  is  concerned  you  should  read  only 
the  first  paragraph  of  it,  thereby  giving  an 
absolute  freedom  to  the  majority  to  do  what- 
ever they  like.  I  will  not  give  you  my  own 
authority,  I  will  not  give  you  the  authority 
of  any  man  of  my  creed  and  nationality  in 
opposing  the  proposition  laid  down  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  and  by  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  ;  I  will  go  to  the  highest  authority  in 
this  empire  to  prove  that  this  argument  is 
but  a  sham  pretense,  because  the  opposition 
in  this  parliament  is  afraid  on  the  one  hand 
to  grant  justice  to  the  minority  in  the  west 
and  Is  afraid  on  the  other  hand  to  state  it 
frankly  before  the  people  of  Quebec. 

When  the  British  North  America  Act  was 
presented  to  the  British  parliament,  Lord 
Carnarvon  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  and  was  responsible  for  the  legis- 
lation as  such,  and  Lord  Carnarvon  has 
given  a  definition  of  what  were  the 
respective  powers  of  the  federal  and 
provincial  authority.  I  respectfully  beg  the 
liberty  of  commending  that  opinion  of  Lord 
Carnarvon  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
in  this  House.  That  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  has  charged  the  government  with 
trying  to  confuse  the  federal  and  the  pro- 
vincial powers  in  this  Bill,  and  throughout 
the  country  the  press  has  stated  that  edu- 
cation belonged  to  the  provinces,  and  that 
there  was  no  interference  of  the  federal 
parliament  possible  In  educational  matters, 
unless  in  Ontario  and  Quebec.  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  powers  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  are  divided  into  three  classes  ; 
those  that  belong  exclusively  to  the  federal 
government  in  clause  91 ;  those  that  be- 
lcDg  exclusively  to  the  provinces  in  clause 
92 ;  and  those  questions  on  which  both 
the  federal  and  provincial  parliaments  have 
concurrent  Jurisdiction.  A  clearer  defi- 
nition was  given  in  the  British  parliament 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced  there,  and  I 
suppose  we  will  all  accept  the  good  British 
theory  that  if  there  is  a  division  of  opinion 
as  to  the  effect  of  a  law,  we  must  go  to 
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the  real  thought  of  the  enacting  legislature 
in  order  to  properly  understand  it  Lord 
Carnarvon  said  in  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  19th  of  February,  1867,  when  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  British  North 
America  Act : 

In  this  Bill  the  division  of  powers  has  been 
mainly  effected  by  a  distinct  classification. 

Does  he  say  that  the  classification  Is 
threefold  ?  No,  sir. 

That  classification  is  fourfold  :  First,  those 
subjects  of  legislation  which  are  attributed  to 
the  central  parliament  exclusively.  Secondly, 
those  which  belong  to  the  provincial  legisla- 
ture exclusively.  Third,  those  which  are  the 
subject  of  concurrent  legislation,  and  fourth,  a 
particular  clause  which  is  dealt  with  excep- 
tionally. 

He  then  enumerates  the  powers  that  be- 
long to  the  provinces  and  the  powers  that  be- 
long to  the  federal  parliament,  none  of  which 
includes  education  ;    and  he  continues  : 

Lastly,  in  the  93rd  clause  which  contains  the 
exceptional  provisions  to  which  I  refer,  your 
lordships  will  observe  some  rather  complicated 
arrangement  In  reference  to  education.  I  need 
hardly  say  that  that  great  question  gives  rise 
to  nearly  as  much  earnestness  and  division  of 
opinion  on  that  as  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
This  clause  has  been  framed  after  long  and 
anxious  controversy  in  which  all  parties  have 
been  represented  and  on  conditions  to  which  all 
have  given  their  consent.  The  object  of  the 
clause  is  to  secure  

Complete  autonomy  to  the  provinces  ?  No, 
Sir. 

The  object  of  the  clause  is  to  secure  to  the 
religious  minority  of  one  province  the  same 
rights,  privileges  and  protection  which  the  re- 
ligious minority  of  another  province  may  enjoy. 
The  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  Upper  Canada, 
the  Protestant  minority  of  Lower  Canada,  and 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the  maritime 
provinces  will  thus  stand  on  a  footing  of  entire 
equality. 

It  is  true  that  the  origin  of  that  clause 
was  a  compact  between  the  delegates  from 
Upper  Canada  and  the  delegates  from  Lower 
Canada,  but  fortunately  at  that  time  there 
were  at  the  head  of  both  parties  in  this  coun- 
try men  who  bad  enough  sense  of  justice  to 
understand  that  In  laying  the  basis  of  our 
confederation  the  result  of  a  compact  be- 
tween the  provinces  should  be  crystallized 
under  law  into  a  triumphant  principle,  and 
it  was  that  principle  which  was  embodied 
i:j  this  clause— not  to  furnish  arguments  to 
legal  quibblers  who  might  come  thirty  years 
later,  but  on  the  contrary,  to  lay  down  as 
the  basis  of  justice  in  this  Dominion,  that 
u  man,  in  whatever  province  of  Canada  he 
may  choose  his  abode,  can  rest  assured  that 
justice  and  equality  will  reign  and  that  no 
matter  what  the  majority  may  attempt  to 
do  they  cannot  persecute  the  minority. 

Later  on  an  interpretation  was  put  upon 
that  clause  of  the  British  North  America 
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Act,  or  to  be  more  correct  perhaps  I  should 
say.  upon  the  spirit  of  that  clause,  by  the 
highest  tribunal  of  the  empire.  When  the 
Manitoba  school  question  arose  it  was  argu- 
ed by  the  counsel  representing  Manitoba, 
as  it  has  been  argued  here  during  this  debate 
that  the  exceptions — or  rather  that  the  sub- 
sections to  clause  93 — applied  only  to  the 
provinces  then  existing,  and  even  only  to 
the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  It 
was  therefore  contended  that  the  power  of 
Interference  that  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba 
were  claiming  from  this  parliament,  was 
inconsistent  with  provincial  autonomy  in 
.  matters  of  education.  What  was  Lord  Her- 
schel's  answer  to  that  contention  In  his 
judgment  ?   I  shall  read  it : 

'Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  case  it  may  be 
well  to  notice  the  arguments  urged  by  the  re- 
spondent, that  the  construction  which  their 
lordships  have  put  upon  the  2nd  and  8rd  sub- 
sections of  section  22  ot  the  Manitoba  Act  is 
inconsistent  with  the  power  conferred  upon 
the  legislature  ot  the  province  to  exclusively 
make  laws  in  relation  to  education.  The 
argument  Is  fallacious.  The  power  con- 
ferred is  not  absolute,  but  limited.  It  is  exer- 
cisable only  '  subject  and  according  to  the 
following  provisions.'  The  subsections  which 
follow,  therefore,  whatever  be  their  true  con- 
struction, define  the  conditions  under  which 
alone  provincial  legislatures  may  legislate  In 
relation  to  education,  and  Indicate  the  limita- 
tions imposed  on,  and  the  exceptions  from,  their 
power  of  exclusive  legislation.  Their  right  to 
legislate  Is  not  Indeed,  properly  speaking,  ex- 
clusive, for  in  the  case  specified  in  subsection 
3  the  parliament  of  Canada  is  authorized  to 
legislate  on  the  same  subject.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  such  inconsistency  as  was  suggested. 

I  am  just  as  ready  to  take  my  legal  au- 
thority on  this  question  from  Lord  Herschel 
and  Lord  Carnarvon  as  from  Mr.  Haultaln 
or  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  education  is  not  the 
only  subject  upon  which  federal  and  pro- 
vincial Jurisdiction  come  in  conflict  once 
in  a  while.  The  provinces  have  the  ex- 
clusive right  to  legislate  on  civil  matters, 
but  every  day  we  are  passing  laws  here  in 
relation  to  railways  and  in  relation  to  bank- 
ing and  commerce  which  interfere  with  the 
provincial  powers.  Where  are  these  up- 
holders of  provincial  rights  ?  A  province  in 
this  fair  Dominion,  some  three  or  four  years 
ago,  passed  laws  in  relation  to  labour  by 
which  it  endeavoured  to  exclude  a  certain 
class  of  people  from  their  territory.  The 
federal  government  disallowed  that  law  be- 
cause it  was  against  the  interest  of  the 
British  government.  Where  were  the  apos 
ties  of  provincial  rights  then  ?  If  I  may  say 
it,  I  was  the  only  man  to  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  proclaim  that  the  province  of 
British  Columbia  had  a  right  to  exclude 
Asiatic  labour.  Those  gentlemen  who  seem 
to  be  so  sincere  when  they  claim  that  pro- 
vincial rights  should  be  the  basis  of  our 
constitution,  should  not  do  as  was  done  in 
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the  United  States  when  state  rights  were 
invoked  by  men  who  wanted  to  retain  on  the 
fair  flag  of  the  United  States  the  abomin- 
able stain  of  slavery.  I  say  to  these  gen- 
tlemen In  this  House  who  act  thus  that  if 
they  want  to  have  peace  and  harmony  In 
this  country ;  if  they  desire  that  every 
citizen  of  Canada  shall  feel  that  Canada  Is 
his  country,  then  let  not  these  gentlemen 
come  here  and  speak  of  provincial  rights 
if  their  object  Is  to  make  provincial  rights 
an  instrument  of  tyranny  and  injustice. 

Mr.  Haultaln,  In  his  letter  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  has  admitted  frankly  that  section 
93  applied  evidently  to  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories—in fact,'  that  the  moment  the  North- 
west Territories  became  a  province,  that 
section  applied  mechanically  from  the  day 
they  were  admitted  Into  confederation,  that 
is,  in  the  month  of  July,  1870.  Here  again 
I  find  shelter  for  my  dissent  from  the  opin- 
ion of  Mr.  Haultain  in  the  opinion  of  an- 
other man  learned  In  the  law— I  mean  Lord 
Watson,  of  the  Privy  Council.  When  the 
argument  in  the  Manitoba  case  was  pro- 
ceeding before  the  Privy  Council,  Lord 
Watson  Interrupted  Mr.  Cozens  Hardy,  one 
of  the  counsels  in  that  case,  and  what  did 
he  say  about  the  very  clause  so  frequently 
discussed  in  this  House — clause  146,  which 
authorizes  the  federal  government  to  admit 
into  the  union  the  Northwest  Territories, 
and  to  carve  provinces  out  of  them  ?  He 
said  : 

The  Imperial  legislature  in  the  Act  ot  1867 
left  niches  to  be  filled  by  other  provinces.  As 
soon  as  those  other  provinces  came  In  they 
were  within  the  terms  of  section  93,  but  I  quite 
admit.  In  this  case,  the  terms  upon  which  Mani- 
toba came  into  the  federation  were  settled 
by  the  Dominion  parliament,  otherwise  they 
could  not  have  exempted  Manitoba  from  the 
provisions  of  section  93. 

We  have  here  the  opinion  of  Lord  Wat- 
son that  the  federal  parliament  acted  with- 
in its  jurisdiction  when  it  exempted  Mani- 
toba from  all  the  provisions  of  section  93, 
that  is,  when  it  claimed  for  Manitoba  the 
rights  under  section  22  of  the  Manitoba  Act 
as  opposed  to  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  which  departed  materially 
from  it.  Therefore  we  have  here  the  dis- 
sent of  Lord  Watson  from  the  opinion  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Haultaln  and  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  that  we  must  accept  sectioa 
93  without  modification  as  applicable  to 
these  provinces. 

But,  Sir,  I  suppose  that  when  the  North- 
west Territories  were  admitted  into  con- 
federation, the  Canadian  parliament  meant 
what  it  said.  1  take  also  for  granted  that 
when  the  Imperial  Order  in  Council  was 
adopted,  the  imperial  government  knew 
what  It  did.  Upon  what  terms  were  those 
Territories  admitted  ?  I  will  again  read 
section  146  to  show  the  point  I  want  to 
I  make.    That  section  says  : 
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It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Queen,  by  and  with 
the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable 
Privy  Council,  on  addresses  from  the  Houses 
of  parliament  of  Canada,  and  from  the  Houses 
of  the  respective  legislatures  of  the  colonies 
or  provinces  of  Newfoundland,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia,  to  admit  those 
colonies  or  provinces,  or  any  of  them.  Into  the 
union,  and  on  address  from  the  houses  of  the 
parliament  of  Canada  to  admit  Rupert's  Land 
and  the  Northwestern  Territory,  or  either  of 
them,  into  the  union,  on  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions In  each  case  as  are  in  the  addresses 
expressed  and  as  the  Queen  thinks  fit  to  ap- 
prove, subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  ; 
and  the  provisions  of  any  Order  in  Council  in 
that  behalf  shall  have  effect  as  if  they  had 
been  enacted  by  the  parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Moreover,  what  were  the  terms  of  the 
address'  that  was  voted  by  the  federal  par- 
liament on  the  12th  of  December,  1867,  to 
admit  Rupert's  Land  and  the  Northwest 
Territories?  I  will  just  read  the  two  para- 
graphs which  are  of  Interest : 

That  the  welfare  of  a  sparse  and  widely 
scattered  population  of  British  subjects  of 
European  origin,  already  Inhabiting  these  re- 
mote and  unorganized  Territories  would  be 
materially  enhanced  by  the  formation  therein 
of  political  institutions  

—and  I  ask  the  House  to  weigh  these 
words  : 

— bearing  analogy,  as  far  as  circumstances  will 
admit,  to  those  which  exist  In  the  several  pro- 
vinces of  this  Dominion. 

That  we  do  therefore  most  humbly  pray,  that 
Tour  Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased,  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  Tour  Most  Honourable 
Privy  Council  to  unite  Rupert's  Land  and  the 
Northwestern  Territory  with  this  Dominion, 
and  to  grant  to  the  parliament  of  Canada 
authority  to  legislate  for  their  future  welfare 
and  good  government ;  and  we  most  humbly 
beg  to  express  to  Tour  Majesty  that  we  are 
willing  to  assume  the  duties  and  obligations  of 
government  and  legislation  as  regards  these 
Territories. 

What  were  the  terms  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  23rd  of  June,  1870.  in  reply 
to  this  address  ? 

It  is  hereby  ordered  and  declared  by  Her 
Majesty,  &c.  .  that  from  and  after  the  16th 
day  of  July,  1870,  the  said  Northwestern  Terri- 
tory shall  be  admitted  into  and  become  part  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  upon  terms  and  con- 
ditions set  forth  In  the  first  hereinbefore  re- 
cited address,  and  that  the  parliament  of 
Canada  shall  from  the  day  aforesaid  have  full 
power  and  authority  to  legislate — 

For  the  provisional  welfare  ?   No.  Sir  ; 

— for  the  future  welfare  and  good  government 
of  the  said  Territory. 

Mr.  Haultaln's  contention  is  that  the  pow- 
ers exercised  under  that  Order  in  Council 
were  provisional,  and  that  the  moment  we 
pass  this  legislation  those  powers  are  wiped 
out  and  the  educational  provisions  of  the 
law  of  1875  are  abolished  in  the  Northwest, 
because,  he  says,  you  could  only  give  pro- 
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visional  powers,  and  tbe  moment  you  create 
provincial  government,  the  new  provinces 
must  have  tbe  same  powers  as  the  other 
provinces. 

Now,  the  history  of  the  legislation  of 
1875  has  been  given  in  this  debate.  The 
origin  of  that  Act,  which  was  introduced 
by  Mr.  Mackenzie  at  Mr.  Blake's  request, 
was  stated  in  the  debates  of  those  days. 
Was  it  enacted  that  separate  schools  should 
exist  In  the  Northwest  Territories  only  for 
the.  time  that  they  should  be  under  our 
care  and  supervision  ?  Was  it  only  a  pro- 
visional disposition  ?  No.  Mr.  Blake  stated 
that  we  should  avoid  Introducing  into  that 
new  country  the  religious  disputes  that 
had  existed  in  the  other  provinces,  because 
the  parliament  of  Canada  wanted  to  In- 
vite Roman  Catholics  to  settle  In  the 
Northwest  Territories  as  freely  as  any 
other  class  of  people.  Was  It  hlnrted 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  who  went  there 
to  settle  would  have  the  liberty  of  edu- 
cation, as  long  as  the  provisional  govern- 
ment existed,  but  that  the  moment  this  par- 
liament, which  had  given  its  pledge  of 
honour  that  that  liberty  should  exist  for  all 
time  to  come,  formed  a  provincial  govern- 
ment, that  government  would  be  free  to 
wipe  out  this  privilege  ?  After  a  man  had 
tilled  the  soil  for  twenty-nve  or  thirty 
years  In  the  hope  that  his  children  would 
reap  the  benefit  of  his  labour  and  have  the 
same  liberty  that  he  had  enjoyed,  was  it  In- 
tended that  the  federal  parliament  should 
then  say  to  him  :  '  You  shall  have  your  lib- 
erty no  longer '  and  leave  him  at  the  mercy 
of  the  majority  which  has  given  evidence 
that  it  would  not  permit  bim  to  have  that 
freedom  ?  I  say  that  if  this  parliament 
acted  in  good  faith  In  1875 — and  I  do  not 
want  to  presume  that  Mr.  Blake.  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  Alex- 
ander Campbell  were  men  who  did  not  act 
in  good  faith  towards  the  people  who  would 
settle  there— we  are  bound  in  honour,  what- 
ever may  be  the  text  of  the  law  or  the  ar- 
guments of  quibblers — If  we  are  not  bound 
by  a  sheet  of  paper,  we  are  bound  by  the 
honour  of  this  parliament,  and  by  the  mem- 
ory of  the  men  who  made  confederation — 
men  like  Mr.  Mackenzie,  Mr.  Blake,  Sir 
John  Macdonald  and  Sir  Alexander  Camp- 
bell—to be  true  to  the  pledge  they  gave 
and  to  prove  that  those  statesmen  were  not 
perjurers. 

But  how  is  it  that  Mr.  Haultain  and 
tbe  leader  of  the  opposition,  with  their  great 
care  for  provincial  rights,  have  not  a  word 
to  say  against  the  maintenance  of  the  con- 
tract with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  which  was  passed  by  this  parlia- 
ment ?  Where  are  provincial  rights  In 
that  case  ?  Where  Is  the  theory  of  Mr. 
Haultain,  that  everything  we  did  before 
this  was  provisional,  and  that  we  cannot 
restrict  the  new  provinces  ?  Mr.  Haul- 
tain, the  leader  of  the  opposition  and  the 
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taon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule), 
are  willing  that  we  should  Impose  on  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  w  all 
time  to  come  the  incubus  of  that  legisla- 
tion. If  we  are  going  outside  of  our  powers 
in  trying  to  maintain  the  Act  of  1875,  In  the 
matter  of  education,  how  Is  It  that  we  are 
acting  within  our  powers  in  maintaining  the 
contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail- 
way  as  regards  the  taxation  of  property  In 
those  Territories  ?  At  different  Intervals, 
while  listening  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  BUI,  I  was  reminded  of  a 
saying  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  And  of  Sir 
Charles  this  must  be  said,  and  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  on  both  sides,  whatever 
may  be  our  views  regarding  him  in  other 
respects,  that  he  was  always  frank  and 
outspoken.  He  never  tried  to  shelter  him- 
self behind  small  texts  of  law.  I  well  re- 
member a  sentence  he  uttered  once  during 
the  debate  on  the  Manitoba  school  question. 
Being  taunted  one  day  with  not  being  versed 
in  the  law  and  being  told  that  he  bad  better 
not  mix  himself  up  with  those  legal  texts, 
the  old  gentleman  said  :  If  to  be  a  lawyer 
means  that  one  must  confine  himself  to  texts 
of  law  and  forget  the  difference  between 
truth  and  untruth,  I  thank  Heaven  I  am  not 
a  lawyer.  Sir,  at  one  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  I  was  forcibly 
reminded  of  that  declaration  of  bis  predeces- 
sor. It  was  when  turning  to  the  Orange 
section  of  his  party — I  would  rather  not  refer 
to  the  fact  but  it  was  patent  to  everybody— 
he  said  :  If  the  government  will  show  me  a 
written  contract  In  the  case  of  education 
such  as  exists  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  I  am  ready  to  abide  by 
its  maintenance.  I  am  afraid,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  in  his  study  of  texts  and  legal  quibbles, 
my  hon.  friend  has  forgotten  one  of  the 
basic  principles  of  law,  and  that  is  that  the 
written  document  Is  not  the  contract.  What 
is  really  the  contract  is  the  agreement  en- 
tered Into  between  the  two  parties,  and  the 
written  document  is  only  the  evidence  of 
that  agreement.  I  will  go  further.  Written 
contracts  were  Invented  by  legislators  when 
men  became  dishonest  enough  not  to  be 
true  to  their  pledges  and  In  order  to  guard 
against  dishonesty.  But  If  we  are  bound 
by  our  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  If  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition and  his  followers  are  not  strong 
enough  to  oppose  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, are  we  not  bound  by  a  far  greater 
bond  to  the  minority  in  the  west,  if  there  is 
any  sense  of  justice  and  honour  in  this 
parliament  ?  Are  we  not  bound  by  the 
promise  made  by  the  highest  statesmen  of 
this  country  to  the  fathers  of  families  who 
settled  In  these  Territories,  relying  on  the 
word  of  honour  of  the  Canadian  parliament  ? 
Are  we  not  bound  in  honour  by  the  word 
given  to  two  millions  of  our  fellow  subjects 
of  His  Majesty,  that  in  those  Territories, 
which  were  bought  with  their  money  as  well 


as  the  money  of  the  majority,  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  the  freedom  of  conscience  of 
the  minority  would  be  respected  ?  Ttys  is 
a  fact  which  should  not  be  forgotten.  With- 
out going  again  into  a  deep  and  fine  study 
of  the  question  whether  those  Territories 
became  part  of  the  union  in  1870  or  whether 
those  new  provinces  are  entering  the  union 
now,  there  is  one  thing  we  know,  and  that 
is  that  they  were  purchased  and  paid  for  by 
the  people  of  Canada  as  a  whole.  We  know 
that  every  dollar  which  has  been  spent  on 
the  development  of  that  country,  we  know 
that  the  millions  of  dollars  which  have  been 
expended  to  bring  foreign  people  Into  It 
were  contributed  by  Roman  Catholics  as 
well  as  Protestants.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
there  Is  one  principle  upon  which  I  think  we 
ean  safely  appeal  to  the  spirit  of  justice  of 
any  English  speaking  majority,  It  Is  that 
every  man  Is  equal  before  the  collector  of 
taxes.  Therefore  I  say  that  when  we  are 
considering  the  rights  and  the  law  and  the 
constitution,  this  very  simple  fact  should 
not  be  forgotten.  May  I  not  go  a  little 
further  ?  May  I  not  make  a  special  appeal, 
not  to  my  compatriots  but  to  the  English 
ftpeaktng  majority  of  this  parliament,  to 
pause  and  consider  a  little  what  the  French 
Canadians  have  done  for  the  opening  up  and 
development  of  that  country. 

When  the  English  settlers  of  His  Ma- 
jesty were  still  on  the  banks  of  the 
Atlantic  and  had  not  crossed  the  Ohio  and 
the  Missouri.  French  Canadian  priests, 
French  Canadian  traders  and  settlers  had 
opened  up  that  country.  I  shall  go  further. 
If  there  Is  one  thing  which  ought  to  make 
a  Canadian  proud  of  his- country,  it  is  the 
contrast  between  the  relations  that  have 
existed  In  Canada  between  the  white  and 
the  red  men  and  those  relations  which  have 
existed  between  these  two  races  In  the 
neighbouring  republic.  Admitting  that  some 
credit  Is  due  to  the  policy  of  the  government, 
long  before  governments  existed,  long  before 
any  law  was  Introduced  into  that  country, 
Catholic  priests  had  gone  there  ;  and  if  those 
pioneers  of  Christian  faith  had  not  200 
years  ago  gone  into  that  country  to  preach 
the  law  of  charity  and  Christian  civilization, . 
we  would  have  had  repeated  in  Canada  the 
same  sad  lamentable  story  of  wars  between 
the  white  and  the  red  man  which  has 
marked  the  history  of  the  United  States. 
The  peace  of  this  western  country  of  ours 
has  been  due  to  the  good  seed  of  charity, 
civilization  and  enlightenment  which  was 
sown  there  years  ago  by  the  members 
of  that  hierarchy  which  is  now  trying  to 
impose  its  will  upon  the  tender  consciences 
of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion and  Mr.  Haultaln.  Let  me  proceed 
further,  and  point  out  that  in  1870  there  was 
a  rebellion  in  that  country,  and  a  rebellion 
which  has  been  justified  by  history  and  by 
the  testimony  of  many  public  men.  On 
what  did  tiie  government  of  Canada  then 
rely  to  appease  those  people  ?  Did  it  rely  on 
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armaments  and  rifles  ?  No,  It  relied  on 
still  more  effective  means.  Were  there  then 
any. cries  raised  about  the  powerful  domin- 
ation of  the  hierarchy  ?  No,  the  Prime 
Minister  of  that  day,  Sir  John  Macdonald, 
begged  Archbishop  TachG,  who  was  then  in 
Rome,  for  Heaven  sake,  to  come  back  at 
once  to  Canada  and  establish  peace  in  the 
Red  River  settlement.  There  is  no  hesita- 
tion to  call  in  the  hierarchy,  when  we  can 
benefit  by  its  aid.  As  the  editor  of  ',La 
Pa  trie'  very  happily  put  it  the' other  day  : 
What  we  are  denied  is  not  our  right  to  pay. 
Oh,  no,  it  is  our  right  to  have  full  freedom. 
Archbishop  Tache  acted  at  once  on  this 
appeal.  He  abandoned  his  functions  at  the 
Ecumenical  Council  at  Rome  and  came  to  i 
the  Red  River  settlement,  and  on  his  way 
stopped  at  Ottawa  to  meet  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald. '  Take  any  steps,  said  Sir  John  to 
him,  to  appease  the  Indians  and  the  half- 
breeds.'  Archbishop  Tache  however  did  not 
want  to  impose  any  pledges  on  politicians 
which  perhaps  they  would  not  be  strong 
enough  to  keep,  and  all  he  promised  the 
native  population  was  that  the  division  of 
their  lands  would  be  respected  and  that  they 
would  have  the  free  exercise  of  their  re- 
ligion and  the  schools  they  preferred  for 
their  children.  What  has  become  of  those 
pledges  ?  The  lands  were  divided  against 
the  wishes  of  those  people  and  a  second  re- 
bellion took  place — a  rebellion  which  has 
been  justified  by  no  less  an  authority  than 
Colonel  Denison  who  will  not  be  charged 
with  disloyalty  and  French  demagogy. 

What  has  become  of  the  religious  liberty, 
of  the  liberty  of  teaching  of  the  Catholic 
population  of  the  Northwest  ?  It  has  been 
abolished  in  Manitoba,  against  all  pledges, 
against  all  words  of  honour  ;  and  the  author 
of  that  legislation  can  gain  applause  In  this 
House  by  saying :  '  If  I  have  a  title  to  the 
approval  and  support  of  the  people  of  Can- 
ada, it  is  because  I  have  gone  back  upon 
the  pledges  given  in>  the  name  of  the  Queen 
of  England  to  a  law-abiding  and  peaceful 
population.'  This,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  what  we 
have  come  to.  And  now  we  are  called  upon 
to  bow  to  this  storm  of  feeling  that  has  been 
aroused  and  to  allow  a  still  greater  Invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  that  territory. 
It  is  time  to  face  the  storm.  The  pow- 
ers that  have  raised  that  storm  do  not  de- 
serve that  we  should  acknowledge  their 
sovereignty.  The  principle  of  provincial 
rights  is  against  them.  The  constitution 
is  against  them.  The  law  is  against  them. 
Past  pledges  are  against  them.  I  will  go 
further  and  say  that  a  religious  principle 
Is  at  stake  In  this  matter. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  capitulation  of 
Montreal,  in  1760,  and  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
of  1763,  the  free  exercise  of  the  Catholic 
religion  was  promised  to  the  settlers  who 
remained  in  Canada.  And  I  say  that  there 
is  no  free  exercise  of  the  Catholic  religion 
unless  the  Catholic  parent  has  the  full  right 
to  give  to  bis  child  the  education  he  wishes 
to  give  according  to  bis  conscientious  be- 
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iiefs.  It  is  strange  that  there  should  exist 
in  this  country  a  prepossession  in  the  minds 
of  some  people  to  the  effect  that  in  matters  of 
education  Roman  Catholics  have  nothing  to 
complain  of  if,  in  the  public  schools  aided 
by  the  government,  there  Is  no  sectarian 
education.  As  against  this,  let  me  put  the 
authority,  not  of  Roman  Catholics,  not  of 
French  Canadians,  not  of  Canadian  politi- 
cians, but  of  members  of  the  Privy  Council. 
During  the  appeal  cases  on  the  Manitoba 
school  question  this  argument  to  which  I 
have  referred  was  brought  forward — that 
there  was  no  injustice  under  the  laws  of 
Manitoba,  that  the  Catholics  were  on  exact- 
ly the  same  footing  as  all  others  with  re- 
spect to  education,  because  education  in  the 
public  schools  was  perfectly  non-sectarian. 
What  did  Lord  Watson  say  about  that  ? 

These  kind  ot  questions  were  more  or  less 
burning  questions  in  Great  Britain  about  the 
year  1865  or  1866.  and  during  the  whole  of  that 
period,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  and  experience 
goes,  there  were  large  classes  of  Protestants, 
and  especially  Presbyterian  Protestants,  who- 
I  am  glad  to  see  are  recognized  as  Christians 
In  Manitoba,  who  were  in  favour  of  secular 
education,  and  think  that  religious  education 
ought  to  be  Imparted  in  the  family,  or  by  the 
church,  and  not  In  a  secular  school,  where  they 
are  learning  the  rudiments  of  knowledge.  On 
the  other  hand  there  are  a  great  number  of 
Episcopalian  Protestants  who  take  a  different 
view  ;  but  I  have  never  yet  met  a  Roman 
Catholic  who  took  that  view. 

» 

And  what  did  Lord  Morris  say  later  on  ? 
The  point  had  been  urged  that  the  Catho- 
lics ought  to  accept  these  schools,  and  Lord 
Morris  said  : 

But  what  Is  the  use  of  discussing  other  mat- 
ters ?  Nobody  can  deny  that  Roman  Catholics 
cannot  avail  themselves  of  the  system. 

And  Lord  Watson,  speaking  especially  of 
the  idea  of  the  denominational  school  in  the 
mind  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  said  : 

I  rather  think  that  the  original  idea, 
of  denominational  schools  Is  a  school  of 
a  sect  of  people  who  are  desirous  that  their 
own  religion  should  be  taught  in  It,  and  taught 
in  their  own  way— a  doctrinal  religion  ;  and 
not  only  taught  because  religion  Is  taught  in 
a  non-sectarian  school,  but,  In  the  view  ot  those 
who  founded  denominational  schools  originally,, 
the  theory  was  that  their  views  of  religion  and 
teaching  of  their  religion  should  permeate  and 
run  through  all  the  education  given  in  the 
school — that,  whethsr  it  were  rudimentary 
science  or  anything  else,  there  should  be  an 
innoculation  of  the  youthful  mind  with  par- 
ticular religious  views. 

And,  in  the  judgment  that  was  delivered 
in  the  second  case,  Lord  Herschell  said, 
speaking  of  the  public  schools  system  of 
Manitoba  : 

While  the  Catholic  inhabitants  remain  liable 
to  local  assessment,  for  school  purposes,  the 
proceeds  of  that  assessment  are  no  longer- 
destined  to  any  extent  for  the  support  of  Catho- 
lic schools,  but  afford  the  means  of  maintaining 
schools  which  they  regard  as  no  more  suitable 
for  the  education  of  Catholic  children  than  If 
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they  were  distinctly  Protestant  in  their 
character.  ...  It  is  true  that  the  religious 
exercises  prescribed  (or  public  schools  are  not 
to  be  distinctively  Protestant,  for  they  are  to 
be  '  non-sectarian,'  and  any  parent  may  with- 
draw his  child  from  them.  There  may  be 
many  who  share  the  view  expressed  in  one  of 
the  affidavits  in  Barrett's  case,  that  there 
should  not  be  any  conscientious  objections  on 
the  part  of  Roman  Catholics  to  attend  such 
schools,  If  adequate  means  be  provided  else- 
where of  giving  such  moral  and  religious  train- 
ing as  may  be  desired.  But  all  this  is  not  to 
the  purpose.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  objection 
of  Roman  Catholics  to  schools  such  as  alone 
receive  state  aid  under  the  Act  of  1890  is 
conscientious  and  deeply  rooted. 

Is  It  not  a  strange  fact  that  in  England, 
the  centre  and  heart  of  Protestantism,  where 
the  Catholic  population  is  but  a  mere  hand- 
ful, where  the  idea  of  Roman  Catholicism  Is 
generally  associated  in  the  public  mind  with 
the  Irish  land  question  or  the  agitation  in 
favour  of  home  rule  for  Ireland— is  it  not 
strange  that  Protestant  statesmen  and  law- 
yers should  have  a  better  understanding  and 
a  broader  view  of  what  the  rights  of  Ro- 
man Catholics  are  than  in  this  country, 
where  Roman  Catholics  form  two-fifths  of 
the  population,  and  where  no  man  can  point 
to  an  action,  individual  or  collective,  to  the 
discredit  of  Roman  Catholics  so  far  as 
their  loyalty,  their  observance  of  the  law, 
or  their  national  spirit,  is  concerned  ? 

And  this  brings  me  to  a  question  that 
has  been  lightly  touched  upon  in  this 
House  by — I  wa3  going  to  say  the  yellow 
hierarchy — which  has  been  lightly  touched 
upon  by  the  bon.  member  for  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule).  And — it  is  Just  as  well  to 
frankly  admit  it — this  question  is  the  very 
basis  of  this  discussion.  I  wish  to  treat 
completely,  if  I  can,  the  question  of  the  In- 
fluence of  the  hierarchy  and  the  alleged 
sinister  motives  animating  the  Roman  Cath- 
olics in  this  House.  I  have  referred  to  the 
case  of  Archbishop  Tache  in  1870.  That 
was  only  one  instance.  Let  us  take  our 
history  since  the  beginning  ;  and  I  may  say 
that  when  I  read  what  is  now  appearing  in 
the  Ontario  newspapers,  I  cannot  help  ask- 
ing myself  what  kind  of  history  can  be 
taught  in  the  public  schools  of  Ontario  ? 
Eleven  years  after  this  country  had  been 
acquired  by  England  by  treaty,  when  prac- 
tically the  jivhole  population  of  Canada  was 
French  and  Catholic,  when  the  English- 
speaking  Protestant  population  consisted  al- 
most wholly  of  a  few  traders  in  the  city  of 
Quebec,  as  the  House  knows,  some  trouble 
arose  in  certain  English-speaking  Protestant 
communities  to  the  south,  and  some  regi- 
ments, entirely  composed  of  Anglo-Saxons 
and  Protestants,  came  to  besiege  Quebec. 
The  Governor  of  that  day  was  named  Guy 
Carleton — I  do  not  know  whether  his  name 
is  ever  mentioned  In  the  public  school  his- 
tories of  Ontario.  When  it  was  known  that 
these  regiments  were  on  their  way  to  Que- 
bec, Governor  Carleton  issued  a  proclama- 
tion requiring  all  those  who  were  not  loyal 
to  the  British  Crown  to  leave  the  city,  and 


calling  upon  those  who  were  loyal  to  the 
Crown  to  remain  and  defend  it  Who  went 
out  ?  Who  staid  in  ?  All  the  English  Pro- 
testants left  the  city  and  went  to  the  Island 
of  Orleans  to  wait  for  the  result.  The 
French  Canadians,  who  have  been  conquer- 
ed twelve  years  before,  remained  there  and 
saved  Canada  to  the  British  Crown.  Mind 
you,  there  were  among  the  Anglo-Saxon 
rebels  men  j>f  our  race  and  creed.  There 
were  French  regiments  in  the  American 
army.  Appeals  were  made  to  us  by  men 
of  our  blood,  men  whom  the  French  race 
had  no  reason  to  be  ashamed  of.  Among 
them  was  the  Marquis  de  Lafayette.  And 
what  was  our  answer  to  the  Marquis  de 
Lafayette  ?  Under  the  guidance  of  that 
dominating  hierarchy,  we  declared  that  we 
believed  in  the  pledge  given  us  by  the  King 
of  England.  We  declared  :  The  free  prac- 
tise of  our  religion  is  guaranteed  to  us  ; 
and,  so  long  as  the  King  will  not  go  back 
on  us,  we  will  never  go  back  on  him. 

Thirty-six  years  later  there  was  another 
little  disturbance  between  the  two  great 
branches  of  th?  Anglo-Saxon  Protestant  fa- 
mily. Canada  was  again  Invaded ;  and  re- 
member that  In  those  36  years  of  time,  the 
French  Canadians  had  been  ill-treated,  their 
public  men  had  been  put  In  gaol  because 
they  wanted  to  have  what  ?  The  same  right 
that  British  citizens  enjoyed  in  any  other 
part  of  the  empire.  Their  bishops  had  been 
.threatened  wjth  the  same  treatment  if 
they  still  dared  to  appoint  parish  priests 
instead  of  allowing  Governor  Craig  to  no- 
minate them  himself.  In  spite  of  that  when 
the  time  of  danger  came,  what  did  the  rep- 
resentative of  that  obnoxious  hierarchy  say? 
He  said  :  '  My  brethren,  It  is  true  we  have 
been  ill-treated,  but  I  still  believe  that  the 
law  of  Justice  will  be  stronger  with  our 
King  than  injustice ;  stand  by  him,  be 
loyal,  be  constitutional  and  the  time  of 
Justice  will  come.'  The  French  Canadians 
fought  at  Chateauguay  and  elsewhere  and 
once  again  contributed  to  save  Canada. 

Twenty-five  years  later,  the  same  Ill-treat- 
ment having  been  carried  on,  some  of  our 
people  rebelled,  wrongly  I  think,  not  be- 
cause their  case  was  not  Just,  but  because, 
as  their  "leader  at  the  time,  Papineau,  told 
tbem,  the  rule  of  any  British  citizen  was 
to  carry  on  constitutional  agitation  but  to 
avoid  rebellion.  In  any  case,  at  the  request 
of  an  English  speaking  Protestant  physi- 
cian of  the  British  army  tbey  rebelled  in 
arms.  Who  stood  out  against  the  rebel- 
lion ?  The  same  obnoxious  representatives 
of  the  hierarchy  who  asked  the  French  Ca- 
nadians to  remain  peaceful. 

A  few  years  later  an  annexation  move- 
ment was  started  in  Canada.  By  whom  ? 
By  the  hierarchy  ?  By  the  Jesuits  ?  By 
French  Canadians  and  Catholics  ?  No,  by 
the  very  political  fathers  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite,  because  the  British  Crown 
at  last  bad  opened  Its  ears  to  the  claims  of 
its  French  speaking  subjects  and  was  be- 
ginning to  grant  justice,  and  as  those  gen- 
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tleinen  bad  been  fed  on  injustice  for  years 
and  years  tbey  rebelled  against  the  Grown 
and  pelted  the  governor  because  be  had 
granted  a  measure  of  Justice  to  the  French 
Canadians;  and  immediately  after  that  they 
Issued  an  annexation  manifesto.  Some 
French  Canadians  signed  It  and  others  were 
disposed  to  sign  it.  Again  came  the  ob- 
noxious power  of  the  hierarchy  who  told 
the  people  of  Canada  :  '  No,  be  true  and 
loyal,  the  day  of  Justice  is  beginning  to 
dawn  and  it  will  come  by  and  by.'  Later 
on  when  Confederation  was  being  discussed 
it  was  not  entirely  acceptable  to  the  people 
of  Quebec.  Tbey  had  some  suspicion  of 
the  treatment  they  might  receive  at  the 
hands  of  the  English  speaking  majority 
which  up  to  that  moment  had  not  been 
such  as  to  give  them  much  confidence  for 
the  future.  Again  the  hierarchy  stood  up 
and  asked  the  people  of  Quebec  to  accept 
the  compact  which  had  been  entered  into. 
Has  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  and  his  colleagues  of  the  same — 
might  I  say  hierarchy  or  sect  ?  no,  of  the 
same  group  of  thought,  if  there  Is  any 
thought  In  that  group— have  these  gentle- 
men ever  reflected  on  that  point  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Heap  it  on  strong. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  They  have,  I  think, 
one  group  of  allies  In  Quebec.  There  has 
been  for  many  years  past  a  small  anti- 
clerical party  that  has  been  using  all  these 
arguments  against  the  domination  of  the 
priests,  against  the  power  of  the  hierarchy, 
but  what  has  been  their  aim  and  object  ? 
It  has  always  been  to  throw  down  the 
British  flag;  and  the  great  grievance  they 
have  against  the  bishops  Is  that  the  bishops 
prevented  us  from  joining  the  United  States 
In  1774,  again  in  1812,  and  opposed  the  re- 
bellion of  1837,  supported  British  supremacy 
In  1849  and  induced  us  to  accept  confede- 
ration. When  newspapers  In  Ontario  are 
tilling  their  sheets  with  attacks  and  insults 
on  the  hierarchy  they  are  simply  insulting 
the  men  who,  for  100  years  have  been  the 
bulwark  of  British  government  In  Canada. 
If  there  was  any  sincerity  in  these  men, 
who  are  the  great  apostles  and  preachers 
ot  loyalty,  they  should  feel  ashamed  of  the 
attack  they  are  now  launching  on  the  Ca- 
tholic bishops  of  Canada,  because  when 
they  attack  the  hierarchy  they  attack  the 
party  that  has  always  stood  by  the  British 
Crown,  that  has  always  stood  by  law,  that 
has  always  stood  by  the  flag  that  has  given 
us  the  basis  of  a  nation  in  this  country. 

Coming  back  to  the  point  where  I  left  my 
argument.  It  Is  just  as  well  to  realize  the 
position  in  which  we  are.  When  you  speak 
of  the  liberty  granted  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic to  go  into  a  non-sectarian  school  there 
is  no'  such  thing  as  liberty.  He  may  abide 
by  the  law  if  he  be  forced  to  send  his  child 
to  such  a  school,  but  his  religious  liberty  is 
interfered  with.  When,  by  any  measure  in 
this  House  or  in  any  provincial  parliament 
Mr.  BOURASSA. 


you  force  a  Roman  Catholic  to  send  his 
children  to  a  non-sectarian  school,  you  are 
committing  an  act  of  Injustice  just  as  direct, 
just  as  much  against  the  conscience  of  the 
Roman  Catholic,  as  if  you  would  force  the 
Protestant  minority  to  the  province  of  Que- 
bec to  contribute  to  Roman  Catholic  deno- 
minational schools.  This  Is  the  position 
urged  upon  and  this  is  what  was  acknow- 
ledged frankly  by  Lord  Watson,  Lord  Mor- 
ris and  Lord  Herschell.  May  I  say  that 
there  should  be  In  this  House  a  little  more 
of  that  broad  British  spirit  of  tolerance,  so 
that  at  last  when  we  come  to  judge  the 
feelings  and  the  convictions  of  our  fellow- 
citizens  we  should  not  trample  on  their 
feelings  and  override  their  convictions— we 
should  endeavour  to  know  .the  convictions 
of  their  hearts  and  to  learn  their  thoughts  ? 

Sir,  there  is  no  solid  ground  left  for  those 
who  are  opposing  this  legislation  as  far  as 
school  matters  are  concerned.  There  is 
just  one  ground  ;  it  may  be  a  good  one  for 
some,  but  on  the  whole  it  is  not  a  lasting 
one  ;  and  that  is  the  right  of  might.  If  the 
rule  Is  to  be  laid  down  that  there  is  to  be 
one  law  to  protect  the  Protestant  minority 
of  the  province  of  Quebec,  and  that  the  same 
law  shall  not  apply  to  Catholic  minorities 
elsewhere,  so  far,  so  good  !  But  let  men  be 
strong  enough  to  stand  up  here  and  say  : 
'  No,  the  Catholics  of  the  western  provinces 
cannot  enjoy  In  the  west  what  the  Protes- 
tants enjoy  in  Quebec,  because,  on  the  one 
hand,  they  are  Catholic  and  on  the  other 
hand  they  are  Protestants.'  Let  a  states- 
man be  strong  enough  to  stand  up  in  the 
House  and  say  that,  and  he  will  strike  the 
root  of  this  question  of  legislation.  There 
was  only  one  man  who  came  near  that 
point,  and  I  acknowledge  his  sincerity.  It 
was  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  the  late 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton). 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Sir,  on  this  ground,  I 
know  my  words  are  useless.  I  know  that 
I  probably  represent  the  views  of  very  few 
men  in  this  House,  but  there  is  one  thing 
I  would  like  to  impress  upon  the  minds  of 
my  Protestant  English  speaking  fellow  mem- 
bers. It  is  that  when  one  party  gets  up 
and  says  that  justice  cannot  be  done  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  the  Northwest  and 
another  party  gets  up  and  says  there  must 
be  only  a  scant  measure  of  justice  because 
it  cannot  afford  to  have  the  people  accept 
a  full  measure  of  justice,  allow  me  to  say 
that  I  think  the  good  people  of  Ontario  are 
not  fairly  represented  In  this  House. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Bosh. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  cannot  believe 
that  If  any  member  in  this  House  would 
go  to  his  constituency,  even  the  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)— although  I  think 
the  great  process  with  that  hon.  gentleman 
would  be  to  bring  his  mind  to  the  point  of 
understanding  the  question— I  do  not  be- 
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lieve  thnt  if  any  Iran,  member  In  this  House, 
even  if  he  represents  the  most  Protestant 
constituency,  would  go  to  his  county  and 
nay :  '  Here  Is  the  treatment  which  Is  ac- 
corded to  our  fellow  citizens  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  here  is  the  treatment  which 
is  accorded  not  only  under  the  written  law 
but  under  the  law  of  the  humane  heart  of 
the  French  Canadians  who  even  at  the  time 
when  they  were  persecuted  by  the  British 
Crown  always  gave  an  ample  measure  of 
Justice  to  the  Protestant  minority.  Now,  we 
ask  you  to  stand  by  us  in  giving  the  same 
treatment  to  the  Catholics  of  the  western 
provinces  that  the  Protestants  have  in  the 
east.  We  ask  you  to  remain  true  to  the 
pledges  given  to  that  effect  by  the  greatest 
statesmen  of  this  country — I  do  not  believe 
that  such  language  would  fall  to  bring  a  fair 
reply  from  the  good  people  of  Ontario. 

Let  the  Liberals  be  true  to  the  memory 
cf  Mr.  Blake,  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  even 
of  Mr.  George  Brown,  because  when  Mr. 
George  Brown  made  up  his  mind  that  this 
■compact  should  be  observed,  he  was  cour- 
ageous enough  to  say  that  it  should  be  ob- 
served In  fact  and  for  ever.  So  far  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  concerned,  I  do 
not  wish,  on  an  occasion  like  this,  to  speak 
from  a  party  point  of  view.  I  may  say  to 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  for  whom,  on 
nil  other  questions  I  have  had  up  to  this 
time  the  greatest  respect,  that  when  I  listen- 
ed to  him  the  other  day,  I  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  was  not  speaking  for 
the  Conservative  party,  he  was  not  showing 
himself  to  be  the  heir  of  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald  and  Sir  Charles  Xupper,  but  he 
was  only  voicing  the  opinions  of  a  gentle- 
man who  was  obliged  to  find  an  abode  in 
the  county  of  Carleton  in.  order  to  obtain 
a  seat  in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  broad  enough — I  render  him  that  justice — 
be  is  broad  enough  by  birth,  by  nature  and 
by  education  to  be  fair-minded,  that  he  had 
rot  the  courage  to  stand  by  his  new  flag ; 
and  he  felt  obliged  to  gather  up  a  pile  of 
small  documents  and  papers  behind  which 
to  shelter  himself  in  his  denial  of  justice. 

We  have  frequently  been  told :  Why 
tan't  you  trust  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  ?  Well,  Sir,  here  again 
I  must  speak  frankly ;  and  I  say  :  No.  we 
«annot.  Suppose  we  could  trust  the  people 
who  are  living  there  now  ;  is  there  a  man 
in  this  House  childish  enough  to  say  that 
the  condition  of  things  which  exists  now  is 
sure  to  exist  in  the  Northwest  fifty  years 
hence  ?  What  will  be  the  population  up 
there  ?  Who  knows  what  feelings  will 
dominate  the  majority  there  ?  Who  knows 
but  that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
there  will  be  settlers  coming  from  a  land 
where  the  idea,  not  only  of  non-sectarian 
schools  but  of  Godless  schools,  now  prevails, 
and  to  my  mind,  to  the  great  detriment  of 
the  future  of  the  republic  ?  Who  can  tell 
what  the  future  will  be  ?  But  confining  my- 


self entirely  to  a  survey  of  past  events,  I 
say  now  that  we  cannot  trust  the  present 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
to  stand  for  right  and  justice.  Their  record 
is  before  us.  It  is  my  Intention  to  make  a 
comparison,  for  the  enlightenment  of  our 
friends  up  there,  if  my  words  can  reach 
them,  and  for  the  enlightenment  of  my  En- 
glish speaking  Protestant  friends  in  the 
House  and  out  of  it ;  I  am  going  to  make  a 
comparison  between  the  history  of  the 
school  legislation  in  the  Northwest  and  the 
history  of  the  school  legislation  in  Quebec, 
and  I  am  ready  to  abide  by  the  judgment 
that  will  be  passed  by  any  fair  minded  man, ' 
il  not  by  his  vote,  at  least  by  his  conscience. 

The  leader  of  the  opposition  made 
another  fine  legal  argument  to  show  that 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  have  never 
legislated  on  that  subject  I  admit  that  from 
a  narrow  legal  point  of  view  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  did  not  legislate  freely, 
because  they  were  bound  by  the  Northwest 
Territories  Act,  Just  as  this  parliament  can- 
not legislate  freely  because  we  are  bound 
by  the  British  North  America  Act,  and  just 
as  any  parliament  in  this  country  is  not  free 
because  all  the  powers  possessed  by  any 
legislative  body  in  Canada  is  limited  by 
imperial  legislation.  But  a  presume  that  we 
can  ascertain  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of.  the  Northwest  by  considering  their  legis- 
lation. In  1885,  ten  years  after  the  North- 
west Territories  Act  was  passed,  legist 
lation  was  enacted  by  the  legislature  which, 
within  its  scope,  was  Just  as  free  as  this 
parliament.  And  what  did  they  do  ?  As  the 
ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior  clearly  told  us  the 
other  day,  they  passed  a  law  quite  in  accord 
with  the  letter  and  with  the  spirit  of  clause 
11  of  the  Act  of  1875.  They  passed  a  law 
similar  to  the  one  we  have  In  Quebec,  a  law 
by  which  Catholics  had  the  management 
of  their  own  schools,  had  the  choice  of 
their  own  text  books,  and  had  the  right  to 
have  their  schools  inspected  by  men  of  their 
own  creed — but  ail  under  government 
supervision.  They  enjoyed  separate  schools, 
not  only  In  name  but  In  fact,  as  the  member 
Tor  Brandon  (Mr.  SIfton)  well  stated  the 
other  day.  The  inspectors  had  to  be  appoint- 
ed by  the  government,  but  they  were  chosen 
by  the  Catholic  section,  Just  as  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  Protestant  schools  are  in- 
spected by  inspectors  chosen  by  the  Protest- 
ant section  of  the  Board  of  Education.  The 
books  used  In  the  separate  schools  of  the 
Northwest  were  also  selected  by  the  Catholic 
section,  and  approved  by  the  government. 
That  state  of  things  went  on  for  some  years, 
and  then,  in  1892,  after  several  other  ordin- 
ances had  been  passed,  the  separate  school 
system,  as  the  member  for  Brandon  stated 
the  other  day.  was  wiped  out.  Lately. 
Mr.  Haultaln,  who  is  now  here  claiming 
liberties  for  his  people,  has  given  utterance 
to  his  lofty  opinions  on  this  matter,  he  has 
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paid  :  If  I  were  a  dictator  to-morrow  I 
would  not  abolish  separate  schools,  all  I 
want  Is  freedom  for  my  province.  But  Mr. 
Haultain  never  told  the  country  of  a  little 
fact  in  his  political  career  which  I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  divulging  to  the  House.  When 
Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy,  in  1892  and  In  1894, 
brought  into  this  House  a  Bill  to  abolish 
separate  schools  and  the  French  language 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  he  was  acting 
upon  an  address  voted  in  the  legislature  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  moved  by  Mr. 
Cajiey  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Haultain. 
Therefore  I  think  I  now  have  the  right  to 
say,  as  claiming  some  liberty  for  the  minor- 
ity in  the  Northwest,  that  I  have  no  confi- 
dence in  Mr.  Haultain,  who  now  comes 
here  posing  as  our  friend,  but  who  was  one 
of  the  first  men  to  start  a  movement  in  the 
legislative  assembly  to  abolish  the  separate 
schools. 

Mr.  LEIGHTON  MCCARTHY.  Would  the 
hon.  gentleman  allow  me  ?  I  think  he  is  a 
little  inaccurate  in  stating  that  this  was 
legislation  to  abolish  separate  schools.  The 
legislation  then  sought  was  only  to  delegate 
to  the  legislative  assembly  the  right  to  do 
as  they  saw  fit ;  and  they  will  of  'course 
continue  the  separate  school  system  if  they 
so  choose. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  am  glad  my  hon. 
friend  has  interrupted  me,  because  he  affords 
me  an  opportunity  of  illustrating  once  more 
what  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  that  every 
time  an  act  of  persecution  is  committed, 
it  is  committed  under  a  false  pretense. 
Everybody  knew  the  views  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman— and  whose  views  I  certainly  res- 
pect—who was  so  closely  connected  with 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  L. 
McCarthy).  The  motion  which  was  made 
in  this  House  by  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy,  and 
which  he  developed  by  a  very  eloquent  argu- 
ment, was  to  wipe  out  the  separate  schools 
and  wipe  out  the  French  language  on  the 
ground  that  there  should  be  only  one  race 
and  one  language  in  this  country.  It  is  use- 
less to  resort  to  legal  quibbles.  The  purpose 
of  Mr.  Haultain  and  of  Mr.  McCarthy  was 
to  abolish  Catholic  education  and  the  French 
language  ;  they  succeeded  so  far  as  the 
language  is  concerned,  and  they  succeeded 
to  a  large  extent  in  so  far  as  schools  are  con- 
cerned, according  to  the  testimony  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Brandon. 

There  is  one  fruther  point  I  would 
like  to  draw  to  the  attention  of  our  friends 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  have  listened 
to  the  very  nice  words,  words  with  which 
I  agree  completely,  spoken  to  us  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance  and  the  Minister  of 
Customs ;  I  entirely  agree  with  their  con- 
ciliatory sentiments.  I  especially  coincide 
with  the  Minister  of  Finance,  who  gave  us  a 
good  illustration  and  a  strong  re-enforce- 
ment of  the  argument  I  have  tried  to  make, 
when  he  painted  the  happy  condition  of 
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things  which  exist  in  the  provinces  of 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Edward  Island,  where  the  majority,  in  or- 
der to  do  Justice  to  their  Catholic  fellow 
citizens,  had  to  grant  them  separate  schools 
in  fact.  So  it  is  not  only  in  Quebec  and 
Ontario  that  we  have  separate  schools.  I 
have  visited  the  maritime  provinces  fre- 
quently, and  was  happy  to  observe  the  good 
relations  which  exist  between  the  Roman 
Catholics  and  the  Protestants  there. 

But,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  if  the  Roman  Catholic  min- 
ority had  not  developed  the  strength  of 
numbers  that  it  represents  to-day  in  those 
provinces,  would  it  be  treated  as  it  is 
treated  ?  We  know  the  history  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick.  I  do  not  want 
to  bring  up  old  feuds,  but  I  am  bound  to 
say,  looking  through  the  history  of  all  the 
provinces  of  Canada,  that  while  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  the  same  ample  measure 
of  justice  was  always  granted  to  the  min- 
ority, unfortunately  in  all  the  English  speak- 
ing provinces  there  was  a  time  when  the 
passions  of  the  majority  were  aroused  and 
successfully  aroused  against  the  Catholic 
minority.  In  consequence,  a  feeling  has 
developed— not  of  distrust — but  a  feeling 
has  developed  amongst  us  that  if  we  want 
equality  and  peace  to  reign  in  this  country, 
we  must  give  to  the  representatives  of  the 
majorities  in  the  English  speaking  provinces 
the  right  to  do  what  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  did. 
I  took  an  active  part  in  two  elections  In 
the  province  of  Ontario ;  I  was  but  a  boy 
at  the  time,  but  I  was  proud  to  stand  by 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat  and  help  in  his  campaign 
for  justice  and  equality.  I  was  living  on 
the  borders  of  the  province  of  Ontario  and 
I  crossed  the  river  of  my  own  free  will 
without  being  asked  by  anybody,  without 
being  known  by  anybody,  to  do  what  I 
could  in  support  of  the  old  statesman.  What 
was  the  argument  used  by  Sir  Oliver  Mo- 
wat? He  was  prudent  and  he  knew  of 
the  power  of  the  appeals  made  by  such  men 
as  the  member  of  Bast  Grey.  When  the 
system  of  separate  schools  was  attacked  in 
Ontario,  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  said.  'I  shall 
not  discuss  the  relative  merits  of  separate 
schools  and  public  schools  ;  I  am  not  any 
partisan  of  separate  schools ;  but  separate 
schools  have  been  established  in  this  pro- 
vince under  law,  and  therefore  It  is  use- 
less to  agitate  against  the  law  of  the  land.' 
What  I  want  is  that  the  future  rulers 
of  the  Northwest  may  be  put  In  such  a  posi- 
tion that  when  passions  are  aroused  and 
prejudices  fomented  by  such  men  as  we 
have  in  this  House,  by  such  newspapers  as 
we  have  in  this  country,  these  future  rulers 
of  the  Northwest  will  be  in  a  position  to 
say— when  passion  is  too  strong  or  when 
they  are  not  strong  enough  to  oppose  It — 
'  What  is  the  use  ?  there  is  a  law  protecting 
the  minority.'  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any 
aspersion  on  the  breadth  of  mind  of  any 
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future  statesman  of  Canada,  but  it  is  no 
harm  for  the  peace  of  the  country,  It  is  no 
harm  for  the  good  of  our  land,  that  should 
prejudices  exist  between  creeds  and  na- 
tionalities, every  Canadian  statesman,  whe- 
ther be  be  weak  or  strong,  whether  he  be 
popular  or  unpopular,  can  always  find  a 
shelter  under  the  constitution  of  our  coun- 
try and  be  able  to  point  out  to  all  men  that 
there  is  laid  down  in  our  constitution  the 
clear  written  principle  that  equal  justice 
exists  for  all  and  that  Catholics  as  well  as 
Protestants  have  the  right  to  live  In  this 
country. 

It  may  be  said  :  But  what  Is  all  this  trou- 
ble about  ?  The  minority  in  the  west  is  satis- 
fied ;  it  is  only  the  hierarchy,  it  Is  only  the 
Quebec  crowd  who  aret  trying  to  impose 
their  will  upon  the  Territories.  Sir,  that 
is  one  of  the  most  cynical  arguments  that 
has  been  used  so  far.  We  have  the  testi- 
mony of  the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sif- 
ton).  who  ought  to  know,  that  when  the 
ordinances  abolishing  separate  schools  were 
passed  in  the  Northwest,  a  protest  was 
made.  The  member  for  Brandon — I  do  not 
know  If  It  was  to  a  moment  of  forgetful- 
uess.  or  if  it  was  because  be  also  has  been 
drawn  into  the  dangerous  abyss  in  which 
some  gentlemen  opposite  are  having  such 
a  fine  time  these  days— but  the  member  for 
Brandon  said  the  protest  came  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  and  in  order  to  con- 
vince us.  he  Immediately  gave  the  opinion 
of  two  of  the  most  eminent  laymen  of  the 
Northwest  Territories ;  two  fathers  of 
families,  two  representatives  of  the  people, 
one  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to-day  and 
the  other  a  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
These  were  the  members  of  the  hierarchy 
quoted  by  the  hon.  member  from  Bran- 
don. Tnese  gentlemen  came  here  and  they 
said:  'An  injustice  has  been  done  us;  we 
are  deprived  of  the  right  of  giving  to  our 
children  the  education  which  our  conscience 
binds  us  to  give  ;  our  money  is  taken  for 
the  support  of  schools  we  cannot  attend.' 
But,  they  were  sent  away  from  Ottawa ; 
they  were  not  numerous  enough  probably 
to  obtain  justice.  Then  they  went  to  the 
provincial  assembly  and  again  they  laid 
their  case  at  the  foot  of  the  Crown— as  the 
Crown  was  represented  there— and  again 
they  were  found  to  be  too  weak  and  too 
few.  Because  they  did  not  rebel  in  arms, 
because  they  accepted  the  established  state 
of  things;  a  state  of  things  which  was  a 
breach  of  the  compact,  a  state  of  things 
which  in  the  words  of  Sir  John  Thompson 
and  the  words  of  the  member  for  Brandon, 
constituted  a  legal  encroachment  upon  their 
rights;  because  they  did  not  rebel  in  arms; 
because  they  followed  the  advice  that  has 
always  been  given  by  the  hierarchy  to  the 
Catholics  of  this  country  to  be  peaceful  ; 
now  they  are  told  :  '  You  are  satisfied  ;  ask 
for  nothing  more  because  you  can't  expect 
It.'   To  my  friends  who  are  saying  to  us  : 


'  Be  conciliatory  ;  let  us  cut  In  two  what  re- 
mains.' I  shall  cite  a  little  illustration 
which  may  perhaps  help  some  of  them  to 
realize  the  situation.  Suppose  that  Canada 
stands  in  the  position  of  a  father  having 
two  sons,  big  Peter  and  little  Paul.  He 
gives  $4  to  big  Peter  and  $2  to  little  Paul 
and  he  says  :  '  Now,  boys,  agree  together, 
work  together,  do  the  best  you  can  with 
the  money  I  gave  you.'  Once  they  are  on 
the  street  big  Peter  gets  after  little  Paul, 
beats  him  and  takes  $1.50  of  his  two  dol- 
lars. These  gentlemen  opposite  stand  up 
and  say  :  Don't  tyrannize  big  Peter  ;  but 
force  little  Paul  to  give  Peter  the  50  cents 
he  has  left.  And  Son.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  get  up  and  say  :  Be  con- 
ciliatory, take  those  50  cents  left  to  Paul, 
and  divide  it  with  big  Peter,  for  after  all 
big  Peter  is  a  good  fellow. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Little  Paul  comes 
from  Nova  'Scotia. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  am  not  going  to  be 
dragged  Into  provincial  limits  Just  now. 
Now,  Sir,  there  is  another  subject  which  is 
much  talked  of  in  the  public  press,  but 
which  has  not  been  treated  of  in  this  House 
and  I  think  one  voice  at  least  should  be 
raised  in  parliament  to  protest  against  it 
It  is  said  :  '  Admitting  that  the  constitution 
allows  you  to  grant  separate  schools  to  the 
Northwest,  yet  you  should  not  fasten  upon 
these  people  such  a  bad  system  of  educa- 
tion which  has  made  of  Spain,  of  Italy,  of 
France,  of  all  Catholic  countries,  the  scum 
of  the  earth.'  And  we  are  told :  Look  at 
the  province  of  Quebec,  look  at  the  south 
of  Ireland,  a  degraded  population,  a  low- 
minded  ignorant  people. 

I  propose  to  deal  for  a  few  moments  with 
the  subject  of  Catholic  education,  with  what 
it  has  done  for  the  world,  in  what  way  It 
has  succeeded  and  why  it  has  not  always 
succeeded.  Here  again  I  am  tempted  to 
ask:  What  kind  of  history  is  taught  In  the 
public  schools  of  this  country  ?  I  know 
as  well  as  any  man,  and  I  have  learned  to 
know  In  the  Catholic  schools  where  I  was 
educated,  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  the 
evolution  of  nations,  that  nations  in  our  own 
age  as  well  as  nations  in  the  past  and  as 
well  as  nations  to  come  for  all  time,  nave 
and  will  have  their  periods  of  prosperity, 
and  their  days  of  decadence. 

The  race  from  which  I  sprung  has  done 
so  much  for  the  enlightenment  and  civiliz- 
ation of  this  world  mat  I  can,  without  un- 
due baseness,  admit  that  the  Anglo-Saxon 
is  now  ahead  among  the  nations.  But  t 
may  remind  my  English  speaking  friends 
that  three  centuries  before  there  was  any- 
thing like  English  civilization.  Catholic  Spain 
had  covered  the  world  not  only  with  physical 
power,  but  with  civilization  and  enlighten- 
ment—with  schools  of  higher  education  and 
primary  education  and  with  a  knowledge  of 
p.ll  then  available  sciences  that  no  nation 
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has  since  surpassed ;  and  this  is  no  dis- 
paragement of  toe  English  any  more 
than  the  present  pre-eminence  of  "the 
Anglo-Saxon  is  a  disparagement  of  the 
Spanish.  May  I  remind  my  Engltsr-speak- 
ing  friends  also  that  three  hundred  years  ago, 
In  Venice  and  Genoa,  those  Catholic-ridden 
states,  the  system  of  book-keeping,  of  stock 
exchange,  of  currency,  of  everything  which 
the  Anglo-Saxon  is  using  now  with  such 
success,  was  practiced  to  an  extent  which 
brought  to  those  little  republics  a  degree 
of  prosperity  and  civilization  which,  con- 
sidering their  time  and  their  size,  has  never 
been  surpassed.  I  could  go'  on  with  ex- 
amples like  these  ;  I  could  make  a  history  of 
the  world  with  such  examples,  after  the 
manner  of  a  speech  which  was  made  in  this 
House  some  years  ago  by  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Victoria  and  Hallburton  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes),  who  began  at  the  creation  and 
ended  with  the  end  of  the  world.  I 
will  content  myself  with  stating  the 
truism  that  nations  grow,  develop,  prosper, 
and  then  pass  Into  oblivion.  The  Greeks 
have  passed  ;  the  Romans  have  passed  ;  the 
Italians  and  Spanish  have  passed.  Let  the 
Anglo-Saxon  look  to  the  Slav  and  the  Japan- 
ese before  he  concludes  that  he  possesses 
the  world  for  ever.  But  this  Is  sot  the  point 
The  point  is,  what  has  Catholic  education 
done  for  Catholic  countries  ?  It  our  friends 
who  are  making  so  much  noise  about  the 
corruption  of  Catholic  countries  would  go  to 
the  depth  of  the  history  of  those  countries, 
they  would  find  that  their  greatest  time  of 
material  as  well  as  moral  prosperity  co- 
incided with  the  time  when  the  Catholic 
church,  not  dominated,  but  inspired  those 
countries,  and  when  Catholic  education  high 
,  or  low,  was  given  to  all  classes  of  the  people. 
Spain  began  to  decay  when  greeders  in  the 
colonies  displaced  the  missionaries — when 
the  King  of  Spain  lent  himself  to  the 
anti-Catholic  movement  which  started  in 
France  and  which  led  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Jesuit  order.  The  same  thing  happened  In 
France.  But  why  not  go  for  an  example  to 
countries  which  are  now  under  Catholic 
influence  ?  The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule) — I  do  not  know  what  text 
book  be  got  bis  information  from,  but  if  it 
Is  authorized  in  any  province,  It  should  be 
taken  from  the  schools  at  once — spoke  of 
the  national  non-sectarian  system  of  edu- 
cation carried  on  In  Belgium.  Now,  Belgium 
is  one  of  the  most  prosperous  countries  on 
earth,  and  there  you  have  Catholic  education 
right  through,  from  the  primary  school  to 
the  university.  But  let  me  point  to  a  Protest- 
ant nation,  Germany,  where  thirty-three 
years  ago  the  Prussians  abolished  Catholic 
education  and  expelled  the  Jesuits  and  other 
religious  orders  from  the  country.  What 
do  you  see  there  now  ?  The  German  Em- 
peror, observing  the  progress  which  Catholic 
•education  has  made  in  the  empire,  is  turn- 
ing to  the  Catholic  hierarchy  and  asking 
them  to  save  his  empire  from  the  dangers 

Mr.  B0URA9SA. 


of  socialism.  Might  I  refer  some  of  our 
friends  also  to  the  comments  appearing  daily 
to  the  'American  papers  and  reviews,  coming 
not  from  Catholic  priests  or  bishops  or 
Catholic  religious  orders,  but  from  Protest- 
ants, eminent  Protestants,  men  of  science, 
professors  of  universities  and  statesmen, 
among  a  few  statesmen  who  find  their  way 
to  political  life  In  the  United  States,  who 
recognize  that  what  must  save  the  United 
States  from  the  social  plague  which  Is 
going  to  Involve  all  nations  between  the 
crushing  burden  of  capitalism  and  the 
equally  crushing  burden  of  standing  armies, 
is  the  Influence  of  the  Catholic  church  on  the 
working  classes.  I  am  not  saying  this  in 
disparagement  of  any  other  creed  ;  but,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  during  the  past  two 
months  railing  attacks  have  been  made 
against  the  creed  of  two  millions  of  the  sub- 
jects of  His  Majesty  in  this  country,  I  feel 
that  I  should  stand  up  here  and  say  that  the 
Catholic  people  and  the  Catholic  hierarchy 
will  never  suffer  when  compared  with  any 
other  creed  or  sect. 

But,  leaving  aside  foreign  countries,  and 
coming  to  my  own  poor  province,  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  let  us  study  for  a  moment 
what  has  been  the  Influence  of  the  Catholic 
church  on  the  development  of  education  in 
that  province  ?  It  Is  generally  contended 
In  all  English-speaking  provinces  that  we 
are — I  will  not  say  an  inferior  race,  because 
I  do  not  think  that  Is  accepted  by  a  great 
number  of  the  English-speaking  people ; 
but  It  Is  very  often  contended  that  the  sys- 
tem of  education  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
Is  an  inferior  one,  and  that  that  province  has 
a  greater  number  of  illiterate  people  than 
any  of  the  other  provinces.  It  may  be  that 
a  little  insight  into  the  history  of  the  educa- 
tional system  of  Quebec  will  throw  some 
light  on  the  subject.  Before  the  conquest, 
the  French  government  had  given  lavishly 
what  was  necessary  for  the  support  of  pub- 
lic education  in  New  France.  At  the  time  of 
the  cession  there  was  necessarily  a  great 
disturbance  of  the  whole  system.  Five  years 
after  the  cession  of  Canada  the  Jesuit  order 
was  suppressed  by  the  Pope ;  and,  arrange 
to  say,  there  was  nobody  at  the  time  to  raise 
an  argument  against  the  English  govern- 
ment for  using  a  papal  bull.  On  the  day 
that  papal  decision  was  registered,  all  the 
estates  belonging  to  the  Jesuits  were  seized 
by  the  British  government.  Those  estates 
had  been  given  to  the  Jesuits  with  the  legal 
obligation  of  founding  colleges  and  sec- 
ondary and  primary  schools ;  and  before 
the  conquest  they  had  established  two 
colleges  and  a  great  number  of  primary 
schools — a  greater  proportion  being  given 
to  the  people  of  New  France  than  were 
given  in  the  British  colonies  to  the  south. 
After  the  estates  of  the  Jesuits. were  seized 
by  the  British  government,  were  the  pro- 
ceeds used  for  the  education  of  the  people  ? 
No.  The  Montreal  College  was  destroyed, 
and  was  replaced  by  the  Champ  de  Mars. 
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The  Quebec  College  was  seized  and  the 
pupils  and  professors  turned  out,  and 
soldiers  put  in.  For  thirty  years  after  repre- 
sentative institutions  were  given  to  us,  we 
petitioned  the  British  government  to  give 
us  back  those  estates,  not  to  return  them  to 
the  Jesuits,  but  to  use  them  for  the  purposes 
of  education,  and  we  were  refused.  For 
twenty-seven  years  we  were  refused  any 
education  law.  In  1801  the  government  im- 
posed on  us  a  system  of  education  under  the 
control  of  the  Anglican  bishop  of  Quebec, 
through  which  Anglican  students  of  theology 
were  sent  to  all  the  Catholic  centres  with  the 
avowed  object — because  at  that  time  they 
bad  the  frankness  to  avow  the  purpose  of 
their  operations— of  turning  young  French 
Canadians  into  English-speaking  Protest- 
ants. Naturally  our  people  refused  to  send 
their  children  to  those  schools:  but  while  the 
legislative  assembly  was  voting  money  for 
educational  purposes,  the  English  governors 
handed  the  proceeds  over  to  the  Protestant 
schools  and  gave  not  one  cent  to  the  Catho- 
lics. That  continued  during  24  years  until 
at  last  the  legislative  assembly  passed  u 
law  which  gave  the  Catholic  church  ward- 
ens the  right  to  take  a  part  of  the  revenues 
of  their  poor  parish  churches  and  devote 
it  to  the  building  and  maintaining  of 
their  own  schools.  And  at  the  same  time  the 
Protestant  schools  were  kept  up  with  the 
moneys  paid  by  the  Catholics  and  appro- 
priated by  the  government  That  went  on 
until  1841,  when  the  two  provinces  of  Up- 
per and  Lower  Canada  became  united.  It 
was  only  then  that  the  province  of  Quebec 
obtained  Its  first  school  law.  What  was 
that  law?  It  was  a  law  wjiich  Lord  Syden- 
ham forced  upon  his  advisers.  Under  it 
the  whole  school  system  was  put  under  the 
municipal  authorities,  who  were  appointed 
by  the  governor  personally,  and  the  gover- 
nor was  careful  to  appoint  a  majority  of 
English  speaking  Protestants  to  regulate 
the  school  system  of  a  population,  nine- 
tenths  of  which  were  French  speaking 
Catholics.  It  was  only  In  1846  that  we 
finally  secured  a  system  of  schools  satis- 
factory to  our  people.  So  that  during  100 
years  we  were  deprived  of  the  right  of 
using  our  own  money  for  the  education  of 
our  own  people.  Is  it  then  surprising  that 
there  should  be  some  people  in  our  prov- 
ince to-day  who  can  neither  read  or  write? 
While  the  English  speaking  immigrants 
who  did  not  profess  the  Catholic  religion, 
found  on  our  shores,  even  in  the  Catholic 
province  of  Quebec,  a  system  of  edu- 
cation suited  to  their  consciences,  under 
which  their  own  schools  were  entitled  to 
their  proper  share  of  the  public  money,  and 
wlille  thesje  people  *had  come  from  the 
British  Isles  or  the  United  States,  from 
countries  where  there  was  an  established 
system  of  education  which  suited  them,  for 
a  hundred  years  the  great  majority  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  were  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  educating  their  children.  Am 


I  not  then  Justified  in  saying  thait  If  you 
will  compare  the  results  of  our  education, 
which  is  only  fifty  years  old,  with  those  of 
the  education  in  the  English  speaking  prov- 
inces, which  practically  had  no  beginning, 
because  it  was  simply  the  continuation  of 
the  Am«rlcan  and  English  systems,  we 
have  no  reason  to  be  ashamed.  As  far  as 
higher  education  is  concerned— and  that' 
education  with  us  is  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  our  clergy— let  me  give,  not  my  testi- 
mony, but  that  of  a  professor  of  McGill 
University,  Dr.  Johnstone,  who  some  years 
ago  made  certain  comments  upon  the  dif- 
ference between  the  attainments  of  the 
pupils  of  McGill  University  who  came  from 
the  Catholic  colleges  and  those  who  came 
from  the  high  schools.  He  was  struck  with 
the  fact  that  there  was  always  a  prepond- 
erance of  points  secured  by  those  who  came 
from  the  Catholic  colleges,  and  he  said: 

There  was  no  possibility  of  mistaking  the 
superiority  ot  the  men  with  classical  training. 
I  was  so  struck  with  what  appeared  to  be  & 
marked  difference  between  the  two  divisions 
ot  the  classes  that  without  suspecting  what  I 
now  believe  to  be  the  true  course  ot  it,  I,  many 
years  ago,  assigned  separate  rows  ot  seats  in 
the  lecture  room  to  them,  in  order  to  make 
quite  sure  ot  the  tact.  Tear  after  year  there 
was  the  same  invariable  result. 

May  I  also  refer  to  the  results  of  the  ex- 
aminations carried  on  at  the  Manitoba 
University,  where  the  pupils  of  the  Jesuits 
college  of  St  Boniface  compete  in  the  pro- 
portion of  1  to  15  or  18— three  or  five  out 
of  80  or  100  altogether  ?  Those  pupils 
of  the  Jesuits'  college  generally  carry  off 
from  thirty  to  thirty-five  per  cent  of .  the 
points  and  medals  given.  True,  we  are  not 
now  discussing  higher  education,  but  prim- 
ary schools.  Well,  if  the  primary  school 
system  be  so  rotten  as  it  is  said  to  be,  sure- 
ly it  could  not  send  to  our  colleges  young 
men  who  are  so  successful  when  they  come 
into  competition  with  the  students  from  the 
other  schools.  But  I  look  at  the  question 
from  another  point  of  view.  Suppose  there 
should  be  a  little  less  book-keeping  taught 
in  our  primary  schools  than  is  taught  in 
the  public  schools.  I  lay  it  down  as  a  basis 
of  social  law  that  the  right  to  educate  the 
child  belongs  In  the  first  place  to  its  par- 
ents; and,  therefore,  when  the  state  takes 
the  place  of  the  parent,  It  is  bound  to  give 
that  child  the  same  moral  education  which 
the  father  would  give  it  in  his  own  house. 
Secondly,  the  duty  of  the  government  Is  to 
develop  law-abiding,  broad-minded  citizens; 
and,  thirdly,  to  give  the  child  school  know- 
ledge. I  claim  if  that  rule  is  considered, 
our  system  has  given  better  results  than 
any  other.  We  never  see  In  the  province 
of  Quebec  or  in  any  part  of  the  country  in 
which  Catholics  can  have  any  control,  the 
display  of  passion  and  prejudice  which  we 
are  now  witnessing  among  those  who  ad- 
vocate public  schools  as  against  separate- 
schools.    We  see  In  the  outbursts  to-day 
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iu  which  sectarian  prejudice  Is  appealed  to, 
the  result  of  public  school  education,  and 
we  are  Justified  In  saying  that  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec,  under  our  system,  we  have 
never  produced  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

The  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding) 
has  pointed 'with  pride  to  his  own  province. 
Rut  there  is  still  one  province  ahead 
of  Nova  Scotia  as  far  as  the  spirit  of 
tolerance  is  concerned,  and  that  Is  the 
province  of  Quebec.  Do  some  of  our  friends 
who  make  so  much  noise  about  the  illiter- 
acy and  narrow  mlndedness  of  that  prov- 
ince under  priestly  control,  know  that  Low- 
er Canada  was  the  first  self-governing  part 
of  the  British  Empire,  -not  excluding  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  where  disabilities  were 
removed  from  the  Jews?  We  emancipated 
the  Jews  in  the  province  of  Quebec  before 
the  Catholics  were  emancipated  in  England. 
At  the  very  time  that  we  In  the  province 
of  Quebec  were  denied  our  most  sacred 
natural  rights,  every  new  creed  that  came 
to  that  province  was  given  complete  civil 
and  corporate  powers.  Presbyterians,  Me- 
thodists, Baptists  were  granted  by  the  Leg- 
islative Assembly  of  Quebec  the  same  pow- 
ers to  keep  civil  registers  and  act  as  cor- 
porate bodies  as  were  given  Catholics.  Do 
they  know  that  at  the  time  when  we  were 
denied  the  right  of  teaching  our  children 
according  to  our  conscience,  we  always  put 
Protestant  schools  on  the  same  footing  as 
our  own  as  regards  the  law  and  the  con- 
stitution? I  go  further,  as  far  as  the  work- 
ing of  our  system  of  education  is  concerned. 
May  I  refer  hon.  members  to  a  speech  made 
by  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  in  1883 
in  which  he  said  in  substance  :  '  I  know  that 
the  law  protects  the  minority  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec,  but  there  are  many  ways 
in  which  an  unwilling  majority  can  evade 
the  law— and  we  have  evidence  of  that  In 
several  provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  were  to  abolish  the 
Protestant  section  of  the  Council  of  Educa- 
tion. Would  not  that  be  an  infamous 
thine  which  would  call  for  redress  at  the 
bands  of  a  federal  government?'  Well,  that 
was  done  by  the  government  of  ttte  North- 
west Territories  some  years  ago.  But  if  it 
be  infamous  to  abolish  the  supervision  of 
Protestant  schools  by  Protestants,  how 
comes  it  to  be  perfectly  proper  to  abolish 
the  supervision  of  Catholic  schools  by 
Catholics?  How  can  one  thing  be  good  in 
the  west  and  bad  in  the  east?  How  can  it 
be  just  In  the  west  and  unjust  in  the  east? 
If  we  are  to  make  a  nation  of  this  country, 
surely  every  one  will  admit  that  the  princi- 
ple must  prevail,  not  iu  word  but  In  fact, 
of  equal  rights  and  equal  justice  to  all. 

To  again  give  the  House  an  idea  of  what 
kind  of  argument  is  offered  to  our  English 
speaking  friends  these  days  on  this  ques- 
tion, may  I  read  a  few  lines  written  by  a 
very  talented  gentleman  In  the  city  of  Que- 
bec, and  an  Anglican  minister,  the  Rev.  F. 
G.  Scott: 
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It  we  are  to  be  a  house  divided  against  itself. 
If  we  are  to  set  province  against  province  and 
perpetuate  our  racial  discords,  there  can  be 
but  one  ultimate  result,  and  that  Is  the  sub- 
mergence of  Canada  by  the  United  States  and 
the  grand  sweeping  away  ot  all  of  our  civil 
strife  by  the  uprooting  of  treaties,  rights  and 
legal  safeguards  under  a  nation  that  recog- 
nizes no  state  religion  and  tolerates  no  duality 
of  speech. 

To  avert  that,  to  save  Canada  to  Canadians, 
we  must  establish,  as  I  have  said  a  broad  spirit 
of  Canadian  sentiment  and  that  can  only  be 
done  by  a  system  of  national  common  schools. 
The  day  is  past  when  we  looked  to  England's 
interests  first.  Canada  comes  first  to  Cana- 
dians ;  and  to  the  west,  broad,  tolerant  and  ex- 
pansive, we  look  for  the  light  and  healing  of  the 
spirit  of  true  Canadianism  that  will  put  an  end 
to  the  Inherited  animosities  which  darken  and 
strangle  the  national  life  of  the  older  Canada. 

And  then  there  is  this  still  better  : 

Of  course,  the  true  Inwardness  of  this  attempt 
to  force  upon  the  new  provinces  a  school  sys- 
tem distasteful  to  them,  Is  the  desire  to  es- 
tablish. French  Canadian  colonies  in  the  west, 
where  separate  schools  would  enable  them  to 
establish  the  French  language  over  wide  areas. 
The  means  for  doing  this  would  be  readily  fur- 
nished by  the  religious  communities  expelled 
from  France,  and  it  would  not  be  many  years 
before  there  would  grow  up  in  the  west  a  new 
Quebec,  with  all  its  racial,  lingual  and  sectarian 
animosities,  eating  the  life  out  of  true  Cana- 
dian nationalism. 

There  are  English-speaking  Protestants 
from  my  province  In  this  House.  I  wish 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture  (Mr. 
Fisher)  were  here.  I  see  here  my  hon. 
friend  from  Shefford  (Mr.  Parmelee).  And 
the  hon.  member  for  Montreal,  St.  Antoine 
(Mr.  Ames)  is  present  I  will  ask  any  one  of 
tljese  Protestant  representatives  from  my 
province,  whether  present  at  the  moment 
or  not,  and  whether  Conservative  or  Lib- 
eral, and  regardless  of  their  opinions  In 
the  legislation  that  is  now  before  us,  to  state 
frankly  in  this  House  whether  there  is,  in 
their  opinion,  In  any  part  of  Canada,  or  In 
any  part  of  the  world,  so  much  toleration  of 
so  much  breadth  of  mind  as  that  shown  by 
French  Canadians  towards  their  English- 
speaking  Protestant  compatriots.  The  other 
clay  a  letter  was  published  In  the  Toronto 
'  News '  which  attracted  my  attention.  It 
was  written  by  a  gentleman  In  the  town 
'A  Aylmer  in  the  neighbouring  county  of 
'Wright.  This  is  what  it  said,  speaking  of 
the  schools  of  Quebec  : 

The  separate  school  system  Is  one  of  dis- 
trust, suspicion  and  antagonism.  ...  As  it 
Is,  the  priesthood  are  given  control  and  pro- 
ficiency, while  they  teach  the  merest  rubbish 
for  history,  while  the  teaching  of  the  catechism 
leaves  no  other  Impression  possible  but  that 
Protestants  are  a  curse  to  the  earth. 

Now,  that  letter  was  written  In  the 
county  of  Wright  opposite  Ottawa.  That 
county  is  two-thirds  French  Canadian 
and  four-fifths  Catholic.  There  was  a 
by-election   in   that  county   three  weeks 
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before  that  letter  was  written.  Three  can- 
didates were  in  the  field.  The  Liberal  can- 
didate was  an  Irish  Canadian  without  a 
drop  of  French  blood  in  bis  veins.  The  Con- 
servative candidate  was  a  Scotch  Presby- 
terian without  any  trace  of  French  Canadian 
blood.  A  third  candidate  came  into  the 
field  and  appealed  to  my  fellow-countrymen, 
saying :  '  This  county  Is  two-thirds  French 
Canadian ;  you  should  not  vote  for  an 
Irishman  or  a  Scotchman ;  you  should  vote 
for  me,  a  French  Canadian.'  And  what 
was  the  result  ?  The  French  Canadian  who 
appealed  to  racial  passion  in  that  county, 
notwithstanding  that  the  voters  were  brought 
up  under  this  priestly  education,  notwith- 
standing that  they  were  educated  in  schools 
where  they  were  'taught  that  Protestants 
were  a  curse  io  the  earth*— this  French 
Canadian  lost  his  deposit  The  Irish  Can- 
adian was  elected.  And  the  Scotch  Pres- 
byterian received  the  strongest  Conservative 
vote  that  had  been  cast  in  the  county  for 
years  and  years.  And,  In  the  city  of  Hull, 
where  the  whole  population  Is  under  '  priest- 
ly education,'  where  the  teachers  are  not 
merely  the  ordinary  parish  priests,  but 
priests  who  belong  to  the  monastic  orders, 
some  of  these  'abominable  orders'  of 
which  the  Reverend  Scott  is  so  afraid ;  in 
the  city  of  Hull  where  the  schools  are  wholly 
li>  the  hands  of  friars  and  nuns,  and  where 
any  man  who  spent  his  childhood  there  has 
received  no  other*  education  than  that  given 
by  these  friars  and  nuns  under  the  control 
of  the  hierarchy  ;  in  that  Liberal  Catholic 
and  French  Canadian  city  of  Hull  the  Scotch 
Presbyterian  Conservative  candidate  had  a 
majority  of  the  votes.  Sir,  the  province  of 
Quebec,  where  you  may  so  frequently  notice 
Protestant  Englishmen  elected  by  a  French- 
speaking  majority,  Is  the  only  province 
where  you  find  such  proofs  of  toleration 
and  breadth  of  view.  And  the  same 
has  been  true  since  confederation  and  long 
before  confederation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  be  allowed  to  speak 
of  a  little  experience  I  have  bad  in  this 
relation  ?  It  shows  the  working  of  the 
school  laws  in  my  province.  There  Is  a 
small  country  newspaper  in  the  county  of 
Quebec  which  has  declared  that  the  result 
of  the  separate  school  law  in  Quebec  was 
to  drive  the  Protestants  out  of  the  province. 
I  refer  to  the  Huntingdon  'Gleaner.'  And 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
has  re-echoed  that  declaration.  I  passed  most 
ot  my  life — and  my  happiest  days,  because 
they  were  before  I  entered  public  life — 
in  a  small  village  on  the  borders  of  the 
Ottawa  river  forming  one  municipality  of 
eight  hundred  souls.  This  village  was  separ- 
ated municipally  and  for  school  purposes 
from  the  parish  in  which  it  was  situated 
and  which  also  contained  some  eight  hun- 
dred souls,  in  these  two  municipalities  there 
were  three  English-speaking  Protestant 
families.   The  father  of  one  family  was  the 


head  of  a  large  lumbering  firm  and  the 
fathers  of  the  other  two  families  were  the 
other's  clerks.  These  three  families  lived 
in  the  village.  They  organized  a  separate 
school  under  the  law.  Then  the  lumbering 
company  bought  Immense  properties  In  the 
parish..  Under  our  '  pfriest-administered ' 
law,  the  Protestant  ratepayers — as  they 
were  entitled  to  do  by  law— annexed  this 
property  to  the  village  for  school  purposes, 
thus  depriving  the  Catholic  ratepayers  of 
the  parish  of  all  the  receipts  of  their  schools 
on  account  of  that  land.  But  there  was  not 
a  word  of  dispute.  There  came  a  time  when 
the  separate  school  was  not  carried  on 
according  to  law,  because,  In  our  province 
as  in  others,  it  requires  a  certain  school 
attendance  to  make  a  school  under  the  law. 
There  came  a  time  when  all  the  taxes  paid 
by  the  Protestants  went  to  support  a  school 
where  there  were  only  five  or  six  children, 
which  is  only  half  or  one-third  of  the  num- 
ber required  under  the  law.  One  of  the 
Catholic  ratepayers  suggested  :  '  Why  don't 
we  abolish  the  separate  school  and  get  all 
that  money  ? '  I  put  my  foot  upon  the  pro- 
position at  once.  I  said:  'My  friend,  if  you 
think  as  I  do  and  as,  I  believe,  the  people  of 
this  parish  and  of  this  ,  village  do,  you  will 
never  ask  a  man,  rich  or  poor,  to  contribute 
a  cent  to  the  maintenance  of  a  school  system 
in  which  he  does  not  believe.'  And  the  whole 
population  was  with  me.  That  whole 
'priest-ridden  population' — and  they  were 
poor  farmers — preferred  to  pay  twice  as 
much  as  they  otherwise  would  rather  than 
ask  these  Protestant  ratepayers  to  contri- 
bute, as  they  were  legally  bound  to  do,  to 
the  maintenance  of  any  other  than  this 
separate  school.  Show  me  sucb  an  example 
in  any  of  the  English-speaking  Protestant 
provinces  of  this  Dominion,  and  I  will  ad- 
mit that  the  separate  school  system  cannot 
develop  a  national  spirit. 

Let  me  refer  my  hon.  friends  to  the 
example  of  a  country,  that,  perhaps 
above  all  the  nations  of  the  earth,  has  done 
most  for  the  development  of  ideas  of  liberty 
and  toleration  :  the  little  republic  of  Switzer- 
land. There  is  in  Switzerland  a  population 
composed  of  three  nationalities  with  clearly 
marked  differences  of  religion.  They  have 
the  Protestant  Germans  and  the  Catholic 
French  and  Italians.  After  their  common 
struggle  for  liberty,  they  fought  among  them- 
selves for  years  and  for  centuries — the  Ger- 
mans to  impose  the  German  language  and 
the  Protestant  religion  upon  the  others  and 
the  French  seeking  to  impose  the  French 
language  and  the  Catholic  religion  upon  the 
Germans.  But  the  day  came  when  they 
found  out  that  only  principle  under  which 
they  could  maintain  their  union  was  that 
every  man  should  be  free  to  worship  God  in 
his  own  church  and  to  educate  his  children 
in  his  own  school.  And  upon  that  principle 
ci"  toleration  they  have '  carried  on  their 
schools  ;    and  to  my  mind,  their  national 
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spirit  is  much  more  united,  than  unfortu- 
nately ours  is  at  the  present  day. 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  one  last  point  I  wish  to 
make.  I  contend  that  If  we  look  upon 
this  question  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
broad  national  ideal,  not  only  should  we 
propose  the  widest  measure  of  liberty  for 
the  minority  of  the  Northwest,  but,  even 
if  it  were  not  asked  for  and  if  we  were  not 
bound  to  give  it,  we  should,  in  duty  to  Can- 
ada and  to  the  integrity  of  the  empire,  esta- 
blish separate  schools  In  the  Northwest  in 
the  fullest  sense  of  the  word. 

I  bare  stated,  at  the  opening  of  my  re- 
marks, that  nobody  knows  what  the  popu- 
lation of  that  country  will  be  fifty  or  one 
hundred  years  hence.  Do  you  want  to 
make  It  safely  Canadian  ?  Do  yo  want  to 
have  there  a  nucleus  of  population  whose 
only  love,  whose  only  care  will  be  for  this 
soil  of  ours,  who  will  have  no  other  devo- 
tion but  to  the  future  and  the  welfare  of 
Canada  ?  Open  the  Northwest  to  the 
French  Canadian,  emplant  him  there  and 
give  him  all  his  freedom  and  liberty.  Make 
him  feel  that  be  is  at  home  In  the  west  just 
as  much  as  in  the  east,  make  him  feel  that 
he  can  have  there  the  same  religious  liberty 
that  be  enjoys  at  home,  and  which  be  gives 
to  his  neighbour  ait  home  and  you  will  have 
there  a  growing  tree  that  will  stand  the 
storm,  resist  the  Influence  of  American  ab- 
sorption and  the  development  of  foreign 
ideals,  because  the  French  Canadian  is  the 
oldest  Canadian,  because  the  French  Cana- 
adian  has  founded  on  the  soil  of  our  coun- 
try the  whole  of  his  hopes.  He  has  abau- 
doned  the  past;  he  has  ceased  to  look  to  any 
foreign  country  for  the  development  of  his 
moral  and  material  forces  and  when 
you  compare  the  past  with  the  present, 
when  you  think  that  all  the  French  Can- 
adians, whether  living  in  this  country  un- 
der the  British  flag  or  in  the  United  States 
under  the  stars  and  stripes,  that  these  3.000,- 
000  French  Canadians  are  all  the  descend- 
ants of  60.000  peasants  who  were  aband- 
oned on  this  land  by  the  French  govern- 
ment 150  years  ago.  who  had  been,  ruined 
by  the  French  government,  robbed  by 
French  intendants  whose  methods-  British 
governors  faithfully  followed :  when  it 
will  be  remembered  that  those  60.000 
peasants,  unaided  by  any  influx  what- 
ever of  Immigration  and  capital,  have  devel- 
oped their  education,  their  agriculture  and 
their  trade;  that  they  have  done  all  they 
could  for  Canada  whether  in  peace  or  war. 
and  If  you  consider  the  point  at  which  they 
started  and  the  result  they  have  achieved, 
there  is  no  reason  why  any  roan  in  this 
House  should  be  afraid  of  the  hold  the 
French  Canadians  may  obtain  in  the  west 

Again  referring  to  past  history  might  I 
once  more  appeal  to  my  English  speaking 
friends  in  this  House  and  say  to  them  :  Do 
not  trust  the  religious  zealot.  Remember 
the  New  England  Puritan  who  burned 
witches  200  years  ago.  He  condemned  the 
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British  Government  because  it  granted 
religious  liberty  to  the  French  Canadians, 
but  ten  years  later  be  rebelled  against  the 
British  Crown  and  was  stopped  from  enter- 
ing Canada  only  by  the  French  Canadians. 
Do  not  trust  too  much  to  the  political  jingo. 
Remember  1849,  when  the  fathers  of  the 
Tories  wrecked  the  parliament  buildings 
and  rotten-egged  the  governor  for  giving 
freedom  to  all.  I  simply  say  this  and  I 
leave  my  friends  with  these  words :  Be 
just  to  the  French  Canadians.  That  Is  all 
1  ask.  I  do  not  ask  you  to  be  generous, 
if  the  state  of  mind  of  your  province  has 
not  yet  been  brought  up  to  the  state  of 
mind  that  we  have  in  Quebec.  If  you  can- 
not afford  to  be  generous,  all  I  ask  you  is 
to  be  just.  Give  us  the  same  rule  that  we 
have  given  you,  do  for  us  what  we  have 
done  for  you  and  trust  the  French  Can- 
adians under  the  guidance  of  that  hier- 
archy which  has  stood  for  British  connec- 
tion in  the  past.  The  French  Canadian's 
heart  is  generous,  his  heart  is  grateful  and 
he  will  never  forget  what  you  have  done. 
But  on  the  other  hand — and  In  this  I  am 
not  uttering  any  threat — I  regret  every  time 
I  go  back  to  my  province  to  find  developing 
that  feeling  that  Canada  is  not  Canada  for 
all  Canadians.  We  are  sometimes  In  Quebec 
accused  of  being  provinclallsts.  We  are 
not  provinclallsts  by  nature.  We  have 
stood  for  the  defence  of  the  whole  soil  of 
Canada  and  have  contributed  our  share  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  of  Canada.  But 
after  such  examples  as  we  have  had  In 
New  Brunswick,  in  Manitoba,  and  the 
Northwest  Territories,  after  such  attempts 
as  were  made  In  Ontario  itself  where  we 
were  preserved  only  because  there  was  a 
text  of  law,  we  are  bound  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  Quebec  is  our  only  country 
because  we  have  no  liberty  elsewhere.  I 
do  not  say  that  we  are  treated  as  slaves  ; 
but  we  are  proud  enough  and  I  contend 
that  we  have  rendered  service  enough  to 
claim  at  the  hands  of  the  majority  of  this 
country  not  only  such  treatment  as  you 
would  grant  to  a  good  natured  inferior  be- 
ing, but  such  treatment  as  I  think  we,  as 
vour  brethren,  are  entitled  to  receive  at 
your  hands.  If  you  do  that,  if  you  are  just 
and  Just  without  quibbling,  just  and  just 
without  trying  to  take  with  one  hand  what 
you  ftive  with  the  other.  I  say :  Trust 
the  French  Canadian  in  the  west  or  in  the 
east,  trust  the  French  Canadian  anywhere 
in  Canada  ;  he  will  be  true  to  you.  true  to 
the  British  Crown,  If  you  do  not  expel  from 
his  mind  the  belief  that  Canada  is  a  free 
country  and  that  the  British  Crown  is  in 
this  country  the  protector  of  equal  justice 
and  equal  law. 

Mr.  RICHARD  BLAIN  (Peel).  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  very  lengthy  ad- 
dress of  the  hon.  member  for  labelle 
(Mr.  Bourassa).  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
people,  of  the  province  of  Quebec  and  of  the 
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other  portions  of  Canada  are  quite  well 
aware  that  the  boo.  gentleman  has  been  de- 
livering this  game  lecture  In  different  parts 
of  Canada  for  several  years  past.  While  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  any  comparisons,  for  I 
do  not  think  It  Is  the  duty  of  a  member  of 
parliament,  living  in  a  country  of  this  kind, 
to  make  too  many  comparisons  between  the 
different  nationalities  of  this  country,  may 
I  be  permitted  after  the  reference  that  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bourassa)  has  made  to  the 
narrowness  of  the  English-speaking  people 
of  Canada  to  say  that  I  come  from  the 
province  of  Ontario.  We  had  a  general 
election  for  the  local  legislature  there  a  few 
weeks  ago  and  I  might  say  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  the  city  of  Toronto  sent  a  Roman 
Catholic  representative  to  that  legislature 
and  that  Roman  Catholic  has  the  hon- 
our of  a  seat  in  Mr.  Whitney's  cabinet 
at  this  moment.  And  may  I  be  permitted 
to  remind  my  hon.  friends  of  the  French 
nationality  that  for  the  first  time  In  the 
history  of  the  province  of  Ontario  your  own 
town,  Mr.  Speaker,  has  been  recognized  by 
the  putting  into  office  of  the  Hon.  Dr. 
Rheaume,  Minister  of  Public  Works  in 
Mr.  Whitney's  cabinet.  And  of  course  I 
need  not  refer  to  my  hon.  friend  from. 
South  Toronto  (Mr.  Claude  Macdonell),  who 
sits  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as 
another  example  of  the  generosity,  of  the 
English  speaking  people  of  that  important 
province,  I  was  a  little  Interested  to  hear  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bourassa)  dealing  with 
those  legal  questions  and  I  thought  I  would 
look  up  the  history  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  see  what  knowledge  he  had  to  bring  to 
bear  in  competition  with  that  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden).  I 
find  on  examination  that  my  hon.  friend  bad 
one  special  Act  of  parliament  passed  In  his 
own  province  of  Quebec  to  permit  him  to 
study  law  in  that  province.  Then  on  fur- 
ther examination,  I  find  another  special 
Act  of  parliament  passed  for  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  allow  him  to  pass  an  examination 
that  he  has  never  yet  passed  and  he  has  not 
to  this  date  practised  law  in  his  own  pro- 
vince, and  yet  my  hon.  friend  will  put  his 
opinion  on  these  legal  questions  in  competi- 
tion with  the  opinion  of  the  distinguished 
leader  of  Hie  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden). 
On  February  21,  the  right  hon.  the  Prime 
Minister  (Sir  Wdlfrid  Laurler)  Intro- 
duced the  two  Bills  that  are  to  constitute 
new  provinces  In  what  Is  now  known  as  the 
Northwest  Territories.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman gave  to  the  House  a  very  lengthy 
history  of  different  matters  In  connection 
with  those  Bills.  I  have  here  Bill  (No. 
09)  '  An  Act  to  establish  and  provide  for  the 
government  of  the  province  of  Alberta,' 
Clause  12  of  the  Act  reads: 


Clause  3  of  the  Bill  says: 

The  said  province  shall  be  represented  In  the 
Senate  of  Canada  by  tour  members  :  provided 
that  such  representation  may,  after  the  com- 
pletion of  the  next  decennial  census,  be  (rom 
time  to  time  increased  to  six  by  the  parliament 
of  Canada. 

Clause  8  says: 

Unless  and  until  the  Lieutenant  Governer  in 
Council  of  the  said  province  otherwise  directs, 
by  proclamation  under  the  great  seal,  the  seat 
of  government  of  the  said  province  shall  be  at 
Edmonton. 

Clause  20  of  the  Bill  says: 

The  Dominion  lands  in  the  said  province  shall 
continue  to  be  vested  in  the  Crown  and  adminis- 
tered by  the  government  of  Canada  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Canada. 

Clause  24  enacts: 

This  Act  shall  come  Into  force  on  the  1st  day 
of  July,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  Ave. 

I  may  be  permitted  briefly  to  refer  to  Bill 
No.  70  to  establish  and  provide  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  province  of  Saskatchewan. 
The  same  number  of  representatives,  25, 
are  to  be  elected  In  that  province;  the  same 
number  of  senators,  four,  are  to  be  appoint- 
ed to  the  senate  of  Canada,  with  the  pri- 
vilege of  parliament  Increasing  the  number 
to  six.  The  capital  of  the  province  is  to  be 
Regina  ;  and  this  Act  also  is  to  come  Into 
force  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  I  will  now 
give  the  areas  in  square  miles  of  the  various 
provinces  : 

Amount  to  be  paid  annually  to  each  province. 
Support  to  government..  ..  $  50,000 
Estimated     population  of 
260,000   at    80   cents  per 

head   200,000 

Interest  at  5  per  cent,  per 

annum  on  $8,107,600..    ..  406,376 
In  lieu  of  lands  retained  by 
the     Dominion  govern- 
ment  376,000 

Construction  of  public  build- 
ings to  be  paid  yearly  for 

five  years  only   94,500 

t   

Total  $1,124,875  each. 

For  two  provinces  $2,249,750 

This  to  increase  from  time 
to  time  until  it  reaches 
an  annual  payment   of. .  $2,207,875.  each. 

For  two  provinces  $4,415,750. 

Prince  Edward  Island   2,284 

Nova  Scotia   .  21,428 

New  Brunswick   27,985 

Quebec   351,873 

Ontario   260,862. 

Manitoba   73,732 

British  Columbia   372,630 


Until  the  said  legislature  otherwise  provides, 
the  legislative  assembly  shall  be  composed  of 
twenty-flve  members  to  be  elected  to  represent 
the  electoral  divisions  defined. 
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Total  1,110,694 

New  Provinces. 

Alberta   250,000 

Saskatchewan   250,00ft 
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I  wish  now  to  point  out  the  financial  as- 
sistance that  Is  to  be  given  to  tbese  two 
new  provinces.  This,  briefly,  is  the  sub- 
stance of  some  clauses  in  the  Bill. 

Now,  Sir,  when  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
Introduced  this  Bill  he  expressed  some  sur- 
prise at  the  references  made  by  newspapers 
and  by  some  distinguished  gentlemen  in 
this  country.  Of  course  the  people  of  Can- 
ada* everywhere  were  very  much  interested 
In  the  introduction  of  these  Bills.  This 
question  had  been  up  for  consideration  in 
this  parliament.  Indeed,  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  had  moved  a  resolution  in  the 
session  of  1903  and  again  In  1904  in  favour 
of  absolute  provincial  autonomy  being  given 
to  these  Territories,  unrestricted  right  to 
deal  with  every  thing  of  a  provincial  char- 
acter. That  was  the  policy  of  the  opposi- 
tion in  this  House  in  the  sessions  of  1903 
and  1904.  May  I  be  permitted  to  tell  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  what  was  the  chief  reason 
for  the  adverse  newspaper  comment  and 
criticism  which  he  has  read  from  distingu- 
ished men  In  this  country  ?  It  is  because 
they  bad  known  the  stand  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  had  taken  In  1896  on  this  educa- 
tional or  religious  question.  The  people  did 
.not  distrust  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  they 
sever  thought  for  a  moment  that  he  would 
go  back  on  his  record  of  1896,  and  venture 
to  introduce  into  this  House  certain  clauses 
la  the  Autonomy  Bills  which  would  stir  up 
religious  strife  in  this  country.  Therefore, 
he  had  at  his  back  the  whole  Canadian  peo- 
ple; he  had  not  only  the  confidence  of  the 
Liberal  party,  but  the  confidence  of  a  great 
number  of  Liberal-Conservatives  in  this 
country,  many  of  whom  voted  for  him  In 
1896  on  this  very  question.  So,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  would 
not  have  far  to  go  to  find  a  reason  why 
the  newspapers  and  leading  gentlemen 
who  bad  supported  him  In  1896  were 
very  much  surprised  to  find  that  he  had 
now  changed  his  policy  in  regard  to  pro- 
vincial rights.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  ventured  to  say  that  those  who 
have  criticised  this  Bill  are  not  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  question?  Well,  that  may 
be  the  case  as  to  some  of  the  criticisms,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  gentleman  or 
any  member  of  his  government  would  say 
this  applies  to  all  the  criticisms  that  have 
been  offered  to  the  educational  clauses  in 
these  Bills.  I  have  here  a  protest  from  the 
Presbyterian  body.  I  am  glad  to  see  my 
lion,  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs,  who 
as  I  am  Informed  Is  a  distinguished  member 
of  that  denomination,  In  his  seat.  I  will 
read  this  protest  from  the  Presbytery  of 
Guelph: 

Another  protest  against  the  Educational  Pro- 
visions ot  the  Autonomy  Bill. 
A  meeting  of  the  Guelph  Presbytery  was  held 
in  Melville  church.  Fergus,  to-day.  The  follow- 
ing resolution  was  moved    by   Major  Hood. 
Guelph,  seconded  by  Rev.  Mr.  Home,  Elora  : 
The  Presbytery  ot  Guelph,  representing  a  large 
Mr.  BLAIN*. 


portion  of  the  counties  of  Waterloo,  Wellington 
and  Halton,  hereby  presents  Its  strong  protest 
to  the  parliament  of  Canada  against  the  educa- 
tional clauses  of  the  Provincial  Autonomy  Bills 
now  before  the  House  for  consideration.  The 
presbytery  regrets  that  any  attempt  is  being 
made  to  debar  a  tree  people  from  the  exercise 
of  their  constitutional  prerogative,  the  right  to 
decide  for  themselves  the  character  of  their 
school  system.  It  is  the  conviction  of  the  pres- 
bytery that  should  the  proposed  legislation  be- 
come law  it  would  involve  the  new  provinces  In 
perpetual  racial  and  sectarian  discord,  which 
would  be  a  most  serious  obstacle  to  the  future 
prosperity  and  happiness  of  the  people.  Be- 
lieving that  the  placing  of  such  an  Act  on  the 
statute  book  would  be  a  misuse  of  the  powers 
of  the  federal  government,  members  of  the 
presbytery  pledge  themselves  to  do  all  In  their 
power  to  oppose  and  prevent  such  proposed  In- 
vasion of  provincial  rights,  and  most  respect- 
fully urge  the  government  and  both  Houses  to 
grant  to  the  two  new  provinces  complete  con- 
trol over  their  educational  system. 

I  have  here  a  statement  by  a  gentleman 
who  stands  at  the  head  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  the  province  of  Ontario,  and  who 
spoke  at  a  mass  meeting  in  Toronto,  In 
Massey  Hall,  on  March  20.  I  refer  to  Rev. 
Dr.  MilHgan,  moderator  of  the  Presbyter- 
Ian  Church,  who  declares: 

That,  believing  in  a  commonwealth  with  equal 
rights  for  all  and  favours  for  none,  and  be- 
lieving-that  a  great  crisis  had  arisen  In  the 
national  history,  demanding  united  and  patriotic 
action  by  every  citizen,  Irrespective  of  creed  or 
politics. 

The  premier's  policy  In  the  present  Issue,  he 
continued,  had  come  to  him  like  a  clap  of 
thunder  from  a  clear  sky.  It  was  a  direct  con- 
troversion of  the  attitude  taken  In  1896. 

Wherever  one  party  had  privileges  at  the  ex- 
pense of  another  there  could  never  be  peace. 
Let  there  be  no  restrictions  Imposed  on  the 
new  west,  but  one  common  brotherhood  and  one 
common  school  system.  He  noted  that  the 
federal  separate  school  legislation  in  regard  to 
Ontario  and  Quebec  was  in  the  nature  of  an 
exception,  and  he  urged  the  fallacy  of  the  argu- 
ment which  sought  to  make  this  exceptional 
case  apply  to  all  the  provinces. 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  statement 
voices  the  views  of  all  the  Presbyterians 
in  Canada— or,  to  be  more  correct,  of  nearly 
all  the  Presbyterians  in  Canada,  who  be- 
lieve that  the  government  are  now  invad- 
ing provincial  rights  in  attempting  to  fasten 
upon  the  new  provinces  a  dual  system  of 
education. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   No,  no. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Who  says  '  no,  no  *  ?  I  say 
that  the  Presbyterian  body  In  Canada  and 
the  leading  Presbyterians  who  are  as  well 
versed  as  the  member  who  calls  out  '  no, 
no.'  have  sent  in  their  protest  with  these 
facts  before  me.  I  have  the  right  to  say 
that  the  Presbyterian  body  of  this  country 
are  almost  a  unit  in  opposition  to  the  gov- 
ernment forcing  upon  the  people  of  the  west 
this  educational  clause.  Here  Is  a  protest 
from  the  Church  of  England. 
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Keep  bands  oS— Provinces  must  be  free  in 
matter  of  education. 

In  a  sermon  preached  in  this  city  by  a 
distinguished  gentleman,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Spen- 
cer, in  Emmanuel  Reformed  Episcopal 
Church  : 

He  argued  that  the  scriptures  do  not  warrant 
a  state  church  in  any  form.  Tbe  union  of  church 
and  state,  he  said,  would  be  fraught  with 
trouble.  National  money  should  be  used  for 
national  purposes  only  and  not  for  the  promo- 
tion of  any  propaganda  or  teaching  of  dogmas 
of  any  sect. 

He  concludes  by  saying  : 

We  should  say  to  any  church :  Keep  your 
hands  off  the  public  treasury — and  we  would 
say  to  the  state  :  Keep  your  hands  oft  the 
church.  Give  to  no  denomination  privileges  not 
common  to  all  and  to  no  one  of  them  precedence 
by  right. 

That  is  a  protest  from  the  Church  of 
England  body  in  this  country,  and  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  gentleman  that  it 
represents  in  tbe  main  the  feeling  of  the 
Church  of  England  people  in  every  province 
In  Canada.  I  am  therefore  right  in  saying 
that  the  Church  of  England  denomination 
of  this  country  are  opposed  to  the  Auto- 
nomy BUI  in  so  far  as  it  takes  away  the 
rights  of  the  people  In  the  western  provinces 
to  deal  with  their  own  educational  matters. 
What  is  the  opinion  of  the  Baptist  Church  ? 

Baptists  state  their  position.  Let  new  pro- 
vinces determine  their  policy.  BUI  was  a  sur- 
prise. A  large  and  representative  meeting  of 
Baptists  was  held  last  evening  in  the  lecture 
room  of  the  Bloor  Street  Baptist  Church,  Tor- 
onto, to  consider  the  situation  arising  out  of  the 
introduction  in  parliament  of  the  Autonomy 
Bills  creating  the  new  provinces.  A  resolution 
was  unanimously  carried  by  a  standing  vote 
protesting  against  the  proposed  legislation. 

I  think  I  shall  read  that  resolution,  be- 
cause I  am  anxious  that  the  Baptists 
shall  be  put  on  record.  I  heard  the 
Minister  of  Customs  say  the  other  night 
that  some  of  the  criticism  was  from  gentle- 
men who  did  not  understand  the  question 
and  were  unable  to  give  a  fair  and  honest 
opinion,  but  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs  to  this  resolution,  and 
I  will  ask  him  whether  it  does  not  speak  as 
if  those  behind  it  understood  the  question 
quite  as  well  as  some  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  and  possibly  as  some 
members  of  the  government.  The  resolu- 
tion reads  as  follows  : 

Whereas,  the  British  North  America  Act,  as 
to  provinces  other  than  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
provides  that  each  province  may  exclusively 
make  laws  In  relation  to  education,  subject  to 
the  right  of  the  Dominion  parliament  when  ap- 
pealed to  in  a  specific  case  to  enact  remedial 
legislation  ;  and  the  imperial  Amending  Act  of 
1871  empowers  the  Dominion  parliament  to  es- 
tablish new  provinces,  and  to  define  the  consti- 
tution thereof,  but  prohibits  such  parliament 
from  ever  afterwards  altering  such  constitu- 
tion ; 
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And  whereas,  the  Bill  establishing  the  new 
provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  pro- 
poses to  make  the  maintenance  of  a  separate 
school  system  a  permanent  constitutional  obli- 
gation of  these  new  provinces,  thus  depriving 
them  of  their  full  provincial  rights  and  fettering 
their  whole  future  educational  development  ; 

And  whereas,  the  Introduction  at  any  time  of 
such  a  question  ■  into  federal  politics  Is  calcu- 
lated to  awaken  Ill-feeling  on  a  subject  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  Canadian  people  are  pecul- 
iarly sensitive  ;  and  more  especially  at  this 
time,  since  no  Intimation  was  given  to  the  elec- 
torate prior  or  during  the  recent  general  elec- 
tions that  it  was  Intended  in  connection  with 
the  granting  of  autonomy  to  the  Territories  to 
impose  any  such  tetters. 

Therefore  this  meeting  of  Baptist  citizens  re- 
spectfully protest  against  the  proposed  legis- 
lation, and  expresses  the  hope  that  the  govern- 
ment may  so  modify  its  Bills  as  to  leave  the 
determination  of  their  future  educational  policy 
to  the  free  action  of  the  new  provinces. 

I  may  say  to  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  Mayor  Urquhart,  of  Toronto,  the 
gentleman  to  whom  he  sent  a  very  interest- 
ing telegram  last  election  was  present  at 
this  meeting  and  he  stood  up  with  the  others 
and  endorsed  this  resolution  in  favour  of 
leaving  educational  matters  to  the  provin- 
ces. Mr.  D.  E.  Thomson,  K.C.,  a  distin- 
guished gentleman  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
spoke  thus  in  support  of  this  resolution : 

Under  the  powerful  leadership  of  Hon.  Oeorge 
Brown  the  Liberal  party  had  made  a  stand  for 
the  principle  of  local  government  and  provincial 
rights.  The  Liberal  party  were  returned  to 
power  in  1896  on  that  stand.  ...  To  pass 
the  Autonomy  Bills  now  before  parliament 
would  be  a  complete  reversal  of  the  policy, 
both  of  the  Liberal  leader  and  party.  If  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  be  sincere  in  his  suggestion 
that  the  provisions  of  the  British  North  Ameri- 
ca Act  cover  the  ground,  why  not  leave  the 
question  to  the  Act  ?  ....  If  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  had  told  his  policy  in  advance  he  would 
have  come  out  of  the  election  twenty  short. 

Mr.  Thomson  points  out  that  if  this  mat- 
ter had  been  submitted  to  the  people  in 
the  last  election,  instead  of  my  right  hon. 
friend  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  he 
would  be  sitting  on  this  side  in  opposition. 
That  speaks  for  the  Baptist  people  of  Can- 
ada, and  I  leave  it  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Prime  Minister. 

There  is  another  denomination,  called  the 
Congregatlonallsts,  not  very  large,  yet  very 
important  The  Rev.  Dr.  Wild,  a  gentle- 
man well  versed  in  those  questions,  spoke 
at  a  meeting  in  Toronto  a  few  days  ago 
and  said  : 

Of  the  thirty-two  nationalities  that  will  com- 
pose these  two  new  provinces,  most  of  them 
of  different  churches  and  creeds,  we  cannot 
expect  to  favour  any  one  race  or  creed  at  the 
expense  of  the  others.  The,  state  has  its  rights 
and  must  look  especially  to  the  education  of 
Its  citizens.  If  we  are  to  have  an  Intelligent 
population  as  voters  this  is  essential.  No 
church,  creed  or  race  must  have  special  legis- 
lation that  will  discriminate  against  others.  A 
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state  form  of  education  is  the  only  sure  way 
and  just  way. 

•  That,  I  think,  represents  the  Congrega 
tional  body.    Then  I  have  the  opinion  of 
the  Methodist  people  of  Canada.   On  March 
15,  1905,  the  '  Christian  Guardian,'  the  lead 
ing  Methodist  newspaper  wrote  : 

Sooner  or  later  the  Roman  Catholic  church  In 
this  country  must  be  taught  conclusively  that  it 
does  not  and  cannot  dominate  its  public  affairs. 
It  must  be  taught  that  tt  is  only  a  sect  among 
sects,  a  church  among  churches,  and  that  the 
adherents  of  the  smallest  and  weakest  among 
them  has  equal  rights  with  Its  own  adherents 
in  all  political  and  social  relations.  It  must  be 
taught  that  its  sinister  Influence  upon  public 
men  and  public  life  will  m>  longer  be  tolerated, 
and  that  it  must  be  content  with  holding  pre- 
cisely the  same  relation  to  governments  and 
laws  as  are  held  by  other  communions.  It  must 
be  taught  that,  while  absolutely  free  and  un- 
trammelled In  Its  spiritual  functions,  it  has  no 
status  In  law  or  in  fact  that  differentiates  It 
from  any  other  body  of  Christians  in  the  wide 
Dominion. 

Then.  I  have  here  a  resolution  passed  by 
the  Methodist  ministers  of  the  city  of  To- 
ronto, a  few  days  ago  and  addressed  to  the 
right  hon.  leader  of  the  government : 

METHODIST   MINISTERS'  PROTEST. 
The  Question  of  Education  Is  Entirely  Pro- 
vincial. 

The  following  letter  has  been  sent  to  the 
premier  by  the  Methodist  ministers  of  Toron- 
to :— 

To  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  G.C.M.Q., 
P.C.,  President  of  the  King's  Privy  Council, 
Ottawa  : 

Honoured  Sir, — The  assembled  ministers  of 
the  Methodist  church  of  Toronto,  In  their  re- 
gular meeting  on  Monday  morning,  March  13, 
1905,  unanimously  beg  to  advise  you  as  fol- 
lows : — 

That  we  view  with  alarm  the  Introduction  In- 
to the  Autonomy  Bill  of  that  clause  relating 
to  separate  schools  against  the  wishes  and 
contrary  to  the  vehement  protests  of  the 
peoples  most  deeply  affected  In  the  new  pro- 
vinces of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan. 

Our  position  Is  clear  and  Arm  that  the  ques- 
tion of  education  Is  purely  and  entirely  a  pro- 
vincial matter,  as  defined  by  the  British  North 
America  Act,  and  should  be  left  to  the  ex- 
clusive authority  of  the  provinces  to  deter- 
mine. 

We  therefore  most  respectfully  urge  the  gov- 
ernment and  both  Houses  of  parliament  to 
grant  to  the  two  new  provinces  full  provincial 
rights,  and  to  each  complete  control  of  Its 
educational  system.  By  so  doing  these  new 
provinces  will  develop  a  true,  healthy,  self- 
governing  citizenship,  which  will  be  an  element 
of  strength  to  the  Dominion. 

Signed  on  behalf  of  the  Methodist  Ministers' 
Association  of  Toronto 

Tours  rspectfully, 
GEO.  M.  BROWN, 

Chairman. 
ROBT.  R.  CADE. 

Secretary. 

The  Rev.  C.  O.  Johnston,  a  leading  Metho- 
dist minister,  opposed  to  separate  schools  in 
any  form,  says  this  : 
Mr.  BLAIN. 


It  was  absolutely  necessary  In  a  country  such 
as  this  that  the  people  should  live  together  in 
harmony,  and  to  this  end  there  should  be  one 
wide,  national  school  system.  The  public 
schools  of  Canada  were  not  Protestant  schools 
In  the  proper  acceptance  of  the  term,  but  the 
system  was  so  framed  as  to  admit  of  all  creeds 
and  classes  attending  without  fear  or  favour. 
For  his  part,  as  a  British  subject,  he  objected 
to  any  form  of  separate  schools,  whether  they 
be  Methodist,  Presbyterian,  Anglican,  Baptist, 
Roman  Catholic  or  any  other  denomination. 

I  will  read  a  sentence  or  two  from  a  letter 
by  a  gentleman  who  is  at  the  very  head  of 
the  Methodist  body  in  Canada,  the  Rev.  Dr. 
Carman,  the  general  superintendent  of  the 
Methodist  Church  ;  and  I  do  not  think  any 
dne  would  charge  him  with  being  an  over- 
ardent  supporter  of  the  Conservative  party. 
In  a  letter  over  his  own  signature,  he  says  : 

There  is  something  astounding  even  In  the 
realm  of  politics  that  the  men  who  gained 
power  In  our  Dominion  In  1896  by  resisting  the 
coercion  of  Manitoba  on  the  school  question 
are  now.  In  less  than  a  decade,  undertaking  to 
Impose  a  vastly  heavier  and  severer  coercion 
for  all  time  on  the  new  provinces.  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan. 

•  •  •  « 
Where  are  the  Anglicans'  rights,  and  the 

Methodists'  rights  and  the  Quakers'  rights, 
and  the  Lutherans'  rights,  and  the  agnostics' 
rights,  and  the  rights  of  Doukhobors  and  Jews  ? 
And  If  all  these  people  claim  their  special 
rights  and  get  them,  and  go  taxing  their  sepa- 
rate communities  and  drawing  on  the  public 
funds,  where  Is  your  national  school  system  ? 
Where  are  your  united  populations,  your  firm 
and  strong  Canadian  commonwealth  ?  Plainly 
the  foe  of  our  public  school  system  In  the  foe 
of  national  strength  and  prosperity.  The  legis- 
lation that  weakened  national  schools  threatens 
our  liberties  and  Alls  the  land  with  Irreconcil- 
able divisions  and  ceaseless  strifes. 

*  »  ♦  • 

Let  the  people  of  the  new  provinces  deter- 
mine their  own  school  matters,  settle  their 
own  school  policy,  as  Is  provided  In  the  funda- 
mental law  of  the  Dominion.  There  are  In 
the  proposed  Act  of  Autonomy  the  charter  of 
the  new  provinces,  at  least  two  Iniquities,  forc- 
ing separation  on  the  people  for  all  time,  and 
providing  for  It  from  public  lands  and  public 
funds  which  constitutionally  belong  to  national 
and  public  education.  The  rights  of  minorities 
can  be  secured  and  safeguarded  In  the  west  as 
they  are  In  some  of  the  older  provinces. 

A.  CARMAN. 

Toronto,  March  2,  1905. 

That  is  a  letter  to  the  Toronto  '  News.' 
Now,  that  is  the  feeling  of  the  church  mem- 
bers of  Canada.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Customs  is  not  more  anxious  to 
keep  peace  with  his  government  than  be  Is 
with  his  church.  My  hon.  friend  will  have 
to  take  care  of  that  himself. 

Now,  the  Liberal  party  had  something  to 
say  about  this.  I  take  the  following  from 
the  Toronto  '  Globe '  of  March  14,  1905  : 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee  of 
the  Liberal  Association  of  Centre  Toronto  held 
on  Saturday  the  following  resolution  was  un- 
animously passed  : — 
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That  whereas  the  Liberal  party  has  always 
taken  strong  ground  on  the  question  of  pro- 
vincial rights  ;  and 

Whereas  all  matters  pertaining  to  education 
are  by  the  British  North  America  Act  delegated 
to  the  provinces  ; 

Therefore,  we,  the  Executive  of  the  Liberal 
Association  ot  Centre  Toronto,  desire  to  place 
ourselves  on  record  as  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  government  should  expunge  entirely 
the  clauses  from  the  Autonomy  Bills  relating 
to  education,  and  that  all  matters  pertaining 
to  education  be  left  entirely  to  the  new  pro- 
vinces. 

This  is  a  voice  from  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman's own  party  in  the  city  of  Toronto. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  might  issue  the 
writ  for  an  election  dn  Centre  Toronto  and 
test  the  question.  Then  we  would  see 
whether  or  not  this  Reform  Association  ex- 
presses the  views  of  the  people  regardless  of 
politics  in  that  great  city.  I  am  reading 
these  extracts  because  I  think  they  are 
stronger  than  any  statement  I  could  make 
to  show  why  the  people  of  this  country 
were  aroused  when  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
introduced  this  melsure.  The  Toronto 
*  Globe '  of  March  8,  1905,  has  a  long  article 
which  I  will  not  stop  to  read.  It  Is  well 
known  throughout  the  country  that  the  Tor- 
onto '  Globe '  is  very  much  opposed  to  the 
educational  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  in  this 
article  it  warns  the  government  not  to  force 
them  through  parliament.  Then,  I  have  a 
heading  of  the  Toronto  'News'  of  March 
14,  and  continued  from  day  to  day :  '  A 
Free  West,  A  Common  School,  Provincial 
Rights  and  Religious  Equality.'  With  that 
I  may  give  a  statement  from  the  editor  of 
this  Important  and  valuable  independent 
journal,  who,  I  may  say,  is  a  personal  friend 
of  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister.  Indeed. 
I  think  he  wrote  his  life  some  little  time 
ago. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   A  part  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  A  part  of  it,  I  mean.  My 
hon.  friend  says  he  may  not  get  out  a  second 
edition.  The  editor  of  the  '  News,'  Mr.  J. 
S.  Wlllison,  speaking  on  the  school  ques- 
tion, made  this  statement : 

He  took  the  ground  that  nowhere  was  educa- 
tion provided  by  separate  schools  as  efficient 
as  the  public  schools,  and  many  Roman  Catholic 
citizens  and  lay  Catholic  educationists  were 
gravely  dissatisfied  with  the  conditions  of  ele- 
mentary Catholic  education  in  this  province. 
The  future  of  Canada  depended  largely  on  the 
measure  of  success  achieved  In  resolving  the 
many  nationalities  which  compose  the  popula- 
tion into  common  Canadian  citizenship,  and  It 
was  vain  to  argue  that  such  a  process  could 
be  served  by  a  school  system  which  tended  for 
separation  rather  than  union. 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  editor  of  the 
independent  Toronto  'News,'  which  Is  doing 
so  much  service  for  the  people  of  Canada 
at  the  present  time.  I  have  here  the  au- 
thority of  the  Huntingdon  '  Gleaner,'  pub- 
lished in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and  which, 
if  I  am  correctly  Informed,  is  one  of  the 


leading  English  speaking  journals  of  that 
province. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  My  hon.  friends  say  no, 
but  I  rather  think  I  am  correct  In  that  state- 
ment because  in  the  earlier  days,  before 
my  right  hon.  friend  came  Into  the  House, 
it  was  quoted  very  often  In  the  Interest  of 
the  Reform  party.  Dealing  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  First  Minister  that  the  Protes- 
tants in  the  province  of  Quebec  have  noth- 
ing to  complain  of,  the  editor  writes  as 
follows: 

-  How  does  the  premier  reconcile  this  decla- 
ration of  his  with  the  fact  that  the  English- 
speaking  people  outside  ot  the  island  of  Mon- 
treal have  largely  disappeared  and  are  con- 
tinuing to  disappear  ?  Whole  townships,  set- 
tled by  them  and  which  prospered  under  them, 
are  to-day  French.  Protestant  churches  are  to 
be  found  in  which  no  service  Is  held  and  that 
the  spot  where  Protestants  were  burled  for 
three  generations  and  more  are  now  to  be  found 
in  the  corners  ot  farms  of  French  Canadians. 
In  only  one  of  the  counties  that  compose  the 
Eastern  Townships  have  the  Protestants  a  ma- 
jority, yet  once  they  had  absolute  control.  Do 
men  throw  up  their  farms  and  leave  a  province 
where  they  have  no'  cause  ot  complaint  ?  Let 
Sir  Wilfrid  explain  this— the  extraordinary 
spectacle  ot  a  people  abandoning  the  land  of 
their  birth,  to  which  they  are  bound  by  every 
tie  of  affection  and  patriotism,  to  seek  new 
homes  in  the  United  States,  tor  the  proportion 
has  been  trifling  who  have  gone  to  our  North- 
west. What  Is  it  they  find  under  an  alien  flag 
they  could  not  in  the  province  ot  Quebec  ?  We 
want  no  rhetorical  generalities,  no  vapouring 
about  justice  and  toleration.  Here  is  a  plain 
problem— Why  are  the  Protestant  farmers  of 
the  province  of  Quebec  going  away  ?  Do  men 
flee  a  province  where  they  have  no  cause  of 
complaint  ? 

There  is  no  more  saddening  aspect  in  the 
condition  of  our  province  than  the  groups  of 
Protestant  children  to  be  found  here  and  there 
all  over  It  destitute  of  the  means  of  acquiring 
the  elements  of  education,  and  threatening  us 
with  a  coming  generation  ot  Protestant  farmers 
as  ignorant  as  Russian  moujlks.  This  is  a  fruit 
of  separate  schools.  If  we  had  national  schools, 
instead  of  sectarian  schools,  no  child  in  the 
province  would  be  without  opportunity  to  learn 
to  read  and  write.  Another  consequence  of 
these  sectarian  schools  should  never  be  lost 
sight  of,  fnd  that  is,  where  Protestant  farmers 
are  too  fjsw  to  have  a  school,  they  are  taxed  to 
support  Catholic  schools,  which,  sometimes, 
have  as  their  teachers  nuns  and  Christian 
brothers.  There  are  hundreds  of  Protestant 
farmers  who  are  forced  either  to  support  Catho- 
lic schools  or  sell  out. 

That  Is  the  statement  of,  the  Huntingdon 
'Gleamer,'  and  I  commend  it 'to  the  consid- 
eration of  my  right  hon.  friend. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  BLAIN.  Before  you  left  the  chair, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  giving  some  quotations 
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from  leading  newspapers  of  Canada  show- 
ing their  opinion  of  tbe  educational  clauses 
of  the  Autonomy  Bills.  As  there  was  some 
slight  reference  to  the  politics  of  the  Hunt- 
ingdon '  Gleaner,'  from  which  I  quoted,  I 
thought  I  would  produce  a  newspaper  which 
will  be  acknowledged  to  be  a  supporter  of 
the  government  I  turn  to  the  Toronto 
'  Globe,'  which  is  looked  upon  as  the  lead- 
ing government  organ  of  the  province  of 
Ontario,  and  a  very  creditable  journal  in- 
deed. I  quote  from  the  issue  of  February 
28,  1905  : 

Why  not  leave  the  question  to  him  

Referring  to  Mr.  Haultain,  the  premier  of 
the  Northwest  Territories. 

 and  his  colleagues  in  the  new  provincial 

government  ?  It  belongs  there  by  the  terms  ot 
the  Confederation  Act.  It  it  is  dealt  with  at 
Ottawa  there  may  develop  opposition  from  the 
provincial  governments,  not  because  they  would 
abolish  separate  schools,  but  because  they 
would  resent  federal  dictation  in  matters  of 
provincial  rights.  If  the  people  of  Saskatche- 
wan and  Alberta  want  separate  schools,  let 
them  have  them  on  their  own  motion  and  in  the 
way  provided  by  the  constitution.  If  they  do 
not  want  them,  any  attempt  at  constitutional 
compulsion,  even  it  it  succeeds,  would  awaken 
antagonism  which  would  embitter  local  politics 
and  be  disastrous  to  the  separate  schools  them- 
selves. And  for  that  proposition  we  can  ask 
the  support  of  Catholics  and  Protestants  alike. 
It  involves  the  principles  of  provincial  rights. 
On  that  ground  all  classes  and  creeds  can 
stand  together. 

I  have  another  opinion,  which  I  regard  as 
a  very  valuable  one,  objecting  to  the  educa- 
tional clauses.  This  is  from  Mr.  Haultain, 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. I  quote  from  his  letter  addressed  to 
the  Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier), 
and  bearing  the  date  of  March  11th,  1905 : 

I  must  take  strong  exception  to  tbe  way  in 
which  the  subject  of  education  has  been  treated 
both  in  the  conferences  and  in  the  Bills.  I  must 
remind  you  of  the  fact  that  your  proposition 
was  not  laid  before  my  colleague  or  myself 
until  noon  of  the  day  upon  which  you  intro- 
duced the  Bills.  Up  to  that  time  the  question 
had  not  received  any  attention  beyond  a  casual 
reference  to  it  on  the  previous  Friday,  and  I 
certainly  believe  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  your  proposals  before 
twelve  o'clock  on  the  day  the  Bills  received 
their  first  reading.  No  such  opportunity,  how- 
ever, was  afforded^ 

He  continues  : 

With  regard  to  the  question  ot  education  gen- 
erally, you  are,  no  doubt,  aware  that  tho  posi- 
tion taken  by  us  was  that  the  provinces  should 
be  left  to  deal  with  the  subject  exclusively, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  llritish  North 
America  Act.  thus  putting  them  on  the  same 
footing  in  this  regard  as  all  the  other  provinces 
in  the  Dominion,  except  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

That  I  regard  as  a  very  valuable  opinion 
Indeed.  It  is  the  opinion  of  tbe  duly  autho- 
rized representative  of  the  Territories,  the 
man  who  has  the  right,  and  whose  duty  it 
is,  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  500.000  people 

Mr.  BLAIN. 


there.  Of  course,  it  will  be  a  little  surpris- 
ing to  tbe  people  of  Canada  to  know  that, 
though  the  Prime  Minister  of  that  Territory 
was  sent  for  by  this  government  to  consult 
with  upon  the  clauses  of  the  Autonomy 
Bills,  yet  the  educational  clauses,  the  all- 
important  clauses  seemingly  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  were  not  submitted  to  that  hon. 
gentleman  until  noon  of  the  very  day  when 
tbe  Prime  Minister  introduced  these  Bills  In 
the  House.  I  will  not  make  any  comment 
upon  that  further  than  to  ask  the  Canadian 
people  to  consider  what  it  means.  Perhaps 
they  will  be  able  to  answer  it  to  their  own 
satisfaction. 

I  come  now  to  tbe  county  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  the  county  of  Peel.  I 
have  presented  some  petitions  from  the 
county.  I  have  here  the  resolution  of  the 
Brampton  Ministerial  Association,  held  at 
the  residence  of  the  Rev.  W.  S.  McAlplne, 
B.A.,  on  the  6th  of  March,  1905  : 

Moved  by  the  Rev.  J.  O.  Bowles,  B.D.,  and 
seconded  by  the  Rev.  A  N.  Burns,  B.A.,  and 
carried  unanimously  : 

That  the  premier  of  the  Dominion  government 
has  Introduced  a  Bill  by  which  separate  schools 
are  to  he  fastened  on  the  Territories  to  be  or- 
ganized into  new  provinces  ; 

And  whereas,  we  do  not  favour  separate 
schools  in  principle  and  practice  ; 

And  whereas,  tbe  matter  should  be  left  wholly 
to  the  new  provinces  to  decide  ; 

Therefore  be  It  resolved,  that  we,  the  mem- 
bers ot  tbe  Brampton  Ministerial  Association, 
place  ourselves  on  record  as  being  unalterably 
opposed  to  the  educational  clause  ot  the  BUI, 
and  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded 
to  R.  Blain,  M.P.,  the  representative  of  the 
county  in  the  Commons. 

W.  S.  McALPINE, 

President. 
WM.  HERRIDOE. 

Secretary. 

I  have,  In  addition  to  that,  the  names  of 
several  leading  gentlemen  in  my  own  coun- 
ty who  have  signed  the  petition  that  was 
circulated  and  afterwards  presented  to  tha 
House.  Among  the  others,  I  find  the  follow- 
ing :  George  A.  Robinson,  Claude ;  John 
McEachrine,  merchant,  Englewood ;  Alex. 
Dick,  manufacturer,  Alton  ;  Rev.  G.  C. 
Balfour,  Inglewood ;  David  Graham,  Ingle- 
wood,  David  McGregor,  Inglewood ;  T.  H. 
Graham,  Inglewood ;  and  H.  H.  Shaver, 
Cooksville.  These  are  the  names  of 
some  of  tbe  leading  Reformers  whom  I 
have  the  honour  to  reprensent,  who  willing- 
ly signed  a  petition  to  this  government  pro- 
testing against  tbe  educational  clauses  of 
the  Autonomy  Bills.  And  I  may  say  fhat, 
while  I  have  had  the  honour  of  sitting  In 
this  House  since  1900,  no  question  has  ever 
nrisen  on  which  I  represent  so  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  electorate  of  my  county  as  I 
do  in  protesting  against  the  educational 
clauses  of  this  Bill. 

Some  very  unfair  criticism  was  offered  this 
afternoon  by  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
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(Mr.  Bourassa)  against  the  Orauge  Associa- 
tion of  Canada.  That  association,  does  not 
require  any  defence  at  my  hands.  But  when 
that  hon.  gentleman  thought  it  bis  duty  to 
cast  reflection  upon  the  Orange  Association, 
already  numbering  about  400,000  members, 
and  those  not  now  affiliated,  I  thought  that 
some  slight  reference  to  the  association, 
though  it  may  seem  a  Jittly  beside  the  ques- 
tion, may  be  in  order.  I  turn  up  the 
Act  to  Incorporate  the  Grand  Orange  Lodge 
of  British  America,  which  was  assent- 
ed to  on  April  24th,  1890.  Among  the  names 
of  the  corporators  are  those  of  the  late 
Hon.  N.  Clarke  Wallace,  the  late  Edward 
F.  Clarke  and  other  leading  men.  I  have 
looked  very  briefly  over  the  clauses  of  this 
Act  of  Incorporation  of  the  Grand  Orange 
Lodge  of  British  America  to  see  if  any 
special  favours  had  been  given  to  the  asso- 
ciation by  this  parliament  I  find  that  no 
special  favours  were  given — this  is  simply  a 
BUI  permitting  the  members  of  the  associa- 
tion to  organize,  to  hold  property  and  to 
take  care  of  their  own  rights,  and  to  extend 
those  rights  to  every  other  loynl  citizen 
in  Canada,  whatever  his  creed  may  be. 
And  I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  Orange  con- 
stitution, which  I  will  be  glad  to  send  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa), 
for  evidently  he  has  not  looked  into  this 
document  before  venturing  upon  the  state- 
ments which  he  made  this  afternoon.  This 
constitution  is  open  to  every  man  In  Can- 
ada, and  from  beginning  to  end  there  is  no 
clause  in  it  that  Interferes  with  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  any  class  of  people  in  this 
country.  I  think  it  does  not  come  with  a 
good  grace  from  the  hon.  gentleman  to  cast 
reflection  upon  this  important  body.  Other 
references  were  made  to  the  Orange  Associ- 
ation a  few  days  ago,  one  by  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  I 
thought  I  would  try  to  learn  what  part  the 
Orange  Association  has  taken  in  the  agita- 
tion since  this  Bill  was  introduced  on  the 
21st  of  February  last.  The  hon.  member 
for  Bast  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  who  holds  the 
highest  position  in  the  gift  of  the  Orange 
Association  in  Canada,  felt  It  to  be  his  duty 
to  sound  a  note  of  warning  to  the  Canadian 
people,  and  he  issued  this  letter  and  sent  it 
to  the  different  Orange  Associations  through- 
out the  Dominion : 

Ottawa,  February  16th,  1906. 

Dear  Sir  and  Brother, — 

We  believe  an  effort  is  about  to  be  made  to 
impose  separate  schools  (or  all  time  on  the 
people  of  the  new  provinces,  now  being  estab- 
lished in  the  Northwest  Territories.  It  be- 
hooves every  lover  of  liberty,  and  especially 
every  Orangeman,  to  lend  a  helping  hand,  to 
prevent  this  injustice  being  perpetrated  on  a 
liberty-loving  people.  Being  comparatively 
weak  and.  helpless  they  must  largely  depend 
on  others  to  fight  their  battles  for  them. 

The  effort  made  in  1896  to  compel  Manitoba  to 
grant  separate  schools  nearly  drove  the  people 
of  that  provlnoe  into  rebellion,  and  had  it  not 
been  abandoned,  would  doubtless  have  resulted 
in  serious  consequences.   In  view  of  this.  Is  it 


not  little  short  of  criminal  folly  to  attempt  to 
deprive  the  people  of  these  new  provinces  of 
the  right  to  control  their  own  educational 
affairs  as  to  them  seems  best.  I  would  suggest 
that  every  member  of  our  order  lend  a  helping 
hand  to  prevent  this  outrage  by  writing  or  wir- 
ing and  getting  others  to  do  so  as  well,  the 
member  for  his  constituency  to  oppose  any 
legislation  or  enactment  for  that  purpose.  If 
we  speak  out  freely  and  do  our  duty  no  govern- 
ment would  dare  to  disobey  our  request.  Bre- 
thren, let  us  do  our  duty  ;  also  get  accompany- 
ing blank  petitions  signed  by  all  friendly  to  our 
cause,  giving  name  and  occupation  in  every 
case,  and  forward  to  me  to  House  of  Commons 
post  office,  Ottawa,  at  earliest  possible  date. 

T.  S.  SPROULE. 

I  shall  also  read  the  petition  sent  out 
which  is  referred  to  In  this  letter : 

To  the  Honourable  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada,  In  parliament  as- 
sembled : 

We,  the  undei  signed  electors  of  the  electoral 
division  of  -    do  pray  that  In  granting 

provincial  autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories the  Dominion  parliament  will  not  by  any 
enactment  or  otherwise  withhold  from  the  newly 
created  provinces  full  and  unrestricted  freedom 
of  action  In  all  matters  affecting  the  establish- 
ment, maintenance  and  administration  of 
schools — 

That  is  the  document  sent  out  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  holds  a  distinguished 
position  as  head  of  the  Orange  Associa- 
tion, and  I  would  'like  to  ask  any  hou. 
gentleman  on  either  side  of  the  House  what 
objection  he  could  take  to  the  statements 
either  in  the  letter  or  in  the  petition.  These 
petitions  have  been  returned,  signed  not  by 
Orangemen  altogether,  but  by  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  electors  of  Canada  not 
all  Liberal-Conservatives,  but  very  many 
of  "them  Reformers  who  supported  this  gov- 
ernment at  the  last  election.  The  petitions 
have  been  presented  from  both  sides  of  the 
House  entering  protest  against  the  educa- 
tional clauses  contained  in  the  Bill. 

Leaving  the  educational  question  for  a 
moment,  clause  20  of  the  Bill  reads  thus  : 

The  Dominion  lands  in  the  said  province 
shall  continue  to  be  vested  In  the  Crown  and 
administered  by  the  government  of  Canada  for 
the  purposes  of  Canada. 

I  was  wondering  what  the  hon.  gentle- 
ment  representing  western  constituencies 
would  think  about  that  clause,  a  clause 
which  says  that  the  provincial  governments 
of  these  two  territories  cannot  control  their 
lands,  but  that  the  lands  shall  be  con- 
trolled by  the  parliament  sitting  at  Ottawa. 
1  therefore  looked  up  the  records  of  some 
of  these  hon.  gentlemen.  The  hon.  member 
for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  speaking  in  the 
debate  of  October  13,  1903,  on  a  resolution 
moved  in  this  House  by  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  for  provincial 
autonomy  for  the  Northwest  Territories 
made  this  statement  at  page  13892  of  '  Han- 
sard '  of  1903  : 
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I  may  say  that  I  have  had  a  long' acquaint- 
ance with  Mr  Haultaln,  and  I  am  quite  satis- 
fled  that  he  is  able  to  protect  himself  ;  and 
from  my  more  brief  acquaintance  'with  the 
members  of  the  present  government,  I  believe 
they  are  able  to  take  their  own  part,  and  that 
we  can  leave  that  matter  to  be  settled  between 
them 

The  House  wlH  bear  lu  mind  that  Mr. 
Haultaln  bad  submitted  a  proposition  for 
provincial  autonomy  to  tbe  right  lion,  gentle- 
man who  leads  the  government,  and  in  that 
proposition  he  said  he  would  ask  that  the 
lands  be  retained  to  the  provincial  govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  member  for  Alberta  said 
that  he  bad  entire  confidence  in  Mr.  Haul- 
taln, that  he  would  take  care  of  himself  and 
■his  provinces.  I  was  a  little  surprised  the 
other  evening  when,  the  hon.  gentleman  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  these  BHls  that  he 
should  say  nothing  or  almost  nothing  about 
the  land.  It  Is  a  well  known  fact  that  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  representing  the 
western  constituencies  in  this  House  for  sev- 
eral years  stated  in  this  House  on  more  than 
one  occasion  that  the  lands  should  be  vested 
in  the  provincial  governments.  I  shall  read 
from  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Davis,  an  bon. 
gentleman  who  represented  Saskatchewan 
in  the  last  parliament,  but  who  has  now 
gone  to  the  Senate.  At  page  13896  of  tbe 
'  Hansard '  1903,  he  made  this  statement : 

I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  boiling  down  the 
demands,  and  I  think  I  can  give  In  brief  just 
what  Mr.  Haultaln  asks  this  House  to  give  him, 
if  we  are  prepared  to  give  provincial  autonomy. 
He  wants  first  all  the  public  lands.  The  leader 
of  the  opposition  said  he  was  prepared  to  sup- 
port that  part  of  the  proposition.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  he  has  approached  the  matter  In 
that  spirit.  We  In  the  west  would  like  to  see 
the  lands  given  to  the  government  of  the  North- 
west Territories. 

That  was  the  statement  of  an  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  represented  a  western  constit- 
uency. We  hare  another  statement  from  an 
Lou.  gentleman  who  represented  West  As- 
siniboia  in  the  last  parliament  and  who  is 
nlso  In  this  parliament  (Mr.  Scott).  Indeed 
it  is  said  by  some  Ottawa  newspapers,  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  about  to  go  into  the 
position  lately  given  up  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Brandon  (Mr.  Siftou)  and  to  become 
Minister  of  the  Interior  in  the  government. 
I  shall  read  to  the  House  what  he  said  on 
this  land  question,  because  he  has  been  bub- 
bling over  in  support  of  these  Bills.  On 
October  13, 1903,  at  page  13926  of  '  Hansard  ' 
the  hon.  member  said  : 

I  wish  to  take  occasion  to  thank  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  for  the  expression  of  opinion 
which  he  gave  in  favour  of  the  view  which  we 
in  that  country  unanimously  take,  that  when  a 
province  is  formed  it  is  only  fair.  Just  and 
proper  that  the  lands,  timber  and  mineral  re- 
sources in  that  province  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  people  dwelling  there  to  be  managed  and 
owned  by  them.  This  should  be  done  In  the 
Northwest  Territories. 
Mr.  BLAIN. 


The  hon  gentleman  is  now  supporting 
the  land  clause  in  the  Bill  but  I  am  wonder- 
ing what  change  has  come  over  the  people 
in  his  constituency  in  the  west  that  they 
would  permit  him  to  make  a  statement  of 
that  kind  in  1903,  and  now  In  1905  he  is 
saying:  Do  no  give  us  the  lands,  leave  them 
with  the  government  in  Ottawa,  they  can 
take  care  of  them  better  than  we  can.  I 
suppose  if  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  Into  the 
government  and  goes  back  to  his  constituen- 
cy for  re-election,  the  electors  will  take  care 
of  that  part  of  the  question. 

I  shall  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  debate 
which  took  place  In  this  House  on  March 
20,  1896,  when  the  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion was  up  for  consideration  and  the  pre- 
sent Postmaster  General  was  dealing  with 
It  He  made  this  statement  at  page  4189 
of  '  Hansard.' 

There  are  seven  provinces  in  this  Dominion, 
there  Is  territory  out  of  which  to  carve  many 
more.  There  Is  a  minority  In  every  province. 
Shall  we  to-day,  hastily,  thoughtlessly  and 
without  due  consideration,  without  first  ex- 
hausting every  other  means  of  settlement, 
legislate  as  Is  proposed  by  this  BUI,  and  place 
upon  our  statute-book  a  statutory  invitation 
to  the  minority  In  every  province  now  existing, 
and  every  province  that  may  hereafter  be 
carved  out  of  our  territory,  to  appeal  to  the 
people's  representatives  In  this  parliament  to 
settle  questions  that  might  be  better  settled, 
under  the  spirit  of  the  Confederation  Act,  by 
the  provinces  In  which  those  questions  arise. 
We  have  been  six  years  dealing  with  this  one 
issue,  six  long  years,  and  we  are  only  at  the 
threshold  of  It  yet. 

That  was  a  suggestion  to  the  leader  of 
the  Conservative  government,  then  in  power, 
to  leave  Manitoba  alone,  Manitoba  could  take 
care  of  her  own  affairs,  but  now  the  Post- 
master General  says :  No,  we  must  not 
leave  the  new  Territories  alone,  they  cannot 
take  care  of  themselves,  we  must  take  care 
of  part  of  their  provincial  matters  here  at 
Ottawa.  1  was  wondering  why  this  great 
change  in  the  hon.  the  Postmaster  General. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  made  some  re- 
ference to  separate  schools,  pointing  out  the 
splendid  educational  system  in-  the  province 
of  Quebec,  a  system  that,  he  said,  turned  out 
first-class  students,  who  were  the  pride  and 
admiration,  of  the  people  of  the  province  of 
Quebec.  I  would  not  venture  to  put  my  opin- 
ion against  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman ; 
but  I  will  quote  tbe  opinion  of  a  gentle- 
man who  occupied  a  high  position  In  his 
own  province,  an  opinion  which  I  find  quot- 
ed in  the  '  Hansard '  of  1896,  page  2768.  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  the  report  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Education  for  that  pro- 
vince for  the  year  1895,  as  published  In  the 
Montreal  '  Gazette,'  in  the  year  1895  : 

The  country  schools  are  not  as  good  as  they 
might  be.  The  children  leave  them  without 
having  received  a  sufficiently  lasting  Impression 
to  make  them  wish  to  increase  their  knowledge. 
.   .  .   .To  quote  from  one  Inspector's  report. 
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the  slow  increase  In  efficiency  U  due  to  the 
apathy  of  most  of  the  members  of  the  school 
board — too  many  of  whom  are  unable  to  read — 
to  the  indifference  of  parents,  to  the  miserable 
salaries  paid  to  teachers,  which  make  it  diffi- 
cult to  obtain  competent  ones.  ...  In  one 
district,  another  inspector  declares,  where  166 
schools  were  In  operation,  86  teachers  were 
without  certificates,  and  66  the  year  before. 
.  .  .  Most  of  the  teachers  are  entirely  ignor- 
ant of  the  first  principles  of  pedagogics,  hare 
no  system  in  their  work,  and  content  them- 
selves by  making  their  pupils  learn  their  books 
by  rote.  .  .  .  The  pupils  recite  their  lessons 
fairly  well,  but  without  understanding  their 
meaning.  ...  As  it  is  declared  that  the 
average  salary  to  teachers  Is,  in  some  districts, 
$10S  for  ten  months  work,  and  as  some  must  get 
considerably  less  than  this,  and  as  these 
small  wages  are  not  always  promptly  paid,  It 
Is  not  difficult  to  understand  what  is  behind  the 
teacher's  indifference.  ...  To  put  It  briefly, 
the  people.  In  too  many  cases,  do  not  appre- 
ciate their  duty  to  their  children  in  the  way  of 
education.  They  are  content  to  fit  them  to  be 
hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water  for  their 
more  fortunate  or  better  educated  fellow  citi- 
zens. 

I  am  not  going  to  say  anything  about 
that  statement,  further  than  that  it  comes 
from  one  of  the  inspectors  of  this  education- 
al system  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
therefore  I  am  not  responsible  for  It.  My 
hon.  friend  can  read  this  over  at  his  leisure. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the 
government,  when  speaking  on  these  Bills 
the  other  evening,  said  that  we  must  not 
copy  from  the  United  States  because  they 
had  a  godless  school  system.  Well,  I  will 
not  say  much  about  that.  I  am  not  very 
much  of  an  imitator  of  the  United  States 
myself,  but  I  look  upon  them  as  a  very 
advanced  nation,  and  a  nation  from  whom 
we  might  take  some  good  lessons.  T  have 
here  a  statement  from  an  educationalist  of 
some  standing.  Prof.  Ooldwiu  Smith,  of  To- 
ronto, who  lias  had  experience  not  only  In 
Canada  but  in  the  United  States  and 
England  as  well.  What  does  he  say  aiiout 
the  United  States  : 

In  the  United  States  the  public  school  system 
serves  the  very  special  function  of  assimilating 
the  alien  elements  introduced  by  an  immense 
immigration. 

Now  this  government  pride  themselves 
on  bringing  out  a  large  Immigration  from 
the  different  parts  of  Europe  ;  I  do  not  wish 
to  detract  any  credit  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  government  for  that. 
These  people  are  coming  into  Canada  by 
thousands  every  year,  coming  from  every 
part  of  Europe  and  settling  in  western  Can- 
ada. Professor  Goldwin  Smith  says  that  a 
uniform  system  of  education  such  as  they 
have  in  the  United  States  is  best  suited  to 
assimilate  these  different  populations  ;  and 
If  that  be  so  for  the  United  States,  would  It 
not  apply  to  Canada  as  well  ?  That  might 
be  wortli  the  consideration  of  the  right  lion. 


gentleman  and  bis  government  when  they 
are  deciding  this  question. 

We  have  bad  some  resignations  from  the 
cabinet  in  the  last  few  years.  The  Minister 
of  Public  Works  resigned  during  the  last 
parliament,  and  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  left  the  government  as  well. 
These  gentlemen  differed  from  their  col- 
leagues on  important  questions  and  resigned 
their  positions  In  the  cabinet ;  they  thought 
their  differences  were  sufficient  to  justify 
them  in  resigning  from  the  government.  I 
have  very  little  to  say  about  these  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, they  are  not  in  the  House,  and  there- 
fore I  will  not  say  much  about  them.  I 
will  say,  however,  that  the  people  of  Can- 
ada were  disappointed  In  that  these  gentle- 
men, after  having  left  the  government,  did 
not  go  Into  the  country  and  defend  tJielr 
principles  which  they  considered  were  In  the 
best  interests  of  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
think  it  was  their  duty  to  go  before  the  elec- 
tors and  endeavour  to  uphold  their  views. 
But  these  hon.  gentlemen  did  not  do 
that.  We  nave  had  another  resignation 
within  the  past  few  days  in  the  case  of  the 
late  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who  left  the 
government  upon  this  school  question.  He 
just  stepped  outside  the  cabinet  some  peo- 
ple say  he  is  going  back  Into  it  I  know 
nothing  about  that ;  If  he  does,  some  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  will  be  very 
much  disappointed,  I  am  sure.  The  people 
of  Canada  expect  better  things  from  the 
hon.  member  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton).  He 
had  been  fighting  in  opposition  to  separate 
schools  In  his  own  province  of  Manitoba, 
and  he  came  down  to  Ottawa  and  entered 
the  government  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 
In  the  preparation  of  these  Bills,  he  says 
he  was  not  consulted  on  the  educational 
clauses.  Well.  I  have  not  much  sympathy 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  point  He 
had.  been  taking  an  active  part  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  western  country  for  pro- 
vincial autonomy.  When  the  hon.  gentle- 
man knew  that  these  Bills  were  coming 
up  to  be  considered  In  this  House,  it  was 
his  duty,  as  a  representative  of  the  North- 
west, to  see  to  it  that  the  educational  clauses 
were  -such  as  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
western  people,  and  If  they  were,  I  think 
they  would  satisfy  his  own  views  too.  But 
he  left  them  alone.  He  had  entire  confi- 
dence in  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  But 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  rather  disappoint- 
ed him,  because  he  Introduced  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  Minister  of  the  Interior  came  back. 
Then  when  he  looked  at  the  clauses  he 
said:  I  will  leave  the  government.  But 
the  other  night  he  gave  an  exhibition  of 
coming  back.  He  condemned  the  separate 
school  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  says  that  sep- 
arate schools  wore  a  bad  thing  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba,  nnd  he  did  not  support 
them  very  earnestly  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  the  other  evening.  But,  he  says, 
rather  than  shake  up  this  government  any 
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more,  rather  than  that  this  government 
should  be  defeated  at  the  polls,  I  will  set 
aside  my  principles  of  a  lifetime,  I  will 
let  the  educational  clause  go  as  it  is,  and 
allow  this  government  to  fasten  separate 
schools  upon  western  Canada  for  all  time 
to  come ;  I  will  sacrifice  every  principle 
which  has  been  dear  to  me  for  the  last  fif- 
teen years  In  order  to  preserve  the  govern- 
ment from  defeat. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  for  myself,  I  am  absol- 
utely opposed  to  fastening  separate  schools 
on  these  two  new  provinces.  I  believe  it 
would  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  that  only  one  educational 
system  should  prevail  in  that  western  coun- 
try, and  that  that  system  should .  receive 
every  dollar  of  public  money  and  all  the 
revenues  from  the  public  school  lands  in  or- 
der to  make  it  a  perfect  system.  I  would 
open  the  door  to  every  nationality,  and  al- 
low every  child  to  receive  the  same  uniform 
education.  This  is  the  policy  I  am  here  to 
support.  The  people  are  not  so  much 
interested  in  what  we  are  saying  upon 
this  question,  because  it  is  an  old  ques- 
tion and  one  that  has  been  debated  for 
many  years,  but  the  people  of  Canada  are 
interested  in  how  we  vote,  and  for  my  part 
I  will  vote  against  the  government  in  res- 
pect to  this  educational  clause. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Only? 

Mr.  BLAJN.  Not  oaly,  because  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  land  clauses  and  I  believe  that 
the  people  of  western  Canada  can  take  care 
of  their  own  lands  better  than  the  federal 
government.  I  would  vote  to  postpone 
provincial  autonomy  for  five  or  even  ten 
years  rather  than  fasten  for  all  time  on  the 
new  provinces  a  dual  school '  system,  both 
systems  receiving  public  aid  and  snaring 
in  the  revenue  from  the  public  school  lands. 
That  is  my  position.  I  would  rather  vote 
for  an  Increased  subsidy  from  this  govern- 
ment to  -western  Canada  for  five  or  ten 
years  yet  to  come  than  I  would  record  my 
vote  to  take  away  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  that  western  country  to  deal  with  their 
education  as  they  see  fit  That  is  my  policy 
and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  and  nothing 
to  detract  from  what  I  have  said.  I  am  in 
favour  of  absolute  provincial  rights  for 
western  Canada  in  all  matters.  The  people 
of  that  country  are  the  sons  and  daughters 
of  the  people  of  older  Canada,  living  there 
with  the  people  who  are  coming  from 
foreign  countries,  and  I  am  anxious  that 
their  children  shall  have  the  best  education 
that  can  be  given  them.  I  do  not  believe 
in  dividing  the  school  money  <part  of  it 
going  to  the  separate  school  system  and 
part  of  it  to  the  national  school  system.) 
I  do  not  believe  they  can  perfect  these  two 
educational  systems  in  that  way.  If  the 
people  of  the  west  wish  to  do  so  then 
let  them  be  responsible  for  it  themselves. 
For  my  part  I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  recording  my  vote  to  fasten 
Mr.  BLAIN. 


this  separate  school  system  upon  them.  I 
have,  therefore,  much  pleasure  In  support- 
ing the  amendment  moved  by  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  which  reads  : 

Upon  the  establishment  of  a  province  In  the 
Northwest  Territories  of  Canada  as  proposed 
by  Bill  (69),  the  legislature  ot  such  province, 
subject  to  and  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  British  North  America  Acts  1867 
to  1886,  is  entitled  to  and  should  enjoy  full 
powers  of  provincial  self-government  including 
power  to  exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to 
education. 

Hon.,  RODOLPHE  LEMIEUX  (Solicitor 
General).  Ml*.  Speaker,  I  have  listened 
with  much  pleasure  to  the  able  speech  de- 
livered by  my  hon.  friend  from  Peel  (Mr. 
Blaln),  and  if  I  had  not  been  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  parliament  when  be  was  reciting 
all  the  protests  which  have  been  sent  from 
the  province  of  Ontario  and  elsewhere,  I 
would  have  thought  that  I  was  present  at 
a  church  meeting  and  not  in  a  legislative 
chamber.  Listening  to  my  hon.  friend  re- 
citing the  protests  from  the  Presbyterians, 
the  Baptists,  the  Congregationalists  and  the 
Methodists,  uttered  as  they  were  In  his  own 
sweet  voice,  I  thought  we  were  listening  to 
a  preacher  and  not  to  a  parliamentarian. 
The  thought  crossed  my  mind,  that  If  we  In 
the  province  of  Quebec  are  to  be  accused  of 
being  priest-ridden,  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Blain,  well  deserves  the  compliment  of  be- 
ing himself  ridden  by  some  of  the  ministers 
of  the  dissenting  sects.  Let  me  tell  my  hon. 
friend  further,  that  if  there  came  from  the 
pulpits  and  from  religious  bodies  In  On- 
tario and  other  provinces  protests  against 
the  educational  clauses  of  this  Bill,  I  can 
appeal  to  blm  to  point  to  one  speech,  one 
word,  one  sentence  delivered  by  a  member 
of  that  fearful  Quebec  hierarchy.  Not  one 
word,  not  one  phrase,  not  one  sentence  of 
protest  was  uttered  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec for  or  against  the  educational  clauses. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the  pe- 
titions? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  will  explain  the  origin 
of  those  petitions.  In  this  matter,  the 
Conservative  party  has  played  the  same 
old  double  game  it  played  years  ago 
when  it  stirred  up  the  feelings  of  the 
austere  Protestants  in  Ontario  and  the 
ultramontane  element  in  the  province 
of  Quebec.  When  petitions  were,  so 
to  speak,  commanded  from  the  Orange 
lodges  by  the  member  from  East  Grey,  at 
the  same  time  an  order  was  given  by  the 
Conservative  organization  in  Montreal  to 
get  protests  from  some  of  the  counties  In 
Quebec.  We  presented  these  petitions  to 
parliament,  as  it  was  the  right  of  the  peti- 
tioners to  ask  us,  but  we  said  we  were  not 
responsible  for  them.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Blaln)  stated  this  afternoon  that  the  right 
hon.  the  Prime  Minister  had  obtained  power 
in  1896  by  riding  the  Catholic  horse  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  and  be  told  us  that  if 
tbe  Liberal  party  were  in  power  to-day  It 
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was  due  to  its  alliance  with  the  Catholic 
clergy  in  that  province,  sir,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman ought  to  know  better;  he  ought  to 
know  that  during  the  elections  of  1896  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  every  Liberal  can- 
didate was  asked  by  his  Conservative  op- 
.ponent  to  choose  between  the  Catholic 
church  and  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  party, 
and  in  spite  of  the  hurricane  of  protests 
which  came  from  some  presbyteries  and 
some  pulpits  the  candidates  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  Quebec  stood  to  their  guns  and 
won  the  battle. 

'My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Blain)  quoted  not 
only  the  opinions  of  some  clergymen  in 
Ontario  and  other  provinces,  but  he  also  re- 
ferred to  the  defection  of  the  Toronto 
'  Globe.  I  have  been  a  reader  of  the 
'Globe'  for  many  years;  every  Liberal 
in  this  country  is  proud  of  the  great  Liberal 
organ  In.  the  province  of  Ontario,  and  I,  for 
one  deeply  regret  the  defection  of  the 
'  Globe '  on  this  question.  I  re°gret  that  it 
forgets  what  the  policy  of  George  Brown  did 
for  the  Liberal  party.  The  Toronto  'Globe' 
should  remember  that  the  policy  of  George 
Brown  on  certain  questions,  kept  the  Liberal 
party  out  of  office  for  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury. But  I  must  say  this  to  the  credit  of 
the  Toronto  'Globe':  Though  it  fought  the 
government  and  is  still  fighting  the  govern- 
ment on  the  educational  clauses  of  this  BUI, 
it  has  made  no  wild  appeals  such  as  those 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  in  his  paper.  The 
Toronto  'Globe'  has  discussed  fairly  the 
question  from  its  own  point  of  view.  It 
has  appealed  to  its  own  readers  who  belong 
to  the  school  of  George  Brown,  and  It  ha* 
loyally  severed  Its  connection  with  the  gov- 
ernment on  this  question.  But  what  has 
been  -the  policy  pursued  by  my  hon.  friend, 
the  editor  of  the  Toronto  '  World.* 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  A  consistent 
one. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  What  has  been  the  policy 
of  Mr.  Willison,  of  the  Toronto  '  News '  ? 
What  has  been  the  policy  of  the  'Mail  and 
Empire '  ?  Have  they  presented  calmly  to 
their  readers  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  like  men  desirous  to  create  an  opin- 
ion, or  have  they  not  discussed  it  like  men 
anxious  to  stir  up  passions  and  bad  feelings? 
Sir,  I  have  known  my  hon.  friend  since  1890. 
I  have  been  a  journalist  myself,  and  I  have 
read  his  paper  for  many  years  ;  I  have  fol- 
lowed his  career  In  this  House  very  closely; 
and  I  say  to  him  that  he  would  not  dare  to 
utter  before  me,  eye  to  eye,  what  he  has 
published  in  his  paper  since  the  biginnlng 
of  this  debate. 

The  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr.  Blain) 
quoted  from  the  Huntingdon  '  Gleaner,' 
which  he  said  was  a  leading  Liberal  organ 
in  the  province  of  Quebec.  I  admit  that 
the  editor  of  the  Huntingdon  '  Gleaner ' 
Mr.  Robert  Sellar,  is  an   old  journalist. 


He  resides  in  the  county  of  Huntingdon,  a 
county  where  the  French  Canadians  and 
Catholics  form  nearly  a  majority  of  the 
electors,  and  elect  Protestant  members. 
Luring  the  last  election  they  elected 
an  Irish  Protestant.  Mr.  Robert  Sellar  is 
an  intelligent  man,  an  honest  and  pious 
man  ;  but,  Sir,  he  Is  a  doctrinaire.  My  hon. 
friend  who  is  ready  to  accept  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Robert  Sellers,  whom  he  does  not 
know  ;  who  is  ready  to  accept  the  state- 
ment of  the  Huntingdon  '  Gleaner '  which 
he  does  not  read  once  a  year,  because  the 
paper  has  but  a  limited  circulation  in  the 
county  of  Huntingdon,  should,  Instead  of 
accepting  blindly  such  statements,  look 
around  him  and  ask  his  friend  the  member 
for  the  -county  of  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Walsh), 
and  his  friend  the  member  for  the  county  of 
Fherbrooke  (Mr.  Worthington),  and  my  hon. 
friend  who  represents  St.  Antoine  division 
of  Montreal  (Mr.  Ames),  and  my  hon.  friend 
who  represents  Beauharnols  (Mr.  Bergeron), 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartler 
(Mr.  Monk),  to  read  the  article  referred  to 
and  he  will  learn  then  whether  it  is  true  or 
not  that  the  French  Canadian  majority  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  is  driving  away  the 
English-speaking  minority. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Might  I  say  this  to  the 
hon.  member,  that  I  remember  distinctly 
that  some  years  ago  an  application  was 
made  to  the  government  of  the  day — and 
two  maps  were  brought  here  showing  how 
the  country  had  been  peopled  with  English- 
speaking  people  years  ago  and  the  condition 
it  was  In  then— to  lend  or  grant  them  money 
enough  to  take  them  to  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, because  they  were  becoming  so  few 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  them  to 
keep  up  their  schools  and  churches  and  to 
have  English-speaking  communities,  as  they 
had  before. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  My  hon.  friend  has  not 
made  even  a  point.  Does  he  for  one  mo- 
ment believe  that  the  French  Canadians  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  are  driving  away 
the  English-speaking  Protestant  minority  ? 
Does  he  believe  that  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  hon.  member  will 
allow  me  to  explain,  I  say  I  believe  it — not 
tbat  they  are  driving  them  away  offensively, 
by  any  means  ;  but  here  is  the  system  that 
was  represented  to  us :  that  whenever  a 
farm  was  offered  for  sale,  or  a  farmer  was 
at  all  willing  to  sell,  a  French  Canadian  was 
prepared  to  buy. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Will  hon  gentlemen 
extend  to  me  tbat  courtesy  which  I  always 
extend  to  them  ?  Not  that  the  French  Cana- 
dians were  desirous  of  getting  the  farms 
at  less  than  their  value ;  but  It  was  said 
that  they  were  always  ready  to  buy,  and 
that  they  had  a  fund  at  their  disposal  to 
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buy  out  the  English-speaking  farmers.  They 
could  get  money  at  a  very  low  rate  of  In- 
terest  

Mr^BRODEUR.  The  hon.  gentleman  re- 
fers to  a  fund.   What  fund  is  that  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  A  fund  supplied  by  the 
church. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  may  be  something 
laughable,  or  it  may  be  something  absurd. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  

Mr.  SPROULE.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  it  a  point  to  interrupt  me  repeatedly 
when  I  was  up  before.  I  simply  made  the 
request  to  be  allowed  to  explain.  Then  it 
was  said  that  the  farm  was  purchased— 
why  ?  For  this  reason,  that  as  soon  as  the 
farm  got  into  the  hands  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
it  was  subject  to  the  tithes  which  the  church 
-could  collect,  and  thus  became  a  supporter 
of  the  church  ;  but  that  so  long  as  It  was 
owned  by  a  Protestant,  it  was  not  a  sup- 
porter of  the  church.  Therefore  there  was 
a  strong  inducement  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
to  purchase  it.  It  was  said  that  a  fund 
was  raised  by  the  church  for  this  purpose — 
not  improperly  at  all — and  that  one  farm 
after  another  was  taken  over  in  that  way 
until  the  English-speaking  population  got  to 
be  so  few  that  they  were  unable  to  keep  up 
their  schools  and  churches,  and  these  were 
■closed  ;  the  people  had  no  community  of  in- 
terest amongst  themselves  because  they 
could  not  keep  up  their  schools,  their  child- 
ren were  raised  in  ignorance  ;  and  this  ap- 
plication was  made  to  the  government  for 
Assistance  or  for  a  loan  to  enable  a  number 
of  these  people  to  go  to  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories.  That  is  the  explanation. 

.  Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Mr.  Speaker,  you  have 
there  au  evidence  of  the  ignorance— the 
honest  ignorance,  I  must  say — of  my  hon. 
friend.  I  appeal  to  his  neighbour,  my  hon. 
friend  from  Beuuharnois,  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  Jacques  Cartier,  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  St.  Antoine,  to  my  hon.  friend  from  the 
county  of  Huntingdon,  where  the  Hunting- 
don '  Gleaner '  is  published,  and  I  ask  them 
to  stamp  at  once  such  statement  as  arrant 
nonsense.  To  think  that  the  church,  which 
is  greatly  iudebted  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, and  which  is  even  borrowing  money 
from  English  insurance  companies  and  Eng- 
lish banks,  has  a  fund  to  buy  farms  from 
the  English-speaking  people  of  the  province 
of  Quebec,  why  !  it  is  simply  preposterous. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   I  wish  to  say  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Sit  down. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Is  that  the  tolerance  that 
is  extended  to  a  member  who  wishes  to 
say  a  word  on  behalf  of  Protestantism  in 
this  country  ?  I  treat  those  hon.  gentlemen 

Mr.  SPROULE. 


with  respect  and  am  entitled  to  expect  a 
like  return  from  them.  I  rise  to  say  that 
the  Huntingdon  '  Gleaner '  gives  an  account 
of  the  very  same  thing  described  in  the 
letter  I  read. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  is  altogether  astray. 

Mr.  EEMlEUX.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Peel  {Mr.  Blain)  quoted  some  of  the  authori- 
ties against  this  measure,  and  did  not  fail 
to  mention  the  name  of  Mr.  Haultaln.  I 
have  very  much  respect  for  the  First  Min- 
ister of  the  Northwest  Territories.  Mr. 
Haultaln  is  a  talented  young  statesman 
from  the  west.  He  has  been  in  Ottawa  a 
few  weeks,  and  no  doubt  feels  compelled 
to  speak  in  accord  with  the  Tory  press, 
because  he  is  also  a  Tory  statesman.  During 
the  last  elections  he  took  a  very  prominent 
and  active  part  against  this  government 
in  the  Northwest  Territories.  Mr.  Haultaln 
is  therefore  bound  to  be  against  the  govern- 
ment. But  there  is  another  gentleman  who 
accompanied  Mr.  Haultaln  on  his  mission 
to  the  Ottawa  government.  We  saw  him 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  when  this  BUI 
was  introduced.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Bulyea.  I 
understand  that  Mr.  Bulyea  gave  an  ex- 
pression of  his  opinion  to  the  Toronto 
press  not  long  ago,  and  when  I  compare  the 
statements  of  Mr.  Haultain  with  those  of 
Mr.  Bulyea,  I  find  that  they  differ  toto 
coelo.  Mr.  Haultaln  has  taken  this  govern- 
ment to  task  on  the  educational  clauses,  the 
land  clauses  and  on  the  division  of  the  pro- 
vinces. But  Mr.  Bulyea  declares,  speaking 
for  his  province  and  himself,  that  he  is  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  measure  as  present- 
ed by  the  government. 

Sir,  the  question  now  before  the  House 
and  the  country  marks  an  epoch  in  the 
history  of  Canada.  It  deserves  our  best 
attention  and  all  our  solicitude,  as  it  is 
surrounded  with  immense  difficulties.  I 
must  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
during  the  few  remarks  I  will  offer,  re- 
membering always  that  the  more  conten- 
tious an  issue  is  the  more  it  must  be  ap- 
proached in  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  toler- 
ance, and  I  earnestly  hope  that  not  one 
word,  not  one  sentence,  will  fall  from  my 
lips  that  will  in  the  least  offend  even  the 
most  sturdy  opponent  of  the  measure. 

As  to  the  principle  of  autonomy,  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  in  the  House  one  dis- 
senting voice.  From  every  part  of  Canada 
the  birth  of  the  twin  provinces  has  been 
hailed  with  Joy  ;  nay,  more,  with  a  legiti- 
mate pride. 

The  Northwest  Territories  are  the  crea- 
tion of  the  Canadian  commonwealth.  They 
are  its  offspring.  The  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion were  not  satisfied  with  the  union  of 
the  different  British  colonies  scattered  from 
one  end  of  the  continent  to  the  other.  They 
thought — and  wisely  so — that  the  immense 
prairies  extending  from  the  great  lakes  to 
the  Rocky  mountains  should  also  be  includ- 
ed in  the  Dominion,  so  as  to  unite,  under  the 
British  flag,  all  the  territories  extending 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.   They  did 
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not  hesitate  to  pledge  the  credit  of  the  coun- 
try to  what  was  then  considered  a  huge 
amount  of  money — but  which  has  since  been 
found  to  be  but  a  trifling  sum — in  order  to 
secure  for  Canada  that  great  lone  land, 
known  only  in  those  days  from  the  early 
pioneers,  from  the  missionaries,  from  the 
voyageurs  and  the  trappers  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company. 

Sir,  the  more  we  study  the  history  of 
confederation  the  more  we  appreciate  the 
spirit  which  guided  its  fathers.  They  were 
nation-builders,  the  men  who  sat  at  the  con- 
ference of  Quebec.  Their  vision  of  the 
future  extended  much  beyond  the  union  of 
the  four  original  provinces.  They  foresaw 
that,  in  the  years  to  come,  the  existence  of 
a  great  Canadian  nation  under  the  regis  of 
British  monarchical  institutions  was  not 
only  a  dream,  but  a  striking  reality  ;  aye, 
even  by  the  side  of  by  far  the  greatest  of 
all  modern  and  ancient  republics. 

Before  I  proceed  any  further,  let  me  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  day  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  the  last  link  will  be  added  to 
the  chain  of  Canadian  provinces  by  the 
entry  of  Newfoundland  into  confederation. 
More  so,  now  that  the  vexed  French  shore 
dispute  has  been  settled  between  England 
and  France.  It  seems  to  me  that  nothing 
stands  in  the  way  to  prevent  the  union  of 
Newfoundland  with  the  Dominion  on  fair 
terms.  The  public  men  of  both  countries 
would  indeed  be  remiss  to  their  duty  if 
they  did  not  grapple  and  overcome  the  ob- 
jections or  the  difficulties  which  have  been 
raised  In  the  past  whenever  the  question 
was  brought  up  for  discussion. 

As  I  said,  a  moment  ago,  the  granting  of 
autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Territories  has 
been  received  with  favour  by  the  country 
at  large.  Long  ago,  it  was  felt,  that  If 
ever  the  tide  of  immigration  would  turn 
our  way  it  would  never  recede.  The  tide 
is  on  us— more  especially  since  the  last  five 
or  six  years— and  from  all  parts  of  the 
world,  immigration  is  pouring  so  to  say, 
towards  the  new  promised  land  of  western 
Canada.  With  a  population  of  half  a  mil- 
lion inhabitants  ;  with  the  expectation  of 
doubling  that  figure  before  many  years  have 
elapsed  ;  having  fairly  passed  the  period  of 
Infancy,  it  was  but  Just  and  fair  that  the 
Northwest  Territories  should  be  given  the 
full  control  of  their  local  government. 

I  insist  however  on  two  points  :  1.  The 
Northwest  Territories  have  been  acquired 
by  Canada. — they  are  our  creation ;  2. 
Whilst  in  the  case  of  Canada,  the  constitu- 
tion was  framed  by  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment, in  the  present  instance,  with  regard 
to  the  Northwest  Territories,  their  consti- 
tution is  framed  by  the  Canadian  parlia- 
ment. •  It  seems  to  me  that  at  this  stage 
of  the  debate,  it  is  well  to  bear  in  mind 
those  tw<»  peculiar  features  of  the  situation. 
Though  not  eternal,  constitutions  are  not 
by  any  means  of  a  transitory  nature.  They 
are  framed  to  be  permanent— as  permanent 
ns  human  institutions  can  possibly  be.  I 


therefore  quite  understand  the  keen  and 
lively  interest  which  the  two  Bills  now  un- 
der consideration,  have  aroused  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  I  less 
understand,  however,  the  sentiment  of  bit- 
terness which,  of  latter  days,  they  have  so 
intensely  developed. 

Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  the  several 
clauses  contained  in  the  Bill.  The  masterly- 
effort  of  the  right  bon.  the  leader  of  the 
House,  when  he  introduced  this  measure, 
has  made  our  task  an  easy  one  indeed— I 
will  confine  myself  to  the  land  question 
and  the  school  question. 

I  wish,  however,  before  taking  up  those 
two  features  of  the  Bill,  to  say  a  word  or 
two  concerning  the  division  of  the  North- 
west Territories  into  two  provinces.  This  is 
one  of  Mr.  Haultain's  grievances— but  from 
all  appearances,  it  seems  to  be  a  personal 
grievance.  Is  it  because,  as  future  premier 
of  one  of  the  provinces,  he  will  command  less 
influence  ?  That,  I  would  not  venture  to 
say.  But  be  it  a  personal  grievance  or  not, 
the  fact  remains  that  the  division  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  Into  two  provinces  Is 
in  accord  with  public  opinion  all  over  Can- 
ada. Sir,  we  are  legislating  for  the  future 
whilst  Mr.  Haultain — if  his  views  on  this 
question  were  adopted — would  bind  us  to 
the  present  only.  Moreover,  we  live  in  a 
confederation.  Should  not  the  history  of 
other  confederacies  be  an  object  lesson  to 
us?  The  danger  may  be  remote,  but  do 
you  not  agree  with  me,  Mr.  Sp'eaker,  that 
by  carving  two  provinces  out  of  that  im- 
mense western  territory,  the  balance  of 
power  is  more  equally,  more  equitably  dis- 
tributed as  among  all  the  others  ?  At  the 
time  of  the  first  republic  of  France,  a  great 
orator,  Vergnlaud,  said  of  the  French  re- 
volution that  it  resembled  Saturn  devouring 
his  own  progeny.  Sir,  I  am  not  a  pessi- 
mist, but  I  fear  that  the  very  reverse  would 
likely  happen,  if  we  did  create  one  huge 
province  extending  from  Manitoba  to  the 
Rockies;  In  this  Instance  the  child  abnor- 
mal!/ overgrown,  would  soon  devour  his 
father. 

The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  the  Con- 
servative press  throughout  the  Dominion, 
have  been  very  loud  in  their  protests  against 
the  clause  of  the  Bill  which  vests  In  the 
Dominion  the  property  of  the  public  lands 
in  the  Northwest  Territories.  'Why  is  the 
west  deprived  of  its  birthright'?  is  the 
question  put  by  those  who,  by  all  means, 
are  bound  to  find  fault  with  this  measure. 
'  Why  not  treat  the  west  as  well  as  the 
other  provinces'?  Sir,  such  appeals  may 
perhaps  stir  up  the  feelings  of  those  who- 
do  not  know  under  what  peculiar  and  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories entered  confederation.  But  surely, 
they  cannot  and  will  not  bias  the  judgment 
of  any  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  In  this 
House.  True  it  is.  that  the  British  North 
America  Act  stipulates  that  each  province 
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is  vested  with  the  property  of  its  lands. 
Such  has  been  the  case  with  Ontario,  Que- 
bec, Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  and  Bri- 
tish Columbia.  But  one  must  remember 
that  when  they  entered  into  confederation, 
each  of  these  provinces  had  the  property  of 
its  lands.  They  were  independent  colonies 
and  they  exercised  a  sovereign  power  over 
their  Crown  lands.  Nearly  all  their  re- 
venues have  since  been  derived  from  that 
source.  Their  right  was  Inalienable  and 
they  stipulated  in  1867,  that  they  would 
continue  to  exercise  it.  Quite  different  in 
the  case  with  the  Northwest  Territories. 
At  the  time  of  confederation,  the  delegates 
of  the  provinces  inserted  a  clause  in  the 
British  North  America  Act  by  which  they 
empowered  the  Dominion  to  purchase  from 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company — then  suzerain 
of  the  Territories— all  this  vast  tract  of 
country.  The  purchase  was  made  In  1870, 
and  the  price  paid  by  the  Dominion  to  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  amounted  to  £300,- 
000.  Out  of  that  domain,  was  first  carved 
the  province  of  Manitoba,  but,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  swamp  lands,  all  the  public 
lands  of  the  new  province  remained  the 
property  of  Canada. 

Mr.  MONK.  Would  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Lemieux)  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question  ? 
If  the  land  in  the  Northwest  remains  vested 
in  the  Dominion,  why  was  it  necessary  in 
the  case  of  Manitoba  to  puf  a  special  pro- 
vision In  the  Bill  creating  that  province  to 
reserve  the  lands  of  that  province  ?  It 
does  not  seem  to  have  been  necessary,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  gentleman's  argument. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    It  was  to  avoid  litiga- 
tion.    The  province   of    Manitoba  might 1 
have  said  :    We  must  be  treated  as  the 
other  provinces   have    been  treated ;  the 
other  provinces  have  their  public  lands  and  j 
we  must  have  our  public  lands.  Therefore 
there  was  a  special  enactment  In  the  Act , 
of  1S70,  that  Manitoba  should  not  have  its  j 
lands  but  that  the.se  should  remain  vested 
in  the  Dominion. 

We  were  told  the  other  day  by  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  House  how  Sir  John 
Macdonald  refused  the  request  of  Manitoba 
when  In  1884  that  province  raised  a  claim 
to  the  property  of  her  public  lands.  The 
same  policy  has  been  followed  with  regard 
to  every  new  state  entering  the  American 
union.  It  seems  to  me  therefore  that  we 
would  not  have  been  justified  to  adopt  a 
different  policy  with  regard  to  the  two  new 
provinces.  Their  territory  covers  in  round 
figures  a  total  area  of  345.000,000  acres— 
one-third  of  which  has  already  been  re- 
served or  sold.  We  must  deduct  from  that 
total  area,  the  land  grants  made  to  railway 
companies  by  the  Conservative  administra- 
tions, the  Indian  reserves,  the  timber  limits, 
the  school  lands,  the  Hudson  bay  lands,  and 
the  homesteads  already  taken,  which  leaves 
a  balance  of  about  225.000,000  acres.  Sir, 
Mr.  LEMIEUX. 


I  claim  that  this  domain  is  the  property 
of  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  Ad- 
ministered by  Canada  since  1870,  It  has 
added  not  a  little  burden  to  the  public  ex- 
chequer. We  had  to  pay  the  cost  of  two 
rebellions  and  besides,  we  have— In  order 
to  maintain  law,  peace  and  order— equipped 
a  corps  of  mounted  police,  which  has  pat- 
rolled the  west  and  afforded  ample  protec- 
tion against  the  Indians  and  the  rough 
element.  Again,  the  Dominion  has  spent 
millions  to  advertise  and  settle  the  west. 
We  have  subsidized  the  vast  system  of  rail- 
ways which  is  now  netting  so  rapidly  the 
prairies  from  north  to  south,  from  east  to 
west  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  are  in  a  sense 
national  highways,  but  who  will  deny  that 
the  Northwest  Territories  are  not  the  most 
interested  in  their  completion  ? 

All  this  vast  expenditure  has  enhanced 
the  value  of  the  Northwest  Territories  and 
the  Dominion  has  yet  to  draw  the  interest 
to  which  any  creditor  Is  entitled  on  an  in- 
vestment. Would  it  be  fair,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  divest  ourselves  of  our  lands,  under  such 
circumstances  ?  Would  not  that  policy  be 
inopportune  and  unwise  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend  will 
of  course  remember,  and  he  will  pardon  me 
for  Interrupting,  that  this  is  exactly  the 
argument  which  was  made  fifty  or  sixty 
or  seventy  years  ago  in  Great  Britain  as 
a  reason  for  not  handing  over  to  the  people 
of  the  various  provinces  the  control  of  their 
lands  and  their  minerals. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Yes,  it  is  always  web 
to  borrow  from  Great  Britain.  Sir,  I  have 
read  some  very  wild  statements  in  the 
press,  concerning  this  question  of  public 
lands.  Having  myself  been  a  Journalist ; 
far  be  It  from  my  mind  to  minimize  the 
influence  of  the  press — but  it  thus  happens 
that  sometimes  the  press  finds  grievances 
which  are  more  imaginary  than  real.  Some 
people  have  that  weakness  ; — they  are  happy 
—vet  a  grievance  heretofore  unsuspected 
comes  to  them  as  a  relief.  Let  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  answer  some  of  the  statements 
made  in  favour  of  entrusting  the  lands  to 
the  new  provinces.  First,  it  must  be  admit- 
ted that  a  revenue  had  to  be  provided  to 
run  the  machinery  of  the  local  government. 
This  is  what  is  being  done  by  granting  a 
subsidy  in  lieu  of  lands.  Is  this  subsidy 
ii  fair  equivalent  for  the  public  lands  sur- 
rendered to  us  ?  In  order  to  answer  this 
question,  one  must  bear  in  mind  the  follow- 
ing facts.  The  lands  are  not  sold  by  the 
federal  government,  but  are  given  away  as 
nn  inducement  to  the  settlers.  Suppose  the 
lands  were  left  to  the  now  provincesf,  would 
they  depart  from  the  policy  of  free  grants 
to  the  settlers  ?  I  assume  that  they  would 
— in  all  wisdom — continue  the  Issuing  of 
free  grants.  Thus,  the  revenue  which  other- 
wise would  accrue  from  the  sale  of  these 
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lands,  would  amount  to  nothing — with  per- 
haps the  exception  of  very  limited  receipts 
arising  from  stumpage  dues  or  timber  limits 
and  royalties  on  coal  lands.  Let  us  suppose, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  lands  would  be  vest- 
ed in  the  new  provinces.  What  would  hap- 
pen ?  One  of  two  things  would  have  to  be 
done— either  issue  free  grants  to  the  settlers 
or  sell  the  lands.  In  the  first  instance,  i.e., 
issuing  free  grants,  the  provinces  would 
get  no  revenue.  In  the  second  instance,  I.e. 
selling  the  lands,  true  they  would  derive 
a  revenue  from  the  sales,  but  at  the  same 
time,  they  would  fatally  restrain  and  check 
the  growth  of  population.  On  the  contrary, 
the  continuation  of  the  free  grants  system 
will,  by  increasing  the  population  Increase 
also  the  annual  payments  made  by  the  Dom- 
inion government.  The  actual  revenue 
which  the  Dominion  government  draws 
from  the  Northwest  Territories  is  derived 
mainly  from  (a)  homesteading  fees  and  from 
(b)  royalties  on  coal  mines — but  without 
worrying  the  House  with  figures,  we  may 
take  it  as  granted  that  this  revenue  is  quite 
insignificant  compared  to  the  cost  of  survey- 
ing, settling  and  administering  the  lands. 
1  say,  Sir,  that  if  these  lands  were  in  the 
future  offered  for  sale,  Instead  of  being 
free,  the  Dominion  government  would  hardly 
be  justified  in  maintaining  as  it  does,  a  cost- 
ly scheme  of  immigration  at  the  general 
expense  of  the  country,  which  would  chiefly 
benefit  the  land  speculators  of  the  North- 
west Territories. 

I  claim,  Sir,  that  the  new  provinces  have 
received  a  generous,  a  liberal  treatment 
at  the  hands  of  their  government.  The 
financial  clauses  of  the  Bill  bear  evidence 
of  our  generosity.  What  do  they  receive 
besides  their  autonomy  1  Each  province 
at  the  very  start-off  will  have  in  addition 
to  the  usual  federal  subventions,  an  income 
in  lieu  of  Its  lands  of  $375,000.  This  amount 
will  grow  with  the  growth  of  population  to 
§002,500  when  either  of  the  provinces  has 
400,000  souls  ;  to  $750,000  when  it  has  1,200,- 
000  souls,  and  when  it  exceeds  that  number, 
the  payment  will  reach  $1,125,000  yearly. 
Ir>  addition,  interest  will  be  paid  on  swamp 
lauds  valued  at  $4,250,000  which  will  in- 
crease eventually  to  a  capital  amount  of 
$7,500,000. 

Moreover,  the  Dominion  will— and  this 
fact  should  not  be  overlooked— still  main- 
tain our  corps  of  mounted  police  In  the 
Northwest  Territories — a  maintenance  which 
entails  an  annual  cost  of  $300,000.  felr,  I 
will  not  begrudge"  the  Northwest  Territories 
the  happy  circumstances  under  which  they 
assume  their  political  autonomy.  This  is 
not  the  time— and  it  is  not  in  my  nature  to 
be  envious.  The  prosperity,  the  happiness 
of  my  neighbour  rejoices  me ;  It  never 
saddens  me.  But  may  I  not  pause  for  a 
moment  and  remind  the  House  that  the 
older  provinces  might  well  envy  the  fortune 
of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  ?    They,  of 


their  own  volition,  acquired  the  great  lone 
land  in  1870;  they— patriotically— pledged 
their  credit  for  the  construction  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  ;  they  unreservedly 
launched  themselves  into  a  vast  scheme  of 
colonization  in  order  to  settle  the  prairies, 
Yet  to-day,  after  thirty-five  years  of  sacri- 
fices, saddled  with  their  own  obligations, 
cheerfully  assess  themselves  again,  to  endow 
generously  their  two  >  younger  associates,  In 
order  to  complete  the  gigantic  work  of  con- 
federation. 

Again  I  say  that  I  do  not  begrudge  the 
Northwest  Territories  their  good  fortune. 
The  ideal  which  we,  as  Canadians,  pursue 
in  this  North  American  continent  is  too 
noble,  too  exalted,  not  to  call  for  some 
sacrifices.  The  game  is  well  worthy  of  the 
stake ;  the  aspirations  of  Canada  call 
forth  our  common  efforts  ;  the  task  of  to- 
day Is  not  unbecoming  the  attainments  of 
to-morrow.   In  the  language  of  the  poet : 

In  the  race,  not  in  the  prize, 
Glory's  true  distinction  lies. 

I  have  now  reached,  Sir,  the  educational 
clauses  of  the  Bill — which,  in  the  present 
Instances,  might  well  be  termed  the  crucial 
clauses  if  one  can  judge  by  the  storm- 
nay,  by  the  tornado  they  have  raised  in  the 
Dominion.  Political  agitation  is  always 
fraught  with  danger  even  in  a  country  where 
one  race  alone  is  dominant,  but,  Sir,  far 
more  dangerous  is  a  religious  agitation  in 
a  country  like  Canada,  where  two  races 
and  two  creeds  are  staring  at  each  other. 
Experience  has  taught  us  how  easy  it  is  to 
inflame  religious  passions  and  how  dinlcult 
to  quell  them.  Yet,  it  seems  as  if  this  sad 
experiment  was  to  be  renewed  periodically 
in  this  fair  land  of  ours.  As  a  Canadian,  I 
deplore  the  intolerant  spirit  which  of  late 
lias  pervaded  spheres,  where  one  would  ex- 
pect Christian  charity,  broad-mindedness, 
fair-play,  to  inhabit.  After  the  bitterness 
displayed  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other  on  this  school  question,  after 
the  abuse  heaped  upon  one  particular  class 
of  His  Majesty's  loyal  subjects,  I  fear 
not  to  say,  Sir,  that  unless  reason  and  wise 
counsels  prevail,  the  future  of  this  con- 
federation is  doomed  and  the  cause  of  union 
buried  for  ever.  Well  might  we  apply  to  the 
present  situation  the  prophetic  word  of 
Thiers  when  the  2nd  empire  was  on  the  eve 
of  crumbling  to  pieces  :  II  n'y  a  plus  qu'une 
seule  faute  &  commettre  

I  fail  to  understand,  Sir,  why  the  edu- 
cational clauses  have  roused  such  anger 
amongst  men  who,  by  their  calling  in  life, 
should  be  specially  guarded  against  any 
display  of  temper.  I  quite  agree  with  you 
that  there  are  firebrands  who  delight  in  see- 
ing the  country  ablaze,  but  I  am  not  refer- 
ring to  the  professional  demagogues.  I  am 
addressing  myself  to  that  honest  yet  credu- 
lous class  of  people,  whose  sleep  is  haunted 
by  nightmares,  and  who — once  led  astray- 
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talk  of  rebellion  instead  of  constitution.  And 
yet,  Sir,  that  matter  or  rather  this  difficulty 
is  purely  a  constitutional  one.  It  is  in  the 
light  of  our  constitution  that  the  question 
must  be  examined.  To  look  at  it  from  any 
other  point  of  view  is  to  err  and  to  quibble. 
According  to  the  British  North  America  Act 
has  the  minority  In  the  Northwest  Territor- 
ies any  rights  to  a  system  of  separate 
schools  ?  This  is,  in  my  judgment  the  only 
question  to  be  decided.  But  before  I  answer 
it,  let  me,  Sir,  add  a  few  missing  links  to 
a  chapter  of  the  history  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  I  do  so,  in  no  hostile  spirit, 
I  am  only  refreshing  the  memory  of  some 
Canadians  who  are  too  apt  to  forget.  Sir, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  18th  century — nay 
even  in  the  17th  century,  the  explorers  of 
the  Northwest  were  men  of  my  race.  La 
Verendrye  and  his  sons,  were  the  first 
Europeans  who  climbed  up  the  Rocky  moun- 
tains. The  French  missionaries  soon  found 
their  way  towards  those  distant  lands  to 
preach  the  Gospel  to  the  Indian  tribes.  The 
fur  traders,  the  voyageurs,  the  trappeurs 
and  coureurs  des  bois  followed— filling  the 
early  history  of  these  vast  domains  with 
their  adventurous  yet  heroic  exploits.  Not 
a  river,  not  a  lake,  not  a  hill,  not  a  valley 
that  was  not  discovered  by  them.  One  has 
only  to  read  carefully  the  deed  of  transfer 
of  Ruperts  land  to  Canada  in  1870,  to  realize 
that  nearly  all  the  posts  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  In  the  far  west,  bear  most 
picturesque  French  names.  After  the  con- 
quest, when  the  Hudson  Bay  company  took 
full  possession  of  that  immense  territory, 
the  French  Canadian  element  continued  to 
be  an  important  factor  in  the  affairs  of  the 
west.  So  much  so,  that  the  Bishop  of 
Quebec,  whose  diocese  Included  all  British 
North  America  decided  to  send  missionaries 
in  those  distant  regions.  By  referring  to 
the  archives  of  the  Quebec  Archbishopric, 
one  will  see  that  in  1818,  the  first  school  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  was  established 
at  the  request  of  Monselgneur  Plessis,  Sir 
John  Cope  Sherbrooke  was  then  our  Gover- 
nor and  it  is  under  his  protection  that  the 
three  missionaries  sent  by  Monseigneur 
Plessis  entered  the  Northwest.  The  instruc- 
tions of  Governor  Sherbrooke,  given  in  writ- 
ing, are  well  worth  reading. 

I  do  hereby  call  on  all  His  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, .  civil  and  military,  and  do  request  all 
other  persons  whomsoever  to  whom  these 
presents  shall  come,  not  only  to  permit  the 
said  missionaries  to  pass  without  hindrance 
or  molestation,  but  render  them  all  good  offices, 
assistance  and  protection  wherever  they  shall 
find  It  necessary  to  so  in  the  exercise  of  their 
holy  calling. 

That  is  what  Sir  John  Sherbrooke  said 
when  the  three  first  missionaries  left  Que- 
bec to  evangelize  the  Indian  tribes  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  They  did  not  go 
there  as  marauders.  The  object  of  their 
mission,  as  Indicated  by  the  Bishop  of  Que- 
bec, can  be  read  in  a  very  few  lines : 
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The  missionaries  will  make  known  to  the 
people  the  religious  faith  they  enjoy  In  remain- 
ing under  the  government  ot  His  Majesty,  will 
teach  them  by  words  and  example  the  respect 
and  fidelity  they  should  have  for  the  sovereign, 
Mill  accustom  them  to  offer  to  God  fervent 
prayers  for  the  prosperity  of  His  Most  Gracious 
Majesty,  of  his  august  family  and  his  empire. 

These  are  the  missionaries  who  explored 
the  west,  who  discovered  the  west,  so  to 
speak,  and  opened  it  to  civilization,  and  who 
preached  the  Gospel  to  the  Indian  tribes. 
Sir,  they  belonged  to  a  noble  race ;  and 
when  they  bade  farewell  to  their  families, 
to  their  homes  and  to  their  province,  they 
went  knowing  that  some  of  them  might  not 
come  back  to  civilization,  in  order  to  fulfil  a 
sacred  duty  towards  God  and  their  King. 

Now,  before  I  refer  to  the  legislation  of 
1871  and  1875,  let  me  examine  this  section 
98  of  the  British  North  America  Act.  First 
of  all.  I  would  like  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  has  been  taunted 
by  many  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  by  the 
Conservative  press  throughout  'the  country, 
because,  forsooth,  he  had  given  us  a  page 
of  history  in  explaining  to  the  House,  as 
he  did  on  the  21st  February  last,  when  he 
introduced  this  measure,  how  that  clause 
came  to  be  inserted  in  the  British  North 
America  Act.  Now,  It  Is  usual,  when  we 
have  legislation  of  a  somewhat  complicated 
character,  as  this  is,  to  go  to  the  root  of  that 
legislation  and  to  inquire  under  what  cir- 
cumstances it  was  enacted.  There  is,  there- 
fore, nothing  extraordinary  in  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government 
should  have  explained  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances under  which  that  clause  93  was  en- 
acted. In  the  case  of  the  Kt.  Catharines 
milling  and  Lumber  Company  versus  the 
Queen,  Mr.  Justice  Strong,  in  giving  his 
judgment,  used  these  words  : 

In  construing  this  enactment  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  we  are  not  only  entitled, 
but  bound  

Mark  his  word,  'bound.' 

 to  apply  that  well  established  rule  which 

requires  us.  In  placing  a  meaning  upon  des- 
criptive terms  and  definitions  contained  in 
statutes,  to  have  recourse  to  external  aids 
derived  from  the  surrounding  circumstances  and 
the  history  of  the  subject  matter  dealt  with, 
and  to  construe  the  enactment  by  the  light 
derived  from  such  sources,  and  so  to  put  our- 
selves as  far  as  possible  In  the  position  Of  the 
legislature  whose  language  we  have  to  ex- 
pound. If  this  rule  were  subjected  and  the 
language  of  the  statute  were  considered  with- 
out such  assistance  from  extrinsic  facts,  it  Is 
manifest  that  the  task  of  interpretation  would 
degenerate  Into  mere  speculation  and  guess 
work.  • 

This  Is  the  language  of  the  ex-Chief  Jus- 
tice of  our  Supreme  Court,  the  highest 
court  of  our  land,  which  he  used  a  few  years 
ago  in  a  very  important  case.  In  that  case 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat  was  defending  the  rights 
of  the  province  of  Ontario — I  think  it  was 
the  Provincial  Streams  case.  The  province 
of  Ontario  was  deeply  interested  in  that 
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case,  and  was  represented  by  that  upholder 
of  provincial  rights,  Sir  Oliver  Mowat.  He 
used  this  language : 

In  various  cases  it  has  been  decided,  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  In  this  court  or  In  other 
courts,  reference  has  been  made  to  the  resolu- 
tions upon  which  the  British  North  America 
Act  was  founded.  What  degree  of  importance 
should  be  attached  to  them  has  not  been 
stated,  but  at  all  events  It  Is  reasonable  for 
judges  to  look  at  them,  and  If  they  do  find 
that  they  throw  any  light  on  the  subject,  they 
should  avail  themselves  of  that  light. 

Therefore,  I  say  that  the  right  hon.  leader 
of  this  government  was  right  in  going  back 
to  the  history  of  confederation,  to  the  origin 
of  clause  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  in  order  that  he  might  the  better 
Interpret  It  as  the  basis  of  the  present  mea- 
sure. We  know,  from  the  history  he  gave 
this  House,  that  if  clause  93  was  embalmed 
in  the  constitution  of  this  country  it  was  at 
the  request  of  the  Protestant  minority  of 
the  province  of  Quebec.  Now,  Sir,  I  may 
say  at  once  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
embalm  that  principle  of  religious  equality 
in  the  constitution.  If  we  examine  the 
words  of  Sir  John  Rose,  in  the  confedera- 
tion debates,  one  may  easily  see  that  the 
Protestant  minority  of  the  province  of  Que- 
bec did  not  require  the  enactment  of  clause 
93  in  the  British  North  America  Act.  Here 
is  the  statement  made  by  Sir  John  Rose  : 

Now,  we  the  English  Protestant  minority  of 
Lower  Canada,  cannot  forget,  that  whatever 
right  of  separate  education  we  have,  was  ac- 
corded to  us  In  the  most  unrestricted  way 
before  the  union  of  the  provinces,  when  we 
were  In  a  minority  and  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  French  population.  We  cannot  forget 
that  In  no  way  was  there  any  attempt  to  pre- 
vent us  educating  our  children  In  the  manner 
we  saw  fit,  and  deemed  best;  and  I  would  be 
untrue  to  what  Is  Just,  If  I  forgot  to  state  that 
the  distribution  of  state  funds  for  educational 
purposes  was  made  In  such  a  way  as  to  cause 
no  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  minority. 

That  was  the  statement  made  by  Sir  John 
Rose  at  the  time  of  confederation.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  in  the  light  of  this  testimony 
it  was  not  even  necessary  for  the  minority 
to  exact  the  enactment  of  that  clause  93. 
Nevertheless,  Sir  A.  T.  Gait,  In  fulfilment  of 
the  pledge  given  to  the  Protestant  minority 
of  Lower  Canada,  went  to  London  and  had 
that  clause  inserted  in  our  constitution. 
Now,  the  first  question  which  presents  itself 
is  that  which  has  been  treated  this  after- 
noon by  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr. 
Bourassa),  namely,  does  this  clause  93  apply 
to  Quebec  and  Ontario  only,  or  does  it  apply 
to  all  the  provinces  ?  My  hon.  friend  from 
Labelle  has  cited  the  opinion  of  Lord  Car- 
narvon. I  will  not  weary  the  House  by 
giving  the  quotation  again,  but  I  will  Only 
quote  a  few  words.  Lord  Carnarvon,  in 
1866,  used  the  following  language : 

The  object  of  this  clause  Is  to  secure  to  the 
religious  minority  of  one  province  the  same 
rights,  privileges  and  protection  which  the  reli- 
gious minority  of  another  province  may  enjoy. 
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The  Roman  Catholics  of  Upper  Canada  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces will  thus  stand  on  a  footing  of  equality. 

But  has  the  local  legislature  exclusive 
jurisdiction  in  matters  of  education  ?  We 
are  told  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  pro- 
vinces is  absolute  In  matters-  of  education. 
It  is  not  so — on  the  contrary,  it  is  limited. 
It  is  precisely  what  the  Lord  Chancellor 
said  in  rendering  Judgment  on  the  second 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council  of  the  Mani- 
toba minority  : 

The  Act  imposes  a  limitation  on  the  legisla- 
tive powers  conferred.  Any  enactment  contra- 
vening its  provisions  is  beyond  the  competency 
of  the  provincial  legislation  and  consequently 
null  and  void.  In  relation  to  the  subject  speci- 
fied in  section  92  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  the  exclusive  powers  of  the  provincial  legis- 
latures may  be  said  to  be  absolute.  But  this 
is  not  so  as  regards  education. 

Sir,  not  only  is  the  jurisdiction  of  pro- 
vincial legislature  restricted  in  matters  of 
education,  but  to  use  the  language  of  Lord 
Carnarvon  : 

In  the  event  of  any  wrong  at  the  hand  of 
local  majority,  the  minority  may  appeal  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  and  claim  the  application 
of  any  remedial  laws  that  may  be  necessary 
from  the  central  parliament  of  Canada. 

Therefore,  the  Privy  Council  declared 
that  in  all  matters  enumerated  in  section 
92,  the  powers  of  the  legislature  are  su- 
preme and  exclusive,  but  we  have  the  au- 
thority of  the  Privy  Council — the  highest 
authority  in  the  British  Empire — that  on 
matters  of  education  this  Dominion  parlia- 
ment has  certain  authority.  I  can  quote 
not  only  authorities  from  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic,  but  I  can  quote  the  authority 
of  Mr.  Edward  Blake,  of  the  late  Sir  John 
Thompson,  and  even  of  Mr.  Dal  ton  Mc- 
Carthy, the  champion  of  the  public  school 
system  In  this  country.  On  March  6,  1893, 
Sir  John  Thompson,  speaking  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  addressing  himself  to  the 
scope  of  section  93,  at  a  time  when  the 
separate  school  controversy  in  Manitoba 
was  becoming  acute,  said  : 

I  take  It  that  the  principle  is  well  settled  and 
well  agreed  upon  by  both  parties  in  this  coun- 
try, as  well  as  by  lawyers  and  tribunals  of 
Justice,  that  that  provision,  that  qualification, 
nullifies  any  Act  of  a  provincial  legislature 
which  conflicts  with  It  ;  and  that  the  legisla- 
ture of  a  province,  while  to  a  great  extent  Its 
powers  are  exclusive  with  regard  to  education, 
steps  beyond  its  power  and  enacts  a  void  en- 
actment when  it  enacts  a  law  which  prejudi- 
cially affects  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect 
to  denominational  schools  which  any  class  of 
persons  had  by  law  in  any  province  at  the  time 
of  the  union. 

Sir  John  Thompson  also  quoted  from  Mr. 
Edward  Blake,  who  some  years  before  brfd 
Introduced  resolutions  for  referring  a  cer- 
tain class  of  semi-political  questions  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  and  Mr.  Blake 
dealt  inter  alia  with  section  93,  and  said  : 
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Under  these  clauses  a  limited  power  to  make 
educational  laws  is  granted  to  a  province,  pro- 
vided, amongst  otber  things,  that  nothing  there- 
in contained  shall  prejudicially  affect  any  right 
or  privilege  with  respect  to  denominational 
schools  which  any  of  the  provinces  had  by  law 
or,  in  the  case  of  Manitoba,  by  practice  at  the 
union. 

Mr.  Daltou  McCarthy's  opinion  will  be 
found  at  page  73  of  the  official  report  of  his 
argument  before  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  in  the  city  of  Winni- 
peg vs.  Barrett.  He  was  explaining  to 
their  lordships  the  meaning  of  section  93, 
and  went  on  to  call  their  attention  to  sec- 
tion 140  in  these  words  : 

By  this  section  146  the  Dominion  was  to  take 
in  the  province  of  Newfoundland,  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  and  British  Columbia,  and  also  It 
was  assumed  Rupert's  Land  and  the  Northwest 
Territories  would  be  acquired,  and  would  be 
ultimately  divided  into  provinces.  Just  as  (he 
Northwestern  Territories  had  been  divided  Into 
states.    And  provision  was  made  for  taking  in 
these  various  provinces,  and  accordingly  they 
were  taken  in,  British  Columbia  first,  if  my  | 
memory  serves  right,  in  1871,  and  then  Prince  | 
Edward  Island.    This  clause  (section  93)  was  j 
made  applicable  to  British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island,  but  in  neither  of  these  provinces  I 
were  there  any  denominational  rights,  nor  has  1 
it  been  so  pretended,  in  respect  of  schools  to 
be  protected  or  reserved.    But  the  scheme  was 
to  apply  to  the  provinces  as  they  came  in  the 
general  terms  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  where  there  were  not  special  circumstances 
which  rendered  some  other  legislation  neces- 
sary. 

Ami  now,  as  to  the  contention  that  sec- 
tion 93  applies  ouly  to  the  four  original 
provinces,  or,  as  some  contend,  only  to  the 
two  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  let 
me  state  what  occurred  in  the  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.   That  province  came 
into  confederation  in  the  year  1873.  Al- 
though the  delegates  met  at  Cbarlottetown, 
although  they  had  debated  the  union  In 
Prince  Edward  Island,  yet  In  1867  that  | 
province  declared  that  she  would  not  join 
confederation,  and  she  did  not  join  at  that  ; 
date.    Before  1873,  there  had  existed  in 
that  province  a  system  of  public  schools, 
and   side   by   side   with   It   had  grown 
np  a  system  of  separate  schools.  There 
were  French  schools  In  several  parishes, 
and    in    1875    an    Act    was    passed  by 
the  local  legislature  of  Prince  Edward  Is-  , 
land,  abolishing  the  separate  schools  system. 
An  appeal  was  made  to  the  Governor  Gen-  j 
« ral  in  Council.    On  that  appeal  It  was  ad- ; 
mitted  by  the  appellants,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic minority,  and  by  the  respondents,  : 
ihe  local  legislature,  that  although  Prince 
Edward  Island  had  joined  confederation  . 
only  in  1873,  clause  93  applied,  and  the  late  j 
Hon.  Rodolphe  Laflamme.  who  was  then  i 
Minister  of  Justice,  submitted  a  lengthy  re-  i 
port,  in  which  he  said  that  clause  93  could 
not  be  of  any  avail  to  the  minority  in  the  | 
province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  because 
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the  system  of  separate  schools  had  grown  up 
illegally  by  the  side  of  the  public  schools 
system.  There  was  no  legislation  to  war- 
rant it.  and  therefore  clause  93  could  be  of 
no  avail. 

But  we  are  told  by  Mr.  Haultain  and  a 
portion  of  the  press  that  what  may  apply 
to  a  province  does  not  apply  to  a  territory. 
This  is  Indeed  a  very  fine  and  very  subtle 
distinction.  Mr.  Haultain's  objection  is 
not  serious.  That  K  is  only  sophistry  is 
quite  obvious.  In  1871,  doubts  had  arisen 
as  to  the  right  of  the  federal  parliament  to 
establish  provinces  out  of  the  Territories  ad- 
mitted In  the  union.  The  imperial  parlia- 
ment then  passed  a  statute  amending  the 
British  North  America  Act  in  order  to  re- 
move any  such  doubts.  What  does  section 
2  of  that  Act  declare  ?  Our  parliament  was 
authorized 

To  make  provision  for  the  constitution  and 
administration  of  the  provinces  carved  out  of 
those  regions,  and  for  the  passing  of  laws  for 
the  peace,  order  and  good  government  thereof. 

I  claim  that  by  the  clear  and  concise  en- 
actment I  have  just  quoted,  ample  authority 
was  given  this  parliament  to  frame  a  con- 
stitution for  the  Territories.  Mr.  Haultain's 
Interpretation  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  is  this  one  :  He  wishes  to  date  the  en- 
try into  confederation  of  the  two  new  pro- 
vinces back  to  July  15,  1870 — because,  for- 
sooth, at  that  time  there  was  no  system  of 
separate  schools  established  by  law— such 
as  there  Is  under  the  law  of  1875  and  un- 
der the  ordinances  29,  30.  31.  As  section 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act  does 
not  mention  Territories,  but  provinces.  Mr. 
Haultain  concludes  that  it  cannot  benefit 
the  new  provinces.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  alter  facts.  Territories  were  ad- 
mitted in  the  union  in  1870.  But  in  1905  we 
admit  provinces — according  to  section  2  of 
the  imperial  statute  of  1871. 

It  is  only  this  year  that  this  Bill  will  be 
in  force;  it  is  only  on  the  first  of  July  next 
that  the  Northwest  Territories  will  join  the 
union  as  provinces,  and  therefore  the  legfs- 
lation  enacted  in  1875  by  this  parliament 
granting  a  system  of  separate  schools,  can 
be  retained  by  the  present  legislation.  I 
could  cite  the  ablest  authorities  on  the  Am- 
erican constitution,  Cooley,  Randolph  Tuck- 
er, Sutherland,  and  others,  to  show  that 
when  the  Territories  are  acquired  they  do 
not  become  states,  and  so  it  is  with  our  own 
Territories.  When  they  were  purchased  by 
Canada  they  did  not  become  full-fledged  pro- 
vinces. And  how  did  these  Territories  come 
into  Canada  ?  We  are  aware  that  there  was 
some  doubt  expressed  as  to  the  validity  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  Some  people  believed  that 
we  could  not  carve  provinces  out  of  these 
Territories,  and  therefore  Sir  John  Macdon- 
ald,  who  was  Prime  Minister,  applied  to 
the  Imperial  authorities  to  have  the  legis- 
lation of  1870  confirmed  by  an  imperial 
statute.   It  is  well  to  refer  to  the  memoran- 
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dum  sent  to  the  home  government  by  Sir 
Jobn  A.  Macdonald  in  order  that  we  may  see 
the  scope  of  the  Imperial  statute.  Writing 
to  the  Earl  of  Kimberly,  he  asked  the  Im- 
perial parliament  to  enact  legislation  in  its 
next  session  : 

1.  Confirming  the  Act  ot  tbe  Canadian  parlia- 
ment, 33  Victoria,  chapter  3,  above  referred  to, 
as  it  it  had  been  an  Imperial  statute,  and  legal- 
izing whatever  may  have  been  done  under  it 
according  to  its  true  Interests. 

2.  Empowering  the  Dominion  parliament 
from  time  to  time  to  establish  other  provinces 
in  the  Northwestern  Territory,  with  such  local 
government,  legislature  and  constitution  as  It 
may  think  proper,  provided  that  no  auch  local 
government  or  legislature  shall  have  greater 
powers  than  those  conferred  on  the  local 
governments  and  legislatures  by  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  and  also  empowering 
It  to  grant  such  provinces  representation  in 
the  parliament  of  the  Dominion. 

These  were  tbe  purposes,  as  stated  by 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  for  which  tbe  im- 
perial parliament  passed  the  Act  of  1871. 

With  regard  to  this  Bill,  tbe  British 
North  America  Act  of  1867  cannot  alone 
apply.  The  British  North  America  Act  of 
1871  must  also  apply.  The  two  must  be 
construed  together. 

Let  me  go  one  step  further.  Are  the  edu- 
cational clauses  of  this  Bill  inconsistent 
with  the  spirit  of  our  constitution?  Read 
the  preamble  of  tbe  British  North  America 
Act  and  what  do  you  And  ? 

Whereas  the  phovinces  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia, 
and  New  Brunswick  have  expressed  their  de- 
sire to  be  federally  united  into  one  Dominion 
under  the  Crown  of  the  United  Kingdom  ot 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  with  a  constitution 
similar  In  principle  to  that  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

I  ask  you,  Sir,  is  there  anything  in  tbe 
educational  clause  contrary  in  principle  to 
tbe  constitution  of  the  United  Kingdom? 

Sir,  if  there  is  a  redeeming  feature  in  the 
present  debate  for  the  partisans  of  tbe  sep- 
arate schools  system,  it  is  the  fact  that  in 
Great  Britain,  In  the'  mother  country,  there 
is  also  a  system  whereby  denominational 
schools  are  state  aided.  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  England,  the  country  wherefrom  we  bor- 
rowed our  parliamentary  institutions ;  in 
England,  wherefrom  we  borrowed  a  constitu- 
tion; in  England,  minorities  enjoy  their  full 
liberty  in  matters  of  education.  I,  a  Can- 
adian and  a  Roman  Catholic,  am  proud  to 
cite  this  example  of  tolerance  given  by  our 
mother  country.  I  ask  my  friend  from  Grey 
would  he  be  in  Canada  less  generous,  less 
tolerant  than  the  average  English  Protestant 
in  England  ? 

Sir,  I  need  not  refer  at  any  length  to  the 
history  of  the  school  question  in  England. 
But  I  may  say  at  tbe  outset  that  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  House  is  not  the  only 
statesman  who  has  had  to  face  grave  dif- 
ficulties with  regard  to  an  Educational  Bill. 
Sir,  the  greatest  of  all  modern  British 
statesmen  has  also  had  his  hours  of  anxiety 
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when  in  1870  be  attempted  to  legislate  up- 
on a  similar  question.  Mr.  Gladstone  lost 
many  a  warm  friend,  many  a  firm  support- 
er, when  be  Introduced  the  Educational 
Bill  of  1870. 

For  years,  I  might  say  for  centuries, 
there  bad  been  in  England  a  system  of  na- 
tional schools.  But  there  were  many  sects, 
many  creeds  in  England,  and  it  was  felt 
that  It  would  be  a  violation  of  the  principle 
of  religious  liberty  if  tbe  dissenters  were 
forced  to  send  theh'  children  to  schools, 
tbe  religious  teaching  of  which  was  not  In 
conformity  with  their  views.  So,  by  the 
side  of  national  schools,  grew  up  a  system 
of  voluntary  schools— that  Is  to  say,  sep- 
arate schools— where  the  dissenters  of  all 
sects  and  denominations  sent  their  child- 
ren. The  secular  teaching  did  not  differ 
much  from  that  of  the  national  schools;  but 
the  religious  teaching  given  tbe  children 
was  in  accordance  with  the  tenets  of  tbe 
parents'  faith.  Catholics,  Wesleyans,  Quak- 
ers established  all  over  the  realm  voluntary 
schools.  So  much  so,  that  a  time  came 
when  more  children  frequented  the  volun- 
tary schools  than  tbe  national  schools.  The' 
board  schools  were  state  aided;  tbe  volun- 
tary schools  were  self-sustaining.  There 
were  in  England,  as  there  are  In  this  coun- 
try, partisans  of  tbe  neutral  school.  There 
were  also  men  who  thought  that  tbe  child- 
ren had  a  right  to  a  religious  teaching  ac- 
cording to  tbe  religious  belief  of  their  par- 
ents. 

Such  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Gladstone. 
Such  was  also  tbe  opinion  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury. Let  me  quote,  Mr.  Speaker,  tbe  opin- 
ion of  those  two  great  British  statesmen. 
As  far  back  as  1856  Mr.  Gladstone  said: 

We  have  happily  found  it  practicable  in 
England  to  associate  together  in  the  most  per- 
fect harmony  these  two  principles,  the  prin- 
ciple of  voluntary  exertion,  through  which  you 
get  heart  and  love  and  moral  influence  Infused 
into  your  school  instruction,  and  the  principle 
of  material  aid  from  the  state,  by  which  the 
skeleton  and  framework  of  your  education  Is 
provided.  I  am  convinced  that  the  harmony 
which  has  hitherto  been  maintained  between 
them,  even  in  times  of  doubt  and  difficulty,  will 
continue,  and,  if  possible,  increase,  but  if  I 
were  driven  utterly  to  abandon  the  voluntary, 
or  to  place  exclusive  reliance  upon  It,  I  would 
not  hesitate  a  moment  in  making  my  choice. 
In  such  an  emergency,  I  would  say  at  once, 
give  me  the  real  education,  the  affection  of  the 
heart,  the  moral  influence  operating  upon  char- 
acter, the  human  love,  that  are  obtained  through 
the  medium  of  the  voluntary  principle  carried 
by  men  whose  main  motive  is  one  of  Christain 
phllantropy  rather  than  throw  me  upon  a  sys- 
tem which,  whatever  the  Intentions  of  its 
mover  may  be,  must  sooner  or  later  degenerate 
into  hard  lrrellgion. 

Lord  Salisbury,  on  another  occasion,  spoke 
as  follows : 

There  Is  only  one  sound  principle  in  reli- 
gious education  to  which  you  should  cling, 
which  you  should  relentlessly  enforce  against 
all  the  conveniences  and  experiences  of  official 
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men,  and  that  is,  that  a  parent,  unless  be  has 
forfeited  the  right  by  criminal  act,  has  the 
Inalienable  right  to  determine  the  teaching 
which  the  child  shall  receive  upon  the  holiest 
and  most  momentous  of  subjects.  This  is  a 
right  which  no  expediency  can  negative,  which 
no  state  necessity  ought  to  allow  you  to  sweep 
away  ;  and,  therefore,  I  ask  you  to  give  your 
attention  to  this  question  of  denominational 
education.  It  Is  full  of  danger  and  of  difficulty, 
but  you  will  meet  the  danger  by  marching 
straight  up  to  it  and  declaring  that  the  prero- 
gative of  the  parent,  unless  he  be  convicted  of 
criminality,  must  not  be  taken  away  by  the 
state. 

Sir,  as  I  said  a  minute  ago,  the  first  im- 
portant Bill  in  relation  to  education  In 
Great  Britain  was  introduced  in  1870.  For 
the  first  time  parliament  passed  a  measure 
making  provision  for  a  'sufficient,  efficient 
£nd  Suitable'  elemenflary  education;  but 
mark  well,  it  was  understood  that  the  work 
of  efficient  voluntary  schools  should  not  be 
hampered,  but  that  their  efforts  should  be 
supplemented.  In  those  days  there  were 
men  like  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey  who 
opposed  denominational  schools.  Here  is 
the  answer  which  Mr.  Gladstone  gave  to 
their  opposition: 

Can  it  be  said  that  the  prevalence  of  denom- 
inationalism  in  those  schools  at  the  present 
moment  Is  generally  felt  to  be  a  grievance  ? 
On  the  contrary,  is  it  not  the  case  that  every- 
body and  every  section  are  telling  us  con- 
tinually that  the  religious  difficulty  directly 
you  came  to  practice  becomes  Insignificant, 
and  that  it  Is  a  difficulty  made  for  parlia- 
ment and  for  debate  rather  than  on  which 
would  be  felt  within  the  walls  of  the  schools  ? 
Now  I  come  to  denominational,  or  as  I  shall 
call  them,  voluntary  schools  and  If  I  am  told 
that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  voluntary 
schools  are  denominational,  I  think  I  can  draw 
a  lesson  from  that  fact,  which  is  that  it  shows 
what  a  powerful  agency  we  have  to  do  our  bid- 
ding, to  perform  much  of  our  work  for  us,  if 
only  we  will  not  obstruct  It.  We  are  as  much 
convinced  as  he  is  that  with  respect  to  these 
voluntary  schools,  the  duty  of  the  state  Is  to 
make  use  of  them  for  the  purposes  of  secular 
instruction  which  they  give,  but  to  hold  itself 
entirely  and  absolutely  detached  from  all  re- 
sponsibility with  regard  to  their  religious  teach- 
ing. 

This  was,  Sir,  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone with  regard  to  -denominational 
schools.  But  I  explained  a  moment  ago, 
though  the  voluntary  schools  were  toler- 
ated— they  were  self-sustaining,  whilst  the 
other  schools  were  state  aided.  I  shall  not 
refer  to  the  school  legislation  which  since 
1870  was  passed  by  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment. I  come  Immediately  to  the  Edu- 
cation Act  of  1902,  an  Act  passed  by  the 
Balfour  government 

Mr.  Balfour  has  himself,  In  a  few  words 
described  what  reforms  were  brought  about 
by  the  Bill  : 

Our  reform,  If  it  is  to  be  adequate,  must,  in 
the  first   place,   establish   one  authority  of 
education — technical,  secondary,  primary — pos- 
sessed   of  powers  which   may   enable   it  to 
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provide  for  the  adequate  training  of  teachers, 
ftc.  In  the  second  place,  I  conclude  that  this 
one  authority  for  education,  being,  as  it  is, 
responsible  for  a  heavy  cost  to  the  ratepayers, 
should  be  the  rating  authority  of  the  district. 
In  the  3rd  place,  I  lay  down  that  the  voluntary 
schools  must  be  placed  In  a  position  in  which 
they  can  worthily  play  their  necessary  and  in- 
evitable part  in  the  scheme  of  national  educa- 
tion. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  object,  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  include  In 
the  national  school  system  the  voluntary 
schools.  The  Bill  became  law  and  to-day, 
Sir,  you  have  in  England,  a  system  of  de- 
nominational state-aided  schools.  Of  course, 
Mr.  Speaker,  this  law  gave  rise  to  a  great 
opposition  amongst  a  certain  class  of  peo- 
ple. In  England,  as  in  Canada,  the  gov- 
ernment lost  many  of  its  friends.  Mr. 
Balfour  and  his  colleagues  were  assailed. 
They  were  denounced  as  being  '  under  the 
unchecked  sway  of  the  priest.' 

It  Is  a  clerical  war,  said  Dr.  Clifford,  and 
this  Bill  Is  meant  to  be  its  victorious  Waterloo. 
The  coveted  goal  is  the  rule  ot  the  priest  over 
the  British  people.  The  reason  of  the  cleric 
is  the  motive  and  spirit  and  aim  of  this 
movement,  and  this  legislative  measure  Is  the 
ladder  constructed  by  the  cabinet  up  which  the 
cleric  ts  to  climb. 

And  further  : 

We  cannot  therefore  treat  loo  seriously  a 
measure  which  Is  the  latest  of  a  series  of 
efforts  of  clericalism  to  capture  young  England 
and  carry  It  over  to  Rome. 

And  further  : 

We  never  dare  let  the  clergy  have  their  own 
way;  they  would  have  destroyed  us;  we  should 
have  been  as  Sodom  and  as  Gomorrah. 

When  a  bad  government  and  bad  religion 
work  together,  the  ruin  of  the  government  is 
as  certain  as  death.  It  is  that  union  we  have 
now  to  face. 

You  have,  Sir,  in  the  few  lines  I  have 
just  read,  an  idea  of  the  campaign  of  vitu- 
peration to  which  the  government  was  sub- 
jected in  England.  I  find  in  those  im- 
passionate  appeals,  a  certain  relationship 
with  those  we  have  heard  during  last 
month. 

But  Sir,  in  England  as  well  as  in  Can- 
ada, the  government,  though  assailed  and 
bitterly  so,  faced  the  situation  with  cour- 
age. I  do  not  wish  to  worry  the  House 
with  any  lengthy  quotations,  I  will  confine 
myself  to  a  few,  emanating  from  men,  who 
occupy  leading  positions  in  the  British  em- 
pire. The  Prime  Minister,  speakbng  at  Man- 
chester, on  January  18,  1895,  said  : 

I  altogether  object  to  the  tone  which  Is 
sometimes  taken  up  by  the  controversialists  up- 
on this  subject.  They  appear  to  think  that  the 
voluntary  school  Is  the  relic  of  an  ancient 
system  permitted  as  a  matter  of  compromise 
to  remain,  tolerated  by  parliament,  submitted 
to  by  the  department,  but  altogether  out  of 
harmony  with  the  needs  and  requirements  of  a 
progressive  community — an  Instrument  of  edu- 


Digitized  by 


Google. 


3325 


MARCH  28,  1905 


3326 


oation  which  in  process  of  time  shall  be  thrown 
on  one  side  as  of  an  antiquated  pattern  and 
worn  out  by  long  use.  I  take  precisely  the 
opposite  opinion.  In  my  views,  the  normal 
education,  the  normal  machinery  for  education 
required  alike  by  the  parent  and  by  the  com- 
munity, is  the  voluntary  school.  I  do  not  say 
there  ought  not  to  be— I  have  no  attack  to 
make  on— a  school  board  system.  We  require 
to  deal  with  these  questions,  one  who 
will  look  at  them  from  a  broader  standpoint, 
who  will  feel  that,  outside  the  question  of 
grants  and  the  question  of  classes  there  are 
other  issues  to  be  decided,  other  interests  to 
be  considered,  and  who  will  feel  his  duty  as 
Education  Minister  as  but  very  imperfectly 
accomplished  if  he  does  not  do  all  In  his  power 
to  foster  every  influence  which  may  mould,  not 
merely  the  children  committed  to  his  care,  not 
merely  these  subjects  of  secular  learning — 
which  may  not  advance  their  happiness  in  life 
— but  these  larger  questions,  the  sense  of  these 
greater  Issues,  necessary,  as  I  must  firmly 
believe,  to  the  well-being  of  every  community 
and  most  of  all  necessary  in  these  days  among 
the  rising,  full-fledged  forces  of  the  new  demo- 
cracy. In  making  this  profession  of  my  educa- 
tional faith  have  I  said  anything  which  runs 
counter  to  the  interests  of  that  democracy  to 
which  I  appealed  just  now. 

Sir,  if  there  is  a  man  whose  name  has 
been  heralded  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  this  country  as  that  of  a  great 
statesman  ;  If  there  is  a  man  whose  Im- 
perial policy  we  have  been  asked  to  adopt ; 
if  there  is  a  man  who,  in  one  section  of  the 
country  at  least— enjoys  unlimited  confi- 
dence and  great  popularity— this  man — this 
British  statesman  Is  Mr.  Chamberlain.  What 
views  does  that  enlightened  statesman  hold 
on  this  question  of  education  ? 

In  the  course  of  this  controversy,  I  observe  a 
great  number  of  people  appeal  to  the  time- 
honored  principle  of  religious  equality,  well,  I 
entirely   approve    of   that.     I  consider   my-  | 
self    to   be  a  devoted  advocate  of  religious 
sentiment  of  that  kind.    What  do  you  mean 
by  religious  equality  ?  How  far  are  you  pre-  j 
pared  to  go  In  order  to  secure?   For  instance,  I 
do  you  think  it  consistent  that  churchmen, 
Roman  Catholics,  Jews,  Unitarians  and  a  num- 
ber of  other  minor  sects  should  be  forced  to 
pay  rates  which  provide  religious  instruction 
which  In  their  opinion  either  leaves  out  the 
essentials  which  make  It  valuable,  or  in  other  1 
cases  teaches  doctrines  In  which  they  do  not  : 
believe.   Do  you  think,  I  say,  that  it  is  religious 
equality  to  insist  upon  that  and  at  the  same 
time  refuse  to  those  denominations  the  right 
of  having  their  religious  instruction  for  their 
children  to  which  they  do  attach  real  impor-  ; 
tanceT 

And  further : 

I  ask  another  question.  You  are  in  favour 
of  religious  equality.  Would  you  be  willing 
to  accept  a  system  by  which  it  has  been  at- 
tempted to  secure  that  equality  In  some  of  the 
provinces  in  Canada,  where  every  ratepayer  Is 
permitted  to  say  to  what  class  of  school  his 
rates  should  go?  That  is  a  religious  equality. 

And  further : 

And  If  you  admit  the  right  of  these  people 
who  built  the  schools  for  the  greater  part  by 


private  contributions,  who  havo  supported  the 
schools  by  really  very  large  contributions, 
amounting  on  the  average  during  the  past  SO 
years  to  something  like  one  million  pounds  a 
year— If  you  admit  their  right  to  have  secured 
to  them  the  results  for  which  they  make  their 
sacrifices— that  is  to  say,  the  right  to  give  and 
have  given  to  their  children  the  education,  the 
religious  education,  which  they  believe  to  be 
essential — then  there  is  no  reason  whatever 
why  upon  every  other  point  sensible  men  and 
moderate  men  should  not  be  able  to  come  to 
an  agreement. 

As  I  said  a  minute  ago,  Mr.  Balfour  met 
a  very  strong  opposition  when  he  introduced 
his  Bill— even  in  the  ranks  of  the  Unionist 
party,  many  friends  of  the  government 
were  somewhat  influenced  by  the  wild  ap- 
peals such  as  that  I  have  already  men- 
tioned. Mr.  Chamberlain  uttered  the  words 
I  have  just  quoted  at  a  meeting  of  the  lead- 
ing Liberal  Unionists  held  at  Birmingham 
on  the  9th  of  October,  1902.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  his  speech,  the  stand  taken  by 
Mr.  Chamberlain  in  favour  of  denomina- 
tional schools  was  endorsed  by  the  whole 
party. 

I  might  quote  the  opinions  expressed  on 
the  same  subject  by  Mr.  Lyttleton,  the  pre- 
sent Colonial  Secretary,  by  Sir  William  B. 
Anson,  by  Canon  Maccoll,  by  Mr.  Haldane, 
M.P.,  and  many  others,  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  worry  the  House. 

It  seems  to  me,  Sir,  that  the  opinions  of 
the  leaders  of  public  opinion  in  the  British 
empire  have  on  such  a  grave  issue,  more 
weight  than  that  of  the  lion,  gentleman 
from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule). 

But,  Sir,  my  friend  from  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  has  triumphantly  referred  to  France 
in  his  address  of  Thursday  last.  Church 
schools  have  been  abolished  in  France,  ex- 
claimed  my  friend,  because  forsooth  they 
had  produced  illiterates,  and  to  remedy 
that  state  of  things  the  government  has 
established  a  system  of  neutral  schools. 
True  it  is,  Sir,  that  in  France  the  govern- 
ment is  seeking  to  suppress  denominational 
schools.  But  what  has  been  the  result  ? 
Does  not  my  hon.  friend  read  the  papers  ? 
The  government  which  suppressed  the 
schools,  which  exiled  the  religious  orders, 
denounced  the  Concordat — that  government 
has  been  also  suppressed,  yes  suppressed 
after  many  a  tumult,  many  an  uprising  of 
all  liberty-lovers  in  France.  The  movement 
against  that  act  of  the  French  government 
was  not  started  by  the  illiterates  ;  it  was 
organized  by  whom  ?  By  members  of  the 
AcadC'inie  Frangaise,  by  men  like  Francois 
Coppee,  Jules  Lemaitre,  BrunetiSre — by  men 
of  all  parties,  of  all  creeds  ;  aye,  by  free 
thinkers,  by  French  Protestants  like  Mons. 
de  Pressense,  one  of  the  most  eminent 
French  writers  of  the  day.  These  men  are 
all  united,  and  they  have  published  a  mani- 
festo protesting  against  the  policy  of  tha 
government.  Let  me  quote  a  few  lines  of 
that  manifesto  : 


Digitized  by 


Google 


8327 


COMMONS 


3328 


We  can  have  no  illusion.  Efforts  have  been 
made  to  strangle  the  liberty  of  education.  One 
ia  not  free  to  think  when  one  is  not  free  to 
propagate  one's  thoughts  publicly,  and  one  is 
not  free  to  think  when  one  is  not  permitted  to 
have  one's  children  brought  up  in  accordance 
with  one's  ideas,  conviction  and  faith.  To  sup- 
press the  liberty  of  education,  the  government 
dares  not  act  openly,  but  invokes  hypocritically 
a  law  of  which  the  apparent  and  declared  ob- 
ject was  to  extend  the  scope  of  the  liberties 
indispensable  to  a  democracy.  ...  To  grant 
the  monopoly  of  education  to  one  party  doctrine 
and  opinion  Is  to  establish  a  censorship  over 
matters  of  public  Instruction,  to  organize  the 
servitude  of  thought,  and  to  prepare  political 
tyranny. 

This  is  what  the  elite  of  the  French  litte- 
rateurs think  of  the  school  policy  of  the 
French  government.  Let  me  tell  my  friend 
from  Grey  that  he  is  greatly  mistaken  If  he 
really  believes  that  the  denominational 
schools  in  France  have  produced  a  race  of 
illiterates.  Surely,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  land  of 
Racine,  of  Mollere,  of  Cornellle,  of  Bossuet, 
Is  not  a  land  of  illiterates  ?  Surely  the 
schools  and  the  lycees  which  have  produced 
men  like  Victor  Hugo,  Lamartine,  Thiers 
and  Guizot,  were  not  mere  hotbeds  of  ignor- 
ance and  cretinism  !  The  hon.  gentleman,  in 
his  endeavour  to  give  the  public  schools  a 
superiority  over  the  denominational  schools, 
might  have  spared  his  French  Canadian 
friends  in  the  House  his  untimely  refer- 
ence to  the  so-called  illiteracy  of  French- 
men. For  my  part,  Sir,  I  am  a  British  sub- 
ject, and  an  admirer  of  the  British  institu- 
tions. I  may  add  that,  politically  speaking, 
I  am  more  at  home  in  London  than  in  Paris 
— that  my  ideals  in  politics  are  at  West- 
minster, not  at  the  Palais  Bourbon  ;  yet  no 
one  will  ever  deny — I  for  one  will  never  do 
sq — that  in  literature  and  in  fine  arts,  France 
is  second  to  no  other  nation  in  the  world. 
But  if  France  is  still,  at  the  beginning  of 
this  twentieth  century,  the  leading  nation  of 
the  world  in  the  field  of  literature  and  fine 
arts,  she  has  nothing  to  regret  of  the  teach- 
ings given  to  her  sons  in  the  old  church 
schools. 

Reference  has  been  made  during  this  de- 
bate to  the  American  settlers  in  the  west. 
We  are  told  that  we  must  have  public 
schools,  because  the  settlers  happen  to 
come  from  across  the  boundary  line,  where 
a  system  of  public  schools  exists.  In  other 
words,  we  must  ignore  the  spirit  and  the 
letter  of  our  constitution  because  the  Ameri- 
cans are  coming  to  our  country.  I  shall 
not  discuss  the  school  system  as  it  exists 
in  the  United  States,  but  I  have  enough 
pride  in  the  institutions  of  my  country  to 
believe  that  our  system  is  not  inferior  to 
theirs.  I  have  enough  patriotism  to  stand 
by  the  rights  of  a  Canadian  minority,  even 
If  it  does  not  suit  the  American  settlers. 
And  I  am  amazed,  Sir,  to  see  the  ultra 
loyalist  element  of  Canada  so  subservient 
to  the  desires,  to  the  wishes,  of  the  new- 
comers. Let  them  come  from  Dakota, 
from  Arkansas.  Illinois,  or  from  any  other 
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state  of  the  union.  I  do  not  object  to  that ; 
but,  in  the  name  of  common  sense  and  for 
our  own  dignity,  let  us  not  trample  upon 
our  own  constitution  because  it  happens  to 
please  these  people. 

Sir,  it  has  been  suggested  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  that  the  Northwest  Act  of 
1875  provided  only  for  a  temporary  state 
of  things.  There  is  no  such  declaration  in 
the  Act.  -  Let  me  say,  Sir,  that  the  men  who 
enacted  that  law  had  taken  part  in  the 
battle  for  confederation.  They  knew  what 
had  been  the  stumbling  block  of  the  union 
and  what  compromise  had  been  reached. 
They,  therefore,  deliberately  pledged  the 
faith,  the  honour  of  parliament,  that  as 
long  as  there  would  be  a  Catholic  minority 
in  the  west  it  would  be  entitled  to  its 
schools.  Thirty  years  have  elapsed  since 
1875.  The  separate  school  system  has  been 
adopted,  and  to-day  we  are  told  that  those 
who  have  settled  in  the  west  with  that 
guarantee  should  do  without  it.  The  Act 
of  1875  was  passed  under  Sir.  Mackenzie's 
government,  and  it  was  supported  by  Sir 
John  Macdonald.  It  was  amended  in  1SS2 
under  a  Conservative  administration,  and 
the  separate  school  system  was  maintained. 

Remember,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  in  the  Brit- 
ish empire,  if  there  was  some  sympathy  for 
the  Uitlauders,  it  was  because  it  was  as- 
serted that  President  Kruger  had  not  kept 
faitb  with  them.  In  1880  President  Kruger 
went  to  London,  and  he  then  invited  immi- 
gration to  the  Transvaal,  promising  the  im- 
migrants full  citizenship.  I  have  read 
several  books  on  the  South  African  war, 
and  in  them  I  found  that  the  chief  cause 
of  the  war  was  the  lack  of  faith  of  Kruger 
in  his  stringent  naturalization  laws.  Sir, 
laws  concerning  education  are  also  with  us 
fundamental  laws.  We  enjoy  religious 
liberty  in  Canada.  Religious  education  is 
to  a  large  dogree  considered  essential  by 
Roman  Catholics.  Why  then  should  we 
deprive  them  of  their  right  to  schools  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  told,  those  of  us 
who  favour  this  measure,  that  we  should 
trust  the  western  people.  Such  is  the  lan- 
guage of  the  '  Globe ',  such  is  the  language 
of  the  Toronto  '  News.'  For  my  part,  I 
would  trust,  and  I  do  trust,  the  western 
people  as  well  as  the  eastern  people ;  but 
the  present  issue  has  been  made  a  religious 
one.  The  protests  which  have  been  made 
from  the  pulpit,  the  petitions  which  have 
been  sent  to  this  House,  all  bear  the  mark 
of  religion.  We  have  had  petitions  from 
the  Orange  Order,  from  the  Baptists,  the 
Presbyterians,  the  Methodists  ;  and  there 
is  between  the  opponents  of  the  separate 
schools  and  the  opponents  of  the  public 
schools  such  a  wide  breach  that,  if  left  to 
the  popular  vote  in  the  west,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  bridge  the  difficulty.  Those 
who  sincerely  believe  In  the  separate  school 
system  would  soon  come  to  grief,  because 
their  opponents  are  unquestionably  the 
majority.  Besides  the  opposition  to  the 
separate  schools  seems  to  be  doctrinal,  and 
I  do  not  see  how  you  could  reconcile  botb 
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systems.  By  the  census  of  1901  I  find  that 
the  several  religious  denominations  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  stand  as  follows  : 

Presbyterians   27,800 

Methodists  22.151 

Baptists  5,340 

Lutherans  12,097 

  67,894 

Roman  Catholics   30.073 

Anglicans   25.366 

  55,439 

15,949 

Having  those  figures  in  hand,  I  find  that 
there  is  a  majority  against  the  system  of 
separate  schools  of  11,955  in  comparing  the 
relative  strength  of  the  two  factions.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  in  the  interest  of 
peace  and  harmony,  do  you  not  believe  that 
it  is  far  better  to  settle  the  difficulty  at  once, 
by  an  honourable  compromise  satisfactory 
to  all  those  who  believe  in  moderation  and 
fair-play  ? 

We  have  been  told  the  other  day  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Jacques  Carrier  (Mr.  Monk) 
that  the  Catholics  of  the  United  States  were 
paying  something  like  fifty  million  dollars 
per  year,  in  order  to  have  their  separate 
schools.  Is  it  not  far  better  to  enact  the 
present  legislation,  which,  although  giving 
the  minority  their  right  to  religious  teaching 
of  their  own,  brings  their  schools  to  the 
standard  of  the  public  schools  system  in 
secular  matters  ?  If  you  were  to  refuse 
them  what  they  are  getting  by  the  ordin- 
ances, they  would  be  left  to  their  own  pri- 
vate resources  ;  they  would  be  self-sustain- 
ing. How  could  they  compete  with  the 
state-aided  public  schools  ?  What  Interest 
have  you  to  starve  them  ?  Surely  the  half 
hour  of  religious  instruction  should  not  de- 
bar the  Catholics  from  government  assist- 
ance. 

I  ask  any  fair-minded  Protestant  if  he 
believes,  in  his  heart  and  conscience,  that 
my  son  can  be  taught  history,  for  instance, 
in  the  same  book  as  bis  son  ?  Is  it  possible 
for  an  honest  Protestant  and  an  honest 
Catholic  to  think  alike,  and  to  see  in  the 
same  light  any  of  the  historical  events  con- 
nected with  say,  the  Reformation,  Mary 
Stuart,  Henry  VIII,  Queen  Mary,  John  Knox 
or  Thomas  Beckett  ?  Are  there  not,  on  such 
questions,  deep  differences  which  it  is  al- 
most impossible  to  reconcile  ? 

We  are  told  that  this  legislation  is  an 
Infringement  on  what  is  called  provincial 
rights.  As  a  consistent  Liberal,  I  claim 
myself  to  be  an  upholder  of  such  rights. 
After  the  battles  fought  by  the  late  Sir 
Oliver  Mowat  and  by  the  Hon.  Edward, 
Blake,  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  cannot 
but  defend  the  rights  of  the  provinces. 
But,  as  I  have  already  demonstrated,  the 
rights  of  the  provinces  are  clearly  defined 
by  section  92  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  Section  93  gives  also  the  federal  par- 
liament a  jurisdiction  on  matters  of  educa- 
tion. At  the  time  of  the  Equal  Rights  move- 
ment, when  parliament  was  asked  too  to  dis- 


allow the  Jesuits'  Estate  Act,  we  too  invoked 
provincial  rights,  and  we  were  answered 
by  the  late  leader  of  that  campaign,  the  late 
Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy,  as  follows  : 

The  worship  of  what  was  called  local  auton- 
omy, which  some  gentlemen  have  become  ad- 
dicted to,  is  fraught,  I  venture  to  say,  with 
great  evils  to  this  Dominion.  Our  allegiance 
is  due  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  The  separa- 
tion Into  provinces,  the  right  of  local  self-gov- 
ernment which  we  possess,  is  not  to  make  us 
less  citizens  of  the  Dominion,  is  not  to  make  us 
less  anxious  for  the  promotion  and  welfare  of 
the  Dominion,  and  it  is  no  argument  to  say 
that,  because  a  certain  piece  of  legislation  is 
within  the  power  of  a  local  parliament,  there- 
fore the  legislation  Is  not  to  be  disturbed.  By 
the  same  Act  of  parliament  by  which  the 
power  Is  conferred  upon  the  local  legislature, 
the  duty  and  power — because  where  there  is 
a  power  there  is  a  corresponding  duty — are  cast 
upon  the  Governor  In  Council  to  revise,  and  re- 
view, the  Acts  of  the  legislative  bodies.  If  you 
are  to  say  that  because  a  law  has  been  passed 
within  the  legislative  authority  of  the  province, 
therefore  it  must  remain,  we  can  easily  see. 
Sir,  that  before  long  these  provinces,  instead 
of  coming  nearer  together,  will  go  further  and 
further  apart.  We  can  see  that  the  only  way 
of  making  a  united  Canada,  and  building  up  a 
national  life  and  sentiment  In  the  Dominion,  is 
by  seeing  that  the  laws  of  one  province  are  not 
offensive  to  the  laws  and  Institutions,  and  It 
may  be  to  the  feelings,  of  another— I  will  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  they  must  be  to  some  extent 
taken  into  consideration. 

I  have  quoted  the  above  extract  in  order 
to  show  that  the  principle  of  provincial 
rights  is  not  always  adhered  to  by  those 
who  are  quite  ready,  when  circumstances 
arise,  to  Invoke  it.  Let  me,  however,  give 
the  opinion  on  this  subject  of  one  of  the 
fathers  of  confederation.  In  an  address  to 
his  constituents,  October,  18G4,  Sir  A.  T. 
Gait  said  : 

It  was  clear  that  In  confiding  the  general 
subject  of  education  to  the  local  legislatures, 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  it  should  be  ac- 
companied with  such  restrictions  as  would,  pre- 
vent injustice  In  any  respect  from  being  done 
to  the  minority. 

Now  this  applied  to  Lower  Canada,  but  it 
also  applied,  with  equal  force,  to  Upper  Can- 
ada and  the  other  provinces,  for  in  Lower  Can- 
ada there  was  a  Protestant  minority,  and  in  the 
other  provinces  a  Catholic  minority.  The  same 
privileges  belong  of  right  here,  as  belonged  to 
the  other  right  elsewhere.  There  could  be  no 
greater  injustice  to  a  population  than  to  com- 
pel them  to  have  their  children  educated  In  a 
manner  contrary  to  their  own  religious  belief. 

Therefore,  I  say,  Sir,  that  I  am  within 
the  scope  of  provincial  rights  in  asking  that 
this  parliament  should  protect  the  minority 
in  the  Northwest.  But,  there  is  some- 
thing else  than  provincial  rights.  We,  the 
Liberal  party,  stand  for  provincial  rights. 
That  was  the  policy  of  our  old  leader,  Alex- 
ander Mackenzie;  it  was  the  policy  of  Sir 
Oliver  Mowat;  it  was  the  policy  of  Mr. 
Edward  Blake.  It  Is  still  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  party.    But,  Sir,  with  provincial 
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rights  there  are  other  rights  which  are 
under  the  care  and  protection  of  the  Reform 
party.  These  are  the  rights  of  the  min- 
ority of  whom  Mr.  Edward  Blake  once 
said  in  this  House  that  it  should  be  given 
not  only  a  fair  measure,  but  an  abun- 
dant, an  overheaping  measure  of  justice. 
Sir,  I  shall  not  refer  to  the  hierarchy 
and  the  Quebec  ecclesiastics.  I  think  this 
question  has  been  threshed  out  in  the  mas- 
terly speeches  of  both  my  hon.  friend  from 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  and  of  my  friend 
from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa).  I  do  not  wish 
to  pose  as  the  defender  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergy  In  this  House.  As  a  Liberal,  I 
have,  (Turing  the  few  years  that  I  have 
been  in  public  life  felt  at  times  the  inter- 
ference of  the  clergy  in  politics.  I  will 
say  nothing  however  in  condemnation  of 
the  clergy  of  my  province,  as  they  acted 
within  their  rights  as  citizens,  but  I  can  say 
this,  that  the  history  of  the  Konian  Catholic 
clergy  in  this  country  is  its  best  vindication. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
recalled  what  has  taken  place  in  1774  and 
in  1812.  I  will  Invite  the  hou.  gentleman 
who  spoke  the  other  day,  the  member  from 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  to  come  to  Mon- 
treal. I  shall  ask  him  to  pass  with  me 
along  Notre  Dame  street  at  the  seminary 
of  St.  Sulpice.  He  will  see  there,  an  old 
gate  and  an  old  sun  dial.  I  will  remind  him 
that  in  1774  the  American  rebels  despatched 
to  Montreal  a  young  ecclesiastic,  who  later 
on  became  Bishop  of  Baltimore.  That  young 
ecclesiastic  passed  under  that  historic  gate 
in  order  to  ask  the  old  French  priests,  the 
Sulpicians,  to  induce  their  flocks  to  Join  the 
American  rebels.  Sir,  what  was  the  answer 
given  by  the  superior  of  the  Sulpicians  '! 
There  at  that  very  gate  near  the  old  sun 
dial  V  Carroll,  who  had  been  despatched 
here  by  Lafayette  and  Washington  was 
answered  by  the  old  superior  that  he  could 
not  stay  one  hour  more  in  the  country, 
that  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  induce  the 
French  Canadians  to  become  rebels  to  His 
Majesty's  government.  This  is  only  one  of 
the  chapters  of  the  history  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  in  my  province. 

I  regret  to  have  to  quote  in  conclusion  the 
very  caustic  remarks  made  by  a  man  who 
resides  In  the  city  of  Toronto  and  who  Dears 
a  name  which  should  be  a  protection  and 
a  shield  against  any  such  vituperation.  I 
read,  Sir,  the  interview  given  the  other  day 
to  a  newspaper  by  Mr.  Sam.  Blake,  of  ! 
Toronto.    What  does  he  say  : 

Why,  he  asks,  should  the  Dominion,  while 
awarding  provincial  rights  ot  these  new  oro- 
vlnces,  try  to  strangle  them  in  their  birth  by 
insisting  on  the  trail  ot  the  Jesuit  surrounding 
the  vital  matter  ot  the  education  of  their  chil- 
dren ? 


This  Is  the  language  of  Mr.  Sam.  Blake, 
the  brother  of  that  great  Canadian  states- 
man, the  undaunted  friend  of  the  minorities 
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in  the  British  Parliament  as  well  as  here  in 
Canada,  the  man  who  enacted  the  very  legis- 
lation of  1875.  This  is  the  language  which 
Mr.  Sam.  Blake  has  used  towards  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy.  Sir,  I  will  not  answer  by  my  own 
words.  Let  me  quote  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Blake  the  words  uttered  by  the  Archbishop 
of  'Canterbury  who  visited  this  Dominion 
last  fall.  Speaking  in  Quebec  in  that  old 
church  of  the  Recollets,  now  the  Anglican 
cathedral  of  Quebec,  the  Primate  of  England 
said  :  ' 

But  you,  who  know  far  better  than  I  the 
varied  story  of  Quebec,  are  recalling  to-day  the 
earlier  memories  which— in  a  larger  than  any 
technical  sense — gave  Imperishable  consecra- 
tion to  this  place,  which  links  It  back  along  a 
chain  of  quite  peculiar  pathos,  and  interests  to 
the  work  done  centuries  ago  by  members  of 
the  fraternity  of  St.  Francis  of  Asslsi,  and 
along  with  them  for  a  little  while,  at  least,  to 
the  devoted  men  who,  In  a  very  different  '  so- 
ciety,' a  society  whose  very  name  became  a 
catchword  tor  a  policy  of  behaviour  which  we 
condemn — did  yet  show  to  the  whole  world  an 
example  of  missionary  enthusiasm  and  a  steadi- 
ness of  persevering  faith  in  face  of  persecution 
and  suffering  which,  while  the  world  standeth, 
will  encircle  with  a  halo  of  glory,  the  memory 
of  the  Jesuit  missionaries  of  250  years  ago.  In 
the  words  of  the  foremost  historian  of  the  col- 
onial church — a  historian  of  whose  staunch  Pro- 
testantism none  can  make  question — at  every 
soason  and  in  every  place  the  unwearied  French 
missionary  was  seen  winning  his  way  to  the 
Red  man's  home.  Sometimes  lost  amid  the 
trackless  snow  or  forests,  at  other  times  hur- 
ried in  his  light  canoe  down  some  fearful 
rapid,  he  perished  and  was  never  heard  of 
more.  Of  some,  the  tidings  came  that  they  had 
met  with  death  more  terrible  than  this,  tor- 
tured by  every  art  of  savage  cruelty,  burnt  or 
scalped  or  starved  or  mutilated  In  every  limb. 
Yet  none  quailed  or  faltered.  New  men  in- 
stantly pressed  on.  As  we  mark  the  stead- 
fastness of  the  faith  which  animated  the  hearts 
of  Goupil  and  Jogues,  and  Lalement,  and  Bre- 
bceuf  and  Daniel  in  their  martyrdom,  we  feel 
that  we  -should  violate  the  truth  did  we  with- 
hold, or  only  with  niggard  and  reluctant  spirit, 
acknowledge  the  praise  which  is  their  due. 

This  is  my  answer,  this  is  the  noble  ans- 
wer of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  to  Mr. 
Sam.  Blake.  In  conclusion.  Sir,  let  me 
repeat  the  words  of  the  great  Protestant 
writer  Lecky.  Speaking  of  the  Catholic 
priesthood  he  said  : 

No  other  body  of  men  have  ever  exhibited 
a  more  single-minded  unworldly  zeal,  re- 
fracted by  no  personal  interests,  sacrificing  to 
duty  the  dearest  of  eartbly  objects,  and  con- 
fronting with  undaunted  heroism  every  form  of 
hardship,  of  suffering,  and  of  death. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY  (Calgary).  Mr.- 
Speaker,  I  do  not  desire  to  give  a  silent  vote 
on  this  question,  nor  do  I  intend  at  this 
late  hour  to  be  led  into  a  discussion  of 
the  statements  of  different  newspapers.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  are  matters  of  greater 
importance  to-  be  considered  in  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Bill.   There  is  just  one  matter 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3333 


MARCH 


28.  1905 


3334 


to  which  I  wish  to  refer  in  regard  to  the 
Insinuation  that  Mr.  Haultain  does  not  re- 
present the  views  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  nor  the  views  of  the  Ter- 
ritorial government.  The  hon.  the  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Lemieux)  has  seen  fit  to  state 
that  the  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Haultain  was 
not  assented  to  by  his  colleague,  Mr.  Bulyea, 
and  that  therefore  It  did  not  represent  the 
views  of  the  Territorial  government.  Now, 
I  assume  that  the  same  reason  would  apply 
if  we  should  say  that  this  Bill  was  introduc- 
ed by  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  without 
the  consent  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Sifton).  Let  me  ask  the  Solicitor  Gen- 
eral to  point  out  one  fact  of  one  protest 
in  that  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Haultain,  that 
is  not  borne  out  by  the  draft  of  the  BUI 
which  he  submitted  to  this  House  in  Dec- 
ember, 1901,  and  to  which  the  legislative 
assembly  at  Reglna  had  given  their  ap- 
proval. That  was  their  mandate,  that  was 
their  case ;  and  until  the  hot),  gentle- 
man can  point  to  something  in  that  letter 
which  is  not  borne  out  by  that  draft  Bill, 
then  I  would  consider  that  the  insinuation 
is  not  worthy  of  any  further  reply.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  looking  for  some  members 
of  the  TerritoriaJ  government  who  have  been 
false  to  their  trust,  he  certainly  cannot 
point  his  finger  to  Mr.  Haultain.  Mr.  Haul- 
tain needs  no  recommendation  in  the  west, 
nor  does  he  in  Ottawa.  He  has  been  deal- 
ing with  the  federal  government,  and  it  is 
In  your  judgment  as  to  how  he  has  labour- 
ed to  secure  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the 
west. 

Now,  Sir,  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to 
hear  the  Solicitor  General  revive  the  old 
contention  that  the  federal  government  had 
purchased  the  Northwest  Territories.  We  are 
advised  to-day  that  we  were  not  only  pur- 
chased for  the  general  benefit  of  Canada,  but 
also  that  we  were  discovered  by  a  French 
Canadian.  I  think  if  he  will  look  into  the 
records  he  will  find  that  that  argument  was 
abandoned  many  years  ago.  In  1885  the 
strongest  position  this  government  would 
take  was  that  they  had  a  large  pecuniary 
interest  lri  that  country,  and  that  is  the  posi- 
tion they  did  take.  Let  me  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  answer  a  couple  of  questions 
in  regard  to  the  purchase  to  which  he  has 
•referred.  Let  me  ask  him  to  explain  to  this 
House  when  the  Bill  comes  up  for  discus- 
sion of  the  clauses  seriatim  in  committee, 
if  that  money  was  paid  as  the  purchase 
price  of  these  lands,  why  was  not  the  deed 
ot  surrender  made  to  the  people  who  paid 
the  money  ?  Again,  let  him  explain  why, 
if  this  laud  was  purchased  for  the  general 
benefit  of  the  Dominion  and  to  be  held 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Dominion,  a  large  part 
ot  that  land  was  included  in  the  area  hand- 
ed over  to  the  province  of  Quebec  in  the 
year  1898  ?  All  we  desire  in  this  matter 
is  to  be  treated  as  our  other  fellow-citizens 
are  treated  throughout  the  Dominion  of 


Canada.  Let  me  also  say  In  passing  that 
the  Solicitor  General  can  produce  no  docu- 
ment which  will  show  that  £300,000  were 
paid  as  a  purchase  price  for  the  land.  That 
money  was  paid  to  get  rid  of  a  trading 
monopoly,  and,  as  be  says,  it  has  been 
a  very  bad  investment.  But  I  would  like 
to  direct  him  to  the  debate  of  1869,  where 
he  will  see  that  the  increase  in  customs 
and  excise  duties  more  than  doubled  the 
amount  of  interest  on  this  £300,000  that  was 
paid  for  the  release  of  the  land.  I  would 
also  point  out  that  the  purchase  of  these 
rights  opened  a  field  for  the  trade  of 
eastern  manufacturers  which  has  been  worth 
ten  times,  or  a  hundred  times,  the  money 
that  has  been  paid  for  it.  Now,  he  seems 
to  think  that  this  administration  has  some 
claim  or  title  upon  that  land  because  they 
have  expended  a  certain  sum  of  money  upon 
it.  He  says  that  it  has  cost  us  a  couple  of 
rebellions,  and  that  we  have  been  obliged  to 
keep  up  the  mounted  police.  Well,  on  the 
same  reason  I  assume  that  the  Dominion 
own  part  of  the  province  of  Ontario  for  the 
cost  of  the  battle  of  Queenston  Heights. 

Sir,  I  regret  that  this  government  has 
seen  fit  to  place  restrictions  upon  the  edu- 
cational freedom  of  the  new  provinces.  I 
do  not  fail  to  realize  the  Importance  of 
that  question,  I  do  not  desire  to  belittle  It 
for  one  moment  But  I  regret  that  this 
discussion  should  take  place  at  this  parti- 
cular time,  when  our  boundaries  are  being 
f.xed,  when  our  political  status  is  being 
determined,  questions  of  the  most  vltaL  im- 
portance to  us  that  are  liable  to  be  lost 
sight  of  in  the  excitement  of  this  racial 
and  religious  question.  As  representing  a 
/western  constituency,  I  do  not  relish  being 
ushered  Into  confederation  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, circumstances  that  have  been 
created  by  this  government  without  any 
demand,  without  any  complaint,  and  with- 
out any  doubt  expressed  by  the  minority 
in  that  country  in  the  spirit  of  fairness 
of  the  local  government  when  they  come  to 
deal  with  this  question  of  education.  I 
speak  of  course  subject  to  correction.  The 
right  hon,  the  First  Minister,  when  intro- 
ducing this  Bill  referred  to  certain  threat- 
ening letters  ;  perhaps  if  these  letters  were 
produced  we  would  see  where  this  agita- 
tion originated.  Now,  I  do  not  intend  to  go 
into  this  educational  question  at  any  length. 
I  have  had  occasion  to  observe  that  it  Is 
likely  to  receive  very  careful  nursing  from 
lion,  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House. 
1  intend,  however,  to  deal  with  it  before 
1  take  my  seat. 

I  desire  particularly  at  this  time  to  dir- 
ect the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  fea- 
tures in  this  Bill  which  are  liable  to  be  lost 
sight  of  in  the  excitement  which  surrounds 
the  discussion  of  the  educational  question. 
First  of  all  let  me  refer  to  a  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oli- 
ver) a  few  evenings  ago.    To  my  mind  it 
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goes  directly  to  the  principle  of  tbe  Bill 
which  we  are  discussing.  In  order  that  I 
may  not  misquote  tbe  hon.  gentleman  I  will 
read  what  he  said  : 

I  represent  a  section  of  tbe  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  and  I  say  that  the  people 
01  the  Northwest  Territories  have  never  asked 
for  provincial  autonomy. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know  who 
represents  the  people  of  the  Territories  the 
better,  the  thirty-five  representatives  In  the 
local  legislature  at  -Regina  or  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemau  who  represents  Edmonton.  I  do 
not  know  what  he  means  by  stating  that 
tbe  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
never  asked  for  provincial  autonomy.  I 
would  remind  him  of  the  fact  that  on  July 
20,  1900,  an  address  was  sent  to  this  gov- 
ernment by  tbe  legislative  assembly  at  Re- 
gina, and  that  on  December  7,  1901,  a  draft 
Bill  was  prepared  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  and  the  terms  of  which  were 
familiar  to  the  thirty-live  local  representa- 
tives at  Regina.  In  tbe  year  1901,  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  Edmonton,  the  town  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Oliver)  lives  in,  passed  a 
resolution  asking  that  the  Territories  be 
created  into  two  provinces.  On  April  2, 
1902,  -the  Eastern  Assiniboia  Liberal  Asso- 
ciation met  at  Indian  Head  and  passed 
similar  resolutions.  I  am  not  quite  sure, 
but  I  have  a  suspicion  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  was 
present  at  that  meeting  in  company  with 
Mr.  Bulyea.  In  1902,  there  was  a  local 
election  in  the  Territories,  and  in  the  plat- 
form put  forward  by  Mr.  Haultain  there 
were  these  two  planks  : 

1.  Equal  rights  with  all  the  other  provinces 
of  the  Dominion. 

2.  Control  of  the  public  domain  in  the  west. 
These  are  the  matters  that  the  government 

of  the  Territories  are  now  fighting  for  and  these 
are  the  matters  upon  which  your  Judgment  is 
invited  in  my  appeal  to  you  for  re-election  in 
the  legislature.  A  similar  appeal  has  been 
made  in  every  constituency  in  the  country  by 
every  candidate  whose  election  will  give  sup- 
port to  the  government  at  this  particular 
period  in  the  history  of  the  Territories.  The 
issue  Is  plain  ;  it  is  for  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritories to  decide. 

The  election  took  place  and  the  result  of 
that  election  demonstrated  that  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  and  his  supporters  represented  public 
opinion  in  tbe  Territories  on  the  question 
of  provincial  autonomy.  I  find  that  four 
resolutions  have  subsequently  been  passed 
by  the  territorial  assembly  demanding  the 
provincial  status  ;  I  find  also  that  the  very 
strongest  advocate  of  the  stand  taken  by 
Mr.  Haultain,  was,  up  to  a  short  time-  ago, 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr. 
Scott).  He  complimented  Mr.  Haultain  on 
the  stand  he  bad  taken  in  asking  for  pro- 
vincial autonomy,  but  a  short  time  after- 
wards the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Scott)  changed 
his  opinion,  and  assigned  as  a  reason  for 
Mr.  m.  s.  McCarthy. 


delay  that  litigation  was  now  pending  as  to 
the  exemption  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way from  taxation,  and  he  held  It  would 
be  folly  for  the  government  to  put  through 
a  Bill  leaving  that  matter  an  open  question. 
But  to-day,  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Scott)  is 
supporting  a  Bill  which  contains  a  clause 
continuing  that  exemption  for  ever.  I  also 
find  that  on  April  the  3rd,  the  Prince  Al- 
bert Board  of  Trade  passed  a  resolution  de- 
claring that  the  government  should  grant 
provincial  autonomy.  On  March  the  3rd, 
there  was  a  similar  resolution  from  tbe 
Calgary  Board  of  Trade.  On  March  25th, 
the  Conservative  convention  at  Moosejaw  at 
which  there  were  over  200  delegates,  some 
of  whom  came  700  miles  to  attend,  passed 
a  resolution  declaring  in  favour  of  the  Im- 
mediate granting  of  full  provincial  auton- 
omy including  the  ownership  of  the  public 
lands,  mines  and  minerals.  I  also  find  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver), 
speaking  on  October  13,  1903,  used  these 
words  : 

I  would  wish  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  members 
and  to  the  gentlemen  on  both  sides,  that  it  is 
not  we  who  are  objecting  to  provincial  auton- 
omy. We  are  asking  provincial  autonomy,  but 
we  want  It  on  certain  terms. 

In  January,  1904,  the  Liberal  convention 
in  nominating  a  candidate  for  Southern  Al- 
berta, passed  a  resolution  in  favour  of  pro- 
vincial autonomy.  On  September  29  last, 
the  right  hon.  tbe  First  Minister  wrote  to 
Mr.  Haultain  promising  that  If  his  govern- 
ment were  returned  to  power  they  would 
immediately  take  into  consideration  the 
question  of  granting  provincial  autonomy 
to  the  Territories.  I  may  point  out  that 
seven  of  the  Liberal  candidates  were  re- 
turned to  this  House,  and  not  one  of  these 
gentlemen,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  been  in- 
structed by  his  constituents  to  repudiate 
the  pledge  given  to  the  people  by  the  Lib- 
eral leader.  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  resolution 
I  have  read,  asking  that  the  mines,  lands 
and  minerals  be  left  to  the  provinces,  re- 
presents the  true  sentiment  of  the  people  of 
the  we&t.  They  have  the  conviction  that 
they  are  entitled  to  have  in  the  local  gov- 
ernment the  administration  of  the  '  mines, 
lands  and  minerals  in  their  territory,  and 
without  that  they  will  not  be  satisfied.  The 
only  argument  which  I  have  heard  present- 
ed in  support  of  the  overturning  of  the 
principles  of  the  union,  is  that  there  might 
be  a  conflict  between  .the  local  and  federal 
authorities,  and  that  the  federal  government 
might  not  be  able  to  carry  on  its  immi- 
gration policy.  That  argument  was  used 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slf- 
ton),  but  he  has  not  always  thought  that 
way  because  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  in 
days  gone  by  he  contended  for  full  provin- 
cial rights  and  he  advocated  handing  over 
the  lands  to  his  province  ;  later  on  he  advi- 
onted  handing  over  the  school  lan. Is  as  well. 
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The  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver) 
seemed  to  fear  greatly  that  If  the  control  of 
the  public  domain  should  be  given  to  the  pro- 
\  inces,  the  provinces  would  use  the  lands  for 
revenue  and  would  not  settle  the  outlying 
districts.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  not  so  willing 
as  he  is  to  suspect  the  foresight  and  busi- 
ness-like management  of  the  local  assembly. 
That  assembly  has  undertaken  no  function 
up  to  date  that  the  people  of  that  country 
would  consent  to  have  abrogated,  and  the 
enlargements  heretofore  made  In  the  pow- 
ers of  the  local  assembly  have  been  amply 
justified  by  the  results.  The  hon.  member 
for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  also  entertained 
a  different  view  of  this  question  In  days 
gone  by,  and  on  the  24th  of  July,  1884,  he 
moved  in  the  local  legislature  a  resolution 
which  expressed  his  views  at  that  date,  and 
which  are  not  his  views  of  to-day.  He 
tells  us  that  the  lands  might  be  exploited 
by  the  people  of  the  west,  but  let  me  ask 
him  if  the  people  of  the  west  are  not  tihe 
most  interested  in  the  proper  administration 
of  these  lands,  and  do  they  not  realize  that 
by  settling  these  lands  they  would  be  en- 
hancing the  value  of  their  heritage.  For 
my  part,  Sir,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
if  the  immigration  policy  were  handed  over 
to  the  local  government,  they  would  con- 
tinue the  present  system  in  its  entirety.  I 
do  not  know  that  a  large  expenditure  out 
of  the  immigration  vote  for  campaign  liter- 
ature would  be  carried  on  ;  I  do  not  know 
that  the  large  army  of  officials  now  in  the 
Northwest  would  be  continued  in  office, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  the  local  govern** 
ment  would  hand  over  its  lands  in  blocks 
of  250,000  acres  at  one  dollar  an  acre. 

We  are  told  now,  Sir,  and  it  is  common 
report  throughout  the  country,  that  the 
duties  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
have  become  too  onerous  for  one  man.  We 
were  told  that  the  ex-minister  (Mr.  Sifton) 
was  so  broken  down  in  health  that  he  of 
all  men  was  unable  to  attend  the  conference 
with  regard  to  the  granting  of  autonomy  to 
the  Territories.  Is  not  this  a  very  good 
opportunity  to  relieve  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  of  some  of  its  work,  and  of 
handing  over  to  the  local  administration  of 
the  Territories  the  control  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  a  right  which  is  enjoyed  by 
every  other  province  but  one  in  this 
Dominion  ? 

All  that  we  have  heard  from  the  ex-Mlnis- 
ter  of  the  Interior  is  that  there  would  be  a 
conflict;  but  that  will  not  satisfy  the  people 
of  the  west.  They  want  some  more  satis- 
factory reason,  in  view  of  the  attitude 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  assumed  in  days 
gone  by.  They  will  not  endure  in  silence 
the  withholding  of  their  public  lands.  I 
doubt  if  some  of  the  other  Liberal  members, 
In  view  of  the  statements  which  they  have 
made  in  days  gone  by,  wiM  get  up  in  this 
House  and  make  the  declaration  that  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  are 


not  flit  to  'be  entrusted  with  the  same  mea- 
sure of  self-government  that  is  enjoyed  by 
the  various  provinces  of  this  Dominion.  If 
they  do,  I  think  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  have  some  reasp-n  to  congratu- 
late ourselves  on  the  manner  in  which  they 
will  be  received  by  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try after  such  a  declaration.  In  view  of 
the  statements  that  have  been  made,  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  to  this  House  and  to 
the  people  of  that  country  that  these  hon. 
gentlemen  should  give  the  grounds  for  the 
conclusions  at  which  they  have  arrived. 

The  hon.  the  Solicitor  General  was  very 
pleased  to  exalt  and  extol  the  British  con- 
stitution. He  thought  very  much  of  the 
British  constitution  in  certain  respects;  but 
if  the  British  constitution  applies  in  one 
direction,  why  should  it  not  apply  in  the 
other  ?  If  we  are  going  to  follow  the  Brit- 
ish constitution  in  respect  of  education, 
why  should  we  depart  from  it  in  regard  to 
the  important  matter  of  the  control  of  the 
public  domain  ?  Are  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site, in  withholding  from  the  new  provinces 
the  control  of  the  public  domain,  following 
the  British  colonial  policy  ?  What  was 
that  policy  ?  It  is  perhaps  unnecessary  for 
me  to  state  to  the  House  that  the  original 
idea  of  the  British  statesmen  was  to  con- 
trol the  lands  in  the  colonies;  but  when 
they  tried  to  put  that  idea  into  practice, 
they  had  to  abandon  it  for  a  better  policy, 
namely,  that  the  people  on  the  spot  were 
best  qualified  to  manage  their  own  lands, 
and  that  was  the  policy  they  adopted.  They 
felt  that  with  local  representation  the  man- 
agement of  the  lands  would  be  better  looked 
after.  Is  that  principle  not  equally  applic- 
able to-day?  Here  we  have  a  territory  two 
thousand  miles  away,  represented  in  this 
House  by  only  ten  members.  If  those 
lands  are  handed  over  to  the  local  govern- 
ment, there  will  be  fifty  members  looking 
after  their  management  in  the  interest  of 
the  people;  and  If  mistakes  or  jobbery  are 
liable  to  happen,  are  these  not  more  likely 
to  be  detected  by  governments  represent- 
ing fifty  members  than  by  a  government 
representing  only  ten  ?  I  say  that  to 
withhold  from  the  provinces  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  lands  is  directly  con- 
trary, not  only  to  British  colonial  policy, 
but  to  the  spirit  of  confederation.  When 
confederation  was  formed,  what  was  the 
arrangement  made  between  the  various 
provinces  ?  Was  it  not  that  each  province 
retained  the  right  to  administer  the  public 
domain,  while  the  customs  and  excise  du- 
ties were  surrendered  to  the  Dominion  ? 
That  was  the  policy  carried  out  with  regard 
to  Quebec,  Ontario,  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick.  Then,  In  what  spirit  are  these 
provinces  being  created  to-day  ?  I  take  it 
that  it  is  under  section  146  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  which  especially  pro- 
vides that  the  admission  shall  be  '  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Act.'  The  spirit  is 
also  in  section  109,  if  the  letter  is  not.  un- 
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der  which  Is  handed  over  to  the  original 
provinces  the  right  to  administer  their  pub- 
lic domain.  If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  the 
policy  that  was  adopted  by  the  fathers  of 
confederation,  let  us  see  what  was  said. 
I  find  in  the  confederation  debates,  at  page 
■10,  that  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  said  : 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  local  legislature  have 
the  control  of  all  the  local  works;  and  it  is  a 
matter  of  great  Importance,  and  one  of  the  chief 
advantages  of  the  federal  union  and  of  local 
legislatures,  that  each  province  will  have  the 
power  and  means  of  developing  its  own  re- 
sources and  aiding  its  own  progress  after  its 
own  fashion  and  in  its  own  way. 

Another  distinguished  Canadian,  also  one 
of  the  fathers  of  confederation,  the  Hon. 
George  Brown,  referring  to  this  matter,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  said  : 

Each  province  Is  to  have  charge  of  Its  own 
Crown  lands,  Crown  timber  and  Crown  mine- 
rals, and  will  be  free  to  take  such  steps  for 
developing  them  as  each  deems  best. 

Further  on,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Holton,  inter- 
rupting Mr.  Brown,  said  : 

Unfortunately  for  your  argument,  the  lands 
will  be  in  the  bands  of  the  local  governments. 
Mr.  Brown  replied  : 

So  much  the  better.  My  hon.  friend  can  man- 
age his  public  lands  in  Lower  Canada  as  he 
likes,  and  we  will  manage  ours. 

At  page  1C  of  the  debates  of  18G9,  Mr. 
Edward  Blake  made  the  following  state- 
ment in  opposing  a  resolution  to  admit 
Newfoundland  Into  the  union  and  to  pay 
Newfoundland  $150,000  a  year  in  lieu  of  its 
lands  : 

He  was  very  strongly  opposed  to  the  Dom- 
inion acquiring  the  Crown  lands  of  Newfound- 
land, and  he  has  as  strongly  objected  to  New- 
foundland being  deprived  of  its  Crown  lands. 
He  commended  the  policy  of  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  in  leaving  to  each  of  the  provinces 
the  control  of  their  own  public  lands.  This 
was  from  the  Canadian  point  of  view.  Then  as 
to  Newfoundland  the  arrangement  was  equally 
objectionable  :  (1)  Its  distance  from  the  seat 
of  government  (2)  and  its  small  representation 
in  parliament  would  lead  to  an  unsatisfactory 
management. 

The  local  government  would  be  deprived  of 
the  control  of  these  lands,  which  might  by  it 
be  rendered  valuable  for  the  future  develop- 
ment of  the  colony. 

The  development  of  mineral  wealth  could  not 
be  effected  by  raising  a  revenue,  but  by  en- 
couraging local  enterprise.  If  the  proposition 
was  between  giving  Newfoundland  J150,000  a 
year  and  taking  her  lands,  and  giving  $150,000  a 
year  and  leaving  her  her  lands,  he  would  will- 
ingly vote  for  the  latter  (hear,  hear).  These 
lands  under  the  local  management  of  the  gov- 
ernment would  contribute  much  more  largely 
to  the  prosperity  of  Newfoundland  than  if  they 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  government  of  Can- 
ada. 

And  he  closed  with  an  amendment  to  the 
resolution  to  this  effect  : 

That  the  public  lands  can  be  managed  more 
efficiently,  economically  and  satisfactorily  by 
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the  provinces  in  which  these  lands  are  situated 
than  by  Canada,  and  that  there  is  no  good  rea- 
son for  a  departure  from  the  principle  of  the 
Union  Act. 

That  is  a  statement  which  I  desire  to  im- 
press upon  the  members  of  this  House  in 
regard  to  the  principles  of  the  Union  Act,  as 
Mr.  Blake  regarded  them  In  1S69. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  can  be  any 
doubt  at  all  as  to  what  was  in  the  minds  of 
those  gentlemen  at  that  day,  I  will  refer 
to  another  statement  which  was  made  on 
June  10  in  the  same  debate  by  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Mackenzie.  Mr.  Blake  had  made 
his  argument  first,  and  had  been  twitted  by 
the  members  of  the  government  for  voting 
to  pay  money  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company. 
If  there  could  be  anything  plainer  or  clearer 
as  to  what  was  in  their  minds  at  that  time, 
it  would  be  hard  to  find  it.  Mr.  Mackenzie 
said  : 

The  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  the  pre- 
mier said  they  were  surprised  that  the  member 
for  West  Durham  should  object  to  our  acquir- 
ing the  public  lands  of  Newfoundland  after 
voting  for  the  acquisition  of  lands  in  the  North- 
west Territories. 

There  was  (a)  difference  between  the  two 
cases,  in  the  Northwest  Territories  there  were 
at  present  no  constituted  authorities  as  there 
were  in  Newfoundland,  and  it  would  not  be 
pretended  that  after  a  government  was  estab- 
lished in  the  Northwest  Territories  we  would 
administer  its  lands  from  Ottawa. 

That  statement  to  my  mind  is  most  signi- 
ficant because  it  was  made  in  the  year  1869, 
the  very  year  when  the  surrender  was 
taken  frbm  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  ;  and 
1  am  sure  that  the  First  Minister  and  the 
Solicitor  General  will  pardon  the  more  ob-  . 
scure  members  from  the  west  If  we  venture 
to  differ  from  them  In  opinion,  backed  as 
we  are  by  the  statements  of  these  men  at 
the  very  time  the  contract  went  through. 
These  were  the  views  that  prevailed  at 
that  time  ;  and  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question  we  look  to  our  fellow-citizens  In 
the  other  provinces  to  admit  our  right  to  be 
put  on  an  equal  footing  with  them  and  be 
given  the  administration  of  our  own  public 
domain.  I  have  shown  what  the  arrange- 
ments were  when  the  four  original  provinces 
entered  confederation.  Let  us  trace  what 
the  subsequent  arrangements  were  in  the 
case  of  those  provinces  which  entered  later. 

British  Columbia,  which  entered  In  1870, 
was  a  colony  entitled  to  its  public  lands, 
aud  not  ouly  has  it  control  of  its  lands,  but 
the  Dominion  pays  It  annually  the  sum  of 
$100,000  for  a  twenty  mile  strip  through 
the  Rocky  Mountains  that  was  alienated 
for  railway  purposes.  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land entered  in  1873,  and  I  think  at  that 
time  her  Crown  lands  were  in  such  a  shape 
that  an  annual  grant  of  $45,000  was  given 
her  in  lieu  thereof.  Manitoba  is  the  one 
exception.  That  province  was  not  allowed 
to  retain  its  public  lands,  and  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  take  glory  In  the  fact  that 
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the  arrangement  with  Manitoba  was  made 
by  their  predecessors.  They  are  willing  to 
shield  themselves  behind  the  example  of 
their  predecessors  in  some  things,  but  see 
how  different  were  the  circumstances  in 
Manitoba  then  as  compared  with  what  they 
are  to-day  in  the  Territories.  In  Manitoba 
in  the  year  1870,  there  were  only  12,000  peo- 
ple, and  it  was  perhaps  prudent  to  with- 
hold from  that  mere  handful  of  people,  un- 
accustomed to  self-government,  living  on 
the  banks  of  the  Red  river,  their  right  to 
administer  their  public  lands,  but  the  condi- 
tions which  then  existed  no  longer  remain 
nor  do  they  exist  in  the  new  provinces  about 
to  be  established.  Whereas  in  Manitoba 
you  had  only  12,000  people  in  1870,  you  have 
in  the  Territories  to-day,  if  we  are  to  be- 
lieve the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr  Sifton) 
a  population  of  500,000  people,  and  a  popu- 
lation accustomed  to  all  the  responsibilities 
that  go  with  self-government.  But  fourteen 
years  later,  when  the  same  party  was  in 
power,  the  government  of  Manitoba  came 
down  to  this  parliament  and  asked  to  be 
given  control  of  its  public  lands  and  its 
petition  was  refused.  True  the  province  of 
Manitoba  agreed  to  waive  her  claim  to  the 
public  lands  in  consideration  of  an  annual 
payment  of  $100,000.  But  it  was  her  pri- 
vilege to  do  that,  and  that  does  not  form  a 
precedent  to  be  followed  in  this  case.  Be- 
sides hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been 
holding  themselves  out  as  nation  builders 
aud  carefully  avoiding  any  errors  into  which 
previous  governments  have  fallen,  as  all 
government  must  fall  sometimes.  But  can 
any  man,  I  ask,  look  into  the  negotiations 
which  have  taken  place  between  Manitoba 
and  the  federal  government,  and  say  that 
the  policy  followed  was  a  wise  one  ?  Look  at 
the  negotiations  which  have  taken  place  at 
frequent  intervals  between  that  province 
and  the  administration  at  Ottawa,  and  you 
will  find  that  the  result  of  that  policy  has 
been  continued  dissatisfaction  and  continued 
agitation  for  better  terms.  Look  at  what 
has  taken  place.  It  is  a  record  of  almost 
annual  pilgrimages  from  Manitoba  to  Ot- 
tawa for  better  terms.  In  1876  her  subsidy 
was  increased  to  $90,000.  In  1879  It  was 
increased  to  $105,653.  Again  in  1882,  she 
came  knocking  at  the  federal  door,  and  her 
subsidy  was  increased  to  $215,000.  In  1885 
she  was  still  given  further  assistance.  She 
was  given  swamp  lands,  150,000  acres  for 
a  university,  $100,000  a  year  in  lieu  of  pub- 
lic lands,  and  a  per  capita  grant  on  a  basis 
of  population  of  150,000.  But  that  was  not 
the  end.  In  1898  further  application  was 
made  and  she  was  given  a  cash  grant  to 
construct  the  government  house,  and  in  1899 
she  was  given  better  lands  In  exchange  for 
the  swamp  lands.  These  are  only  a  few  of 
the  begging  trips  of  Manitoba  ;  and  I  ask  : 
Is  It  good  policy,  Is  It  wise  administration 
to  keep  the  provincial  government  at  the 


mercy,  of  the  federal  ?  I  submit,  Sir,  that  to 
the  province  of  Manitoba  as  well  as  to 
the  new  provinces  should  be  given  the  right 
to  administer  the  public  domain  within  her 
borders.  Speaking  for  my  own  constituency, 
I  believe  feat  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  Territories  would  be  willing  to  take  up 
the  case  of  Manitoba  and  make  the  fight 
together,  and  I  believe  that  at  no  distant 
day,  when  we  receive  the  representation  in 
I  this  House  to  which  we  are  entitled,  we  will 
i  be  here  in  such  numbers  as  to  justify  us 
i  in  insisting  upon  equal  rights  with  the  other 
provinces  to  administer  the  public  domain 
j  within  our  respective  borders. 

We  have  beard  a  great  deal  about  repre- 
I  sentatlons  with  regard  to  educational  mat- 
ters which  were  made  to  certain  people 
1  when  they  went  out  to  that  country.  I  have 
!  seen  pamphlets  in  circulation  claiming  pro- 
!  tection  for  a  certain  class  in  matters  of  edu- 
cation and  In  matters  of  religious  teaching 
,  on  the  ground  that  they  went  into  that  coun- 
;  try  relying  on  the  protection  of  a  certain 
j  clause  in  the  constitution.    But  let  me  ask 
,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  under  what  promise 
■  did  the  hardy  pioneers  go  into  that  country? 
:  Under  what  constitution  did  these  men  go 
i  into  that  country  and  enhance  the  value  of 
j  those  one  time  unoccupied  lands  by  their 
]  energy,  thrift  and  enterprise  ?  Is  there  any 
;  difference  in  that  respect  between  that  part 
j  of  the  Dominion  and  any  other  part?  When 
people  went  out  to  that  part  of  the  Domin- 
ion did  they  give  up  any  portion  of  their 
birthright,  and  is  it  right,  when  they  take 
up  the  burden  of  .  a  province,  that  they 
should  start  out  In  confederation  as  a  prov- 
ince on  any  less  advantageous  terms  than 
any  other  province  ? 

But  what  is  the  real  reason  why  these 
public  lands  are  being  retained  by  this 
government  and  withheld  from  the  Territor- 
ies ?  Is  it  because  the  governments  of  the 
Territories  are  not  capable  of  giving  an 
honest  administration  ?  No,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  is  not  the  reason.  We  have  in  that 
country  to-day  a  large  population  accustom- 
ed to  self-government,  and  no  one  has  as 
yet  ventured  to  sugest  the  merest  suspicion 
against  the  competency  of  the  people  In 
the  Territories  to  manage  their  own  public 
affairs  in  their  own  public  interests.  That 
is  not  the  reason,  but  the  reason  is  that  the 
Ottawa  administration  realizes  that  as  long 
as  it  can  retain  the  Immense  army  of  officials 
which  it  has  up  there  now.  It  will  have 
under  its  control  a  great  machinery  for 
securing  votes.  That  Is  the  difficulty  In  the 
way  of  giving  up  the  lands  and  no  matter 
what  party  may  be  In  power,  there  will 
always  be  the  danger  of  Its  making  an 
improper  use  of  its  machinery,  because 
the  recent  experience  we  have  had  up 
there  is  not  such  as  to  allay  our  appre- 
hensions in  that  regard.  That  this  objec- 
tion is  a  serious  one  cannot  be  denied  and 
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such  experience  as  we  have  recently  had 
in  the  west  is  hardly  sufficient  to  relieve  our 
apprehension,  and  I  assert,  Sir,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  popular  sentiment  In 
the  west  emphatically  condemns  any  at- 
tempt to  use  government  officials  for  poli- 
tical purposes. 

I  will  give  you  the  names  of  a  few  officials 
who  participated  in  the  recent  elections  In 
one  riding  In  the  last  election. 

1.  Neil  G.  McCallum,  Yorkton,  H.I.,  acted  as 
an  agent  for  Liberal  candidate  at  McKenzle. 

2.  S.  G.  McKee,  Yorkton,  clerk.  Dominion 
Land  Ordinance,  acted  as  an  agent. 

3.  John  Komainltaky,  clerk,  interpreter,  Dom- 
inion Land  Ordinance,  acted  as  an  agent. 

4.  Carl  Cenik,  Winnipeg,  Interior  Immigration 
Office,  acted  as  an  agent  and  canvassed  for 
Liberal  candidate  in  McKenzle. 

5.  Mr.  Wolf,  Winnipeg,  Immigration  Office, 
acted  as  an  agent,  and  canvassed  for  the  Lib- 
eral candidate  in  McKenzle. 

6.  Paul  Bredt,  Immigration  Agent  at  Reglna, 
resigned  and  since  promoted,  addressed  meet- 
ings and  canvassed  for  Liberal  candidate  In 
McKenzle. 

7.  C.  W.  Speers,  Central  Colonization  Agent, 
canvassed  for  Liberal  candidate  in  McKenzle. 

8.  Mr.  Halloquist,  Scandinavian  Interpreter, 
canvassed  for  Liberal  candidate  in  McKenzle. 

9.  Thos.  McNutt,  acting  Immigration  Agent, 
canvassed  for  Liberal  candidate  in  McKenzle. 

Some  of  these  men,  homestead  Inspectors 
and  interpretors  were  brought  all  the  way 
from  Winnipeg.  I  merely  mention  this 
matter  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  it.  I  regret  that  he  Is  not  In 
his  place.  The  Postmaster  General  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Mulock),  if  I  remember  correctly,  stated 
that  a  public  officer  should  be  persona  grata 
to  all  the  people.  And  the  Prime  Minister 
said  : 

I  feel  as  strongly  now  in  1»03  as  I  did  In 
1896  that  when  a  man  has  taken  office  under  the 
government  be  should  take  no  part  In  politics. 

I  mention  this  to  the  House  to  ask  these 
bon.  gentlemen,  in  view  of  the  statements 
I  have  given  as  to  the  British  colonial 
policy,  Is  It  sufficient  reasons  to  withhold 
from  these  new  provinces  the  right  to  ad-  ] 
minister  their  public  domain  ?  ! 

Now,  coming  to  the  educational  clause,  I 
desire  to  examine  these  clauses  for  a  few 
minutes.  Before  I  proceed  to  discuss  the 
amendment  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
(Mr.  Borden)  from  its  merits,  I  wish  to 
direct  my  attention  to  the  speech  made  a 
few  evenings  ago  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver).  He  claimed  that 
the  clause  Inserted  in  Mr.  Haultaln's  draft 
Bill  was  Identically  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  so  far  as  the 
educational  question  is  concerned.  And, 
for  fear  of  misquoting  him,  let  me  give  his 
own  words  as  found  at  page  3163  of  '  Han- 
sard ' : 

But  I  find  that  section  3  of  this  draft  Bill, 
which  was  prepared  by  the  Northwest  govern- 
ment In  1901 — and  these  provisions  were  re- 
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peated  in  1903 — is  almost  word  for  word  with 
section  2  of  the  Autonomy  BUI  which  is  before 
the  House  and  as  a  matter  of  tact  is  a  repro- 
duction of  the  similar  section  in  the '  Act  ad- 
mitting each  individual  province  into  the  Dom- 
inion.   It  reads: 

Now,  before  this  matter  could  be  dis- 
cussed, or  even  fairly  understood,  I  presume, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make  sure  that  we 
realize  the  difference  between  'continue'  and 
'  perpetuate.'  Does  the  hon.  member  for 
Edmonton  propose  that  creating  new  pro- 
vinces in  the  Northwest,  we  should  get 
along  without  any  law  at  all  until  the  legis- 
lature can  meet  ?  Surely  not.  And  this 
section  3  simply  perserves  for  the  time  be- 
ing the  laws  in  existence  on  the  1st  of 
July  next  A  section  similar  to  this  has 
been  put  in  every  law  creating  a  province, 
simply  to  provide  a  body  of  laws  until  the 
legislature  can  meet  and  pass  laws  to  con- 
tinue the  laws  that  have  been  handed  over 
or  repeal  or  amend  them.  Yet,  the  hon. 
member  for  Edmonton  tries  to  construe  this 
Bill  as  simply  giving  to  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  what  they  asked  for  In  their 
draft  Bill.  But  I  have  already  indicated 
the  difference— we  may  have  asked  for  It 
for  the  time  being;  but  we  do  not  ask  to 
have  the  present  system  of  schools  per- 
petuated or  the  power  to  repeal  the  exist- 
ing system  taken  away.  We  have  a  law 
with  regard  to  brands.  Does  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Edmonton  want  to  discontinue  that 
and  have  no  law?  We  have  a  law  with 
regard  to  bulls.  If  there  was  a  law 
in  the  Northwest  with  regard  to  strikes,  no 
doubt  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  would 
like  to  have  it  kept  on  the  statute-book 
until  the  legislature  could  meet  and  pass 
such  a  law.   He  says  also  : 

I  say  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  these 
separate  schools  have  been  in  existence  for  20 
years  absolutely  at  the  disposal  of  this  parlia- 
ment, without  a  word  of  objection  from  the 
legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories  

But  I  find  that  ou  reference  to  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  legislative  assembly,  for  1889, 
page  05  and  for  1890,  page  129,  that  there 
were  certain  proceedings  of  that  assembly 
of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  did 
not  inform  the  House.  Now  I  find  that 
the  Act  of  1875  deals  with  education,  and 
I  am  going  to  trouble  the  House  while  I 
read  a  few  words  from  one  section,  as  it 
is  necessary  for  the  point  I  desire  to  make. 
Section  14,  the  much-discussed  section  says: 

14.  The  Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council  shall 
pass  all  necessary  ordinances  In  respect  to 
education  but  It  shall  therein  always  be  pro- 
vided, that  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of 
any  district  or  portion  of  the  Territories  or 
of  any  less  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by 
whatever  name  the  same  is  known,  may  esta- 
blish such  schools  therein  as  they  think  fit, 
and  make  the  necessary  assessment  and  col- 
lection of  rates  therefor  ;  and  also  that  the 
minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein,  whether 
ProteBtant    or    Roman    Catholic    may  esta- 
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blish  separate  schools  therein — and  in  such 
case,  the  ratepayers-  establishing  such  Protes- 
tant or  Roman  Catholic  separate  schools  shall 
bo  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such  rates  as 
tbey  Impose  upon  themselves  in  respect  thereof. 

I  find  that  in  1889,  a  petition  was  sent  to 
the  Dominion  authorities  by  the  local  legis- 
lature at  Regina,  of  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  was  then  a  mem- 
ber, praying  to  this  effect : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  Qeneral  in  Council, 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons,  praying 
for  the  amendment  of  'The  Northwest  Terri- 
tories Act '  by  repealing  that  portion  of  sub- 
section 1  of  section  14  after  the  word  '  educa- 
tion '  in  the  second  line. 

And  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  sup- 
ported that.  So  did  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Turriff),  then  a  member 
of  the  assembly.  Thus  they  prayed  this 
administration  that  everything  that  had  to 
do  with  education  should  be  shut  out  of  the 
law,  which  would  leave  the  province  a  free 
hand  with  the  matter  of  education.  In 
view  of  that  point,  I  think  that  hardly  all 
the  facts  were  stated  by  the  hon.  member 
(Mr.  Oliver)  when  he  said  that  there  was 
no  feeling  in  the  Northwest  with  regard  to 
this  Bill  and  no  objection  taken  to  it  If 
the  prayer  of  the  petitions  had  been  granted, 
I  think  these  gentlemen  would  have  been 
in  nearly  the  same  position  as  the  amend- 
ment of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  would 
place  them  in.  Apparently,  their  opinions 
have  changed.  But  it  did  not  stop  at  the 
point  I  have  Indicated.  In  the  following 
session  of  the  legislative  assembly,  they 
repeated  their  prayer.  And  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Edmonton  and  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Assiniboia  supported  that  contention, 
that  education  should  be  left  entirely  to  the 
provinces.  Now,  apparently,  they  have 
changed  their  mind  as  they  did  with  regard 
to  the  land  policy.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
proceeding  to  discuss  these  educational 
clauses  of  these  Bills,  I  cannot  say  that  I 
shall  be  able  to  show,  but  shall  contend, 
that  the  amendments  presented  to  this 
House  to-day  do  not  differ  in  the  slightest 
degree  from  the  original  Bill  as  brought 
down.  But,  before  I  proceed  to  discuss 
the  amendment  and  the  original  Bill  let 
me  point  out  the  contrast  between  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the 
government  and  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sifton). 

The  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  has  said 
in  introducing  the  Bill  that  it  was  obliga- 
tory upon  this  government  to  preserve  cer- 
tain rights  and  conditions  which  by  reason 
of  good  faith  were  inviolable,  and  lest  I 
should  misquote  him  I  shall  read  what  he 
said.  These  rights  and  conditions  are  in- 
violable because  they  are  given  under  the 
Act  of  1875,  and  he  says: 


It  is  open  to  any  man  to  break  his  word,  it 
is  open  to  any  man  to  violate  his  engagement. 
It  is  open  to  any  man  to  trample  under  foot 
his  plighted  troth.  Now  if  It  is  open  to  any 
man  to  do  that,  it  is  also  open  to  parliament  ; 
and  if  it  be  the  view  that  parliament  is  not 
bound  by  the  acts  of  any  preceding  parliament, 
that  parliament  may  violate  its  plighted  troth, 
then  we  have  a  double  opportunity  on  this  oc- 
casion to  signalize  ourselves. 

Proceeding  further  In  reference  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  exemption: 

But  does  anybody  in  this  House  think  of  re- 
moving from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the 
powers  and  Immunities  which  have  been  granted 
to  that  company  ?  Does  anybody  in  this  House 
think  tor  a  moment  of  giving  to  those  new  pro- 
vinces the  power  to  levy  taxation  upon  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ?  No,  we  respect  our 
engagements.  Then  I  ask  if  we  respect  our  en- 
gagements in  the  one  ease,  why  should  we  not 
respect  our  engagements  in  the  other  case. 

That  is  the  position  he  took  that  certain 
rights  under  the  Act  of  1875  were  created 
and  were  inviolable.  He  took  the  position 
that  these  rights  which  were  created  should 
be  guaranteed  to  the  minority.  But  the  hon. 
member  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  has  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  there  Is  a  vast  dif- 
ference between  the  rights  of  the  minorities 
under  the  Act  of  1875  and  their  right  to-day 
under  local  ordinances.  He  said  that  under 
the  Act  of  1875  the  minority  were  entitled 
to  and  were  given  a  complete  dual  system. 
This  is  what  he  says  on  page  3239: 

That  was  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1876.  I  read 
It  because  it  is  important  in  view  of  the  re- 
marks I  Intend  to  address  to  the  House,  that 
its  exact  terms  should  be  in  the  minds  of  the 
gentlemen  who  are  honouring  me  with  their 
attention. 

What  followed  the  passage   of   this   law  ? 
There  was  established  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories a  complete  dual  system  of  schools. 

Further  down  on  the  same  page  he  says  : 

This  system  went  on  tor  some  time  in  the 
Territories,  and  then  the  legislature  began  to 
interfere  and  to  curtail  the  privileges  of  the 
separate  schools.  This  curtailment  proceeded 
from  time  to  time  until  the  year  1892  when 
what  was  known  as  the  dual  system  was  entirely 
swept  away  and  that  system  which  we  have  in 
the  Northwest  Territories,  substantially  as  we 
have  at  present,  was  established. 

So  there  is  a  vast  difference  in  the  views 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister 
and  the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton). 
There  Is  a  vast  difference  between  the  rights 
conferred  under  the  Act  of  1875  and  under 
the  ordinances  according  to  the  member  for 
Brandon.  The  hon.  member  for  Brandon 
has  compared  these  rights  and  further  says 
that  these  rights  were  conferred  under  the 
Act  of  1875  and  that  the  local  ordinances 
curtailing  them  were  unconstitutional  and 
ultra  vires.  He  will  not  consent  to  the  pre- 
servation of  the  conditions  which  are  In- 
violable, but  he  will  agree  to  perpetuate  the 
curtailed  rights,  although  be  intimated  that 
such  an*  Invasion  was  an  illegal  and  nncon- 
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stltutional  Invasion  of  the  rights  conferred  j 
under  the  Act  of  1875.  I  sball  cite  his  ,' 
exact  worus.  At  page  3241  he  says  :  [ 

We  have  It  that  the  clerical  control  of  these 
schools  was  absolutely  abolished.  Every  one  i 
recognizes  that  it  was  absolutely  abolished  and 
in  addition  to  that,  I  desire  to  say — whatever 
we  may  think  of  the  justification  tor  the  action 
which  was  taken — it  seems  to  me  perfectly 
clear,  that  in  abolishing  the  distinctive  char- 
acter of  the  schools,  the  legislature  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  did  go  beyond  the  powers 
that  were  bestowed  upon  it  by  this  section  of 
the  Act  of  1876. 

There  Is  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton),  that  when  the 
local  ordinances  abolished  these  righto  they 
went  beyond  the  power  given  to  them  under 
the  Act  of  1875.  Upon  that  point  Sir  John 
Thompson  expressed  his  opinion: 

In  making  a  report  «n  one  of  the  ordin- 
ances passed  shortly  before  1802  but  some- 
what similar  in  its  effect— not  so  sweeping  in 
its  effect — Sir  John  Thompson  in  substance  re- 
ported that  this  ordinance,  contracts  or  dimin- 
ishes the  rights  of  minorities  to  an  extent  not 
contemplated  by  the  Act  of  1376,  and  that  the 
Act  of  1875  must  nevertheless  be  held  to  re- 
main in  force  notwithstanding  the  passage  of 
the  ordinance. 

Now,  there  is  the  position.  The  First  Min- 
ister insists  upon  the  inviolabi'lty  of  that 
Act.  The  ex-Minlster  of  the  Interior  finds 
that  under  the  Act  the  minjrry  were  en- 
titled to  a  complete  dual  systjif.  This  was 
taken  away  by  an  ordinance.  If  they  had 
the  right  to  have  them  then  they  have  the 
right  now  in  spite  of  any  o-.iimiuees  to 
the  contrary.  I  propose  a  little  further  on 
to  deal  with  that  section  which  specifically 
continues  these  rights  of  the  minority  in 
force  in  that  country.  The  p>?itio«  then 
is  this,  that  the  Prime  Minister  repudiates 
his  speech  and  accepts  a  vio  ation  of  the 
Act  of  1875  and  accedes  to  a  proposition  to 
perpetuate  a  violation  of  the  inviolable. 
There  is  the  position  between  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  hon  member  for  Brandon 
(Mr.  Sifton). 

But  let  us  examine  into  these  clauses  for 
a  moment,  and  we  shall  see  just  who  has 
been  making  a  compromise,  who  has  been 
giving  away  his  rights  or  his  religious  opin- 
ions. I  find  that  the  objections  of  the  lion, 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  are,  first, 
that  he  objects  to  subsection  2  of  section 
16,  and  it  is  on  account  of  this  clause  he 
says  that  he  resigned,  because  he  says  that 
in  that  all  the  evils  which  he  has  dilated 
upon  existed  under  the  Act  of  1875  in  Mani- 
toba. I  wish  to  make  myself  clear,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  be  dragged  into  the  discus- 
sion of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  a  separate 
school  system.  That  Is  a  matter  of  which 
I  know  nothing,  and  I  am  simply  taking  the 
argument  and  citing  the  cases  cited  by  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  have  had  more 
experience  in  dealing  with  these  systems 
than  I  have  had.  He  says  that  he.objects 
to  subsection  2  of  section  16  because  In  that 
Mr.  m.  s.  McCarthy. 


all  the  evils  he  has  dilated  upon  exists,  and 
he  has  persuaded  the  First  Minister  to  ac- 
cept a  proposition  that  In  his  opinion  has 
eliminated  all  the  essentia]  characteristics 
of  a  separate  school  system.  What  does 
subsection  2  of  section  16  to  which  he  makes 
objection  contain?   It  says: 

That  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  dis- 
trict or  portion  of  the  said  province,  or  of  any 
less  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by  what- 
ever name  it  is  known,  may  establish  such 
schools  therein  as  they  think  fit. 

On  that  he  builds  up  what  he  calls  his 
university  argument.  He  takes  the  general 
word  'education'  at  the-  beginning  of  that 
clause  and  ignores  the  fact  that  this  general 
word  is  followed  by  a  number  of  particular 
words.     The  reading  of  it  is: 

3.  In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by 
the  legislature  in  aid  of  education,  and  in  the 
distribution  of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  between 
the  public  schools  and  the  separate  schools. 

He  takes  the  comprehensive  word  'edu- 
cation' and  tries  to  read  into  that  that  there 
was  some  risk  and  danger  of  endowing  a 
Catholic  university,  ignoring  altogether  the 
fact  that  the  general  word  education  is 
followed  afterwards  by  the  particular  words 
'separate  schools  and  public  schools,'  so  be 
creates  a  man  of  straw  in  this  so-called 
university  argument  and  then  proceeds  to 
demolish  it.  I  submit  that  it  Is  based  upon 
a  fallacious  construction  ofsthat  clause  to 
which  he  raises  his  objection.  Now,  what 
are  his  other  objections  and  why  did  he 
resign  ?  Now,  he  objects  to  endowing  a 
separate  university,  he  objects  to  ear-mark- 
ing the  public  land  fund.  But  what  does 
the  amendment  do?  Does  it  not  create  and 
endow  schools  from  the  same  funds?  Does 
the  amendment  make  any  distinction  be- 
tween these  two  sections?  Now,  let  us 
deal  with  the  position  as  it  is.  How  does 
the  amendment  change  the  Bill,  if  it  changes 
it  at  all?  I  desire  to  point  out  that  if  the 
rights  of  the  minority  to  separate  schools 
were  created  under  the  Act  of  1875,  and  if 
they  were  entitled  under  it  to  a  complete 
dual  system,  then  I  say  that  under  the 
amendment  exactly  the  same  state  of  affairs 
will  prevail.  Let  me  read  subsection  1  of 
the  amended  section: 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudlcally 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
separate  schools  which  any  class  of  persons 
have  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act 
under  the  terms  of  chapters  29  and  30  of  the 
ordinance  of  the  Northwest  Territories  passed 
in  the  year  1901. 

Now  I  find  that  section  41  of  chapter  29 
of  these  ordinances  reads  as  follows : 

The  minority  of  the  ratepayers  in  any  dis- 
trict, whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
may  establish  a  separate  school  therein,  and 
in  such  case  the  ratepayers  establishing  such 
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Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  school 
shall  be  liable  only  to  the  assessments  of  such 
rates  as  they  Impose  upon  themselves  in  res- 
pect thereof. 

Now,  In  that  section  is  everything  that 
is  included  in  the  Act  of  1875,  which  gives 
these  people  the  right  to  separate  schools, 
and  which  gives  them  the  rights  the  mem- 
ber for  Brandon  dilated  upon  a  few  days 
ago.  Therefore,  I  take  the  position  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  difference  to-day 
between  the  amended  Bill  and  the  Bill  that 
was  originally  presented  to  this  House. 
Now  an  attempt  was  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  who  is  not  in  bis  seat,  and  by 
a  number  of  other  gentlemen,  to  snow  that 
all  the  amendment  gives  to  these  local  leg- 
islatures is  the  power  to  give  a  half  hour's 
religious  instruction  at  the  end  of  the  day. 
Now,  Sir,  there  is  nothing  In  these'  ordin- 
ances which  pares  down  the  rights  given  to 
them  under  section  41,  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  And,  except  to  designate  at  what 
time  this  religious  teaching  shall  take  place. 
They  have  attempted  to  make  this  House 
believe  that  under  this  amendment  it  is 
not  possible  to  have  a  dual  system  of  text 
books,  a  dual  system  of  inspection,  but 
that  everything  given  under  the  Act  of  1875 
is  preserved  by  the  introduction  of  section 
41  in  chapter  29.  Now,  this  amendment, 
which  they  argue  will  preserve  to  the  peo- 
ple of  that  country  what  they  have  got  to- 
day, simply  continues  the  law.  it  does  not 
continue  the  administration.  The  dual  sys- 
tem of  text  books,  the  dual  inspection  and 
all  that  is  a  matter  of  administration. 
Therefore,  if  the  argument  of  the  member 
for  Brandon  is  sound  that  the  action  of 
the  local  legislation  in  paring  down  the 
rights  these  people  had  under  the  Act  of 
1875  was  ultra  vires,  then  any  Order  in 
Council  which  was  passed  by  the  commis- 
sioner of  education  would  be  equally  ultra 
vires. 

Then  the  minority,  under  this  section  41 
which  gives  them  the  rights  they  had  under 
the  Act  of  187.">.  and  which  are  preserved 
to  them  under  this  amendment,  would  be 
able  to  demand  that  these  rights  be  en- 
forced. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Does  my  hon.  friend  un- 
derstand that  after  the  1st  of  July  they 
will  not  be  able  to  do  that  ?  That  after  this 
legislation  takes  effect  they  will  not  be  able 
to  do  as  he  says  they  can  do  at  present  ? 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.    Why  not  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Because  this  legislation  re- 
moves any  defects  that  may  exist  In  the 
present  ordinance. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.    No,  It  does  not. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Does  my  lion,  friend  say 
that  tIKs  Act,  when  It  passes,  will  not  con- 
firm chapters  29  and  30  as  law  ? 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Yes. 
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Mr.  SCOTT.  Then  that  Is  the  end  of- your 
argument. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MeCARVHY.   The  hon.  gentle- 
man may  think  so.    Let  him  take  chapters 
29  and  30  and  show  the  section  to  this  House 
!  where  the  rights  under  the  Act  of  1875  or 
]  of  section  41  are  pared  down  by  them. 
!    Mr.  SCOTT.   Are  not  those  the  ordinances 
'  which  abolish  the  ecclesiastical  schools  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  ? 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  The  hon.  gentle- 
you  will  see  that  if  you  cannot  take  rights 
away  by  legislaton  you  cannot  take  them 
away  by  Order  in  Council.  If  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  is  correct, 
that  the  local  ordinances  which  pared  down 
the  Act  of  1875  were  ultra  vires,-  then  any 
Order  in  Council  which  is  passed  paring 
down  the  rights  which  are  continued  to 
them  under  section  41,  would  also  be  ultra 
vires,  and  they  would  have  a  right  to  insist 
upon  their  privileges. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  He  will  not  contend  that 
these  ordinances  will  be  ultra  vires  after 
these  Bills  have  passed  this  House. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  You  will  find 
that  this  amended  Act  does  not  preserve 
the  administration,  it  simply  preserves  these 
ordinances,  and  all  there  Is  In  these  ordin- 
ances paring  down  the  rights  given  under 
section  41,  would  be  Identically  the  same 
rights  they  had  under  the  Act  of  1875.  The 
only  thing  that  is  pared  down  is  the  half 
hour  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  SCOTT.   My  hon.  frleud  is  mistaken. 
One  of  the  conditions  that  was  pared  down 
was  the  existence  of  dual  management  and 
1  dual    boards,  one    board    managing  the 
|  Roman  Catholic  schools,    and    the  other 
|  board  managing  the  public  schools. 

I  Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Is  that  not  un- 
i  der  the  regulations  of  the  Commissioners  of 
j  Education  ? 

|  Mr.  SCOTT.  Certainly  not,  i*  is  a  pro- 
:  vision  of  the  ordinance. 

|  Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  I  differ  from 
,  the  hon.  gentleman  entirely  and  I  want 
i  to  impress  upon  the  House  the  fact  that 
this  amended  Act  continues  these  ordinan- 
ces only,  and  it  does  not  continue  the 
administration  of  them  ;  and  if  the  Com- 
missioner of  Education  passes  certain 
Orders  in  Council  which  contravene  the 
rights  given  under  section  41,  then  tills 
Order  in  Council  will  be  just  as  much  ultra 
vires  and  unconstitutional  as  the  ordinances 
that  were  passed  paring  down  the  Act  of 
1875. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE,  How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  suppose  that  the  administra- 
tion of  these  new  provinces  would  formulate 
and  try  to  pass  ordinances  that  will  be  be- 
yond the  terms  of  the  constitution  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  makes  the  statement  that 
ordinances  ultra  vires  of  the  constitution 
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will  ■  be  passed.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  Is 
making  a  legal  argument,  I  would  like  to 
know  what  authority  he  has  for  saying 
that  they  will  go  beyond  their  rights  in 
chapters  29  and  30  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  I  do  not  think  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy).  He 
says  that  if  the  ordinances  were  invalid  we 
are  validating  these  ordinances  now,  but 
we  are  not  validating  the  Order  in  Council 
passed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  conse- 
quently the  invalidity  of  the  ordinances 
still  remains. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Could  they  not  have  passed 
identical  Orders  in  Council,  which  will  be 
validated  under  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  MONK.  That  is  anothe-  thing;  he 
speaks  of  the  Orders  in  Council  that  have 
been"  passed. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS.  If  the  contention 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  S.  M.  McCarthy) 
is  right,  surely  we  are  leaving  it  to  the  pro- 
vincial government  to  pass  these  Orders  in 
Council. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Does  not  th*  hon. 
gentleman  see  that  if  anything  were  done 
by  ordinance  or  by  Order  in  Council  paring 
down  the  rights  under  the  Act  of  1875,  then, 
if  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  is  correct, 
it  would  be  equally  ultra  vires  and  could 
be  set  aside.  If  he  cannot  see  that,  I  am 
sorry  for  him.  Under  the  conditions  ex- 
isting to-day  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
can  go  back  and  establish  a  dual  system  of 
inspection  and  a  dual  system  of  text  books. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Certainly. 

Mr.  M.  S.  MCCARTHY.  Then  if  you  are 
protecting  the  rights  of  the  minority,  why 
not  protect  the  rights  of  the  majority  ;  you 
say  that  all  you  want  is  what  you  have  to- 
day. I  ajn  assuming  that  ail  the  rights 
created  under  the  Act  of  1875  are  preserved 
in  section  41  ;  and  that  being  so,  what 
would  a  stranger  coming  into  this  House 
think  of  the  picture  that  has  been  presented 
to  us  by  some  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  ?  I  repeat  that  I  know  nothing 
of  the  separate  school  system,  of  its  merits 
or  demerits.  What  I  know  of  it  has  come 
from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  Minister 
of  Finance,  although  he  declared  himself 
opposed  to  separate  schools,  has  gone  on 
record  with  the  statement  that  he  will  sup- 
port this  Bill.   I  quote  from  'Hansard*  : 

I  am  firmly  persuaded  that  the  difference  is 
so  slight  that  if  we  reach  a  wise  decision  now, 
if  we  refrain  from  fanning  the  flame  of  politi- 
cal passion— I  withdraw  the  word  political,  I 
am  not  discussing  this  from  a  party  standpoint, 
find  I  did  not  intend  to  use  that  word,  and  I 
v  ithdraw  It — If  we  refrain  from  doing  and  say- 
ing anything  which  can  fan  the  flame  of  reli- 
pious  excitement  In  the  Northwest  Territories 
row,  my  honest  conviction  Is  ■that  the  separate 
schools  will  diminish,  and  the  free,  common, 
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public  schools  will  increase.  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  difference  is  so  small  that  the  mass 
of  the  people  in  the  Northwest  Territories  will 
hardly  find  it  to  their  advantage  to  keep  It  up 
except  In  a  few  instances. 

I  take  these  words  to  mean  nothing  else 
than  that  he  is  supporting  this  legislation 
because  it  is  going  to  kill  the  very  thing 
that  it  is  intended  to  create.  I  have  spent 
some  time  of  my  life  in  the  study  of  law, 
and  that  class  of  legislation  is  new  to  me. 
I  do  not  know  what  name  to  call  It,  but 
if  it  were  not  unparliamentary  I  would 
suggest  that  it  is  boomerang  legislation, 
something  that  comes  back,  something  that 
has  an  opposite  effect  to  that  intended. 
And  what  can  we  say  of  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance. He  says  that  he  wants  sep- 
arate schools  abolished,  but  in  his  mind 
the  longest  way  round  is  evidently  the  short- 
est way  home.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sifton)  claims  to  have  a  great  experience 
in  matters  of  education,  and,  speaking  of 
the  Act  of  1875,  which  I  contend  is  con- 
tinued in  section  41,  he  says  : 

We  had  in  the  Northwest  Territories  at  that 
time,  under  that  Act,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses what  are  generally  known  as  church 
schools  or  clerical  controlled  schools.  That  was 
the  system  that  was  built  up  under  this  Act  of 
1875.  It  went  on  for  some  time.  It  was  exactly 
the  same  system— I  do  not  know  as  to  the 
efficiency,  for  I  am  not  familiar  with  that — but 
in  principle  it  was  the  same  system  we  had  in 
Manitoba  up  to  the  year  1890.  when  It  was 
abolished  by  the  Public  School  Act  of  that 
year. 

Further  on.  at  page  3110.  he  says: 

When  we,  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  under- 
took to  remove  what  was  a  school  system,  that 
1  said  was  '  inefficient  to  a  point  of  absurdity ' 
we  found  ourselves  confronted  with  many  and 
serious  difficulties. 

The  school  system  which  we  abolished  by  the 
Public  School  Act  of  1890  In  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  was  precisely  the  same  school  sys- 
tem as  the  system  that  was  abolished  by  the 
ordinance  of  the  Northwest  Territories  in  1892. 

There  you  have  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  saying  that  the  Act  of  1875  gives' 
to  the  people  of  the  Territories  exactly  the 
same  system  that  they  had  in  Manitoba, 
and  which,  according  to  him,  was  Inefficient 
to  the  point  of  absurdity.  Again  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  says  : 

Although  we  took  strong  ground  upon  that 
principle,  yet  the  attacks  we  made  were  not  so 
much  on  that  account  as  they  were  on  account 
of  the  fact  that  the  school  system  of  the  pro- 
vince was  admittedly  inefficient,  and  that  chil- 
dren were  being  allowed  by  thousands  to  grow 
up  in  absolute  Ignorance  and  illiteracy.  That 
was  the  ground  upon  which  we  attacked  suc- 
cessfully that  system.  We  said  then  :  Tour 
system  is  Inefficient  ;  you  have  taken  the  public 
money  and  you  have  not  applied  it  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  the  children  the  education  they 
ought  to  have  ;  and  we  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
in  districts  where  this  clerically  controlled 
system  had  been  in  force,  the  children  had 
grown  up  In  Ignorance  and  the  population  was 
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illiterate,  and  that  (act  could  not  be  disputed. 

Sir,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
speaking  last  night,  referred  to  the  fact  that 
it  was  said  that  the  province  of  Manitoba  had 
been  harsh  In  abolishing  that  system.  Well, 
Sir,  I  am  here  to  say  that  you  cannot  abolish 
abuses  of  that  kind  by  handling  people  with 
kid  gloves.  I  am  here  to  say  that  If  there  Is 
any  act  in  my  public  life  I  am  proud  of,  It  Is 
the  fact  that  I  was  one  of  those  who  helped 
to  abolish  that  system  of  education  In  Mani- 
toba in  the  year  1890. 

The  hon.  member  for  Edmonton,  at  page 
31CA),  places  himself  on  record  as  follows  : 

I  am  one  of  these  who  pin  their  faith  un- 
reservedly to  a  system  of  national  schools,  es- 
tablished for  the  purpose  of  educating  the 
people  of  tin  country,  of  imparting  to  them 
knowledge  In  secular  subjects.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  religion  can  best  be 
taught  by  those  whose  special  training  Is  the 
teaching  of  religion,  that  geography  can  be  hot- 
ter taught  by  those  whose  special  training  Is 
tor  the  purpose  of  teaching  geography. 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  that  the 
systems  are  identical.'   We  have  his  view, 
the  correctness  of  which'  I  do  not  know,  as 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  system  In  Manitoba. 
We  have  also  the  hon.  member  for  Llsgar 
(Mr.  Green  way),  ill  his  election  address  In 
July,  1892,  appealing  to  the  people  of  Mani- 
toba for  a  further  return  to  office,  one  of 
the  grounds  which  he  strongly  urges  being 
that  bis  government  had  abolished  the  dual 
system.    I  may  state  to  the  House  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  deputed  me  to 
state  what  his  views  are ;  we  have  been 
anxious  for  him  to  speak  for  himself.  I 
find  that  among  those  supporting  him  on 
that  occasion,  were  :  Mr.  Clifford  Slfton  of 
Brandon;  Mr.  Burrows  of  Dauphin  ;  Mr. 
Jackson  of  Selkirk,  and  Mr.  Crawford  of 
.  Portage  la  Prairie,  all  of  whom  sit  in  this 
House  to-day.     If  these    hon.  gentlemen 
have  assigned  to  that  system  its  true  char- 
acter, I  can  only  take  the  position  that  no- 
thing but  absolute  freedom  in  this  matter  I 
of  education  can  satisfy  the  people  of  thet 
west.    They  should  be  left  free  to  legislate 
in  years  to  come  and  to  profit  by  the  ex-  ■ 
perienee  of  the  past  If  the  present  system  ! 
proves  to  be  satisfactory,  if  it  can  be  pre- ' 
served  ;    if  the  time  comes  when  it  does 
not  prove  satisfactory,  the  people  of  the 
west  desire  to  have  reserved  the  right  to 
ret>eal  it.    I  desire  to  point  out  to  this 
House  that  the  people  of  that  country  have  | 
never  had  an  opportunity  of  deciding  upon 
that  question  for  themselves.    They  differ  ! 
from  a  colony.    They  are  not  coming  into ' 
this  confederation  with  a  separate  school , 
system  that  they  have  chosen  for  them-  < 
selves  ;  but  I  l>elieve  that  if  this  admlnis- 1 
tration  had  trusted  the  people  of  the  west 
any  rights  possessed  by  minorities  there  | 
would  have  been  respected.    I  am  not  here 
to  say  that  that  system  would  be  abolished,  I 
if  we  had  the  power,  on  the  second  day  of  1 
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July;  but  what  I  plead  for  on  behalf  of 
those  provinces-  is  that  they  be  allowed  to 
legislate  In  that  matter  as  they  see  fit,  In 
view  of  the  experience  they  have  had. 

In  1875,  when  the  Act  to  which  so  much 
reference  has  been  made  was  passed,  there 
were  only  500  people  living  there  ;  and  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  a  few  evenings 
ago,  stated  that  he  never  would  be  a  party 
to  the  passing  of  an  Act  to  override  a  local 
ordinance  or  local  statute— that  would  be  a 
gross  interference  with  provincial  rights. 
But  to  my  mind  there  is  not  a  very  great 
distinction  between  overriding  an  Act  in  ex- 
istence to-day,  and  picking  out  of  our  or- 
dinance a  certain  portion  and  saying  that 
suits  us,  and  we  will  adopt  It  so  that  you 
cannot  repeal  It  for  all  time  to  come..  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  one  Is  no  greater  In- 
fringement or  invasion  than  the  other.  The 
bon.  Minister  of  Finance  holds  up  as  a 
model  of  tolerance  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  which  I  have  no  doubt  is  all  that 
he  claims  for  it ;  but  it  did  not  strike  me 
that  the  attitude  he  took  in  passing  legisla- 
tion which  was  going  to  kill  what  It  was 
going  to  create  was  a  very  tolerant  atti- 
tude. I  think  I  can  say  for  my  own  con- 
stituents that  they  will  exercise  as  much 
tolerance  and  give  as  much  fair-play  to 
the  minority  in  that  country  as  any  class 
of  people  that  can  be  found  in  Canada. 
"If  you  come  with  me  to  the  foot-hills  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  you  will  find  there  public 
school  boys  from  Eton,  Harrow  and  Char- 
terhouse ;  Cheltenham  and  Clifton  in  city 
of  Calgary  ;  those  for  whom  I  can  claim 
just  as  much  Intellect  and  spirit  of  fairness 
as  can  be  found  in  the  people  of  -  Nova 
Scotia. 

I  have  been  surprised  to  hear  the  state- 
ment made  by  some  people  that  many  Im- 
migrants have  come  Into  that  country  on 
the  faith  of  that  Act  of  1875,  or  of  these 
ordinances  existing  Jn  the  Territories  at  pre- 
sent. Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  while  I  believe 
that  the  people  of  that  country  are  as  good 
and  as  law-abiding  as  they  are  anywhere 
else,  I  am  convinced  that  It  Is  not  the  con- 
dition of  the  schools  out  there  which  has 
attracted  the  young  men  to  it.  What  has 
attracted  immigration  is  the  land  and  the 
great  possibilities  in  that  country,  and 
the  settler  always  knows  that  if  the  edu- 
cational facilities  do  not  suit  him,  he  is 
at  liberty  to  return  home  again.  If  you 
will  take  the  statements  issued  by  the  land 
agent  giving  replies  to  the  many  inquiries 
sent  to  them,  you  will  not  find  In  any  one 
of  them  any  reference  to  the  schools,  sep- 
arate or  otherwise,  which  is  most  convinc- 
ing proof  that  the  school  question  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  influx  of  settlers.  Let 
me  also  point  out  that  if  people  are  com- 
ing into  that  country  under  misrepresenta- 
tions regarding  the  schools,  then  the  liter- 
ature issued  by  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior must  be  misleading  because  it  states 
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the  schools  out  there  are  non-sectarian  and 
national.  In  this  connection,  I  would  also 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  great 
mass  of  immigration  to-day  is  from  the 
United  States,  where  there  are  no  separate 
schools.  Therefore,  the  argument  that  cer- 
tain people  have  come  out  there  by  virtue 
of  representations  regarding  a  system  of 
separate  schools,  is  not  borne  out  by  facts. 
The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance  stated 
that  he  would  be  quite  willing  to  accept  the 
views  of  seven  out  of  the  ten  representa- 
tives coming  from  the  Territories.  Let  me 
congratulate  him  and  the  government  on 
their  change  of  front,  because  they  have  not 
always  been  ready  to  accept  these,  views. 
If  they  had.  we  would  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  seven  gentlemen  from  the  North- 
west Territories  are  responsible  for  this 
legislation,  because  it  is  generally  under- 
stood that  they  stood  out  against  it  until  it 
was  amended.  But  if  there  are  seven  gen- 
tlemen from  the  Territories  who  say  that 
the  people  out  there  are  satisfied  with  a  sep- 
arate school  system  and  want  that  system 
to  be  continued  and  are  in  favour  of  having 
the  right  to  establish  any  system  they  please 
taken  from  them,  let  me  tell  you  that  that 
has  not  always  been  the  case,  because  the 
hon.  members  from  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver) 
and  East  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Turriff)  voted  In 
the  local  legislature  up  there  to  cut  out 
everything  in  the  Act  of  1875  after  the 
word  '  education,'  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  handing  that  matter  entirely  over 
to  the  local  legislature.  I  would  also  sug-  j 
gest  that  if  the  government  desire  to  feel  I 
the  pulse  of  the  people  on  the  question,  let  [ 
them  open  up  a  constituency  there  and 
appeal  to  the  electors.  j 
I  see  that '  the  hour  is  getting  late  and  , 
I  do  not  desire  to  trespass  too  much  upon 
the  time  of  this  House,  but  there  are  cer- 
tain matters  which  I  feel  bound  to  bring  ! 
to  its  attention;  and  if  I  am  transgressing 
the  time  allotted  a  new  member.  I  shall 
only  have  to  appeal  to  the  indulgence  of 
the  Ilouse  and  point  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  none  hut  new  members  on  the  Conser- 
vative side  from  the  Northwest  Territories. 
There  are  certain  other  Important  features 
in  this  Bill  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  There 
is  first  the  placing  of  the  boundary  line 
at  the  fourth  meridian.  A  few  days  ago 
I  called  attention  to  a  resolution  passed  at 
a  public  meeting  in  the  town  of  Medicine 
Hat  which  pointed  out  the  objections  to  this 
line.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sifton)  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  the  other 
day  when  he  said  lie  was  of  the  opinion 
that  the  dividing  line  should  be  sixty  miles 
further  east.  Thus  we  see  the  disadvan- 
tage of  not  having  In  this  cabinet  a  repre- 
sentative from  the  west.  I  wffs  accused 
of  having  indulged  in  ill-natured  criticism 
the  other  day  when  I  said  that  the  minister 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  Territories  should 
have  been  consulted,  but  I  certainly  did 
not  intend  to  make  any  Ill-natured  r'eflec- 
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tion,  and  shall  continue  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  government  at  every  opportunity  to 
the  injustice  they  are  inflicting  on  the  Ter- 
ritories in  not  filling  the  vacant  portfolio. 
To-day  we  are  in  this  position  that  there 
is  not  a  man  in  the  cabinet  west  of  the 
city  of  London,  Ont.,  except  one,  and  that 
gentleman  Is  only  half  in.  And  the  result 
of  having  no  man  In  the  cabinet  charged 
with  the  supervision  of  the  task  of  dividing 
that  country  has  been  that  local  Interests 
have  been  allowed  to  prevail.  The  boun- 
daries have  been  fixed  to  suit  particular 
localities  without  regard  to  ranching 
industry  or  anything  else.  It  will  be  found, 
on  examining  the  map  published  by  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  that  only  a  very 
small  n mount  of  the  ranching  country  re- 
mains to-day  in  the  eastern  province,  and 
the  danger  will  be  that  the  ranching  indus- 
try, which  Is  a  very  important  one,  will 
not  be  sufficiently  represented  in  the  local 
House  to  have  its  interests  properly  looked 
after.  That  industry  in  the  eastern  prov- 
ince will  be  a  mere  side  issue.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  difficulties  which  will  probably 
arise  out  of  conflicting  branding  laws.  That 
may  seem  a  very  small  matter  to  the  man 
in  the  east,  but  It  is  very  important  to  the 
west.  The  other  day  it.  was  pointed  out, 
in  the  discussion  of  an  Order  in  Council 
passed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
that  411,000  cattle,  were  treated  under  that 
order  In  an  area  practically  abutting  this 
dividing  line.  The  badge  of  ownership  ito-day 
in  that  country  is  the  brand,  and  the  result 
of  drawing  this  line  and  so  splitting  up 
the  ranching  country  will  be  a  conflict 
of  brands.  One  province  may  or  may 
not  enact  a  branding  law.  One  province 
may  declare  that  cattle  and  horses  not 
branded  may  be  sold  irrespective  of  the 
owner,  and  you  will  have  a  conflict  in  that 
way,  whereas  if  the  line  went  a  little  bit 
further  east,  where  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
tertfor  says  it  should  go,  that  difficulty 
would  not  arise  and  you  would  include 
practically  all  the  ranching  country  in  the 
western  province. 

Again,  one  province  may  adopt  a  free  open" 
range,  while  the  other  may  make  restric- 
tions. We  have  the  same  difficulty  to-day 
on  the  international  boundary,  although 
there  is  the  same  grazing  country  on  the 
boundary  as  we  have  at  the  dividing  line 
of  the  two  provinces,  and  although  we  have 
customs  officers  and  the  mounted  police  who 
assist  in  keeping  matters  in  order.  Yet  dif- 
ficulties have  always  arisen.  Another  dif- 
ficulty we  are  creating  is  that  you  will  leave 
such  a  very  little  portion  of  the  irrigated 
land  in  the  eastern  province  that  it  will  be 
hardly  worth  while  passing  legislation 
respecting  it.  While  that  difficulty  may 
be  got  over  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  under  which  the  matters  are  left 
with  the  federal  administration.  But,  If  I 
understood  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
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(Jjr.  Sifton)  correctly,  he  stated  that  U  was 
only  for  the  time  being  that  this  was  going 
to  be  retained,  but  that  In  time  to  come, 
after  certain  International  difficulties  had 
disappeared  this  jurisdiction  would  be  hand- 
ed back  to  the  provinces.  As  the  dividing 
line  runs  now  the  area  of  the  two  provinces 
will  show  a  considerable  difference.  As  I 
figure  it  the  area  of  the  eastern  province 
will  be  258,400  square  miles  and  that  of  the 
western  province  249,600,  or  a  difference  of 
8,800  square  miles.  So,  this  line  must  have 
been  crowded  west  for  some  purpose  and 
perhaps  1  may  be  able  to  point  out  before 
1  sit  down  what  that  was  for.  I  desire 
also  to  call  attention  of  the  advisability  of 
including  in  the  new  provinces-  the  great 
northern  country.  I  pointed  out  that  no 
man  in  the  west  but  would  hope  that  their 
great  expectations  would  be  realized,-  yet 
to-day  in  view  of  what  the  Prime  Minister 
has  said  wc  cannot  consider  that  an  agri- 
cultural country.  I  have  already  shown 
that  the  census  of  1901  shows  that  the  popu 
lation  of  Athabaska  was  242  white  people. 
2.395  half-breeds  and  3,700  Indians,  and 
202  unspecified.  Now,  there  may  have  been 
people  who  have  gone  in  there  since  1901, 
but  there  are  also  people  who  have  come 
out.  To  my  mind  the  very  best  evidence 
that  there  is  not  much  permanent  settle- 
ment in  that  country  is  seen  in  looking  at 
the  map  published  by  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  only  a  year  ago.  We  find  that 
iand  does  not  appear  to  have  been  surveyed. 
There  may  have  been  preliminary  surveys, 
but  from  the  map  as  it  stands,  we  do  not 
find  any  townsllip  subdivisions.  And  a  man 
cannot  go  very  far  wrong  in  saying  that 
there  will  not  be  much  permanent  settle- 
ment where  there  is  no  assurance  of  title. 
Settlers  do  not  squat  to-day  in  advance 
of  survey.  And  the  conditions  of  the  coun- 
try are  not  such  as  will  make  the  adminis- 
tration.  cheaply  handled  by  the  provincial 
government.  It  is  not  that  the  people'  of 
the  new  provinces  are  desirous  of  shirking 
the  duties  of  administering  it,  but  the  dis- 
trict to  the  north  of  the  provinces  will  be 
still  under  Dominion  administration.  It 
would  cost  practically  very  little  to  admin- 
ister this  through  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment. The  questions  that  will  arise  will 
be  mainly  iuterprovincial.  Take  the 
regulation  and  preservation  of  the  fur 
trade,  for  instance.  Suppose  that  one 
province  establishes  a  certain  close  sea- 
son for  certain  animals  while  the  other 
does  not;  and  the  Dominion  government 
may  have  a  different  law  with  regard 
to  the  same  matter  further  .north.  If  the 
inland  fisheries  are  handed  over  to  the  new 
provinces,  the  same  difficulty  is  likely  to 
arise  in  regard  to  these — there  will  be  the 
same  conflict  of  jurisdiction.  I  have  spoken 
of  the  boundaries  not  having  been  fixed 
with  a  view  to  economical  and  efficient  ad- 
ministration.   It  seems  to  me  that  political 


considerations  have  had  a  great  deal-  to  do 
with  the  making  of  the  eastern  boundary. 
If  we  look  at  the  map  and  see  the  dividing 
iiue  ;  it  will  be  found,  If  you  take  the 
Rocky  Mountains  out  of  the  western  province, 
the  wes;ern  province  is  practically  a  triangle 
with  the  apex  at  the  south.  And,  if  you 
look  at  the  election  returns,  you  will  find 
that  the  south  elects  two  Conservatives  and 
the  north  two  Liberals.  Now,  I  submit,  In 
all  fairness,  that  considerations  of  this  kind 
should  not  interfere  when  you  are  creating 
limits  to  provinces  for  all  time  to  come.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion sat  down  in  a  spirit  of  give  and  take 
and  tried  to  make  a  compact  free  from  po- 
litical consideration  ;  and  I  think  that  Is  an 
example  that  might  well  be  followed.  The 
result  of  making  these  boundaries  for  the 
western  province  is  that  the  further  north 
you  go  the  greater  the  Liberal  majority. 
And  that  is  the  reason  why  the  line  is  fixed 
sixtv  miles  west  of  where  the  hon.  member 
for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  thinks  it  ought  to 
lie. 

There  is  only  one  other  question  I  wish 
to  refer  to  for  a  moment,  and  It  is  the  selec- 
tion of  the  provisional  capital.  The  First 
Minister  when  he  introduced  the  Bill  stated 
that  this  was  a  matter  that  gave  them 
some  trouble,  but  they  looked  at  the  map 
and  selected  the  centre.  Well,  If  that  Is  the 
principle  that  governed  and  they  are  select- 
ing the  centre,  why  did  they  not  select  Ath- 
abaska Landing,  for  that  is  the  centre  and 
it  would  be  more  convenient  for  the  popula- 
tion of  Athabaska  to  whom  I  referred  a 
few  moments  ago.  If  he  wishes  to  consider 
the  convenience  of  the  people  let  him  take 
a  point  half  way  between  Edmonton  and 
any  point  on  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  he  will  find  in  the 
southern  portion  there  are  constructed  980 
miles  of  railway,  and  in  the  northern  only 
150  miles.  I  introduced  the  deputation 
from  Calgary  who  interviewed  the  mem- 
bers of  the  government  and  asked 
them  to  select  a  non-competitive  point  as 
the  provisional  capital.  They  suggested 
the  selection  of  Medicine  Hat,  Banff, 
Lethbridge,  Macleod,  Red  Deer  or  any 
other  point  that  would  be  near  the 
centre  of  trade  and  the  centre  of  popula- 
tion, and  that  would  meet  the  convenience 
of  the  people  whose  business  called  them 
to  the  capital  and  the  convenience  of  the 
members  of  the  first  legislature.  But,  for 
some  reason,  I  cannot  say  what,  flu;  gov- 
ernment has  seen  fit  to  select  the  point  at 
the  end  of  railway  construction  and  away 
from  what  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show  when 
the  clause  comes  up  in  committee  is  the 
centre  of  trade  and  the  centre  of  population. 
If  it  is  the  convenience  of  the  people  that 
is  being  considered,  I  would  ask  the  First 
Minister  to  look  at  the  map  again  and  to 
look  at  the  distribution  in  the  local  House 
f«r  Alberta.    In  the  local  House  there  are 
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35  representatives; '  14  of  these  come  from 
Alberta  and  of  these  Alberta  constituencies 
only  three,  and  bnt  a  small  portion  of  these 
three,  run  north  of  Edmonton,  while  11  are 
south  of  Edmonton.  I  must  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  to  again  look  at  the  map  if  the 
convenience  of  the  people  is  being  consulted. 
But,  in  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  I  desire 
to  congratulate  the  government  for  being 
original  for  once,  because  surely  If  the  con- 
venience of  the  people  had  been  consulted 
in  the  choice  of  a  site  for  the  capital  it 
would  have  been  placed  at  the  centre  of 
population  and  trade.  The  government's 
manner  of  selecting  a  central  point  is  an 
original  one.  The  method  adopted  in  this 
case  would  not  have  led  the  people  of  On- 
tario to  select  Toronto  instead  of  Wbiteflsh 
or  some  other  point  on  Lake  Superior,  the 
people  of  Quebec  to  select  Quebec,  the  peo- 
ple of  Manitoba  to  select  Winnipeg,  or  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  to  select  Vic- 
toria on  Vancouver  Island. 

There  is  but  one  other  question  on  which 
I  wish  to  touch,  that  is  the  financial  terms. 
I  am  glad  in  that  to  be  able  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver). 
It  seems  to  me  that  in  discussing  these  terms 
it  is  not  fair  to  make  comparisons  with  the 
terms  of  eastern  provinces.  The  conditions 
are  altogether  different.  In  the  west  school 
houses  and  roads  have  to  be  provided,  mat- 
ters which  are  done  in  Ontario  and  Quebec 
by  local  taxation  which  it  is  practically 
impossible  to  do  in  that  country  by  reason 
of  the  great  distances.  The  financial  terms 
in  comparison  with  ithose  granted  to  the 
other  provinces  are  none  too  generous,  and 
the  development  of  that  country  is  proceed- 
ing at  such  a  rate  that  It  Is  impossible  for 
us  to  sit  here  and  calculate  what  Its  future 
needs  will  be. . 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  ad- 
journed at  12.13  a.m.  Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF.  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  March  29,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT. 

Mr.  H.  OERVAIS  (Montreal,  St.  James) 
moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  128) 
to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Explain. 

Mr.  GERVAIS.   Mr.  Speaker,  the  object 
of  this  Bill  Is  very  simple.    As  every  one 
Mr.  m.  s.  McCarthy. 


knows,  in  the  Criminal  Code  of  Canada, 
1892,  it  is  provided  that  there  shall  be  an 
appeal  from  any  judgment  or  any  verdict 
given  by  any  court  of  criminal  jurisdiction, 
whether  this  court  has  an  inferior  or  a 
superior  jurisdiction  in  criminal  matters. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  up  articles  742, 
743  and  782,  they  will  see  that  there  is  an 
appeal  from  any  verdict  or  judgment  given 
by  a  court  having  superior  jurisdiction  in 
criminal  matters.  There  is  an  appeal  in 
cases  of  jury  trial,  summary  trial  and 
speedy  trial,  whether  the  case  is  proceeded 
with  under  articles  742,  743  or  782,  or  under 
articles  <E59,  765,  782,  783  or  842  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Code.  Then,  in  cases  of  summary  con- 
viction, under  article  879,  there  is  an  ap- 
peal under  certain  conditions  and  in  accord- 
ance with  certain  formalities.  All  the  liti- 
gants who  have  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  application  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  have  been  complaining  about  the  denial 
of  an  appeal.  This  feature  of  the  law  is 
enacted  in  section  119  of  chapter  106  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  as  amended  by 
the  Act  51  Victoria,  chapter  34.  We 
think,  and  everybody  thinks,  that  it  is  most 
unfair  and  unjust  that  the  right  of  appeal 
which  is  given  under  the  criminal  law  In 
any  case  should  have  been  denied  under 
section  119  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act. 
Even  in  a  case  of  summary  conviction,  in 
which  the  accused  is  condemned  to  pay  a 
fine  of  $5  or  go  to  jail  for  one  day,  he  has 
the  right  of  appeal,  while,  on  the  contrary, 
under  section  119  he  has  no  such  right  of 
appeal  In  most  cases,  though  he  may  have 
been  fined  heavily  or  condemned  to  a  long 
imprisonment  We  desire  this  amendment 
so  that  the  law  giving  the  right  of  appeal 
in  ordinary  cases  shall  be  made  applicable 
to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  Moreover, 
by  this  amendment,  we  wish  that  no  liti- 
gant having  to  appear  either  before  a 
criminal  court  or  a  civil  court,  be  denied 
that  useful  remedy,  the  British  writ  of 
'  certiorari.' 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first 
time. 


QUESTIONS. 

LACHINE  CANAL— LEASE  AT  COTE  ST. 
PAUL 

Mr.  MONK  asked : 

1.  Is  there  in  existence  a  lease  to  John  Froth- 
ingham,  or  to  the  estate  of  the  late  John 
Frothtngbam,  from  the  government,  of  water- 
powers  at  COte  St.  Paul  on  the  Lachlne  canal? 

2.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  annual  rent 
payable  under  said  lease  ? 

3.  What  is  the  period  of  duration  of  said 
lease  ? 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals) : 
1,  2,  3.  There  is  no  such  lease. 
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LOUISIANA     PURCHASE    EXHIBITION— EM- 
PLOYMENT OF  MR.  N.  J.  GILLIS. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN  asked: 

1.  Was  N.  J.  Gillis,  said  to  be  a  member  for 
Cape  Breton  county  in  tbe  legislature  of  Nova 
Scotia,  employed  as  an  official  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  at  the  St.  Louis  Exhibition  ? 

2.  How  long  was  he  employed,  and  In  what 
capacity  ? 

3.  What  were  the  terms  of  his  employment  ? 

4.  How  much  did  he  receive,  and  what  amount, 
if  any,  is  due  him  1 

Hon.  SYDNEY  FISHER  (Minister  of 
Agriculture) : 

1.  Mr.  N.  J.  Gillis,  a  ineinoer  for  Cape 
Breton  county  in  the  legislature  of  Nova 
Scotia,  was  employed  as  an  official  of  the 
Dominion  government  at  the  Louisiana  Pur- 
chase Exposition. 

2.  From  tbe  8th  day  of  May  to  the  8th 
day  of  October,  1904.  He  was  assigned  to 
the  mineral  section.  He  was  employed  In  a 
general  way,  his  particular  duty  being  to 
give  information  to  the  general  public  in 
regard  to  minerals. 

3.  $7  per  day,  with  transportation  to  and 
from  St.  Louis. 

4.  For  services,  $1,078  ;  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, $130.80 ;  total,  $1,208.80.  He  was 
paid  in  full. 

SAVAGE    HARBOUR.    PRINCE  EDWARD 
ISLAND. 

Mr.  A.  A.  McLEAN  asked  : 

1.  Is  the  government  doing  anything  to  im- 
prove the  entrance  to  Savage  harbour,  Prince 
Edward  Island  ? 

2.  If  so,  what  Is  the  nature  of  the  work  done 
or  proposed  to  be  done  ? 

3.  Has  a  government  engineer  made  any  re- 
port on  the  work  ? 

4.  If  so,  what  is  his  recommendation  as  to 
the  cost  and  feasibility  of  improving  this  har- 
bour ? 

Hon.  WILLIAM  PATERSON  (for  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works)  : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  The  works  now  being  constructed  con- 
sist of  brush-work  placed  on  the  beach  for 
the  purpose  of  accumulating  the  drifting 
sand,  to  prevent  high  tides  from  washing 
over  said  beacb. 

3.  Yea. 

4.  The  engineer  considers  that  the  pre- 
sent works  will  cost  $2,000. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister)  moved : 

That  from  this  date  to  the  end  of  the  ses- 
sion. Government-  Ort'ers  have  precedence  on 
Mondays,  immediately  after  Private  Bills  and 
questions  to  be  put  by  members. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  there  are  any  other  Bills 
or  orders  on  the  order  paper.  If  so,  we 
might  at  least  pass  those. 


Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  do  not  think 
there  are  any  orders  except  those  for  the 
production  of  papers.  If  there  are,  we  have 
no  objection  to  taking  them  up. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  have  some  ob- 
jection to  this  motion  carrying  to-day.  I 
and  some  others  in  the  House  have  public 
Bills  that  we  would  like  to  have  discussed. 
Some  of  them  have  been  called  up  on  one 
or  two  occasions.  I  think  that  the  bon. 
member  who  has  a  Bill  on  the  order  paper 
in  connection  with  the  Exchequer  Court 
has  it  nearly  through,  and  probably  he 
would  like  to  get  it  through.  I  have  a 
public  Bill  that  I  would  like  to  have  dis- 
cussed, on  which  I  have  been  collecting  in- 
formation, and  in  connection  with  which 
I  hope  to  get  some  Information  from  the 
committee  of  the  House  now  investigating 
the  telephone  question.  I  am  ready  to  go 
on  with  that  measure  if  I  had  another  day. 
I  can  accomplish  my  purpose,  however,  if 
the  Prime  Minister  will  say  that  It  is  the 
intention  of  the  government  to  go  on  with 
their  Bill  to  amend  the  Railway  Act ;  and 
if  on  that  Bill  I  ana  allowed  to  discuss  my 
proposals,  I  promise  that  I  will  not  take 
up  a  great  deal  of  time.  Will  the  Prime 
Minister  say  that  the  government  Bill  to 
amend  the  Railway  Act  shall  come  up  this 
session  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Yes,  the  Bill 
will  come  up. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Will  tbe  Prime 
Minister  consent  to  my  discussing  my  BUI 
in  connection  with  that? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Personally  I 
have  no  objection,  but,  of  course,  any  mem- 
ber can  object  who  wishes  to. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  will  bring  it 
up  to-morrow. 

VACANCY. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  promised 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  that  I  would  make 
a  statement  to-day  about  the  vacancy  in 
Centre  Toronto.  A  writ  has  been  Issued 
and  the  nomination  will  take  place  on  Tues- 
day the  11th  of  April.  I  said  yesterday  that 
we  might  have  to  take  a  registration  vote, 
but  on  Inquiry  I  find  there  is  no  necessity 
for  that  as  the  registration  of  last  election 
will  do. 

VACANCY  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Mr.  R  L.  BORDEN.  Has  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  any  information  to  give  to  tbe 
House  as  to  when  the  vacant  portfolio  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  will  be  tilled? 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  give 
information  at  an  early  date. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.   Not  to-day. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  To-morrow? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Well,  some 
time,  if  not  to-morrow. 
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PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  tbe  ' 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  for  j 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  09),  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the  ! 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment . 
of  Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto.  i 

Hon.  GEORGE  E.  FOSTER  (North  To- 
ronto). Mr.  Speaker,  the  proposition  which  i 
is  at  present  under  the  consideration  of  the  I 
House,  and  the  discussion  which  has  so  far  I 
ensued  upon  it,  have  not  lacked  for  variety  I 
and  dramatic  incident.  No  legislation  in-  \ 
troduced  into  this  parliament  In  my  time 
has  been  more  prolific  of  change  and  of  the 
unexpected.  Changes  in  principle  and  In 
policy  and  in  modes  of  thought  may  be 
discerned  comparing  the  present  with  the 
past.  Time  was  when  gentlemen  who  with- 
in a  few  years  made  an  entire  change  of 
front  iu  regard  to  their  method  of  thinking 
and  acting  upon  any  given  subject,  thought 
it  was  at  least  worth  while  and  in  a  certain 
measure  necessary  that  they  should  endeav- 
our to  satisfy  the  desire  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country  for  reasonable  explanation. 
Iu  those  days  consistency  was  somewhat 
prized,  but  in  the  later  days  of  the  new 
Liberalism  cabinet  ministers  have  grown 
too  practical  for  that  consideration  and  do 
not  even  deign  to  give  an  explanation  for 
a  complete  and  entire  change  of  front 
brought  about  within  the  space  of  a  very 
few  years.  A  time  there  wns  when  prin- 
ciple was  considered  as  something  some- 
what precious  atid  not  to  be  repudiated  ; 
a  time  there  was  when  responsibility 
attached  to  principle  wns  considered 
to  be  of  weight  and  Importance.  But,  this 
new  Liberalism  which  is  confronting  us, 
seems,  when  it  starts  for  parliament,  to  put 
into  Its  valise  every  other  thing  necessary 
or  utilizable,  and  the  last  thing  thought  of 
is  principle.  Party  fealty  and  party  at- 
tachments are  carefully  stowed  therein, 
and  these  gentlemen  4bink  that  these  fill  the 
bill— or  at  all  events  All  the  valise.  There 
was  a  time  -when  the  constitution  of  this 
country  had  something  stable  and  sacred 
about  it.  The  fathers  of  confederation  who 
met  in  Quebec  and  modelled  our  consti- 
tution, the  palladium  of  the  rights  of  the 
provinces  and  the  Dominion  alike ;  they 
believed  the  constitution  to  be  an  important, 
a  stable  and  sacred  thing.  But  to-day  the 
constitution  Is  thrown  idly  aside,  relegated 
to  the  garret  of  the  archives,  and  min- 
isters are  too  practical  to  think  of 
the  constitution  stopping  them  when 
they  want  to  carry  out  their  desires. 
And,  although  the  Prime  Minister  had 
courage,  and  old-fashioned  thought  and 
method  enough  to  bring  it  out  and  lift  it 
to  something  of  its  old-time  importance,  the 
ministers  who  spoke  after  him  kicked 
it  as  a  football  from  floor  to  ceiling, 
and  where  we  are  to-day  we  scarcely  know. 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


Changes  of  principles  once  cherished  are 
apparent  to  the  most  casual  observer,  but 
they  are  treated  with  so  delightful  a  careless- 
ness as  to  consistency  and  consequence, 
that  it  makes.it  interesting  to  the  mere  spec- 
tator, even  though  it  is  somewhat  painful 
to  the  man  of  thought 

Let  us  take  into  consideration  for  a  mo- 
ment tbe  circumstances  which  have  pre- 
ceded and  up  to  this  time  have  accompanied 
the  introduction  and  discussion  of  this  mat- 
ter in  the  House.  Weighing  these  circum- 
stances, would  not  tbe  unlmpassioned  spec- 
tator come  to  the  hypothesis  that  some  time 
ago  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada,  smarting 
under  events  which  took  place  In  1896  and 
since,  had  determined  that  with  reference 
to  the  great  Northwest  the  situation  should 
be  retrieved  from  a  certain  point  of  view, 
and  that  in  the  constitution  which  should 
be  given  to  the  new  provinces  the  principle 
of  separate  schools  should  be  embodied,  cost 
what  it  might.  Would  that  be  a  violent 
hypothesis?  Let  us  see  how  the  circum- 
stances fit  in  with  it.  For  two,  or  three,  or 
four  years  previous  to  the  election  of  1904 
in  the  Northwest,  in  this  parliament,  and  to 
a  certain  extent  in  the  whole  Dom- 
inion, the  question  of  autonomy  for 
the  Northwest  Territories  was  to  the 
front.  It  was  particularly  to  the  front  iu 
the  Northwest  Territories;  in  1901  a  draft 
Bill  was  prepared  and  resolutions  which 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  Northwest 
Legislature  were  adopted. 

Negotiations  were  undertaken  ;  the  matter 
was  pressed  ;  the  matter  was  considered,  as 
we  know  from  the  speech  made  here  by  tbe 
ex-Miuister  of  the  Interior,  and  considered 
often,  and  to  a  certain  extent  carefully  and 
on  all  sides.  But  the  Prime  Minister  had 
determined  that  to  that  creative  body  whose 
duty  it  should  be  to  give  substance  to  the 
constitution  of  the  new  provinces,  no  possible 
mandate  should  be  given  by  the  electorate 
of  this  country  before  they  came  to  this 
parliament  and  were  asked  to  consummate 
tbe  creative  Act.  That  is  important  to  be 
remembered.  The  Prime  Minister  himself 
refused  to  undertake  the  erection  of  pro- 
vinces two  years  ago,  although  there  cannot 
be  any  sufficient  reason  given  as  to  why.  if 
the  Territories  to-day  are  equal  to  the 
work  and  the  duties  that  follow  therefrom, 
they  were  not  ready  to  an  almost  equal  de- 
gree to  be  constituted  two  years  ago,  or  one 
year  previous  to  the  elections  of  1904.  But 
it  did  not  suit  the  purposes  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  undertake  tbe  erection  of  those 
provinces  before  the  general  election.  Little 
less  did  it  suit  him  to  have  the  subject 
mooted  during  the  time  of  the  election  of  the 
responsible  and  representative  body  wl\lch 
was  to  be  asked  to  consummate  the  Act  of 
creation  of  the  provinces.  And  so  the  word 
went  forth,  nis  own  minister  of  the  Inter- 
ior, long  a  resident  of  the  country,  one  of  the 
most  prominent  if  not  the  most  prominent 
men   from   that   district,   one   who  prob- 
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ably  knew  more  about  the  circumstances 
and  tbe  history  of  that  country  than  any 
other  man  he  bad  In  bis  cabinet,  and  prob- 
ably than  any  other  man  in  this  country, 
went  to  the  Northwest,  if  not  under  seal 
and  pledge  not  to  open  his  mouth  with  refer- 
ence to  tbe  conditions  of  the  creation  of 
those  provinces  into  an  autonomy,  yet  cer- 
tainly practically  carrying  out  such  instruc- 
tions by  absolutely  refusing  to  be  led  into 
the  utterance  of  a  single  word  which  would 
go  to  show  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
under  what  probable  or  possible  conditions 
autonomy  should  be  given.  But  it  cannot 
be  said  that  tbe>  question  was  not  mooted. 
The  premier  of  that  country,  speaking  in 
Regina  one  week  before  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  spoke  there,  challenged  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  tbe  Minister  of  tbe 
Interior ;  left  a  certain  number  of  questions 
to  be  answered,  if  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior would  have  the  goodness  to  answer 
them,  as  to  tbe  information  to  be  given  to 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  just  then,  when 
they  were  about  to  elect  representatives  who 
would  be  called  upon*  to  consummate  the 
Act  of  formation  into  provinces,  as  to  the 
conditions,  with  reference  to  territorial  di- 
vision, lands,  education  and  finances,  under 
which  the  new  provinces  would  be  brought 
In.  Was  it  not  a  subject  which  might  well 
have  engaged  the  attention  of  tbe  Minister 
of  the  Interior  ?  Were  those  points  of  in- 
formation which  it  would  not  have  been 
right  and  proper  for  the  minister  to  discuss 
before  the  people  whose  Interests  were 
chiefly  to  be  affected  ?  But  the  min- 
ister's only  reply  was  :  You  must  trust  the 
government ;  and  to  the  gentleman  who  put 
the  question  his  only  reply  was,  you  are  a 
mischief-maker,  that  is  what  you  are.  The 
question  was  also  put  to  the  candidates 
who  were  running  in  the  Northwest.  They 
were  challenged.  They  had  one  reply— 
the  reply  of  the  drilled  and  the  taught : 
You  ask  us  what  the  probable  conditions 
will  be  ;  we  trust  the  government ;  we  have 
faith  in  the  government.  The  cry  of  the 
minister  was :  Trust  the  government  ; 
and  the  declaration  of  the  candidates 
was :  We  have  faitli  in  the  govern- 
ment. But  from  neither  minister  nor 
candidate  was  there  a  single  intimation  as 
to  what  would  be  the  probable  conditions. 
So  much  with  reference  to  that.  Carrying 
out  my  hypothesis,  when  the  elections  were 
over  and  the  first  of  the  probable  five  years 
of  the  government's  term  commenced,  with 
those  incidental  advantages  which  every  one 
knows  quite  well,  immediately- negotiations 
were  taken  up,  immediately  the  government 
set  to  work,  immediately  the  Northwest 
candidates  who  were  elected  were  called 
into  council,  immediately  the  representatives 
of  the  government  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories were  called  to  Ottawa.  Negotiations 
were  undertaken,  conferences  took  place, 
and  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks  or  a  few 


mouths  parliament  was  called  together  and 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  The  creative  in- 
strument was  formed,  and  It  was  presented 
to  parliament.  That  creative  instrument, 
as  it  was  brought  down  on  the  21st  of 
February,  was  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
of  parentage  given  to  it  by  the  premier.  He 
himself  as  premier,  his  united  government, 
the  representatives  of  the  Northwest,  on  that 
side  of  the  House  at  least,  whose  advice  he 
had  the  advantage  of,  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  government  of  tbe  Northwest 
Territories,  ail  had  .had  their  part  in  consul- 
tation or  information ;  and  this  child  was 
brought  forward  with  the  certificate  of  par- 
entage of  a  strong  and  united  government, 
having  had  full  consultation  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the.  Territories  to  be  affected. 
Shortly  after  that  was  brought  down,  some- 
thing occurred.  A  trouble  arose,  disruption 
took  place,  and  within  a  few  days  one  of  the 
most  considerable  ministers  of  the  cabinet 
handed  in  his  resignation,  and  gave  as  his 
reason  that  he  had  not  been  consulted  with 
reference  to  the  educational  clause,  that  he 
dissented  from  it  on  the  record  of  his  life, 
and  on  account  of  the  principles  so  often 
and  so  loudly  professed,  and  that  on  that 
account  he  could  not  remain  longer  a  mem- 
ber of  the  government.  We  immediately 
asked  explanations  and  we  soon  found  out 
that  another  minister  of  the  government, — 
if  not  the  most  important  at  least  one  of  the 
most  important — bad  not  been  consulted 
upon  the  measure.  Absent  from  the  city 
and  absent  from  the  country,  he  had  not 
been  allowed  an  opportunity — why  such 
haste  ? — of  reading  tbe  clause  of  the  Bill 
before  it  was  brought  down  to  this  House. 
There  were  then  two  facts  of  Importance. 
There  was  the  fact  that  the  government,  as 
a  united  body  had  not  formed  that  measure 
and  there  was  the  additional  fact  that  there 
was  displayed  a  baste  almost  undignified  to 
get  the  Bill  before  tbe  House  and  the 
country  before  those  two  important  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  present  in  Council  and  ex- 
pressing their  views.  What  was  still  more 
remarkable  was  this,  that  on  the  most 
important  clauses  of  the  Bill,  two  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet,  who  had  been  the  strong- 
est in  their  opposition  to  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  that  clause,  were  the  very  two 
members  in  whose  temporary  absence  the 
Bill  had  been  passed  by  the  Council  and 
submitted  to  parliament. 

Other  facts  came  out.  It  became  known 
in  the  course  of  time  that  if  the  members 
from  the  Northwest  supporting  "the  govern- 
ment had  been  consulted  and  if  they  had 
been  aware  of  the  import  of  the  clauses  in 
question,  they  had  not  been  careful  enough 
or  had  been  too  indifferent  to  make  their 
opinion  felt.  These  hon.  gentlemen,  every 
one  of  them,  so  far  as  I  know, 
expressed  his  dissent  immediately  after 
the    Bill    was    brought    down    and  the 
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Minister  of  the  Interior  had  returned, 
and  went  into,  if  not  open  yet  secret 
revolt.  Something  else  came  out.  It  came 
out  that  the  representatives  of  the  only 
government  which  the  Territories  have- 
there  are  three  members  In  that  govern- 
ment—based on  the  agitation  of  the  subject 
In  their  country  and  tlXlr  legislature,  based 
on  a  draft  Bill  which  they  themselves  had 
drawn,  based  on  a  desire  and  agitation  for 
autonomy— It  came  out  that  two  of  the 
three,  backed  and  supported  by  the  third 
member  of  the  government,  came  down  to 
Ottawa,  as  the  authorized  negotiators  on 
behalf  of  the  Territories,  to  confer  with  the 
Dominion  government.  Was  it  not  to  be 
expected  that  these  properly  authenticated 
representatives  of  the  legislature  of  the  Ter- 
ritories and  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
would  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to 
say  something  In  a  matter  which  meant 
everything  to  their  people,  which  meant 
everything  to  the  country  which  they  gov- 
erned, and  governed  under  large  representa- 
tive institutions  ?  Was  it  an  unheard  of 
thing  or  was  it  too  bold  a  thing  to  ask  that 
these  representatives  should  have  been  loy- 
ally met  and  conferred  with  V  Yet  what 
came  out  ?  It  came  out  that  with  reference 
to  the  most  important  clause  of  the  Bill, 
the  only  clause  which  to-day,  you  may  say, 
Is  claiming  the  attention  of  this  House  and 
the  country— the  representatives  of  that  gov- 
ernment were  casually  informed  about  It 
on  a  Friday  and  were  given  an  opportunity 
to  confer  and  discuss  just  exactly  three 
hours  before  that  Bill  with  that  clause  was 
submitted  to  parliament.  What  reason  was 
there  that  in  the  case  of  a  territory  con- 
taining half  a  million  people,  with  immense 
interests  at  stake,  represented  by  its  own 
government,  the  choice  of  Its  own  legisla- 
ture, the  legislators  in  which  were  the 
choice  of  the  constituents  of  .that  same 
broad  territory— what  reason  was  there  that 
the  representatives  of  these  Territories 
should  not  have  had  some  kind  of  determin- 
ing voice  in  what  was  to  be  their  constitu- 
tion ?  Was  it  not  to  be  expected  that  they 
should  at  least  have  had  the  courtesy  of 
constant  and  frequent  and  loyal  and  thor- 
ough conference  ?  Was  there  any  reason 
why  the  First  Minister,  who  In  previous 
times  has  been  always  foremost  and  loud 
in  his  assertion  of  the  rights  and  duties 
of  provinces  in  these  compacts  that  are 
made  and  are  merged  into  a  constitution, 
should  have  treated  them  so  cavalierly  as 
to  have  mentioned  the  subject  on  a  certain 
Friday,  and  only  within  three  hours  before 
the  Bill  was  introduced  into  parliament  sent 
a  sub-committee  to  talk  over  the  matter  with 
these  representatives.  Two  excuses  have 
been  made,  both  by  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment. The  first  was  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Finance  Minister  (Mr.  Fielding). 
What  was  it  ?  Oh.  said  he.  Mr.  Haultain 
Is  only  the  premier  of  that  province.  Mr. 
Bulyea  is  a  member  of  his  government, 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


Mr.  Bulyea  has  expressed  his  satisfaction 
with  these  clauses,  and  Mr.  Haultain  only 
represents  his  own  opinion.  Did  I  say  a 
while  ago  that  there  used  to  be  such  a  thing 
as  a  fair  deference  for  constitutional  me- 
thods ?  That  evidently  does  not  exist  in 
tlie  mind  of  the  Finance  Minister  to-day. 
That  hon.  gentleman  thinks  that  when  the 
representatives  of  a  local  government  are 
accredited  to  carry  on  negotiations  with 
the  Dominion  government,  and  when  one 
of  these  representatives  is  the  First  Min- 
ister of  that  local  government  and  the  other 
a  member  of  its  cabinet,  if  the  one  who  Is 
a  sub-member,  so  to  speak,-  signifies  his  ad- 
hesion to  the  measure,  the  other  who  is  the 
First  Minister,  does  not  count.  It  Is  the 
tail  that  swings  the  body  according  to  the 
Finance  Minister.  I  wonder  why  the  tail 
from  the  Northwest,  in  the  person  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  did  not  swing  the 
Prime  Minister  ?  But  another  member  of 
the  government  had  a  still  more  ingenious 
excuse.  He  said  that  Mr.  Haultain  was  a 
very  estimable  gentleman  but  only  a  Tory 
gentleman  and  it  was  his  duty  and  purpose 
to  oppose  this  government.  Delightful  con- 
stitutional doctrine,  that  is,  especially  com- 
ing from  an  almost  member  of  the  cabinet. 
Hie  Solicitor  General.  If  Mr.  Bulyea  has  sig- 
nified—and I  do  not  know  that  he  has— 
his  assent  to  that  clause,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Territories  is  still 
left  as  a  man  to  be  accounted  with  and 
negotiated  with.  Is  it  true  or  is  it  not  that 
during  the  course  of  those  negotiations— 
if  you  can  call  them  such— which  took  place 
before  the  21st  February,  the  First  Minister 
had  frequent  conferences  with  Mr.  Bulyea 
when  Mr.  Haultain  was  absent,  and  un- 
known to  Mr.  Haultain. 

Is  it  true  that  the  Liberal  members  from 
the  Northwest  collogued  with  Mr.  Bul- 
yea and  the  Prime  Minister  unknown  to 
Mr.  Haultain  and  without  any  invitation  to 
Mr.  Haultain  to  be  present  ?  Thai  can 
be  answered  ;  it  is  either  true  or  not  true. 
But,  if  it  is  not  answered,  and  therefore 
we  take  it  to  be  true,  it  is  another  odd  il- 
lustration of  the  strange  metamorphosis 
that  has  taken  place  in  our  constitutional 
methods.  These  things  are  a  part  of  what 
has  occurred.  But  something  more  strange 
and  startling  and  dramatic  even  than  all 
this  has  occurred.  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  stood  In  his  place  in 
this  House  and  said  that  he  had  resigned 
because  clause  16.  Introduced  without  his 
knowledge  and  without  his  consent,  was  in 
contravention  of  his  principles  and  of  his 
life-long  political  record,  and  consequently 
he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  resign  from 
the  cabinet.  And.  after  three  weeks  of 
fightings  within  and  rumours  without,  of 
multitudinous  midnight  parleys  and  count- 
less journeys  by  noonday,  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  came  down  and  told 
us  that  at  last  he  had  been  a'de  to  put 
the  ring  into  the  nose  of  the  government 
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and  bring  it  to  its  knees.  He  bad  lassoed 
a  wild  steer  of  tbe  prairies  and  brought 
it  up  to  the  ring-bolt.  Now,  a  strange, 
a  luminous,  in  some  respects  a  lurid,  light 
is  thrown  upon  this  whole  transaction  by 
this  speech  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 

An  hou.  MEMBER.  Ex-minister. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  was  minister  before 
he  resigned. 


Mr.  SAM.  HU1JHES. 
minister  now. 


And  be  may  be 


Mr.  FOSTER.  We  do  not  know.  This 
uiay  be  the  last  day  he  will  be  out  What 
did  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  say  ?  He 
stated  that  he  had  dissented  from  clause  10 
because  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
it.  And  what  did  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  say  the  other  day  ? 
He  said  that  the  moment  he  read  that 
clause,  he  went  to  the  Prime  Minister  and 
discussed  the  matter  with  him  and  laid 
before  him  his  objections  to  it.  Did  the 
Prime  Minister  meet  him  in  any  way  ?  We 
only  know  that  the  result  of  that  confer- 
ence was  that  Mr.  Sifton,  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  resigned  because  he  could  not 
accept  clause  10.  And,  now,  a  strange 
thing  happens,  and  one  most  difficult  to  re- 
concile with  all  that  has  gone  before.  The 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  him- 
self, in  his  place  in  parliament,  declared  : 
I  never  intended  that  In  that  legislation  any 
more  should  be  granted  than  is  at  present 
enjoyed  under  the  ordinances  of  the  North- 
west. And  the  Minister  of  Justice  fMr. 
Fltzpatrick)  from  his  place  iu  this  House 
declared  that  it  was  never  the  intention  of 
the  government  that  anything  more  should 
be  put  into  the  constitution  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces than  absolutely  what  was  enjoyed 
under  the  ordinances  I  have  spoken  of.  Now, 
it  is  to  be  presumed— at  least.  It  ought  to 
be  presumable— that  when  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  an  intelligent  man,  went  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  another  intelligent  man  and, 
as  we  suppose,  told  him  that  because  of  his 
reading  of  clause  16  he  was  obliged  to  dis- 
sent and  leave  the  cabinet,  it  ought  to  be 
presumable  in  that  case  that  tbe  other  in- 
telligent man  the  Prime  Minister  must  have 
said  to  him  :  Mr.  Sifton,  I  never  meant 
what  you  read  in  that  clause ;  all  that  I 
meaut,  or  mean  to-day.  is  that  the  North- 
west shall  enjoy,  as  to  separate  schools, 
only  the  privileges  that  it  has  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Did  that  conversation  take  place? 
The  moment  it  did.  Mr.  Sifton.  and  the 
Prime  Minister  were  at  one,  and  there 
was  no  cause  for  resignation.  Did  that 
conversation  not  take  place,  at  least  so 
far  as  the  Prime  Minister  is  concerned  ? 
Then,  If  the  Prime  Minister's  statement, 
made  in  this  House,  is  correct  and  he  never 
Intended  anything  but  what  is  In  the  pre- 
sent ordinances,  it  was  clearly  his  duty  to 


state  that  fact  to  his  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior and  so  make  the  resignation  of  that 
minister  unnecessary.  But  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter does  not  appear,  so  far  as  the  records 
show,  to  have  done  either  the  one  thing 
or  the  other — or  else  there  is-  a  mystery,  a 
most  mysterious  mystery,  as  to  why  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  resigned.  Was  it 
on  the  cards  that  he  should  resign  anyway  ? 
And  was  this  misunderstanding  allowed  to 
continue  in  order  to  give  him  a  chance  to  re- 
sign? For,  what  happens  at  the  end  of 
three  weeks  time?  The  clause  is  brought 
down  exactly  to  the  liking  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior.  If  the  Prime  Minister  did 
not  wish  to  get  rid  of  his  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  why  did  not  he  agree  with  him 
in  the  way  and  before  the  breaking  out 
took  place.  Can  there  be  any  explanation 
of  that  mystery?  I  leave  it  to  hon.  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

But,  Sir,  something  else  happens.  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  the 
other  day,  gave  us  the  reason  why  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  agree  to  clause  16.  I 
am  not  going  to  make  a  scrap-book  of  myself 
in  these  remarks,  because  it  is  not  plea- 
sant to  the  Pvinie  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  to  hear  scrap-book  quotations. 
But  let  me  give,  in  effect,  the  reason  why 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  could  not  as- 
sent to  clause  10,  as  that  reason  was  given 
by  the  hou.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  himself. 
He  said,  in  the  first  place,  that  tbe  Prime 
Minister  had  been  very  ill-advised  to  bring 
down  that  clause  without  giving  him  a 
chance  to  impart  his  knowledge  and  opinions 
concerning  it.  It  turns  out  that  that  was 
correct  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  anyway.  But  the  reason  why 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  could  not  swal- 
low clause  16  was  this— that  in  the  verbiage, 
compact,  well  thought  out.  put  together  by 
the  hand  of  a  master,  there  was  something 
concealed.  Not  altogether  concealed  from 
himself,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  said- 
he  knew  too  much  for  that.  But  what  was 
concealed  in  that  verbiage  ?  There  was  an 
irrevocable  constitutional  ear-mark  upon 
the  public  funds  devouring  them  for  ever 
to  a  separate  school  minority  in  those 
Territories,  an  ear-mark  which  made  one 
of  the  greatest  endowments  in  the  whole 
history  of  the  world  for  sectarian  in- 
stitutions and  sectarian  purposes,  in  the 
fifty  million  dollars'  worth  of  Northwest 
lands.  That  is  why  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior could  not  swallow  clause  16.  Now, 
it  would  be  a  pity  if  we  could  not  take  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  at  his  own  valua- 
tion. 

But  we  have  endorsements,  for  when  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  stated  that  in  no 
unequivocal  language,  in  face  of  his  former 
leader,  his  former  leader  assented  by  utter 
silence,  the  Minister  of  Justice  assented 
by  utter  silence,  and  the  Postmaster  General 
applauded  to  the  echo,  as  did  also  the  Min- 
ister of  Customs  and  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
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a'uce.  Now  the  further  question  that  arises 
is  tills  :  What  poteut  and  soporific  drug 
had  been  administered  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  that  lynx-eyed  man  of  business  and 
reader  of  constitutional  law,  what  strange 
mixture  had  been  administered  to  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  generally  clear-headdd. 
and  long-sighted,  and  to  our  incomparable 
Minister  of  Customs— what  bad  been  admin- 
istered in  order  to  put  them  into  a  sleep 
of  months,  whilst  that  aptly-worded,  finely 
phrased  clause  concealed  within  its  innocent 
outside  the  foundation  and  formation  of  an 
irrevocable  constitutionally  ear-marked  sect- 
arian endowment,  than  which  there  has 
been  none  greater  In  the  history  of  the 
world  ?  The  Postmaster  General  was  a 
member  of  the  sub-committee  that  fram- 
ed the  Bill.  The  Postmaster  General  has 
•nly  one  of  two  alternatives  :  Either  he 
did  not  know  what  was  in  that  clause,  and 
iousequently  he  is  unworthy  of  his  posi- 
tion ;  or  he  did  know  it,  and  he  assented 
to  it  ;  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  super- 
ior nerve  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
this  country  would  have  been  no  wiser  to 
this  day,  that  clause  might  have  gone 
through,  and  the  Postmaster  General  would 
have  had  to  father  the  responsibility  of  it. 
Now  has  the  Postmaster  General  any  ex- 
cuse to  offer  ?  Was  he  on  that  sub-com- 
mittee ?  Did  he  help  to  frame  that  clause  ? 
Did  he  assent  to  what  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  said  the  other  day  ?  He  ap- 
plauded 'his  utterance,  silent  under  the 
lash,  but  he  assented  to  it.  What  excuse 
has  he,  with  his  former  record  staring  him 
in  the  face,  read  and-  known  of  all  men 
in  this  country  ?  What  excuse  had  he  for 
attempting  to  ear-mark  with  a  constitutional 
and  irrevocable  ear-inark,  such  an  endow- 
ment as  that  for  sectarian  purposes  in  the 
great  Northwest  ?  That  is  a  question  which 
the  Postmaster  General  must  answer.  The 
same  question  may  be  put  to  the  Minister 
of  Customs  and  to  the  Minister  of  Finance. 

But  I  thought  I  noticed— am  I  wrong, 
Mr.  Speaker  ? — I  thought  I  noticed  that 
when  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  was 
nourishing  that  lash,  lead-loaded,  and  bring- 
in?  it  down  on  the  backs  of  certain  former 
colleagues,  and  when  he  mentioned  casually 
the  existence  of  a  draftsman,  lie  was  most 
particularly- not  with  a  t,ear  in  his  eye,  not 
with  a  mournful  countenance,  but  it  seem- 
ed to  nie  with  something  like  a  manly  glee 
— watching  the  effect  of  the  tip  of  the  lash 
on  the  back  of  the  Minister  of  Justice. 
May  be  I  was  wrong  in  my  supposition.  If 
so.  I  give  it  just  for  what  it  is  worth.  But 
other  things  aside,  the  Minister  of  .Tustice. 
I  am  sure,  will  not  shelter  himself  behind 
the  back  of  a  draftsman,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  take  the  responsibility  for  that 
clause,  and  in  common  parlance,  it  will  be 
up  to  him  to  explain  why,  surreptitiously, 
shall  I  say,  concealed  in  tine  legal  phrase, 
be  got  ahead  of  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
got  ahead  of  the  lynx-eyed  "Postmaster  Gen- 
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eral,  got  ahead  even  of  his  premier,  it  may 
be,  and  concealed  in  that  verbiage  the  pot- 
ency and  power  of  a  most  wonderful,  and 
remarkable,  and  enduring  Instrument.  It 
is  for  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  explain 
that  matter. 

Now,  either  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
Is  right  or  he  is  wrong.  Why  do  I  con- 
clude that  he  is  right  ?  Because  he  has 
absolutely  .forced  the  government,  after 
he  had  gone  out  of  the  government,  to 
come  to  his  terms,  and  they  had  three  weeks 
r.fterwards  to  employ  another  draftsman — 
1  am  glad  to  say  they  did  not  get  another 
Minister  of  Justice — but  certainly  to  employ 
another  draftsman,  and  to  take  out  the  con- 
cealed virus  that  was  in  section  16,  No.  1, 
and  substitute  for  it  the  plain  and  easily 
read  verbiage  of  section  16,  No.  2.  Now 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  made  his  pro- 
test on  these  grounds.  Three  weeks  brought 
lain  back  into  this  House  triumphant,  lead- 
ing the  premier  and  his  colleagues  in 
leash,  ana  administering  the  lash  to  those 
sleepy,  or  incompetent,  or  careless  minister* 
who  allowed  such  a  thing  to  get  into  clause 
10,  No.  1,  and  came  near  doing  it  to  the 
everlasting  death  of  the  sturdy  yoeman  of 
the  Northwest.  This  last  incident  is  the 
most  dramatic  of  any  that  has  occurred 
so  far.  But  we  live  in  a  time  and  we  are 
in  a  House  where  we  may  expect  almost 
anything.  Does  anybody  suppose  that  this 
is  the  last  dramatic  incident  that  will  take 
place?  To-morrow,  may  be,  we  will  have  the 
anonuncement  that  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, formerly  the  victorious  man  in  his 
three -weeks  contest,  will  be  re-seated  on 
the  government  benches  and  in  possession  of 
his  old  portfolio.  It  may  be — the  premier 
was  not  ready  to  answer  the  question  to-day, 
but  he  thought  that  he  might  t  o-morrow. 
By  the  efflux  of  time  I  believe  it  will  be  a 
Tietty  near  to-morrow  if  it  is  to  be  In  the 
athrmative. 

But  here  is  another  thought  that  comes 
up  at  the  same  time.  All  this,  as  I  said  at 
first,  is  in  pursuance  of  an  hypothesis  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  determined  to  put 
this  thing  through,  cost  what  it  might,  and 
these  are  the-  methods  he  hag  taken  to  put 
it  through— the  autocratic  methods.  What 
is  the  inducement  that  brought  back  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  joined  him 
again  to  bis  colleagues,  his  leader  and  his 
party,  in  the  advocacy — no,  not  in  the  advo- 
cacy, but  in  tlie  voting  support  of  this 
measure  that  is  now  before  the  House  ? 
What  was  the  inducement— because  there 
were  strong  inducements  on  the  other  side. 
On  the  other  side  were  his  principles,  on 
the  •  other  side  was  his  record  from  the  old 
Manitoba  times  up  to  the  present;  on  the 
other  side  was  his  reputation  before  the 
country  as  an  adherent  of  principle.  What 
was  on  this  side  in  order  to  induce 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to  come  back 
and  put  himself  en  rapport  with  his 
leader  and  his    party  on  a  question  and 
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upon  a  clause  to  the  principle  of  which  he 
still  declares  he  Is  opposed,  and  to  which 
his  whole  record  Is  opposed  ? 

Well,  Sir,  we  have  seen  things.  We  have 
seen  in  this  government  three  of  its  ablest 
ministers  go  out  in  the  prime  and  vigour  of 
their  years.  One,  the  former  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  heralded,  lauded,  de- 
clared to  be  the  strong  man  of  the  govern- 
ment, took  a  stand  upon  principle  upon  a 
certain,  most  important  measure  and  handed 
in  his  resignation  as  a  protest  because  he 
believed  that  the  measure  which  was  intro- 
duced would  be  a  measure  fraught  with  In- 
calculable injury  to  his  country  and  he 
could  not  give  his  assent  to  it.  The  only 
logical  course  for  a  man  who  did  that  was 
to  see  that  a  measure  so  fraught  with  evil 
was  fought  to  its  latest  and  did  not  become 
part  of  the  statutes  of  this  country.  But, 
Sir,  the  Prime  Minister  knows  a  thing  or 
two.  He  approached  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals,  pistol  in  one  hand,  so- 
porific in  the  other.  It  is  not  on  record, 
because  these  negotiations  were  verbal  lar- 
gely, as  to  whether  the  trigger  of  the  pistol 
was  pulled  or  not,  but  it  is  on  record  that 
the  soporific  was  taken  and  taken  effect- 
ually. With  a  fine  disregard  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  (Sir 
William  Mulock)  that  public  offices  and 
public  emoluments  should  not  be  used  for 
purely  and  solely  party  interests  the  right 
hon.  First  Minister  used  the  money  and 
public  offices  of  this  country  as  a  soporific 
to  lull  for  the  time  being  and  until  his  pur- 
poses were  accomplished  the  dissent  and  pro- 
test of  one  of  his  strongest  ministers.  To-day 
he  meets  his  former  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
pistol  in  one  hand  and  soporific  in  the  other. 
Here  again  the  communications  are  verbal, 
there  is  no  written  record,  we  do  not  know 
whether  the  pistol  had  to  be  drawn  posi- 
tively or  not,  and  we  do  not  know  yet 
what  the  soporific  is,  but  it  Is  to  be  powerful 
and  effective.  One  other  minister  remain- 
ed, not  by  any  means  the  least  strong  or 
the  least  active.  On  what  principle  he 
went  out,  or  assumed  to  go  ont,  I  do  not 
quite  know  nor  do  I  quite  know  how  he 
views  it.  The  pistol  was  evidently  applied 
but  whether  there  is  a  compensating  sopo- 
rific yet  to  come  or  not  we  shall  have  to 
wait  for  time  to  reveal.  Let  me  hope  and 
express  some  confidence  In  the  hope  that 
out  of  the  three  there  will  be  at  least  one 
minister  who  will  have  the  manliness  to 
stand  firm,  and  having  gone  out  on  principle 
will  stay  out  on  principle. 

Now,  Sir,  having  got  that  far,  let  me 
put  a  question  to  the  Northwest  members 
who  are  supporting  the  government  in  this 
House.  They  were  like  sheep  without  a 
shepherd.  Their  shepherd  was  sporting 
peacefully  and  pastorally  in  the  far  off  south- 
ern hills  ami  his  sheep  here  were  without 
an  efficient  shepherd,  without  what  we  call 
the  leading  one— I  will  not  say  the  leading 
sheep,  it  is  only  a  simile  anyway.  While 


the  leading  one  was  away  the  others 
unled  fell  into  an  artful  design,  a  trap,  laid 
—shall  I  say  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice ?— No,  not  perhaps  laid,  but  that  faci- 
lity of  verbiage,  that  savoir  falre  way  of 
putting  a  thing  so  that  it  shall  be  preserved 
and  yet  not  seen  was  too  much  for  the 
members  from  the  Northwest  in  the  ab- 
sence of  their  lynx-eyed,  keen  and  well 
informed  leader.  They  all  fell  into  the  pit, 
they  groaned  in  the  pit  and  tumbled  about 
in  the  pit  until  their  leader  came  back  and 
gently  led  them  by  paths  out  of  the  wil- 
derness back  to  firmer  and  higher  ground. 
But,  for  ever  and  for  ever,  say  what  you 
may,  or  think  what  you  may,  to  the  seven 
members  from  the  Northwest  who  were  con- 
ferred with,  who  gave  their  advice  to  help 
to  formulate  this  Bill,  who  knew  what  was 
In  it— for  ever  and  for  ever  have  they  to 
bear  the  onus  either  of  ignorance  of  what 
was  in  the  Bill,  or  of  indifference  as  to 
what  was  in  it  or  of  complicity  in  what  the 
hon.  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  declared 
was  the  purpose  of  the  clause.  Now,  this 
ought  to  give  food  for  thought  not  only  to 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  but  to  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  through  and  through. 
Then,  I  put  this  question  to  the  right  hen. 
Prime  Minister :  If,  before  the  last  elec- 
tion. h$  had  made  known  his  intention  to 
develop  two  provinces  out  of  the  Territories 
and  in  giving  them  autonomy  to  withhold 
trom  them  the  power  over  their  lands  and 
the  unlimited  power  to  control  their  educa- 
tional Interests,  how  many  men  would  he 
have  had  back  here  from  the  Northwest  ? 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  what  would 
have  been  his  status  In  this  country  to-day  ? 
is  ft  to  his  credit  that  he  kept  back  from 
the  people  that  information  or  even  an  in- 
timation of  it  and  secured  a  following 
absolutely  unpledged  and  without  a  man- 
date on  this  subject  ?  My  hon.  friend  knows 
that  there  is  only  one  answer  to  that.  I  will 
put  another  question  to  him.  If  the  hon.  ex- 
Mlnister  of  the  Interior  had  stood  out  on 
his  principle  as  he  called  it,  would  one 
single  member  from  the  Northwest  have 
dared  to  go  against  him  ?  If  he  had  stood 
out  and  if  the  rest  had  stood  out  with  him 
would  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment have  dared  to  have  attempted  to  put 
through  his  Bill  ?  That  Is  the  question. 
Therefore,  there  was  an  incentive  and  a 
motive  either  for  the  use  of  the  pistol  or 
the  soporific.  One  or  the  other  has  been 
used  undoubtedly  as  no  man  would  have 
repudiated  his  principles  and  the  record  of 
a  lifetime  on  a  most  grave  question,  unless 
there  had  been  some  further  Inducement 
than  the  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  de- 
clared before  us  here  the  other  day. 

Now,  sir,  let  us  go  a  little  further.  We 
heard  yesterday  an  interesting  speech  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassaj. 
1  do  not  propose  to  undertake  the  ungra- 
cious task  of  criticising  that  speech  as 
every  speech,  the  Prince  Minister's  and  my 
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own  Included,  has  its  defects,  I  suppose, 
and  this  speech  certainly  had  its  defects 
as  well  as  its  beauties.  As  I  listened  to 
that  speech,  whilst  many  thoughts  coursed 
through  my  brain,  two  or  three  might  be 
mentioned  this  afternoon.  The  first  one 
was  this :  what  a  mild  and  erudite  and 
tactful  pleader  for  toleration  and  national 
unity  the  hon.  member  proved  himself  yes- 
terday !  How  helpful  it  is,  when  we  come 
to  the  decision  of  a  constitutional  question 
in  the  twentieth  century,  to  have  a  very 
line,  a  very  learned  discourse  offered  to  us 
as  to  the  wonderful,  enduring  and  preserva- 
tive power  of  the  church  in  the  far  gone 
centuries  in  keeping  the  light  of  know- 
ledge and  science  burning  !  But  we 
live  in  the  20th  century  ;  we  cannot  de- 
cide now  as  to  the  merits  of  a  common 
school  system  on  what  were  the  excellen- 
cies of  the  repositories  of  learning  two,  or 
three,  or  four  centuries  ago;  we  have  to 
take  the  conditions  as  they  are  to-day  and 
by  weighing  these  conditions  come  to  our 
own  best  conclusion. 

One  other  thing  came  to  my  mind.  I 
could  not  help  but  look  alternately  from 
the  hon.-  member  for  La  belle  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
to  the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  ; 
the  member  for  Labelle  chock  full  of  reli- 
gious fervour  and  enthusiasm,  a  fervour  and 
enthusiasm  that  does  him  infinite  credit, 
declaring,  as  the  culmination  of  his  argu- 
ment, that  it  was  impossible  for  Catholics 
to  thoroughly  enjoy  their  religion  unless 
they  have  complete  control  of  their  educa- 
tion. If  that  is  the  belief  of  the  member 
for  Labelle,  or  of  <any  other  good  Catholic, 
I  quarrel  with  no  man's  belief.  It  has  been 
the  fashion  during  this  debate,  and  it  fol- 
lows from  good  feeling,  to  disclaim  any 
personal  bias  when  we  speak  of  each  other 
as  _Protestants  or  Catholics.  I  do  not  want 
to  'enter  upon  that  apology,  or  to  even  affirm 
it  is  necessary,  but  I  want  to  say  this  in  jus- 
tice to  myself.  I  have  been  in  public  life 
since  1882,  I  have  been  on  the  back  benches 
and  on  the  front  benches,  I  have  spoken 
considerably  often  in  this  House  (gentle- 
men opposite  think  quite  too  often),  I  have 
spoken  a  good  deal  through  the  country,  and 
my  speeches  have  been  reported  ;  If  any 
man  can  put  his  finger  on  one  single  sen- 
tence spoken  here  or  spoken  elsewhere  in 
which  I  have  uttered  one  illiberal  or  bigot- 
ed thought  with  reference  to  my  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen,  I  would  be 
thankful  for  him  to  do  it.  I  don't  think  any 
man  can.  There  is  one  circle  which  en- 
velops every  man  that  is  sacred  ground, 
it  is  the  circle  in  which  his  God  and  his 
conscience  .meet. ,  Against  what  occurs  in 
that  inner  circle  I  have  absolutely  no  right 
to  intrude,  and  I  claim  the  same  treatment 
for  myself.  But  this  is  what  I  mean  :  If 
these  were  the  opinions  of  the  member 
for  Labelle,  and  undoubtedly  they  were, 
what  kind  of  education  does  lie  want  in 
these  provinces  ?  What  else  can  he  want 
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but  one  that  will  do  him  good  from  his 
point  of  view,  a  thing  that  is  absolutely 
essential  if  he  is  not  going  to  have  a  mere 
sham.  The  half  hour  privilege  at  the  end 
of  the  school  day  to  permit  a  priest  in  the 
school  room  to  teach  the  dogmas  of  the 
church— will  that  satisfy  him  ?  Is  that  the 
culmination  of  his  depth  of  belief,  and  his 
power  of  argument  all  verging  towards  the 
one  conclusion  ?  Evidently  not.  Beside  the 
member  for  Labelle  sat  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior,  who,  the  other  day,  whittled  it 
all  down  to  the  one  half  hour  of  religious 
teaching ;  whittled  it  down  to  only  that 
and  nothing  more.  There,  near  the  member 
for  Labelle,  sat  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  in 
1896,  had  the  opportunity  to  prevent  what 
the  member  for  Labelle  deplored  as  the 
robbery  of  the  rights  of  the  minority  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  Never  before  in  the 
history  of  confederation  had  such  an  oppor- 
tunity arrived  ;  it  is  very  probable  it  will 
never  arrive  again.  The  Prime  Minister 
told  us,  with  a  convenient  forgetfuluess  of 
the  whole  clause  93  :  I  was  opposed  to  re- 
medial legislation  in  1896,  because  the  law 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba  had  been  de- 
clared to  be  a  valid  law,  and  I  was  against 
forcing  Manitoba  to  relinquish  what  Mani- 
toba had  the  right  to  enact.  Is  that  the 
worship  of  the  constitution  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  has  ;  is  Jhat  the  only  part  of 
the  constitution  he  reads  1  There  were 
two  things  in  the  Manitoba  case  in  1896. 
They  had  a  right  to  their  law  and  it  was 
valid  on  one  count,  and  that  count  was,  that 
before  Manitoba  became  a  province  there 
was  no  system  of  sectarian  or  denomina- 
tional schools  by  law  or  practice.  But  there 
was  another  point  which  was  covered  by 
the  British  North  America  Act,  and  for 
which  most  especially  the  British  North 
America  Act  was  framed  to  cover.  When 
Manitoba  became  a  province  it  enacted  a 
separate  school  law.  and  in  1890  it  repealed 
that  separate  school  law,  and,  under  such 
circumstances  the  British  North  America 
Act,  section  93,  came  in.  and  it  is  the  only 
way  in  which  it  possibly  could  come  in. 
Does  my  right  hon.  friend  deny  the  fact  ; 
does  he  deny  the  constitution  ? 

Then,  Sir,  the  Roman  Catholic  minority 
came  to  him  in  1896  and  said  :  True,  we 
were  thrown  down  on  the  bad  drafting  or 
the  insufficiency  of  the  law,  whichever  you 
choose,  but  the  Privy  Council  have  declared 
that  we  have  the  right  to  get  to  the  federal 
parliament  through  the  federal  government 
and  to  appeal  as  a  last  resort,  if  parliament 
considers  it  best  to  give  us  remedial  legisla- 
tion in  order  to  restore,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  rights  of  the  minority.  When  that  ap- 
peal was  made  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  could 
he  take  a  part  of  section  93  and  relieve 
himself  from  the  duty,  because  that  particu- 
lar part  of  the  section  did  not  apply,  whilst 
right  before  him  was  the  other  and  perti- 
nent part  of  the  constitution  which  absolute- 
ly did  apply  ? 
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Now,  Sir,  I  never  was  a  separate  scbool 
adherent,  I  never  believed  in  separate 
schools  as  against  national  schools.  In 
1896  I  stated  my  belief,  as  I  state  it  how  ; 
I  knew  it  was  not  politically  to  my  ad- 
vantage, I  knew  it  was  not  politically  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Liberal-Conservative 
party ;  but,  Sir,  without  thinking  of  ul- 
terior things,  I  said  to  myself  :  There  is 
the  constitution,  there  is  the  pronounce- 
ment of  the  highest  Judicial  tribunal  in 
this  empire,  there  is  the  minority  coming 
with  a  grievance"  and  having  the  right  to 
appeal  to  the  Dominion  government  and 
the  Dominion  parliament,  the  only  power 
that  has  jurisdiction  to  right  their  wrongs  ; 
I  said  to  myself :  I  believe  it  is  right,  I 
believe  In  the  policy  of  attempting  to  carry 
out  the  constitution.  Let  me  ask  this  ques- 
tion :  U  my  right  hon.  friend,  in  1896,  had 
thrown  his  forces  with  the  forces  that  made 
for  remedial  legislation,  who  can  doubt  that 
we  would  have  earned  it  in  this  parliament. 
No  one  can  doubt  it.  And  why  was  it  not 
carried  1  The  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
told  why  when  he  said  here  the  other  day  : 
The  member  for  North  Toronto  wished  to 
restore  the  schools,  but  he  failed,  and  he 
failed  because  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of 
this  government  threw  himself  across  the 
way  and  prevented  it. 

Why  should  not  the  member  for  Labelle 
save  some  of  his  argument  that  he  so  gen- 
erously distributed  yesterday,  and  apply  it 
to  his  own  chief,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  the  government,  and  tax  him  for 
two  things.  When  he  said  that  they  had 
been  robbed  of  their  rights  in  Manitoba  and 
were  suffering  from  injustice  there  to-day, 
why  did  he  not  add  :  and  that,  Sir,  was 
due  to  the  action  of  the  present  Prime  Min- 
ister, my  own  leader.  More  than  that:  when 
in  clause  16,  as  brought  down  on  the  21st  of 
February,  his  leader  had  provided  for  sec- 
tarian  education  in  these  provinces  for  .ever 
with  an  endowment  from  the  fund,  why  did 
lie,  at  the  beck  and  call  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,"  who  was  their  enemy,  looked 
upon  in  that  light,  who  destroyed  their 
schools  system  in  Manitoba,  who  prevented 
them  from  obtaining  and  retaining  their 
rights  there— why  did  he  take  out  the  clause 
that  gave  them  something,  and  substitute 
the  clause  that  which  according  to  the  Fin- 
ance Minister,  the  Minister  of  Customs  and 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  gives  you 
absolutely  nothing  but  the  last  weary  half 
hour  of  instruction  at  the  day*s  end 
and  the  name  of  a  separate  school. 
I  am  carrying  out  now  strictly  the 
argument  of  the  ex-<Miuister  of  the 
Interior,  acquiesced  in  by  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  government  who  have  spoken  ; 
and  no  one  who  has  not  spoken  has  deemed 
it  necessary  to  rise  and  express  his  dissent 
from  that  argument.  If  his  argument  is 
correct  and  his  facts  are  right — and  they 
:irc  assented  to  by  the  members  opposite — 
what,  may  I  ask  the  member  for  Labelle. 


does  the  Northwest  Bill  provide  at  present, 
under  those  ordinances,  that  ore  put  into 
the  constitution,  and  that  are  to  become  the 
measure  and  standard  for  all  time  to 
come  ?  Listen  to  what  Archbishop  Tache 
says  : 

Nothing  essential  now  distinguishes  the 
Catholic  schools  from  the  Protestant  schools 
but  the  designation,  now  Ironical,  of  separate 
schools. 

There  is  the  church  authority.  Judge 
Rouleau  says  : 

If  separate  schools  exist  now  In  name,  they 
do  not  exist  in  fact. 

There  is  the  legal  side  of  it. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Is  that  In  Manitoba? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No,  that  is  in  the  North- 
west. We  have  those  two,  the  one  repre- 
senting—shall I  mention  the  word  ? — the 
hierarchy.  I  do  not  think  hierarchy  is  an 
objectionable  name  ;  I  think  it  is  an  honour- 
able name,  and  I  am  quite  sure  it  is  an 
honoured  name,  and  I  venture  to  use  it, 
and  to  use  it  in  that  sense.  The  one  the 
representative  of  the  hierarchy,  the  other 
the  representative  of  the  bench,  both  of 
them  strong  Catholics,  both  speaking  the 
French  language,  and  both  on  the  spot  and 
able  to  speak  from  knowledge,  thus  ex- 
press themselves.  Now,  may  I  ask  the 
member  for  Labelle,  if  he  is  absolutely  con- 
vinced of  his  theory  and  if  he  drives  it  to 
its  logical  conclusion,  why  did  he  sit  still 
and  not  open  his  lips  when  the  malign  in- 
fluence of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  and 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  was  dragging 
cut  of  the  Bill  clause  16,  No.  1,  which  gave 
to  the  Northwest  minority  that  which  they 
demand,  and.  which  was  conclusively  de- 
manded by  the  argument  of  the  member  for 
Labelle  ?  Must  we  again  and  again  come  to 
the  conclusion,  that  with  the  member  for 
I.abelle  it  is  the  same  as'  with  the  member 
for-  Brandon — they  are  both  strong  in  the 
enunciation  of  their  principles,  but  both 
very  lax  in  carrying  them  out.  On  prin- 
ciple I  am  with  Borden,  but  when  it 
comes  •  to  a  vote,  I  am  with  Laurier— 
that  is  the  cynical  and  outspoken  declar- 
ation of  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior. 

Now,  let  me  come  back  to  the  Manitoba 
case.  I  was  finishing  that  by  saying  that 
section  93  has  two  parts,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  cannot  get  out  of  the  obligation  of 
the  constitution  by  quoting  only  one  part, 
iu  which  he  is  relieved  by  a  judgment  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  ignoring  the  other 
part,  in  which  he  is  absolutely  bound  by 
the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council  in  so 
far  as  having  a  clear  case  for  the  action  of 
this  body  under  its  jurisdiction.  So  much 
with  reference  to  that. 

One  other  point  might  be  brought  up. 
The  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  speaking 
of  the  Manitoba  question  in  1896,  said  from 
bis  place  iu  the  House  the  other  day  : 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3379 


COMMONS 


3380 


The  member  (or  North  Toronto  and  the  cabl-  1  in  separate  schools,  yet  I  argue  this  out 
net  to  which  he  belonged  endeavoured  to  put  on  the  constitution.  His  statement,  Is  In 
back  on  Manitoba  a  useless  and  Inefficient  and  j  so  m&ny  WOrds,  that  the  constitution  binds 
expensive  system  of  education.  ,  ,)8  conipelg  U8>  to  give  t0  the  minority  In 

1  deny  It.  All  that  we  proposed  to  do  ■  these  provinces  that  we  are  forming  In  the 
was  to  embody  the  principle  of  remedial  i  Northwest  the  same  rights  that  are  given 
legislation  to  the  largest  extent  to  which  it  under  the  constitution  to  Quebec  and  Onta- 
could  be  embodied  ;  but  never  with  the  idea  r|0  minorities.  That  is  his  exact  state- 
that  we  should  make  permanent  there  a  sys-  ment ;  it  Is  In  the  unrevised  '  Han- 
tem  of  schools  which  should  not  be  up-to-  sard';  it  is  in  the  revised  'Hansard"; 
date,  well  inspected,  well  grounded  and  well  it  has  been  quoted  before  ;  it  has  not 
carried  out.  We  were  not  advocates  of  an  i,een  denied ;  he  will  not  deny  it. 
inefficient  school,  neither  do  I  think  that  well,'  Sir,  I  do  not  commend  that  version 
the  gentlemen  who  represented  the  cause  of  ;  0f  the  compact  of  confederation  to  this 
Manitoba  were  advocates  of  that  kind  of  -  a  ,  House,  and  I  do  ask  the  House  and  the 
school.  No,  It  was  not  that.  '  But,'  said ;  country  to  look  into  that  for  a  little.  So 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  '  when  the  1  nnich  has  been  said  about  toleration  in  Que- 
commissloners  came  from  Sir  Charles  Tup-  i,ec>  so  much  has  been  said  about  the  bind- 
per's  government,  we  offered  them  a  com- ,  jng  power  of  the  constitution,  that,  if  my 
promise,  which  they  refused  to  accept.'  ,  non-  friends  opposite  will  allow  me,  I  want 
'After  the  1896  elections  were  over,'  he  ad-  to  reason  that  out  with  them  for  a  moment, 
ded,  '  we  offered  to  the  Laurler  government,  i  do  it  in  the  broadest  and  kindest  spirit, 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  government,  the  \ ou  say  you  are  tolerant  to  the  Pro- 
very  same  compromise,  ipslssima  verba '— 1  lesbmt  minority  in  Quebec.  I  am  glad 
the  very  words  he  used — '  and  they  accept-  to  hear  it.  I  am  not  going  to  stand  here 
ed  it.'  What  does  the  First  Minister  say  ?  and  deny  it.  But,  when  you  say  that 
When  fresh  from  that  settlement,  of  which  TOll  are  tolerant  to  the  minority,  I  ask 
there  was  no  written  but  only  a  verbal  |  V0Ui  ought  not  you  so  to  be?  They  are  your 
record,  he  went  down  to  the  city  of  Montreal,  iellow-eitlzens.  They  are  not  your  wards  ; 
and,  standing  up  amongst  his  own  people ,  they  contribute  to  your  finances  ;  they  build 
there,  he  said  :  ,  up  your  country  ;  they  live  side  by  side 

Yet  after  we  have  accepted  from  the  provin-  j  with  your  families  ;  the  weal  or  woe  of  the 
clal  government  of  Manitoba  much  more  than  !  province  of  Quebec  must  be  shared  equally 
the  commissioners  of  the  late  government  by  them  and  you.  Ought  you  not  to  be 
asked  last  spring,  we  are  now  to  be  denounced  tolerant  toward  them  ?  But,  will  the  hon. 
none  the  less  in  the  name  of  religion  as  traitors  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  allow 
to  our  race  and  religion.  ,  me  one  word  to  show  why  he  should  be  a 

There  was  the  statement  made  by  the  ex- 1  little  self-contained  when  he  makes  this 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  here  Is  the '  the  plea  for  any  extraordinary  toleration 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  for  those  of  his  own  faith  and  race 
himself.  Which  is  true,  which  Is  correct  ?  in  other  provinces.  Here  is  a  Pro- 
— the  prime  actor  in  the  one  case,  with  testant  child  in  Quebec.  He  goes  one  moru- 
his  memory  fresh,  with  all  the  scars  ing  to  what  is  called  the  Quebec  school.  You 
and  all  the  laurels  from  the  conflict  i  may  call  these  your  national  schools  if  you 
still  fresh  upon  him,  and  the  Prime  Mln-  like.:  but  am  I  wrong  in  saying  that,  from 
ister  of  this  country,  who  could  not  have  the  time  that  child  enters  the  school  at  nine 
gone  through  those  negotiations  and  that  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  he  leaves  it  at 
contest  of  1S06  without  having  his  memory  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon."  he  is  under 
also  fresh  with  reference  to  what  had  hap- 1  the  direct,  impressive,  constant,  inculcatory 
pened.  There  is  what  the  Prime  Minister  spirit  and  teaching  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
says  in  December,  1896 ;  here  Is  what  the  church  V  I  am  not  mistating  the  facts  in 
Minister  of  the  Interior  says  in  March,  that.  For,  the  hon.  member  for  I^tbelle, 
1005  ;  which  is  correct  ?  Did  the  theory  speaking  on  behalf  of  his  people,  says  :  We 
that  was  put  forth  by  the  Solicitor  General  believe  we  cannot  properly  exercise  our  re- 
exercise  its  malign  influence  then,  and  did  j  ligion  unless  we  have  the  right  to  teach  our 
a  responsible  government  in  Manitoba,  with  \  children  our  religion  as  and  when  we  please, 
important  interests  and  grave  issues  at  stake  So.  does  it  not  come  to  this,  in  all  reason- 
deliberately  make  up  its  mind  that  it  would  that  your  schools  in  Quebec  are  not  na- 
not  give  to  a  Tory  government  what  It  tionn)  schools;  they  are  Roman  Catholic 
was  prepared  to  give  to  a  Liberal  govern-  schools  ?  The  Influence  of  the  church,  in 
ment  ?  j  the  books,  in  the  teachers,  in  the  adornments 

Now,  Sir,  look  again  at  what  takes  place,  in  the  positive  doRmatic  teaching  Is  there 
The  Prime  Minister  comes  down  and  makes  i  from  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  four 
his  argument  absolutely  on  the  constltu-  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  And  the  Protes- 
tional  phase  of  the  question.  He  disclaims  taut  hoy  has  no  other  school  to  go  to,  un- 
the  breeding  of  strife,  the  letting  loose  of  less  -on  make  provision  for  him.  Is  It  ex- 
the  demon  of  discord  in  this  great  parlia- 1  traordinary  toleration  that,  having  no  na- 
ment  where  different  races  and  religions  are  lionnl  schools,  no  schools  that  are  nndog- 
represented.  He  says:  Though  i  believe  .  mafic  and  unsectarian.  if  there  is  a  Pro- 
Mr.  FOSTER. 
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testant  minority  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
you  are  bound,  to  make  provision  for  the 
Protestant — who  is  just  as  bonest  in  allegi- 
ance to  his  creed  and  maintenance  of  bis 
religious  belief  as  is  tbe  Catholic— to  give  to 
him  a  place  where  he  will  not  be  constantly 
under  the  watchful  and  persuasive  power 
and  teaching  of  the  Catholic  Church.  I  am 
not  going  outside  of  the  record  in  saying 
that.  When  you  talk  of  toleration,  1  want 
you  to  think  of  that.  And,  now  take  the 
other  case.  Here  is  a  Protestant  child  in 
Ontario.  He  goes  to  the  public  school.  From 
the  time  he  enters  the  school  at  nine  o'clock 
in  the  morning  until  he  goes  out  of  it  at 
four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  there  is  no 
vestige  of  denominational  or  clerical  teach- 
ing —  influence.  The  Catholic  child  comes 
from  the  bosom  of  a  Catholic  family  and 
returns  to  the  bosom  of  that  family  at  night 
absolutely  unassailed  and  uninfluenced  by 
any  dogma  denominational  or  clerical  which 
is  against  his  belief  or  against  the 
course  of  his  religious  training.  That  is 
to  say,  in  Ontario  there  are  national  schools. 
Now,  the  only  ground  you  have  to  stand 
upon  in  objecting  to  this  system  in  Ontario, 
if  that  it  is  the  very  absence  of  dogmatical 
teaching  that  you  object  to.  Then,  if  you 
object  to  that,  but  not  to  any  direct 
teaching  or  persuasion,  that  is  the  limit  of 
your  plea.  But  you  cannot  say  that  the 
Catholic  child  is  under  perverting  influence. 
In  the  province  of  Quebec  it  is  absolutely 
different  from  what  it  is  in  Ontario  ;  do  you 
not  see  that  ?— and  consequently  you  must 
not  stretch  this  claim  of  your  toleration  too 
far. 

Mr.  BOURASXA.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man allow  me  a  word  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Certainly. 

Mr.  BOX'RASSA.  I  would  like  to  impress 
upon  the  hon.  gentleman's  (Mr.  Foster's)  mind 
the  point  of  view  we  take  ;— we  say  that  it 
is  as  unjust  to  compel  a  Catholic  child  to 
go  to  a  non-sectariau  school  as  it  is  to  com- 
pel a  Protestant  child  to  go  to  a  Catholic 
school.  And  that  has  been  acknowledged 
by  tbe  highest  Trotestant  authorities  in 
England. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  dissent  from  the 
hon.  gentleman's  (Mr.  Bourassa's)  state- 
ment of  the  Catholic  position.  But  what  I 
answer  is  this  :  Is  It  as  unjust  to  have  a  child 
forced  by  necessity,  or  by  environment,  to 
go  to  a  national  school  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  where  he  is  not  perverted,  as  it 
would  be  if  these  national  schools  taught 
Methodism  or  Presbyterianism  from  morn- 
ing until  night  and  perverted  your  child  1 
We  must  take  all  these  things  into  the  con- 
sideration. 

Xow,  we  go  back  to  the  compact.  And 
I  may  say  that  whatever  may  be  the  simi- 
larity of  words,  I  see  a  difference  between 
the  compact  of  confederation  and  the  Brit- 
ish North  America  Act.  By  whom  was  the 
ins 

REVISED 


compact  made,  and  where  1  The  compact 
was  made  In  1864  by  the  representatives 
of  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia,  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  These 
representatives  met  together  to  form 
a  confederation.  They  made  what  we 
call  the  constitution.  In  that  consti- 
tution you  ,flnd  two  divisions  of  powers. 
One  division  puts  certain  things  ex- 
clusively under  the  control  of  the  pro- 
\  ince,  and  the  other  puts  certain  things 
exclusively  under  the  control  of  the  Domi- 
nion. Now,  read  these  over,  and  do  you 
find  anything  in  the  list  of  powers  given 
to  the  exclusive  control  of  the  Dominion 
which  has  the  remotest  relation  to  or  con- 
nection with  education  1  You  cannot  find 
it.  What  was  the  dominant  idea  in  the  minds 
of  all  the  representatives  ?  The  dominant 
Idea  was  that  education  was  a  local  con- 
cern, and  the  Dominion  must  keep  Its 
hands  off. 

And  that  was  Mr.  Oliver  Mowat's  original 
resolution,  what  was  afterwards  added  was 
only  an  incident.  Do  not  let  us  confuse  the 
incidental  with  the  essential.  One  is  the 
powers  themselves.  The  other  comes  from 
an  after  thought,  viz:  Granting  those  pow- 
ers, can  they  be  used  to  prejudice  the  rights 
of  the  minority?  If  so,  let  us  put  on  a  check. 
That  is  the  incidental,  but  the  other  is 
(lie  essential.  Now  the  essential  thing 
is  that  the  province  should  have  exclusive 
control  of  its  education.  But  those  wise 
men  sitting  there  in  Quebec  city  said  :  Here 
is  Ontario  and  here  is  Quebec  •  we  have 
separate  schools  for  Catholics  in  Ontario 
and  for  Protestants  in  Quebec,  and  a  sug- 
gestion was  made  by  Mr.  McGeo  to  this 
effect :  Yes,  we  will  give  the  exclusive  pow- 
er, but  we  will  add  this  rider  to  It,  '  save 
and  except  the  minority  rights  of  the  two 
Canadas.'  That  is  all  that  wras  done  at 
Quebec.  That  is  all  to  the  very  letter,  and 
that  was  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  There  were 
present  representatives  from  the  mari- 
time provinces  and  also  the  repre- 
sentatives from  the  two  provinces  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  That  was  their 
compact,  and  that  was  all  of  it.  But  this 
gave  no  right  for  anybody  to  say  that,  be- 
cause they  saved  by  that  compact  the 
rights  of  the  minorities  in  those  two  pro- 
vinces, when  forty  or  fifty  years  later  you 
make  provinces  out  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, you  are  obliged  on  account  of  that 
compact,  to  establish  separate  schools  for 
the  minorities  in  those  provinces.  Not  in 
the  least.  This  compact  in  order  to  become 
law  went  to  London.  The  Protestant  min- 
ority, voiced  by  Mr.  Gait,  said  :  That  com- 
pact does  not  suit  the  Protestants  in  Quebec; 
we  are  peculiarly  situated  ;  we  have  been 
trying  to  get  certain  amendments  to  our 
Act  to  better  protect  us  ;  these  have  been 
promised  us.  but  you  have  not  been  able 
to  carry  them  out  ;  now  we  cannot 
willingly  go  into  confederation  unless  we 
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get  those.  In  the  last  analysis,  it  came  to 
this:  The  Protestant  minority  could  not  get 
the  legislation  until  after  confederation. 
Then  Mr.  Gait  said  at  London  :  Very  well, 
then  we  must  make  that  promise  binding  by 
the  constitution  ;  we  must  add  that  other 
clause  that  not  only  if  at  the  time  of  con- 
federation separate  schools  exist  but  if  legis- 
lation is  had  after  confederation  giving 
separate  school  privileges  and  then  that 
these  should  be  taken  away,  and  the  rights 
of  the  minority  thereby  be  prejudiced,  there 
will  be  an  appeal  to  the  sovereign  power,  the 
parliament  of  the  colonies.  That  is  the  his- 
tory of  it  and  the  whole  history  of  it.  You 
may  search  the  whole  history  of  it  from 
first  to  last  and  that  is  a  fair  statement  of 
the  case.  For  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia,  not  by  compact,  but  in  London,  was 
this  united  Upper*  and  Lower  Canada  saving 
clause  extended  into  a  saving  clause  which 
applied  to  all  the  provinces  at  the  time  of 
the  union.  It  was  generalized.  It  was  the 
compact  principle  extended  to  the  other  pro- 
vinces. That  is  the  Confederation  Act. 
When  you  come  to  the  British  North  Ameri- 
ca Act,  you  cau  get  all  there  is  in  that  Act 
and  you  have  a  right  to  get  it.  But  I  say 
to  the  right  bon.  gentleman  who  contends 
that  he  is  bound  by  the  Confederation  Act 
to  give  to  these  Northwest  provinces  the 
same  rights  that  are  possessed  by  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  that  he  has  pushed  the  con- 
tract beyond  Its  absolute  and  reasonable 
meaning,  and  in  the  opinion  of  lawyers 
equally  as  good  as  himself  he  has  no  war- 
rant for  saying  that  he  is  compelled  by  the 
British  North  America  Act  to  place  into  the 
constitution  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
such  a  principle  as  he  proposes  to  embalm 
in  that  constitution. 

One  point  more  with  reference  to  the 
Manitoba  case.  I  have  said  that  the  Catho- 
lic or  any  minority  in  this  Dominion  never 
had  a  case  so  clear  for  remedial  legislation 
as  bad  the  Manitoba  minority  in  1896.  All 
the  legal  difficulties  were  out  of  the  way, 
all  the  decisions  were  given,  and  the  path 
was  absolutely  clear  between  that  minority 
with  its  grievance  and  the  power  which 
had  jurisdiction  to  remedy  It,  namely,  this 
parliament.  But  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
threw  himself  across  the  way  and  prevented 
it  ;  and  if  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr. 
Bourassa)  complains  that  the  Manitoba 
minority  is  suffering  from  injustice  to- 
day, it  is  because  his  leader  threw  him- 
self across  the  path  of  the  Remedial  Bill 
and  prevented  its  enactment.  More  has 
happened  since  that.  I  regret  in  no  single 
jot  or  tittle  my  act  in  1896.  Under  similar 
circumstances,  I  would  do  the  same  thing, 
but  I  do  not  at  all  say  that  I  will  ever  do 
the  same  thing  under  the  circumstances 
that  may  arise  after  this.  Why  ?  Be- 
cause there  is  a  power  which  after  all  is 
mightier  than  the  constitution.  We  in- 
voked the  constitution  in  1896.  We  tried 
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to  give  it  its  full  force  in  a  clear  case 
and  we  were  prevented  by  the  leader  of 
a  great  party.  After  we  were  prevented, 
that  leader  and  his  party  went  to  the  peo- 
ple in  1896,  1900  and  1904,  and  the  people 
declared  that  they  did  not  want  remedial 
legislation.  In  the  interests  of  the  41  pe*r 
cent  which  has  been  talked  about  in  this 
House,  in  the  interests  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  which  was  specially  interested,  we 
on  this  side  tried  to  get  for  the  minority 
their  rights  in  the  only  way  we  possibly 
could  under  the  constitution.  We  were  pre- 
vented from  doing  it  by  the  Liberal  party, 
and  during  three  successive  elections  the 
Liberal  party  have  endorsed  the  conten- 
tion that  no  hands  be  laid  on  any  province 
even  though  it  deprives  the  minority  of  that 
province  of  the  rights  guaranteed  it  under 
the  constitution.  And  I  make  bold  to  say 
that  as  long  as  grass  grows  'and  water  runs, 
I  shall  not  feel  disposed  to  contravene  that 
will  three  times  expressed  by  the  people  of 
this  country.  Aye,  Mr.  Speaker,  three  times 
expressed,  and  expressed  especially  by  that 
very  41  per  cent  we  hear  so  much  about, 
and  in  the  province  where  it  is  strong  set 
To  the  man  who  says  that  this  agitation  is 
on  to-day  simply  because  we  are  opposed  to 
a  French  premier — to  the  gentleman  from 
Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  I  have  no  answer  to 
make.  A  statement  of  the  case  is  quite  suf- 
ficient. To  the  same  gentleman  who  said  in 
another  part  of  his  speech  that  this  is  on 
because  it  is  a  party  agitation,  I  have  no 
answer  to  make.  His  statement  answers 
Itself.  We  read  the  newspapers,  we  scan  the 
petitions,  we  know  what  is  going  on  in  this 
country,  and  If  this  is  a  party  agitation 
very  suddenly  the  Tory  party  must  have 
greatly  enlarged  its  sphere.  Sir,  I  want 
to  state  one  other  thing.  Whatever  may 
have  been  said  in  1896,  I  approached  that 
question,  and  the  government  of  which  I 
was  a  member  approached  it,  against  the 
wishes  of  many  of  our  best  friends,  not 
because  we  thought  we  had  a  political 
cinch  in  prospect,  not  at  all  ;  but  knowing 
that  in  all  probability  we  were  going  down 
to  our  political  death,  and  doing  It  because 
we  thought  we  were  under  a  constitutional 
obligation. 

Now,  Sir,  I  had  Intended  to  address  an 
argument  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
but  that  hon.  gentleman  Is  not  present : 
perhaps  it  will  be  better  to  keep  it  for 
another  time.  But  there  is  one  point  I  can- 
not afford  to  let  pass,  because  it  Is  a  point 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  as  well  as 
by  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior.  It  used 
to  be  good  doctrine,  good  constitutional  doc- 
trine, It  Is  yet — it  used  to  be  good  Liberal 
doctrine,  I  don't  know  that  It  is  now — but 
it  used  to  be,  formerly  they  coincided, — that 
if  there  was  a  member  of  the  government 
who,  on  a  grave  question  of  principle,  did 
not  agree  with  his  party  on  a  measure  In- 
volving that  principle,  he  had  no  other  hon- 
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ourable  course  than  to  go  out  from  the  gov- 
ernment and  voice  his  opposition  to  that 
measure.  Is  that  a  good  Liberal  principle 
to-day  ?  Is  it,  or  is  it  not  ?  That  is  the 
only  raison  d'etre  that  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  had.  He  has  not  abjured  his  prin- 
ciples, he  keeps  them  still.  He  declares  that 
it  is  with  reluctance  that  he  will  vote  for 
the  measure.  He  says,  "  section  1  is  an  in- 
terference, and  he  wishes  it  were  not  there  ; 
but  on  one  consideration  he  will  vote  for 
that  interference.  Why  ?  Because  it  is  sup- 
plemented by  a  subsection  which  declares 
that  money  shall  be  put  behind  the  inter- 
ference to  make  it  effective.  There  is  con- 
sistency for  you.  He  hates  the  plague,  he 
says  it  destroys  the  family,  It  decimates 
society,  but  if  only  you  support  it  by  a 
money  vote  by  which  you  can  scatter  the 
plague  far  and  wide,  then  he  welcomes  it 
That  is  the  argument,  that  Is  the  reason- 
ing of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  if  he 
has  any  left  at  all.  He  declares  that  his 
principles  are  not  abjured,  but  he  straight- 
way repudiates  them  by  his  vote.  The  man 
who  cried  for  freedom  from  slavery,  cried 
it  from  1890  to  1896,  through  all  the  conces- 
sions and  counties  of  the  west,  and  of 
Ontario,  cried  for  unshackled  limbs  in  the 
provinces,  comes  in  to-day,  and  while  declar- 
ing that  he  has  not  abjured  his  principles 
iu  the  least,  he  votes  to  do  what  he  declares 
himself  shackles  and  creates  an  Interference 
with  the  free  life  of  two  great  provinces  in 
the  west,  enduring  and  irrevocable.  Time 
was  when  a  man  who  held  a  principle 
as  strong  as  that  on  so  grave  an 
issue,  would  not  have  dared  to  stand 
before  the  public  an  Instant  after  hav- 
ing gone  back  upon  his  principles.  Why 
does  he  do  It  ?  Why  ?  I  am  not  going  to 
search  for  any  reasons  at  all,  I  am  going  to 
give  the  'reason  that  he  gives — the  King's 
government  must  go  on.  The  Finance  Min- 
ister says,  the  King's  government  must  go 
on.  Do  they  not  mean  in  their  heart  of 
hearts  that  the  Liberal  government  must 
go  on  ?  It  is  the  Liberal  government  which 
must  go  on,  and  principle,  consistency,  con- 
stitution, everything  must  be  sacrificed,  but 
the  King's— to  wit,  the  Liberal— government 
must  go  on.  The  Minister  of  Finance  used 
it  as  a  threat— I  never  beard  a  more  un- 
worthy argument  in  this  House,  and  hope 
never  to  hear  such  an  argument  again.  If 
that  principle  and  that  method  is  adopted 
what  government  can  be  pure  and  well  con- 
ducted ;  for  never,  If  not  In  this  case,  will 
men  go  out  because  they  do  not  agree  in 
principle  with  the  legislation  which  is  pro- 
posed. Vet  the  King's  government  must  go 
on,  that  is  to  say,  the  party  must  be  kept  In 
power,  principle  and  constitution  may  be 
thrown  to  the  winds. 

But  the  Minister   of   the   Interior  has 
wonderful  knowledge  from  his  acquaintance 
on  the  street.  He  has  been  too  much  on  the 
street.  Too  close  a  connection  with  the  man 
108} 


on  the  street  is  apt  to  becloud  the  moral 
sense,  is  apt  to  throw  a  pall  over  principle, 
it  is  not  conducive  to  the  highest  and  clearest 
thought  What  is  his  argument  ?  The  con- 
stitution orders  this,  says  the  right  hon.  pre- 
mier. The  constitution  does  not  compel  it, 
says  the  leader  of ,  the  opposition.  So  the 
ex-Minlster  of  the  Interior  says  that  the 
man  on  the  street  gets  confused.  He  hears 
both  say  that  they  are  correct  sees  both 
stand  on  the  same  rock.  The  man  on  the 
street  says,  he  cannot  understand  the  con- 
stitution, but  wants  to  know  what  you  are 
going  to  enact.  But  there  are  men  on  the 
street  and  men  on  the  street.  I  can  con- 
ceive of  a  man  on  the  street  who  cultivates 
a  very  valuable  farm  out  in  Carleton  county. 
I  go  to  him  and  say  :  My  good  friend,  you 
think  you  own  that  farm. — Yes. — Well,  I 
think  I  own  it.  Let  us  sit  down  now  and 
let  us  discuss  what  is  the  best  method  of 
cultivating  that  farm.  What  does  the  man 
on  the  street  say  to  me  ?  The  first  thing 
lie  says  is,  Sir,  don't  you  think  I  had  better 
know  first  how  the  title  reads  ?  If  the  title 
in  in  me,  I  wil  take  your  advice,  but  I  will 
not  take  your  domination  ;  If  the  title  is  in 
you,  I  may  give  you  advice,  but  I  will  not 
try  to  dominate  you.  My  first  duty  is  to  as- 
certain the  title  of  the  property.  I  will  dis- 
cuss the  details  of  the  business  afterwards. 

So  there  are  men  on  the  street  and  men  on 
the  street,  and  it  is  not  the  better  class  of 
men  on  the  street  from  whom  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  has  received  his  Inspiration. 
Forty-one  per  cent  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  the  Minister  of  Finance  says,  bids 
us  put  this  article  into  the  constitution. 
Forty-one  per  cent  of  this  country  in  1896 
seemed  to  be  up  in  arms  against  remedial 
legislation  In  the  province  of  Manitoba. 
What  right  has  the  Minister  of  Finance  to 
say  that  forty-one  per  cent  of  the  people  of 
this  country  demand  it  ?  But  does  he  pay 
a  compliment  to  the  forty-one  per  cent  of 
the  intelligent,  educated,  law-abiding,  pat- 
riotic Catholics  in  this  country,  if,  when  a 
question  comes  up  and  has  been  fought  out 
in  the  high  court  of  parliament  and  the 
majority  is  against  them,  he  makes  them 
say  that  they  will  make  government  Impos- 
sible in  this  country 

What  Catholic  says  that  ?  No  intelli- 
gent patriotic  Catholic  says  it.  Every 
patriotic  and  intelligent  Catholic  throws 
that  back  in  the  teeth  both  of  the  hon.  ex- 
Minlster  of  the  Interior  and  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Finance  and  that  when  they  want 
an  excuse  for  going  back  on  their  principles 
and  their  records  they  should  get  a  better 
excuse  than  to  say  that  41  per  cent  of  the 
citizens  of  this  country,  if  they  cannot  get 
what  they  want  will  cause  anarchy  and 
revolution.  The  Minister  of  Finance  ven- 
tured something  else,  and  I  commend  it  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle.  He  said  :  Oh 
yes,  we  can  afford  to  be  tolerant ;  we  must 
recollect  that  41  per  cent  of  the  people  are 
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Catholics.  They  have  some  rights  and  we 
must  not  be  too  hard  hearted.  Let  the 
constitution  go  :  let  us  be  tolerant ;  give 
them  a  large  and  tolerant  measure,  and 
what  is  the  measure  ?  All  they  get  up 
there  is  their  half-hour  of  the  spent  day  ; 
all  they  get  up  there  is  a  decrease  In  their 
separate  schools  instead  of  an  Increase. 
Oh.  the  generosity,  the  lofty,  wide  tolera- 
tion of  the  Finance  Minister  !  I  did  not 
blame  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  at  all 
yesterday  when  he  put  that  little  quiet 
spoke  in  his  wheel  and  said  :  Oh  yes,  Mr. 
Finance  Minister  you  are  quite  tolerant 
down  there  but  you  were  not  always  so. 
You  are  so  now  because  there  is  a  very  res- 
pectable number  of  Catholic  votes  in  your 
province.  What  more  right  has  this  parlia- 
ment to  put  separate  schools  under  the  con- 
stitution in  these  two  great  provinces 
out  there  in  the  interest  of  the  minority 
than  it  has  to  bid  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  or  the  province  of  New  Brunswick 
or  the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
to  give  separate  schools  to  the  Roman 
<  'atholic  minority  of  those  provinces  ? 
When  you  come  down  to  the  essence  of  the 
thing  and  leave  forms  aside  what  more 
right  has  parliament  to  do  it  in  -one  case 
than  in  the  other  ?  Would  even  the  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  Introduce  a  proposition 
looking  to  an  interference  with  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island  or 
New  Brunswick,  or  to  force  them  to  give  a 
legal  separate  school  system  to  the  min- 
ority ?  No.  and  why  not  ?  It  is  more 
manly.  Sir,  to  attack  a  full  fledged  province 
able  to  defend  itself  and  say  to  it :  We 
will  make  you  respect  law  and  justice  ;  we 
will  make  you  respect  the  rights  of  the  min- 
ority and  we  will  put  a  law  in  force  in  your 
province  which  will  compel  you  to  do  it 
under  pains  and  penalties.  You  have  a  man 
to  fight  then.  It  is  a  fair  battle,  but  in  this 
case  you  take  the  child,  your  own  ward, 
the  infant  In  your  arms  growing  up  to  his 
maturity  who  will  by  and  by  attain  a  mighty 
estate,  with  powerful,  untold  possibilities 
stretching  out  into  the  endless  future  and 
while  he  is  a  child  in  your  lap  you  bind 
his  limbs  with  an  irrevocable  bond,  so  that 
however  strong  he  may  grow  he  never  can 
get  rid  of  the  bond  or  the  badge  that 
marks  him  as  inferior.  The  plea  for 
toleration  is  a  good  one,  the  argument 
for  separate  schools,  as  strong  as  it  can  be 
made,  may  be  a  good  one,  but  you  are 
in  the  wrong  court  when  you  come  here. 
That  is  the  only  mistake.  How  did  you  get 
your  separate  school  privileges  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Nova  Scotia  ?  Not  by  the  hard 
letter  of  the  law.  It  was  the  good,  toler- 
ant sense  of  the  majority  which  gave  you 
there  all  you  asked.  How  did  you  get  your 
privileges  in  the  province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick ?  New  Brunswick  fought  the  min- 
ority, fought  it  out  in  the  province,  went 
to  the  elections  on  it.  fought  it  out  in  the 
courts,  made  no  change  in  jot  or  tittle, 
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but  when  it  had  ascertained  and  maintain- 
ed its  full  rights  the  majority  turned 
around  and  said  to  their  brethren  that  lived 
in  their  midst :  We  are  not  so  intolerant 
as  you  thought,  we  give  you  those  privi- 
leges and  to-day,  in  the  city  of  St  John  and 
in  every  portion  of  New  Brunswick,  you 
have  practically  better  separate  schools 
than  you  will  have  in  the  Northwest.  Why 
cannot  you  trust  the  Northwest  ? 

Mr.  BOURASSA.    Not  the  same  kind. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  the  same  kind?  I  do 
not  respect  very  much  that  judgment, 
which,  standing  on  the  small  pivot  of  the 
present,  cannot  look  out  into  the  future  with 
its  progress,  its  advancement,  its  increasing 
light  and  knowledge  and  its  ever  growing 
generosity  and  tolerance  and  be  broad 
enough  to  say  :  Men  will  be  men  when  I 
am  dead  and  gone,  with  the  same  generous 
impulses  in  their  hearts  as  those  which  they 
have  to-day.  Men  will  treat  their  brethren 
as  brethren  then  as  they  treat  them  now. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  carried 
to  its  full  extent  is  an  argument  for  tyranny, 
and  a  bondage  complete  and  enduring. 

Now,  let  me  reason  for  a  moment  with 
my  friends.  You  say  :  We  want  a  separ- 
ate school  system  ;  we  believe  in  it  Will 
you  look  for  a  moment  at  the  Protestant 
view  ?  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  able 
to  speak  for  all  Protestantism  or  not,  but  I 
think  I  can  fairly  and  reasonably  outline 
the  view  of  that  Protestantism  which  stands 
behind  the  national  schools.  What  it  it?  That 
the  schools  shall  be  national,  shall  be  free, 
shall  be  non-sectarian,  busying  themselves 
with  education  alone,  not  leaving  out  educa- 
tion in  morals  and  on  the  general  lines'  of 
right  and  religious  conduct  but  absolutely 
free  from  all  sectarianism. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  That  is  the  American 
system. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  not  the  American 
system  alone,  it  is  the  Canadian  system  in 
every  province  except  Quebec.  Where 
did  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government 
get  his  information  when  he  stated  in  par- 
liament here  the  other  day  that  in  the 
schools  of  Canada  religion  and  reli- 
gious dogmas  were  taught  from  morning 
till  night  ?  Has  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
ever  looked  into  our  school  systems  ?  Go 
to  the  province  of  Ontario,  go  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba,  go  to  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick,  go  to  all  of  them  and  that  is 
absolutely  the  wrong  explanation  and  the 
wrong  interpretation.  These  schools  are 
free,  non-sectarian  and  consequently  nation- 
al. They  do  not  allow  dogma  to  be  taught 
whether  it  is  dogma  of  the  Methodist  the 
Presbyterian,  the  Anglican  or  the  Roman 
Catholic.  All  are  treated  alike.  Is  there 
no  reasonableness  in  the  proposition,  that 
if  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
country  feel  that  the  best  kind  of  a 
system  is    such   a    system  as  that  so 
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long  as  it  in  no  way  offends  againet  the 
religious  belief,  the  teachings  and  the  dog- 
ma of  any  class  or  creed,  it  shall  be  a  na- 
tional system  to  which  we  shall  all  contri- 
bute ?  In  that  way  they  declare  that  the 
children  meet  together  and  that  there  are 
no  distinctions  between  them.  In  their 
sports,  in  their  studies,  in  their  social  growth 
they  mingle  and  commingle,  they  learn  to 
know  each  other,  they  grow  up  with  a  com- 
mon bond  and  a  common  interest  in  their 
country  and  the  affairs  of  their  country. 
That  is  their  view.  It  may  be  wrong  or  it 
may  be  right.  Then  they  say  that  by  that 
system  we  avoid  the  divisions  into  separate 
districts  with  their  consequent  inefficiency, 
and  increased  cost.  Therefore,  they  say, 
we  have  a  more  efficient  system  and  we 
have  also  a  less  costly  system.  That  is 
their  point  of  view.  Let  manners  and 
morals,  let  the  bases  of  right  con- 
duct be  taught  in  the  schools,  let  those  be 
inculcated,  but  no  dogma  of  any  sect  Let 
each  class  teach  their  dogma  where  they 
please  ;  it  may  be  in  the  Sunday  school,  or 
in  the  church,  or  in  some  other  place,  but  If 
there  is  any  sect  Presbyterian,  Methodist, 
Church  of  England  or  Roman  Catholic 
which  wishes  to  teach  their  own  belief  and 
their  own  religion  in  any  institution  gov- 
erned by  themselves,  there  is  no  law  which 
forbids  them  to  do  it  in  this  country.  There 
is  no  prohibition.  These  are  in  broad  terms 
the  distinctive  characteristics  of  the  national 
school  system.  Suppose  the  Presbyterians 
were  to  say  :  We  want  dogmatic  teaching, 
the  answer  to  them  would  be  :  Provide  for 
it  as  best  you  may:  you  have  your  churches, 
you  have  your  Sunday  schools,  teach  reli- 
gion in  them  :  you  can  have  your  colleges 
and  your  seminaries  and  your  institutions 
which  are  entirely  under  your  religious  dom- 
ination, teach  religion  in  them.  And  the 
sa  me  answer  is  given  to  every  body,  Prot- 
estant sect,  Catholic  sect,  any  sect.  Where 
is  the  tyranny  in  that  ? 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man allow  me  to  Interrupt? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  The  very  agument 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  now  makes  was 
the  argument  presented  by  the  government 
of  Manitoba  on  the  second  appeal  in  the 
Barrett  case,  and  the  judgment  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  that  such  a  system  of  national 
schools  was  a  glaring  injustice  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Foster)  was  in  favour  of  passing  remedial 
legislation. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  advise  my  hon. 
friends  not  to  applaud  before  they  hear  the 
answer.  The  assumption  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Bourassa)  is  not  correct.  There 
were  other  circumstances  in  that  case,  and 
one  was  that  the  Manitoba  legislature  had 


given  rights  to  the  minority  under  their  full 
powers,  that  under  the  same  full  powers 
the  Manitoba  legislature  had  revoked  these 
rights,  and  it  was  on  account  of  the  pre- 
judicial effect  of  what  has  been  given  being 
taken  back  that  the  question  came  before 
the  federal  parliament  That  was  the  prin- 
cipal idea  that  came  into  the  case  and  upon 
which  the  decision  rested. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.    I  do  not  wish  to  In- 
terrupt my  hon.  friend- 
Mr.  FOSTER.    Go  on. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  simply  wish  to  say 
that  my  interruption  was  not  to  discuss  the 
legal  question,  but  with  the  object  of  refut- 
ing the  argument  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
made  that,  such  a  system  of  national  schools 
ought  to  be  satisfactory  to  Catholics. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  1  do  not  suppose  we  can 
see  eye  to  eye  about  that  but  as  I  wish  to 
finish  before  six  o'clock  I  hope  my  hon.- 
friend  (Mr.  Bourassa)  will  not  think  me  dis- 
courteous if  I  do  not  follow  the  point  fur- 
ther. For  the  few  moments  that  are  left  me 
I  wish  to  take  my  last  point  not  to  treat 
it  as  fully  as  it  deserves,  but  simply  to 
throw  out  a  few  thoughts  by  way  of  sug- 
gestion. I  want  to  ask  in  the  first  place 
why  there  should  be  any  attempt  to  inject 
into  the  constitution  of  these  new  provinces 
the  principle  of  separate  schools,  without 
authority  from  them,  against  the  disposi- 
tion and  against  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  so  far  as  we  can  Judge  ? 
Why  is  this  attempt  made  to  cripple 
these  great  provinces?  Each  of  the  other 
provinces,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  British  Columbia, 
Manitoba,  is  absolutely  free  and  sovereign 
in  so  far  as  such  legislation  is  concerned. 
Each  one  of  these  provinces  of  her  own  good 
will  may  enact  a  separate  school  system 
and  it  may  also  abrogate  that  law,  but  if  It 
does  abrogate  it  it  has  to  show  cause  before 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  parliament 
and  with  the  possible  consequence  of  re- 
medial legislation.  And  if  we  can  trust  all 
these  other  provinces  what  reason  In  the 
world  is  there  that  we  should  for  ever  tag 
with  a  badge  of  inferiority  these  two  great 
coming  provinces  of  the  Northwest?  When 
every  other  province  stands  clothed  in  the 
majesty  of  provincial  rights,  why  should  we 
single  out  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta,  and 
because  we  happen  to  be  the  guardian  of 
the  children  put  upon  them  for  ever  a  badge 
of  Inferiority  ?  Is  it  not  a  ^retrograde 
step  in  thought  and  in  practice  to  stand 
on  our  small  platform  of  1905  and  to  hold 
up  a  statute  of  limitations  for  ever  in  the 
face  of  two  provinces,  in  which,  as  the  cen- 
turies roll  on  changes  must  inevitably  come, 
systems  come  and  systems  go,  new  methods 
take  the  place  of  old.  But  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  stands  up  here  with  bis  small 
statute  of  limitation  and  he  declares  against 
the  whole  possible  progress  of  these  great 
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parts  of  Canada  with  their  coining  millions 
of  population,  and  their  conditions  in  years 
and  centuries  to  come,  as  diverse  from  this 
year  and  this  century  as  the  human  mind 
can  imagine.  It  Is  a  task  which  is  unwise  to 
essay  ;  it  Is  absolutely  Impossible  of  success- 
ful accomplishment.  The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man may  tag  on  this  badge  of  bondage;  he 
may  put  on  his  restrictions;  he  may  utter 
an  Irrevocable  decree  of  tutelage,  but  I 
tell  blm  that  against  the  free  thought  and 
free  will  of  these  two  provinces  with  their 
coming  millions  of  people,  bis  statute  of 
limitation  will  be  as  waste  paper  and  his 
chains  of  bondage  as  weak  as  thread  of 
fibre.  There  is  no  band  which  can  fashion 
the  chain  and  drive  the  rivet  that  will  en- 
compass and  restrict  these  young  giants  of 
the  Northwest  in  years  to  come.  You  may 
carry  your  project  through  and  the  Finance 
Minister  may  cry  peace,  peace,  but  the 
n'oment  it  is  carried  through  and  made  ir- 
revocable, that  moment  begins  against  It 
the  warfare  of  an  unwilling  people.  The 
feelings  of  free  men  that  their  right  to  free- 
dom has  been  outraged  and  denied  will  not 
long  lie  dormant.  Tolerant,  if  you  appeal 
to  his  love  of  tolerance,  the  free  man  will 
forswear  tolerance  if  you  attempt  to  force 
upon  him  by  superior  and  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent foreign  and  outside  force,  a  measure 
which  be  believes  restricts  his  freedom. 
Do  not  run  away  with  the  conclusion  that 
we  here  are  able  to  shackle  the  millions  of 
the  future  In  the  Northwest. 

What  answer  have  you  lu  face  of  the 
fact  that  every  other  province  has  this 
liberty,  and  has  treated  with  remarkable 
toleration  the  minority  within  its  bounda- 
ries—vaunted and  boasted  in  every  part  of 
this  House  ?  What  right  have  you  to  say 
to  the  people  of  the  Northwest :  We  can 
trust  our  fellow-citizens  in  the  other  pro- 
vinces, but  we  cannot  trust  you.  More  illo- 
gical still,  the  member  for  Labelle  said  :  We 
could  trust  the  people  who  are  there  now. 
Trust  the  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oli- 
ver), who  voted  over  and  over  again  for 
resolutions  to  destroy  the  rights  of  the  mi- 
nority in  the  Northwest?  Trust  the  mem- 
ber for  Brandon,  who  has  abandoned  his 
principles  for  the  sake  of  his  party's  suc- 
cess, but  who,  in  the  very  moment  that 
he  abandons  them,  still  plucks  up  courage 
to  say,  I  believe  in  them  still.  I  am  proud 
of  my  allegiance  to  them  ?  You  can  trust 
these,  but  you  cannot  trust  the  coming  peo- 
ples of  the  Northwest.  Never  was  there  a 
more  retrograde  doctrine  taught  by  the 
greatest  Tory  of  the  ages  than  is  taught 
In  that  sentence  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
stating  just  the  contrary  of  what  I  said. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  what  he  said  ? 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  said  that  even  If  I 
trusted  the  people  at  present  In  the  North- 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


west,  no  one  could  tell  what  would  happen 
in  the  future,  when  large  numbers  of  peo- 
ple from  the  United  States  and  other  coun- 
tries settled  there  ;  and,  so  far  as  the  pre- 
sent rulers  of  the  Northwest  were  con- 
cerned, I  said  I  could  not  trust  them  In  the 
light  of  their  past  legislation. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  member  for  La- 
belle said  that,  then  I  misunderstood  him, 
and  my  argument  does  not  apply  to  him. 
1  want  only  fair  argument.  There  was  an 
argument  which  somewhat  cut  the  ground 
from  under  the  feet  of  the  member  for  La- 
belle. He  said  :  Put  separate  schools  into 
the  Northwest  and  treat  the  French  people 
well  and  the  French  people  will  flow  Into 
the  Northwest  and  become  your  most  stable 
settlers,  lovers  of  the  soil,  as  the  French 
people  always  are,  lovers  of  their  home,  as 
they  are  wherever  they  settle.  But  does  the 
hon.  member  recollect  that  into  the  conn- 
try  to  the  south  of  us,  with  its  Godless 
schools,  its  secular  schools,  its  denial  of 
the  French  language  and  all  other  rights  of 
the  minority,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the 
choice  youth  of  the  province  of  Quebec  have 
gone  and  go  from  year  to  year  to  make  their 
homes  ?  Will  the  restriction,  If  you  put  It 
upon  the  Northwest,  in  principle  unjust 
and  in  practice  Irksome,  be  worth  the  paper 
it  is  written  upon  ?  Under  the  ordinances 
as  they  are  to-day  rules  are.  made  by  the 
commissioners.  You  do  not  crystallize  one 
-of  those  regulations  Into  law.  You  simply 
provide  that  the  ordinance  shall  stand,  and 
the  ordinance  with  reference  to  separate 
schools  is  absolutely  the  same  as  the  provi- 
sion in  the  law  of  1875.  Why  Is  it  that  to- 
day those  schools  are  not  the  same  as  they 
were  twenty  years  ago  ?  Because  with  the 
power  to  make  regulations  which  the  com- 
missioner has  under  these  ordinances,  regula- 
tions have  been  made  which  have  trans- 
formed those  schools  into  what  they  are  to- 
day. Pass  your  ordinance -and  put  It  into 
,  the  constitution,  and  if  the  people  of  the 
Northwest,  In  their  provincial  assemblies, 
are  opposed  to  the  principle,  are  opposed  to 
reverting  to  the  old  form,  they  will  make 
their  regulations  as  they  please,  and  I  would 
like  to  know  how  you  propose  to  stop  them. 
It  is  absolutely  Impossible. 

All  this  discussion,  Mr.  Speaker,  If  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  so.  seems  out  of  place  In 
this  House.  To  discuss  the  school  systems 
of  the  United  States,  of  Spain,  of  Germany, 
of  France,  of  these  provinces,  to  try  to 
settle  which  has  the  greatest  merits  in  all  its 
principles  and  details,  is  something  that  is 
absolutely  foreign  to  this  House,  and  that 
never  should  be  brought  here — has  no  place 
here  legitimately.  As  I  said  before,  the 
plea  may  be  good,  but  you  are  in  the  wrong 
court.  To  the  province  you  should  go  for 
these  tolerant  privileges,  these  rights  which 
you  wish  to  have  by  law.  The  province 
alone  can  give  them,  and,  as  the  ex-Minls- 
ter  of  the  Interior  said  the  other  day  :  '  I 
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am  still  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  the  Ca- 
tholic minority  will  trust  to  the  legislatures 
of  the  Northwest,  in  the  end  they  will  be 
better  off  thereby.'  If  that  is  done,  we  can 
bid  farewell  to  these  discussions  in  tuis 
House,  where  different  races  and  creeds  are 
represented,  and  where  the  active  passions, 
good  or  bad,  are  always  aroused  when  you 
come  to  questions  of  religious  belief  and 
dogma.  These  questions  will  then  no  longer 
intervene  to  disquiet  and  paralyze  the  busi- 
ness of  this  country.  Let  these  questions 
be  fought  out  in  the  province,  which  Is  the 
ultimate  tribunal ;  and  again  I  plead  for 
absolute,  unrestricted  freedom  and  confi- 
dence in  the  tolerance  of  the  Northwest  peo- 
ple, now  and  in  the  future,  for  fair  treat- 
ment to  all  their  fellow-citizens. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Sec  ess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

OTTAWA  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

.  Mr.  GALLIHER  moved  third  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  12)  respecting  the  Ottawa  Elec- 
tric Company. 

Mr.  ROBERT  STEWART  (Ottawa).  1 
beg.  to  move : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third 
'time,  but  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  with  instructions  to  amend  the 
same  by  providing  that  section  Ave  be  struck 
out  and  the  following  be  substituted  therefor  : 
Provided  that  the  power  to  acquire  shares  In 
the  capital  vstock  and  debentures  or  securities 
ot  other  electric  companies  possessing  powers 
similar  to  those  of  this  company  will  not  apply 
to  the  capital  stock,  debentures  and  securities 
ot  the  Consumers  Electric  Company.  Limited, 
or  the  Metropolitan  Company,  Limited,  or  their 
successors  or  assigns. 

I  desire  merely  to  say  a  few  words.  The 
other  day  a  statement  was  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Beaunarnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  to 
the  effect  that  the  city  of  Ottawa  had  vio- 
lated its  contract  with  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company.  In  making  this  statement,  I  pre- 
sume the  hon.  gentleman  bad  In  his  mind 
the  resolution  passed  by  the  city  council  of 
Ottawa  some  years  ago.  A  motion  was 
then  presented  in  the  council  asking  that  a 
monopoly  be  given  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company,  and  that  motion  was  carried. 
But,  of  course,  in  order  to  become  effective, 
it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be  put  in 
the  form  of  an  agreement  and  that  a  by- 
law should  be  adopted  by  the  council  rati- 
fying that  agreement.  This  was  never  done. 
There  was  considerable  feeling  at  the  time, 
and  no  sooner  was  the  motion  carried  than 
a  notice  of  reconsideration  was  given.  The 
following  day  It  was  pointed  out  by  the 
city  solicitor  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  common  law  to  carry  through  any  ar- 


rangement of  that  kind.  Of  course,  the 
mere  adopting  of  the  motion  by  the  council 
could  have  no  more  effect  than  the  first 
reading  of  a  Bill  by  this  House.  There  was 
simply  a  resolution  passed  by  the  council, 
but  that  resolution  was  never  put  into  the 
form  of  an  agreement,  and  it  was  pointed 
out  by  the  city  solicitor  that  no  corpora- 
tion could  have  any  power  to  enter  Into  any 
such  agreement  No  contract  having  been 
made,  it  is  not  correct  to  say  that  the  city 
has  violated  any  agreement  it  has  with  the 
company.  I  think  it  is.  only  due  to  the 
city  that  I  should  make  "this  correction  of 
the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend,  who,  I 
am  sure,  would  not  willingly  do  any  in- 
justice to  the  Ottawa  city  council.  Another 
statement  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  attention 
is  that  made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  to 
the  effect  that  the  city  of  Ottawa  was  en- 
deavouring to  trespass  on  the  rights  of  the 
Ottawa  Electric  Company.  I  wish  to  give 
that  statement  a  positive  contradiction. 
The  city  council  of  Ottawa  are  not  en- 
deavouring to  trespass  on  any  vested  rights. 
It  is  the  Ottawa  Electric  Company  which 
is  asking  for  this  legislation,  and  the  city 
council  are  simply  asking  to  be  guarded 
against  any  injustice.  The  feeling  in  this 
city  is  very  strong  against  the  passage  of 
this  Bill.  We  consider  it  to  be  an  invasion 
of  our  municipal  rights.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Beaunarnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  evidently 
misunderstood  another  statement  which  I 
made.  I  was  pointing  out  that  members  of 
this  House,  who  are  not  residents  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  cannot  have  the  same  In- 
terest in  this  matter  as  the  city  representa- 
tives. We  do  not  dispute  the  right  of  any 
member  to  make  up  his  mind  as  to  how 
he  will  vote  on  the  Bill,  but  it  is  only  fair 
that  the  members  from  outside  the  city 
should  pause  and  consider  the  effect  which 
this  Bill  will  have  on  the  rights  of  the  muni- 
cipality. I  have  nothing  more  to  say  on  this 
question.  The  arguments  are  before  the 
House.  The  people  of  this  city  consider  that 
it  would  be  an  Injustice  to  them  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  I  appeal  to  members  on  both 
sides  to  vote  against  It. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  I 
think  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Stewart)  has  made  out  a  very  good 
case.  The  more  we  discuss  this  measure, 
the  more  it  becomes  evident  that  it  is  a 
raid  on  the  revenues  of  the  people  of  Ot- 
tawa, and  that  this  parliament  ought  to 
refuse  to  pass  it.  This  parliament  has  no 
reason  to  occupy  itself  with  the  domestic 
affairs  of  the  city  of  Ottawa,  especially  in 
a  matter  so  extremely  local.  The  question 
never  should  have  come  to  this  House,  and 
the  Bill  is  evidently  an  invasion  of  the 
municipal  rights  of  the  province  of  On- 
tario. The  matter  should  really  be  dealt 
with  in  the  Ontario  legislature.  In  Toronto 
this  Bill  is  regarded  as  an  invasion  of  muni- 
cipal rights.  We  have  had  produced  here 
the  testimony  of  the  two  members  represent- 
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ing  this  city,  and  a  petition  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  the  citizens  of  Ottawa  has  been 
laid  on  the  table,  in  which  this  Bill  is  de- 
nounced as  an  invasion  of  the  rights  of  the 
city.  But  this  House,  for  some  reason  or 
another,  proposes  to  override  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  Ottawa.  What  we  see  here 
to-day  is  a  parliament  prepared,  not  only  to 
invade  municipal  rights,  but  public  and  pro- 
vincial rights  ;  and  the  people  outside,  are 
taking  observations  of  these  things.  If  par- 
liament will  persist  in  doing  this,  they  will 
have  to  account  to  the  common  sense  of  the 
public.  This  proceeding  cannot  be  Justified 
on  any  pretext  that  it  is  in  the  Interest  of 
the  Dominion.  It  is  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  Dominion  that  parliament  should  be 
used  to  break  down  the  rights  of  any  muni- 
cipality. We  find  that  the  interests  of  great 
private  corporations  are  protected  and  ad- 
vanced here,  and  these  corporations  enabled 
to  evade  their  obligations. 

There  was  a  solemn  obligation  on  the  part 
of  this  company  not  to  amalgamate.  It  is 
seeking  power  to-day  to  make  an  amalga- 
mation, and  its  object  Is  nothing  else  than 
that  it  may  be  in  a  position  to  increase  its 
charges  for  electricity  to  its  consumers  the 
citizens  of  Ottawa.  This  parliament  is 
setting  an  example  to  the  legislatures  of  this 
country  to  leave  out  of  consideration  the 
rights  of  the  people  wherever  those  rights 
are  opposed  to  the  interests  of  private  corpor- 
ations. I  object  to  this,  as  I  have  objected 
to  it ;  and  I  shall  vote  against  it.  I  believe 
that  when  the  people  realize  what  this  move- 
ment on  the  part  of  corporations  means,  they 
will  put  It  down.  I  should  like  to  see  the 
hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Stewart)  make 
a  fight  to  a  finish.  And  I  should  like  to 
hear  from  the  other  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Belcourt)  that  we  may  know  what  he 
says  about  this  Interference  with  the  rights 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Maclean)  permit  me  ?  He  surely  will 
not  say  that  he  does  not  know  where  I 
stand  in  this  matter.  I  have  expressed  my- 
self clearly. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Yes,  but  in  these 
cases  you  have  to  do  a  good  deal  of  talking 
too.  Persistent  talking  and  presentation  of 
the  case  of  the  people  must  have  a  good 
effect.  I  believe  that  this  Bill  could  be 
blocked  ;  it  could  be  prevented  from  going 
through.  I  can  say  that  I  have  done  my 
best  to  put  in  a  word  for  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Ottawa.  The  effort  may  not  suc- 
ceed now.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  make 
fun  of  municipal  rights,  and  members  from 
one  province  in  particular  like  to  take  part 
in  the  invasion  upon  municipal  rights.  But 
the  day  is  coming  soon,  when  this  parlia- 
ment will  be  taken  to  task  for  the  way  it  has 
treated  the  municipal  rights  of  the  people 
not  only  in  this  province  but  all  over  the 
country.  These  companies  may  lobby  this 
House  and  make  themselves  great  friends  of 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN. 


the  people  in  power  ;  but  I  say  it  is  a  shame 
that  the  political  debts  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  be  paid  at  the  expense  of 
the  municipal  rights  of  the  people  of  this 
city. 

Mr.  H.  H.  MILLER  (South  Grey).  1  saw 
in  the  funny  column  of  the  Toronto  '  World ' 
the  other  day  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  bad  stirred  up  supporters  of  the 
government  to  vote  against  this  Bill.  I 
have  been  voting  against  this  Bill  on  every 
occasion,  and  I  Intend  to  vote  against  It 
to-night ;  but  not  because  of,  but  in  spite 
of  the  eloquent  tirade  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean). 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  I  am 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  putting  my- 
self on  record  against  the  principle  of  this 
measure,  against  the  interference  by  parlia- 
ment in  contracts  made  by  two  parties  out- 
side. I  said  the  other  night,  and  I  repeat, 
that  parliament  should  not  assist  one  party 
to  a  contract  to  dishonour  that  contract  at 
the  expense  of  the  other  party.  But  that  is 
what  we  are  doing  in  this  case.  I  am 
opposed  also  to  parliament  playing  into  the 
hands  of  a  monopoly,  as  it  will  be  doing  by 
putting  through  this  Bill,  for  there  can  be 
no  other  object  on  the  part  of  this  company 
than  to  become  possessed  of  the  stock  of 
competing  companies  in  order  that  it  may 
establish  a  monopoly  in  its  line  of  business 
in  the  city  of  Ottawa.  This  is  the  tendency 
of  the  age,  especially  in  commercial  life, 
and  parliament  should  not  assist  or  endorse 
it  in  any  way,  but  should  rather  fight  against 
it  and  maintain  the  rights  of  the  people. 
The  people  of  Ottawa  are  plainly  opposed 
to  this  measure.  They  gave  evidence  of  that 
as  strongly  as  any  people  could  In  the  peti- 
tion sent  to  the  Prime  Minister.  Over 
2,000  citizens  of  Ottawa  begged  of  him  to 
oppose  this  measure  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  against  the  interest  of  the  city.  I  take 
it  that  that  means  that  the  representatives 
of  2,000  families  signed  this  petition,  be- 
cause I  assume  that  it  is  only  the  heads  of 
families  that  would  be  likely  to  sign  it.  The 
average  family  is  said  to  be  composed  of 
five,  so  that  this  means  that  over  10,000  peo- 
ple of  the  city  of  Ottawa  have  petitioned 
against  this  measure.  Yet,  I  am  sure  that 
not  one-fifth  of  the  people  of  Ottawa  were 
asked  to  sign  the  petition,  or  that  petition 
would  have  had  many  more  signatures  than 
appear  upon  it.  Is  not  this  an  evidence  of 
the  desire  of  the  residents  of  Ottawa  that 
this  Bill  should  not  be  passed  ?  Is  not  this 
plain  evidence  that  we  are  going  contrary 
to  the  will  of  the  people  of  Ottawa  in  a  mat* 
ter  in  which  they  are  deeply  interested  ?  It 
is  said  that  this  company  cannot  earn  a 
reasonable  dividend.  And  the  evidence  given 
of  that  is  their  own  statement,  not  verified 
or  analysed  to  ascertain  whether  It  is  correct 
or  not.  We  who  have  been  iu  the  House 
any  length  of  time  have  often  heard  this 
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argument  put  up  by  corporations  who  desire 
to  get  rights  that  should  not  be  granted 
them.  Therefore  we  take  this  statement 
with  some  suspicion ;  and,  before  acting 
upon  it,  we  should  at  least  verify  it  by  in- 
quiry. Then,  we  are  told  that  this  Bill 
is  one  that,  on  Its  merits  ought  to  pass.  And 
in  one  of  the  newspapers  of  Ottawa  we  see 
arguments  in  support  of  the  Bill.  Naturally 
we  ask  ourselves,  is  this  an  Independent 
authority  ?  Is  this  a  disinterested  party 
giving  advice  to  the  parliament  of  Canada 
.  as  one  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  city  of 
Ottawa  ?  And  when  we  inquire  into  the 
facts,  we  are  told  that  this  same  paper  is 
controlled  by  the  corporation  that  desires 
to  get  these  rights  from  parliament.  What 
dependence  can  we  place  upon  advice  from 
such  a  source  ? 

Mr.  H.  J.  LOGAN  (Cumberland).  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  allow  me  a 
word  V  He  says  that  the  Ottawa  '  Free 
Press '  Is  controlled  by  the  Ottawa  Electric 
Company.  It  is  only  fair  to  say  that  the 
'  Free  Press  '  stated  yesterday  in  its  editorial 
column  that  It  was  not  owned  or  controlled 
by  the  Electric  Company. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  can  only  say  that  my 
information  is  from  one  of  the  aldermen  of 
the  city  of  Ottawa  whose  truthfulness  1 
have  no  reason  to  doubt. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON  (Cape  Breton).  Name. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  is  not  the  hoa.  gen- 
tleman's business  to  get  the  name. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sproule)  allow  me  

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  Johnston)  inquired  with  a  view  to 
adding  to  his  knowledge,  it  would  not  be 
so  bad,  for  I  am  sure  no  member  of  this 
House  needs  it  more.  But  his  interruptions 
are  invariably  for  the  purpose  of  Inter- 
fering with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
the  floor  for  the  time  being.  In  the  face  of 
all  the  facts,  should  we  accept  the  state- 
ment of  this  newspaper  as  independent  evi- 
dence that  what  is  proposed  in  this  Bill  is 
right  ?  I  do  not  think  we  should.  Nor  do 
I  think  we  are  doing  our  duty  here  in  in- 
terfering with  a  contract  that  was  hon- 
ourably made  between  this  corporation  and 
the  corporation  of  the  city  of  Ottawa.  We 
are  helping  one  of  the  parties  to  violate  the 
contract  they  entered  Into  with  the  people 
of  Ottawa,  the  result  of  which  must  be  to 
impose  a  very  heavy  tax  upon  the  people 
of  Ottawa  who  must  use  electric  light  in 
the  future.  Is  parliament  doing  its  highest 
duty  if  it  permits  that  to  be  done  ?  I  do 
not  think  it  is.  I  think  we  are  going  into 
u  domain  which  does  not  properly  belong  to 
us.  and  we  are  doing  a  great  Injustice  to  the 
people  of  Ottawa.  We  are  doing  an  im- 
proper thing  if  we  enable  one  of  the  par- 
ties to  the  contract  to  dishonour  their  own 
icntract  that  they  made    with    the  city 


some  years  ago,  and  agreed  to  abide  by.  I 
think  we  should  not  do  that,  and  I  shall 
vote  in  favour  of  the  amendment. 

House  divided  on  amendment  (Mr. 
Stewart). 

YEAS. 


Messieurs 


Alcorn, 

Ames, 

Barr, 

Belcourt, 

Bennett. 

Blaln, 

Bland, 

Boyce, 

Brabazon, 

Burrows, 

Campbell. 

Chlsholm, 

Christie, 

Clarke, 

Clements, 

Cockshutt, 

Daniel, 

Elson,  ' 

Foster. 

Gallery, 

Gordon, 

Gunn, 

Henderson, 

H«rron, 

Hyman, 

Ingram, 

Jackson  (Selkirk), 
Johnston  (Lambton), 
Kemp, 


Kennedy, 
Lalor, 
Laurence, 
Lennox, 

Lewis,  , 

Loggie, 

MacLaren, 

•Maclean  (York,  S.), 

McCarthy  (Qalgary), 

Mclntyre, 

McKenzle  (Bruce), 
Martin  (Queen's,  P.E.I.) 
Martin  (Wellington), 
Miller. 

Mulock  (Sir  William), 

Oliver, 

Paterson, 

Ratz, 

Schaffner, 

Sproule, 

Staples, 

Stewart, 

Talbot  (Strathcona), 

Thompson, 

Walsh, 

Wilson 

(Lennox  &  Addlngton) 
Zimmerman — 66. 


NAYS. 


Messieurs 


Archambault, 

Beauparlant, 

Bfiland, 

Bergeron, 

Bickerdike, 

Boyer, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Bureau, 

Caldwell, 

Calvert, 

Carney, 

Carvell, 

Cash, 

Copp, 

Cyr, 

Dellsle, 

Demers  (St.  John), 

Derbyshire, 

Desjardins, 

Devlin, 

Dugas, 

Fielding, 

Finlay, 

Finlayson, 

Fltzpatrick, 

Fortler, 

Galllher, 

Gauvreau, 

Geoff  rlon, 

Glrard, 

Hall. 


Lavergne 

(Drummond  &  Arth.), 
LeBlanc, 
Lemieux, 
Leonard, 
Logan, 
Lovell, 
Macdonald, 
Maclean  (Lunenburg), 
Macpherson, 
McCarthy  (Simcoe), 
McColl, 
McCool, 
Mclsaac, 
McKenzle 

(Cape  Breton,  N.), 
McLennan, 

Marcil  (Bonaventure), 

Mayrand, 

Meigs. 

Monk, 

Morin, 

Parmelee, 

Parent, 

Piche. 

Pickup. 

Reid  (Restigouche), 
Riley, 

Ross  (Rimouski), 

Ross  (Yale-Cariboo), 

Rousseau, 

Savoie, 

Scott, 
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Harty,  Sinclair, 

Hughes  (King's,  P.E.I.),  Talbot  (Bellechasse), 

Hunt.  Telford. 

Johnston  Tobin. 

(Cape  Breton,  South), Turgeon, 
.Lachance.  Turriff. 
Lamont,  Wilson  (Russell), 

Laurier  (Sir  Wilfrid),  Wright  (Renfrew)— 80. 
Laurier  (L'Assomptlon), 

Amendment  negatived. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

GOLD  MEDAL  MANUFACTURING  COM- 
PANY. 

House  in  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  102)  res- 
pecting a  certain  patent  of  the  Gold  Medal 
Manufacturing  Company. 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  are  the  facts  with 
reference  to  this  extension  of  a  patent  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  This  Gold  Medal  Man- 
ufacturing Company  acquired  this  patent 
some  time  ago,  but  through  an  oversight 
they  allowed  It  to  lapse,  without  paying 
the  fees  to  renew  the  patent  as  they  had  a 
right  to  do.  This  was  done  through  some 
oversight,  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
their  own  fault  or  the  fault  of  their  soli- 
citor, at  all  events  it  was  done  ;  and  they 
ask  this  parliament  to  allow  them  to  renew 
the  patent 

Mr.  SPROULE/  I  think  there  should  be 
some  provision  in  this  Bill  for  companies  or 
individuals  who  may  have  commenced  man- 
ufacturing in  the  meantime.  I  see  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  before  me  for  any  such 
case.  We  have  made  that  a  rule  for  a  good 
many  years,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  it 
should  be  departed  from  in  this  instance. 
There  may  or  may  not  have  been  any  par- 
ties starting  manufacturing  in  the  mean- 
time, but  if  so,  their  acquired  rights  should 
be  protected. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  These  parties  rep- 
resented to  the  committee  that  they  had 
invested  a  large  amount  of  money  in  that 
business,  and  that  their  time  was  going  to 
expire,  that  they  have  only  one  year  more. 
Since  that  patent  was  obtained,  in  1891,  I 
think  it  was,  the  law  has  been  changed,  and 
instead  of  giving  fifteen  years  for  the  pa- 
tent to  run,  now  it  is  eighteen  years.  They 
represented  to  us  that  under  the  circum- 
stances they  had  incurred  great  cost,  and 
that  having  received  only  a  poor  return  it 
would  be  only  fair  to  give  them  an  exten- 
sion of  six  years.i  The  objection  was  made 
that  they  should  get  only  three  years  in 
order  to  put  them  on  the  same  footing  as 
a  new  patentee,  but  it  has  been  represented 
by  the  department  that  the  fees  were  usual- 
ly paid  for  six  years..  It  is  under  these 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


circumstances  that  the  committee  has  con- 
sidered that  the  Bill  should  be  adopted. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  115)  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — Mr.  McCarthy. 

Bill  (No.  116)  respecting  the  Algoma 
Central  and  Hudson  Bay  Railway  Company. 
— Mr.  Dyment. 

Bill  (No.  127)  for  the  relief  of  James 
Arthur  Pryor. — Mr.  Calvert 

Bill  (No.  126)  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
Albert  Murphy. — Mr.  ■  Galliber. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  establish  and  pro- 
vide for*  the  government  of  the  province  of 
Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of  Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden  thereto. 

Hon.  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK  (Postmas- 
ter General).  Mr.  Speaker,  for  three  hours 
this  afternoon  the  House  had  the  advantage 
of  hearing  the  views  of  the  bon.  gentleman, 
not  upon  the  subject  under  discussion,  but 
upon  many  matters  totally  foreign  to  the 
measure  that  the  House  is  now  consider- 
ing. If,  this  afternoon,  a  stranger  had  been 
In  our  galleries,  and  many  there  were,  and 
had  not  in  advance  been  informed  of  the 
subject  under  debate,  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  him  to  have  known  what  the 
subject  was  that  was  properly  in  order  be- 
fore the  House.  For  three  hours  this  after- 
noon the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Air.  Foster)  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
House  ostensibly  in  order  to  aid  by  some 
useful  contribution  in  the  solution  of  a 
very  important  public  question,  but  instead 
of  bringing  to  the  aid  of  his  country  his 
great  talents,  I  think  it  will  be  found  on  a 
careful  perusal  of  his  words  that  his  efforts 
were  rather  to  pow  the  seeds  of  discoru  to 
the  injury  of  his  country.  He  began  by 
giving  us,  as  he  has  on  many  occasions  and 
as  he  also  has  given  to  the  public,  his  views 
on  the  question  of  political  principles  and 
political  morality.  It  must  be  extremely 
elevating  to  the  people  of  Canada  to  take 
their  inspiration  of  political  morality  from 
such  a  source.  He  entered  politics  with 
principles.  He  describes  the  Liberal  party 
as  conveniently  packing  their  principles  in 
a  remote  corner  of  a  small  valise,  and  he 
states  that  they  are  able  to  get  rid  of  them 
as  conveniently  as  they  can  put  them  in  or 
take  them  out  of  the  valise.  What  about 
the  principles  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  I 
can  recall  many  of  his  professed  principles, 
for  perhaps  his  principles  are  not  very  deep- 
seated,  and,  like  old  garments,  they  are 
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easily  disposed  of  In  favour  of  new  ones. 
I  remember  the  first  principle  he  advocated 
when  he  entered  public  life.   He  came  here 
with  a  valise,  and  I  suppose  he  bad  his 
political  principles  in  the  valise.  What  was 
the  first  principle  he  had  in  his  valise  ? 
It  was  a  principle  which  served  a  useful 
purpose.    His  great  political  principle,  and 
before  it  all  other  great  questions  faded 
into  insignificance,  was  prohibition.  The 
welfare  of  the  country  demanded  that  the 
first  consideration,  higher  than  that  of  party, 
should  be  given  to  the  question  of  prohibi- 
tion.   That  was  his  political  capital  for 
many  a  year  ;  that  was  the  only  article  in 
his  political  valise.    He  arrived  in  Ottawa 
with  his  political  valise.    Perhaps  I  am 
wrong  In  saying  that  he  had  only  one  prin- 
ciple.  He  had  another  stowed  away  which 
did  not  take  up  much  room  and  did  not 
occupy  a  very  long  time  in  that  valise,  but 
he  entered  this  House  pledged  as  an  inde- 
pendent '  Conservative  to  stand  up  for  all 
good  measures.    Party  was  a  secondary 
consideration  for  him  ;  his  country  de- 
manded his  first  attention.    He  had  these 
two  principles  when  he  entered  public  life. 
What  became  of  them  ?    The  independent 
Conservative  principle  could  not  .be  allowed 
to  stand,  because  it  stood  in  the.  way  of  pre- 
ferment, and  so  the  first  thing  that  happen- 
ed his  little  valise  was  to  deprive  It  of  the 
presence  in  it  of  his  principle  of  political 
Independence.    It  stood  in  the  way  of  his 
entering  the  cabinet.    It  was  thrown  over- 
board and  he  got  a  portfolio.    But  it  was 
not  enough  to  get  a  portfolio.    It  is  one 
thing  to  get  a  portfolio  ;  it  is  another  thing 
to  retain  a  portfolio.    He  has  had  some  ex- 
perience in  both  of  these.   He  had  to  get  rid 
of  his  other  principle,  and  prohibition  was 
thrown  overboard,  and  with  it  his  little 
valise.    As'  time  advanced  he  deemed  it 
necessary  to  avow  his  being  devoutly  pos- 
sessed of  another  principle.  What  was  that 
principle  ?    He  had  taken  office.    He  had 
become  a  strict  party  man.  It  was  essential 
to  him  an  apostate  now  but  then  a  party 
man,  that  he  should  stand  by  his  party,  that 
he  should   be  true  to  the  government  of 
which  he  was  a  member  and  true  to  the 
premier  under  whom  he  enlisted.   His  prin- 
ciple was — and  it  was  a  right  one  ;  it  was 
a  principle  that  he  was  bound  to  live  up  to 
— that  he  should  be  true  and  loyal  to  his 
chief. 

That  is  one  of  the  principles  he  made  pro- 
fession of,  but  how  long  did  that  principle 
remain  in  his  valise?  It  was  there  until  it 
suited  his  purpose  to  dispose  of  It,  and  when 
was  that?  Sir  John  Macdonald,  who  first 
took  him  Into  office,  had  disappeared,  others 
had  been  his  chiefs  and  had  disappeared 
also,  and  at  last  he  enlisted  under  the  ban- 
ner of  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.  The  history 
of  Canada  tells  what  then  became  of  his 
principle  of  loyalty  to  his  chief;  the  scenes 
that  took  place  in  this  chamber  and  in  the 
ante-rooms  and  lobbies  of  this  Hous-e  tell 


what  he  did  with  that  principle.  Lastly, 
in  1896,  on  Hie  eve  of  an  election,  the  hon. 
gentleman  evidently  believing  that  It  was 
good  politics  to  stand  by  the  minority,  de- 
clared his  undying  allegiance  to  the  cause 
of  minorities.  In  1896  he  advocated  the 
cause  of  minorities,  he  talked  of  respect  for 
the  constitution,  but  he  found  it  didn't  pay 
and  to-day  he  seizes  the  opportunity  to 
sever  himself  from  the  last  of  his  political 
principles.  No  longer  has  the  hon.  gentle- 
man any  use  for  a  political  valise;  hereafter 
a  carpet  bag  will  take  Its  place. 

Mr.  FOSTEK.    A  steamer  trunk. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman spent  part  of  tills  day  attacking 
ministers  and  ex-ministers  and  in  one  of  bis 
outbursts  he  said  that  he  hoped  for  once 
some  minister  would  go  out  of  office  for  the 
sake  of  principle  and  would  remain  out  of 
office  for  the  sake  of  principle.  The  thought 
of  going  out  of  office  and  remaining  out  of 
office  is  a  disturbing  dream  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Poster).  He  cannot  address  a 
public  meeting  nor  can  he  speak  In  parlia- 
ment without  talking  of  ministerial  expla- 
nations and  the  principles  of  public  men. 
Let  ttie  bon.  gentleman  be  frank  and  tell 
us  if  he  resigned  on  principle.  A  few  months 
ago  he  told  the  electors  of  North  Toronto, 
if  he  is  reported  correctly  in  his  own  organs, 
that  he  resigned  office  on  a  question  of 
policy.  I  was  present  in  this  chamber  when 
he  stated  to  this  House  the  reasons  why  be 
resigned  office,  and  in  those  reasons  there 
was  no  question  of  principle  involved.  He 
then  declared  that  there  was  no  difference 
between  himself  and  his  leader  on  any 
question  of  principle  or  of  policy,  but  what 
is  the  sequel?  That  has  been  told  us  of 
late,  and  it  Is  an  extraordinary  explanation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  told  us  in 
1896  that  he  had  resigned  not  from  personal 
ambition  of  any  kind,  but  for  the  good  of 
the  party  and  of  the  country.  But,  a  few 
weeks  ago,  the  Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
his  late  chief  and  leader,  speaking  in  an- 
other chamber,  told  us  why  he  had  resigned. 
Perhaps  he  will  now  admit  or  deny  the  ac- 
curacy of  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  assertion. 
Sir  Mnckenze  Bowell  declared  that  the  resig- 
nation of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster) 
was  not  on  account  of  any  difference  of 
policy  or  principle,  but  because  of  the  over- 
weening ambition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
become  Prime  Minister  of  Canada.  The 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  smiles.  I  will 
make  it  clear  to  him.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  setting  himself  up  as  a  standard  for  the 
guidance  of  the  public  men  of  this  country, 
but  let  us  see  whether  he  is  a  safe  guide. 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  said  (I  quote  from 
Senate  '  Hansard,'  1st  March,  1905)  : 

When  he  told  the  people  of  Toronto  at  the 
last  Dominion  election  that  he  left  the  gov- 
ernment on  account  of  differences  of  opinion, 
on  questions  of  policy  and  that  His  Excellency- 
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the  Governor  General  knowing  the  facts  called 
them  back  into  the  government. 

I  do  not  like  to  read  the  words,  but  here 
they  are: 

He  knew  he  was  telling  what  was  not  correct. 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  continues: 

I  have  in  my  hand  copies  of  the  report  of 
speeches  delivered  by  him  in  Toronto  during  the 
last  Dominion  election  as  reported  by  the 'Globe,' 
the  '  News '  and  the  *  Mall,"  in  which  I  And  that 
in  reply  to  questions  put  to  him  he  said  amongst 
other  things,  when  asked  why  he  left  the  gov- 
ernment, that  he  did  not  purpose  to  answer  the 
question  that  belonged  to  the  Privy  Council, 
and  that  his  mouth  was  shut. 

We  never  find  it  in  that  condition  In  this 
chamber. 

But  added  that  on  all  pointy  of  importance 
they  must  have  a  union  of  ideas  and  that  any 
one  disagreeing  must  resign.  That,  he  said,  was 
all  they  had  done.  Continuing,  he  said,  '  When 
a  member  of  the  cabinet  or  members  disagreed 
with  their  leader  they  had  done  as  they  were 
bound  on  their  honour  to  do — resigned.'  In 
another  speech  he  said  :  '  The  Governor  had 
been  quite  satisfied  with  the  reasons  for  the 
resignation  of  six  ministers  on  a  question  of 
policy,  and  had  shown  his  confidence  in  them 
by  reappointing  them  later.'  That  did  not  | 
satisfy  his  hearers,  one  of  whom  exclaimed  : 
'  That  still  leaves  the  question  unanswered,  i 
Why  did  you  resign  1  '  To  which  Mr.  Foster 
replied  '  I  don't  intend  to  answer.  I  am  not  at 
liberty  to  reveal  the  secrets  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.' An  Ingenious  way  of  evading  an  answer. 
The  fact  is,  the  reasons  given  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  his  resigning  were  never  dis- 
cussed in  the  Privy  Council  before  he  resigned, 
therefore,  he  had  no  oath  to  respect  In  that  par- 
ticular. 

i 

Again,  speaking  in  this  chamber  not  very  I 
long  ago  the  hou.  gentleman  <>Ir.  Foster)  j 
said:  I 

Am  I  not  to  be  allowed-  to  leave  the  govern-  | 
ment  if  I  differ  from  it  on  points  of  policy  or  i 
principle  ? 

That  was  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gen-  ; 
tleman  in  this  House  during  the  present  ses-  1 
sion,  but  how  does  that  fit  in  with  the  state-  1 
inent  he  made  on  the  very  occasion  of  his  , 
resignation  when  he  was  probably  most  I 
likely  to  give  an  accurate  account.  Speak-  | 
Ing  from  his  seat  in  189G  he  said: 

I  may  say  in  the  first  place  that  there  is  no  ' 
disagreement  between  ourselves  and  the  premier  j 
upon  any  question  of  public  policy,  trade  or  ! 
constitutional,  with  regard  to  which  action  has  1 
already  been  taken,  or  in  respect  to  which  atti-  j 
tude  has  been  assumed  by  the  government  ; 
under  the  present  premier.  1 

I 

I  leave  my  hon.  friend  to  struggle  with  j 
these  two  conflicting  statements.  He  goes  i 
on  to  give  what  he  deems  to  be  the  reason,  ! 
namely,  the  desire  to  serve  under  a  gentle- 1 
man  of  perhaps  greater  power.  In  fact  he 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


describes  the  cabinet  as  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  First  Minister.  He  was  unable 
to  keep  those  unruly  members  In  order. 
There  was  disorder  in  the  cabinet,  and  the 
hou.  member  for  North  Toronto  added  to 
the  disorder  by  trying  to  break  up  the  cab- 
inet. Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman 
seems  to  be  troubled  when  any  retiring  min- 
ister returns  to  the  cabinet,  and  he  seems 
to  be  troubled  when  any  retiring  minister 
lemains  without  the  cabinet.  He  takes  ex- 
ception to  Mr.  Blair  not  having  returned. 
No  person  can  take  exception  to  his  con- 
duct in  that  respect.  But  when  the  honour- 
able member  for  North  Toronto  went  out  of 
the  cabinet  he  took  precious  good  care  that 
no  one  should  get  into  his  place.  He  ren- 
dered the  reconstruction  impossible  except 
by  his  readmission  to  the  cabinet  Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  set  up  that  method  as 
a  standard  t  Is  that  his  idea  of  political 
morality  ?  Is  that  his  conception  of  what 
should  be  the  conduct  of  hon.  gentlemen  who 
take  office  to  serve  their  country  ?  Surely 
it  is  time  for  him  to  throw  off  this  hypocri- 
tical garb  in  which  he  seeks  to  give  moral 
lectures  as  to  how  public  men  should  be 
loyal  to  their  principles. 

To-day,  running  through  the  whole  of 
his  speech,  I  thought  I  was  able  to  dis- 
cover one  distinct  line  of  policy.  The  BiH 
before  the  House  is  one  to  deal  with  a 
very  Important  question  concerning  the 
Northwest.  It  is  a  question  upon  which 
the  people  may  be  honestly  divided  in  opin- 
ion; but  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  every 
loyal  citizen  and  of  every  member  of  this 
House  to  render  such  assistance  as  he  can 
to  bring  about  a  satisfactory  settlement  of 
this  question.  What  was  the  action  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  '!  If  I  have  correctly  read 
his  policy,  if  I  have  discovered  the  object 
he  had  in  his  speech,  it  was  not  to  be  a 
messenger  of  peace  and  harmony,  but  If 
possible  to  light  the  incendiary  fires  of  reli- 
gious and  racial  discord  from  one  end  of 
this  Dominion  to  the  other.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman represents  North  Toronto.  Id  olden 
Uuys  he  came  from  the  east.  He  stayed 
there  as  long  as  the  people  would  keep  him. 
In  olden  days,  Mr.  Speaker,  1  doubt  if  be 
would  have  professed  the  principles  that 
he  has  professed  to-day.  But,  Sir,  he  haB 
rested  in  another  place,  and  his  new  prin- 
ciples of  to-day  are  appropriate  and  fash- 
ionable in  North  Toronto,  and  he  put  them 
on,  and  with  a  great  deal  of  force  throws 
oil  the  old  discarded  ones.  What  object 
had  the  hon.  gentleman  in  asking  the  mem- 
ber for  La  belle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  whether  or 
not  he  was  content  with  the  amendments 
of  the  government  ?  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto,  holding  up  these  amend- 
ments to  the  member  for  Labelle,  who  is  as 
we  all  know  a  devout  son  of  his  church, 
said  to  him  in  triumph:  All  the  comfort  and 
consolation  you  can  get  from  these  amend- 
ments is  that  at  half-past  three  o'clock  in 
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the  afternoon,  when  practically  the  school 
day  Is.  over,  a  half-hour  of  religious  train- 
ing will  be  allowed ;  and  he  asked 
the  member  for  Labelle  if  he  was  content 
with  such  a  meagre  provision  as  that.  What 
was  the  object  of  that  ?  It  was  too  trans- 
parent—perhaps the  hon.  gentleman  thought 
no  one  could  see  it.  The  object  of  that 
was  to  tell  the  people  of  Quebec  :  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier  is  giving  you,  not  bread,  But 
a  stone  ;  he  is  not  giving  you  any  measure 
that  will  meet  the  views  and  feelings  and 
perhaps  the  prejudices  of  the  people  of 
Quebec  ;  he  is  deceiving  you,  and  I  want  to 
convince  the  member  for  Labelle  of  that 
fact,  and  I  trust  to  his  being  a  missionary 
to  disseminate  that  doctrine  iu  Quebec,  and 
to  stir  up  the  good  people  of  the  province 
to  demand  more  from  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier, 
and  perhaps  to  embarrass  his  policy. 

When  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
comes  to  deal  with  the  Territories,  what 
does  lie  say  ?  In  loud  language  and  in  vio- 
lent terms  he  says,  why  bind  these  young 
giants  in  this  way  ?  And  he  goes  on  to 
say  :  If  you  give  this  measure  to  the  Terri- 
tories, Nova  Scotia  is  entitled  to  the  same, 
British  Columbia  is  entitled  to  it,  all  the 
other  provinces  that  do  not  enjoy  it  are 
entitled  to  it.  He  appeals  to  the  Territories 
practically  to  rise  in  revolt  against  this 
measure  if  it  becomes  law,  and,  if  possible 
to  make  it  a  great  political  question  ;  and 
'at  the  same  time  he  appeals  to  the  minori- 
ties in  the  other  provinces,  saying  to  them  : 
The  minority  in  the  new  provinces  have  got 
something— you  demand  it  too.  He  thus 
appeals  to  one  class  and  another— to  the 
French  Catholics  of  Quebec,  to  the  Irish 
Catholics  in  another  province,  to  the  Pro- 
testants in  another,  trusting  that  by  raising 
these  fires  in  each  of  these  provinces,  he 
may  at  last  involve  this  whole  Dominion  in 
one  huge,  far-reaching  religious  conflagra- 
tion. Mr.  Speaker,  I  recognize  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  here  to  voice  the  sentiments 
of  his  constituents.  But,  Sir,  I  regard  them 
as  taking  a  higher  view  of  the  duties  of 
their  representative  than  to  demand  of  him 
that  he  shall  play  the  role  of  the  political 
Incendiary  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 

The  hon.  gentleman  assailed  the  ex-Min- 
Ister  of  the  Interior.  Whenever,  for  a  mo- 
ment, any  other  line  of  thought  failed  him, 
he  turned  to  the  ex-minister,  who  seemed 
to  be  the  special  object  of  his  poisoned 
shafts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  of  the  services  rendered 
to  this  country  by  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  for  the  last  eight  years.  He  as- 
sumed the  most  important  portfolio  having 
regard  to  the  needs  of  this  country,  that 
we  have.  Other  men  before  him  had  held 
it.  and  had  failed.  For  years  our  great 
prairies  had  remained  almost  a  solitude. 
The  late  government  had  an  opportunity 
for  eighteen  years  to  make  an  impression 
there,  and  failed;  and  when  the  member  for 


Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  assumed  that  port- 
folio, and  the  Manitoba  school  question  dls-  - 
appeared  from  the  vexed  question  of  the 
day,  a  complete  change  came  over  the  con- 
ditions of  this  country.  1  venture  to  say, 
what  I  have  said  before— and  I  say  it  with- 
out seeking  to  discredit  any  person— that  of 
all  the  ministers  who  have  held  portfolios 
since  confederation,  none  has  rendered  as 
valuable  services  to  Canada  as  the  ex-Mln- 
ister  of  the  Interior,  and  his  withdrawal 
from  our  cabinet  is  a  national  loss.  The 
hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  asked  me 
if  I  was  a  member  of  the  sub-committee 
that  had  had  to  do  with  considering  the 
terms  of  the  constitution  of  these  Territo- 
ries. I  was.  He  asked  me  if  I  had  discov- 
ered the  meaning  of  section  16,  containing 
Lhe  educational  clauses,  which  he  has  des- 
cribed as  worded  in  such  a  subtle  way  as 
really  to  conceal  their  true  object.  Had  it 
not  been,  he  said,  for  the  disclosure  made 
by  the  member  for  Brandon  of  the  mean- 
ing of  those  clauses,  they  would  have  pass- 
ed into  law,  and  then  this  country  would 
have  been  for  ever  under  the  obligation  of 
maintaining  an  enormous  endowment  for 
the  Catholic  church.  I  do  not  admit,  nor 
does  the  government,  the  correctness  of  the 
i.onstruetion  placed  upon  the  original  clause 
16  by  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior.  Law- 
yers may  differ,  and  according  to  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  213 
members  of  this  House  would  have  been  de- 
ceived but  for  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior. Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  that 
[  am  more  astute  to  discover  the  weak  points 
of  the  clause  than  the  other  212  men  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  did 
not  say  that.  I  said  that  the  clause  was  so 
worded  •  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  dis- 
closure given  of  its  meaning  by  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  it  doubtless  would 
have  passed  through  this  House  and  its 
true  meaning  would  have  been  undetected. 
That  is  what  I  said. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Well,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  be  more  astute  than,  or  even  as 
astute  as  a  very  large  number  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House,  but  when  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman admits  himself  that  he  would  not 
have  discovered  the  hidden  meaning  in  this 
clause  and  that  all  those  around  him  would 
not  have  discovered  it,  surely  he  will  be 
charitable  to  another  weak  member  of  hu- 
manity who  was  likewise  not  able  to  dis- 
cover it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  was  on  duty. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  only  plead 
that  if  the  other  212  members  of  this  House 
were  as  blind  as  myself,  I  am  in  very  excel- 
lent company.  May  I  not  ask,  after  this 
question  has  been  debated  for  three  hours 
to-day.  the  House  to  come  back  to  the  real 
Issue  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear.  hear. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Yes;  it  is 
sometimes  necessary  to  go  outside  the  re- 
cord, but  I  would  ask  the  House  to  allow 
me  to  return  to  the  real  issue.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
spoke  of  the  Quebec  compact,  which  is  to 
be  found  in  the  British  North  America  Act, 
and  declared  -that  that  compact,  crys- 
tallized into  the  Confederation  Act,  did 
no  more  than  secure  separate  schools 
to  the  minorities  in  the  provinces  of 
Quebec  and  Ontario.  He  denied  that  any 
other  part  of  this  Dominion  was  entitled  to 
separate  schools  under  that  Act.  Let  me 
remind  him  that  he  gave  the  contrary  view 
to  this  House  nine  years  ago.  Then  he  was 
arguing  in  favour  of  the  constitution.  Then 
everything  outside  the  constitutional  argu- 
ment was,  in  his  judgment,  out  of  order. 
When  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  ventured  to  interject  something 
that  did  not  appear  to  have  any  strict  bear- 
ing on  the  constitution,  he  was  immediate- 
ly rebuked  by  his  colleague  from  North 
Toronto.  He  was  immediately  told  by  him 
that  the  subject  was  one  solely  of  the  true 
construction  of  the  constitution.  To-day  he 
tells  us  that  under  the  British  North  Ameri- 
ca Act,  and  the  compact  out  of  which  it 
grew,  no  province,  except  the  provinces  of 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  is  entitled  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  93rd  section  of  that  Act.  Speak- 
ing on  the  13th  March,  1896,  in  this  House, 
as  reported  in  '  Hansard,'  page  347(5,  he 
made  use  of  the  following  language  : 

The  first  question  then  for  me  to  solve  when 
I  approach  the  consideration  of  this  subject  is 
this  :  Is  there  any  compact  or  agreement  ar- 
rived at  in  this  country  and  embodied  in  the 
constitution  under  which  we  live  which  has 
first  to  be  considered  before  we  can  give  our 
decision  upon  this  question  ?  The  answer  is 
plain  and  definite.  There  is  a  compact  in  the 
constitution  of  the  confederation  ;  there  is  a 
second  compact  in  the  constitution  of  Manitoba, 
ratified  by  the  British  parliament,  and  under 
which  she  became  a  part  of  the  Dominion. 

Then  he  proceeded  to  say,  in  answer  to 
an  Interruption  by  the  late  Mr.  Wallace : 

If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  pro- 
ceed  I  will  answer  that  question  in  due  course, 
and  I  will  answer  it  thoroughly.  Arising  out  of 
long  years  of  sectarian  and  religious  strife 
under  united  Canada,  opinions  and  convictions 
in  reference  to  this  matter  became  gradually 
modified,  and  when  the  representatives  of  the 
four  provinces  came  together  at  Quebec  to  take 
up,  discuss  and  settle  articles  of  confederation, 
these  convictions  rapidly  and  definitely  resolved 
themselves  into  the  determination  that  it  should 
be  laid  down  in  the  constitution  of  the  country 
that  whatever  rights  and  privileges  religious 
minorities  had  in  the  provinces  at  the  time  of 
confederation  should  maintain  their  status  quo 
and  shall  not  be  changed.  And  so  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  educational  clauses  of  the 
confederation  resolutions  gave  by  general  con- 
sent to  the  provinces  the  power  to  deal  with 
respect  to  education  : 

Saving  the  rights  and  privileges  which  Catho- 
lic or  Protestant  minorities  In  both  Cauadas 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


may  possess  as  to  their  denominational  schools 
at  the  time  when  the  union  goes  into  operation. 

The  only  change  which  took  place  in  that 
clause  was  this,  that  instead  of  Its  being  con- 
fined to  both  Canadas,  it  was  broadened  to  in- 

i  elude  the  provinces  which  entered  confedera- 

j  tion. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  does  not  matter  very 
much  ;  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  par- 
don an  interruption,  I  would  remind  him 
that  what  he  has  just  read  is  exactly  what 
I  stated  to-day. 

Sir  WILIAM  MULOCK.  In  that  case,  I 
think  that  on  a  perusal  of  his  remarks  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  he  did  not 
give  expression  to  the  ideas  which  were  in 
his  mind.  If  he  repeats  and  affirms  what  he 
said  in  1896,  we  start  from  that  ground 
instead  of  the  new  ground  which,  I  think,  he 
was  taking  to-day. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Hear,  hear. 

!  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  However,  what 
is  the  isuue  now  1  Once  to-day  the  hon. 
i  gentleman  said  it  was  a  question  of  pro- 
i  vincial  rights.  His  leader  moved  an  amend- 
ment, and  in  supporting  that  amendment 
said  that  the  question  was  not,  with  him, 
one  of  separate  schools,  but  of  provincial 
rights,  and  he  proposed  to  take  his  stand 
on  that  ground.  And  it  is  argued  by  some 
gentlemen  that  the  proposed  legislation 
would  be  a  violation  of  provincial  rights. 
But  there  can  be  no  violation  of  a  right 
until  that  right  is  created.  First  you  must 
show  that  the  province  has  a  right,  and  then 
that  the  right  which  it  possesses,  is  being 
violated.  The  first  question  in  my  judg- 
ment, therefore,  is :  What  are  the  rights 
of  a  province  .  when  It  is  created  ? 
There  we  immediately  enter  upon  debat- 
able ground,  because  there  are'  two  con- 
flicting views  as  to  how  a  province  may 
derive  its  constitutional  power  and  rights. 
If  I  understand  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  his  contention  is 
that  the  moment  a  territory  acquires  pro- 
vincial status,  that  moment  it  automatical- 
ly becomes  possessed  of  certain  rights  un- 
der the  British  North  America  Act,  that  it 
inherits  these  rights  that  moment  without 
more  being  done,  without  any  act  on  the 
part  of  the  Dominion  parliament  or  the 
Dominion  government,  and  without  any  im- 
perial legislation — the  moment  you  give  the 
provincial  status  to  a  territory,  that  mo- 
ment, according  to  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion, it  acquires  its  provincial  charter,  and 
its  rights  are  there  set  forth  or  may  be 
found.  He  takes  the  literal  interpretation 
and  makes  that  the  rock  of  the  constitution. 
He  would  have  us  believe  that  the  rock  of 
the  constitution  is  the  letter  and  not  the 
spirit  of  the  British  North  America  Act. 
Here  we  see  the  lawyer — he  looks  to  what 
is  nominated  in  the  bond.    I  care  not,  he 
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says,  whether  it  works  well  or  ill ;  I  care 
not  whether  it  is  to  the  public  good  or  the 
public  injury— every  province  has  the  same 
constitutional  charter  the  moment  it  be- 
comes a  province.  The  opposite  view  is  that 
the  province  does  not  derive  its  charter 
automatically  from  the  British  North  Ameri- 
ca Act,  but  that  the  spirit  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  must  be  considered, 
and  so  much  of  its  provisions  as  may 
be  reasonably  adapted  to  the  provincial 
status  is  given  to  the  new  province.  The 
British  North  America  Act,  in  conferring 
upon  the  people  of  Canada  certain  legis- 
lative powers,  has  set  forth  in  a  gen- 
eral way  a  scheme  for  the  distribution  of 
legislative  powers  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Dominion  or  the  provinces.  It  suggests  in 
a  general  way  that  some  of  these  powers, 
of  which  It  gives  a  list,  may  properly  be 
given  to  a  province,  and  the  others  may 
properly  be  left  to  the  Dominion.  But  the 
British  North  America  Act,  according  to 
those  who  look  at  its  spirit  rather  than  its 
letter,  does  not  in  itself  contain  a  mode) 
constitution  that  automatically  attaches, 
without  the  variation  of  a  word  or  a  letter, 
to  every  province  the  moment  It  becomes  the 
province.  If  the  reasoning  of  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  is  right;  there  is  no  reason 
why,  when  a  province  is  established,  par- 
liament should  trouble  itself  to  deo'.are  any 
of  these  powers.  And  yet,  If  you  trace  the 
history  of  the  several  provinces  of  Canada 
from  their  creation  up  to  the  present,  you 
will  find  that,  in  every  instance,  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  or  the  government  of  Can- 
ada, or  the  imperial  parliament,  h:ts  con- 
ferred upon  each  province  powers  somewhat 
different  from  those  that  the  Confederation 
Act  would  suggest  If  each  province  gets 
its  constitution  automatically  from  the 
British  North  America  Act,  we  in  this  House 
cannot  in  any  way  frame  or  limit  the  con- 
stitution of  the  new  provinces.  But  if  we 
interpret  the  British  North  America  Act, 
not  by  its  letter,  but  by  its  spirit  and  by' the 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  applied  in 
the  creation  of  every  one  of  the  provinces 
from  confederation  down  to  the  present 
time,  we  fail  to  find  a  single  instance  where 
the  doctrine  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
has  been  adopted,  where  any  province  has 
been  given  a  constitution  exactly  in  har- 
mony with  the  general  scheme  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  There  are  no  two  pro- 
vinces whose  constitutions  are  the  same, 
though  all  derive  their  constitutions  from 
the  British  North  America  Act.  It  is 
the  spirit  that  suggests  how  the  constitu- 
tion shall  be  framed.  So,  where  is  the 
model  ?  And  how  can  it  be  argued  that 
when  a  province  acquires  the  provincial 
status  it  acquires  Immediately  certain  rights 
and  powers  without  any  intervention  or 
exercise  of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Do- 
minion parliament  or  any  other  legislative 
body  ?  To  illustrate  what  1  mean,  con- 
-sider  the  character  of  the  British  North 
America  Act.    Sections  91,  92  and  93  cover 


the  distribution  of  powers,  some  powers  to 
be  exercised  by  the  central  parliament  and 
others  by  the  provincial  parliament  Take, 
for  instance,  the  important  subject  of  di- 
vorce. Under  the  British  North  America 
Act,  divorce  Is  assigned  to  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  parliament. 
If  the  literal  wording  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  is  adopted  in  giving  a  consti- 
tution to  another  province,  you  would  not 
find  any  province  entitled  to  maintain  a 
divorce  court  unless  it  was  so  authorized 
by  this  parliament.  This  parliament  has 
never  established  a  divorce  court  In  any 
province.  And  yet  to-day  there  are  divorce 
courts  in  several  provinces — in  Nova  Scotia, 
in  New  Brunswick  and,  I  think,  in  British 
Columbia.  How  comes  it  that  the  subject 
of  divorce,  which,  under  the  British  North 
America  Act,  is  assigned  to  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  parliament,  is 
dealt  with  by  several  provinces  ?  Simply 
because,  when  it  came  to  the  creation  of 
confederation,  certain  provinces  had  at  that 
time  this  institution.  Nova  Scotia  had  a 
divorce  court  and  desired  to  retain  It.  The 
British  North  America  Act  allowed  it  to  be 
retained  in  that  province.  In  that  respect 
it  allowed  a  departure  from  the  British 
North  America  Act.  The  province  of  Que- 
bec had  no  divorce  court,  and  no  divorce 
court  was  given  it  under  the  British  North 
America  Act — the  Act  recognized  the  status 
quo  as  respects  that  subject  in  the  province 
of  Quebec.  New  Brunswick  had -a  divorce 
court  and  wished  to  retain  It,  and  the  British 
North  America  Act  recognized  the  wish  of 
that  province  and  allowed  it  to  retain  the 
divorce  court,  thus  making  an  exception 
from  the  letter  of  the  Act  Ontario  had  no 
divorce  court  and  was  given  no  divorce  court 
by  the  Act.  Later  on  British  Columbia 
came  Into  confederation.  As  I  understand 
it  British  Columbia  had  a  divorce  court 
then,  and  it  was  left  In  the  employment  of 
that  institution — the  letter  of  the  law  was 
departed  from,  but  the  spirit  was  observed  ; 
the  general  scheme  of  confederation  was 
made  applicable,  but  with  exceptions,  re- 
cognizing local  peculiarities  and  local  insti- 
tutions. Then — going  rapidly  over  the  sub- 
jects of  special  importance  to  the  provinces 
—take  the  subject  of  languages.  This  is 
an  English-speaking  country  ;  and  it  was 
assumed,  doubtless,  that  English  would  be 
the  prevailing  language  throughout  the 
country.  The  use  of  language  in  the  courts 
and  legislatures  of  the  provinces  is  a  civii 
right,  and,  as  such,  is  under  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  the  province.  Yet,  turning 
to  the  constitution  as  affecting  the  province 
of  Quebec,  you  will  find  that,  unlike  the 
other  provinces,  Quebec  was  not  left  to 
determine  what  languages  shall  or  shall 
not  be  used  in  its  courts  and  legislature, 
but  the  British  North  America  Act  declares 
that  the  English  language,  along  with  the 
French,  shall  be  lawful  in  the  courts  and 
legislature  of  that  province. 
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The  letter  of  the  constitution  was  depart- 
ed from  as  to  the  subject  of  language  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  and  was  made  suit- 
able to  the  local  conditions,  needs  and  in- 
terests of  that  province.  Yet  if  the  letter 
Of  the  law  is  to  be  regarded,  you  have  no 
justification  for  this  departure  from  the  con- 
stitution which  Is  to  be  found  in  the  British 
North  America  Act.  Take  the  subject  of 
education.  At  the  time  of  confederation  it 
was  found  that  the  minority  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  had  separate  schools,  the  British 
North  America  Act  preserved  separate 
schools  to  them;  it  was  found  that  there 
were  separate  schools  in  Ontario,  and  the 
British  North  America  Act  retained  separ- 
ate schools  In  Ontario;  there  were  no  sep- 
arate schools  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  the  status 
quo  was  recognized  there;  there  were  no 
separate  schools  in  New  Brunswick,  the 
status  quo  was  recognized  there.  But  al- 
though the  British  North  America  Act  in  its 
general  scheme  declared  that  the  subject  of 
education  should  be  under  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  the  provinces,  it  made  two 
exceptions  in  the  case  of  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec, as  my  hon.  friend  admits  to-day,  and 
that  exception  extends  to  other  provinces  as 
well.  Yet,  if  you  were  to  adopt  the  strict 
letter  of  the  law,  you  have  no  right  in  a 
constitution  resting  on  the  bed  rock  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  to  make  these 
exceptions  in  the  constitution  of  any  prov- 
ince. Take  the  subject  of  finance.  Although 
this  is  not  strictly  a  constitutional  subject, 
you  will  find  that  whilst  the  general  scheme 
is  to  treat  all  the  provinces  alike  financially, 
in  the  case  of  Prince  Edward  Island  there 
was  a  material  departure  made  from  the 
general  scheme  of  finance.  In  fact,  you  do 
not  find  the  same  corresponding  financial 
arrangements  made  in  any  two  provinces. 
In  fact,  there  are  just  two  ways  of  looking 
at  the  British  North  America  Act;  you  may 
look  at  It  from  the  standpoint  of  a  lawyer, 
or  you  may  look  at  it  from  the  standpoint 
of  a  statesman.  If  you  look  at  it  from  the 
standpoint  of  a  lawyer— and  I  submit  that 
in  the  standpoint  of  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion—you take  the  letter  of  the  constitution 
without  regard  to  Its  bearings  and  its  ap- 
plication to  the  time  being,  and  apply  it 
literally,  whether  the  application  fits  the 
time  and  occasion  or  not.  But  taking  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  on  each  occasion  of  creat- 
ing a  new  province,  you  adopt  the  constitu- 
tion, as  far  as  possible,  to  the  new  province, 
having  due  regard  to  the  conditions  then 
prevailing. 

Take  the  case  of  Manitoba  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  referred.  The  province  of 
Manitoba  was  established  in  1870,  prior  to 
that  it  had  been  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  There  were  no 
laws  there  except  the  old  common  law  of 
England.  There  were  no  schools  establish- 
ed by  law,  but  it  was  thought  that  there 
were  some  schools  established  by  practice, 
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and,  therefore,  when  it  came  to  creating  the 
province  of  Manitoba  the  educational  ques- 
tion arose.  What  was  done?  They  did  not 
even  adhere  on  that  occasion  to  the  langu- 
age and  to  the  provisions  of  section  03  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  dealing 
with  the  subject  of  legislation.  The  langu- 
age of  the  British  North  America  Act  deal- 
ing with  education  reads  as  follows: 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  tn  relation  to  education, 
subject  and  according  to  the  following  pro- 
visions: 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  should  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  union. 

'Have  by  law.'  "The  British  North  Am- 
erica Act  only  protected  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties which  they  have  by  law.  When  it  came 
to  creating  a  province  out  of  Rupert's  Land, 
the  words  'by  law'  would  have  afforded  no 
protection  to  the  minority,  and  accordingly 
those  who  were  engaged  In  framing  this 
legislation  sought  in  some  other  way  to 
secure  to .  the  minority  in  Manitoba  their 
right  to  whatever  schools  they  might  then 
have;  and  so  the  words  'by  practice'  were 
introduced,  and  the  province  of  Manitoba 
was  secured  in  its  separate  schools  in  these 
words: 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  should  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of 
persons  have  by  law  or  by  practice. 

Now,  the  words  'by  practice'  are  a  radi- 
cal departure  from  the  letter  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  Why  was  that  depar- 
ture ?  How  do  we  account  for  that  depar- 
ture? Simply  because  the  strict  letter  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  would  not 
have  met  the  case  of  Manitoba,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  apply  it  in  spirit,  and  in  that 
way  the  legislators  of  those  days  felt  jus- 
tified, within  the  constitution,  in  so  modify- 
ing section  93.  Now,  what  happened  after 
that?  Manitoba  was  carved  out  of  Rupert's 
Laud,  the  Territories  we  are  about  to  raise 
into  provinces  are  part  of  the  remainder  of 
Ruperts  Land.  The  Manitoba  Act  was 
confirmed  by  imperial  legislation,  and  that 
same  imperial  legislation  which  confirmed 
the  Act  creating  the  province  of  Manitoba 
proceeded  to  confer  upon  the  Dominion  par- 
liament power  to  grant  a  constitution  to 
new  provinces.  Section  2  of  the  amendment 
to  the  British  North  America  Act,  1871,  is 
us  follows  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  new  provinces  In  any  territories 
forming  for  the  time  being  part  of  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada,  but  not  included  In  any  pro- 
vince thereof,  and  may,  at  the  time  of  such 
establishment,  make  provision  for  the  consti- 
tution and  administration  of  any  such  pro- 
vince, and  for  the  passing  of  laws  for  the 
peace,  order  and   good  government  of  sucb 
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province,  and  for  its  representation  in  the 
said  parliament. 

The  very  same  Imperial  Act  that  re- 
cognized the  change  In  the  words  from  the 
British  North  America  Act  to  the  words 
used  in  the  Manitoba  Act,  gave  to  this  par- 
liament for  the  first  time  the  power  to  give 
a  constitution  to  new  provinces.  Now,  what 
is  the  meaning  of  section  2  of  this  Act  If  it 
is  not  to  give  to  this  parliament  discretion- 
ary power  as  to  the  kind  of  a  constitution 
we  may  give  to  a  province?  If  it  was  In- 
tended that  this  parliament  should  do  no 
more  than  mark  out  the  limits  of  a  province 
and  declare  that  it  was  made  a  province, 
the  Act  would  have  said  so;  but  instead  of 
that  the  Act  proceeds  to  say  that  we  may 
establish  a  province  and  make  provision  for 
its  constitutional  administration,  for  the 
passing  of  laws,  for  the  peace,  order  and 
good  government  of  such  province  and  Its 
representation  In  this  parliament. 

In  mentioning  these  exceptions  to  the 
general  scheme  of  confederation  another  in- 
stance occurs  to  my  mind,  the  case  of 
British  Columbia.  Under  the  British  North 
America  Act,  representation  by  population 
in  this  parliament  is  the  general  scheme. 
The  provinces  may  lose  representation  if 
their  population  falls,  but  as  far  as  British 
Columbia  is  concerned  its  minimum  repre- 
sentation is  guaranteed  by  the  British  North 
America  Act.  No  matter  what  the  popula- 
tion of  British  Columbia  may  be,  its  repre- 
sentation here  cannot  go  below  a  certain 
minimum — another  departure  from  the  let- 
ter of  the  Confederation  Act.  Under  the 
British  North  America  Act  each  province 
is  given  a  legislature,  but  as  regards  the 
province  of  Quebec  it  is  not  permitted  to 
control  its  own  local  provincial  constitu- 
tion as  far  as  its  parliament  is  concerned, 
for  the  British  North  America  Act  declares 
that  there  shall  be  two  houses  and  it  does  not 
leave  it  in  the  power  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  to  alter  that  portion  of  its  constitu- 
tion. It  does  more.  Take  the  matter  of 
representation  of  the  house  of  assembly 
in  the  province  of  Quebec.  AH  the  other 
provinces  have  the  power  themselves  to 
alter  their  electoral  districts,  making  bound- 
aries as  they  see  fit,  but  in  the  case  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  it  is  entirely  different. 
There  are  twelve  constituencies  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec  that  the  legislature  cannot 
interfere  with.  In  the  province  of  Ontario 
our  legislature  can,  if  it  sees  fit,  alter  the 
boundaries  of  all  the  electoral  districts,  and 
so  it  is  In  all  the  other  provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  Quebec  alone  excepted.  Why 
was  the  exception  made  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  ? — simply  to  meet  local  conditions 
and  thus  we  have  from  ocean  to  ocean  all 
these  provinces,  deriving  their  constitutions 
from  the  British  North  America  Act,  but  not 
one  of  them  having  the  same  constitution, 
all  varying  in  some  respects  and  yet  all  in 
substance  formulated  in  accordance  with 
109. 


the  true  spirit  of  the  British  North  Amer- 
ica Act.  There  are  seven  provinces  in 
this  Dominion.  Four  of  these  provinces 
were  created  at  the  same  time  and  created 
by  the  same  instrument,  the  British  North 
America  Act,  which  declared  the  constitu- 
tion of  all  the  provinces.  But  that  very 
same  instrument,  that  very  same  Act  of 
legislation  that  gave  life  to  our  British 
North  America  Act  gave  four  distinct  kinds 
of  constitution  to  the  four  different  provinces 
that  formed  the  original  confederation  of 
Canada.  Yet,  we  are  told  that  there  Is 
a  model  to  be  found  within  the  four  corners 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  or  in  the 
constitutions  of  the  different  provinces 
created  under  the  British  North  America 
Act,  which  furnishes  to  us  full  information 
as  to  what  are  to  be  the  powers  of  each 
province  when  it  becomes  a  province.  For 
forty  years  parliament  has  been  interpreting 
the  meaning  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  and  in  no  one  Instance  has  parliament 
taken  the  view  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  now  presents  to  this  Bouse.  In 
no  one  instance  has  parliament  up  to  this 
moment  felt  that  it  was  bound  by  the  letter 
of  the  constitution,  or  that  it  was  at  no  time 
to  modify  according  to  the  local  conditions 
the  general  scheme  of  confederation  In  ap- 
plying that  constitution  to  a  particular  pro- 
vince. I  ask  you  then,  if,  up  to  this  present 
moment,  all  who  have  been  engaged  in 
creating  these  seven  provinces,  if  all  the  par- 
liaments either  here  or  in  England  have 
been  disposed  to  look  not  to  the  letter  but 
to  the  spirit  of  the  law,  do  you  not  think 
that  the  bed  rock  of  our  constitution  is 
the  spirit  and  not  the  mere  letter  of  the 
British  North  America  Act.  Why,  Sir,  Is  it 
common  sense  to  suppose  that  when  the 
British  North  America  Act  was  passed  forty 
years  ago  the  parliament  of  that  day  in- 
tended that  that  instrument  which  for  all 
time  was  to  form  the  constitution  of  this 
Dominion,  with  Its  changes  and  with '  its 
future,  was  literally  to  be  applied,  not 
having  regard  to  the  conditions  of  new  pro- 
vinces when  its  application  was  to  be  made 
but  having  regard  to  the  dead  past  ?  I  can 
imagine  a  hundred  years  hence  sonTe  ques- 
tion arising  in  this  country  ;  perhaps  It  may 
be  the  question  of  taking  away  from'  a  pro- 
vince some  of  its  powers,  or  it  may  be  a 
question  of  taking  away  from  the  Dominion 
some  of  its  powers,  or  it  may  be  a  question 
in  some  way  or  other  of  rearranging  legis- 
lative powers,  and  I  can  understand  that  it 
might  be  thought  of  vital  importance  to  the 
safety  of  the  country  that  some  change 
should  be  made.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  can  almost  anticipate  a  lawyer  of  that  day 
rising  in  bis  place  In  parliament  and  saying  : 
You  propose  to  alter  the  constitution  for 
the  public  welfare.  I  admit  that  the  public- 
welfare  may  call  for  a  change  of  the  consti- 
tution, but  I  take  my  stand  on  the  letter  of 
the  constitution  and  I  interpret  It  in  the  light 
of  150  or  200  years  ago.    Is  that  the  spirit 
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In  which  laws  are  to  be  construed,  or  should 
they  be  construed  as  living  and  moving  laws 
to  be  construed  so  as  at  all  times  to  meet  the 
altered  conditions  of  the  occasion  ?  I  sympa- 
thize with  .the  view  of  the  premier  and  I 
put  him  in  contrast  on  this  occasion  with  the 
attitude  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition.  In 
one  case,  you  have  an  interpretation  of 
the  constitution  by  a  lawyer ;  ih  the 
other  case,  may  I  be  permitted  to  say,  by  a 
statesman  ?  Which  view  is  the  more  likely 
to  be  correct  ?  Which  view  is  the  more 
likely  to  be  in  the  best  Interests  of  the 
country  ?  I  take  this  view  of  it  then  ;  I 
began  by  arguing  that  there  could  be  no  In- 
fringement of  a  right  until  It  has  been 
created.  A  province  possesses  no  rights 
until  this  parliament  has  declared  what  Its 
rights  are.  According  to  the  spirit  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  and  according 
to  the  letter  of  the  amending  Act  of  1871,  It 
Is  in  the  discretion  of  this  parliament  to-day 
to  say  what  constitution  we  shall  give  to 
these  two  new  provinces. 

How  have  we  dealt  with  education  In  the 
seven  provinces  of  this  Dominion  ?  We 
have  left  education  as  we  found  it  when  we 
came  to  legislate.  Nova  Scotia'  had  no 
separate  schools  ;  the  British  North  America 
Act  gave  them  no  separate  schools.  In  New 
Brunswick  there  were  no  separate  schools  ; 
when  they  joined  confederation  the  Con- 
federation Act  gave  them  no  separate 
schools.  In  Quebec  at  the  time  of  confeder- 
ation there  were  separate  schools ;  the 
Confederation  Act  recognized  that  condition 
of  affairs  and  left  them  In  the  enjoyment 
of  separate  schools.  In  Ontario  when  it 
entered  confederation  there  were  separate 
schools  ;  the  British  North  America  Act 
lecognlzed  local  conditions  and  left  Ontario 
in  the  enjoyment  of  her  separate  schools. 
At  the  time  Prince  Edward  Island  joined 
the  union  there  were  no  separate  schools  ; 
the. Orders  In  Council,  ratified  by  the  imperial 
government,  left  Prince  Edward  Island  in 
the  condition  it  was  In  when  it  entered  con- 
federation, without  separate  schools.  When 
we  came  to  carve  a  new  province  out  of  the 
territory  of  Ruperts  Land,  when  we  came  to 
establish  Manitoba  we  found  a  peculiar  con- 
dition there.  They  had  separate  schools  but 
these  schools  did  not  fall  within  the  language 
of  the  British  North  America  Act.  They  were 
not  there  by  right  or  law  because  there  were 
no  laws.  The  country  was  almost  unin- 
habited, no  constitution  had  been  declared, 
it  was  working  under  the  old  law  of  England, 
and  the  legislators  of  that  day,  endeavouring 
to  recognize  the  condition  of  affairs  as  they 
found  it,  when  they  were  going  to  make 
Manitoba  Into  a  province  said  that  although 
there  are  no  schools  in  Manitoba  by  law 
there  are  some  by  practice  and  we  will  give 
you  a  constitution  and  allow  you  to  retain 
whatever  you  had  by  law  or  practice.  So, 
they  departed  from  the  letter  of  the  law  in 
the  case  of  Manitoba.  In  British  Columbia 
It  is  the  same.    There  were  no  separate 
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schools  In  British  Columbia,  but  when 
British  Columbia  came  into  the  confeder- 
ation the  Confederation  Act  recognized  the 
status  quo  and  did  not  establish  separate 
schools. 

Thus,  In  the  case  of  the  whole  seven  pro- 
I  vinees  that  now  constitute  this  Dominion, 
1  each  province  was  left  either  with  or  with- 
out separate  schools  just  as  the  condition 
was  at  the  time  of  its  entering  Into  the 
union.  But  what  do  we  And  In  the  case 
of  .the  Territories  ?  In  1875,  thirty  years 
ago,  this  parliament  passed  an  Act  author- 
izing the  legislature  of  the  Territories  to 
establish  separate  schools.  The  Act  of  1875 
did  not  declare  the  character  of  these 
schools ;  they  might  be  under  church  con- 
trol or  they  might  be  under  state  control. 
I  frankly  confess  that  I  disapprove  of  sepa- 
rate schools  under  church  control,  and  on 
one  occasion  when  I  had  the  opportunity 
I  recorded  my  vote  against  the  maintenance 
of  the  status  quo  of  1875.  I  object  to  that 
feature  of  it  which  admits  of  a  school  under 
church  control,  but  the  Act  remained  on  the 
statute-book  and  it  is  on  the  statute-book 
to-day.  It  is  quite  common  practice  in  this 
House  to  belittle  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
territorial  legislature,  but  within  its  limits 
and  as  to  be  subjects  in  respect  of  which  It 
can  legislate  the  territorial  legislature  is  as 
supreme  as  is  the  legislature  of  any  pro- 
vince. For  thirty  years  the  people  of  the 
Territories  have  been  in  the  enjoyment  of 
rights  under  the  Act  of  1875,  and  they  have 
made  clear  their  views  on  their  educational 
system  in  the  form  of  laws  passed  by  their 
legislature.  The  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
correctly  described  the  educational  laws  of 
the  Territories.  He  pointed  out  that  under 
the  ordinance,  chapter  29.  which  we  pro- 
pose to  accept  as  the  standard,  the  separate 
schools  as  they  are  to-day  are  really  Na- 
tional schools  ;  that  the  teachers  must  be 
qualified  equally  with  the  teachers  in  the 
public  schools,  that  the  schools  must  be 
organized  under  the  state  and  not  under 
the  church,  that  the  text  books  are  pres- 
cribed by  the  state,  that  the  inspection, 
the  examination  and  the  whole  control  of 
these  schools  called  separate  schools,  is 
with  the  state.  We  have  been  assailed  in- 
deed by  people  opposed  to  us  because  these 
schools  are  not  sufficiently  under  church 
control.  The  existing  school  system  in  the 
Territories  is  the  outcome  of  thirty  years 
of  legislation  by  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tories. Their  educational  laws  have  reached 
the  present  status,  and  they  give  supreme 
satisfaction  I  understand  throughout  the 
Territories.  Although  some  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  are  endeavour- 
ing to  induce  the  people  to  rise  in  revolt, 
we  do  not  find  any  such  hysterical  appeals 
made  by  the  people  of  the  Territories  who 
are  most  directly  concerned.  I  see  before 
me  the  minister— I  beg  his  pardon  I  was 
only  anticipating  a  little  perhaps— I  see  be- 
fore me  the  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
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Sproule).  He  is  deeply  interested  In  this 
question  and  from  one  standpoint  is  an 
authority  upon  it.  I  have  something  here 
which  may  interest  him.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  went  to  Montreal  a  year 
ago  and  he  was  entertained  by  the  Jacques 
Cartier  Club  of  which  we  have  heard  a 
good  deal  of  late  in  connection  with  the 
sending  of  petitions  gotten  up  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  I  do  not  know  how  inti- 
mate are  the  relations  between  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Grey  and  the  Jacques 
Cartier  Club,  but  let  me  remind  him  of  a 
pleasing  incident :  a  banquet  to  his  leader 
and  himself.  The  day  after  the  Banquet, 
the  Montreal  '  Gazette '  did  itself  the  honour 
of  reporting  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech, 
and  I  will  do  him  the  further  honour  of 
reading  the  report  to  the  House.  I  may 
observe  that'  on  this  occasion  the  member 
for  East  Grey  was  accompanied  by  his 
leader  the  member  for  Carleton.  The  Mon- 
treal 'Gazette'  of  the  20th  of  June,  1904, 
reports  : 

Dr.  Sproule,  M.P.,  the  well  known  Orange 
leader  created  loud  laughter  as  he  called  those 
present  his .  '  brethren.'  He  was  loudly  ap- 
plauded as  he  told  of  his  impressions  on  seeing 
Cartier.  tor  the  first  time.  He  wanted  more 
French  Conservatives  at  Ottawa  to  help  carry 
out  Mr.  Borden's  policy.  Ontario,  he  said,  had 
no  desire  to  rule  this  country  without  the  help 
of  French  Canada. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.    Nothing  wrong  in  that 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  express  himself  that  way  up 
west  1 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Exactly  the  same. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Well,  we  will 
see  what  happened  after  that 

The  one  province  was  necessary  to  the  other. 

Oh,  here  is  something  rather  interesting  : 

He  said  that  the  much  decried  Orange  lodge 
was  nothing  more  or  less  than  a  Conservative 
committee  room. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  want  to  correct  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  has  read  that  as 
he  finds  It  in  the  paper.  There  were  two 
reports  out,  and  I  want  to  say  that  this  is 
an  incorrect  report  What  I  said  was  that 
it  was  allegel  by  our  opponents  that  It  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  Conservative 
committee  room. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Well,  I  am 
reading  the  Montreal  '  Gazette.' 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Will  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral ask  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  im- 
mediately behind  him  If  the  member  for 
East  Grey  said  so. 

Mr.  FINLAY.    I  am  the  only  one  sitting 
immediately  behind  the  Postmaster  and  I 
do  not  know  anything  about  it 
109* 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  There  is  some- 
thing m.ore  that  can  be  contradicted  per- 
haps.  At  all  events  this  is  what  the  Mon- 
treal '  Gazette '  says  : 

He  said  the  much  decried  Orange  lodge  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  Conservative  com- 
mittee room  where  Catholics  and  Protestants 
met  to  do  the  good  work  of  the  Conservative 
party. 

How  far  is  that  correctly  reported  ? 

vMr.  SPROULE.   Not  correct  at  all. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  report 
.proceeds.  Oh.  Here  is  a  dreadful  threat 
I  wonder  if  it  is  correct 

Dr.  Sproule  received  another  cheer  when  he 
declared  that  it  Quebec  did  not  do  better  at 
the  next  election  he  would  come  down  and  es- 
tablish Orange  lodges  throughout  the  province. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   I  admit  that 

Sir  WILLAM  MULOCK.  That  Is  correct? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Yes,  that  is  correct 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Has  the  hon. 
gentleman  carried  out  his  threat  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  I  will  carry  it 
out 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  that  the  '  Gazette '  report  is 
not  correct.  I  have  the  Montreal  'Star' 
here  and  we  will  see  what  it  says. 

Dr.  Sproule  replied  first  for  Ontario.  He  re- 
called the  first  time  he  had  seen  Cartier  and 
the  deeds  of  that  distinguished  Canadian  with 
his  twin  brother  Macdonald. 

There  Is  Internal  evidence  about  the  gen- 
uineness of  that  because  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  Is  rather  fond  of  the 
subject  of  twins. 

He  hoped  to  see  the  people  of  Quebec  rally 
to  Borden,  as  they  had  in  the  past  to  Macdonald 
and  Cartier  and  Tupper  and  Pope.  He  asked 
them  to  rally  to  their  Pope. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   Which  Pope  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  leader  of 
the  opposition.  I  can  fancy  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  making  his  confessions 
to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  when  he 
came  back  from  this  gathering  so  unlike 
the  gatherings  which  he  is  accustomed  to 
assemble  in  the  west. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  Is 
entirely  out  in  his  reference  there. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Did  not  the 
hon.  member  for  Grey  ask  them  to  rally  to 
their  Pope  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  allow  me,  I  will  explain.  I  was  face- 
tiously making  reference  to  the  fact  that 
we  had  in  our  ranks  a  Pope,  pointing  to 
the  member  for  Oompton,  who  was  near  by, 
and  I  said  that  if  they  were  willing  to  sup- 
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port  their  Pope,  surely  they  -were  willing 
to  support  our  Pope. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MTJLOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  two  Pope 8— his  Pope  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition.  It  applied  to  both. 
Let  me  proceed : 

The  two  nationalities  were  planted  here  to- 
gether, and  must  live  side  by  side,  and  work 
In  harmony  to  build  up  a  great  and  lusty 
young  country.  Mr.  Borden  had  the  people  at 
his  back,  as  did  Macdonald  and  Cartier  in  the 
old  days. 

Tes,  a  long  way  behind  his  back. 

The  wise  men  had  come  from  the  east,  and 
ot  late  had  saved  a  Daniel  from  the  lion's  den, 
Dr.  Sproule  raised  a  great  shout  of  laughter  

I  -wish  he  would  do  the  same  here  occa- 
sionally  

 when  he  jokingly  referred  to  the  old  story 

that  every  Orange  lodge  In  Ontario  was  a 
Conservative  committee  room.  He  would  not 
take  the  trouble  to  deal  with  that  theory. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  In  Ontario  the  Orange  and 
Green  were  working  together  as  they  had  in 
the  past,  for  the  return  to  power  of  the  true 
party  of  united,  Canadians. 

A  beautiful  sentiment. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Is  there  anything  wrong 
there  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MTJLOCK.  Nothing  wrong 
at  all.  Let  us  see  now  how  they  are  work- 
ing together. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Will  you  be  good  enough 
to  inform  the  House  now  what  clause  of 
the  Bill  that  refers  to  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  House  is  being  favoured  with  peti- 
tions. The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
Orange  and  the  Green  are  working  together 
for  the  good  of  the  Conservative  party.  He 
is  doing  his  share  in  one  way,  and  the  Jac- 
ques Cartier  Club,  his  host,  appears  to  be 
doing  its  share  in  another  way  ;  and  thus 
the  Orange  and  the  Green  are  getting  In 
their  work.  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  copy  of  a 
communication  signed  by  Elie  Maurault, 
Secretary  of  the  Jacques  Cartier  Club.  I 
do  not  know  the  gentleman  ;  but  the  writer 
of  this  communication  does  not  appear  to 
share  the  sentiments  of  the  member  for 
East  Grey.  The  member  for  East  Grey  has 
been  promoting  one  line  of  campaign,  while 
his  cluft  in  Quebec  has  been  promoting  an- 
other line.  It  is  all  right  if  it  stirs  up  strife, 
so  long  as  both  get  in  their  work  for  the 
good  of  the  Conservative  party  ;  the  Orange 
and  the  Green,  as  he  says,  working  toge- 
ther ;  two  fishermen  out,  he  with  his  hook 
baited  with  the  orange,  and  some  one  else 
with  the  green.  May  I  ask  the  member  for 
East  Grey  what  part  he  took  in  getting  this 
communication  and  these  petitions  from  the 
province  of  Quebec.  Fancy  the  Conserva- 
tive party,  through  the  Jacques  Cartier  Club, 
rallying  to  the  support  of  the  premier  of  Can- 
Mr.  RPROULE. 


ada  against  the  member  for  East  Grey. 
This  letter  is  dated  Montreal,  8th  March, 
1905,  and  it  reads  as  follows  : 

Dear  Sir,— Referring  to  the  Important  matter 
which  is  at  present  being  discussed  in  the  House 
of  Commons  re  the  separate  schools  to  be 
established  In  the  new  provinces  in  the  North- 
west, reliable  information  shows  us  that  the 
opponents  of  those  schools  are  doing  their  ut- 
most to  prevent  justice  being  done  to  our  com- 
patriots and  co-religionists,  and  are  flooding 
parliament  with  petitions  against  the  school 
system  which  is  so  dear  to  us. 

Mr.  LENNOX.    We  have  had  it  before. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Since  you  have 
had  it  before,  I  will  only  state  the  tenor  of 
it.  This  is  a  letter  from  the  Jacques  Cartier 
Club  of  Montreal,  sent  broadcast  throughout 
the  province  of  Quebec,  appealing  to  all 
parties  to  resist  the  action  of  the  member 
for  East  Grey.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
have  had  suggestions  from  the  Jacques 
Cartier  Club  that  he  should  put  his  fighting 
forces  in  order  in  Ontario,  and  so  the  two 
forces  are  working  In  harmony  for  the  good 
of  the  Conservative  party,  the  member  for 
East  Grey  rallying  one  party  and  the  Jac- 
ques Cartier  Club  rallying  the  other. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  a  question  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  A  large  number  of  peti- 
tions have  been  received  in  favour  of  this 
Bill  from  Reformers  In  Quebec.  I  hold  one 
in  my  hand  containing  twenty-one  names 
marked  Liberals  and  fourteen  marked  Con- 
servatives. These  Liberals  are  asking  that 
the  Bill  may  not  pass,  while  Liberals  on 
other  petitions  are  asking  that  it  do  pass. 
Were  they  working  In  concert  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  May  I  ask 
who  marked  them  Liberals  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  gentleman  who  went 
around  with  the  petition.  I  will  pass  it 
over  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  What  is  the 
name  of  the  gentleman  who  marked  them  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  take  it  that  it  was  the 
gentleman  who  went  around  with  the  peti- 
tion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  know  who  marked  them, 
T  do  not  think  the  evidence  amounts  to 
much.  I  would  like  to  show  how  the  work 
is  being  done.  The  hon.  gentleman  Is  mak- 
ing bis  appeals  to  passion  on  the  floors  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Tes.  He  de- 
livered an  address  in  this  House  a  short 
time  ago,  ostensibly  on  the  school  question, 
but  the  most  of  his  speech  was  taken  up 
with  pointing  out  the  infirmities  of  the 
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Roman  Catholic  church.  What  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  mean  when  he  said  that  certain 
races,  such  as  the  Galiclans  and  the  Douk- 
hobors,  had  come  to  Canada  to  escape  the 
tyranny  of  their  church  in  the  old  land. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  The  Doukhobors  are 
not  Catholics. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  What  did  the 
hon.  gentleman  mean  when  he  said  that  we 
were  seeking  to  make  use  of  the  old  cast-off 
tattered  garments  of  the  church  in  the  old 
world  as  the  swaddling  clothes  of  these 
young  giants  in  the  west  ?  Was  that  not 
an  attack  on  the  church  and  an  appeal  to 
passion  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  was  an  appeal  to  his- 
tory. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  was  not 
the  occasion  to  give  us  history.  It  was  an 
occasion  for  an  appeal  to  the  constitution. 
At  all  events,  it  is  interesting  to  see  tiie 
methods  pursued  in  different  parts  of  this 
Dominion. 

We  have  in  the  province  of  Ontario  a 
Campaign  denouncing  these  amendments  as 
being  concessions  to  the  hierarchy.  On  the 
other  hand,  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  the 
Liberal  party  is  attacked  by  the  Tory  news- 
papers because  the  government  are  doing 
nothing  for  the  Roman  Catholics.  Surely 
both  these  contentions  cannot  be  well  found- 
ed. Let  me  read  from  a  couple  of  the  lead- 
ing Tory  papers  published  in  the  city  of 
Quebec  in  what  terms  they  speak  of  what 
they  declare  to  be  a  surrender  of  the  rights 
of  the  minority.  In  'L'Evenement'  of  the 
10th  March,  1905,  which  is  one  of  the  organs 
supporting  the  opposition  in  the  province 
of  Quebec,  I  And  the  following  article: 

The  Northwest  Territory  Schools — A  deep  trea- 
son. 

The  rights  of  the  Catholics  of  the  Northwest 
are  shamefully  sacrificed. 

The  Liberal  press  has  just  received  from  Ot- 
tawa the  pass-word  and  is  cleverly  preparing 
the  electorate  to  accept  and  approve  what  Mr. 
Laurier  and  Mr.  Fitzpatrick  are  asking  par- 
liament, the  shameful  sacrifice  of  the  rights  of 
our  fellow  men  and  co-rellglonists  In  the  North- 
west Territories.  Mr.  Laurier  and  Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick are  giving  away  before  fanaticism,  and 
in  a  retreat  without  glory  they  cowardly 
abandon  rights  which  they  themselves  declared 
to  be  inalienable  fifteen  days  ago.  We  ask  our 
readers  to  read  attentively  what  follows,  and 
to  seriously  study  the  question  which  we  will 
treat,  and  to  open  their  eyes  and  see  the  deep 
treason  of  which  French  Canadians  and  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  Territories  are  victims. 

It  is  Catholic  Laurier  and  Catholic  Fitz- 
patrick who,  for  the  purpose  of  retaining 
power,  do  not  tear,  do  not  hesitate,  powerful 
as  they  are,  to  crush  under  the  heels  of  their 
boots  the  French  Catholic  minority  of  the  new 
provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan. 

That  Is  a  Tory  opinion  for  consumption 
In  the  province  of  Quebec,  and  the  article 
proceeds  in  equally  violent  language  to  tfie 


end.  Another  paper  ot  tiie  same  kind,  pub- 
lished in  the  city  of  Quebec,  'La  Verite,'  in 
Its  issue  of  the  18th  March,  has  the  follow- 
ing editorial: 

Trebly  deplorable. 

In  our  article  ot  last  week  we  qualified  as 
truly  deplorable  the  letter  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  to  an  old  friend  of  George  Brown,  the 
full  text  of  which  we  published  at  the  time. 

This  letter  is  trebly  deplorable,  disastrous, 
heart-rending,  we  say,  after  having  re-read  this 
document  calmly. 

From  a  political  point  of  view,  a  national 
point  of  view,  from  a  religious  point  of  view, 
it  is  all  that  ;  and  it  is  inconceivable  that  a 
chief  of  a  party,  a  French  Canadian  and  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  could  have  made  up  his  mind  to 
make  public  such  a  document. 

Then  it  proceeds  to  say: 

By  his  cowardice  and  blindness.  Mr.  Laurier 
is  on  the  way  to  depriving  for  ever  his  co-re- 
ltglonlsts  in  the  west,  of  separate  schools, 
thoroughly  Catholic.  No,  there  is  no  possible 
comparison  between  the  work  of  George  Brown 
and  that  of  Wilfrid  Laurier,  as  political  men 
on  the  educational  question.  The  former  has 
done  for  his  people  a  work  as  durable  as  gran- 
ite. The  latter,  of  his  own  free  will,  places  his 
co-religionists  in  a  position  ot  manifest  Inferi- 
ority. Such  was  the  work  of  both,  men  from  a 
purely  political  point  of  view. 

Further  on  the  writer  says: 

The  separate  schools  of  the  far  west  will  be 
so  little  separate,  so  little  French  that  the 
teaching  will  be  in  English. 

Lastly,  a  word  as  to  the  religious  aspect  of 
the  question  ;  it  is  clear  that  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier,  as  a  Catholic  statesman,  Is  perfectly 
satisfied  of  practically  neutral  schools  for  his 
co-religionists.  Read  over  again  attentively . 
the  discription  which  he  makes  of  the  so-called 
separate  schools  which  exist  in  the  west,  which 
his  Bill  proposes  to  maintain,  which  our  people 
must  accept,  and  which  the  Protestants  are 
humbly  requested  to  tolerate,  and  you  will  see 
that  they  are  really  neutral  or  national  schools, 
because,  In  the  mind  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  the 
two  terms  are  synonymous. 

Where  Is  the  separation  In  these  schools  from 
a  religious  point  ot  view  ?  It  does  not  exist 
more  than  it  does  from  the  national  point  of 
view.  They  are  institutions  which  are  neutral, 
neutral,  absolutely  neutral. 

The  famous  half  hour  of  religious  teaching  at 
the  closing  of  each  class  does  not  change  the 
essentially  national  and  neutral  character  of 
the  class  itself.  Mr.  Laurier  proclaims  this 
with  persistency,  and  he  is  perfectly  right. 

Instead  of  this  measure  being  a  surrender 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  which  Is  the 
charge  made  against  it  in  the  west,  It  is 
denounced  In  the  province  of  Quebec  by  our 
opponents  because  it  simply  allows  the  min- 
ority to  enjoy  what  we  call  national  schools. 
Both  these  contentions  cannot  be  true. 
Either  the  contention  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  {Mr.  Sproule),  that  we  are 
surrendering  to  the  Roman  Catholic  minor- 
ity, is  wrong,  or  the  contention  of  his  allies 
In  Quebec  that  we  are  not  doing  Justice  to 
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the  Roman  Catholic  minority  is  unfounded. 
Both  cannot  be  correct.  Perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Grey,  in  his  supreme  de- 
sire to  do  justice,  will,  in  talking  the  matter 
over  with  his  western  friends,  point  out  to 
them  the  view  which  the  Quebec  Tories  take 
of  this  measure  as  compared  with  that 
which  he  and  his  friends  take.  But  what  is 
the  attitude  of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition?  He  simply  takes  his  stand 
on  provincial  rights.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bast  Grey  does  the  passion  part  of  the  play. 
He  acts  the  tragic  role  and  appeals  to  pas- 
sion; other  members  of  the  party  opposite 
Indulge  in  melodramatic  appeals  to  senti- 
ment; others  attempt  more  or  less  skilfully 
to  excite  prejudice,  but  one  and  all  they 
are  working  to  the  same  end,  and  that  is  the 
success  and  glory  of  the  Conservative  party, 
no  matter  by  what  means  that  may  be 
secured.  But  there  is  one  thing  which  these 
gentlemen  might  well  bear  in  mind.  It  is 
that  the  welfare  of  this  country  depends  on 
our  >people  living  in  harmony;  and  let  this 
question  be  once  settled  in  a  broad  spirit 
of  tolerant  justice  and  we  will  continue  in 
that  career  of  progress  in  which  we  have 
been  advancing  for  the  last  eight  years. 
For  several,  years  during  the  agitation  ac- 
companying the  Manitoba  school  question, 
the  progress  of  this  couptry  was  stopped, 
and  stopped  it  would  be  again  if  the  opposi- 
tion could  have  their  way  and  succeed  In 
throwing  this  question  into  the  arena  of 
political  strife.  But  the  good  sense  of  par- 
liament, I  have  no  doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
prevail,  and  the  country  will  breathe  a 
sigh  of  relief  when  this  question  is  settled 
for  all  time,  without  any  sacrifice  of  princi- 
ple on  either  side  and  in  a  manner  which 
will  enable  all  classes  to  live  in  harmony. 
My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
said  that  because  the  Act  of  1875  was  pass- 
ed when  there  were  only  500  people  in  the 
Northwest  it  should  now  be  done  away 
with  when  there  are  500,000  people  in  that 
country.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  if  500,000 
people  have  gone  Into  that  country,  know- 
ing the  law  and  the  conditions  which  pre- 
vailed, they  furnish  us  with  500,000  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
status  quo.  Why  should  we  deal  with  the 
people  of  the  Territories  when  we  make 
them  a  province  In  a  different  manner  from 
that  In  which  we  deal  with  the  people  In 
other  provinces  when  they  were  brought 
into  confederation?  What  we  propose  now 
is  In  harmony  with  the  unbroken  practice 
in  similar  cases,  respected  In  every  part  of 
this  broad  Dominion.  Therefore,  I  am  un- 
able to  understand  why,  when  we  are  rais- 
ing these  two  Territories  to  the  dignity  of 
provinces  this  agitation  should  be  excited. 
Some  time  ago,  in  reading  a  history  of  India. 
I  came  across  a  passage  which  might 
very  well  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  this  House.  Speaking  of  the  treatment 
by  Great  Britain  of  the  many  nationalities 
throughout  her  broad  empire— races  with- 
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out  number  and  creeds  without  number— 
the  writer  said  that  he  had  yet  to  find  an 
instance  of  the  mother  country  having  ever 
oppressed  a  minority  or  failed  to  recognise 
the  beliefs  and  feelings  and  sentiments  and 
even  the  prejudices  of  that  minority.  And 
when  at  the  close  of  the  great  mutiny  in 
India,  it  was  said  that  the  Imperial  govern- 
ment might  Interfere  with  the  religious 
views  of  the  people,  Her  Majesty  herself 
caused  a  proclamation  to  be  issued  to  the 
people  of  India  in  which  she  pointed  out 
that  she  had  derived  so  much  comfort  and 
consolation  from  her  own  religion  that  she 
would  never  allow  hands  to  be  laid  on  the 
religions  or  creeds  of  the  various  great 
tribes  that  composed  her  loyal  citizens 
throughout  India. 

And,  go  where  you  will  throughout  this 
broad  empire,  with  its  four  hundred  mil- 
lions of  people  of  different  races  and  differ- 
ent creeds,  you  find  all  left  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  those  things  that  they  regard  as 
sacred.  It  is  that  policy,  that  method  of 
treating  the  people,  that  has  made  Great 
Britain's  empire,  what  It  is  to-day— wide- 
spread, powerful  and  stable,  resting  upo* 
the  affections  of  the  whole  people  and  hold- 
ing the  people  together  by  the  bonds  of 
affection  and  not  by  force  or  coercion.  If 
our  own  Dominion  is  to  be  held  together  we 
cannot  do  better  than  follow  the  example 
of  the  mother  of  nations  and  yield,  if  need 
be,  occasionally  to  prejudices  or  sentiments 
involving  no  sacrifice  of  principle  in  order 
to  enable  the  different  classes  that  are  com- 
ing to  our  shores  to  live  in  peace,  in  har- 
mony and  in  the  enjoyment  of  those  insti- 
tutions to  which  they  attach  great  impor- 
tance and  the  enjoyment  of  which  by  them 
makes  them  more  loyal  citizens,  yet  does  no 
injury  to  the  common  welfare. 

Mr.  E.  A.  LANCASTER  (Lincoln  and  Nia- 
gara). Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know  who  is 
to  apologize,  unless  I  do — for  I  suppose  the 
Postmaster  General  (Sir  William  Mulock) 
will  not — for  the  time  that  hon.  gentleman 
lias  taken  up  in  what  was  supposed  to  have 
been  a  discussion  of  Bill  (No.  69)  now  be- 
fore the  House.  I  must  say  that  I  sympa- 
thize with  those  gentlemen  supporting,  or 
supposed  to  be  supporting,  the  Postmaster 
General  who  have  been  brought  back  this 
evening  to  hear,  as  they  supposed,  a  reply 
to  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster)  and  who,  after  trying  to  listen  for 
half  an  hour  or  so,  were  obliged  to  leave 
the  Chamber  because  they  could  not  under- 
stand where  the  Postmaster  General  was 
or  what  subject  he  was  dealing  with.  I 
sympathize  with  them,  because  we  cannot 
blame  them  for  thinking  the  Postmaster 
General  would  give  them  some  Information 
or  some  light— something  which  they  could 
take  to  their  constituents  and  offer  as  an 
apology  or  plea  for  forgiveness  for  their  vote 
against  the  contentions  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto.   And  what  has  the  Post- 
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master  General  done  ?  He  has  occupied 
the  time  of  tbls  House  from  nine  'o'clock 
until  twenty  minutes  to  eleven.  And  evi- 
dently he  has  tried  to  say  something.  Sev- 
eral times  he  has  said  :  '  What  is  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  ? '  But  he  never  told 
us  what  that  question  was.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  discussing  the  Manitoba 
remedial  legislation  of  1896 — whether  he 
was  dreaming  that  he  was  out  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario  abusing  Sir  Charles  Tup- 
per  for  granting  that  remedial  legislation,— 
or  whether  he  was  trying  to  offer  some  plea 
for  interfering  with  the  autonomy  of  the 
Northwest.  He  did  say  at  the  opening  of 
his  speech,  that  there  was  a  Bill  before  the 
House.  But  he  did  not  read  a  single  sec- 
tion of  it.  He  evidently  does  not  know  the 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  He  has  never  read  that  Act  or  he  would 
not  have  made  the  wrong  statements  about 
it  that  he  has  made.  He  has  simply  wasted 
the  time  of  the  House  for  an  hour  and  forty 
minutes — I  say  this  with  all  deference;  but 
1  have  as  much  respect  for  the  members  of 
this  House  as  I  have  for  the  Postmaster 
General,  and  I  think  that  some  one  ought 
to  apologize.  So,  as  one  of  the  members 
constituting  this  House,  as  the  Postmaster 
General  does  not  apologize  for  wasting  our 
time,  I  can  only  hop'e~tfiat  the  House  will 
accept  the  apology  I  offer.  The  House  has 
as  much  right  to  accept  my  apology  as  the 
Postmaster  General  has  to  propose,  in  the 
name  of  autonomy,  a  throttling  piece  of  legis- 
lation for  the  Northwest  Territories.  This 
House  has  as  much  and  more  right  to  say 
that  the  member  for  Lincoln  and  Niagara 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  should  apologize  for  the 
Postmaster  General  as  to  say  that  the  pro- 
vincial parliament  of  the  Northwest  shall 
not  control  its  own  affairs.  At  nine  o'clock 
the  Postmaster  General  began  to  address 
this  House.  I  have  kept  track,  as  well,  as  I 
could,  of  his  wanderings  about  the  question 
—if  it  can  be  said  he  was  so  near  the  ques- 
tion as  to  be  wandering  about  it— and  the 
discussion— if  you  can  call  It  discussion— 
that  he  has  inflicted  upon  the  House.  He 
spent  half  an  hour  in  abusing  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster.) 

Mr.  LENNOX.   He  apologized. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  have  no  doubt  he 
will  apologize  if  somebody  makes  him  do 
so,  but  he  will  not  apologize  out  of  the  good- 
ness of  his  heart ;— he  might  to  save  a  libel 
suit  if  a  libel  suit  could  be  taken  against* 
him.  Then  for  forty  minutes  he  was  sup- 
posed to  discuss  this  Bill,  if  you  can  call  it 
a  discussion  of  the  Bill  to  tell  us  over  and 
over  again  that  the  British  North  America 
Act  had  dealt  differently  with  different  pro- 
vinces—and I  am  in  the  judgment  of  the 
House  when  I  say  that  that  is  all  this  dis- 
cussion amounted  to.  Then,  for  the  next 
thirty  minutes  he  gave  kind  advice  to  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 


about  his  duty  in  regard  to  toleration.  He 
talked  about  Intolerant  speeches  in  this 
House  and  about  vehemence.  And  what 
was  the  other  word  he  used  ? — I  have  a  note 
of  it  here ;— some  word  that,  I  think,  we 
hardly  understand  as  coming  from  the  Post- 
master General.  He  spoke  once  of  brotherly 
love.  He  spoke  also  of  inflammatory  and  im- 
passioned speeches— but  he  did  not  tell  u» 
at  which  side  of  the  House  he  was  direct- 
ing his  lecture.  I  have  been  in  this  House 
throughout  this  debate,  and  I  am  not  In  the 
habit  of  sitting  here  and  not  listening.  I 
have  not  heard  one  impassioned  sentence  in 
this  debate  coming  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  neither  haa  any  other  hon.  mem- 
ber. The  Postmaster  General  seems  to 
think  he  has  heard  that  kind  of  thing  from 
this  side.  I  beard  the  Minister  of  Justice 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick),  before  the  Bill  was  read 
the  second  time,  make  what  I  suppose  the 
Fostmaster  General  would  call  a  speech  of 
brotherly  love.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
said  in  effect :  If  my  brothers  of  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  will  not  give  me  some- 
thing to  which  I  have  no  constitutional 
right ;  if  they  will  not  give  me  justice  and 
let  me  be  the  judge  of  what  is  to  be  con- 
sidered justice,  there  shall  be  no  peace  in 
this  country.  That  is  the  style  of  speech 
we  get  from  the  King's  chosen  representa- 
tive of  justice  in  this  House,  the  occupant' 
of  what  ought  to,  be  the  highest  and  grand- 
est of  cabinet  positions.  He  told  us  that 
forty-one  per  cent  of  our  people  demanded 
this  legislation.  I  take  issue  with  him  there. 
All  the  Roman  Catholics  in  this  country 
are  not  in  favour  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGXE.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  But  I  tell  my  young 
friend  from  Montmagny  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne), 
who  has  Interrupted  every  speaker  in  this 
House  since  this  question  began,  that  he 
has  got  a  lot  of  things  to  learn  yet,  and 
some  things  to  learn  about  his  own  race  In 
the  province  of  Quebec.  I  will  tell  my 
young  friend  that  if  be  wants  to  get  any 
standing  in  this  House,  if  he  wants  any- 
body to  listen  to  him,  he  must  be  more 
tolerant,  he  must  not  take  his  lessons  of 
tolerance  from  the  Postmaster  General  and 
he  must  make  less  inflammatory  speeches, 
and  exercise  more  courtesy  to  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  Just  as  much  right  to  their 
opinions  as  he  has. 

Now,  Sir,  I  say  to  all  these  gentlemen  that 
In  the  county  of  Lincoln,  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  I  do  not  believe  there 
iii  a  single  Roman  Catholic  who  wants  any 
thing  done  that  is  unconstitutional  or  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  When 
the  Minister  of  Finance  spoke  on  this  ques- 
tion he  sneered  at  the  constitution.  The 
Minister  of  Finance,  acknowledging.  I  sup- 
pose, that  the  constitution  was  dead  against 
him,  tried  to  make  out  that  the  constitu- 
tional aspect  of  this  legislation  was  of  no 
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consequence.  What  did  be  say  ?  I  am 
going  to  read  it  from  the  '  Hansard '  lest 
I  make  any  mistake  : 

I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  that  constitu- 
tional question,  not  because  I  say  it  should  not  I 
receive  any  consideration,  but  because  I  say  it  I 
is  not  the  great  question  involved,  and  I  pre- 
fer to  go  on  and  deal  with  the  practical  ques-  1 
tions  which  are  before  us.    If  it  is  a  consti-  1 
tuttonal  question  above  all  others,  then  perhaps  ' 
the  best  thing  we  can  do  will  be  to  request 
the  legal  members  of  this  House  to  adjourn  . 
to  the  Railway  Committee  room  and  thresh  it  I 
out,  while  we  who  have  not  the  good  fortune  | 
to  belong  to  that  learned  profession  will  stay  i 
down  here  and  discuss  the  practical  question 
Involved,  or  proceed  with  the  ordinary  busi- 
ness of  the  House. 


And  further  on 


Xow  the  first  question  is  whether  or  not  ! 
the  time  has.  come  when  we  should  give  a  I 
provincial  constitution  to  these  new  Territories  I 
in  the  west.  I 

But  before  saying  that,  and  having  been 
Interrupted  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  | 
to  wham  he  was  apparently  speaking,  he 
said  : 

I  believe  the  people  of  the  Dominion  to-day 
are  not  going  to  have  their  minds  engaged 
with  an  elaborate  analysis  of  constitutional 
questions  which  nine  out  of  ten  will  never  read, 
and  which  the  whole  ten  will  fall  to  under- 
stand. I  believe  that  the  people  of  Canada, 
since  this  unpleasant  question  is  brought  before 
us,  will  expect  us  to  meet  it  plainly  and  openly, 
and  discuss  it  with  the  hope  of  finding  a  happy  I 
solution. 

Now,  on  behalf  of  the  Catholic  citizens  of , 
the  garden  county  of  Lincoln.  I  tell  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  who  Is  now  in  his  place, 
that  they_  will  resent  as  much  as  the  Pro- 
testants will  resent  any  such  imputation  on 
their  fairness.  They  do  not  want  things  to 
be  done  that  are  unconstitutional.   No  true ' 
citizen  of  this  country,  be  he  Catholic  or 1 
Protestant,  wants  legislation    to   be  put 
through  this  House  on  the  ground  that  it 
may  be  wise  and  practical,  if  It  Is  not  con- ! 
stitutional.    If  it  is  not  constitutional,  it  > 
cannot  be  either  wise  or  practical.   In  say- ; 
ing  this,  I  speak  for  three  or  four  thousand  > 
Roman  Catholic  Inhabitants    in    the  fair 
county  of  Lincoln,  and  I  speak  for  the  Pro- 
testants as  well.    The  Minister  of  Finance 
thinks  that  this  educational  section  of  the 
Bill  cannot  be  supported  on  constitutional 
ground.  He  thinks,  according  to  his  speech, 
that  the  law  is  also  against  the  government 
If  they  undertake  to  force  this  legislation 
through,  for  he  says :  I  will  not  discuss  it, 
I  will  let  the  lawyers  discuss  it   But  does 
he  say  he  wHl  leave  It  to  the  new  provinces 
to  do  as  they  like  ?   Oh,  no  ;  but  he  says  : 
I  will  butt  in  and  take  the  provinces  by  the 
throat,  while  the  lawyers  may  study  the 
legal  question.    I  think  he  ought  to  wait 
until  the  jury  comes  In  ;  I  think  he  ought 
to  keep  his  hands  off  these  provinces  until 
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he  finds  out  whether  he  had  a  right  to  put 
his  hands  on  them.  Now,  let  me  suggest 
to  the  Minister  of  Finance,  to  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  and  to  all  those. gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  on  this  question  :  Supposing 
you  do  not  Interfere  with  th,e  power  of  these 
provinces  to  deal  with  the  educational  ques- 
tion, are  you  doing  a  wrong  thing  or  not  ? 
The  lawyers  say  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
we  have  a  right  to  interfere  with  the  pro- 
vinces, but  nobody  says  there  Is  a  doubt 
about  the  provinces  having  a  right  to  deal 
with  this  question  of  separate  schools.  Now. 
if  separate  schools  can  be  dealt  with,  as  It 
is  admitted  they  can  be,  by  the  provinces, 
why  not  let  them  deal  with  it  ?  Nobody 
suggests  on  either  side  of  this  House  that 
these  new  provinces  of  Alberta  and  Sas- 
katchewan cannot  deal  with  the  question  of 
separate  schools  as  soon  as  this  Act  is  pass- 
ed in  any  way  that  they  like ;  the  whole 
dispute  is  as  to  whether  there  is  power  in 
the  Dominion  parliament  to  deal  with  the 
subject.  But  there  is  no  question  about  the 
fact  that  the  provinces  can  do  it  if  the  Do- 
minion parliament  does  not  Interfere.  Now. 
have  hon.  gentlemen  made  a  good  case  for 
separate  schools  or  have  they  not  1  I  am 
not  going  to.  discuss  that  question.  I  believe 
in  provincial  rights.  If  this  question  was 
up  in  the  province  of  Ontario  I  would  claim 
the  right  to  record  my  vote  upon  It  and  In. 
the  same  manner  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
away  the  right  of  the  people  of  the  North 
west  Territories  to  record  their  votes  on  the 
subject  if  they  want  to.  I  am  willing  to  give 
my  fellow-countrymen  in  the  Northwest  Ter 
ritories  the  same  right  to  do  their  own  vot- 
ing on  this  school  question  that  I  claim  for 
myself.  So  In  regard  to  every  other  ques- 
tion, they  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
way.  Can  it  be  suggested  that  if  this  was 
not  an  educational  and,  Incidentally,  a  re- 
ligious question,  there  would  be  any  wrench- 
ing of  the  constitution  to  Interfere  with  the 
provinces  ?  Everybody  knows  the  answer. 
Everybody  knows  that  if  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion that  affected  education  and,  incident- 
ally, religion,  nobody  would  dare  to  suggest 
that  we  should  wrench  the  constitution  of 
those  provinces,  that  we  should  undertake  to 
throttle  them  in  regard  to  their  right  to  say 
what  system  of  education  they  shall  have. 
Of  course,  if  we  are  going  to  give  provin- 
cial autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Territories, 
let  us  give  them  something  that  will  be 
autonomy,  and  not  a  mere  pretense. 
Why  are  the  government  dealing  with  this 
question  of  provincial  autonomy  ?  Does  the 
Prime  Minister  believe  that  these  provinces 
have  reached  the  stage  where  they  are  en- 
titled to  have  autonomy  ?  If  he  says  they 
are  entitled  now  to  have  autonomy  on  all 
the  subjects  mentioned  in  the  British  North 
America  Act  then  are  they  not  entitled  to 
exercise  the  same  judgment  with  regard  to 
education  ?  If  they  have  brains  and  in- 
telligence enough,  if  they  are  far  enough 
advanced  to  deal  with  all  the  other  subjects 
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that  are  assigned  to  the  provincial  legisla- 
tures under  section  92  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  surely  they  are  Intelligent 
enough  and  far  enough  advanced  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  education?  That  section 
gives  the  provincial  legislature  exclusive 
jurisdiction  to  deal  with  the  subjects  of 
direct  taxation,  borrowing  money  on  the 
credit  of  the  province,  management  and 
sale  of  public  lands,  the  establishment,  main- 
tenance and  management  of  reformatories 
and  prisons,  establishment  and  mainten- 
ance of  hospitals  and  asylums,  licenses,  local 
public  works,  marriage,  property  and  civil 
rights,  administration  of  justice,  and  gen- 
erally all  matters  of  a  merely  local  nature 
in  the  province.  Now,  If  the  Prlrtie  Min- 
ister thinks  that  the  people  of  those  Ter- 
ritories are  sufficiently  advanced  to  deal 
with  all  these  subjects  I  have  mentioned, 
surely  he  must  believe  that  they  are  suffi- 
ciently advanced  to  deal  with  the  subject 
<»f  education. 

It  is  idle  for  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
or  any  person  else  to  pretend  that  there 
is  any  other  reason  for  excluding  education 
from  the  operation  of  this  Act  or  taking 
the  question  of  education  away  from  these 
provinces  except  it  be  on  the  religious 
ground.  I  say  this  and  I  say  it  forcibly  be- 
cause it  is  necessary  as  we  are  drifting  away 
back  into  the  dark  ages.  When  we  are 
dealing  with  this  Bill  this  question  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  exactly  on  its  merits,  the  same 
as  any  other  question  would  be,  and  if  there 
is  no  meritorious  reason  for  butting  in  the 
question  of  religion,  or  for  sticking  it  in 
the  Bill  at  all,  if  there  is  no  logical,  sound, 
businesslike  reason  for  putting  it  in, -there 
is  no  excuse  for  putting  it  there  any  more 
than  there  would  be  for  putting  in  any  other 
question  that  had  no  business  to  be  there  V 
Are  we  not  sufficiently  intelligent  to  deal 
with  this  question  of  education  calmly,  de- 
liberately and  as  business  men?  Can  we  not 
ask  ourselves  the  same  question  in  regard 
to  this  question  as  in  regard  to  any  other 
question  ?  Cannot  we  say  :  Does  this  pro- 
perly come  within  the  subject  of  this^  Bill,  is 
it  proper  that  we  should  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion any  more  than  that  we  should  deal  with 
any  other  question  ?  There  is  not  an  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  has  made  up  his  mind  to  record  his  vote 
for  the  government  on  this  question,  but  will 
admit  or  will  conscientiously  say  to  himself 
that  a  judgment  of  this  kind  should  not  be 
forced  upon  him  more  in  respect  to  the  re- 
ligious question  than  it  would  be  in  regard 
to  any  other  question.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  British  North  America  Act  were 
attacked  in  regard  to  some  other  of  its 
features,  if  it  were  proposed,  for  instance, 
to  give  the  Northwest  Territories  control  of 
post  offices  instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  Do- 
minion parliament  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral would  say  :  No.  that  is  unconstitution- 
al :  that  is  one  of  the  subjects  that  the 
British    North    America    Act  exclusively 


leaves  to  the  Dominion  parliament  to  deal 
with,  and  you  cannot  change  the  British 
North  America  Act  in  that  respect.  But, 
the  Postmaster  General  does  not  mind  tak- 
ing from  the  provinces  the  right  to  deal  with 
the  subject  of  education  although  it  is  ex- 
clusively assigned  to  the  provinces  except  in 
the  cases  that  he  has  mentioned .  to-night. 
If  a  province  after  it  was  a  province,  being 
of  age  and  able  to  do  it,  deliberately  know- 
ing what  it  was  doing,  inflicted  upon  itself 
a  system  of  separate  schools  it  could  not 
abolish  that  system  upon  joining  the  union. 
There  is  no  warrant  whatever  for  dealing 
with  this  question  except  upon  the  lines  of 
the  British  North  America  Act.  And  section 
92,  containing  an  enumeration  of  the  differ- 
ent classes  of  cases  which  I  have  mentioned, 
lays  it  down  that  these  cases  are  to  be  dealt 
with  exclusively  by  the  provinces. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMEJRS.  Do  they  mention 
education  in  clause  92  ? 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  Not  in  that  section. 
Section  92  which  I  have  just  read  says,  and 
I  have  used  that  for  a  purpose,  that : 

In  each  province  the  legislature  may  ex- 
clusively make  laws  in  relation  to  matters 
coming  within  the  classes  ot  subjects  next 
hereinafter  enumerated. 

And  so  on.  Section  93  says  that  the 
'  legislature  may  exclusively  make  laws  in 
relation  to  education.'  These  provisions  are 
exactly  the  same  In  the  operative  parts  of 
these  two  sections.  Section  92  dealing  with 
matters  which  neither  the  Prime  Minister 
nor  any  one  else  has  dared  to  Interfere  with, 
which  are  subjects  which  are  admitted  to  be 
exclusively  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
province  and  which  are  always  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  province,  contains  exactly  the 
same  phraseology  as  section  93  does  in  re- 
gard to  education  : 

In  each  province  the  legislature  may  ex- 
clusively make  laws  in  relation  to  matters 
coming  within  the  classes  of  subjects  next 
hereinafter  enumerated. 

Is  one  section,  and 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  education. 

Is  the  other  section.  Exactly  the  same 
operative  words  are  used  in  both  sections. 
The  province  may  make  laws  exclusively  in 
relation  to  education 

Subject  and  according  to  the  following  pro- 
visions. 

Exception  No.  1  no  one  but  the  premier 
pretends  has  anything  to  do  with  this  case; 
exception  No.  2  no  one  pretends  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  this  case.  Exception  No. 
1,  is  as  follows  :— 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  snail  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  In  the  province  at  the  union. 
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In  the  province  at  the  union  !  In  the  pro- 
vince at  the  time  that  it  Joined  the  union,  as 
for  instance,  Ontario  and  Quebec  as  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  admitted  to-night.  He 
said  we  have  these  schools  here  because  we 
had  them  when  we  came  into  the  union,  and 
he  then  proves  our  case  further  by  saying 
that  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  do  not 
have  these  schools  because  they  did  not 
have  them  when  they  came  into  the  union, 
and  that  British  Columbia  did  not  have  them 
when  they  came  into  the  union.  That  was 
the  reason  why  they  did  not  have  them. 
Now,  here  is  where  I  begin  to  disagree  with 
him.  He  says  it  is  fair  to  say  to  the  people 
iu  the  Northwest :  You  are  not  a  province, 
we  are  about  to  make  you  a  province  for  the 
tirst  time,  we  do  not  know  whetBer  you  will 
pstablish  separate  schools  or  not  but  we  will 
take  you  by  the  throat  and  make  you  do  it. 
That  is  great  logic.  That  is  a  wonderful 
argument  to  come  from  a  statesman  like  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General,  as  he  called  him- 
self two  or  three  times  to-night  although  no- 
body applauded  him  when  he  did  it.  That 
was  the  logic  that  came  from  this  would  be 
statesman.  If  we  apply  his  logic  it  means 
this  :  Here  are  people  tweuty-one  years  of 
age  having  the  right  to  vote  who  have  voted 
for  a  certain  thing,  being  fully  enfranchised 
and  entitled  to  vote  on  the  question,  while 
on  the  other  hand  we  are  going  to  enfran- 
chise another  man  who  has  not  now  a  vote 
and  make  him  vote  what  we  direct  ail  his 
life.  That  is  a  fair  interpretation  of  the 
argument  which  the  Postmaster  General  has 
made.  We  are  going  to  say  because  we  are 
creating  a  province  that  you  shall  do  exactly 
what  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Colombia  did 
not  have  to  do.  Although  British*  Columbia 
did  not  have  to  adopt  a  separate  school  sys- 
tem we  say  to  these  new  provinces  that  if 
you  come  in  you  must  establish  a  separate 
school  system  because  they  have  one  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec.  No  such  thing  was 
said  to  British  Columbia.  Prince  Edward 
Island  did  not  have  to  adopt  the  separate 
school  system,  but  in  regard  to  these  new 
provinces  we  say  ;  You  have  not  a  system 
of  separate  schools  but  we  are  going  to 
make  it  certain  you  must  have  one  because 
you  cannot  come  into  the  union  if  you  do  not 
have  separate  schools  as  they  have  them  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec.  These  other  provinces 
were  allowed  to  do  as  they  liked.  They  were 
provinces,  that  were  fully  enfranchised  aud 
entitled  to  make  their  own  bargains.  The 
hon.  Postmaster  General,  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms cannot  see  any  distinction  between  en- 
franchising a  man  and  letting  him  do  as  he 
likes  after  you  have  enfranchised  him  and 
taking  a  man  by  the  throat  and  saying  : 
You  must  do  so  and  so  or  we  will  "not  en- 
franchise you  at  all.  Both  of  these  hon. 
gentlemen  who  are  sitting  beside  each  other 
at  this  moment  and  who  spoke  upon  this 
question  said  that  in  effect.  They  did  not 
Mr.  LANCASTER. 


want  to  bother  with  the  legal  aspect  of  this 
question.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Customs 
was  very  anxious  to  get  away  from  the  legal 
question.  He  said  that  Christopher  Robin- 
son's opinion  was  not  quite  the  same  as  that 
of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  oppostion.  that  they 
were  both  excellent  lawyers — he  spoke  cor- 
rectly about  that — that  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Justice  disagreed  with  the  legal  opinion 
of  these  gentlemen  and  that  he  was  a  good 
lawyer.  But  I  have  not  seen  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  yet.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Customs  may  know  quietly,  or 
through  some  secret  channel  of  the  cabinet, 
what  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  is,  but  I  do  not  know  what  it  is. 
But,  we  will  assume  that  it  was  contradic- 
tory of  and  different  from  the  opinion  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
What  was  the  wise  solution  of  the  Minister 
of  Customs  ?  What  was  the  advice  that  he 
gave  us  in  bis  great  wisdom  ?  He  says  that 
as  these  lawyers  differ  about  the  question  as 
to  whether  the  Dominion  of  Canada  has  the 
power  to  go  on  and  settle  that  question  we 
should  take  the  power.  ■ 

The  argument  of  the  Minister  of  Customs 
was,  that  as  the  lawyers  differed  as  to 
whether  Canada  has  the  power  to  enact 
this  legislation,  the  wise  thing  to  do  to 
i  settle  the  question  was  for  this  parliament 
|  to  take  the  power.  It  is  an  easy  thing  for 
the  Minister  of  Customs  to  get  away  from 
i  the  legal  and  constitutional  aspect  of  the 
I  question,  but  it  never  occurred  to  him  that 
there  was  a  still  more  common  sense  solu- 
tion, and  that  is  that  provinces  could  grant 
separate  schools  if  they  wanted  to  and  no- 
body disputes  that  the  provinces  have  the 
power— and  that  being  so,  It  would  be  a 
wise  thing  to  let  the  new  provinces  do  as 
they  like  on  the  question  of  education. 
There  is  no  dispute  that  the  provinces  have 
the  power  to  legislate  on  education  the 
whole  dispute  is  whether  the  Dominion 
government  has  the  right  to  force  a  par- 
ticular system  of  education  upon  them. 
The  Minister  of  Customs  could  not  see  that 
the  easiest  solution  of  the  difficulty  was  for 
us  to  say  :  as  there  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  we  have  the  right 
to  do  this  or  not,  and  as  there  is  no  differ- 
ence as  to  the  right  of  the  province  to  do 
it,  then  let  us  trust  the  province.  And  so 
these  gentlemen  opposite  believing  they  have 
a  good  case  for  separate  schools  on  the 
merits,  should  have  no  reason  to  fear.  But 
that  solution  did  not  occur  to  the  cham- 
pions of  provincial  rights.  Sir.  in  that 
beautiful  garden  city  of  St.  Catharines  in 
my  fair  county,  early  in  the  month  of  June, 
1896,  I  heard  the  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  appeal  to  return  Mr.  Gibson  (now 
Senator  Gibson)  to  this  House,  and  Mr. 
Gibson  was  returned  by  a  majority  of  nearly 
500.  On  that  occasion  I  heard  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Canada  declare,  that  when  it  came 
to  the  question  of  coercing  a  province  even 
at  the  instance  of  people  who  belonged  to 
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bis  own  religion,  be  was  a  Canadian  and  a 
provincial  rights  man  first  and  be  would 
not  Interfere  witb  the  province  even  at  the 
risk  of  being  accused  of  disloyalty  to-  hia 
own  religion.  That  argument  prevailed 
with  the  people  of  the  county  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  but  the  people  soon 
discovered  their  mistake.  Mr.  Gibson  who 
came  to  this  House  backed  up  by  that 
pledge  of  his  leader,  four  years  afterwards 
in  the  same  constituency  was  defeated  by 
so  weak  and  humble  an  individual  as  myself 
by  a  majority  which  represented  a  change 
of  several  hundred  votes  compared  with 
the  previous  election.  The  people  of  Can- 
ada want  public  men  to  keep  their  poli- 
tical pledges.  They  do  not  want  the  Prime 
Minister  to  be  In  favour  of  provincial  rights 
one  day  and  against  provincial  rights  an- 
other day  when  It  suits  his  purpose.  They 
want  public  questions  to  be  dealt  with  on 
their  merits  whether  these  be  religious  ques- 
tions or  any  other  questions. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  not  do  as  the 
Postmaster  General  did  and  talk  for  two 
hours  without  dealing  with  the  legal  and 
constitutional  aspect  of  the  question  except 
in  so  far  as  mere  personal  assertion  is  con- 
cerned. I  shall  quote  the  rest  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  which  deals  with  the 
question,  and  leave  it  to  the  common  sense 
of  the  members  of  this  House  and  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  people  of  Canada  to  say 
whether  the  policy  of  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  as  announced  In  his  amendment, 
or  the  policy  laid  down  in  the  redrafted  Bill, 
is  the  correct  one  for  us  to  pursue.  The 
Bill  undertakes  to  do  something  that  is  con- 
sidered to  be  statesmanlike  by  the  Post- 
master General,  but  which  unfortunately 
is  not  sufficiently  statesmanlike  to  be  con- 
stitutional. In  the  clause  relating  to  edu- 
cation the  Bill  undertakes  practically  to 
amend  the  British  North  America  Act,  for 
it  says : 

Where  the  expression  '  by  law '  is  employed 
iu  subsection  3  of  the  said  section  93  It  shall 
be  held  to  mean  the  law  as  set  out  In  said 
chapters  29  and  30,  and  when  the  expression 
'  at  the  union '  is  employed  in  said  subsection 
3  it  shall  be  held  to  mean  the  date  at  which 
the  Act  comes  Into  force. 

Now,  the  British  North  America  says 
exactly  the  contrary  to  this,  and  we  have 
therefore  the  sad  spectacle  that  these  gen- 
tlemen opposite  who  were  once  so  loud  in 
their  pledges  to  protect  provincial  rights, 
now  in  their  efforts  to  assail  provincial 
rights  not  only  jump  clean  over  the  auton- 
omy of  the  provinces,  but  undertake  to 
amend  a  law  of  the  imperial  parliament  into 
the  bargain.  Well,  I  suppose  they  have  Just 
as  much  right  to  do  one  thing  as  the  other  ; 
they  have  just  as  much  right  to  amend  an 
Imperial  Act  as  to  deprive  the  provinces 
of  Canada  of  their  constitutional  powers. 
To  listen  to  these  gentlemen  opposite  one 
would  sometimes  think  we  were  In  the 
imperial  House  of  Commons  creating  a  new 


British  North  America  Act  and  at  another 
time  that  we  were  assembled  In  the  legis- 
lature of  the  new  provinces  debating  as  to 
whether  the  provinces  should  have  separate 
schools  or  not.  I  notice  that  every  gentle- 
man on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who 
spoke  in  this  debate  took  good  care  to  stop 
short  of  discussing  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Dominion  or  the  province  should 
pass  educational  laws.  Some  of  them  ven- 
tured to  deal  w.ith  the  question  whether  or 
not  we  have  the  power,  but  none  of  them 
attempted  to  give  a  reason  why,  even  if 
we  had  that  power,  we  could  exercise  it  any 
more  sensibly  than  could  the  provinces 
themselves.  They  tell  us  that  separate 
schools  are  good  here  and  good  there 
and  good  somewhere  else,  but  they 
have  no  business  to  draw  the  de- 
duction that  separate  schools  would  be 
good  in  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan.  If  this 
parliament  is  going  to  decide  whether  sepa- 
rate schools  should  or  should  not  exist  in 
Alberta,  then  we  are  going  to  do  exactly 
the  opposite  to  what  occurred  in  relation 
to  the  same  matter  in  the  case  of  the  pro- 
vinces of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  Separate 
schools  exist  to-day  in  Ontario  and  Quebec 
because  the  people  of  these  provinces  ad- 
ministering their  own  local  affairs,  deem 
it  wise  that  they  should  have  separate 
schools.  We  are  here  dictating  to  the  pro- 
vinces of  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta  what 
they  shall  do  in  this  regard,  but  the  Dom- 
inion parliament  never  inflicted  separate 
schools  on  Ontario  or  on  Quebec  or  on  British 
Columbia  or  on  Nova  Scotia  or  on  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  for 
the  time  being  is  Postmaster  General  of 
Canada— we  do  not  know  how  soon  he  will 
resign  when  he  gets  to  understand  this 
educational  clause  ;  he  does  not  understand 
it  yet.  The  Postmaster  General  told  us 
that  none  of  the  statutes  admitting  new 
provinces  into  the  confederation  were  alike. 
He  told  us  that  Ontario  and  Quebec  bad 
separate  schools,  but  that  in  the  case  of  New 
Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia  separate  schools 
were  not  established  by  law.  I  have  here 
the  statute  under  which  Prince  Edward 
Island  was  admitted  into  the  Dominion,  and 
that  statute  is  silent  on  the  question  of 
separate  schools.  But  the  Postmaster  General 
did  not  tell  us  why  it  is  silent.  If  there  is 
anything  in  the  argument  of  the  government 
it  must  be  :  that  the  province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  was  not  entitled  -  to 
have  separate  schools  unless  the  Act 
gave  power  to  establish  such  schools  In  that 
province.  The  logical  result  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  government  is,  that  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Act  being  silent  on  the  ques- 
tion of  separate  schools  the  question  can 
not  be  dealt  with  at  all  in  the  case  of  that 
province. 

They  argue  that  the  Bill  now  before  us 
would  be  incomplete  if  section  16  were  not 
there.  It  has  never  occurred  to  any  of  them 
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that  you  could  leave  out  the  whole  of  sec- 
tion 16  and  the  result  would  be  that  section 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act  would 
apply,  and  the  power  of  the  province  to 
deal  with  4he  question  of  schools  would  be 
absolute.  It  is  so  in  the  provinces  of  British 
Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  In 
the  constitutions  of  these  provinces  there 
is  not  a  word  about  education  or  separate 
schools,  and  therefore,  according  to  the  ar- 
gument of  these  hon.  gentlemen,  the  logical 
conclusion  would  be  that  tliese  provinces 
could  not  deal  with  education  at  all.  That 
Is  where  their  argument  would  land  them. 
Now,  what  does  It  all  mean?  It  means 
simply  this— and  everybody  of  common 
sense  can  see  It— that  if  the  Dominion  par- 
liament, in  constituting  a  province,  does 
not  deal  with  the  question  of  education, 
then  the  question  can  be  dealt  with  by  the 
province.  Nobody  can  get  away  from  that 
conclusion  with  the  intelligent  electorate 
of  any  province  of  this  Dominion. 
They  will  say :  Why  did  you  not  as  a 
government  of  the  Dominion,  leave  that 
matter  in  the  hands  of  these  new 
provinces  as  you  did  all  other  local  ques- 
tions, giving  them  provincial  autonomy  in 
every  respect?  Is  the  case  for  separate 
schools  in  those  provincse  good  or  not?  If 
I  were  going  to-morrow  to  live  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Alberta,  and  made  up  my  mind  that 
I  wanted  separate  schools  there,  I  would 
condemn  the  leader  of  this  government  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  brought  this  ques- 
tion into  this  House  and  spoiled  my  chance 
of  getting  them.  If  he  is  honestly  in  favour 
of  separate  schools,  and  is  not  simply  play- 
ing the  game  of  politics,  if  he  is  really  sin- 
cere in  his  appeals  to  keep  racial  and  re- 
ligious questions  out  of  this  House,  why 
does  he  bring  them  in?  If  this  Bill  were 
passed  without  section  16,  everybody  knows 
that  the  provinces  would  have  the  power  to 
deal  with  education,  and  this  question  would 
not  have  been  brought  into  this  House. 
Does  the  premier  understand  that  the  new 
provinces  are  not  going  to  give  separate 
schools?  Then,  if  he  thinks  they  are  wrong 
on  that  question  he  should  not  give  them 
autonomy.  But  if  he  thinks  the  provinces 
have  a  right  to  decide  the  question,  then  he 
should  leave  clause  16  out  of  the  Bill,  be- 
cause they  have  the  power  without  men- 
tioning it  in  the  Bill.  Does  he  think,  on  the 
merits  of  the  question,  having  in  view  the 
future  welfare  of  those  provinces,  that  the 
majority  will  not  be  in  favour  of  separate 
schools?  If  he  thinks  they  have  no  right 
to  that  opinion,  then,  as  an  honest  man,  he 
should  say,  I  will  not  give  them  autonomy 
for  ten  years  yet,  because  I  do  not  think 
they  are  sufficiently  educated  to  deal  with 
the  subject  of  education.  But  that  is  not  his 
position.  He  knows  that  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  are  entitled  to  autonomy,  and  he 
practically  says,  I  am  afraid  that  In  ex- 
ercising their  right  they  will  or  may  not 
Mr.  LANCASTER. 


establish  separate  schools,  and,  therefore, 
1  will  not  leave  them  free  to  decide  the 
question.  No  sensible  man,  applying  his 
common  sense  to  this  question  as  would  a 
jury,  no  matter  how  he  votes,  can  easily  feel 
in  his  heart  of  hearts  that  the  premier  really 
wants  separate  schools  out  there  peaceably 
or  else  he  would  leave  the  provinces  to  deal 
with  the  question.  I  am  not  saying  that  I 
would  or  would  not  be  in  favour  of  separate 
schools  if  I  lived  in  the  province  of 
Alberta.  Without  living  there  for  two 
or  three  years  1  could  not  say  whe- 
ther I  would  be  in  favour  of  them  or 
not.  For  that  same  reason  I  ought  not  to 
be  asked  to  vote  upon  this  question;  for  that 
same  reason  the  supporters  of  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  vote 
upon  this  question;  for  that  same  reason 
the  premier  ought  not  to  have  brought  this 
question  into  the  House;  for  that  same  rea- 
son every  man  of  us,  whether  he  Is  in  fav- 
our of  separate  schools  or  not,  ought  to  vote 
against  the  Bill.  It  Is  a  matter  entirely  of 
local  concern  which  you  are  only  In  a  posi- 
tion to  decide  after  you  have  lived  out 
there  and  understand  all  the  conditions.  You 
do  not  want  to  take  newspaper  reports,  let- 
ters from  friends,  sketches  or  literature  of 
any  kind;  you  have  actually  to  live  in  a 
community  before  you  know  how  to  deal 
with  the  educational  system  In  that  com- 
munity. It  may  be  that  If  I  lived  in  Al- 
berta two  or  three  years,  I  would  be  a 
strong  advocate  of  separate  schools  there, 
or  it  may  be  that  I  would  think  separate 
schools  were  not  good  things  for  1i»at  prov- 
ince; but  for  that  very  reason  every  hon. 
member  of  this  House  should  vote  against 
this  Bill,  except  perhaps  the  premier,  who 
introduced  it,  and  who,  perhaps  as  a  mat- 
ter of  consistency,  should  stick  to  it. 

The  hon.  Postmaster  General,  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  said  that  if  you  trace 
the  history  of  the  constitutions  of  other 
provinces  and  the  various  changes  In  them, 
j  ou  will  find  that  no  two  of  them  are  exact- 
ly alike,  and  he  instanced  the  divorce  courts 
which  he  seemed  to  think  were  a  wonder- 
ful instance  of  that  fact  But  he  gave  the 
whole  thing  away  by  saying  that  It  was  be- 
cause the  provinces  with  divorce  courts  had 
established  them  before  those  provinces 
came  into  the  union.  Although  the  British 
North  America  Act  assigned  divorce  to  the 
Dominion,  yet  it  provided  that  those  prov- 
inces should  continue  to  have  them.  That 
is  the  constitution,  and  therefore  there  is 
no  straining  of  the  constitution  in  that  pro- 
vision. Yet  here  is  the  Postmaster  General, 
a  self-styled  statesman,  objecting  to  this  be- 
ing done  on  legal  grounds.  If  I  did  not 
know  otherwise,  I  might  suppose  that  the 
Postmaster  General  had  never  been  near  a 
law  office  or  bad  never  seen  a  statute.  I 
am  told  that  he  Is  a  lawyer,  though  he  does 
not  want  to  be  called  a  lawyer,  and  I  under- 
stand why.    Because  lawyers  are  men  of 
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common  sense,  if  you  leave  them  alone  and 
do  not  put  them  Into  grit  cabinets  or  on 
pedestals  where  no  one  can  reach  them. 

The  Minister  of  Finance  wants  It  to  be 
known  that  when  he  'talks  about  this  mat- 
ter he  discusses  it  from  the  point  of  view 
of  common  sense.  But  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral takes  a  higher  ground.  He  sets  him- 
self up  on  the  pedestal  of  a  statesman  and 
tells  us  that  he  looks  at  this  matter  from 
a  statesmanlike  point  of  view  and  wants 
to  have  the  question  settled  in  a  statesman- 
like way  and  not  in  a  legal  way.  He  evi- 
dently does  not  believe  that  legality  and 
statesmanship  ought  to  go  hand  in'  hand  in 
any  properly  constituted  country,  but  he 
will  no  doubt  find  that  If  the  people  can 
only  have  a  chance  to  see  that  their  wishes 
are  fulfilled,  these  two  essentials  will  be 
joined  together  •  and  not  divorced  from  one 
another  as  the  Postmaster  General  thinks 
they  ought  to  be.  Well,  this  statesmanlike 
Postmaster  General  or  postmaster-general- 
like statesman — you  can  put  it  either  way 
you  like — says  that  because  the  British  North 
America  Act,  which  is  our  constitution 
—but.  which  he  does  not  seem  to  understand 
is  our  constitution— makes  a  difference  be- 
tween different  provinces,  therefore  the 
Dominion  parliament  has  the  right  to 
change  that  Act  as  it  pleases.  I  am  not 
tjuite  sure  whether  the  Postmaster  General 
is  not  labouring  under  the  delusion  that  he 
is  really  in  London,  England,  to-day,  and 
not  In  Ottawa,  because  he  does  not  seem 
able  to  distinguish  between  the  powers  of 
the  Dominion  parliament  and  the  imperial 
parliament.  But  he  cannot  produce,  not 
can  the  Prime  Minister  nor  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  nor  the  Solicitor  General— lawyers 
though  they  be— produce  any  Act  of  the 
Dominion  which  has  ever  undertaken  to  say 
that  the  British  North  America  Act  shall 
mean  something  different  to  what  it  really 
does  say  In  its  own  language.  No,  this 
Bill  now  before  us  is  the  first  measure  in 
which  any  attempt  was  ever  made 
by  the  Dominion  parliament  to  change 
the  wording  and  the  meaning  of  an  Impe- 
rial Act.  Not  a  single  Act  of  a  Dominion 
parliament  has  even  been  drawn  which  has 
undertaken  to  say  that  the  British  North 
America  Act  shall  be  read  as  containing 
language  different  from  what  it  really  does 
contain.  Surely  the  First  Minister  must 
have  known  that  the  British  North  Amer- 
ica Act  did  not  give  him  the  right  to  Impose 
these  restrictions  on  these  provinces  about 
to  be  created,  or  else  he  would  never  have 
undertaken  by  this  measure  to  amend  the 
.Act  of  Confederation.  No  hon.  gentleman 
will  pretend  to  say  that  anybody  ever  be- 
fore undertook  to  resort  to  the  very  doubt- 
ful and  suspicious  expedient  of  having  this 
tribunal  alter  the  Act  of  another  tribunal, 
or  having  this  parliament  declaring  that  an 
Act  passed  by  the  British  parliament  shall 
be  taken  to  contain  a  different  wording  to 
what  It  really  does  contain. 


Mr.  SCOTT.  Does  my  hon.  friend  not 
know  that  very  thing  was  done  in  the  case 
of  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  Can  the  hon.  gentle- 
man show  me  any  Act  with  regard  to  Mani- 
toba which  has  the  words  that  are  used 
here  ?  I  am  referring  to  this  substituted 
section.  I  am  not  referring  to  the  section 
that  lost  the  vote  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  but  to  the  section  which  has 
brought  him  into  line  and  which  the 
other  Northwest  members  supporting 
him.  are  swallowing.  This  is  the  language 
of  that  section  : 

Where  the  expression  by-law  is  employed  la 
subsection  3  of  section  93,  it  shall  be  held  to 
mean  the  law  as  set  out  In  chapters  29  and  36 
of  the  ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

There  we  have  it  set  down  that  where 
the  expression  by-law  Is  used  In  an  Act  of 
the  British  parliament  passed  in  1867,  it 
shall  be  held  to  mean  certain  chapters  of 
the  ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
which  were  not  passed  until  25  or  30  years 
later. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  understand  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  argue  that  it  was  impossible  for 
this  parliament  to  vary  the  terms  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  and  I  was  un- 
dertaking to  remind  him  that  that  was  done 
in  the  case  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  dispute  that  state- 
ment. That  was  not  done  at  all  in  the 
case  of  the  province  of  Manitoba.  That 
province  had,  as  a  province,  established  sep- 
arate schools,  and  it  afterwards  repealed  the 
law  establishing  those  schools. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  at- 
tempting to  get  away  from  the  point. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  am  not  attempting 
to  get  away  from  anything.  My  hon.  friend 
says  the  same  thing  was  done  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  Act.  He  will  find  no  such 
expression  in  that  Act  or  no  expression  that 
could  be  taken  to  mean  the  same  thing.  He 
cannot  find  anything  in  that  Act  declaring 
that  certain  words  In  the  British  North 
America  Act  shall  be  taken  to  mean  other 
words  or  something  else  different  entirely 
from  what  they  express.  When  we  find 
the  First  Minister  declaring  that  what  he 
is  about  to  do,  he  could  only  do  under  the 
authority  given  him  by  the  British  North 
America  Act,  and  then  resorting  to  the 
expedient  of  changing  the  language  of  that 
very  Act  which  gives  him  the  authority, 
his  case  is  a  very  doubtful  one  Indeed.  It 
really  amounts  to  this  that  he  Is  Interfering 
with  the  document  which  the  other  man 
signed.  One  man  gives  another  a  power 
of  attorney.  The  question  then  comes  up 
whether  that  power  of  attorney  gives  the 
right  to  do  certain  things,  and  in  order  to 
remove  any  doubt  or  difficulty  the  attorney 
says  :  I  will  take  my  pen  and  change  the 
language  of  the  document,  and  then  I  will 
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Lave  the  right  to  do  -what  I  propose  doing. 
That  is  the  position  in  which  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  put  this  government 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  was  what  parliament 
did  in  1870  in  the  case  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  say  it  was  not  at 
all  what  parliament  did  in  the  case  of  Man- 
itoba. My  hon.  friend  had  better  read  the 
statute. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  will  give  you  the  very 
clause  If  you  will  permit  me. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  have  read  it  as 
often  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has.  I  am  not 
a  candidate  for  a  cabinet  position,  I  am  not 
anxious  to  take  the  Job  of  my  former  leader, 
I  am  not  trying  to  make  myself  a  champion 
of  what  I  do  not  believe,  I  am  not  trying 
to  show  that  I  am  able  to  swallow  a  section 
which  it  gave  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Inte- 
rior a  good  deal  of  trouble  to  swallow,  but 
which,  when  he  did  make  up  his  mind  to 
take  the  dose,  he  did  swallow  with  more 
gusto  and  less  of  a  wry  face  than  my  hon. 
friend.  Here  is  the  enactment  we  are  asked 
to  pass  as  a  Dominion  parliament : 

Where  the  expression  '  by-law '  is  employed 
In  subsection  3  of  the  said  section  93.  It  shall 
be  held  to  mean  the  law  as  set  out  in  said 
chapters  29  and 


Chapters  29  and  30  are  ordinances  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  which  did  not  come 
into  existence  until  years  after  the  British 
North  America  Act  was  passed.  And  it 
will  hardly  be  contended  that  that  Act  could 
have  meant  to  apply  to  things  that  did  not 
exist  until  years  after  It  itself  had  come 
into  existence. 

 and  where  the  expression  '  at  the  union  ' 

is  employed  in  said  subsection  3  

That  is,  subsection  3  of  section  93  of  the 
British  North  America  Act 

 it  shall  be  held  to  mean  the  date  at  which 

this  Act  comes  into  force. 

In  othej:  words,  the  date  of  the  passage 
of  this  British  North  America  Act  by  the 
imperial  parliament  uhalU  by  the  great 
power  which  this  Dominion  of  Canada  pos- 
sesses under  so-called  Reform  rule,  and  by 
a  declaration  such  as  it  never  undertook  to 
make  before,  be  carried  forward  until  next 
July. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  allow  me  a  word  ? 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  would  like  to  deal 
with  this  subject  In  consecutive  fashion.  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  discourteous  to  the  Soli- 
citor General  (Mr.  Lemieux),  and  I  am  sure 
that  be  knows  that  I  would  not  show  him 
any  discourtesy.  If  he  will  allow  me  to 
finish  the  point  that  I  am  now  dealing  with, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  have  him  put  to  me  any 
question  he  wishes.  I  want  to  keep  myself 
right  with  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  As- 
slnibola  (Mr.  Scott).   He  has  interjected  the 

Mr.  LANCASTER. 


statement  that  I  will  find  the  same  section 
in  regard  to  the  Manitoba  school  laws. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  No. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.'  Well,  words  to  the 
same  effect 

Mr.  SCOTT.  No. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  Then  what  could  the 
hon.  gentleman  have  meant  by  his  inter- 
ruption ?  What  does  he  want  to  take  back 
now  ?  He  said  I  would  find  the  same  in 
respect  to  Manitoba  

Mr.  SCOTT.  No. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  Then  he  had  no  right 
to  Interrupt  me  and  cause  me  to  waste  five 
or  ten  minutes  of  the  time  of  the  House 
in  proving  to  him  that  he  was  mistaken. 
He  had  better  have  another  conference  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton) 
to  find  out  where  they  stand  on  this  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  allow  me  to  explain  ? 

Mr.  LANCASTER.  I  think  it  Is  not  fair 
for  a  gentleman  addressing  yoo,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, to  be  Interrupted  even  by  an  hon.  mem- 
ber from  the  Northwest  Territories,  as  I 
have  been  interrupted.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Scott)  had  better  have  the  local  re- 
sponsibility In  this  matter — for  be  is  not 
yet  elected  for  the  provincial  legislature— 
before  he  undertakes  to  have  an  opinion 
about  it  Even  a  gentleman  with  cabinet 
aspirations  ought  not  to  stand  up  in  this 
House,  after  the  exhibition  the  Postmaster 
General  (Sir  William  Mulock)  made  of  him- 
self, and  undertake  to  tell  an  hon.  member 
reading  plain  English  that  there  was  the 
same  provision  In  the  law  relating  to  Mani- 
toba schools,  and,  when  it  was  proved  up  to 
the  hilt  that  he  was  mistaken,  explain  that 
that  is  not  what  he  meant  It  Is  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  as  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral wasted  it — not  quite  so  completely, 
perhaps,  but  very  near  even  that  limit  I 
have  been  wondering,  Mr.  Speaker — and  I 
am  sorry  that  your  mouth  is  closed  and  that 
you  cannot  give-me  the  information — having 
seen  what  I  have  since  eight  o'clock,  I  have 
been  wondering  whether  there  is  another 
cabinet  crisis,  and  whether  that  is  the  rea- 
son why  the  cabinet  Is  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House.  The  Postmaster  General  took 
up  nearly  two  hours,  and  proved  only  one 
thing,  and  that  Is  that  a  man  could  talk  that 
long  and  say  nothing.  And  now  an  aspirant 
to  the  cabinet  takes  up  more  time  in  the 
fashion  I  have  shown.  Now,  the  Solicitor 
General  wished  to  ask  me  a  question. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Listening  to  the  hon. 
gentleman's  very  able  argument  I  under- 
stood bim  to  say  that  we  could  not  alter 
the  terms  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
nor  give  any  meaning  to  the  clauses  of.  the 
Act  under  such  a  statute  as  that  now  be- 
fore us. 
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Mr.  LANCASTER.  That  Is  not  quite  what 
I  said. 

Mr.  LEMIETJX.  Last  year  the  Privy 
Council  gave  judgment  In  the  representa- 
tion cases,  with  which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  Is  familiar.  Section  5  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  says  : 

Canada  shall  be  divided  into  tour  provinces, 
named  Ontario,  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick. 

As  my  hon.  friend  knows,  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  took  exception  to  the 
representation  of  these  provinces  as  had 
been  fixed  by  parliament  and  contended, 
with  some  appearance  of  reason,  that  the 
aggregate  population  of  Canada  as  men- 
tioned -in  section  51  was  the  population  of 
the  four  original  provinces.  But  the  Privy 
Council  decided  that  the  word  '  Canada ' 
mentioned  in  section  5  was  a  variable  term, 
which,  at  the  beginning  of  our  history, 
meant  four  provinces,  but  later  meant  five, 
six  and  seven  provinces,  thus  explaining  that 
the  British  North  America  Act  was  quite  an 
elastic  instrument,  which  should  be  inter- 
preted according  to  the  sound  principles  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  LANCASTER,  The  Solicitor  General 
(Mr.  Lemieux)  does  not  seem  to  realize  that 
there  is  a  difference  between  the  British 
North  America  Act  being  construed  by  the 
courts  and  this  parliament  undertaking  to 
throttle  the  construction  by  an  Act  of  its 
own.  With  all  his  legal  knowledge,  he  can- 
not understand  the  common  sense  difference 
between  a  Judge  construing  the  language  of 
this  Act  of  the  British  parliament  and  this 
parliament  undertaking  to  throttle  the  court 
and  prevent  any  interpretation  except  that 
which  the  Prime  Minister  sees  fit  to  give. 
I  do  not  wonder  that  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance (Mr.  Fielding)  wanted  common  sense 
in  this  matter.  I  do  not  wonder  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  assumed  so  much 
with  regard  to  the  law.  I  do  not  wonder 
that  the  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson), 
having  in  view  the  advice  that  the  Minister 
of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  would  give  on 
this  question,  desired  to  look  at  it  in  a 
common  sense  way.  1  am  glad  that  I  am 
a  man  of  common  sense,  and  not  down  in 
the  cellar  of  the  law,  where  I  cannot  see  the 
daylight.  I  am  willing  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  common  sense  of  the  common  people 
of  this  country.  The  ordinary  man  whom 
you  meet  on  the  streets,  or  on  the  farm,  and 
who  needs  no  lawyer  to  tell  him  what  the 
constitution  of  Canada  is,  but  knows  it  as 
well  as  we  do  ;  he  will  say  :  Do  not  talk 
to  me  only  of  law  or  of  what  the  judges 
have  said  ;  the  constitution  of  Canada  was 
made  In  Britain,  and  the  courts  have  decided 
that  it  means  something.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country  thinks  It  should  be 
decided  to  mean  something  else,  why  not 
let  thetn  decide  it  and  not  throttle  the  courts 


by  an  Act  that  he  has  no  power  to  pass — 
for  he  is  not  the  imperial  parliament 

Now,  a  great  deal  was  said  by  the  Post- 
master General  (Sir  William  Mulock)  with 
regard  to  the  petitldns  sent  him  through  the 
action  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule).  The  Postmaster  General  in- 
sinuated that  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  was  getting  up  petitions  on  the  one 
side  for  the  other  of  this  question.  He 
undertook  to  say  the  petitions  had  been 
sent  In  here  from  Orange  lodges.  Now,  let 
me  be  understood.  I  am  not  an  Orangeman. 
I  am  not  a  Roman  Catholic.  But  I  am  a 
Canadian,  British  born  ;  and  I  believe  that 
the  Orangemen  and  the  Roman  Catholics, 
taken  one  with  another,  are  equally  good 
citizens  and  equally  loyal  to  the  country. 
The  petition  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  is 
sneered  at  for  bringing  into  this  House  is 
a  petition  that  every  Roman  Catholic  could 
sign,  and  the  signing  of  which  he  could 
justify  to  his  priest.  That  petition  is  as 
follows : 

We.  the  undersigned  electors  of  the  electoral 
division  of  do  pray  that  In  granting 

provincial  autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories the  Dominion  parliament  will  not  by 
any  enactment  or  otherwise  withhold  from  the 
newly  created  provinces  full  and  unrestricted 
freedom  of  action  in  all  matters  affecting  the 
establishment,  maintenance  and  administration 
of  schools. 

This  is  spoken  of  as  a  partisan  petition. 
Yet  it  is  a  petition  that  every  citizen  could 
properly  sign.  It  says  in  effect :  Render  to 
Csesar  the  things  that  are  Caesar's;  render 
to  Alberta  the  things  that  are  Alberta's, 
and  don't  take  away  from  the  little  fellow 
what  belongs  to  him  at  the  dictation  of 
Quebec,  which  has  no  right  to  butt  in  at 
all.  There  is  nothing  here  either  in  favour 
of  or  against  the  principle  of  separate 
schools ;  it  is  simply  an  humble  request, 
pot  in  perfectly  constitutional  form.  It  is 
such  a  petition  as  we  were  asked  to  vote 
for  four  years  ago  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
at  the  instigation  originally  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Victoria,  N.B.  (Mr.  Costigan). 
It  was  moved  that  this  parliament  should 
exercise  its  right  of  petition,  should  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  throne  and  ask  that  the 
Coronation  Declaration  made  by  the  King 
should  be  amended  so  that  it  would  not  be 
offensive  to  His  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic 
liege  subjects  in  the  country  and  throughout 
the  empire. 

These  people,  I  care  not  whether  they  be 
Orange  lodges  or  Roman  Catholics,  have 
the  same  right  to  petition,  and  their  petition 
Is  equally  sensible,  equally  just,  equally  cor- 
rect, equally  constitutional,  and  that  Is  the 
petition  that  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  is  sneered  at  for  bringing  In 
here.  I  presented  a  lot  of  them  myself,  they 
were  sent  to  me  and  I  presented  them  ;  and 
if  they  petitioned  this  parliament  against 
provincial  autonomy  to  the  Nqrthwest  Ter- 
ritories. I  would  present  the  petition,  though 
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I  would  vote  against  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion, because  I  would  think  it  was  not  right, 
and  the  people  could  turn  me  out  when  1 
sought  re-election  at  their  hands.  That  is  the 
petition  that  so  much  has  been  said  about, 
and  I  thought  it  wise  to  put  that  petition 
upon  record.  That  is  the  petition  that  is 
called  by  the  Postmaster  General,  one  side 
of  the  question;  a  petition  that  asks  separate 
schools  to  be  established  is  called  the  other 
side  of  the  question.  Could  anything  be 
more  unfair  ?  There  are  no  petitions  com- 
ing from  Orange  lodges  asking  us  to  throttle 
the  little  province  and  prevept  it  from 
establishing  separate  schools.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  statesmanlike  Postmaster 
General — I  will  assume  that  he  is  a  states- 
man, although  he  is  self-appointed,  self- 
adjusted  and  self-labelled  as  a  statesman. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    Union  labelled. 

Mr.  LANCASTER.     Well,  perhaps  not 
union  labelled,  and  not  so  labelled  by  the 
people  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
is  so  statesmanlike,  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
Is  at  present  running  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment of  this  country,  undertakes  to  call  that 
petition   which     I  have   read,   one  side 
of   the   separate   school    question ;  and 
a   petition   which    asks   this    House  to 
throttle    a   province   Is    the   other  side 
of  the  separate  school  question.  What  would 
a  gentleman  from  Quebec  who  advocates 
separate  schools  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, say  if  we  attempted  in  this  House, 
ten  years  or  five  years  from  now,  supposing 
the  country  got  incensed  at  Quebec  butting 
in  on  these  matters  concerning  the  North- 
west, supposing  the  country  got  aggravated, 
annoyed  and  disgusted,  and  say  we  will 
Insist  for  a  certain  term  in  doing  what  the 
Finance  Minister  says  is  so  deplorable,  we 
will  put  some  people  in  power  who  will 
settle  this  school  question  for  ever  in  Quebec, 
just  as  these  gentlemen  want  this  govern- 1 
ment  to  settle  the  school  question  in  the 
Northwest  Territories,  and  we  will  abolish 
separate  schools  in  the  province  of  Quebec  ' 
and  Ontario.   Now  what  would  they  say  to  j 
that  ?   In  principle  what  is  the  difference  ?  I 
What  is  the  difference  between  taking  away  j 
a  man's  right  and  preventing  him  from  j 
exercising  the  right  ?  In  common  sense,  what ; 
is  the  difference  between  the  two  proposi- 
tions ?   Am  I  doing  ,  a  greater  wrong  if  I 
go  into  a  man's  barnyard  and  steal  his  horse  •■ 
than  if  I  said  to  him,  although  you  have  got 
a  horse  I  will  not  allow  you  to  use  it,  I  , 
will  control  it  so  that  you  shall  never  have  i 
the  use  of  it  ?   To  be  practical,  what  is 
the  difference  ?   He  cannot  use  that  which  | 
is  his  own  in  either  case.    He  cannot  deal 
with  that  which  is  his  own,  and  which  he 
has  a  right  to  deal  with.    There  may  be  a 
difference  in  the  way  it  may  strike  one  man 
or  another  in  the  application,  but  on  the 
moral  principle — and  we  heard  something 
even  from  the  Postmaster  General  about 
Mr.  LANCASTER. 


morals  to-night— on  the  moral  principle  what 
is  the  difference  between  your  saying  to  the 
province  of  Quebec ;  although  you  have 
yourselves  established  a  right  to  your 
schools  in  the  provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario  ;  you  shall  not  have  them  any  longer, 
because  we  think  it  was  a  mistake  when  you 
established  them— what  would  be  the  differ- 
ence between  saying  that  and  saying  to  the 
Northwest  provinces,  you  shall  not  exercise 
your  right  to  declare  whether  you  want 
s-eparate  schools  or  not,  we  will  tie  you  up 
so  that  you  shall  never  make  a  declaration 
either  way  ?  There  is  no  difference  in  prin- 
ciple, no  man  can  pretend  there  is. 

Now  I  want  to  put  on  record  the  state- 
ments of  some  of  the  friends  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite.  In  1891  Sir  Louis.  Da  vies 
tpoke  on  this  question  of  education  in  the 
Northwest  Territories.  That  gentleman  is 
now  a  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court.  He  was 
one  of  the  gentlemen  who  came  into  power 
on  the  cry  that  we  should  not  coerce  Mani- 
toba. This  is  what  Sir  Louis  Davies  said 
in  1891 : 

My  opinion  Is  now,  and  has  been  for  years, 
that  when  that  time  comes  (the  time  to  erect 
the  Territories  into  provinces)  you  cannot  with- 
hold from  the  provinces  so  erected  the  right 
to  determine  for  themselves  the  question  of 
education  in  one  way  or  the  other.  I  would 
be  the  last  to  favour  this  parliament  imposing 
upon  the  people  there  any  system  of  education, 
either  free  or  separate.  I  only  claim  that  when 
a  Bill  is  introduced  to  erect  those  Territories 
into  provinces  that  Bill  should  contain  a  pro- 
vision enabling  the  people  of  the  different  pro- 
vinces so  created  to  decide  what  system  of 
education  they  will  have. 

The  Hon.  David  Mills,  in  the  same  year, 
spoke,  not  about  separate  schools  in  Quebec 
or  Ontario,  not  about  the  British  North 
America  Act,  but  in  regard  to  the  North- 
west Territories,  the  very  part  of  this  Do- 
minion which  this  parliament  is  now  dealing 
with.  The  Hon.  David  Mills  was  recognized 
as  an  authority  on  constitutional  law  by 
the  Reformers  of  this  country,  and  I  think 
by  a  good  many  Conservatives.  In  fact,  he 
was  held  up  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
as  the  great  constitutional  model  of  this 
Dominion,  and  this  is  what  he  says  : 

When  the  people  of  the  Territories,  or  any 
portion  of  the  Territories,  are  sufficiently 
numerous  to  constitute  a  province — when.  In 
fact,  they  attain  their  majority  In  regard  to 
local  matters  and  when  they  propose  to  set 
up  for  themselves — this  parliament  has  no  right 
to  exercise  control  over  them.  It  can  give  good 
advice,  but  it  has  no  right  to  give  cqmmands. 

When  the  Territories  have  a  sufficient  popula- 
tion to  entitle  them  to  become  a  province,  they 
must  decide  for  themselves  whether  they  will 
have  separate  schools  or  not. 

I  have  my  view  as  to  what  will  be  the  best 
decision  for  them  to  arrive  at,  but  I  must  not 
Impose  on  them  my  view  as  to  how  they  should 
be  governed  after  they  have  attained  their 
majority. 
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Now  then  the  '  Globe '  newspaper  came  out 
very  lately.  I  know  people  lately  have  said, 
the  '  Globe '  is  going  wrong.  I  do  not  know, 
everybody  seems  to  be  going  wrong  who 
does  not  agree  to  throttle  the  new  provinces. 
Everybody  except  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
is  agreed  that  this  House  should  leave  ques- 
tions of  sectionalism  alone  and  attend  to  the 
business  of  the  House.  The  '  Globe '  news- 
paper lias  been  talking  about  this  question, 
and  the  '  Globe '  of  March  11  said  this  : 

The  only  settlement  of  the  disturbing  North- 
west school  question  that  will  be  just  or  safe 
or  permanent  is  that  settlement  most  strictly 
In  accord  with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the 
constitution. 

The  hon.  Postmaster  General  wanted  the 
bpirit  of  the  constitution  and  not  the  letter. 
The  '  Globe '  wants  both,  and  I  think  I 
have  shown  that  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral's opinion  of  that  kind  of  spirit  is  not 
a  very  good  one.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be 
a  judge  of  any  kind  of  spirit  than  that,  but 
I  think  that  I  am  as  good  a  judge  of  that 
kind  of  spirit  as  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral is  and  he  has  said  that  he  wants  noth- 
ing but  the  spirit  and  not  the  letter.  The 
'  Globe  '  says  : 

The  only  settlement  of  the  disturbing  North- 
west school  question  that  will  be  just  or  safe 
or  permanent  is  that  settlement  most  strictly 
in  accord  with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  con- 
stitution. Anything  'that  swerves  from  that 
straight  course,  squinting  in  the  direction  of 
any  faction  or  creed  or  race,  is  charged  with 
dynamite — 

These  are  the  people  that  are  raising  the 
religious  question  in  this  House— the  'Globe* 
newspaper.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Customs  makes  the  'Globe' 
pay  duty  on  this  dynamite  or  on  these  dy- 
namite articles  or  whether  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  now  using  the  dynamite  as  well 
as  the  pistol  and  medicine  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
spoke  about  this  afternoon. 

 and  sooner  or  later  may  work  havoc  in  the 

provinces,  if  not  in  the  Dominion.  The  personal 
opinions  of  individuals  or  the  preferences  of 
classes  or  communities  are  not  sufficiently  cer- 
tain and  substantial  to  form  a  sure  foundation 
for  the  Institutions  of  the  country.  In  the 
present  instance,  political  safety,  social  pro- 
gress and  national  peace  can  be  found  nowhere 
but  In  standing  by  the  constitution. 

Now,  it  goes  on  to  discuss  the  question 
at  some  length  and  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  with  it,  but  it  reaches  this  conclu- 
sion : 

Provincial  autonomy  under  the  constitution 
carries  with  It  for  the  new  provinces,  unless 
expressly  prohibited  by  the  constitution,  auton- 
omy in  education. 


It  was  necessary  for  the  '  Globe '  news- 
paper to  tell  the  premier  of  this  country 
that  autonomy  meant  autonomy,  that  it  did 
not  mean  something  else.  It  was  necessary 
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for  the  •  Globe '  to  try  and  pull  a  line  on 
the  Prime '  Minister  as  the  organ  of-  the 
party  in  the  city  of  Toronto.  I  presume 
that  the  '  Globe '  would  say  that  it  was  the 
chief  organ  of  the  party  in  the  whole  Dom- 
inion. I  cannot  pronounce  upon  that  point, 
but  certainly  it  is  one  of  the  principal  organs 
lit  the  Dominion,  and  before  this  Bill  could 
be  read  a  second  time,  in  the  hope  that  some 
other  policy  would  be  adopted,  the  *  Globe' 
gave  the  advice  that  provincial  autonomy 
under  the  constitution  means  autonomy  la 
education.  Is  it  any  wonder  that  my  hon. 
friend  who  leads  the  opposition  here  is 
obliged  to  put  on  record  an  amendment  to 
this  Bill  to  say  so  ?  The  '  Globe '  said  that 
it  was  necessary  to  tell  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  autonomy  meant  autonomy  in  edu- 
cation as  well  as  in  anything  else,  and  for 
fear  that  some  people  would  think  that  the 
government  could  say  that  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  did  not  agree 
with  the  '  Globe  *  I  would  point  out  that,  as 
it  happened  on  these  two  occasions  these 
two  gentlemen— I  think  the  gentleman  who 
wrote  this  article  was  an  honest  man,  and  I 
know  there  is  no  more  honourable  man  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  than  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition— came  forward 
and  took  the  same  view  as  the  whole  Dom- 
inion of  Canada  will  if  it  gets  a  chance.  If 
the  government  went  to  the  country  upon 
this  question  to-day,  the  government  know 
very  well  that  the  whole  Dominion,  whe- 
ther Grits  or  Tories  heretofore,  would  unite 
by  their  votes  in  saying  that  the  '  Globe ' 
was  right  on  this  occasion.  Then,  the 
*  Globe '  proceeds  : 

To  this  doctrine  we  can  ask  all  classes  and 
creeds  to  subscribe. 

The  '  Globe '  thinks,  as  I  do,  that  all 
classes  and  creeds  ought  to  subscribe  to  the 
constitution  or  else  get  off  the  earth  as  far 
as  Canada  is  concerned.  If  they  stay  in 
Canada  and  get  the  benefit  of  our  constitu- 
tion which  we  all  say  affords  the  greatest 
freedom  that  exists  anywhere  they  should 
subscribe  to  and  support  that  constitution. 

To  this  doctrine  we  can  ask  all  classes  and 

creeds  to  subscribe.  In  so  far  as  they  appre- 
ciate and  approve  the  principles  of  responsible 
self  government,  all  citizens  should  here  be  in 
agreement.  The  question  of  the  value  of 
separate  schools  is  not  primarily  involved. 

And  It  is  not. 

It  is  not  the  primary  question.  It  may  be 
forced  to  the  front  by  the  Orangemen  of 
Ontario  and  the  Ultramontanes  of  Quebec,  but, 
in  so  far  as  the  problem  is  one  for  the  Dom- 
inion parliament  to  solve,  the  question  of 
separate  schools  is  not  the  real  issue.  To 
make  It  the  real  issue  is  to  misplace  the 
emphasis  and  to  engender  strife. 


Who  misplaced  the  emphasis  and  who  en- 
gendered strife  ?  The  right  hon.  leader  of 
the  government,  when  he  brought  In  this 
Bill.    The  '  Globe '  is  not  a  perjured  wit- 
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ness  ;  it  is  not  even  a  retiring  member  of 
the  government.  It  did  not  go  out  for  prin- 
ciple, because  it  never  was  in. 

The  Issue  before  parliament  is  this:  In 
giving  provincial  status  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tory is  parliament  under  obligation  to  make  the 
maintenance  of  separate  schools  a  permanent 
responsibility  of  the  new  provinces?  In  dealing 
with  this  vexed  question  parliament  should  go 
not  one  hair's  breadth  beyond  Its  indisputable 
constitutional  obligation.  Leave  everything 
provincial  to  the  provinces.  Any  other  course 
will  lead  to  inextricable  confusion,  and  put  a 
new  root  of  bitterness  into  the  fertile  soil  of 
our  national  life. 

Who  has  put  the  root  of  bitterness  into 
the  fertile  soil  of  our  national  life  ? — The 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  who  cannot  pass 
his  Autonomy  Bill  without  dragging  that 
question  into  parliament  that  the  '  Globe ' 
tells  him  should  be  left  to  the  provinces. 
The  '  Globe '  has  evidently  been  found 
fault  with  by  somebody,  some  man  on  the 
street  that  we  have  heard  about,  has  been 
to  see  the  '  Globe, '  but  the  '  Globe '  thinks 
it  has  done  right  to  have  its  own  opinion. 
The  '  Globe '  on  March  11  said  what  I  have 
just  read,  but  I  have  also  here  the  '  Globe ' 
of  March  21,  just  ten  days  later.  Somebody 
has  been  after  the  '  Globe '  in  the  meantime 
with  this  result  that  the  '  Globe '  says  that 
what  we  said  before  we  believe  and  we  are 
still  more  of  that  opinion  than  we  were  at 
the  time  you  found  fault  with  us.  That  is 
our  argument,  and  the  more  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  argue,  the  more  we  are  satisfied 
they  are  all  wrong.  The  more  they  are 
finding  fault  with  the  '  Globe '  the  more 
the  '  Globe '  feels  convinced  that  It  is  right 
and  it  repeats  what  It  said  before  only  that 
it  says  it  in  stronger  terms  :  This  is  what 
the  '  Globe '  says  on  March  21 : 

1.  The  '  Olobe '  stands  for  the  provincial 
rights  of  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta.  Those 
rights  are  created  and  secured  by  and  under 
the  British  North  America  Act.  The  '  terms 
and  conditions '  of  their  provincial  autonomy 
must  be  '  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act.' 
They  can  have  no  rights  as  provinces  that  are 
not  expressed  or  implied  in  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867  to  1886.  They  can  be  de- 
prived of  no  rights  to  which  they  are  entitled 
under  that  constitution. 

2.  The  '  Globe  '  holds,  as  has  been  argued  in 
these  columns  again  and  again,  that  the  new 
provinces  now  to  be  created  do  not  come  under 
the  separate  school  obligation  of  section  93, 
clause  1,  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
and,  therefore,  they  are  free  under  the  con- 
stitution exclusively  to  make  laws  in  relation 
to  education,  to  continue  their  present  system, 
to  modify  it  or  to  substitute  another  for  it, 
as  their  legislatures  shall  decide.  Our  reasons 
for  holding  to  this  view  were  stated  yesterday, 
and  in  several  earlier  articles,  and  at  the  very 
opening  of  the  discussion. 

3.  The  '  Olobe  '  is  persuaded,  by  its  first-hand 
knowledge  of  western  conditions  and  by  the 
assurances  of  representative  western  men,  that 
had  the  education  question  been  left  without 
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direction  or  trammel  to  the  legislatures,  the 
present  system  would  have  been  enacted,  and 
all  the  privileges  possible  under  any  obligatory 
federal  clause  would  have  been  secured  to  the 
Catholic  minorities  without  dispute  or  acrimo- 
nious debate. 

4.  The  '  Globe  '  holds  that  the  educational 
clauses  In  the  first  draft  of  the  Autonomy  Bills 
are  ultra  vires  of  the  federal  parliament, 
especially  the  third  clause  which  is  held  to 
contravene  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  and  to 
Interfere  with  the  provincial  control  of  the 
details  of  school  administration. 

5.  The  '  Globe,'  as  a  logical  consequence  of 
the  foregoing,  holds  to  be  ultra  vires  of  par- 
liament and  an  infringement,  in  theory  if  not 
in  practice,  of  the  rights  of  the  provinces  under 
the  constitution,  any  legislation  based  on 
the  assumption  that  in  the  meaning  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  there  is 
no  difference  between  the  creation  of  a 
province  out  of  territory  for  thirty-five 
years  a  part  of  Canada  and  under  federal 
supervision,  and  the  union  to  the  Canadian 
confederation  of  an  independent,  self-gov- 
erning, autonymous  province  or  colony  such  as 
British  Columbia  was  prior  to  1871  or  as  New- 
foundland is  to-day.  A  territory  is  not  a 
province,  and  the  constitutional  obligations  of 
a  province  cannot  rest  upon  a  territory  until  it 
becomes  a  province. 

That  Is  the  'Globe's'  statement  and  that 
is  my  idea  of  what  is  right.  I  do  not  say  it 
is  right  because  the  'Globe'  says  so,  but  I 
do  say  that  when  the  'Globe.'which  is  not 
going  out  of  Its  way  to  Injure  the  govern- 
ment says  so,  It  means  a  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  Liberals  as  well 
as  Conservatives,  the  Independent  thinking 
people  on  both  sides  of  politics,  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  government  is  doing  wrong. 
But,  says  the  government,  we  are  In  for  five 
years  anyway  and  what  matters  it  t  Well, 
I  say  to  them  that  the  five  years  will  go  by. 
They  may  hold  themselves  In  power  for  five 
years,  but  when  the  election  comes  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  will  do  as  the  people  of  Lin- 
coln county  did  four  years  after  the 
pledge  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  broken 
and  on  which  pledge  they  returned  a  sup- 
porter of  his  to  this  House.  The  chief  whip 
of  the  Reform  party  held  the  constituency 
of  Lincoln  by  a  majority  of  nearly  500,  but 
the  government  broke  Its  pledges  as  to  pro- 
vincial rights,  as  on  every  other  question, 
and  the  people  of  the  county  of  Lincoln 
punished  the  government  because  of  its 
broken  pledges,  and  a  man  of  no  greater 
ability  than  your  humble  servant  was  elect- 
ed and  the  chief  whip  of  the  Reform  party 
was  left  at  home.  As  the  people  of  Lincoln 
county  did  in  that  instance,  so  shall  the 
people  of  the  Dominion  do  when  they  get 
the  opportunity.  It  may  be  that  the  Prime 
Minister  will  retire  from  office  before  an 
appeal  is  again  made  to  the  electorate;  it 
may  be  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  the 
statesmanlike  Postmaster  General  will  make 
himself  or  get  some  one  to  make  him  Prime 
Minister,  but  whoever  be  the  Liberal  Prime 
Minister  who  appeals  to  the  people  of  Can- 
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ada  he  will  find  that  the  people  of  this  Do- 
minion will  not  stand  for  interference  with 
the  autonomy  of  the  provinces,  will  not 
stand  for  broken  pledges,  will  not  stand  for 
the  shackling  of  these  great  provinces  of 
the  Northwest  with  onerous  restrictions  as 
to  education  and  the  administration  of  their 
public  lands.  Why  have  we  no  Minister  of 
the  Interior  to-day?  Why  is  the  govern- 
ment afraid  to  appoint  a  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  send  him  for  election  to  the 
people  of  the  west?  I  have  not  the  assur- 
ance which  some  gentlemen  on  the  other 
«ide  have  to  say  that  they  speak  for  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  when 
they  have  no  mandate  to  speak  on  this  ques- 
tion; I  do  not  pretend  to  speak  for  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest  Territories  except  to 
say  that  they  want  to  be  left  alone  to  at- 
tend to  their  own  business,  but  I  do  believe 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
will  treat  this  government  as  It  deserves  to 
be  treated  for  Interfering  with  their  pro- 
vincial rights.  The  government  does  not 
dare  to  appoint  a  Minister  of  the  Interior 
because  they  know  that  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  would  reject  him  by  an  over- 
whelming vote.  The  Prime  Minister  is  not 
here  to-night,  but  In  times  past  he  has 
learned  something  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  I  Invite  the  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms and  the  Minister  of  Finance  who  are 
now  present  to  tell  the  Prime  Minister  that 
it  is  his  duty  to  appoint  a  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  to  test  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  west  on  this  question.  That  is 
the  constitutional  way  to  proceed,  but  these 
gentlemen  do  not.  want  things  done  con- 
stitutionally. They  had  not  much  respect  for 
the  constitution  when,  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance being  absent  in  England,  they  intro- 
duced without  his  knowledge  this  Bill  which 
deals  with  great  financial  issues  seriously 
affecting  the  Dominion.  They  had  not  much 
respect  for  the  constitution  when  in  the 
absence  of  their  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
who  Is  specially  charged  with  matters  per- 
taining to  the  west,  they  drafted  and  pro- 
posed in  parliament  this  measure  which 
vitally  concerns  the  people  whose  interest 
he  was  specially  charged  to  guard.  Let 
them  appoint  their  Minister  of  the  Interior 
and  they  can  soon  find  out  whether  we  are 
right  or  they  are  right.  Sir,  as  a  man  try- 
ing to  do  the  honourable  thing  and  repre- 
senting an  honourable  constituency,  I  have 
no  course  left  to  me  but  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
In  doing  so,  I  believe  I  am  voicing  the  opin- 
ions of  the  Reformers  as  well  as  the  Con- 
servatives, of  the  respectable  Roman  Catho- 
lics as  well  as  the  respectable  Protestants 
of  my  county.  If  I  do  that  I  am  doing  my 
whole  duty,  and,  Sir,  if  the  members  of  this 
cabinet  would  study  more  what  the  people 
want  and  not  what  may  suit  the  political 
exigencies  of  the  moment  they  would  be 
representing  the  people  of  Canada  better 
than  they  are  to-day. 
110} 


Mr.  L.  P.  DBMBRS  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  ad- 
journed at  12.15  a.m.  Thursday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  March  30,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

VACANCY  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto). 
Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he 
has  any  information  for  the  House  In  refer- 
ence to  the  filling  of  the  vacant  portfolio  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  ?  It  Is  a  ques- 
tion of  a  great  deal  of  moment,  and  we 
have  not  yet  had  a  really  thorough  answer 
from  the  Prime  Minister. 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  I  have  no  information  to  give 
to  my  hon.  friend  to-day. 

INQUIRY  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  I  suppose  I  will  be 
equally  successful  when  I  make  a  plea  for 
that  return  with  reference  to  the  transport 
of  hay  to  the  lower  provinces,  which  was 
ordered  by  the  House  on  January  25.  A 
second  order  in  reference  to  the  matter  was 
passed  a  fortnight  later,  and  the  return  to 
that  has  been  brought  down,  but  it  is  ab- 
solutely useless  without  the  other. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  shall  in- 
quire about  that 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS  (St  Johns  and  Ib- 
erville). (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  and  Niagara  re- 
minded us,  last  evening,  several  times  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  that  he  comes  from 
that  part  of  Canada  surnamed  the  Garden 
of  Ontario.  It  was  necessary  that  he 
should  do  so,  as  his  violent  delivery  and 
forcible  language  might  have  led  us  to 
believe  that  he  was  not  a  resident  of  that 
rich  and  beautiful  country  surrounding  St 
Catharines,  but  rather  that  his  mind  had 
been  Impressed  by  the  sight  of  Niagara's 
surging  waters  and  his  ears  filled  with  the 
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uproar  of  the  great  falls.  That  kind  of 
music  apparently  suits  his  taste  much  better 
than  the  sweet  pastoral  melodies. 

The  hon.  member  having  taunted  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  for  his  violent  reply  to 
the  hon.  member  froom  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster),  unfortunately  proceeded  to  follow 
in  his  steps,  and  even  went  much  farther. 
During  the  whole  evening  he  assailed  in  an 
unwarrantable  manner  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice,  and  even  the  hon.  member 
for  Asslniboia  (Mr.  Scott).  Are  we  not  justi- 
fied in  giving  him  one  bit  of  advice  :  Doctor, 
cure  tby  own  ills  ? 

This  question,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  one  of 
justice.  Justice  is  not  the  outcome  of 
human  passion,  but  rather  of  reason.  Of 
old,  it  was  represented  under  the  tform  of  a 
woman  whose  eyes  were  bandaged,  which 
meant  that  she  should  not  be  influenced 
by  the  clamour  from  the  street.  And  when 
1  heard  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  claim  that  the  majority  wanted 
so  and  so,  and  the  minority  so  and  so  ; 
that  petitions  in  support  of  their  views  were 
more  numerous  than  those  in  the  op- 
posite sense ;  when  I  heard  them  state  in 
this  parliament,  the  highest  court  in  the 
country,  that  it  was  not  a  question  of  de- 
ciding who  was  right  and  who  was  wrong, 
but  a  question  of  deciding  who  had  the 
majority,  I  said  to  myself :  Have  they 
forgotten  that  this  is  the  twentieth  century; 
that  the  old  principle  '  Force  above  right,' 
no  longer  rules  in  this  -country,  especially 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Constitution 
of  1867. 

The  hon.  member  for  North  .Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster)  ventured  to  make  some  charges 
against  the  province  of  Quebec  ;  he  accused 
her  of  not  showing  in  practice  that  toler- 
ation of  which  she  boasts  so  highly,  and 
he  claimed  that  the  Protestant  population 
was  not  free  as  regards  education.  And  on 
what  grounds  has  he  brought  forth  such  a 
charge  ?  On  the  fact  that  in  our  schools 
the  Catholic  religion  is  taught,  while  the  Pro- 
testant religion  is  taught  in  the  school  of 
the  minority.  Does  the  hon.  member  know 
who  is  responsible  for  that  system  ?  It 
has  not  been  forced  upon  the  minority  ; 
the  minority  wanted  it.  The  Protestant 
minority  In  the  province  of  Quebec  wanted 
that  system  to  be  established,  they  cannot 
complain  therefore  that  the  majority  are 
not  always  tolerant,  as  claimed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto  North. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  hon  leader  of  the 
opposition  showed  sympathy  for  the  pro- 
\  ince  of  Quebec ;  unfortunately  that 
sympathy  was  not  at  all  of  the  practical 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  state 
that  he  was  not  In  favour  of  separate 
schools.  But  he  has  these  two  objections  to 
make  ;  First,  the  constitution  will  not  al- 
low us  to  alter  the  terms  of  the  British 

the 


has  no  rights  in  the  new  provinces.  Such 
is  the  stand  taken  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition. 

The  hon.  gentleman's  contention  seems 
to  me  indefensible.  That  is  true  specially 
as  regards  his  first  proposition,  viz.,  that 
parliament  has  no  right  to  step  in  and  alter 
the  terms  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  Indeed,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sits 
at  his  left  (Mr.  Foster)  was  unwilling  to 
urge  that  point. 

With  a  view  to  find  out  what  rights  we 
enjoy,  is  it  not  necessary  that  we  should 
consult  history  ?    '  History,'  says  Laurent. 
'  shows  us  the  meaning  and  the  scope  of 
statutory  enactments.'   The  problem  which 
we  have  to  solve  has  already  been  solved, 
and  solved  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  himself 
in  1870.  But,  even  before  his  time,  the  prob- 
lem had  been  solved  by  the  great  neighbour- 
ing republic  and  that  as  early  as  1820.  Of 
course.  In  order  to  draw  correct  inferences 
from  the  history  of  the  United  States,  we 
should  take  into  account  the  similarity  of 
circumstances,  as  also  the  difference  between 
the  constitutions  of  both  countries.  The 
United  States,  in  the  same  way  as  Canada, 
have  territories,  and  these  territories  will 
have,  some  day  or  other,  to  be  admitted  Into 
the  union.   But  the  difference  between  our 
constitution  and  that  of  our  neighbours  on 
that  point  is  quite  marked.    Not  only  has 
the  federal  constitution  been  worked  out  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  but  the  con- 
stitution of  each  separate  state  is  also  the 
creation  of  the   peoples  of  these  various 
states.    Here,  on  the  contrary,  not  only  Is 
the  federal  constitution  a  gift  of  the  imperial 
parliament,  but  even  the  constitutions  of 
the  provinces  of  Quebec  and  Ontario  have 
been  granted  by  that  same  authority.  In 
the  same  way,  the  constitution  of  these  new 
provinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  will 
have  beeu  granted  to  them  by  us.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  although,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  position  of  the  various  states 
is  much  stronger  than  that  of  the  federal 
power  ;  although  the  people  of  each  state 
have  the  right  to  adopt  their  own  constitu- 
tion, however,  in  1820,  when  the  state  of 
Missouri  asked  for  admission  into  the  union, 
with  a  constitution  providing  that  slavery 
might  be  maintained  for  ever  within  its 
territory.  Congress  refused  to  admit  that 
state  into  its  union  unless  a  contrary  pro- 
vision was  inserted.    The  advocates  of  Mis- 
souri objected  :  You  are  interfering  with  the 
principle  in  state  sovereignty  ;  you  are  inter- 
fering with  the  principle  in  virtue  of  which 
the  people  of  each  state  are  entitled  to  frame 
their  own  constitution.   The  wise  men  of 
the  Republic  answered  :  Above  the  principle 
of  state  sovereignty  'there  stands  the  still 
more  sacred  principle  of  individual  freedom. 

Let  me.  Mr.  Speaker,  quote  on  this  point 
an  extract  from  Storey's  book  on  the  Ameri- 
can Constitution,  volume  II,  page  220  : 


North  America  Act  ;  secondly    under  toe  |    j  (1321).  At  the  time  when  the  preliminary 
federal  constitution  the  Catholic  minority  1  measures  were  taken  for  the  admission  of  the 
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State  of  Missouri  into  the  union,  an  attempt 
■was  made  to  include  a  restriction,  prohibiting 
the  introduction  of  slavery  into  that  State,  as 
a  condition  of  the  admission.  On  that  occasion 
the  question  was  largely  discussed,  whether 
■Congress  possessed  a  constitutional  authority 
to  impose  such  a  restriction,  upon  the  ground 
that  the  prescribing  of  such  condition  Is  in- 
consistent with  the  sovereignty  of  the  State 
to  be  admitted,  and  Its  equality  with  the  other 
States.  The  final  result  of  the  vote  which 
authorized  the  erection  of  that  State,  seems  to 
establish  the  rightful  authority  of  Congress 
to  impose  such  a  restriction,  although  it  was 
not  them  applied.  In  the  act  passed  for  this 
purpose,  there  is  an  express  clause,  that  in 
.all  the  territory  ceded  by  Prance  to  the  United 
States  under  the  name  of  Louisiana,  which  lies 
north  of  36°  30'  N.  latitude,  not  included  within 
the  limits  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  slavery 
and  involuntary  servitude,  otherwise  than  in 
the  punishment  of  crimes,  whereof  the  parties 
shall  have  been  duly  convicted,  shall  be,  and 
is  hereby  for  ever  prohibited.  An  objection  of  a 
similar  character  was  taken  to  the  compact 
between  Virginia  and  Kentucky,  upon  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  restriction  upon  State 
sovereignty.  But  the  Supreme  Court  had  no 
hesitation  in  overruling  it,  considering  it  as 
opposed  by  the  theory  of  all  free  governments, 
and  especially  of  those  which  constitute  the 
American  Republic. 

The  decision  rendered  in  the  case  of  Mis- 
souri has  been  at  all  times  considered  as 
the  policy  of  the  United  States.  Neverthe- 
less, Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  all  that  Congress  has  a 
right  to  do  is  to  admit  a  state  into  the 
union.  Such  is  not  the  case  as  regards  our 
constitution.  The  British  North  America 
Act  provides  that  we  may  frame  the  con- 
stitution of  the  provinces. 

When  the  province  of  Manitoba  was  ad- 
mitted into  the  Dominion,  the  public  men 
of  the  time  realized  at  once  that  the  British 
North  America  Act.  though  carefully  drafted 
whs  not  perfect.  In  fact  it  will  suffice  to 
rend  clause  146  to  be  satisfied  as  to  its 
shortcomings.    It  reads  as  follows : 

ADMISSION  OF  OTHER  COLONIES. 
It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Queen,  by  and  with 
the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable 
Privy  Council,  on  addresses  from  the  Houses 
ot  the  parliament  of  Canada,  and  from  the 
Houses  of  the  respective  legislatures  of  the 
colonies  or  provinces  of  Newfoundland.  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia,  to  admit 
those  colonies  or  provinces,  or  any  of  them. 
Into  the  union,  and  on  the  address  from  the 
Houses  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  to  admit 
Rupert's  Land  and  the  Northwestern  Territory, 
or  either  of  them,  into  the  union,  on  such  terms 
and  conditions  in  each  case  as  are  in  the  ad- 
dress expressed,  and  as  the  Queen  thinks  fit  to 
approve,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

That  article  states  that,  iu  order  to  ad- 
mit new  colonies  and  provinces  into  the 
Dominion,  a  joint  address  from  such  pro- 
vinces and  the  Dominion  parliament  will  be 
necessary.  Why  ?  Because,  at  the  time 
of  the  admission  of  such  province,  there  is 
an  agreement  entered  into  by  both  parties, 
however,  when  it  comes  to  admit  the  North- 
west Territories  into  the  Dominion.  His  Ma- 


jesty declares  that  an  address  on  behalf  of 
the  parliament  of  Canada  will  suffice.  In 
that  case,  therefore,  no  agreement  has  been 
entered  into  between  the  parties,  for  the 
making  of  an  agreement  Implies  two  parties. 
Why  have  we  this  omission  in  the  latter 
erase?  For  this  reason  that  when  these  ter- 
ritories were  admitted  into  the  Dominion, 
they  were  not  organized,  they  were  with- 
out a  constitution,  while  British  Columbia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  had  each  a  con- 
stitution and  a  regularly  organized  govern- 
ment. These  provinces  were  fully  organ- 
ized when  they  entered  confederation  ;  but 
such  was  not  the  case  with  the  Territories. 
It  was  therefore  necessary  that  the  Domin- 
ion parliament  should  acquire  the  right  to 
lay  down  the  terms  on  which  these  terri- 
tories might  be  admitted  into  the  Dominion. 
It  was  realized  that  section  14C  was  not 
up  to  the  requirements.  In  the  year  1870, 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  perceiving  this  inad- 
equacy, recommended  that  the  home  gov- 
tM'innent  should  help  out  the  Dominion  parli- 
ament by  granting  It  greater  powers  than 
had  been  rested  In  it  by  the  constitution  of 
1807.  The  words  'terms  and  conditions' 
might  well  apply  to  an  agreement,  but  not 
to  the  drafting  of  a  constitution  suitable 
to  unorganized  Territories.  Section  146 
which'  met  the  case  as  regards  provinces 
having  a  distinct  individuality,  was  no  long- 
er sufficient  when  Territories  such  as  those 
in  the  Northwest  were  to  be  taken  in. 
Such  is  Sir  John  Macdonald's  contention, 
set  forth  in  his  memorandum  dated  Decem- 
ber, 1870.  I  quote : 

The  address  which  was  passed  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  contained  no  provisions  with 
respect  to  the  future  government  of  the  country, 
the  only  terms  and  conditions  contained  in  It 
being  those  agreed  upon  between  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  and  Canada  as  the  conditions  of 
their  surrender  of  their  charter  to  Her  Majesty. 
Even  if  the  terms  of  the  address  had  Included 
a  new  condition  for  the  Northwest,  it  must, 
under  the  above  cited  section,  have  been  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Imperial  Act  of 
Union. 

This  is  what  he  says  :  Section  146  does 
not  invest  the  Dominion  parliament  with 
the  right  to  frame  a  constitution  for  the  new 
Territories.  Hence  the  necessity  of  apply- 
ing to  parliament  to  obtain  such  right.  He 
goes  on  to  say  : 

The  general  purview  of  the  '  The  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,'  seems  to  be  confined 
to  the  three  provinces  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  originally  forming  the 
Dominion. 

Now,  Sir  John  Macdonald  makes  the  fol- 
lowing request  : 

Under  these  circumstances,  as  the  question 
as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  Act  of  the 
Canadian  parliament  has  been  raised,  and  aa 
the  doubt  may  cause  grave  disquiet  in  the 
territories  which  have  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  added  to  the  Dominion;  and  In  order  also 
to  prevent  the  necessity  of  repeated  applica- 
tions to  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  legislation 
respecting  the  Dominion,  the  undersigned  has 
the  honour  to  recommend  that  the  Earl  of 
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Kimberley  be  moved  to  submit  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  at  Its  next  session  a  measure: 

1.  Confirming  the  Act  of  the  Canadian  Parlia- 
ment, 33  Vic,  cap.  3,  above  referred  to,  as  if 
it  had  been  an  imperial  statute,  and  legalizing 
■whatever  may  have  been  done  under  It,  ac- 
cording to  its  true  interests. 

2.  empowering  the  Dominion  Parliament  from 
time  to  time  to  establish  other  provinces.  In 
the  Northwestern  Territory,  with  such  local 
government,  legislature  and  constitution  as  it 
may  think  proper,  provided  that  no  such  local 
government  or  legislature  shall  have  greater 
power  than  those  conferred  on  the  local  gov- 
ernment and  legislatures  by  '  The  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,'  and  also  empowering  It  to 
grant  such  provinces  representation  in  the 
parliament  of  the  Dominion :  the  Acts  so 
constituting  such  provinces  to  have  the  same 
effect  as  if  passed  by  the  imperial  parliament 
at  the  time  of  the  union. 

It  is  subsequent  to  this  Hint  tbe  Imperial 
Act  of  1S71  was  passed.  Sir  John  Muc- 
donald  bad  not  only  applied  for  authority  to 
lay  down  the  terms  and  conditions  on  wfairb 
tbe  Territories  might  be  admitted,  but  also 
for  authority  to  frame  their  constitution  ; 
and  that  constitution  was  to  be  such  as  tbe 
Dominion  parliament  would  deem  .proper  to 
grant  them,  provided  it  did  not  give  them 
greater  powers  than  tbe  other  provinces 
enjoyed.  Under  these  circumstances,  tbe 
imperial  parliament  enacted  for  us  section 
2  of  the  Act  of  1871  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  new  provinces  in  any  of  the 
territories  then  forming  part  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  but  not  comprised  in  any  province 
of  that  Dominion  ;  and  may,  at  the  time  of 
said  establishment,  enact  provisions  for  the 
constitution  and  administration  of  any  such 
province  and  for  the  passing  of  laws  concern- 
ing the  peace,  order  and  good  government 
of  such  province  and  tor  Its  representation  in 
said  parliament. 

Well,  that  clause  providing  for  the  creation 
of  new  provinces,  enacted  at  tbe  request  of 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  in  the  words  just 
quoted,  and  contained  in  the  very  Act  which 
confirms  that  of  1870  to  restrict  tbe  powers 
of  Manitoba,  that  provision,  as  all  will  see, 
is  very  broad  in  its  wording.  Tbe  imperial 
parliament  was  aware  of  what  had  occurred 
in  tbe  case  of  Manitoba.  It  was  stated  at 
the  same  time  in  section  5  of  tbe  same  Act, 
that  tbe  Manitoba  Act  '  would  be  and  was 
considered  as  having  been  in  force ' ;  that 
it  was  not  void,  as  had!  been  contended  ;  and 
with  a  knowledge  of  these  facts,  parliament, 
in  the  broadest  terms,  authorizes  parliament 
to  establish  new  provinces.  If  the  Dominion 
parliament  desired  that  we  should  not  have 
the  right  to  restrict  tbe  powers  of  the  new 
provinces,  that  was  evidently  tbe  time  to 
say  so. 

The  bon.  member  for  Lincoln  and  Nia- 
gara spoke  last  evening  of  mandator  ami 
mandatory.  I  am  glad  be  has  suggested 
such  an  example.  Let  us  suppose  that  in 
tbe  ordinary  course  of  things  a  proxy  In- 
formed his  principal  that  be  has  possibly 
Mr.  L.  P.  DBMERS. 


exceeded  his  powers  and  requests  him  to 
endorse  his  action.  Suppose  also  that  by  the 
same  deed  the  mandator  authorizes  his 
proxy  to  make  similar  agreements  ;  would 
there  be  any  court  of  justice  to  decide  that 
the  proxy  had  exceeded  his  powers  in  acting 
as  formerly  ? 

But  some  object — and  I  regret  that  tbe 
hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk}, 
a  distinguished  lawyer,  professor  of  consti- 
tutional law,  who  made  an  eminently  patri- 
otic speech  the  other  evening,  has  thought 
fit  to  uphold  tbe  first  contention  of  tbe 
bon.  leader  of  the  opposition.  He  claimed 
that  parliament  bad  not  tbe  power  to  res- 
trict provincial  rights.  He  said  •  When  I 
consider  tbe  wording  of  tbe  Act  of  1871,  I 
am  forced  to  tbe  conclusion  that,  In  accord- 
ance with  the  construction  generally  put  on 
It.  this  clause  would  give  parliament  un- 
restricted powers  ;  however,  on  closer  con- 
sideration, I  come  to  a  different  conclusion. 
He  takes  up,  to  begin  with,  the  words  :  '  To 
constitute  and  establish.'  These  are  not 
the  words  used  in  the  Act ;  in  the  French 
as  well  as  in  the  English  ccmy  tl>o  wop  I 
'  constitution '  is  used.  Accoiding  to  th* 
bon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier,  consti- 
tute' would  mean  to  fix  the  boundaries  of 
the  provinces  and  to  decide  on  the  date  o* 
their  admission  into  the  Dominion,  and  also 
to  manage  their  affairs  up  to  tbe  date  of  the 
coming  in  force  of  tbe  constitution. 

Mr.  Speaker,  such  a  construction  is  in  con- 
tradiction with  tbe  meaning  given  to  the 
word  '  constitution '  in  chapter  5  of  the 
British  North  America  Act.  It  is  seen  there 
that  provincial  constitution  applies  to  the 
executive  and  the  legislative  power.  Should 
there  be  any  doubt  on  this  point,  we  might 
consider  the  other  terms  used  in  section  2 
of  the  Act  of  1871.  which  enables  us  not 
only  to  enact  provisions  for  the  constitution 
and  government  of  the  provinces,  but  also 
'  for  the  passing  of  laws  concerning  peace, 
order  and  good  government'  ;  which  evi- 
dently apply  to  the  legislative  power.  If  we 
were  merely  to  admit  these  new  provinces 
into  confederation  under  tbe  provisions  con- 
tained In  the  British  North  America  Act  for 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  they  would  be  without 
a  constitution,  since  they  have  not  any  as 
was  the  case  with  the  province  which  came 
into  confederation  in  1867.  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia,  British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  bad  their  constitution  just 
tbe  same  as  Ontario  and  Quebec.  But  in 
this  case  it  Is  necessary  to  decide  on  the 
terms  of  the  constitution  of  these  new  pro- 
vinces, since  they  are  without  a  constitu- 
tion at  tbe  time  we  are  granting  them  pro- 
vincial autonomy. 

Other  objections  are  made  :  If  you  are  en- 
titled, they  say,  to  interfere  with  some  of 
their  rights,  why  not  with  all  ?  Has  not 
tbe  Dominion  parliament  enacted  laws  con- 
cerning property  In  connection  with  rail- 
ways, although  that  is  a  matter  which  comes 
within  the  purview  of  the  provinces.  Why 
should  we  have  all  these  Dominion  laws 
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relative  to  property  ?  Because  they  were 
needed  in  order  to  ensure  the  successful 
working  of  the  laws  enacted  by  the  Domin- 
ion parliament.  I  might  quote  other  ex- 
amples. Courts  have  decided  in  many  In- 
stances that  we  could  legislate  Incidentally 
on  the  matters  enumerated  in  section  92 
although  these  matters  are  left  exclusively 
to  the  provinces. 

There  is  another  argument,  and  I  am  glad 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartler 
(Mr.  Monk)  has  brought  it  up.  He  claims 
that  there  should  have  been  no  inequality 
between  the  various  provinces.  But  do  we 
not  find  in  the  constitution  provisions  made 
for  the  protection  of  minorities  ?  Does  not 
section  80  enact  that  twelve  counties  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  are  in  a  way  set  npart 
for  the  English-speaking  minority,  and  that 
the  limits  of  these  counties  shall  not  be 
changed  without  the  consent  of  the  major- 
ity of  the  representatives  of  these  counties? 
That  is  a  restriction  on  behalf  of  the  Eng- 
lish-speaking and  Protestant  minority  of  the 
province  of  Quebec,  a  restriction  which  is 
not  found  in  the  case  of  any  other  province. 

In  the  provinces  other  than  Quebec,  the 
use  of  the  French  language  is  not  official, 
nevertheless  we  And  here  a  provision  stat- 
ing that  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  the  Eng- 
lish language  shall  be  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  French. 

The  imperial  parliament  having  made  all 
these  various  restrictions,  without  thinking 
that  they  were  interfering  with  provincial 
rights,  are  we  not  thereby  justified  in  fol- 
lowing the  same  rule  as  regards  the  protec- 
tion to  the  minority  in  the  new  provinces. 

But  that  has  not  been  sufficient  to  allay 
the  fears  of  some  of  our  hon.  friends  on  the 
other  side,  and  the  member  for  East  Grey 
i  Mr.  Sproule)  sent  in  haste  a  telegram  to  a 
high  legal  authority  in  Toronto  ;  he  asked 
the  opinion  of  a  leading  lawyer,  Mr.  Chris- 
topher Robinson,  as  to  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 93  of  our  constitution.  Mr.  Robinson 
made  his  opinion  known,  and  if  the  member 
for  East  Grey  had  been  a  lawyer,  and  not  a 
doctor,  he  would  have  soon  realized  that 
Mr.  Robinson  was  making  fun  of  him  whan 
he  answered  that  the  power  of  parliament 
was  not  beyond  question.  Now.  Is  there 
anything  on  earth  that  Is  beyond  question, 
or  which  a  lawyer  may  question  ?  Have 
not  books  been  written  denying  the  exist- 
ence of  God  ;  have  not  even  some  philoso- 
phers turned  out  volumes  expressing  doubt 
ns  to  their  very  existence  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  power  of  parliament  hav- 
ing thus  been  vindicated,  the  stand  taken  by 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  appears 
in  a  new  light.  While  he  states  that  sec- 
tion 03  has  no  application,  his  colleague 
from  the  province  of  Quebec  asserts  that  It 
has.  Fnder  these  circumstances,  the  coun- 
try faces  a  conflict  of  opinions,  a  difficulty 
which  should  be  solved  by  parliament  In 
order  to  avoid  all  trouble.  So  that,  if  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  is  not  in  a  po- 


sition to  satisfy  the  House  that  his  first 
proposition  is  well  founded,  we  have  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  is  not  de- 
sirous of  seeing  the  question  settled. 

So  much  has  been  said  about  this  section 
93  that  I  need  not  quote  it,  every  one  of  us- 
knows  it  by  heart.  However,  I  shall  ven- 
ture to  say  one  word  as  to  Its  construction. 
There  are  two  ways  of  interpreting  a  stat- 
ute :  HberaHy,  and  literally.  If  I  give  it  its 
liberal  interpretation  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  first  clause  of  section  93  applies 
under  the  circumstances.  Mr.  Robinson,  in 
giving  the  aforementioned  opinion  claimed 
that  no  part  of  section  93  applied.  If  that 
section  has  no  application,  then  it  will  be 
contended  that  section  92  settles  the  point. 
Notwithstanding  my  deep  respect  for  Mr. 
Robinson,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  his  view  of  the  case  is  evidently  wrong. 
The  Privy  Council  have  decided  so  in  the 
case  of  Brophy  versus  the  Attorney  General  • 
of  Manitoba.  The  Manitoba  Act  contains 
a  clause  corresponding  to  clause  2  of  the 
Bill  now  before  us,  in  regard  to  which  the 
Privy  Council  made  the  following  comment, 
page  212  L.  R.,  1896  : 

The  second  section  of  the  Manitoba  Act  en- 
acts that  after  the  prescribed  day  of  the  Bri- 
tish North  America  Act  shall,  '  except  those 
parts  thereof  which  are  in  terms  made  or  by 
reasonable  intendment  may  be  held  to  be  speci- 
ally applicable  to  or  only  to  affect  one  or 
more  but  not  the  whole  of  the  provinces  now 
composing  the  Dominion,  and  except  so  far 
as  the  same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act,  be 
applicable  to  the  province  of  Manitoba  in  the 
same  way  and  to  the  like  extent  as  they  apply 
to  the  several  provinces  of  Canada,  and  as  if 
the  province  of  Manitoba  bad  been  one  of 
the  provinces  originally  united  by  the  said 
Act.'  It  cannot  be  questioned  therefore  that 
section  93  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
(some  such  parts  of  it  as  are  specially  ap- 
plicable to  some  only  of  the  provinces  of  which 
the  Dominion  was  in  1870  composed)  Is  made 
applicable  to  the  province  of  Manitoba,  except 
in  so  far  as  it  is  varied  by  the  Manitoba  Act. 

So  that  should  section  16  of  the  BUI 
disappear,  section  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  would  still  be  applicable,  in 
virtue  of  section  2  of  the  Bill,  to  which  no 
exception  Is  taken.  What  the  learned 
lawyer,  Mr.  Robinson,  must  have  meant 
was  that  subsection  1  and  3  of  section  93 
were  not  applicable. 

We  should  put  a  liberal  construction  on 
that  statute.  Maxwell,  in  his  work  'on 
statutes,'  lays  down  the  following  rule : 

Except  in  some  few  cases  where  a  statute 
has  fallen  under  the  principle  of  excessively 
strict  construction,  the  language  of  a  statute 
is  generally  extended  to  new  things  which 
were  not  known  and  could  not  have  been  con- 
templated by  the  legislature  when  it  was 
passed.  This  occurs  when  the  Act  deals  with 
a  genus,  and  the  thing  which  afterwards  comes 
into  existence  Is  a  species  of  it.  Thus,  the 
provisions  of  Magna  Charta  which  exempts 
lords  from  the  liability  of  having  their  carts 
taken   for   carriage   was   held   to   extend  to 
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degrees  of  nobility  not  known  when  it  was 
made,  as  dukes,  marquises  and  viscounts. 

If  we  Apply  that  rule  of  Interpretation, 
taking  into  account  the  fact  that  no  pro- 
vision lias  been  made  specially  for  the 
Territories,  then  we  reach  the  conclusion 
that  the  word  '  province '  is  applicable  also 
to  the  Territories  -w hitch  we  acquired  in 
1870.  Now,  that  power  granted  by  section 
93  Is  not  unlimited  ;  It  is  restricted  by  sub- 
section 1  and  3.  Such  is  the  meaning  of 
that  section  when  liberally  Interpreted ; 
and  even  if  we  should  interpret  It  literally, 
it  is  still  open  to  the  same- construction. 
Words  should  here  engross  our  attention. 
■Warfare  is  being  carried  on  about  the 
words  '  province,'  '  legislature,'  and  '  date 
of  union.' 

It  Is  contended  that  the  word  province 
does  not  Include  territory.  The  definition 
of  that  word  is  not  given  in  the  English 
statutes,  but  it  is  given  in  ours.  The  Can- 
adian legislature  has  stated  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  word  'province.'  We  read  in 
our  statute-book  what  should  be  understood 
by  the  word  '  province.'  Subsection  13  of 
section  7  of  our  interpretation  Act  says  : 

The  expression  'province'  includes  the  North- 
west Territories  and  the  district  of  Keewatln. 

It  is  thus  seen  that  the  word  '  territory ' 
.Is  K.vnonomous  to  '  province  ; '  even  the  word 
4  district '  is  covered  by  its  meaning,  as  in 
the  case  of  Keewatin,  for  instance.  Hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  contend  that 
the  schools  of  the  Northwest  cannot  be  con- 
sidered as  actual  statutory  enactment,  that 
they  are  mere  ordinances  voted  by  a  mere 
council.  Let  us  see  what  is  the  meaning 
of  the  word.  '  legislature '  according  to  the 
Interpretation  Act. 

I  shall  read  subsection  14  of  that  same 
section  7  : 

The  expression  '  Legislature.'  '  Legislative 
Council '  or  '  Legislative  Assembly,'  Includes 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council  and  also 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Northwest 
Territories,  and  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in 
Council  of  the  district  of  Keewatin. 

Therefore.  Sir,  '  province,'  '  territory,'  le- 
gislature '  and  '  assembly '  have  the  same 
meaning  for  us  inhabitants  of  Canada.  In 
I  act,  the  definition  which  I  have  just  given 
js  in  accord  with  the  principles  laid  down 
by  the  Interpretation  Act  of  1889  in  Eng- 
land, as  regards  the  word  legislature.  It 
is  as  follows  :  Any  authority  other  than 
the  Imperial  government  empowered  to  pass 
laws  within  the  British  possessions.  So 
that,  according  to  the  imperial  interpreta- 
tion Act  itself,  the  Northwest  Territories 
were  governed  by  a  legislature  and  the 
laws  passed  by  that  body  are  the  laws  of 
a  legislature.  Let  us  now  pass  on  to  the 
word  '  union.'  That  word  may  mean  Can- 
nda  or  the  Confederation.  It  is  the  latter 
meaning  which  should  be  given  to  the  word. 
Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS. 


I  read  the  following  in  the  American  and 
English  Encyclopaedia  of  Language  : 

'  The  teritorles  are  as  much  a  part  of  the 
United  States  as  are  the  states.  The  ultimate 
purpose  is  that  they  shall,  as  soon  as  practic- 
able be  organized  into  states,  which  shall  take 
equal  place  or  part  in  the  union.' 

As  to  the  term  '  date  of  union',  its  meaning 
for  the  four  provinces  is  the  first  of  July. 
18t>7.  For  the  others,  it  means  the  date 
of  their  admission  into  the  Dominion. 

Section  109  shows  this.  Although  that 
section  mentions  the  three  provinces  of 
Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  aud  New  Brunswick, 
the  Privy  Council  has  decided  that  it  applies 
to  all  the  provinces.  "  It  will  not  be  con- 
tended by  any  one  after  this  that  the 
words  '  at  the  date  of  union  '  mean  .in  this 
case  the  first  of  July,  1867. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  voting  for  the  Bill  which 
is  now  submitted  by  the  government,  we' 
are  not,  as  I  am  aware,  granting  very  much 
tu  the  minority  in  the  provinces  of  the 
Northwest.  We  are  only  confirming  the 
present  state  of  things.  That  state  of 
things  may  uot  be  very  satisfactory  ;  but 
legislators  are  often  obliged  to  take  cir- 
cumstances into  account.  To  those  who 
may  taunt  him  for  not  granting  any  more, 
the  Prime  Minister  may  say,  like  Solon  : 
I  have  not  given  them  the  best  S'tws,  but 
I  have  given  them  the  best  laws  they  were 
capable  of  standing.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
the  outset  of  this  debate,  we  have  hah 
surprise  after  surprise.  Hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  are  not  generally  very  well 
disposed  towards  the  provinces,  while  the 
Liberal  party  has  always  upheld  their  au- 
thority and  sought  to  vindicate  their-  rights. 
The  other  day,  the  hon.  member  for  South 
York.  (Mr.  Maclean)  assailed  the  right  hou. 
Prime  Minister,  called  him  a  tyrant  and 
what  not.  It  Is  not  many  years  since  I 
entered  this  House,  but  I  have  in  the  mean- 
time became  acquainted  with  the  true  in- 
wardness of  the  feeling  of  hou.  members  on 
the  other  side  as  regards  provincial  rights. 
In  1902,  in  the  course  of  a  debate,  the  hon. 
member  for  South  York  spoke  as  follows  : 

I  say  that  the  Interpretation  of  the  law  that 
has  been  given  by  the  English  Privy  Council 
in  regard  to  the  distribution  of  rights  as  be- 
tween the  provinces,  and  the  federal  power, 
has  been  against  the  Interest  of  the  country 
as  a  whole.  That  I  regret,  I  agree  with  the 
honourable  member  for  Lanark  (Hon.  Mr.  Hag- 
gart)  that  some  day  we  will  have  the  whole 
Jurisdiction  In  this  parliament  and  in  some  way 
we  will  work  It  out.  and  In  some  way  we  will 
Increase  the  federal  power  and  wipe  out  gradu- 
ally the  provincial  power.  I  take  Issue  directly 
with  the  honourable  gentlemen  who  oppose 
that  view.  I  say  that  provincial  government 
and  the  enlargement  of  provincial  rights  has 
not  been  in  the  Interest  of  this  country,  and  I 
say  that  Sir  John  A.  Mardonald  was  right, 
and  was  a  most  far-seeing  statesman  if  he  be- 
lieved in  a  legislative  union  and  desired  it 
carried  out  In  this  country. 

Such  are  the  feelings  expressed  by  the  hon. 
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member  oil  behalf  of  provincial  autonomy  ; 
such  are  bis  tender  mercies  towards  the 
provinces. 

There  is  also  the  question  of  vested 
rights.  In  1875,  parliament  passed  a  law 
granting  a  temporary  constitution  to  the 
Northwest  territories,  and  by  that  consti- 
tution parliament  declared  that  certain 
rights  granted  to  the  minority  would  be 
for  ever  assured  to  them.  The  rights  of  the 
Catholic  .minority  were  recognized  by  re- 
presentatives of  a  different  religious  belief, 
and  it  was  Mr.  Blake  himself  who  brought 
up  the  question.  That  same  policy  was 
confirmed,  in  1880,  by  the  Conservative  gov- 
ernment of  the  time.  It  was  enacted  once 
more  that  the  Catholic  population  would 
have  their  separate  schools,  and  parliament 
Is  to-day  bound  in  honour  to  continue  that 
system.  The  government  itself  through  its 
officers  has  declared  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  had  guaranteed  that  right  to  the 
minority.  I  find  the  proof  of  this  in  a 
pamphlet  published  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  information  of  those 
who  wish  to  settle  in  the  west.  The  fol- 
lowing is  an  extract : 

THE  GREAT  CANADIAN  WEST. 

Information  for  those  who  wish  to  Immigrate, 
published  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
•Ottawa,  1881. 

The  settler,  before  leaving,  does  not  only  take 
Into  account  the  material  advantages  offered 
by  the  country  wherein  he  wishes  to  make 
are  the  political  and  religious  institutions  of 
his  home.  He  Is  also  desirous  of  knowing  what 
the  community  in  whose  midst  he  is  to  Uve. 

It  Is  in  order  to  satisfy  that  legitimate  curio- 
sity that  we  propose  giving,  from  that  stand- 
point definite  information  as  regards  the  posi- 
tion in  Manitoba.  The  Institutions  which  exist 
in  that  province  will  be  more  or  less  models  to 
be  copied  by  the  other  provinces  of  the  great 
'Canadian  West  when  they  come  to  be  organized. 
EDUCATION. 

The  school  system  Is  copied  on  that  of  the 
province  of  Quebec,  that  Is  to  say  that  Catho- 
lics have  full  control  and  management  of  their 
schools,  while  Protestants  have  the  same  rights, 
the  same  privileges. 

Such  were  the  assurances  given  to  immi- 
grants in  1881.  NDt  only  did  the  government 
of  Canada  assure  them  of  the  existence  of  n 
good  law  ;  but  it  pledged  itself  to  maintain 
these  same  rights  on  behalf  of  the  minority 
when  these  future  provinces  would  be  con- 
stitued. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
we  hare  often  heard  about  provincial  rights; 
but  we  have  heard  very  little  about  other 
rights  of  much  more  value,  I  mean  indi- 
vidual rights.  Among  those  privileges 
which,  in  England,  Simon  de  Montfort  and 
the  other  Norman  barons  forced  King  John 
to  grant  them  in  that  Magna  Charta  so  dear 
to  the  English  heart,  was  not  personal  li- 
berty the  most  precious  of  all  ?  And  why 
was  that  personal  liberty  so  dear  to  the 
English  |ieople  ?  It  was  because  they,  even 
at  that  time  understood  the  true  principles 


which  have  since  prevailed  in  the  govern- 
ment of  progressive  nations.  However,  we 
still  And  to-day  people  who  are  prone  to  re- 
turn to  .the  old  notions  which  were  current 
in  the  days  of  tyranny.  '  I  have  here  a  letter 
published  in  one  of  the  city  newspapers 
against  separate  schools,  under  the  signature 
of  a  limn  of  some  education.  In  support  of 
.his  view,  he  quotes  Aristotle,  in  the  follow- 
ing words  :  '  The  state,  as  regards  its  citi- 
zens, prays  the  part  of  an  educator.  It 
strives  to  regulate  their  actions.  The  most 
despicable  of  states  is  that  which  lets  eac-lr 
one  live  according  to  his  fancy. .  . .  Edu- 
cation should  be  public  and  common  '.  Such, 
Mr.  Speaker,  was  the  tyrannical  system  of 
the  Ancients.  The  Spartans,  in  the  interest 
of  the  commonwealth,  deprived  the  head  of  a 
family  of  'Ms  children  when  they  were  seven 
years  old  ;  a  kind  of  broth  was  to  be  the 
oulv  nourishment  of  all  ;  strict  regulations 
were  euacted  on  all  subjects.  The  indivi- 
dual was  nothing ;  the  commonwealth  was 
all.  As  a  result,  Sparata  ruled  over  Greece, 
but  left  a  hateful  name  in  history. 

However,  there  appeared  a  man  in  the 
world's  history  who  changed  all  these  con- 
ditions. He  abolished  slavery  ;  he  declared 
that  perronal  liberty  was  a  boon  of  greater 
value  than  political  rights.  Of  what  use  is 
it  to  me  to  have  a  vote  m  parliament,  If  I 
am  not  the  master  in  my  own  house,  the 
master  on  my  own  property,  if  I  have  not 
control  over  my  children  ?  The  father  of  a 
family  Is  Intent  in  transmitting  to  his  child 
not  only  his  name  and  his  property,  but  also, 
and  particularly,  his  traditions,  those  beliefs 
which  were  imparted  to  him  on  his  mother's 
knee.  That  Is  the  most  sacred  inheritance. 
Personal  liberty  has  precedence  over  pro  - 
vincial rights. 

How  could  n  nation  be  happy  if  that  liber- 
ty is  not  safeguarded  ?  That  principle  had 
been  well  grasped  by  the  fathers  of  con- 
federation. Anxious  as  they  were  to  gua- 
rantee the  rights  of  the'  individual,  they 
chose  that  system  of  federal  union. 

What  the  fathers  of  confederation  desired. 
Mr.  Speaker,  was  it  not  to  preserve  for  each 
one  of  us,  his  tongue,  his  faith,  in  a  word 
his  individuality  ?  These  great  men  believed 
that  if  Providence  had  allowed  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  two  greatest  nationalities 
In  Europe  to  be  partners  in  the  ownership 
of  these  lands,  it  was  not  for  us  to  pretend 
to  be  wiser.  They  believed  that  happiness 
reigns  In  a  country  when  the  individual 
rights  of  each  citizen  are  safeguarded.  They 
believed  that  the  Roman  wisdom  of  the  En- 
glishman, combined  with  the  Athenian 
genius  of  the  Frenchman  would  ensure  to 
this  country  not  only  peace  and  wealth,  but 
also  lasting  glory  when  the  hour  would 
come  for  us  to  take  a  seat  at  the  banquet  of 
sovereign  nation*. 

Mr.  J.  G.  H.  BERGERON  (Beauharnois). 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  listened  with  pleasure 
to  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
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I,  P.  Demers)  who  has  just  takeu  his  seat ; 
and  although  I  would  be  very  happy  to  ad- 
dress the  House  in  the  beautiful  language 
in  which  he  has  done,  I  crave  the  In- 
dulgence of  my  colleagues  if  I  speak  the 
language  of  the  majority.  In  listening  to 
my  hon.  friend  I  have  been  astonished  to 
observe  the  conclusions  at  which  he  has 
arrived.  My  hon.  friend  has  discussed  only 
one  phase  of  the  measure  now  before  the 
House,  which  Indicates,  I  suppose,  the  great 

•  interest  that  Is  taken  in  the  clause  respect- 
ing the  schools,  while  as  a  matter  of  fact 
there  are  other  things  to  be  considered.  My 
hon.  friend  commenced  his  remarks  by  cast- 
ing reflections  upon  those  who  preceded 
luni.  He  endeavoured  to  make  political 
party  capital  of  the  question  which  is  now 
being  debated  in  parliament.  It  is  true, 
It  is  a  political  question  ;  but  we  were 
told,  at  the  commencement  of  the  discussion 
or  this  measure,  that  we  had  to  stand  upon 
very  high  ground,  because  it  was  a  very 
important  and  very  dangerous  question  to 
discuss.  My  hon.  friend,  in  the  beginning 
of  his  remarks  referred  to  the  educational 
system  in  the  republic  to  the  south  of  us  ; 
he  then  spoke  about  the  Educational  Act 
of  Manitoba  ;  he  went  on  to  say  that  this 
was  a  question  of  justice  ;  and,  after  speak- 
ing on  the  Interpretation  of  our  constitution, 
he  concluded  by  saying  that  be  would  not 
be  able,  by  the  vote  which  he  intends  to 
give,  to  render  to  those  who  are  interested 
in  this  measure,  all  that  he  would  like  to 
give  them,  but  that  he  would  do  the  best 
be  could.  My  hon.  friend,  in  speaking  about 
the  constitution,  reminded  me  of  an  old 

,  saying  of  an  American  politician,  that  pat- 
riotism Is  the  refuge  of  scoundrels.  Here  I 
am  afraid  we  have  been  playing  a  great 
deal  with  the  British  North  America  Act 
Although  my  right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  government  stood  upon  the  rock  of  the 
constitution  when  he  spoke  on  the  21st  of 
February,  and  although  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  also  stands  on 
the  rock  of  the  constitution,  to  my  mind  that 
rock  Is  not  very  solid  ;  and  since  1896,  the 
Jess  we  speak  about  the  British  North 
America  Act  the  better.  To  show  how  little 
we  can  depend  upon  the  rules  which  were 
laid  down  at  the  time  the  British  North  Am- 
erica Act  was  passed,  my  hon.  friend  from 
■St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr.  Demers)  said 
a  few  moments  ago  that  you  would  find 
in  that  Act  that  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
there  must  for  ever  be  twelve  counties  re- 
presented by  Protestants. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  I  beg  pardon.  I 
did  not  say  that.  I  said  that  so  long  as 
the  majority  of  those  twelve  counties  did 
not  want  to  change  the  boundaries  of  those 
counties  the  majority  of  the  province  could 
not  change  them. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  better.  I 
thought  my  hon.  friend  said  the  opposite,  and 
I  was  going  to  say  that  this  would  not 

Mr.  BERGERON. 


amount  to  a  great  deal,  as  the  population  is 
changing ;  and  although  a  provision  was 
not  made  for  the  province  of  Ontario,  the 
French  Canadians  are  conquering  some 
counties  in  that  province  without  having 
recourse  to  the  British  North  America  Act- 
Now,  Sir,  mere  are  other  questions  In- 
volved in  the  Bill  before  the  House.  Many 
speeches  have  been  made  and  many  things 
have  been  written  since  It  was  introduced 
into  this  House,  and  I  would  have  been 
very  glad  to  have  heard  my  hon.  friend 
speak  on  some  of  these  matters.  There  are 
the  creation  of  the  two  provinces,  the  deli- 
mitation of  the  provinces,  the  question  of  the 
lands,  and  the  school  question.  It  is  most 
extraordinary  that  since  this  Bill  was 
brought  before  parliament  we  have  heard 
very  little  of  the  other  matters  ;  we  have 
heard  more  of  the  school  question  than  of 
anything  else.  Well,  Sir,  I  intend  to  say 
just  a  word  or  two  on  the  other  points. 

With  regard  to  the  delimitation  of  the 
provinces,  I  would  prefer  to  leave  that 
to  the  members  who  are  most  interested. 
I  aumit  at  once  that  I  do  not  know  enough 
of  the  geography  of  those  two  provinces  to 
say  whether  the  delimitation  made  by  the 
right  hon.  leader  of  the  government  is  a 
good  one  or  not.  I  may  say,  however,  that 
I  was  satisfied  to  have  the  territory  made 
into  two  "provinces  instead  of  one,  although 
personally  I  would  have  been  gratified  to 
see  the  province  of  Manitoba  enlarged. 

With  regard  to  the  lands,  If  we  were 
following  the  constitution  to  the  letter,  ac- 
cording to  clause  109  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  we  would  have  to  give  to  the 
provinces  the  control  of  their  public  lands  ; 
but  since  we  do  not  intend  to  follow  the 
British  North  America  Act  all  through,  I  am 
prepared  to  let  it  go  by  so  far  as  the  lands 
are  concerned,  and  to  say  that  I  approve  of 
the  position  taken  by  the  government.  At 
first  I  was  not  in  favour  of  that.  My 
view  is  confirmed,  not  so  much  by  the 
British  North  America  Act  as  by  the  fact 
that  we  hcve  paid  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  for  those  lands,  and  that  we  are 
spending  a  great  deal  of  money  every  year 
to  bring  in  immigrants  to  settle  upon  them, 
and  neglecting  the  vacant  lands  in  the  older 
provinces — I  refer  especially  to  the  province 
of  Quebec.  But  having  thought  the  matter 
over,  and,  I  may  say  without  any  false- 
modesty,  influenced  by  some  of  the  speeches 
made  In  this  House,  I  concluded  that  it 
would  be  In  the  best  interest  of  Canada 
for  this  parliament  to  bold  Its  hands  upon 
those  lands  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 
We  expect  to  have  in  that  country  a  very 
large  population ;  we  are  Inviting  people 
from  all  parts  of  the  world  to  come  there, 
and  we  do  not  choose  carefully  enough  the 
immigration  that  is  going  on  in.  But  we 
seem  to  be  in  a  hurry  to  have  those  Immense 
tracts  of  land  opened  up  to  cultivation. 
We  do  not  know  what  spirit  will  In  a 
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few  years  hence- animate  those  new  popu- 
lations which  are  coming  into  the  North- 
west of  Canada  although  we  expect,  by 
wise  laws,  to  make  them  satisfied  to 
live  under  the  flag  under  which  we  are 
so  happy  to  live.  Yet,  I  repeat,  in  my  view 
it  was  an  act  of  wisdom  on  the  part  of 
the  government  and  in  the  best  interests  of 
Canada  to  retain  the  public  lands  under 
the  control  of  this  parliament. 

With  regard  to  the  financial  aspect  of 
this  measure,  I  remember  hearing  my  right 
hon.  friend  say  that  it  was  natural  that  we 
should  be  as  generous  as  possible  to  those 
new  provinces.  I  share  his  view.  We  are 
generous.  My  impression  is  that  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  will  be,  from 
a  monetary  point  of  view,  in  a  better  posi- 
tion, when  enjoying  their  provincial  auton- 
omy, than  they  were  ever  in  before.  If 
the  House  will  bear  with  me  a  moment,  I 
would  like  to  put  into  'Hansard'  a  state- 
ment of  the  different  amounts  which  will 
be  paid  by  the  Dominion  out  of  the  Domin- 
ion exchequer  for  the  administration  of 
these  provinces  for  some  years  to  come.  We 
are  to  pay  each  province  as  follows  :— 

For  the  support  of  the  government 
and  legislature  $  50,000 

On  an  estimated  population  of  260,000  at 
80  cents  per  head   200,000 

Interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  on  the 
sum  of  $8,107,500,  as  a  set-off  against 
the  debt  of  the  other  provinces  which 
we  assumed  when  they  entered  con- 
federation, or   405,375 

We  are  also  to  pay  them  by  way  of 
compensation  tor  the  public  lands  per 
year   376,000 

We  also  give  them  annually  for  five 
years  to  provide  for  the  construction 
of  necessary  public  buildings   93,750 


That  makes  a  total  of  $1,124,126 

This  is  to  become  in  time,  when  the  popu- 
lation shall  have  reached  800,000  souls.  $2,- 
207,875  for  each  province  or  $4,415,750  for 
the  two. 

I  now  come  to  the  question  which  is 
creating — and  I  think  very  unnecessary— so 
much  turmoil  in  the  Dominion.  I  refer  to 
the  question  of  the  schools.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  dwell  at  any  great  length  on 
the  provisions  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  as  it  seems  to  me  everything  that  pos- 
sibly could  be  said  in  that  connection,  on 
both  sides  of  the  argument,  has  been  said 
by  those  who  preceded  me.  My  hon.  friend 
from  St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr.  Demers), 
who  has  just  discussed  this  question  with 
much  ability,  laid  great  stress  upon  the 
word  '  province '  and  the  word  '  territory ' 
and  even  the  word  '  district,'  In  considering 
whether  clause  93  was  applicable  or  not  to 
the  new  provinces  about  to  be  created.  On 
this  same  question,  a  very  able  argument 
was  made  by  my  right  hon.  friend,  and  also 
strong;  arguments  were  made  by  my  hon. 


friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  and 
others  who  followed,  notably  the  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster).  But  there 
is  one  principle  which  it  seems  to  me  has 
been  lost  sight  of,  and  yet  which  I  think 
should  govern  us  in  discussing  this  measure, 
and  that  is  that  constitutions  are  made 
for  men  and  not  men  for  constitutions.  And 
standing  here  as  a  representative  of  the  peo- 
ple, I  ask  myself  should  I  confine  my  en- 
deavours to  discover  a  literal  interpretation 
of  that  clause  93  of  the  British  North 
America  Act.  or  should  I  rather  not  look 
higher  and  think  of  the  future,  not  only 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  but  of  the 
whole  Dominion?  Should  I  not  rather  re- 
gard our  constitution  as  having  been  framed 
for  the.  purpose  of  working  out  the  destinies 
of  this  country  in  +he  most  satisfactory 
manner  possible  and  of  being  interpreted 
in  that  spirit  rather  than  of  being  inter- 
preted in  that  narrow  spirit  which  would 
set  the  letter  of  the  law  above  its  Inten- 
tion and  make  the  future  harmony  and 
greatness  of  this  country  subordinate  to  the 
mere  wording  of  a  certain  clause.  My  right 
hon.  friend,  when  he  brought  down  the  mea- 
sure, made  a  speech  which  was  an  admir- 
able one  from  my  point  of  view.  He  said 
we  are  bringing  those  two  provinces  into 
the  Dominion  by  the  means  furnished  us 
by  the  British  North  America  Act  in  its 
clause  140.  He  also  spoke  about  clause  93, 
but  in  the  Bill  itself  he  furnished  the  best 
argument  which  I  think  could  be  brought, 
following  the  ideas  which  I  intend  to  follow 
during  my  remarks.  In  this  connection  I 
want  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John 
and  Iberville  (Mr.  -Demers),  who  has  Just 
told  us  that  the  First  Minister  could  not 
do  everything  he  wanted  to  do,  but  did  as 
much  as  he  could,  why  he  did  not  Impress 
upon  my  right  hon.  friend  the  desirability 
of  keeping  the  Bill  intact  as  it  was  intro- 
duced. I  am  now  speaking  about  clause 
16.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  that 
clause.  It  was  that  clause  which  brought 
about  the  resignation  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton),  and  we  have 
heard  a  great  many  speeches  about  the  posi- 
tion taken  with  regard  to  the  same  clause 
by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  -*  Finance 
(Mr.  Fielding)  and  some  other  ministers 
whose  names  were  not  mentioned.  I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  why  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  the  First  Minister  did  not  wait  for 
the  arrival  of  the  member  for  Brandon 
(Mr.  Sifton)  or  the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr. 
Fielding)  before  bringing  in  his  Bill.  That 
is  none  of  my  business.  I  take  It  for 
granted  that  when  the  government  came 
down  on  the  21st  February  and  put  before 
the  House  of  Commons  a  project  of  law, 
that  measure  was  the  result  of  the  <ipJib- 
erations  of  the  Dominion  cabinet.  And  I 
repeat  that  I  listened  with  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  friend  when  he  in- 
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troduced  that  Bill.  I  go  further.  Being 
convinced  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrlck)  had  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
the  framing  of  this  clause  16,  and  recog- 
nizing in  the  manner  in  which  that  clause 
was  drafted  the  high  qualifications  which 
we  all  know  that  hon.  gentleman  to  possess, 
I  thought  that  I  recognized  in  it  a  kind  of 
vindication  of  the  position  taken  by  the  Lib- 
eral party  in  1896  upon  a  similar  question. 
To  my  mind  it  was  the  only  thin?  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  could  do,  and  I  shall  say 
why.  In  the  discussion  which  'is  taking 
place,  I  was  not  here  one  evening  when 
my  hon.  friend-  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrlck)  took  some  part  In  it  and  made 
some  remarks,  which  of  course  do  not  give 
any  idea  of  what  he  will  say  when  he 
speaks  at  length  on  the  measure.  But  some 
hon.  members  have  said  that  clause  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  settles  the 
case.  I  think  that  is  pretty  well  the  opin- 
ion expressed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  St. 
John  and  Iberville  (Mr.  Demers).  The  mo- 
ment a  territory  becomes  a  province,  they 
argue,  It  comes  in  with  whatever  system 
of  education  it  enjoys  at  the  time  of  the 
union.  Others  take  the  opposite  --view  and 
say  that  clause  93  does  not  go  so  far.  And 
I  imagine  that  it  was  in  order  to  dispel  any 
doubt  on  that  point,  that  the  Minister  of 
Justice  drafted  this  clause  16  as  it  appears 
In  the  original  Bill. 

There  Is  undoubtedly  a  law  concerning 
education  in  the  Northwest  Territories  to-day. 
They  certainly  have  not  got  an  educational 
system  by  tolerance.  They  have  it  by 
right.  There  is  to-day  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  a  law  governing  education  which 
was  enacted  and  granted  them  by  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  in  1875.  Clause  11  of 
that  Act  of  1875.  and  14  of  Revised  Statutes 
of  1.880.  reads  as  follows  :— 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council  shall 
pass  all  necessary  ordinances  In  respect  to  edu- 
cation. But  It  shall  therein  always  be  pro- 
vided that  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any 
district  or  portion  of  the  Territories  or  of  any 
less  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by  whatever 
name  the  same  is  known,  may  establish  such 
schools  therein  as  they  think  fit,  and  make  the 
necessary  assessment  and  collection  of  rates 
therefor  and  also  that  the  minority  of  the  rate- 
payers therein,  whether  Protestant  or  Roman 
Catho'-i-.  n-fv  emv  s^arate  schools  there- 
in, and  in  such  case  the  ratepayers  establishing 
such  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  schools 
shall  be  liable  only  to  assessment  of  such  rates 
as  they  Impose  upon  themselves  In  respect 
thereof. 

The  other  subsection  does  not  amount  to 
a  great  deal,  but  I  will  read  it  also  : 

The  power  to  pass  ordinances,  conferred  up- 
on the  Lieutenant  Governor  by  this  section  Is 
hereby  declared  to  have  been  vested  In  him 
from  the  seventh  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
^ight  hundred  and  eighty. 

There  Is  the  law.    Now.  I  contend  that 
this  law  has  never  been  repealed.    It  could 
only  be  repealed  by  an  Act  of  this  parlla- 
Mr.  BERGERON. 


ment.  It  is  the  law  which  everybody 
throughout  the  world,  going  to  the  North- 
west Territories,  was  supposed  to  know. 
Everybody  was  supposed  to  know  that 
there  were  separate  schools  in  the  North- 
west carried  on  upon  the  same  lines  as 
those  in  the  province  of  Quebec  or  those 
in  the  province  of  Ontario.  Now,  I  take 
section  16  of  the  Bill  

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Before  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  leaves  the  part  of  the  sub- 
ject he  is  discussing,  I  desire,  with  his  per- 
mission, to  ask  a  question.  Does  he  con- 
tend that  clause  11  gives  to  the  minority 
the  same  rights  as  were  given  by  the  Brit- 
ish North  America  Act  to  the  minority  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.    As  a  matter  of  law  ? 

Mr.  BRODETJR.  Yes. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  may  say  that  it  is 
not  clause  11,  but  clause  14  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  is  clause  11  of 
the  original  Bill,  but  clause  14  of  the  con- 
solidation. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  contend  that,  in  re- 
lation to  the  question  before  the  House, 
this  was  the  law  and  is  the  law.  And, 
while  1  am  prepared  to  rely  upon  my  own 
opinion  in  that  matter,  I  would  refer  to 
the  Bill  brought  down  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In  support  of 
my  position.  What  is  clause  16  of  the 
Bill  now  before  us  ?  It  is  in  effect  a  re- 
enactment  of  the  section  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  It  was  put  in  the  Bill 
ns  originally  presented  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister as  a  matter  of  precaution— in  case 
any  person  might  otherwise  carry  the  mat- 
ter to  the  courts  and  plead  that  we  had 
not  made  it  apply  to  those  new  provinces 
by  an  Act  of  the  parliament  of  Canada. 
Now,  section  16  says  : 

The  provisions  of  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  shall  apply  to  the 
said  province  as  If  at  the  date  upon  which  this 
Act  comes  Into  force  the  territory  comprised 
therein,  was  already  a  province  

That  would  settle  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  St.  John  and  Iberville 
(Mr.  L.  P.  Demers).  And  then  we  have 
added  the  following  words,  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  question  as  to  the  use  of 
'  province.'  '  territory,'  '  district  *  or  any 
i  other  word  : 

|  the  expression  '  the  union  '  In  the  said  sec- 
tion being  taken  to  mean  the  said  date. 

|     And  subsection  2  is  as  follows  : 

!  2.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  sec- 
I  tlon  93,  and  In  continuance  of  the  principle 
;  heretofore  sanctioned  under  the  Northwest  Ter- 
:  rltories  Act.  it  is  enacted  that  the  legislature 

of  the  said  province  shall  pass  all  necessary 
1  laws  in  respect  of  education,  and  that  it  shall 
|  therein  always  be  provided  (a)  that  a  majority 

of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or  portion  of 
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the  said  province,  or  of  any  less  portion  or 
subdivision  thereof,  by  whatever  name  it  Is 
known,  may  establish  such  schools  therein  as 
they  think  fit,  and  make  the  necessary  assess- 
ments and  collection  of  rates  therefor,  and  (b) 
that  the  minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein, 
whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  es- 
tablish separate  schools  therein,  and  make  the 
necessary  assessment  and  collection  of  rates 
therefor,  and  (c)  that  in  such  case  the  rate- 
payers establishing  such  Protestant  or  Roman 
Catholic  separate  schools  shall  be  liable  only 
to  assessment  of  such  rates  as  they  impose 
upon  themselves  with  respect  thereto. 

And,  In  case  it  should  be  asserted,  as 
it  was  in  1896  in  the  case  of  the  Remedial 
Bill  that,  because  no  money  was  provided 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  separate  schools, 
therefore  it  was  no  good,  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Fitzpa trick)  made  the  following  pro- 
vision : 

3.  In  the  appropriation  of  public  moneys  by 
the  legislature  in  aid  of  education,  and  in  the 
distribution  of  any  moneys  paid  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  said  province  arising  from  the 
school  fund  established  by  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  between 
the  public  schools  and  the  separate  schools, 
and  such  moneys  shall  be  applied  to  the  sup- 
port of  public  and  separate  schools  in  equitable 
shares  or  proportion. 

There  is  the  law  that  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  wanted  for  the  new  pro- 
vinces In  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  I 
repeat— and  1  am  not  afraid  to  give  my 
opinion  or  to  state  my  reasons  for  It— this 
had  my  entire  approval.  To  me,  It  seems 
simply  a  case  of  rendering  Justice  to  whom 
justice  was  due.  To  me  it  seemed  an  act 
of  fairness  to  these  125,000  people  that,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  said, 
went  Into  the  Northwest  Territories  upon 
the  faith  of  that  law.  In  effect  it  declared 
to  them  :  You  have  not  been  deceived  by 
the  government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

It  has  been  said  in  this  House  in  the 
course  of  this  debate— I  cannot  remember  by 
whom— that  it  was  an  evidence  of  great 
generosity  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  the 
•'Northwest  Territories  that,  in  1875  the 
Mackenzie  government  .then  in  power  In 
the  Dominion,  granted  separate  schools  for 
the  Northwest.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  give 
any  member  of  this  House  new  information 
when  I  say  that  in  1875  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Northwest  Territo- 
ries were  French  Canadians  and  Catholics. 
That  being  the  case,  it  was  merely  an  act 
of  justice  to  give  them  the  schools  they 
wanted.  • 

Now,  I  shall  be  told  that  there  were  or- 
dinances passed  after  the  Act  of  1875.  So 
there  were.  I  will  take  these  up  In  their 
order.  In  1885  there  was  an  ordinance 
passed  effecting  the  organization  of  the 
school  system.  When  I  quote  that  ordi- 
nance it  will  be  seen  that  its  effect  was 
to  establish  such  a  system  as  we  have  In 
the  province  of  Quebec.  In  that  province 
we  have  a  council  of  public  instruction 


composed  one-half  of  Protestants  and  one- 
half  of  Catholics,  the  Protestant  managing 
the  affairs  of  their  schools  and  the  Catho- 
lics managing  the  affairs  of  their  schools. 
This  is  a  system  of  separate*  schools  not 
merely  in  name,  but  la  fact. 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Executive  Council 
may  appoint  and  constitute  a  board  of  educa- 
tion for  the  Northwest  Territories,  composed  of 
five  members,  two  of  whom  shall  be  Roman 
Catholics,  and  two  shall  be  Protestants,  and 
the  Lieutenant  Governor,  who  shall  be  chair- 
man. 

Now,  I  refer  to  clause  6 — the  clauses  be- 
fore that  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  sub- 
ject I  am  now  discussing,  but  relate  merely 
to  domestic  affairs.    Clause  6  says  : 

The  board  of  education  shall  resolve  itself 
into  two  sections,  the  one  consisting  of  the 
Protestant,  and  the  other  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic members  thereof,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  each  section  : 

1.  To  have  under  Its  control  and  manage- 
ment the  schools  of  Its  section,  and  to  make 
from  time  to  time  such  regulations  as  may  be 
deemed  fit  for  their  general  government  and: 
discipline,  and  the  carrying  out  of  provisions, 
of  this  ordinance. 

This  was  the  ordinance  of  1885.  When 
this  was  passed,  the  law  .of  1875  was  still 
the  law,  and  this  ordinance  was  merely 
providing  an  organization  for  carrying  that 
law  into  effect  How  long  did  It  last  ? 
Unfortunately,  In  the  Northwest  as  In  Mani- 
toba and  elsewhere  the  new-comers;  honest 
men,  no  doubt,  and  sincere  In  their  con- 
victions, by  degrees  have  taken  away  nearly 
everything  that  was  granted  to-  the  mino- 
rity under  the  Acts  of  1875. 

The  ordinance  of  1892  was  promulgated 
on  December  1,  1892.  There  is  the  first 
blow  at  what  I  call  separate  schools.  The 
name  did  not  disappear ;  It  was  put  In 
golden  letters  here  the  other  day  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton),  but 
the  system  of  separate  schools  commenced 
to  be  torn  to  pieces  in  1892.  What  was 
done  then  ? 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  legislative  assembly 
of  the  Territories  enacts  as  follows  : 

The  first  three  sections  deal  with  expres- 
sions such  as  '  school  districts  '  &c.  Clause 
1  reads  : 

There  may  be  established,  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  ordinance  and  to  the  regulations 
of  the  council  of  public  instruction,  the  follow- 
ing classes  of  schools,  namely  : 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  you  to  follow 
these  words  with  the  closest  attention. 

(a)  Public  schools  for  pupils  between  five  end 
twenty  years  of  age.  In  which  instruction  shall 
be  given  in  the  elements  of  an  English  and 
commercial  education. 
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(b)  Separate  schools  for  pupils  between  five 
and  twenty  years  of  age,  in  which  instruction 
shall  bn  given  In  the  elements  of  an  English 
and  commercial  education. 

Why  call  It  a  separate  school  ?  Is  this 
not  Irony  ?  Why  not  have  only  the  one 
school  ?  Was  it  for  the  sake  of  giving 
some  gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  saying 
that  by  voting  for  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend  they  are  keeping  separate 
schools  in  the  Northwest  ?  It  has  only 
10  be  read  to  be  understood.  That  was 
done  on  the  31st  of  December,  1902,  and 
it  was  the  law  and  in  fact  it  is  the  law 
brought  down  to  the  ordinances  29,  30  and  31 
of  which  I  shall  speak  later  on. 

I  have  shown  what  is  to  be  taught  in 
those  schools.    Clause  36  reads  : 

After  the  establishment  of  a  separate  school 
district  under  the  provisions  of  this  ordinance, 
such  public  school  district  shall  possess  and  ex- 
ercise all  rights,  powers,  privileges  and  be 
subject  to  the  same  liabilities  and  method  of 
government  as  is  herein  provided  in  respect  of 
public  school  districts. 

The  very  same  thing.  It  was  called 
a  separate  school  but  we  found  it  was 
a  public  school,  and  I  am  not  sur- 
praised  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  and  even 
the  ultra-Protestant  member  for  Brandon, 
(Mr.  Sifton)  have  changed  their  minds  after 
their  little  stampede.  The  opinions  of  those 
in  this  House  who  .do  not  believe  in  separate 
schools,  who  were  honest  about  it,  I  respect 
just  as  much  as  I  want  them  to  respect 
mine.  II  know  as  a  matter  of  faat  that  there 
are  men  who  are  sincerely  convinced  that 
public  schools  would  be  better,  just  as  I  am 
convinced  that  it  is  imperative  that  separate 
schools  be  maintained  if  the  views  which 
I  hold  are  to  be  carried  out,  that  is  to  say 
that  the  children  of  our  country  are  to  be 
brought  up  In  the  way  their  parents  de- 
sire. To  those  who  are  voting  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Prime  Minister,  because 
it  Is  in  favour  of  separate  schools,  I  would 
quote  this  section  : 

83.  AH  schools  shall  be  :aught  in  the  English 
language  and  instruction  may  be  given  in  the 
following  branches,  viz.:  Reading,  writing,  or- 
thography, arithmetic,  geography,  &c. 

84.  Any  school  the  officers  of  which  shall 
knowingly  allow  such  school  to  be  taught  or 
conducted  In  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
ordinance  or  of  the  regulations  of  the  council 
of  public  instruction,  or  of  the  superintendent 
of  education,  shall  be  liable  to  forfeit  all  rights 
to  participate  in  any  of  the  grants  provided  by 
this  ordinance  to  aid  the  schools  of  the  Terri- 
tories, and,  upon  satisfactory  evidence  of  such 
violation,  such  grants  may  be  withheld. 

85.  No  religious  instruction,  such  as  Bible 
reading  or  reciting,  or  reading  or  reciting  pray- 
ers '(except  as  hereinafter  provided),  or  ask- 
ing questions  or  giving  answers  from  any  cate- 
chism, shall  be  permitted  In  any  school  In  the 
Territories,  from  the  opening  of  such  school 
at  nine  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  until  one-half 
hour  previous  to  the  closing  of  such  school  In 
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the  afternoon,  after  which  time  any  such  in- 
struction, permitted  or  desired  by  the  trustees 
may  be  given. 

86.  Any  child  attending  any  school  shall  have 
the  privilege  of  leaving  the  school  room  at  the 
time  at  which  religious  instruction  is  com- 
menced as  provided  for  in  the  preceding  sec- 
tion or  of  remaining  without  taking  part  in  any 
religious  Instruction  that  may  be  given,  If  the 
parents  or  guardians  so  desire. 

And  these  are  called  separate  schools. 
This  is  the  ordinance  of  1892.  I  may  be  ask- 
ed :  Why  was  not  that  vetoed  ?  I  need  not 
tell  hon.  gentlemen  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  agitation  at  that  time  in  the  Ter- 
ritories. I  need  not  say  that  Monseigneur 
TachG,  whose  words  were  read  the  other 
day  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
.Sifton),  and  others,  who  took  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  the  educational  affairs  of 
that  country,  did  everything  they  could  to 
repeal  that  ordinance. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Has  that  clause 
been  repeated  in  the  ordinance,  chapter 

29  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.    I  am  coming  to  that. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Can  you  not  reach 
that  now  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  getting  to  it  by 
degrees. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  You  might  forget  It. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  might  please  my  hon. 
friend  if  I  did  forget  it  It  may  be  said  : 
Why  was  there  not  an  appeal  or,  why  were 
not  those  amendments  vetoed  by  the  govern- 
ment at  Ottawa,  and  the  name  of  Sir  John 
Thompson  has  been  brought  into  the  discus- 
sion. Sir  John  Thompson's  opinions  were 
well  known  on  such  subjects.  I  would  not  like 
to  trouble  the  House  with  a  great  deal  of 
reading,  but  I  wish  to  point  out  first  of  all 
tbat  when  the  effect  of  the  ordinance  of 
1S92  was  felt  It  was  found  that  it  was  an 
enactment  of  something  which  had  been 
decided  in  1891,  and  that  the  time  within 
which  it  could  have  been  disallowed  was 
past. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  What,  what,  what, 
what  ?  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  Is  mis- 
taken. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  will  give  very  good 
testimony  in  support  of  what  I  am  saying. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  That  is  not  tbe  reason 
given  by  rfir  John  Thompson. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  This  comes  from  the 
Privy  Council  and  It  is  correct.  There  were 
many  reasons  given.  My  hon.  friend  does 
not  want  me  to  read  the  whole  thing.  I  am 
bringing  something  before  the  House  that, 
I  think,  will  Impress  Itself  upon  the  minds 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  listening  to  me. 
I  have  here  a  memorandum  of  Monseigneur 
Tachg.  He  adds  his  demand  to  the  prayer 
of  those  who  came  down  here  to  obtain  re- 
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dress  in  respect  to  these  ordinances  of  1892, 
the  intention  of  which  was,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  to  abolish  separate  schools  in  the 
Northwest  Territories.  If  It  were  not  so. 
It  was  because,  as  has  been  said  by  the 
faon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  they 
were  not  the  law.  The  taw  was  still  in 
force.  The  Act  of  1875  was  not  repealed, 
but  for  all  practical  purposes  separate 
schools  no  longer  existed  in  the  Northwest 
Territories.  These  petitions,  which,  I  sup- 
pose, are  still  In  the  office  of  the  Privy 
Council  or  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
enumerated  the  complaints  of  those  who 
were  suffering  in  the  Northwest,  and  Mon- 
seigneur  Tachg-adds  his  voice  to  the  prayers 
of  the  petitioners.   He  says  : 

I  add  my  humble  prayer  and  I  ask  that  the 
grievance  which  is  complained  ot  be  remedied 
immediately.  The  intention  to  deprive  Catho- 
lics of  their  rights  in  the  matter  ot  education 
and  to  abolish  the  use  ot  the  French  language, 
especially  In  the  schools,  Is  so  manifest  that 
unless  remedial  measures  are  taken  Immedi- 
ately an  injustice  will  be  consummated. 
The  Governor  General  In  Council  cannot  allow 
such  a  violation  as  this  ot  the  law  under  the 
authority  of  which  the  government  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  is  carried  on. 

He  must  there  refer  to  Hie  law  of  1875: 

I  have  every  confidence  that  the  ordinances 
and  the  regulations  of  which  we  complain  will 
be  disallowed,  and  your  petitioners  will  ever 
pray. 

This  is  signed  Alexandre,  Archbishop  of 
St.  Boniface. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.   What  is  the  date  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  The  date  of  the  pam- 
phlet is  1894  and  the  letter  is  dated  the  4th 
of  January,  1894.  Then,  the  Archbishop 
goes  on  in  his  memoir  to  say: 

I  was  somewhat  convinced  that  the  honour* 
able  the  Privy  Council  could  not  help  seeing 
the  dangers  of  those  ordinances,  but  I  thought 
there  was  no  use  going  any  farther  in  attempt- 
ing to  assist  council  by  pointing  out  the  dan- 
gers which  were  threatening.  The  honourable 
the  committee  is  right  in  saying  that  appeals 
to  the  Governor  In  Council  under  the  British 
North  America  Act  in  the  matter  of  education 
from  the  provinces  of  Canada  have  not  been 
established  for  the  Territories.  Such  an  appeal 
does  not  exist  for  the  Territories. 

Then  he  repeats  the  answer  which  was 
given  to  him  by  the  then  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice, or  at  least  by  the  Privy  Council,  and 
he  says: 

Of  course,  if  it  is  the  committee's  desire  to 
grant  an  alternative  answer  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners,  there  is  only  one  remedy  which 
remains.  The  veto  is  the  only  remedy  which 
can  be  applied  in  response  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners  who  have  submitted  their  case 
to  the  goodwill  of  the  government.  The  hon- 
ourable the  committee  says  that  it  has  not  the 
right  to  do  Justice  to  the  demand.  In  the  face 
of  that  refusal,  in  one  case  because  there  Is 
no  power  and  the  other  because  there  Is  no 


willingness  to  apply  that  remedy,  the  commit- 
tee does  not  find  itself  in  a  favourable  position. 

Then  the  Archbishop  cites  the  statute  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  of  which  the  pe- 
titioners availed  themselves  as  a  proof  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories have  a  right  to  their  separate  schools, 
and  he  says  that  It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
such  a  right  should  have  been  abolished  by 
the  ordinances  of  1892.  I  will  now  read 
for  the  benefit  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  an  extract  from  the  report  of 
the  hon.  the  Privy  Council,  approved  by  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  on  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1894.  I  shall  only  read  that  part  of 
It  which  has  to  do  with  what  I  have  already 
read.  This  is  In  answer  to  those  who  say 
to  us:  Why  did  your  friends  not  disallow 
those  ordinances?  Why  did  your  friends 
not  render  justice?  Your  premier  was  a 
Roman  Catholic;  why  did  he  not  act?  This 
is  the  answer: 

While  an  appeal  in  the  sense  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  British  North  America  Act,  re- 
ferring to  appeals  to  the  Governor  in  Council, 
on  matters  affecting  education  In  the  province 
of  Canada,  is  not  established  as  regards  the 
Territories,  the  committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil feel  confident  that  any  suggestion  having 
your  Excellency's  authority  would  be  given  all 
proper  consideration  by  the  assembly  and  by 
the  council,  and  the  committee  consider  them- 
selves justified  In  entertaining  this  confidence, 
more  especially  as  in  the  same  enactment  as 
that  under  which  the  Northwest  Assembly  is 
organized  and,  exercised  its  functions  (the 
Northwest  Territories  Act,  section  14)  the  fol- 
lowing provision  Is  made. 

Then  it  recites  the  clause  which  I  have 
read  a  few  moments  ago.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion that  the  Privy  Council  made  a  remon- 
strance against  those  ordinances  to  the 
council  of  the  Northwest  Territories.  There 
is  no  question  that  a  demand  was  made  not 
to  put  in  force  those  ordinances  of  1892,  the 
effect  of  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was 
to  abolish  separate  schools  In  the  Northwest 
Territories.  What  was  the  answer  ?  Noth- 
ing was  done. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.   Trust  the  west. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  Is  right  It  Is  a  matter  for  re- 
flection. Those  gentlemen  who  were  at  the 
head  of  affairs  in  the  Territories  listened 
to  all  these  prayers,  they  knew  that  these 
petitioners  were  right;  still  they  did  noth- 
ing. Why?  Because  the  majority,  I  im- 
agine, were  opposed  to  a  change.  We  might 
as  well  accept  the  truth  of  the  doctrine  that 
under  a  constitutional  government  it  is 
the  majority  that  rules.  That  Is  why,  I 
think,  it  is  very  dangerous  to  put  on  the 
statutes  of  Canada  laws  which  purely  and 
simply  will  be  footballs  later  on  for  the 
fanatics  in  politics  or  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Before  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  leaves  that  subject,  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  a  few  moments  ago  that 
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the  ordinances  of  1892  could  not  be  disal- 
lowed because  It  was  too  late  when  the 
petition  was  presented  to  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  was  the  first  rea- 
son given,  and  the  second  reason  that  was 
given  in  this  memorandum  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  that  they  could  not  do  it 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  think  that  in  that  re- 
spect my  hon.  friend  is  entirely  mistaken. 
The  government  simply  refused  to  disal- 
low the  ordinances.  They  never  pretended 
that  they  had  no  right  to  disallow  the  or- 
dinances, but  they  simply  said  in  the  report 
that  my  hon.  friend  has  just  read  that  they 
did  not  consider  It  advisable  to  disallow 
the  ordinances.  They  never  pretended  for 
a  moment  that  they  had  not  the  right  to 
disallow  them. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Evidently  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue  docs  not  understand 
what  I  have  read.  I  read  from  the  com- 
plaint of  the  minority  the  first  time  Its 
representatives  appeared  before  the  Can- 
adian Privy  Council  to  complain  of  the  in- 
justice done  them.  The  ordinance  of  1892 
that  they  complained  of  was  a  re-enactment 
of  a  previous  ordinance  passed  in  1891  and 
they  were  told  that  it  was  too  late  to  dis- 
allow the  ordinance  of  1891. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  It  was  not  too  late  to 
disallow  the  ordinance  of  1892. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  No,  but  they  were  told 
that  even  If  the  ordinance  of  1892  were  dis- 
allowed, yet,  as  the  ordinance  of  1891  was 
still  in  force  and  it  was  too  late  to  disallow 
it,  no  good  would  result  from  the  disallow- 
ance of  the  ordinance  of  1892. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Why  was  it  not  dis- 
allowed In  1891  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Because  an  appeal  in 
the  sense  of  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  on  matters  affecting 
education,  was  not  established  as  regards 
the  Territories. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  It  was  not  a  question 
of  appeal ;  It  was  a  question  of  disallow- 
ance. 

Mr.  BERGERON.    The  appeal  and  the 
disallowance  go  together'  and  you  cannot  dis- 
associate them.    At  all  events  the  result 1 
was  that  the  ordinance  of  1892  remained  in  , 
force.   But  why  are  my  hon.  friends  uppo- : 
site  plying  me  with  all  these  questions  and 
all  these  objections.    What  is  their  object 
in  that  ?  I  am  afraid  that  it  Is  politics  which 
prompts  these  interrogations,  and  I  hope 
that  politics  will  be  excluded  from  this  dis- 
cussion, I  trust  to  be  able  to  treat  of  this 
matter  aside  altogether  from  petty  politics.  1 
It  is  too  serious  a  question  with  me  to  allow  . 
political  considerations  to  enter  Into  it  and 
I  am  afraid  that  these  gentlemen  opposite 
have  the  idea  that  later  on  they  will  be  able  j 
to  say  :  the  Conservatives  were  in  power 
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and  they  did  not  do  justice  to  the  minority. 
Well.  Sir,  if  the  Conservatives  did  wrong: 
they  have  had  their  day  of  reckoning,  and  if 
the  Conservatives  did  wrong  that  is  no- 
reason  why  a  Liberal  government  in  power 
should  perpetuate  Injustice.  I  have  read  the 
reasons  which  were  given  for  not  disallow- 
ing the  ordinance  of  1892,  and  I  would  hesi- 
tate long  before  I  would  come  to  the  belief 
that  Sir  John  Thompson  would  sacrifice  the 
Catholic  minority  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. I  believe  he  would  have  come  to 
their  relief  unless  good  and  strong  reasons 
prevented  him.  Sir  John  Thompson  was 
Minister  of  Justice  at  the  time,  and  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  he  studied  the  case  care- 
fully, and  I  believe  if  he  had  been  able  to 
disallow  the  Act  of  1892,  or  if  its  disallow- 
ance would  have  been  of  any  avail  to  the 
minority,  Sir  John  Thompson  would  have 
disallowed  It.  But  the  ordinance  of  1891 
remaining  In  force,  and  it  being  too  late 
to  disallow  it,  no  good  would  be  accomplish- 
ed by  disallowing  the  ordinance  of  1892. 
What  Is  the  use  of  splitting  hairs  on  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  ?  I  want  to  take  a  large 
view  of  it ;  I  want  to  see  what  has  happen- 
ed ;  I  want  to-  know  where  we  find  ourselves 
to-day  and  to  what  cause  our  grievance  may 
be  attributed.  There  is  no  doubt  that  since 
1892  there  are  no  separate  school's  in  the 
Northwest  Territories.  Whether  that  be 
the  fault  of  the  Liberals  or  the  fanlt  of  the 
Conservatives  does  not  amount  to  anything 
in  the  present  discussion  ;  that  will  have  to- 
be  settled  before  the  electorate.  Our  duty 
here  is  to  make  laws  and  just  laws.  Per- 
haps it'  is,  that  because  the  Conservative 
government  may  have  been  guilty  of  neglect 
of  duty  In  this  particular,  that  when  the 
present  Bill  was  Introduced  Into  the  House 
of  Commons  It  contained  the  original  clause 
16,  which  was  an  Intimation  to  me  that  at 
least  this  government  was  doing  its  duty — 
it  did  not  do  It  long  though.  Let  us  refer 
for  a  moment  to  the  ordinance  of  1891.  The 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  minority  In  the- 
Northwest  Territories  were  not  taken  away 
abruptly ;  there  was  a  gradual  encroach- 
ment until  we  reached  chapter  29  of  the 
ordinance  of  1891,  the  third  paragraph  of 
which  reads  as  follows  : 

There  shall  be  a  department  of  the  public 
service  of  the  Territories  called  the  Department 
of  Education  over  which  a  member  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Council  appointed  by  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  Council  under  the  seal  of  the  Ter- 
ritories to  discharge  the  functions  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Education  for  the  time  being,  shall 
preside. 

This  was  a  new  feature  of  the  school  law 
of  the  Northwest  Territories.  It  gave  the 
Territories  a  Minister  of  Education  or  a 
Commissioner  of  Education  as  he  Is  called. 
It  brought  education  into  politics  :  It  aban- 
doned the  first  council  of  public  instruction 
that  was  formed  and  which  was  satisfactory; 
it  abandoned  the  second  board  of  education 
which  was  also  more  or  less  satisfactory. 
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and  it  brought  education  down  to  the  politi- 
cal arena.   This  ordinance  further  says  : 

The  Lieutenant  Governor  may  appoint  such 
officers,  clerks  and  servants  as  are  required  for 
the  proper  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  de- 
partment and  for  the  purpose  of  this  ordin- 
ance, all  of  whom  shall  hold  office  during 
pleasure. 

Now.  here  is  what  this  Department  of 
Education  is  authorized  to  do  : 

The  commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  shall  have 
power  to  make  regulations  for  the  department. 

(2)  To  authorize  text  and  reference  books 
for  use  of  the  pupils  and  teachers  in  all  schools 
hereinbefore  mentioned  as  well  as  such  maps, 
charts,  and  other  apparatus  or  equipment  as 
may  be  required  for  giving  proper  instruction 
in  such  schools.  To  prepare  a  list  of  books 
suitable  for  school  libraries  and  to  make  re- 
gulations for  the  management  of  such  libraries. 

There  shall  be  an  educational  council  con- 
sisting of  five  persons,  at  least  two  of  them 
shall  be  Roman  Catholics,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  In  Council,  who  shall 
receive  such  remuneration  as  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  in  Council  shall  determine. 

We  see  from  this  that  the  board  of  edu- 
cation consists  of  a  member  of  the  executive 
council  with  two  Catholics  and  two  Protes- 
tants appointed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
in  Council,  but  these  gentlemen  have  not  the 
right  to  vote.  I  think  I  have  given  the  in- 
formation which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  asked  for  as  to  chapter  29  of  the 
ordinances,  which  Is  the  law  in  the  Terri- 
tories to-day.  I  have  read  to  the  House 
clause  16  of  the  original  Bill  as  submitted 
to  parliament  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Clause  16  to  my  mind  was  what  It  should 
have  been,  and  I  would  have  supported  it 
because  it  was  giving  the  minority  in  the 
Northwest  justice.  Of  course,  I  am  speak- 
ing for  myself  and  expressing  my  own  views. 
I  am  in  favour  of  separate  schools ;  I  be- 
lieve in  separate  schools — not  merely  in 
the  word  '  separate,'  but  in  the  tuition  which 
children  get  in  separate  schools.  1  want 
religion  to  be  taught  in  the  schools.  I  want 
the  child  to  hear  of  God  and  to  pray  in  the 
school— not  all  the  time ;  but  I  want  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  name  of  God  shall 
be  mentioned  there.  I  have  heard  men 
who  are  very  sincere  say :  '  You  are  a 
broad-minded  man  ;  why  not  let  all  the 
children  go  to  the  same  school  together,  with 
the  national  flag  floating  from  the  top  of 
the  building  ?  Of  course,  there  would  be 
no  prayer  in  the  school,  because  it  would 
offend  the  Roman  Catholics,  the  Methodists, 
the  Presbyterians  or  the  Baptists.  There 
would  be  no  religion  taught.  The  children 
would  simply  go  there  and  learn  what  is 
necessary  to  earn  their  living.  They  would 
play  together,  and  would  grow  up  to  re- 
spect each  other.'  I  do  not  believe  in  that 
kind  of  school,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
true.  I  remember  that  when  I  was  attend- 
ing college  there  were  some  Americans 
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there,  and  It  was  not  very  long  before  we 
were  separated.  Our  differences  would 
come  out  without  thinking  about  them,  and, 
though  we  commenced  by  playing,  we  would 
finish  up  by  fighting.  My  hon.  friends  op- 
posite know  the  college — it  is  the  Jesuits' 
College.  They  have  now  a  separate  college- 
for  English  boys.  The  cause  of  difference 
between  the  boys  was  not  religion  only  ;  It 
may  have  been  something  else  ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  we  fought  together.  As  men  we  are 
surrounded  by  friends  who  have  been 
brought  up  in  different  schools,  and  we 
appreciate  one  another  ;  but  that  apprecia- 
tion is  not  developed  in  children.  A  man 
appreciates  in  another  man  certain  qualities 
for  which  he  respects  him.  but  a  child  can- 
not do  that.  I  do  not  want  to  convert  any- 
body to  my  opinions,  because  I  know  that 
those  who  have  opposite  opinions  are  as 
sincere  and  honest  In  holding  them  as  I  am 
in  holding  mine.  But  I  am  explaining  my 
opinions  ;  and,  holding  them,  when  clause 
16  of  this  Bill  was  brought  down  I  hailed 
it  with  pleasure,  and  I  was  happy  at  the 
deliverance  which  my  right  flion.  friend 
made  on  that  occasion.  It  did  not  last 
however.  Why  did  it  not  last  ?  My  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr. 
Demers)  says  we  are  not  doing  what  we 
would  like  to  do  ;  we  would  like  to  do  more, 
but  we  do  what  we  can  in  a  country  like 
this.  This  is  not  the  way  our  forefathers 
talked.  This  is  not  the  way  the  men  who 
built  up  Canada  talked.  When  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald,  in  1863,  voted  for  separate 
schools  In  the  province  of  Ontario,  the  pro- 
vince of  Canada  at  that  time,,  he  was  not 
doing  what  he  himself  preferred,  for  he 
was  in  favour  of  public  schools  ;  but  he 
did  so  because  he  thought  it  was  the  best 
thing  that  could  be  done  in  the  province 
of  Canada  at  that  time,  on  account  of  the 
different  nationalities  and  creeds  in  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada.  We  have  often  seen 
occasions  of  the  same  kind.  Shall  I  speak 
of  something  nearer  to  us  ?  In  1896  we 
had  before  parliament  a  question  very  much 
like  the  present  one,  except  that  we  were 
dealing  with  a  state  of  things  which  was 
existing  at  that  time,  whilst  at  present  we 
are  creating  a  state  of  things.  In  1896  the 
Manitoba  school  question  was  before  parlia- 
ment. It  had  been  before  the  country  since 
1S90.  I  heard  the  other  day  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  boast  of  hav- 
ing had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  Mani- 
toba school  business.  I  was  sorry  to  hear 
him  talk  like  that,  although  he  gave  some 
reasons,  in  a  very  clever  way,  which  hidV 
If  I  may  use  the  word,  the  odious  part  of 
the  business.  He  declared  that  the  separate 
schools  were  not  efficient,  that  they  were 
not  what  they  should  have  been,  and  that 
money  was  squandered  on  them.  I  need 
not  tell  the  House  that  those  statements 
have  been  refuted  time  and  time  again. 
There  may  have  been  some  abuses,  as  there 
are  in  most  things,  but  on  the  whole  the 
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separate  schools  in  Manitoba  were  good 
schools  and  the  teachers  were  good  teachers. 
In  most  cases,  the  people  not  having  the 
-means  to  pay  teachers,  the  parish  priests 
"were  the  teachers,  and  we  know  that  they 
are  men  of  education.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Brandon  knows  that  politics  had  a  great 
deal  more  to  do  with  the  abolition  of  those 
schools  than  the  question  of  their  efficiency. 
There  was  some  railway  business  which 
put  the  government  into  a  very  bad  position, 
and  something  was  needed  to  divert  public 
opinion  from  the  deeds  of  the  ministers. 
Oar  friend  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy  had  gone 
on  a  tour  through  the  province  of  Manitoba. 
He  was  dissatisfied  because  Sir  John  Thomp- 
son had  been  chosen  as  Minister  of  Justice. 
He  had  hopes  of  being  offered  that  position, 
-although  he  might  have  refused  it,  and  he 
went  to  Manitoba  and  inflamed  the  passions 
wf  the  people.  He  told  them  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  deliver  tbem  from 
the  influence  of  the  hierarchy.  It  was  there 
that  he  commenced  his  fight  against  the 
hierarchy,  and  questions  of  that  sort  will 
always  greatly  inflame  public  opinion.  In 
a  short  time  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar 
(Mr.  Greenway),  who  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Manitoba  government,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  deprived 
the  minority  of  that  province  of  what  they 
were  entitled  to.  We  have  been  told  that 
the  question  in  Manitoba  was  not  the  same 
question  that  we  are  discussing  to-day — that 
in  Manitoba,  the  provincial  government  had 
given  separate  schools  and  that  the  provin- 
cial government  withdrew  separate  schools 
and  the  official  use  of  the  French  language  ; 
and  that  was  provincial  rights.  The  minori- 
ty complained.  I  need  not  give  the  whole 
history  of  the  case.  The  question  came  be- 
fore parliament ;  and  I  may  say  in  passing 
that  the  Northwest  ordinance-  was  passed 
while  we  were  in  the  midst  of  that  turmoil. 
The  question  was  before  the  Privy  Council 
and  before  the  courts.  We  were  taunted  on 
the  stump  everywhere  because  the  Conserv- 
ative government  had  not  disallowed  the 
Act  of  the  legislature  of  Manitoba.  My 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment was  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House 
at  that  time,  when  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake 
moved  a  resolution  declaring  that  it  would 
be  wise  for  the  Dominion  government  not 
to  use  the  right  of  veto  in  cases  involving 
religion  or  nationality,  and  that  resolution 
was  looked  upon  as  such  a  wise  one  that 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  sitting  where  my 
right  hon.  friend  does  now,  rose  and  said : 
'This  is  a  motion  which  should  have  the 
'unanimous  support  of  the  House '  ;  and  it 
had.  This  Is  why  that  Act  was  not  vetoed. 
At  that  time  my  right  hon.  friend  and  his 
friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec  said  that 
the  government  did  not  act  because  it 
was  under  the  heel  of  the  Orangemen  of 
the  province  of  Ontario. 

And  it  was  said*  in  Ontario  that  the  gov- 
ernment wns  under  the  heel  of  the  hierarchy 
In  the  province  of  Quebec.  This  lasted  from 
Mr.  BERGERON. 


1890  to  189C.  The  constitutionality  of  the 
Act  of  the  Manitoba  legislature  abolishing 
the  separate  schools  had  gone  before  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada  and  the  Privy 
Council,  and  the  Privy  Council  In  its  first 
judgment  declared  that  the  Act  was  intra 
vires  the  Manitoba  legislature.  Again  there 
was  an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  that 
court  declared  that  although  the  Manitoba 
legislature  had  the  right  to  pass  a  law  taking 
away  the  schools  of  the  minority  in  that 
province,  the  minority  had  a  grievance,  and 
it  was  within  the  rights  and  the  powers  of 
the  Dominion  government  to  come  to  its 
rescue  and  remove  that  grievance.  Then  we 
had  the  Remedial  Bill  submitted  to  the  Dom- 
inion parliament,  and  we  all  know  what 
happened.  When  my  right  hon.  friend  moved 
the  six  months  hoist,  we  were  at  the  end  of 
the  session.  But  when  the  second  reading 
of  that  Bill  was  proposed  and  carried  by 
a  majority  of  the  House,  who  were  the  mem- 
bers that  voted  for  it  ?  Who  were  those 
who  voted  to  do  justice  to  the  minority  of 
Manitoba  and  to  stand  upon  the  rock  of  the 
constitution  ?  It  was,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Conservative  party  which  took  that  stand. 
And  I  say  It  to  the  honour  of  the  Protestants 
and  the  Orangemen  of  Ontario  and  the  mari- 
time provinces,  that  they  voted  to  do  Justice 
to  the  Catholic  minority.  I  remember  well 
Mr.  Fairbalrn,  an  old  representative  of  the 
province  of  Ontario,  declaring  in  this  Honse, 
that  although  he  was  an  old  Orangeman  he 
was  going  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Catholic 
minority  because  he  had  sworn  to  be  a  de- 
fender always  of  minorities,  whether  Catholic 
or  Protestant.  I  am  reminding  the  House  of 
these  facts  In  order  that,  in  these  days,  when 
we  read  so  much  in  the  newspapers  about 
the  Intolerance  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
I  may  give  my  testimony  on  behalf  of  the 
Conservative  English  Protestants  of  this 
Dominion.  In  my  opinion,  the  news- 
papers are  In  many  instances  doing 
more  harm  than  good  and  inflaming 
passions  and  prejudices  where  it  should 
be  their  endeavour  to  allay  them.  I 
have  seen  caricatures  published  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  which  did  not  at  all  meet 
my  approval  and  I  have  also  seen  caricatures 
of  some  of  my  hon.  frienda  oiy  this  side  which 
I  think  were  altogether  out  of  place.  I  regret 
these  methods.  I  regret  this  holding  up  of  our 
public  men  to  undeserved  ridicule  and  oblo- 
quy, because  it  cannot  fail  to  have  a  mis- 
chievous effect  on  the  people.  I  can  sympa- 
thize with  my  right  hon.  friend  in  his  pre- 
sent position.  I  can  appreciate  the  difficulty 
in  which  he  found  himself,  when  the  ex- 
Minlster  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  came 
back  and  took  him  by  the  throat  and  pos- 
sibly threatened  to  inflame  public  opinion.  I 
<  an  well  understand  that  my  right  hon.  friend 
then  found  himself  between  two  flres. 
On  the  one  side  was  the  persistent  Minister 
of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpntrick).  who  stuck, 
and  rightly  stuck,  to  bis  clause.  On  the 
other  was  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr. 
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Siftou),  who  in  all  probability  was  going 
around  to  members  of  parliament— good  men, 
honest  men,  against  whom  I  hare  not  a 
word  to  say,  for  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
■  men  who  may  have  different  opinions  from 
mine— going  around  to  members  not  only 
from  the  Northwest  but  others,  and  saying 
to  them  :  You  cannot  accept  this ;  this 
will  give  clerical  schools  :  this  is  putting 
for  ever  the  majority  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories under  the  shackles  of  the  hierarchy 
of  Rome.  Then,  my  right  hon.  friend  no 
doubt  felt  convinced  that  in  order  to  have 
peace  he  must  accept  the  amendment  now 
proposed.  I  remember  hearing  him  very 
often  say  in  this  House  that  he  never  said 
anything  until  he  had  pondered  it  well,  but 
that  when  he  did,  he  stuck  to  what  he  said. 
He  has  not  done  so  in  this  Instance,  and  I 
am  sorry  for  it.  What  is  the  proposal  be- 
fore us  now  ?  Those  who  want  public 
schools  are  all  right,  public  schools  by 
this  proposal  will  be  established  in  the 
Territories  for  ever.  But  In  what  posi- 
tion will  be  those  who  are  in  favour  of 
separate  schools,  who  want  to  go  home  and 
say  :  I  have  supported  separate  schools  ;  I 
voted  against  the  amendment  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  because  he  said  let  us  leave 
those  new  provinces  to  construe  the  British 
North  America  Act  as  they  desire  and  estab- 
lish what  system  of  schools  they  choose. 
Some  of  my  hon.  friends  will  say:  We  could 
not  accept  that  amendment  of  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  and  therefore  we  voted  for 
the  amendment  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 
But  what  is  the  amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman,  and  what  is  It  going  to  give 
the  minority  of  the  Northwest  Territories  ? 
Here  is  the  amendment : 

Section  93  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
1S67,  shall  apply  to  the  said  province,  with  the 
substitution  for  subsection  one  of  said  section 
93,  of  the  following  subsection  : 

1.  Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
separate  schools  which  any  class  of  persons 
have  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act 
under  the  terms  of  chapters  29  and  30  of  the 
ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  passed 
in  the  year  1901. 

Where  the  expression  '  by  law  '  Is  employed 
in  subsection  3  of  the  said  section  93,  it  shall 
be  held  to  mean  the  law  as  set  out  in  said 
chapters  29  and  30,  and  where  the  expression 
'  at  the  union '  is  employed  In  subsection  3,  It 
shall  be  held  to  mean  the  date  at  which  this 
Act  comes  into  force. 

That  means  that  there  shall  be  given  to 
the  minority  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
all  the  separate  schools  they  want,  so  long 
as  are  instituted  in  those  provinces  the 
Protestant  or  public  schools  granted  under 
the  school  ordinance,  chapter  29  of  1901. 

What  are  these  schools  ?  There  are  the 
public  schools  established  by  law  by  the  Act 
of  1875  passed  by  a  Liberal  government, 
then  re-enacted  in  1885.  obliterated  in  1892 
and  smashed  to  pieces  In  1901.  These  are 
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the  schools  which  the  minority  will  have  in 
the  Territories  the  moment  this  Bill  passes. 
It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  is 
something  higher  than  office.  In  1896  the 
Conservative  party  went  down  to  Its  defeat 
because  it  stood  by  a  principle.  It  has  been 
badly  rewarded.  * 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Heaven  remains. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  But  In  this  instance 
my  right  hon.  friend  has  yielded  to  what  he 
thought  was  a  threatening  majority.  Well, 
what  kind  of  schools  is  be  going  to  give 
the  minority  in  the  Northwest  Territories  ? 
Let  me  show  by  some  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
what  they  are.  What  did  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  say  ?  It  was  a 
sight  for  the  gods  to  see  how  zealous  were 
some  of  these  gentlemen  after  they'  came 
back  to  the  fold.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
does  not  think  that  the  constitution  compels 
us  to  give  a  system  of  schools  to  the  North- 
west Territories. 

For  the  purpose  of  record,  just  let  me  read 
the  section  In  the  Act  of  1876 — section  11,  chap- 
ter 49.  Act  1875  : 

I  have  already  read  this,  but  I  will  quote 
it  again  so  that  it  will  appear  in  '  Hansard ' 
with  the  rest : 

When  and  so  soon  as  any  system  of  taxation 
shall  be  adopted  in  any  district  or  portion  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  the  Lieutenant  Gov- 
ernor, by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  council 
or  assembly  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pass  all 
necessary  ordinances  in  respect  to  education  ; 
but  it  shall  therein  be  always  provided,  that  a 
majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or 
portion  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  or  any 
lesser  portion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by» 
whatever  name  the  same  may  be  known  may  es- 
tablish such  schools  therein  as  they  may  think 
fit,  and  make  the  necessary  assessment  and 
collection  of  rates  therefor;  and  further,  that 
the  minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein,  whether 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  establish 
separate  schools  therein,  and  that,  in  such 
latter  case,  the  ratepayers  establishing  such 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  schools 
shall  be  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such 
rates  as  they  may  impose  upon  themselves  in 
respect  thereof. 

Now  the  Minister  of  Finance  says  he 
wants  to  explain  that.    He  goes  on  : 

That  Is  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1875,  and  with 
the  change  of  a  few  words,  which  In  no  way  dis- 
turbs Its  substance,  that  is  the  clause  we  find 
to-day  in  the  Northwest  Territories  Act. 

The  hon.  gentleman  makes  a  mistake 
there.    Further  on  he  says  : 

Again  I  say  I  do  not  for  a  moment  contend, 
and  I  do  not  understand  that  my  right  hon. 
friend  contended,  that,  as  a  matter  of  consti- 
tutional right  fixed  by  the  words  of  the  statute, 
we  are  obliged  to  re-enact  that  clause.  I  go 
further.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  my 
view,  at  any  time  since  1875,  it  was  within  the 
power — I  do  not  say  the  moral  right — but  un- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


8483 


COMMONS 


348-fr 


doubtedly  within  the  power  of  this  parliament 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  1875. 

What  does  that  mean  ?  It  indicates  that 
this  has  never  been  repealed.  If  so,  what 
can  that  mean  but  that  it  is  the  law  of  the 
Northwest  Territories? 

Therefore,  I  am  not  claiming  that  there  is 
any  binding  legal  obligation,  but  I  do  say  that 
we  are  obliged  to  look  carefully  into  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  that  Act  was  passed  ; 
and  If  we  find  that  at  the  time  it  was  regarded 
by  its  friends  and  supporters,  and  parliament 
generally,  as  an  Act  which  was  passed,  not 
only  for  the  present  but  the  future,  that  cre- 
ates a  moral  obligation  which  this  House  may 
well  take  into  consideration. 

Now,  if  I  remember  the  words  of  the  right 
hou.  Prime  Minister  with  regard  to  section 
16,  bis  statement  was  that  we  were  obliged 
by  the  constitution  to  grant  what  is  granted 
under  this  section.  But  the  Minister  of 
Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  says  something  else. 
He  goes  on  and  wants  to  show  that  these 
schools  are  Protestant  schools.  And  he  in- 
sists upon  it. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Where  does  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  say  that  these  are  Protes- 
tant schools  ?  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
point  that  out  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes,  If  my  hon.  friend 
will  wait.  I  have  a  good  deal  of  It  to  read 
yet.  One  of  the  things  mentioned  in  the 
regulations  quoted  by  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance is  : 

To  authorize  text  and  reference  books  for 
the  use  of  the  pupils  and  teachers  In  all 
schools  hereinbefore  mentioned,  as  well  as 
such  maps,  globes,  charts  and  other  apparatus 
or  equipment  as  may  be  required  for  giving 
proper  instruction  In  such  schools. 

That  is,  the  curriculum  of  both  public 
and  separate  schools.    Then  be  goes  on  : 

What  Is  there,  Sir,  in  all  this  to  which  any- 
body can  take  exception  ?  These  details  consti- 
tute the  essential  elements  of  a  national  school 
system.  That  system  prevails  to-day  in  the 
Northwest  Territories,  and  that  system  we  pro- 
pose to  continue  by  the  legislation  which  we 
have  presented  in  this  House.  Well,  there  Is 
still  a  shadow  of  difference.  The  difference 
between  a  minority  school  and  a  majority 
school  in  the  Northwest  Territories  is  so  ex- 
ceedingly small  that  he  who  would  attempt  to 
make  a  definition  of  it  would  find  himself  in 
difficulty. 

What  is  a  public  school  in  the  Northwest 
Territories?  Is  It  a  Protestant  school  or 
a  national  school  ?  If  it  is  a  national  or 
Protestar.c,  where  is  the  difference  ?  What 
does  my  hon.  friend  call  a  sectarian  or 
Protestant  school  if  not  one  where  from  the 
time  the  child  ,oes  in  at  nine  o'clock  in  the 
morning  until  lie  goes  out  again  at  half-past 
three  in  the  afternoon,  he  hears  not  one 
word  of  religion  ? 
Mr.  BERGERON. 


Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  What  does  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Bergeron)  say?  Does  he  desig- 
nate that  as  a  Protestant  school  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  «Mr. 
A.  Johnston)  ought  to  put  that  question  to 
the  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding),  for 
it  is  his  speech  that  I  am  reading. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  1  ask  the  question 
In  all  seriousness.  I  am  as  much  interested 
in  this  matter  as  is  the  hon.  member  for 
Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron).  He  'has  made 
the  statement  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
said  in  the  course  of  his  observations  that 
these  were  Protestant  schools.  As  I  uii- 
.derstood  the  hon.  minister,  he  made  no  such 
statement.  I  would  like  to  know  if  the- 
hon.  gentleman  can  refer  me  to  any  such 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  We  do  not  need  to 
discuss  matters  of  that  sort  in  connection 
with  the  points  I  am  making.  So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  schools  in  which  there  is- 
not  a  word  of  religlou  are  non-sectarian,  or 
what  I  have  been  accustomed  to  hear  called 
Protestant  schools. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  that  I  had  called  them  Pro- 
testant schools. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  may  have  expressed 
myself  that  way,  but  what  I  meant  was 
that  I  had  inferred  from  what  the  hon.. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Fielding)  said  that  he  spoke 
of  these  as  Protestant  schools. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  have  not  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  bearing  this  whole  discussion, 
but  1  may  say  that  I  have  never  used  sucb 
a  statement. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  may  be.  But  I 
have  not  finished  what  I  was  saying.  It 
may  be  that  the  minister  (Mr.  Fielding)  did 
not  use  the  word  '  Protestant.'  But  I  In- 
fer from  the  way  he  treated  the  matter  that 
he  referred  to  what  I  have  been  accustomed 
to  hear  called  Protestant  schools.  Because 
to  me  schools  where  you  do  not  speak  of 
God  are  Protestant  schools. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  cannot  admit  that  a 
school  In  which  you  do  not  speak  of  God 
is  a  Protestant  school.  I  have  always  be- 
lieved that  there  was  a  God  in  the  Pro- 
testant religion  as  well  as  in  the  Roman 
Catholic. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes,  but  if  you  do 
not  recognize  Him,  what  is  the  use  1 

Mr.  FIELDING.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  forgets  that  under  the  school  law 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  there  is  pro- 
vision for  recognizing  the  existence  of  God. 
because  where  the  trustees  so  desire  the 
school  can  be  opened  with  the- use  of  the 
Lord's  Prayer. 
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Mr.  BERGERON'.  Yes,  If  they  wish  It. 
But  it  Is  left  to  the  discretion  

Mr.  FIELDING.  Yes— no  coercion. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  But  If  my  hon.  frleud 
<Mr.  Fielding)  and  I  were  boys  together  in 
such  a  school,  the 'mere  fact  of  the  Lord's 
Prayer  being  used  would  not  make  It  seem 
to  me  anything  but  a  non-sectarian  school. 
And  the  use  of  the  Lord's  Prayer  is  only 
permissive. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  If  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  will  allow  me,  I  can  tell  him  that 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  there  are  many 
public  schools  that  are  attended  entirely  by 
Catholic  children. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  do  not  doubt  It ;  nor 
do  I  doubt  that  it  is  a  good  thing.  Let  me 
explain,  so  that  my  hon.  friends  and  I  may 
understand  one  another.  Amongst  our  peo- 
ple in  the  province  of  Ontario— I  have  heard 
it  often  In  electioneering— when  they  speak 
of  the  public  schools  they  call  them  '  les 
ecoles  Protestantes.'  So,  as  I  have  been 
accustomed  to  think  of  It,  the  word  '  Pro- 
testant' in  that  connection  does  not  mean 
the  same  as  It  means,  perhaps,  to  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  or  my  hon.  friend  from 
Cape  Breton.  1  ani  sure  they  will  make 
allowance  for  my  mode  of  expression.  The 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  does  not 
wish  me  to  speak  in  French,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  No. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  have  been  quoting 
the  speech  of  the  Minister  of  Finance.  I 
followed  bini  with  great  care  as  he  spoke. 
And  I  think  I  am  right  In  saying  that  be 
sought  to  explain  what  had  brought  him 
"back  to  the  fold  ;  and  the  reason  was  that 
these  schools  were,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  pub- 
lic schools. 

Then  there  is  a  further  provision  that  all 
schools  may  be  opened  with  the  reciting  of  the 
iord's  Prayer. 

It  Is  permissible. 

Does  anybody  object  to  that  ?  I  hope  not. 
....  I  want  the  House  to  consider  seri- 
ously, I  submit  the  proposition  again,  that  If 
it  be  true,  as  I  say,  and  I  believe  I  am  correct 
beyond  the  power  of  contradiction,  that  from 
the  moment  that  the  school  opens  in  the  morn- 
ing up  to  half-past  three  In  the  afternoon  there 
Is  no  difference  between  a  separate  school  and 
a  free  national  school  

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  What  do  they  do  after 
half-past  three  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON. '  They  go  out  and  play. 
My  hon.  friend  knows  very  well  that  if  he 
went  to  one  of  these  schools,  after  half- 
past  three,  be  would  go  out  and  play,  be 
would  not  attend  religious  instruction. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  think  perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  could  not  recite  the  Lord's  Prayer  at 
the  opening  of  the  school. 


Mr.  BERGERON.  I  have  said  It  here  in 
the  chair  very  often  before  my  hon.  friend 
became  a  member  of  this  House. 

 and  If  the  only  point  of  difference  between 

them  is  that  half  hour  of  religious  instruction, 
is  there  enough  in  it  to  quarrel  about  ? 

The  hon.  the  Minlsfer  of  Finance  is  mak- 
ing apologies  because,  forsooth,  he  Bays  : 

 and  if  the  only  point  of  difference  between 

them  is  that  half  hour  of  religious  Instruction, 
is  there  enough'  in  it  to  quarrel  about,  and  to 
have  public  meetings  and  agitation  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land  ? 

No,  not  for  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  in 
favour  of  separate  schools,  but  'there  Is 
enough  In  it  for  those  who  want  to  keep 
schools  from  the  minority  in  these  provinces. 
Referring  to  those  who  are  agitating  against 
separate  schools  and  who  are  not  in  favour 
of  doing  anything  at  all,'  so  far  as  schools 
are  concerned.  In  granting  autonomy  to  the 
provinces,  the  Finance  Minister  qays  : 

When  they  discover,  as  they  will,  in  the  light 
of  the  debate  which  will  take  place  in  this 
House  now  and  in  the  next  few  days,  when  the 
people  of  Canada  shall  learn  that  we  have  In 
the  far  west  to-day  a  system  which  is  practi- 
cally a  national  school,  system,  and  that  the 
only  point  of  difference  'between  us  Is  with  re- 
spect to  that  small  matter  of  a  half  hour  of 
religious  Instruction,  I  think  the  great  mass  of 
the  Protestant  people  of  Canada  will  say  that 
they  regret  that  there  has  been  any  agitation 
on  the  subject. 

Well,  I  am  not  talking  for  those  who  are 
in  favour  of  public  schools  when  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  these  views.  I 
want  this  speech  to  be  translated  and  to  go 
through  the  province  of  Quebec  because  my 
hon.  friends  who  are  from  that  province  will 
go  back  to  the  people  and  say  :  We  voted 
against  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition,  we  were  opposed  to  the 
amendment  the  object  of  which  was  to  keep 
the  minority  out  of  their  schools  ;  we  voted 
for  the  party  that  has  at  its  bead  the  men 
who  want  to  render  justice  to  the  minority  ; 
we  voted  for  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  government.  That  is  why  the 
bon.  Minister  of  Finance  has  said  that  these 
schools  to  all  intents  and  purposes  are 
national,  non-sectarian  schools.  The  Min- 
ister of  Finance  has  said  something  In 
another  place  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  I  cannot  find  It  in 
'  Hansard '  but  it  is  reported  to  me  by 
another  hon.  member  : 

I  believe  that  the  people  of  the  Dominion  to- 
day are  not  going  to  have  their  minds  engaged 
with  an  elaborate  analysis  of  constitutional 
questions,  which  nine  out  of  ten  of  them  will 
never  read,  and  which  the  whole  ten  will  fall 
to  understand. 

Not  very  complimentary  to  the  whole 
crowd. 
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I  believe  that  the  poeple  of  Canada,  since  this 
unpleasant  question  is  brought  before  us,  will 
expect  us  to  meet  it  plainly  and  openly,  and 
discuss  it  with  the  hope  of  finding  a  happy 
solution. 

I  believe  there  Is  a  great  deal  in  that.  My 
lion,  friend  was  not  in  at  the  commencement 
of  my  remarks  but  I  said  myself  that  I  did 
not  care  so  much  what  the  constitution  did 
as  to  provide  such  a  solution  of  this  matter 
as  would  contribute  to  the  peace  of  the  pro- 
vinces which  it  is  now  proposed  to  admit  to 
the  confederation.  I  might  also  read  what 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr. 
Paterson)  has  said.  His  remarks  were  about 
on  the  same  line  as  those  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Finance.  He  also  tried  to 
impress  the  House  with  the  idea  that  we 
have  virtually  national  schools  In  the  North- 
west Territories  and  that  we  have  no  more 
separate  schools  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
word.  I  need  not  read  what  he  said  be- 
cause what  he  said  has  been  repeated  iu 
some  other  places  and  it  Is  already  In  '  Han- 
sard.' My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Fi- 
nance said  one  thing  which  I  commend  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  coun- 
try. He  spoke  about  good  faith.  He  said 
that  In  keeping  that  national  school  system 
we  have  to  allow  a  half  hour  for  religious 
Instruction  because  we  hare  moral  obliga- 
tions towards  the  minority.  That  is  right. 
I  believe  that  to  be  the  case  but  in  such  a 
matter  as  that  I  would  go  a  great  deal 
farther  than  the  law.  In  a  country  like 
this  we  cannot  have  too  much  tolerance 
wherever  it  is  honourable  and  feasible.  My 
hon.  friend  the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sifton)  has  said  many  things  which  I  would 
like  to  touch  upon  but  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  House  beyond  six  o'clock. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Go  on. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  What  does  my  hon. 
friend  say  ?  I  commend  this  to  the  atten- 
tion of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice. The  hon.  member  for  Brandon  quoted 
Mr.  Forget,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  as  follows  : 

Until  the  date  of  the  ordinance  of  1892  we 
had  never  been  denied  the  right  to  administer 
our  schools,  to  regulate  the  programme  of 
studies,  to  choose  the  text  books,  to  control  the 
religious  Instruction  and  to  authorize  the  use 
of  the  French  language  whenever  thought  con- 
venient. These  rights  were  exercised  by  the 
Catholic  section  of  the  board  of  education,  and 
strictly  speaking  they  were  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve to  our  schools  their  distinctive  character 
of  Catholic  schools. 

I  think  hon.  gentlemen  understand  that. 
That  is  what  we  understand  by  separate 
schools.  It  is  not  in  the  word  ;  it  Is  in  the 
spirit  if  It.  Later  on  the  Lieutenant  Gov- 
ernor states  : 

All  the  schools,  public  and  separate,  Catholic 
and  Protestant,  are  placed  by  the  ordinance  of 
Mr.  BERGERON. 


1892  under  the  direct  control  of  a  Protestant 
superintendent  of  education  and  of  a  council  of 
public  instruction. 

Further : 

And  a  council  of  public  instruction,  composed 
of  the  members  of  the  executive  committee,  in 
which  the  Catholics  have  not  one  single  repre- 
sentative. 

Then  Monseigneur  Tache  says  : 

The  petitioners  had  this  and  other  dangers  in 
view  when  they  said  : 

The  effect  of  the  ordinance  is  to  deprive  the 
Catholic  separate  schools  of  that  character 
which  differentiates  them  from  public  or  Pro- 
testant schools  

There  it  Is  again.  He  is  not  afraid  to 
mention  the  word, 

 and  to  leave  them  Catholic  separate  schools 

in  name  only,  and  such  it  is  submitted  is  its 
obviously  necessary  effect. 

This  is  not  said  in  an  ungenerous  spirit. 
Amongst  our  people  an  English  school  is  a. 
Protestant  school.  They  understand  It  in 
that  way  ;  not  in  the  improper  sense  of  the 
word  at  all.  We  do  not  use  the  word  '  Pro- 
testant' In  a  bad  sense  because  there  are 
many  good  Protestants  as  there  are  good 
Catholics.  The  Archbishop  uses  that  word 
only  in  that  sense.  Again,  the  Archbishop 
says  : 

In  spite  of  all  these  protestations  this  ordi- 
nance in  the  dispositions  which  concerned  us 
had  and  could  have  but  one  object,  that  is, 
the  abolition  of  all  distinct  character  of  our 
schools.  Thanks  to  that  ordinance  and  to  the 
regulations  of  the  council  of  public  instruction 
which  followed,  this  end  has  been  to-day  prac- 
tically attained.  Nothing  essential  now  dis- 
tinguishes the  Catholic  schools  from  the  Pro- 
testant schools  but  the  designation,  now  Ironi- 
cal, of  separate  schools. 

Now  this  Is  Archbishop  Tache  who  says 
that  and  it  has  not  been  denied.  On  the 
contrary  it  is  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon 
(Mr.  Sifton)  to  show  why  be  supported  the 
amendment  of  the  Prime  Minister  after  re- 
signing on  account  of  the  Bill  as  it  was 
first  brought  down.  He  wants  to  show 
why  he  came  back  and  says  that  he  Is  sup- 
porting to-day  by  the  amendment  of  the 
Prlmae  Minister  a  system  of  schools  which 
is  in  fact  a  system  of  national  schools  and 
to  prove  It  he  places  on  '  Hansard '  the 
words  of  a  man  whose  utterances  should 
have  a  great  deal  of  weight  with  those  who- 
are  In  favour  of  separate  schools.  Arch- 
bishop Tache  said: 

Nothing  essential  now  distinguishes  the  Catho- 
lic schools  from  Protestant  schools  but  the  de- 
signation, now  ironical,  of  separate  schools. 

Then  Judge  Rouleau  speaks  in  the  same 
line.  Then  what  does  the  hon.  member  for 
Brandon  say  : 
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I  have  read  tbese  extracts  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  when  the  ordinance  of  1892 
was  passed  the  distinctive  character  of  these 
schools  as  separate  schools,  as  denominational 
schools,  as  schools  controlled  by  a  sectarian 
body  for  sectarian  purposes,  absolutely  dis- 
appeared. 

That  is  In  1892. 

We  have  it  that  the  clerical  control  of  these 
schools  was  absolutely  abolished. 

That  is  what  the  hon.  member  for  Bran- 
don {Mr.  Sifton)  says.  This  is  the  point 
which  he  has  In  view,  that  the  clerical  con- 
trol of  these  schools  had  been  abolished  by 
the  ordinance  of  1892.    He  says  : 

It  seems  to  me  perfectly  clear,  that  in  abolish- 
ing the  distinctive  character  of  the  schools, 
the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
did  go  beyond  the  powers  that  were  bestowed 
upon  It  by  this  section  of  the  Act  of  1876. 

In  making  a  report  on  one  of  the  ordinances 
passed  shortly  before  1892  but  somewhat  similar 
in  its  effect — not  so  sweeping  In  its  effect — Sir 
John  Thompson  in  substance  reported  that  this 
ordinance,  contracts  or  diminishes  the  rights 
of  minorities  to  an  extent  not  contemplated  by 
the  Act  of  1875,  and  that  the  Act  of  1876  must 
nevertheless  be  held  to  remain  in  force  not- 
withstanding the  passage  of  the  ordinance. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

f.  After  Bee  ess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  House  rose  at  six  o'clock,  I  was  reading 
the  words  of  the  member  for  Brandon- 
(Mr.  Sifton),  his  own  apolgy  for  the  extra- 
ordinary position  which  he  assumes  on  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.  He  left 
the  government  because  he  could  not  agree 
with  his  colleagues  on  clause  16  of  the  Bill 
as  originally  presented,  and  when  he  spoke 
here  be  seemed  to  take  a  great  deal  of 
pride  in  the  fact  that  the  government  had 
i*mended  that  clause  and  substituted  for  it 
the  provision  as  to  separate  schools  which 
we  are  now  discussing.  We  have  had  it 
stated  throughout  the  country,  by  the  friends 
of  the  government  in  some  quarters,  that 
the  government  had  not  changed  their  policy 
on  this  question,  and  that  the  amended 
clause  is  in  effect  the  same  as  clause  16,  the 
difference  being  only  in  the  phraseology. 
If  we  are  to  believe  what  the  ex-minister 
(Mr.  Sifton)  says,  and  he  -seems  to  know 
all  about  it,  it  Is  quite  clear  that  he  carried 
bis  point  against  the  government,  against 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
and  the  framers  of  clause  16,  and  that  these 
gentlemen  had  to  take  back  water  at  the 
command  of  their  ex-minister.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  said, '  Hansard '  page 
3103  : 

Let  me  give  what  I  conceive  to  be  an  accu- 
rate resume  of  the  principles  which  are  en- 
forced and  carried  out  by  these  ordinances.  We 
have  one  normal  school  with  uniform  normal 


training  for  all  teachers,  and  when  I  say  all 
teachers,  I  mean  teachers  of  all  schools,  sepa- 
rate and  public  ;  uniform  curricula  and  courses 
of  study  for  all  schools  of  the  same  grade  ; 
uniform  text  books  for  all  schools  whatever  ; 
uniform  qualification  of  teachers  for  all  schools 
whatever  ;  complete  and  absolute  control  of  all 
schools  as  to  their  government  and  conduct,  by 
the  central  school  authority  set  up  by  the 
legislature  under  the  ordinances  ;  complete 
secularization  of  all  schools  between  nine 
o'clock  In  the  morning  and  three- thirty  in  the 
afternoon,  except  that  any  school,  if  the  trus- 
tees so  desire,  may  be  opened  with  the  Lord's 
Prayer  ;  distribution  of  the  legislative  grant 
to  all  schools  according  to  educational  effi- 
ciency on  principles  set  out  in  chapter  31. 

Then,  where  there  Is  a  public  school,  the 
minority,  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may 
organize  a  separate  school  ;  but  every  sepa- 
rate school  is  subject  absolutely  to  all  the 
foregoing  provisions,  and  is  In  every  sense  of 
the  term  a  public  school.  If  the  Protestants 
are  in  the  minority  in  a  district,  their  school 
is  called  a  separate  school  ;  

I  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  fact  that  what  we  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  would  call  a  Protestant  school,  Is, 
according  to  the  member,  for  Brandon,  a 
separate  school  when  the  Protestants  of  the 
district  are  in  the  minority.  The  ex-min- 
ister continued  : 

If  the  Catholics  are  in  the  minority  in  a  dis- 
trict, their  school  is  called  a  separate  school  ; 
but  both  are  public  schools.  They  are  abso- 
lutely similar  save  for  one  distinction  :  where 
the  trustees  are  Protestant,  there  is  Protes- 
tant teaching  from  half-past  three  to  four,  and 
where  the  trustees  are  Roman  Catholic  there 
Is  Roman  Catholic  teaching  from  half-past  three 
to  four.  That  Is  absolutely  the  only  distinction 
between  tbese  schools. 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  read  the  amend- 
ed clause  as  follows  : 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
separate  schools  which  any  class  of  persons 
have  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
under  the  terms  of  chapters  29  and  30  of  the 
ordinances  of  the  Northwest  Territories  passed 
in  the  year  1901. 

Commenting  on  this  clause,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sifton)  is  speaking  to  the  ele- 
ment of  our  population  who  are  opposed  to 
separate  schools  ;  be  Is  making  an  apology 
for  the  amended  clause,  and  he  says  : 

What  does  that  preserve  ?  I  have  read  these 
ordinances  through,  and  all  that  I  can  find 
this  section  to  preserve — and  it  is  an  Important 
thing — let  us  not  exaggerate  or  minimize,  let 
us  know  exactly  what  we  are  doing— I  think 
that  this  is  what  we  are  doing  and  all  that  we 
are  doing.  This  section  preserves  the  right  of 
the  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  minority  to 
have  their  school,  a  separate  school  in  name, 
but  a  public  school  In  fact,  in  a  separate  build- 
ing if  they  wish.  That  is  the  right  it  preserves. 
It  preserves,  secondly,  the  right  of  the  Pro- 
testant or  Roman  'Catholic  minority  in  such 
school  to  have  religious  teaching  from  3.30  to 
4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 
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Further  on  he  says  : 

But  there  cannot  be  under  this  system  any 
control  of  the  school  by  any  clerical  or  sec- 
tarian body. 

The  nlm  of  the  hou.  gentleman  Is  to  show 
that  he  is  opposed  to  clerical  or  sectarian 
Uacuing  more  than  anything  else.  Well, 
i<ir.  let  me  tell  him  that  those  who  are  In 
favour  of  separate  schools  In  the  proper 
sense  of  the  word  are  In  favour  of  clerical 
and  sectarian  teaching,  or  otherwise  those 
schools  would  not  deserve  the  name  of 
separate  schools.   He  says  : 

There  cannot  be  any  sectarian  teaching  be- 
tween nine  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  halt-past 
three  in  the  afternoon.  So  that,  so  far  as  we 
have  objections  to  separate  schools  based  upon 
the  idea  of  church  control,  clerical  control,  or 
ecclesiastlclsm  in  any  form,  this  system  of 
schools  is  certainly  not  open  to  that  objection. 

And  yet  the  newspapers  which  are  sup- 
porting the  government  In  the  province  of 
Quebec  are  boasting  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter is  preserving  for  ever  the  separate 
school  system  which  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  had  at  first— not  the  present 
>.vstein  of  separate  schools  existing  there, 
which  does  not  amount  to  anything.  The 
hou.  gentleman  (Mr.  Slfton)  goes  on  to  speak 
of  Manitoba  and  he  boasts  of  what  he  has 
done  : 

When  we  in  the  province  of'  Manitoba  under- 
took to  remove  what  was  a  school  system  that 
I  said  was  inefficient  to  the  point  of  absurdity, 
we  found  ourselves  confronted  with  many  and 
serious  difficulties. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  stated  this  after- 
noon what  I  believed  to  be  the  real  cause 
of  the  changing  of  the  school  law  In  Mani- 
toba, and  when  the  member  for  Brandon 
says  that  the  clerical  school  system  Is  In- 
efficient, I  can  refer  him  to  such  an  excellent 
authority  as  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Min- 
ister who  will  tell  him  that  he  is  entirely 
mistaken.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
the  elementary  schools  In  our  province,  or 
in  other  provinces  for  that  matter,  if  he 
said  that  what  we  call  in  French  les  petltes 
eeoles  are  not  perfect,  there  might  be  some 
ground  for  his  statement,  because  It  Is 
unfortunately  true  that  those  who  pay  for 
the  maintenance  of  these  schools  do  not 
contribute  sufficient  to  secure  the  services 
of  first-class  teachers.  However,  these  ele- 
mentary schools  are  mostly  attended  by  very 
young  children  and  up  to  the  present  time 
they  have  been  found  fairly  sufficient  for 
their  purpose.  But  when  the  member  for 
Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  makes  the  sweeping 
assertion  that  clerical  schools  are  Inefficient 
he  simply  does  not  know  what  he  is  talk- 
ing about.  Let  him  look  around  him  in 
this  House  and  see  the  men  on  both  sides, 
who  are  the  alumni  of  clerical  schools.  Let 
liiui  look  at  the  men  in  this  chamber  who  j 
have  been  taught  In  colleges  and  schools 
Mr.  BERGERON 


conducted  by  priests  ;  let  him  look  at  the 
men  who  have  received  what  he  calls  a 
clerical  education,  and  perhaps  he  will  re- 
vise his  judgment.  The  hon.  member  for 
Brandon  has  not  to  look  only  on  this  side 
of  the  House  ;  let  him  look  at  the  men  sit- 
ting around  him  and  beside  him  who  have 
received  their  education  In  schools  con- 
trolled by  the  clergy,  and  I  think  he  will 
have  to  admit  that  they  are  men  of  edu- 
cation, men  of  high  attainments,  men  of 
whom  any  country  might  well  be  proud. 

More  than  that ;  the  hon.  member  for 
Brandon  Is  unjust,  because.  If  I  am  well 
Informed — and  I  have  taken  my  informa- 
tion from  some  newspapers  of  repute  pub- 
lished In  the  province  of  Manitoba— the 
Catholic  university  of  St.  Boniface  to-day 
is  above  competition.  It  Is  understood  that 
In  that  university,  the  young  men  in  the 
highest  classes  have  nobody  to  compete 
with,  from  Toronto  to  the  Pacific  coast  and 
they  are  obliged  to  compete  amongst  them- 
selves. They  have  carried  oft  prizes, 
medals  and  every  distinction.  Nobody 
knows  this  better  than  the  hon.  member 
for  Brandon.  These  young  men  are  taught 
by  ecclesiastics  ;  they  are  the  subjects  of 
clerical  schools.  So  I  say  to  those  who 
might  be  tempted  to  believe  him  that  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  talks  of  the  inefficiency 
of  clerical  education,  he  is  out  of  the  way 
altogether. 

In  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson),  who  had  de- 
clared that  the  proceedings  of  the  Manitoba 
government  in  abolishing  separate  schools 
In  that  province  might  have  been  obnoxious 
to  somebody,  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon 
said  :  '  Well,  Sir,  I  am  here  to  say  that 
we  cannot  abolish  abuses  of  that  kind  by 
handling  people  with  kid  gloves.'  No,  we 
all  know  that  he  did  not  use  kid  gloves. 
We  all  know  that  not  only  was  the  minority 
in  Manitoba  robbed  of  its  system  of  schools, 
not  only  was  the  French  language  abolished, 
which  is  something  appreciated  by  those 
who  speak  that  language,  but  their  build- 
ings to  the  amount  of  $14,000  were  stolen 
from  them  by  the  Manitoba  government  and 
were  never  given  back  to  them.  So  when 
the  hon.  gentiemaii  says  that  he  did  not 
use  kid  gloves,  he  is  right.  I  would  rather 
say  he  used  a  crowbar  or  a  pince-monseig- 
neur  to  steal  the  separate  schools  of  Mani- 
toba, or  what  they  had  and  their  buildings. 

My  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bour- 
assa)  speaks  very  well — I  have  heard  him 
before— but  he  always  comes  to  a  conclusion 
entirely  different  from  his  premises.  Every 
time  I  have  heard  him  on  these  subjects,  I 
have  always  seen  him  starting  against  the 
government  and  finishing  by  being  entirely 
with  the  government.  He  thought  he  would 
make  a  point  in  his  speech  by  criticising 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
He  even  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  he  had 
lost  confidence  in  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
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tion.  Well,  that  did  not  pain  niy  hon. 
friend  very  much,  because  he  had  never  sup- 
posed that  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  had 
any  confidence  In  him.  The  hon.  member 
for  Labelle,  If  I  Infer  rightly  from  the 
words  he  uttered,  is  entirely  opposed  to  the 
amendment.  Still,  1  believe,  though  he 
did  not  say  so  in  words,,  that  he  will  vote 
for  the  amendment.  So  it  is  no  use  for  me 
to  discuss  his  speech,  because,  though  it 
was  witty  and  well  delivered,  its  conclu- 
sion did  not  follow  from  its  premises ;  con- 
sequently there  is  no  result  to  it. 

My  hon.  friend  from  Peel  (Mr.  Blain),  In 
the  very  eloquent  speech  he  made  in  the 
House  in  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle,  spoke  of  the  generosity  of  those 
men  whom  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
■was  ready  to  asperse.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Peel  forgot  one  thing,  however,  when 
he  spoke  of  the  generosity  of  Ontario,  he 
should  more  properly  have  spoken  of  the 
generosity  of  the  Conservatives  of  Ontario. 
My  hon.  friend  said  that  only  lately  there 
•was  an  election  in  the  province  of  Ontario, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day  had  said 
that  if  he  came  into  power  he  would  see 
that  every  nationality  and  creed  would  be 
represented  in  his  government.  What  did 
he  do  when  called  on  to  form  an  adminis- 
tration? He  kept  his  word  ;  he  acted  like 
an  honourable  man  and  according  to  the 
traditions  of  the  Conservative  party.  Mr. 
Speaker,  who  was  the  man  who  for  the 
first  time,  appointed  to  the  upper  House 
of  this  parliament  a  French  Canadian  from 
the'  province  of  Ontario— a  man  coming  from 
your  own  city,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Casgrain  ? 
Sir  John  A.  Maedonald.  whom  the  Liberals 
in  our  province  have  always  tried  to  make 
a  scapegoat  of,  as  a  Protestant  and  a  fan- 
atic. Who  appointed  the  first  French  Can- 
adian senator  from  the  province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  in  the  person  of  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Arsenault,  but  a  Conservative  adminis- 
tration ?  And  when  that  gentleman  died, 
our  French  Canadian  premier  replaced  him 
with  an  English-speaking  Canadian.  Who 
appointed  Senator  Poirier.  another  French 
Canadian,  from  the  province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, but  a  Conservative  administration, 
which  also  appointed  Judge  Landry  ?  1  am 
saying  this  to  show  that  the  Conservative 
party  has  traditions  of  which  it  may  well 
be  proud,  and  that  it  stands  by  those  tra- 
ditions. There  may  be  in  our  party  some 
gentlemen  who  have  ideas  different  from 
the  others,  but  the  party  as  a  whole  has 
a  history  of  which  it  may  well  be  proud. 
We  cannot  say  the  same  of  the  other  party. 
We  know  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  stood  upon  any  platform  in  the  past, 
it  has  been  only  to  get  into  power.  Their 
traditions  are  all  new ;  they  have  never 
been  in  use  yet.  In  1890.  the  Liberal  party 
prevented  the  Conservative  party  from  do- 
ing an  act  of  justice  in  the  settlement  of 
the  Manitoba  school  question.    We  may  be 


told  that  the  province  of  Quebec  has  sanc- 
tioned that.  It  is  true.  There  are  many 
considerations  for  that ;  but  it  does  not  de- 
prive the  Conservative  party  of  the  honour 
of  having  done  Its  duty.  I  heard  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  yes- 
terday saying  In  a  sarcastic  way  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  may  boast  that  three  ap- 
peals have  been  made  to  the  people  since 
that  time,  and  that  the  people  have  sanc- 
tioned the  position  taken  by  my  right  hon. 
friend.  What  does  that  prove  ?  It  proves 
only  one  thing— and  I  say  It  with  all  mod- 
esty—that they  were  believed  more  than 
we  were  believed ;  but  it  does  not  prove 
that  they  were  right.  Sir,  when  I  am  speak- 
ing about  traditions,  I  want  to  say  this  be- 
fore I  resume  my  seat,  that  upon  all  those 
dangerous  questions,  national  or  religious, 
the  Conservative  party  has  always  been 
found  in  the  path  of  duty,  ready  to  do  what 
was  best  iu  the  Interest  of  the  country. 
They  paid  for  It  dearly  sometimes  ;  but  his- 
tory is  written,  and  when  that  history  Is 
read  by  those  who  will  come  later,  the 
young  men  of  the  day,  whether  they  are 
educated  in  separate  schools  or  in  public 
schools,  it  will  tell  them  the  truth.  The 
Liberal  party  cannot  continue  to  play 
double  face  with  each  and  every  one  of 
these  questions. 

Something  has  been  said,  unfortunately, 
about  the  hierarchy  ;  and  something  has 
been  written  in  the  papers  against  the 
hierarchy.  But  it  was  defended  here  by 
gentlemen  on  both  sides,  and  I  was  proud 
to  hear  gentlemen  who  do  not  belong  to 
that  creed  speaking  of  the  hierarchy  in  most 
eulogistic  terms.  Let  me  say  that,  although 
we  have  had  this  measure  before  the  House 
for  over  a  month,  I  have  never  received  a 
letter  or  word  of  communication  of 
any  kind  regarding  It  from  any  bishop 
or  priest,  and  I  know  a  great  many. 
What  does  that  prove  ?  It  shows, 
not  that  the  Catholic  clergy  are  not 
Interested,  but  that  they  have  too  much  deli- 
cacy and  too  much  sense  of  their  own  dig- 
nity to  undertake,  without  being  requested 
to  do  so,  to  advise  a  member  of  parliament 
as  to  what  course  he  should  follow.  Our 
clergy  have  been  deceived  In  the  past,  and 
if  my  remarks  ha^e  been  long  and  tedious, 
it  is  because  I ,  wish  to  put  on  record  in 
'  Hansard '  what  I  consider  necessary  to 
enable  them  to  know  who  are  those  by 
whom  they  have  been  deceived.  We  have 
beard  a  great  deal  about  petitions,  and 
we  have  seen  a  great  many  petitions  pre- 
sented in  this  House,  but  the  only  petition 
that  I  have  received  from  my  constituency 
is  one  that  is  signed  by  fourteen  Methodists 
— whom  I  know  to  be  most  respectable 
men — in  the  city  of  Valleyfleld.  We  have 
been  told  of  certain  petitions  whicli  have 
been  sent  out  In  the  province  of  Quebec  by 
the  Club  Jacques  Cartier  at  the  instigation 
of  some  members  of  this  House.  But  that 
statement  was  positively  denied  by  my  hon. 
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friend  from  Jacques  Cartler  (Mr.  Monk). 
My  hon.  friend  stated  positively  that  there 
was  not  a  member  in  this  House  from  the 
province  of  Quebec  who  baa  anything  to 
do  with  these  petitions.  I  am  not  pretend- 
ing that  there  would  be  any  harm  in  these 
petitions,  people  have  the  right  to  petition  ; 
but  I  am  merely  pointing  out  that  if  any 
petitions  were  circulated,  they  were  circulat- 
ed by  some  one  who  took  upon  himself  to 
do  that  work  without  having  had  any 
authorization  from  any  member  of  parlia- 
ment. I  have  not  seen  any  of  these  peti- 
tions, but  I  understand  that  in  all  of  them 
the  right  bon.  gentleman  is  asked  to  stand 
fast  by  clause  No.  16  of  the  Bill  as  intro- 
duced. The  signers  of  these  petitions  were 
afraid  that  he  might  drop  that  clause  ;  they 
were  afraid  that  he  might  be  influenced  by 
the  other  wing  of  the  government,  and 
abandon  clause  16  for  something  else. 
Well,  they  were  aot  wrong,  because  my 
right  hon.  friend  has  given  up  that  clause 
and  accepted  an  amendment  which  is  satis- 
factory to  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon 
(Mr.  Si  f  ton).  One  need  not  gw  far  to  show 
what  kind  of  an  amendment  that  must  be. 
I  call  the  attention  of  those  who  are  in 
favour  of  separate  schools  to  Mr.  SIfton's 
approval.  If  the  amendment  before  the 
House  is  acceptable  to  the  bon.  member  for 
Brandon,  you  may  judge  for  yourselves 
how  far  it  goes  in  favour  of  separate  schools. 

In  1896  there  was  a  hierarchy  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  just  as  there  is  to-day. 
What  happened  then  ?  After  the  elections 
were  over  and  my  right  hon.  friend  was 
returned  to  power  with  a  large  majority 
from  the  province  of  Quebec,  one  of  the 
boasts  of  the  Liberal  politicians  and  the 
Liberal  press  was  that  they  had  been  able 
to  carry  the  province  against  the  hlerarchv. 
If  that  were  true,  what  did  it  mean  ?  it 
could  only  mean  that  the  hierarchy  had  no 
influence  at  all.  But  if  It  had  no  influence, 
how  could  we  be  called  a  priest-ridden  pro- 
vince ?  It  is  not  true,  however,  that  the 
hierarchy  had  no  influence,  and  I  can  tell 
my  right  hon.  friend  something  which  he 
knows  quite  well.  The  hierarchy  in  1890 
did  not  do  anything.  They  did  not  do  as 
much  as  I  would  have  liked  them  to  do  in 
their  own  interests.  So  broad  and  non- 
partisan were  the  inandements  they  pub- 
lished that  they  were  accepted  by  the  Lib- 
erals as  being  in  their  favour.  But  if  the 
day  should  come  when  that  hierarchy 
would  feel  impelled  to  take  a  hand  in  the 
contest,  their  influence  would  be  soon  felt. 
My  right  hon.  friend  remembers  that  when 
there  was  trouble  in  Manitoba,  when  a  re- 
bellion was  threatened  in  that  province,  it 
was  not  on  its  troops  that  the  government 
relied.  No.  the  government  of  that  day 
did  not  send  out  its  troops,  but  telegraphed 
to  Rome  to  his  Lordship  Bishop  Tache.  and 
asked  him  to  return  home  and  establish 
peace  in  the  province  of  Manitoba.  Bishop 
Tachf  did  so.  The  government  of  that  day 
must  had  confidence  in  his  ability  and 
Mr.  BERGERON. 


influence.  Many  were  the  promises  which 
were  made  him  then,  but  which  have  never 
been  carried  out.  For  this  I  am  not  blam- 
ing my  right  hon.  friend.  The  responsibility 
lies  with  other  public  men,  but  unfortun- 
ately the  Liberal  party  had  more  to  do  with 
it  than  anybody  else. 

To  come  back  tp  the  position  taken  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance  ,  (Mr.  Fielding). 
We  are  now  about  to  create  two  new  pro- 
vinces. We  are  in  a  sense  enlarging  Canada. 
We  are  making  it  stronger  and  more  im- 
portant. I  would  advise  the  House  not 
to  stand  so  much  upon  tbe  letter  of  the 
constitution,  but  to  do  what  is  best  calcu- 
lated to  make  all  creeds  and  nationalities 
in  these  new  provinces  live  together  in  har- 
mony. What  we  require  In  this  country  is 
tolerance  and  conciliation,  and  we  cannot 
have  that  when  we  call  for  the  sacrifice  of 
any  principle  or  the  destruction  of  any 
right.  Every  nationality  and  creed  in  this 
Dominion  should  be  made  to  feel  that  it 
has  the  respect  and  the  confidence  of  other 
nationalities  and  creeds,  if  we  want  Canada 
to  be  united  and  ever  to  achieve  anything. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  the  question  now  being 
discussed  is  the  last  of  the  kind  that  will 
ever  come  before  parliament.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  In  tbe  end  we  shall  all  join  hand 
In  hand.  I  trust  that  every  province  and 
every  Canadian  worthy  of  the  name,  and 
who  desires  the  welfare  of  his  country,  will 
join  hand  in  band  with  his  fellow-citizens 
to  work  together  for  what  we  believe  the 
best  Interests  of  Canada,  and  not  allow 
national  or  religious  questions  to  interfere 
with  that  work. 

In  speaking  of  tbe  position  taken  by  my 
leader,  I  wish  to  say  openly  that,  to  my 
mind,  he  made  an  admirable  speech  upon 
this  question,  a  speech  to  which  nobody 
can  take  exception.  We  may  not  all  share 
the  conclusions  to  which  he  came,  but  every 
man  on  this  side,  and  I  believe  on  the  other 
side  as  well  is  convinced  that  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  spoke  in  all  sincerity,  with- 
out any  bias,  and  influenced  solely  by  a  de- 
sire for  the  welfare  of  Canada.  So  much 
is  that  the  case,  that  if  in  that  amendment 
of  his,  ten  words  were  struck  off  at  the 
end.  I  would  be  disposed  to  support  it.  And 
in  doing  so  I  would  be  standing  on  a  good 
principle,  namely,  provincial  autonomy  and 
provincial  rights  ;  and  in  my  opinion  clause 
93  of  the  British  North  America  Act  would 
give  the  new  provinces  the  school  system 
they  have  to-day.  But  as  a  doubt  has  been 
expressed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  I 
would  have  clause  16.  But  here  is  whei'e 
I  think  there  is  a  difference  between  tbe 
position  taken  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  tbe 
opposition  and  the  right  hon.  tbe  First  Min- 
ister. My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position leaves  the  door  open  by  his  amend- 
ment to  the  people  of  the  new  provinces  to 
give  themselves  separate  schools.  From  not 
one  man  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  I 
heard  a  word  against  the  system  of  separate 
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schools  in  itself.  Those  who  have  spoken 
have  declared  in  favour  of  allowing  the  peo- 
ple to  have  whatever  system  of  schools  they 
please. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tieuian  (Mr.  Bergeron)  allow  me  a  question? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  •  Yes. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  Was  the  hon.  gentle- 
man in  the  House  when  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  said  that  the  sys- 
tem of  separate  schools  was  a  bad  one  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  did  not  hear  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  say  that. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  Montmagny  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  refer  to 
separate  schools  as  they  exist  in  the  North- 
west ? 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  asked  my  hon. 
friend  if  be  contended  that  the  system  of 
separate  schools  in  that  province  was  a 
bad  one  and  he  answered  yes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  said  that  that  system, 
in  my  Judgment,  was  not  a  good  one.  But 
1  added,  in  connection  with  the  schools  in 
the  Northwest,  that  our  fight  was  not  against 
the  people  giving  separate  schools  if  they 
desired  to  do  so,  but  against  interference 
with  their  rights  to  have  any  system  they 
chose. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  accept  the  word  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
and  I  would  remind  my  hon.  friend  from 
Montmagny  that  it  could  not  be  otherwise, 
as  the  separate  schools  in  the  Northwest 
are,  for  all  practical  purposes,  the  very 
same  as  the  public  schools.  Now,  the  amend- 
ed Bill  of  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier),  in  my  opinion,  will  prevent  alto- 
gether the  establishment  in  the  Northwest 
of  separate  schools  such  as  1  would  like 
to  see.  He  perpetuates  the  provision  of 
the  ordinaqce  now  existing.  And  the  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  has  de- 
clared that  the  schools  under  these  ordin- 
ances are  entirely  public  schools.  Put  this 
upon  the  statute-book  and  you  prevent  for 
ever  the  establishment  of  separate  schools 
in  the  Northwest  provinces.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  position  taken  by  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  leaves  it 
open  to  the  provinces  to  establish  any  sys- 
tem of  schools  they  desire. 

Now,  I  fear  I  have  kept  the  House  too 
long.  1  bad  Intended  to  speak  much  more 
briefly.  But  hon.  gentlemen  will  pardon 
me  because  this  is  a  very  Important  ques- 
tion, and  I  hope  that  It  will  be  long  before 
we  shall  be  called  upon  to  speak  on  any 
such  subject  so  delicate  and  so  dangerous. 
When  I  am  called  upon  to  address  the  House 
again,  I  hope  It  will  be  on  some  question 
upon  which  members  of  the  same  party  can 
agree.  Still,  though  this  is  an  unfortunate 
question,  a  dangerous  question,  I  wish  to 


pay  this  compliment  to  my  colleagues  in 
this  House,  on  both  sides  of  the  House — 
that  the  newspapers  of  the  country  might 
well  take  a  leaf  out  of  *  Hansard '  for  they 
will  find  _  there  that  every  man  who  lias 
spoken  has  been  able  to  express  his  opinion 
frankly  yet  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  hurt 
the  feelings  of  any  of  his  fellow-members. 
Hoping,  as  I  have  said,  that  we  shall  not 
have  again  such  questions  to  deal  with,  but 
that  we  may  all  unite  for  the  best  interests 
of  Canada,  I  am  reminded  of  the  words  of 
Tennyson,  with  which  I  close  : 

Let  Whig  and  Tory  stir  their  blood, — 
There  must  be  stormy  weather; 

But  for  true  results  of  good 
All  parties  work  together. 

Hon.  N.  A.  BELCOURT  (Ottawa).  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  my  hon.  friend  from  Beau- 
harnols  (Mr.  Bergeron)  permit  me  to  extend 
to  him  my  congratulations,  and  to  assure  him 
of  the  pleasure  which  I  share  with  other 
gentlemen  upon  this  side  of  the  House, 
because  of  the  fact  that  he  will  give  his 
vote  on  the  measure  before  you  In  support 
of  the  government  of  to-day.  Whatever  may 
be  thought  of  the  reasons  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  as  justifying  that  conclus- 
ion, It  Is  a  gratification  to  know  that,  on 
this  occasion,  he  will  vote  with  us.  He 
said  that  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr. 
Bourassat  had  devoted  most  of  his  speech 
to  remarks  antagonistic  to  the  course  of 
the  government,  and  still  concluded  by  de- 
claring that  he  would  vote  with  the  gov- 
ernment. I  am  afraid  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Labelle  has  found  a  very  ready 
Imitator  in  that  respect,  in  the  person  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnols— In  fact 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Bergeron)  has  gone 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  one  better ; 
the  whole  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened,  has  been— I  say  it  without  of- 
fence—a tirade  against  the  government  of 
the  day.  He  did  not  say  at  the  end  how 
he  would  vote,  but  I  presume  he  will  vote 
against  the  amendment 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  may  have  forgotten 
to  say  that.  I  will  not  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BELOOURT.  Then,  what  has  been 
said  has  been  well  said.  The  Canadian 
national  family  will  extend  to  the  two 
new  provinces  in  the  west  their  hearty 
congratulations  when,  on  the  first  of  July 
next,  they  take  their*  place  In  the  family 
circle  and  around  the  family  table.  I  hope 
that  by  that  time  the  note  of  discord  which 
has  been  heard  In  one  part  of  this  country 
will  have  ceased  to  sound— I  believe  in  fact 
that  that  will  be  the  case,  and  that  even 
if  it  still  sounds,  it  will  not  mar  the  chorus 
of  pride  and  satisfaction  with  which  all 
Canada  will  extend  a  welcome  to  the  two- 
iiew  sisters  In  the  west,  with  hearty  good 
wishes  for  their  progress,  prosperity  and 
happiness.    In  discussing  this  Bill  I  do  not 
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Intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  in 
referring  to  those  features  which  are  not 
the  subject  of  contention.  As  to  irrigation, 
a»  to  financial  arrangements,  as  to  the  divi- 
sion of  the  territory  into  one  or  more  prov- 
inces— as  to  these,  there  seems  to  be  but 
little  dispute.  With  your  permission,  I  will 
devote  the  time  during  which  you  may 
indulge  me,  to  treating  with  the  main  ques- 
tion in  dispute,  the  question  of  education, 
and  incidentally,  the  control  of  the  public 
lands.  As  to  the  question  of  education, 
section  Hi  preserves,  in  my  opinion,  what  we 
Roman  Catholics  hold  as  part  of  our  relig- 
ious faith— religious  instruction  in  the 
schools.  I  need  not  say  that  I  am  a  believer 
in  that  doctrine,  that  I  am  in  that  respect, 
altogether  at  one  with  the  church  to  which 
I  belong.  And  it  is  a  gratification  to  me 
to  know,  and  I  feel  fortified  to  know,  that 
there  are  many  great  men,  not  only  in  this 
country,  but  in  the  mother  country  and 
■elsewhere,  not  professing  the  religion  to 
which  I  am  attached,  who  also  believe  in 
the  necessity  of  religious  instruction  in  the 
schools.  I  say  that  section  16  Is  altogether 
Justified  under  the  letter  and  spirit  of  our 
constitution.  I  say  also,  and  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  demonstrate  It,  that,  on  grounds 
of  highest  public  policy,  the  enactment  of 
section  10  is  altogether  expedient  and  is 
rendered  absolutely  necessary.  We  know 
the  rights  which  are  preserved  by  section 
1(5.  If  separate  schools  are  allowed,  I  care 
not  whether  they  are  called  denominational 
schools  or  whatever  name  may  be  given  to 
them.  To  my  mind  there  Is  nothing  in 
the  name,  or  very  little — it  Is  altogether  in 
the  principle,  a  principle  which  Is  sanction- 
ed, admitted,  and  perpetuated  by  section  16, 
insisting  on  the  right  or  privilege  of  the 
minority  to  give  religious  instruction  in  the 
schools  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

This  privilege  is  recognized  and  in  ex- 
istence to-day  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of 
1875  and  by  virtue  of  the  ordinances  of 
1901  which  have  been  passed  pursuant  to 
that  statute.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  devoted  a  large  portion  of 
bis  speech  to  demonstrate  as  a  legal  pro- 
position that  the  statute  of  1875  could  at 
any  time  have  been  repealed  and  that  It 
could  he  repealed  to-day.  He  cited  the 
authority  of  Sir  John  Thompson  aud  others 
in  support  of  that  contention.  I  do  not 
think '  that  any  lawyer  will  dispute  that. 
It  is  quite  clear  and>  must  be  clear  to  any 
lawyer  that  the  Act  of  1875  could  have  been 
■repealed  and  that  it  could  be  repealed  now 
at  this  very  moment.  But,  Sir,  it  has  not 
been  repealed.  It  is  In  existence  to-day. 
The  ordinances  which  have  been  made  in 
pursuance  of  that  statute  are  in  existence 
and  they  will  be  In  existence  on  the  1st  of 
July  when  these  two  provinces  join  the  con- 
federation. The  effect  of  section  10  is  to 
preserv  e  and  perpetuate  that  right  upon  the 
admission  of  the  two  new  provinces.  I 
say.  that,  under  the  letter  of  sections  93 
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and  140  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
that  clause  is  not  only  justified,  but  it  is 
necessary.  The  real  question  with  me  is 
to  determine  what  is  the  right  of  the  pro- 
vince at  the  moment  it  enters  the  union  in 
the  words  of  section  i)3.  The  whole  ques- 
tion with  me  is  determined  by  the  fact 
that  the  right  or  privilege  mentioned  in  the 
section  exists  concurrently  with  the  crea- 
tion or  birth  of  the  province  as  a  provipce. 
The  word  '  province '  in  section  93  means 
the  province,  not  before,  but  the  province 
at  the  moment  that  it  enters  confederation 
and  for  ever  thereafter.  But  before  it  does 
enter  as  a  province  it  is  not  a  province 
of  the  union  and  consequently  if  it  has 
been  admitted  as  a  territory  the  provis- 
ions of  section  93  have  no  application.  The 
provisions  contained  in  the  British  North 
America  Act.  1867,  are  provisions  which  ap- 
ply to  and  which  regulate  the  relations  of 
the  provinces  of  the  union  which  determine 
the  rights,  privileges  and  obligations  of  the 
provinces  as  provinces.  In  section  1  to  sec- 
tion 146  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
are  contained  the  provisions,  stipulations 
and  agreements  made  between  the  original 
partners  to  the  confederation,  which  are  ap- 
plicable to  the  provinces  of  the  union  and 
to  the  provinces  of  the  union  only.  Surely 
it  cannot  be  contended  that  the  original 
British  North  America  Act,  1867.  section  1 
to  section  146.  was  intended  to  regulate  and 
determine  the  relations  of  any  part  of  Brit- 
ish North  America  other  than  the  provinces 
which  agreed  at  that  time  to  form  part  of 
the  confederation  or  which  later  on  were  to 
be  added  thereto.  I  repeat  Sir,  that  the 
right  to  be  preserved  is  the  right  concur- 
rent with  and  co-existent  with  the  creation 
of  the  province  or  existing  at  the  time 
of  its  entering  into  the  union.  Take  section 
93  and  what  is  its  plain  ordinary  meaning? 
I  say,  referring  to  the  words  of  the  section, 
that  the  word  province  in  the  section— 

— Any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to  de- 
nominational schools  which  any  clrfss  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  utlon. 

 means  nothing  else  than  a  province  com- 
ing into  the  confederation  as  a  province  and 
not  as  a  territory.  My  hon.  friend  the  lead- 
er of  the  opposition,  in  order  to  make  good 
his  point,  says  that  because  the  Territories 
bad  been  admitted  Into  the  confederation  in 
1870  section  93  has  no  longer  Its  application; 
in  other  words,  that  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 93  must  be  applied  as  to  the  Territories 
In  1870,  because,  according  to  him,  that  Is 
the  date  at  which  they  came  Into  the  union. 
Well,  I  say  that  In  order  to  come  to  that 
conclusion  my  learned  and  hon.  friend  has 
had  to  do  what  he  charged  the  government 
with  doing  in  this  case,  he  has  had  to  Inter- 
polate Into  section  93  a  word  which  Is  not 
to  be  found  in  section  93.  He  has  had  to 
Interpolate  the  word  '  territory '  into  the  sec- 
tion which  is  not  to  be  found  In  the  section. 
He  has  had,  in  fact,  to  substitute  for  the 
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word  'province,*which  is  in  section  93,  the 
woi'd  'territory.'  which  is  not  in  section  93. 
I  think  I  am  not  doing  my  hon.  friend  an 
injustice  in  stating  that  as  his  argument. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BOItDEN.  I  am  not  disposed 
to  admit  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Belcourt) 
is  exactly  stating  my  argument.  However, 
my  argument  is  before  the  House  and  when 
■we  come  to  discuss  this  question  afterwards 
in  committee  we  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  interchanging  opinions.  But,  I  would  like 
to  ask  my  hon.  friend  one  question,  if  he 
will  permit  me,  and  it  is  this:  I  would  in- 
fer from  what  he  has  just  said  that  he  con- 
siders section  2  of  the  Bill  now  under  dis- 
cussion as  being  sufficient  to  bring  Into 
operation  in  the  new  provinces  the  provis- 
ions of  section  93,  and  that  these  provisions 
would  perpetuate  in  the  new  provinces  the 
provisions  of  section  14  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
That  is  the  logical  deduction  from  what  my 
hon.  and  learned  friend  has  just  said.  Am 
I  correct  in  so  understanding  him? 

Mr.  BEUXkURT.  If  my  hon.  friend 
will  permit  me  as  my  argument  develops 
I  will  give  him  an  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion, although  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I 
thoroughly  understand  his  question.  It 
may  be  that  it  was  doubtful,  if,  under  the 
original  provision  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  we  could  admit  the  Ter- 
ritories otherwise  than  as  provinces.  I  am 
willing  to  go  that  far  on  the  lines  of  my 
hon.  friend's  argument.  It  is  doubtful  with 
me,  if  the  Act  of  1871  had  not  been  passed, 
wliether  we  could  have  admitted  the  Ter- 
ritories except  as  full-fledged  provinces  to 
the  union.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  the  principal  reason  which  prompted 
the  Act  of  1871  was  the  very  doubt  to 
which  I  have  referred.  But  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1871  has,  to  my  mind,  removed 
any  doubt  which  could  have  existed  to  that 
effect.  What  is  the  general  scheme  of  the 
Confederation  Act?  The  general  scheme  of 
the  Confederation  Act,  as  has  been  pointed 
out  by  others,  was  to  establish  a  national 
partnership  between  then  fully  independent 
and  autonomous  provinces  or  colonies  sub- 
ject only  to  one  jurisdiction,  and  that  was 
the  imperial  jurisdiction,  whatever  it  may 
have  been  and  which  I  have  no  doubt  varied 
from  one  case  to  the  other.  But  the  idea 
of  the  fathers  of  confederation  was  to  make 
an  agreement— a  partnership  agreement  I 
will  call  it— for  the  purpose  of  determining 
the  conditions,  the  powers  and  the  relations 
of  these  autonomous  provinces,  as  between 
themselves  and  for  the  sake  of  creating  a 
central  power  and  enlarging  the  importance 
of  their  positions  in  British  North  America. 
They  came  together  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
termining the  conditions  of  that  partner- 
ship. The  Act  of  Confederation  determin- 
ed what  the  relations  of  these  autonomous 
provinces  as  between  themselves  and  the 
central  power  and  what  their  powers,  rights 


and  obligations  would  be.  It  also  provid- 
ed, by  section  14(5,  that  later  on  these 
portions  of  British  North  America  which 
at  that  time  did  not  come  into  the  confedera- 
tion might  do  so,  and  I  say  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention then,  under  the  letter  of  the  con- 
stitution, and  that  it  was  then  provided  and 
stipulated  that  if  other  provinces  should 
later  on  enter  the  confederation  they  should 
come  in  under  the  same  terms  and  con- 
ditions, and  that  the  conditions  which  were 
made  applicable  to  the  original  provinces 
were  uniform  conditions  applicable  not  only 
to  the  original  provinces  but  to  those  which 
might  be  added  to  the  partnership  later  on. 

It  was  not  contemplated  by  the  provi- 
sions of  the  British  North  America  Act 
sections  1  to  146,  that  there  might  be  ad- 
mitted at  that  time  as  full-fledged  provinces 
any  portion  of  British  North  America  then 
in  process  of  formation.  It  was  not  thought 
that  those  portions  of  territory  in  the  west, 
which  at  that  time  had  very  little  popula- 
tion except  the  eoureurs  de  bois  and  a  few- 
stray  settlers  here  and  there,  should  be  ad- 
mitted as  provinces  ;  it  was  not  contem- 
plated at  that  time,  for  instance,  that  there 
was  any  possibility  of  admitting  them  ex- 
cept as  temporary  portions  of  the  confedera- 
tion. I  say  that  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  British  North  America  Act,  1867,  so 
far  as  they  concerned  the  original  portions 
of  the  confederation,  or  such  provinces 
which  might  be  admitted  later  on,  are  ab- 
solutely immutable ;  they  are  unchange- 
able, at  all  events,  so  far  as  this  parlia- 
ment is  concerned,  although  they  might,  it 
is  true,  be  subject  to  amendment  by  the 
imperial  parliament  But  the  Canadian  par- 
liament cannot  materially  alter  the  specific 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America 
Act 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  are  proposing  to  do 
it  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BEXCOURT.  Not  at  all.  It  has  been 
argued,  and  it  has  been  stated  repeatedly, 
that  the  Northwest  Territories,  when  they 
came  into  confederation  in  1870,  came  in 
subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1867.  Such  argument  would  have  some 
foundation,  as  I  have  said,  if  the  Act  of 
1871  had  not  been  passed,  but  the  Act  of 
1871,  in  my  opinion,  was  passed  principal- 
ly in  order  to  get  over  that  very  diffi- 
culty. It  was  thought  at  that  time,  after 
Manitoba  and  the  Territories  had  been  taken 
in,  in  1870,  that  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  1867,  were  insufficient 
to  cover  the  case  of  the  Territories.  There 
arose  a  doubt  at  that  time  whether  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1867  were  ap- 
plicable to  the  Territories  upon  their  ad- 
mission. There  also  arose  another  doubt  as 
to  whether  the  powers  of  this  parliament  in 
admitting  territories  as  such  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  146  had  not  been  exhaust- 
ed. It  was  thought  by  some  that  we  had 
exercised  the  power  given  to  us  by  section 
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146  in  admitting  these  Territories  as  ter- 
ritories, and  that  being  so,  it  was  doubted 
if  it  was  any  longer  open  to  us,  if  we  still 
had  the  power  to  admit  them  later  on  as 
provinces.  That,  I  think,  was  the  principal 
reason  of  the  amendment  of  1871.  That 
was  the  principal  object  of  that  legislation, 
and  I  think  it  was  also  the  principal  effect 
of  it. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  If  that  contention  is  cor- 
rect, what  would  be  the  effect  now  ?  Would 
that  statute  that  was  passed  then  be  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  case  with  which  we  are 
now  dealing  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  cannot  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman's  question  at  all. 

Mr.  LENNOX.    I  understood  the  hon.  j 
gentleman  to  say  that  It  was  thought  that 
the  power  of  section  146  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  was  exhausted. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   I  said  a  doubt  arose. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  That  was  supposed  to  be 
the  reason  for  getting  another  Act  from  the 
imperial  parliament.  If  that  Act  was  neces- 
sary at  that  time,  would  that  Act  be  suffi- 
cient for  the  present  case,  or  would  it  be 
exhausted  toy  the  exercise  of  It  at  that  time? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  said  that  the  Act  of 
1871  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
us  to  admit  these  provinces,  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  power  conferred  by  section  146 
bad  been  exhausted. 

Mr.  LENNOX.  I  have  not  recently  been 
looking  at  the  section  with  tflls  particular 
point  In  view,  but  my  recollection  Is  that 
the  statute  only  provides  for  the  case  of 
Manitoba,  and  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
cover  the  new  province  now  about  to  be 
admitted. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  covered  the  case  of 
Manitoba  in  so  many  words,  but  by  neces- 
sary inference  it  covered  the  case  of  the  j 
Territories  as  well.  The  hon.  gentleman 
must  remember  that  when  this  Act  was 
passed  the  Territories  had  been  admitted 
into  conederatlon  as  territories ;  Mani- 
toba had  been  admitted  as  a  province,  and 
the  Act  of  1871  was  passed,  as  I  have  said, 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  us  a  power 
which  it  was  thought  we  had  already  exer- 
cised under  146  by  admitting  them  as  ter- 
ritories, a  power  to  admit  them  later  on  as 
provinces.  I  say  that  by  Inference  the  Act 
of  1871  enables  us  to  do  that  to-day. 

There  was  another  reason  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  also  referred,  that  Is,  the 
provision  for  the  control  of  lauds  under  the 
Manitoba  Act.  It  was  thought  at  the  time 
that  that  was  possibly  ultra  vires,  and  that 
was  another  reason  why  the  Act  of  1871  was 
passed  :  but  one  has  only  to  look  at  the 
preamble  of  the  Act  of  1871  to  see  clearly 
and  plainly  that  t.iese  were  the  reasons 
that  prompted  that  Act.  The  preamble 
reads  : 

Mr.  BELCOURT. 


Whereas  doubts  have  been  entertained  re- 
specting the  powers  of  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada to  establish  provinces  in  territories  admit- 
ted, or  which  may  hereafter  be  admitted  Into 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  to  provide  for  the 
representation  of  such  provinces  in  the  said 
parliament,  and  it  is  expedient  to  remove  such 
doubts  and  to  vest  such  powers  in  the  said  par- 
liament: 

The  preamble  of  the  Act  is  plain,  and 
seems  to  leave  no  question  that  the  object 
of  the  Act  was  to  remove  the  doubts  to 
which  I  have  made  reference.  Under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1871  we  have  had 
the  power  ever  since  it  was  passed  to  apply 
to  these  Territories  such  provisions  of  the 
British  Columbia  Act  as  we  saw  fit.  We 
have  had  the  power  to  apply  the  original 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
in  whole  or  in  part,  in  any  modified  manner 
that  we  chose,  and  we  have  had  the  power, 
as  was  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend,  to 
repeal  these  provisions  and,  from  time  to 
time,  to  substitute  for  them  other  provi- 
sions of  a  similar  or  of  a  different  nature. 
As  far  as  the  Territories  are  concerned,  It 
must  be  remembered  that  they  came  into 
the  confederation  without  any  special  pro- 
visions applicable  to  them,  that  It  was  left 
to  this  parliament  to  determine,  from  time 
to  time,  what  powers  we  should  confer  upon 
them.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  absolutely 
justified.  As  I  have  pointed  out,  as  every 
one  knows,  the  Territories  were  then  in 
their  early  Infancy.  They  had  a  very  sparse 
population,  the  whole  matter  was  tentative  ; 
the  jurisdiction  which  the  Act  conferred  on 
them  must  necessarily  for  manifestly  ob- 
vious reasons  be  a  tentative  one;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  provided,  under  sec- 
tion 2,  that  we  might,  from  time  to  time, 
apply  to  them  such  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  as  we  should  dee.ni  pro- 
per. I  say  that  that  discretionary  power 
vested  in  this  parliament  with  reference  to 
the  Territories  was  with  reference  to  terri- 
tories only,  and  not  with  reference  to 
provinces.  I  say  that  under  the  Act  of  1871 
this  parliament  has  not  to-day  the  right  to 
apply  to  any  province  coming  Into  the  union 
any  but  the  original  provisions,  from  section 
1  to  section  146,  of  the  Act  of  1867.  I  say 
that  the  Act  of  1871  was  made  for  the  pur- 
pose only  of  the  Territories,  and  cannot 
to-day  have  any  application,  and  should  not 
have  any  application  whatever,  when  we  are 
taking  a  province  into  confederation. 

The  Act  of  1871  was  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  completing  the  Act  of  1867 ;  not 
for  the  purpose  of  modifying  It,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  repealing  any  of  its  provisions, 
but  simply  in  order  to  add  to  the  Act  of 
1807  provisions  which  It  was  found  had 
been  omitted  from  that  Act.  Its  scope 
was  limited  to  the  entry,  control  and  gov- 
ernment of  new  territories.  Under  the 
rules  of  construction.  I  submit  that  my 
argument  is  quite  justified,  because  I 
think  every  lawyer  In  this  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  modification  of  a 
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specific,  clear,  definite  provision  cannot  be 
modified  by  another  provision  made  in 
general  terms  to  be  found  In  tiie  same  Act 
or  in  another  Act  to  be  read  together  with  it. 
All  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1871  are 
susceptible  of  application  and  are  suscep- 
tible of  interpretation  apart  altogether  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1867.  What  bet- 
ter proof  of  that  do  we  require  than  the 
course  we  have  pursued  for  the  last  thirty- 
live  years  during  which  we  have  administer- 
ed these  Territories  altogether  by  virtue  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1871.  Since  1870 
when  these  Territories  came  under  our  con- 
trol, we  have  not  governed  them  by  virtue 
of  the  Act  of  1867  but  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
of  1871.  Therefore,  the  Act  of  1871  has 
not  in  any  way  modified  or  altered  tiie  speci- 
fic provisions  of  the  Act  of  1867,  and  so 
long  as  these  Territories  remain  Territories, 
this  parliament  of  course  continues  to  holt1 
absolute  jurisdiction  over  them.  The  legis- 
lation in  these  Territories  shall  be  just 
exactly  what  this  parliament  chooses  to 
make  it ;  from  time  to  time  this  parliament 
may  repeal  provisions  previously  enacted 
or  substitute  for  them  provisions  entirely 
different.  But  when  the  status  of  the  Ter- 
ritories is  changed  and  they  are  made  pro- 
vinces ;  when  they  are  elevated  to  the  dig- 
nity of  provinces,  then  come  in  and  are 
immediately  applicable  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1867.  The  new  provinces 
are  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  and  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1867 ;  they  are  en- 
titled to  all  the  provisions  which  were  ap- 
plicable to  and  which  could  be  claimed  by 
the  original  ■  provinces  of  confederation. 
Therefore  It  is  that  I  say,  that  when  these 
Territories  are  being  admitted  as  full- 
fledged  partners  in  the  original  partnership 
of  agreement,  when  they  are  admitted  as 
full-fledged  provinces  of  the  union  they  are 
entitled  to  the  full  benefits  of  section  93 
of  the  Act  of  1867  and  Hie  rights  or  privi- 
leges referred  to  in  subsection  1  of  said  sec- 
tion are  preserved  to  the  new  provinces. 
Every  one  admits  that  we  could  have  re- 
pealed the  Act  of  1875,  that  we  could  have 
modified  it,  and  that  we  could  have  replaced 
It  by  another  Act.  If  we  had  simply  re- 
pealed the  Act  of  1875  the  ordinances  made 
thereunder  by  the  Territories  would  have 
all  been  wiped  out  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence, but  not  having  repealed  the 
Act  of  1875  the  ordinances  which  have 
been  enacted  by  virtue  of  that  Act 
remain,  and  they  will  be  in  existence 
on  the  first  of  July  when  these  pro- 
vinces come  into  the  union.  It  has 
been  argued,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  dis- 
sent, that  section  16  of  the  present  Bill  con- 
stitutes a  modification  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
I  shall  not  discuss  whether  it  does  or  whe- 
ther it  does  not,  nor  shall  I  say  whether 
the  modification  If  any  Is  an  important  or 
an  unimportant  one.  But  the  very  moment 
it  is  admitted  that  this  section  10  constitutes 
a  modification  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 


of  1875,  then  there  Immediately  arises  the 
necessity  for  the  enactment  of  this  very 
section.  It  has  been  said  that  this  section 
16  of  the  Bill  we  are  discussing  is  the  re- 
sult of  a  compromise,  and  that  may  be  or 
it  may  not  be  the  case.  I  admit  that  it  Is 
in  some  sense  and  in  some  respects  a  modi- 
fication of  the  law  of  1875,  not  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  principle  of  religious  instruction 
in  the  schools,  which  in  section  16  is  again 
upheld,  but  a  modification  probably  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  principle  is  to  be  ap- 
plied, but  the  leader  of  the  opposition  has 
told  us  that  because  It  constitutes  a  modi- 
fication of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1875 
we  are,  in  enacting  section  16,  amending 
section  93  of  tiie  British  North  America  Act. 
I  do  not  think  that  Is  correct  and  I  would 
like  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) If  he  will  contend  that  we  could  not 
to-day  by  a  separate  Bill  enact  the  pro- 
visions of  section  16. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  You  mean  with  re- 
gard to  the  Territories  ? 

Mr.  BEIX'OURT.  Yes. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Why  certainly  we 
could  enact  any  legislation  with  regard  to 
the  Territories,  and  we  could  repeal  it. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Quite  so ;  the  Jurisdic- 
tion Is  in  this  parliament  and  it  will  remain 
here  until  these  new  provinces  come  in. 
What  is  the  difference  then  between  enact- 
ing section  16  in  this  Bill  or  in  a  separate 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  think  there 
Is  a  very  plain  difference. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   I  do  not  think  there  Is. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  do. 

Mr.  BBLCOURT.  I  think  not.  We  have 
the  jurisdiction,  and  having  the  jurisdiction 
what  Is  the  difference  between  enacting  sec- 
tion 16  by  itself  or  along  with  other  pro- 
visions ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  difference  is  so 
extremely  obvious  that  I  would  suppose  It 
could  hardly  escape  the  attention  of  my  hon. 
friend.  In  one  case  we  are  dealing  with 
territories,  which,  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
just  explained,  are  under  the  absolute  legis- 
lative jurisdiction  of  this  parliament  until 
they  are  created  Into  provinces.  In  the 
other  case  we  are  creating  them  into  pro- 
vinces subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bri- 
tish North  America  Act  as  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  legislative  power  between  the  Do- 
minion on  the  one  hand  and  the  provinces 
on  tiie  other.  I  would  think  that  Is  a 
pretty  obvious  iistlnction,  but  It  may  not 
commend  itself  to  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  BBLCOURT.  I  fear  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  not  appreciated  my  argument. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  afraid  I  have 
not. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3507 


COMMONS 


3503 


Mr.  BELCOURT.  For  reasons  which  I 
am  not  going  to  discuss,  it  appears  that 
the  majority  of  the  members  of  this  House 
think  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1875  shall  be  chang- 
ed. Some  of  us  think  it  might  be  changed 
in  a  broader  sense,  while  others  think  it 
might  be  changed  in  a  more  restrictive  sense. 
Whatever  of  that  there  has  been  a  compro- 
mise :  the  majority  in  this  House  have 
agreed  that  the  legislation  of  1875  is  not  the 
legislation  which  should  govern  in  the  Ter- 
ritories to-day.  I  say  then,  that  we  have  a 
perfect  right  under  the  constitution  and 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1871  to 
enact  for  these  Territories  which  are  still 
under  our  jurisdiction,  Territories  over 
which  no  other  jurisdiction  exists,  I  say  we 
have  the  power  to  crystallize  by  a  separate 
enactment  or  as  we  are  now  doing  as  part 
of  this  measure  the  provisions  of  section  16 
of  this  Bill,  and  these  provisions  would  be 
in  existence  when  these  two  provinces  come 
into  the  union  on  the  first  of  July  next.  In 
other  words,  we  have  the  right  to  deter- 
mine to-day  what  shall  be  the  law  in  refer- 
ence to  education  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. We  have  now  the  right  and  power 
to  repeal  or  modify  the  provisions  of  the 
law  of  1875  as  to  education. 

Mr.  R.  L,  BORDEN.  Certainly.  I  would 
like  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  a  question  just 
here.  We  have  the  right  to  determine  that; 
therefore  we  can  by  an  Act?  of  this  parlia- 
ment withhold  any  power  whatever  In  res- 
pect of  education  from  these  Territories 
while  they  are  in  a  territorial  condition.  It 
would  follow  therefore,  if  my  hon.  friend's 
argument  is  correct,  that  we  can  do  exactly 
the  same  thing  when  we  create  them  into 
provinces  and  reserve  to  this  Dominion  ab- 
solute control  of  the  educational  system.  Is 
that  what  my  hon.  friend  means  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   Not  exactly. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  It 
is,  but  it  is  the  logical  outcome  of  his  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  What  I  mean  is  this— 
my  argument  may  not  commend  itself  to 
my  lion,  friend,  but  I  would  like  him  to 
understand  what  my  argument  is. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  my 
hon.  friend  to  make  that  clear. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  My  argument  is,  that 
to-day  with  reference  to  education,  and  for 
that  matter  with  reference  to  all  other  sub- 
jects, the  Territories  are  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  this  parliament.  We  may  repeal  those 
rights  or  change  them  at  any  time  we  wish. 
I  say  that  to-day  a  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House,  representatives  from  all 
parts  of  the  country,  have  agreed  that  the 
time  has  come  when  there  must  be  some 
modification,  important  or  unimportant,  of 
the  Act  of  1875,  and  we  have  the  rl>cht  to 
make  that  legislation  until  our  jurisdiction 
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is  exhausted,  until  It  ceases,  which  will  be 
only  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  Until  then  we 
have  a  right  to  make  such  legislation  as 
we  deem  proper  for  the  Territories  In  refer- 
ence to  education.  I  hope  I  have  made 
myself  plain. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  trying  to  un- 
derstand my  hon.  friend,  but  will  put  an- 
other question  and  see  if  I  can  make  my- 
self plain  to  him.  A3  I  understand  his 
argument,  we  have  full  legislative  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  Territories.  We  have  seen 
tit  to  give  them  only  a  modified  power 
to  legislate  with  respect  to  education— that 
is  to  say.  we  have  Imposed  a  limitation  on 
their  power.  Because  we  have  done  that, 
he  says  we  have  an  absolute  right 
continue  that  limitation  when  they  are 
created  into  provinces.  If  that  is  good 
argument,  is.  not  this  good  argument, 
that  because  we  might  absolutely  with- 
hold from  those  Territories,  under  our 
legislative  power,  any  jurisdiction  what- 
ever in  respect  of  education,  therefore,  for 
exactly  the  same  reason  that  my  learned 
friend  has  advanced,  we  can  withhold  from 
them  when  we  create  them  into  provinces 
any  jurisdiction  whatever  in  regard  to  edu- 
cation ':    That  Is  my  hon.  friend's  position. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  it  is,  then. 

Mr.  BEL/COURT.  I  will  give  an  answer 
which  may  not  be  convincing  to  my  hon. 
friend,  but  may  be  to  others.  It  is  this. 
My  hon.  friend  did  not  follow  me  closely. 
I  said  with  reference  to  the  special,  clear, 
definite,  specific  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  that  it  is  not  in  our 
power  to  modify  or  change  them  in  any 
way  either  with  reference  to  the  provinces- 
which  came  in  in  1867  or  with  reference  to 
those  coming  later  on  and  one  of  these  is 
the  provision  with  reference  to  education  con- 
tained in  section  93.  But  I  say  that  under 
the  Act  of  1871  our  power  of  legislation 
with  reference  to  those  Territories  is  abso- 
lutely unlimited  and  now  at  this  moment 
fully  existent  and  unimpaired. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  When  we  form  them, 
into  provinces  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  To-day  our  power  is 
unlimited. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   But  when  we  form 
tbem  into  provinces  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  That  is  another  sub- 
ject. 1  am  not  dealing  with  that  I  say 
that  to-day  it  is  within  our  power  to  enact 
such  legislation  with  reference  to  education 
in  the  Territories  as  this  parliament  thinks 
lit— so  long  as  they  are  Territories,  of 
course.  When  they  become  provinces,  on 
the  1st  of  July  next,  our  powers  will  have 
ceased.    Whatever  we  may  decide  now  to 
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be  the  law  with  reference  to  education,  In 
the  Territories  will  be  the  law  and  If  that 
law  Is  In  existence  on  the  first  of  July  next, 
when  the  new  provinces  come  in,  will  be 
perpetuated  by  their  charter  by  virtue  of 
section  93.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  has  told  us  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  British  North  American  Act 
apply  •  automatically  or  mechanically— I  do 
not  remember  which  word  he  used. 

Mr.  B.  L.  BOKDEN.  I  did  not  go  quite 
that  far.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  pardon  me 
— I  do  not'  want  to  Interrupt  him  except 
when  he  does  not  state  any  argument  cor- 
rectly—I  said  that  section  2  of  this  Bill 
would  bring  into  operation  section  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act,  so  far  as 
it  could  have  any  application  to  the  Ter- 
ritories, and  therefore  I  did  not  see  any 
necessity  or  justification  for  section  16.  That 
a  moment  ago — whether  or  not  he  thinks 
section  2  of  the  proposed  Bill  brings  Into 
force  in  the  new  provinces  the  provisions 
of  section  93.  and,  if  it  does,  whether  or 
not  the  provisions  of  section  93  have  appli- 
cation, considering  the  conditions  existing 
at  the  time  when  the  Territories  will  be- 
come provinces. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  is  rather  Immaterial 
to  me  whether  the  provisions  of  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  apply 
automatically  or  mechanically,  or  whether 
the  enactment  of  a  clause  like  clause  2  is 
necessary  to  make  them  applicable.  It  Is 
rather  unimportant  to  me  whether  that  is 
done  by  virtue  of  the  Act  itself,  or  whether 
the  duty  is  imposed  upon  this  parliament 
when  creating  provinces  to  say  that  those 
provisions  shall  apply.  But  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  my  hon.  friend  Is  not 
right.  It  may  be  that  the  provisions  of 
section  93  apply,  as  he  says,  automatically 
or  mechanically  ;  and  I  must  say  that  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  they  do.  Of  course, 
he  and  I  disagree  altogether  as  to  the  time 
when  in  this  case  the  application  is  to  be 
made.  He  goes  back  to  the  time  of  the 
entrance  of  these  Territories  into  confeder- 
ation, in  1870,  and  in  order  to  do  that  he 
has  to  read  Into  section  93  the  word  'Ter- 
ritory,' which  I  do  not  find  there.  I  say  that 
the  provisions  of  section  93  apply  at  the 
time  of  the  entrance  of  the  province  as  a 
province. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  In  order  to  under- 
stand my  hon.  friend's  argument,  might  I 
ask  him  one  more  question  ?  In  case  my 
hon.  friend  is  right  in  the  view  he  has  just 
taken,  what  after  all  is  the  necessity  of 
section  16  ?  Is  it  not  superfluous,  absolutely 
superfluous  ? 

Mr.  BEL-COURT.  No.  I  stated  that 
section  16  constitutes,  in  a  measure,  un- 
important perhaps,  but  in  a  measure,  a 
modification  of  the  law  of  1875,  and  for 
that  reason  there  Is  a  necessity  for  section 
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16  to-day.  If  the  law  of  1875  were  not 
modified  in  any  way,  perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  would  be  right  in  stating  that  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  section  16,  or  for 
section  2  for  that  matter ;  but  section  16 
Is  in  some  respects  a  modification  of  the 
law  as  It  exists  to-day,  and  that  is  why  I  say 
it  is  necessary  for  this  parliament  to  enact 
it  to-day,  and  this  parliament  has  power  to 
enact  It.   That  is  my  argument. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  man  in  the  street 
would  have  a  hard  time  in  getting  that  Into 
hia  head. 

Mr.  BEIXX5URT.  Well,  I  may  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I  am  hardly  addressing  my 
argument  to  the  member  for  East  Grey.  My 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  also 
argued,  and  he  relied  upon  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  that  section  93 
applied  only  to  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

'  Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will  not  interrupt 
my  hon.  friend,  but  I  would  rather  have 
him  take  my  argument  as  I  stated  it. 

Mr.  BEL/COURT.  I  do  not  think  it  can 
be  seriously  argued  that  section  93  was 
framed  for  the  purposes  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec  only,  and  that  its  provisions  are 
to  be  applied  only  to  Quebec  and  Ontario. 
It  is  true  that  subsection  2  of  section  93 
covers  the  case  of  Quebec  and  Ontario, 
that  it  was  framed  for  that  purpose,  and 
that  it  protects  the  rights  of  the  minorities 
in  Quebec  and  Ontario  only.  But  then  I 
would  like  to  ask,  if  it  was  intended  by  the 
general  provisions  of  section  93  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  minority,  whether  Catholic 
or  Protestant,  only  In  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
why  enact  subsection  1.  which  reads  as 
follows  : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  education, 
subject  and  according  to  the  following  provi- 
sions: 

1.  Nothing  In  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or,  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools,  which  any  class  of 
persons  have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the 
union. 

Surely  this  was  not  intended  for  the 
province  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  only  mani- 
festly this  was  intended  for  provinces  other 
than  Quebec  and  Ontario.  Surely  this  was 
intended  for  such  other  provinces  as  came 
into  the  confederation  at  that  time 
and  such  as  woulld  come  in  later  on. 
I  say  that  the  opinion  expressed  repeat- 
edly in  this  House  that  by  section  93  it  was 
intended  to  protect  only  Ontario  and  Que- 
bec with  reference  to  education  has  no 
foundation  whatever,  and  the  merest  ex- 
amination of  section  93,  subsection  1,  will 
convince  any  one  that  It  was  intended  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  minority  in  any 
part  of  the  country  which  was  then  brought 
into  confederation,  or  which  would  be 
brought  in  later  on. 
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Otherwise  subsection  1  has  no  meaning. 
No  one  In  this  House  has  endeavoured  to 
give  to  subsection  1  any  other  meaning.  It 
Is  not  susceptible  of  any  other  interpre- 
tation or  application.  I  say  therefore, 
that  when  subsection  1  was  framed, 
the  fathers  of  confederation  evidently 
intended  by  it  that  whatever  other  pro- 
vinces might  come  Into  confederation, 
besides  Ontario  and  Quebec,  they  should 
be  similarly  protected,  so  far  as  education 
is  concerned,  and  the  same  provision  applied 
to  them  or  to  any  other  portion  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  which  might  later  on 
join  the  union.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  my 
mind  regarding  that  conclusion.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  conclusion  to  which  I 
have  come,  after  considerable  Investigation 
and  thought  and  research,  is  the  right  one. 
But  it  Is  quite  evident  that  my  opinion  is 
not  shared  by  every  one.  It  Is  quite  evi- 
dent that  it  is  not  In  accord  with  many  of 
the  legal  opinions  which  down  to  the  pre- 
sent have  been  expressed  in  this  debate. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Up  to  a  certain 
point  it  is  absolutely  in  accord  with  my 
own. 

Mr.  BBLCOURT.  I  am  afraid  that  my 
hon.  friend  and  myself  differ  at  the  cru- 
cial point.  It  is  not  surprising  that  this 
should  be  the  case  because  we  are  dealing 
with  a  very  intricate  constitutional  ques- 
tion. We  are  dealing  with  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  spirit  and  letter  of  a  consti- 
tution, made  nearly  40  years  ago,  and  now 
being  applied  to  conditions  and  circum- 
stances which  are  very  complicated,  and 
which  at  that  time  could  only  have  been 
pictured  in  the  mind's  eye.  It  Is  not  sur- 
prising therefore  that  the  Confederation  Act 
should  give  rise  to  these  legal  divergencies 
and  disputes.  In  fact  it  is  rather  surprising 
that  during  the  forty  years  which  have 
elapsed  since  that  Act  was  enacted,  there 
have  not  arisen  more  difficulties  and  diver- 
gencies ;  and  it  speaks  highly  for  the  wis- 
dom and  ability  of  those  who  framed  that 
Act  that  greater  difficulties  have  not  arisen 
as  to  Us  interpretation  both  in  the  lettei 
and  the  spirit.  In  any  deliberative  body, 
such  as  a  legislature  or  parliament,  it  is 
very  difficult  to  have  constitutional  ques- 
tions calmly  considered  and  threshed  out  as 
they  should  be  and  any  opinion  definitely 
agreed  upon.  But,  however  divergent  may 
be  our  views  upon  the  letter  of  the  con- 
stitution, there  ought  to  be  no  doubt  as  to 
Its  spirit.  Any  one  who  will  read  and 
scrutinize  the  various  provisions  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  in  the  light  of 
what  happened  before  and  led  up  to  it 
cannot  but  conclude  that  it  was  clearly  the 
intention  of  the  framers  of  the  constitu- 
tion that  the  rights  of  the  minority,  whe- 
ther Protestant  or  Otholic,  should  be  pro- 
tected. Whether  that  minority  lived  In  the 
province  of  Quebec  or  the  province  of  On- 
tario or  was  to  be  found  in  any  other  por- 
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tlon  of  British  North  America,   the  do- 
minant idea  was  the  same  ;  and  whether 
a  man  lived  on  the  banks  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence or  the  Saskatchewan  or  the  Red 
river,  he  was  to  enjoy  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  as  regards  education  and  the  ex- 
ercise of  his  religion.     The  spirit  which 
prompted  the  fathers  of  confederation  to 
recognize  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
minority  in  matters  of  conscience  surely  had 
equal  force  whether  that  minority  lived  in 
the  east,  west,  south  or  north.  Therefore 
it  is  manifest  that  the  fathers  of  confede- 
ration intended  whatever  may  be  said  as 
to  the  effectiveness  of  the  language  used, 
that  the  same  principle  should  apply  and 
the  same  rights  be  respected  and  preserved 
in  every  portion  of  the  Dominion.    And  be- 
i  cause    these  differences   iu  constitutional 
I  views  have  arisen  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
j  is  difficult  to  get  half  a  dozen  men  in  this 
i  House  to  agree  what  the  letter  of  the 
I  constitution  means,  it  has  become  abso- 
i  lutely  necessary  to  have  section  16  enacted 
1  and  made  part  of  this  Act. 
i     I  referred  a  moment  ago  to  what  had 
preceded  confederation.    I  referred  to  the 
I  rights  of  the  minority  with  reference  to  the 
j  preservation  and  the  recognition  of  liberty 
j  of  conscience  and  liberty  of  religious  be- 
I  lief.    I  say  that  from  the  very  Inception  of 
I  British  power  in  British  North  America 
from    the    very    day    of    the  conquest 
,  when  the  colony  of  Quebec  capitulated  to 
1  the  British— from  that  day  on,  at  every 
i  stage,  on  every  occasion  when  the  imperial 
parliament  and  the   Canadian  authorities 
were  called  upon  to  deal  with  the  rights 
and  religious  belief  of  the  minority,  that 
religious  belief  always  received  the  sanc- 
tion and  protection  of  imperial  and  Cana- 
dian authority.    By  articles  2  and  6  of 
the  capitulation  of  Quebec,  that  principle 
was  sanctioned  and  recognized.     By  ar- 
ticles 27,  28,  29,  32  and  38  of  the  capitula- 
tion of  Montreal,  It  was  also  recognized. 
By  the  treaty  of  Paris,  clause  4,  by  the 
Quebec  Act,  clauses  5,  7  and  8,  by  the 
constitution  of  1791  section  35,  by  the  Union 
Act  of  IfftO,  clauses  42  and  40,— by  all  these 
Acts  and  on  all  these  occasions  religious 
freedom  and  liberty  of  conscience  were  abso- 
lutely recognized  and  granted  to  every  sub- 
ject, and  more  particularly  to  the  Catholic 
minority  in  this  country.    It  is  not  sur- 
prising therefore  that  when  the  fathers  of 
confederation  In  1863  met   In  the  city  of 
Quebec  for  the  purpose  of  framing  the 
conditions  upon  which  the  then  provinces 
of  Canad  snonld  come  together  and  live 
together  as  a  happy  family,  and  upon  which 
new  provinces  should  be  admitted  in  the 
union— it   is  not  surprising  that  on  that 
occasion    what    had    been    done    on  all 
the  previous  occasions  to  which   I  have 
referred  should   have  been  repeated,  and 
the   same  rights  and   privileges  and  li- 
berty of  conscience  should  have  received 
the  sanction  of  those  who  were  framing 
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the  British  North  America  Act.  The  whole 
principle  which  is  crystallized  In  section  16 
of  this  measure  Is  one  which  is  as  old  as 
British  Dominion  In  America  and  which 
has  been  recognized  on  every  occasion,  from 
the  very  day  the  colony  of  Quebec  capitu- 
lated down  to  the  present.  Why  then  in 
1905  should  the  rights  of  the  Catholic  mino- 
rity, which  has  grown  from  60,000  to  two 
million  and  over,  not  receive  the  respect 
and  sanction  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  ? 
If  it  was  just  and  proper,  as  the  right  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  House  pointed  out  the 
other  day,  iri  1867,  that  the  rights  of  the 
minority  in  the  provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario  should  be  preserved,  is  it  not 
equally  just  and  proper  that  In  1905  the 
Catholic  or  Protestant  minority  In  these 
new  provinces  should  also  have  its  rights 
recognized  and  perpetuated  ?  Where  is  the 
difference  1  What  was  right  and  proper  in 
1867  is  surely  Just  and  right  in  1905. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  opening  my  remarks,  I 
said  I  would  endeavour  to  show  that  ac- 
cording to  the  letter,  as  well  as  to  the  spirit, 
of  the  constitution,  section  16  was  absolute- 
ly necessary.  I  also  §  aid  that,  for  what  I 
believed  to  be  reasons  of  high  public  policy, 
it  was  expedient  and  necessary  that  we 
should  enact  section  16.  In  the  divergence 
of  opinion  expressed  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden), 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Hastings  (Mr. 
Northrup),  by  Mr.  Christopher  Robinson, 
K.C.,  and  to-day  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
St.  John  and  Iberville  (Mr.  L.  P.  Demers), 
for  all  of  whose  opinions  I  entertain  the 
greatest  respect,  I  find  the  strongest  possible 
reason  for  saying  that  considerations  of  high 
public  policy  make  it  expedient  and  neces- 
sary to  enact  section  16,  as  we  are  now 
doing.  Who  In  this  House  or  in  this  coun- 
try is  yearning  for  a  renewal  of  the  agita- 
tion we  had  some  years  ago  over  the  Mani- 
toba Schools  Act  ?  Who  is  willing  to  have 
the  passions  and  the  prejudices  of  the  people 
-  aroused  In  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
aroused  at  that  time,  bringing  this  country 
almost  to  the  verge  of  civil  war  ?  Who  is 
willing  to  have  the  energies  and  activities 
of  the  nation  paralyzed  in  the  way  they 
were  paralyzed  at  that  time  ?  I  would 
ask  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  if  he  would  be  willing  to-day  to 
suggest  that  the  Act  of  1875,  and  the  ordin- 
ances enacted  thereunder  by  the  legislature 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  should  be  re- 
pealed ?  Would  my  hon.  friend  rise  in  his 
place  In  this  House  and  suggest  that  we 
should  repeal  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1875  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  never  suggested 
that 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   I  believe  not. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    What  I  have  said 
is  that  that  is  not  a  matter  for  me,  but  a 
matter  for  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories.  And  I  have  said  further  that  I  do 
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not  believe  that  we  shall  advance  the  posi- 
tion by  passing  a  law  which  we  have  no 
power  to  pass.    That  Is  all. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  quite  believe,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  would  not  to-day  suggest  that  the 
Act  of  1875,  and  the  ordinances  enacted 
thereunder,  should  be  repealed  ;  for  I  know 
he  would  not  be  willing  to  take  the  risk 
which  that  would  involve.  My  hon.  friend 
must  realize  that  that  is  the  position  in 
which  the  government  was  placed  ;  and  if 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
were  on  the  treasury  benches,  that  is  the 
problem  that  would  face  him. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  so  under- 
stand it 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  do^  if  the  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not.  The  government  had  to  do 
one  of  three  things — to  continue  the  legis- 
lation of  1875  as  it  was,  to  repeal  that  legis- 
lation altogether,  or  to  modify  it  The  gov- 
ernment did  not  choose  to  repeal  this  legis- 
lation any  more  than  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  would  have  dared  to 
advise  the  repeal  of  it  had  he  been  in  power. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Might  I  suggest  to 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Belcourt)  that  section 
15  of  the  Bill  expressly  continues  the  laws 
in  force  in  the  Northwest  Territories  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  apparently  has  not  read 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Yes,  I  have  read  it,  I 
still  hold  the  opinion  that  section  16  consti- 
tutes a  modification  of  the  law  of  1875. 
As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss 
the  extent  of  that  modification  ;  but,  as  was 
demonstrated  by  the  ex->MimIster  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  it  does  constitute  a 
modification.  I  have  no  doubt  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any 
doubt  Obliged  to  do  one  of  the  three  things 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  government 
did  not  dare,  any  more  than  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  would  have  dared,  to  repeal 
the  Act  of  1875.  It  chose  to  continue  that 
Act  in  a  modified  form,  thus  doing  one  of 
the  three  things  I  have  mentioned.  But  in 
speaking  as  he  has  spoken  in  this  House, 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
has  virtually  taken  the  position  that  the 
law  of  1875  should  be  repealed.  He 
has  told  us  that  this  matter  should  be 
left  entirely  to  the  new  provinces  and 
that  we  should  not  interfere,  and  that 
there  is  absolutely  no  danger  to  the  rights 
of  the  minority  being  in  any  way  taken 
away  or  impaired,  but  that  we  must 'trust 
to  the  spirit  of  justice  and  fair-play  of  those 
who  live  In  these  new  provinces.  For  my- 
self, I  have  confidence  in  the  spirit  of  jus- 
tice and  fair-play  among  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Northwest  Territories.  But  how  long 
would  that  feeling  exist  and  the  spirit  of 
justice  remain  if  the  agitation  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  and  their  friends  and 
their  press  have  caried  on  in  this  province 
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were  carried  on  in  the  Northwest  ?  How 
long  would  the  rights  of  the  Catholics 
to  religious  instruction  in  the  schools  of  the 
Northwest  remain,  if  the  views  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Bast  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) — 
which  views,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  enter- 
tains sincerely,  were  carried  out  1  How 
long,  would  the  Catholic  minority  in  the 
Northwest  have  the  privilege  of  having  re- 
ligious instruction  in  their  schools  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Belcourt)  that  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  never  spok- 
en or  written  one  word  that  would  be  fairly 
susceptible  to  that  interpretation. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Perhaps  it  is  time  to 
learn  now  where  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sproule)  stands. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  stand  exactly  where  I 
have  always  stood.  I  objeoted  to  the  inter- 
ference, with  the  rights  of  the  provinces  to 
deal  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  We  are  not  dealing 
with  the  question  of  provincial  rights  now, 
but  with  the  question  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  the  schools. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  But  we  are  dealing  with 
a  subject  laid  down  In  the  British  North 
America  Act,  a  subject  with  which  it  is  the 
birthright  of  every  province  to  deal — the  sub- 
ject of  education. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sproule),  no  doubt,  thinks  he  has  trium- 
phantly aswered  my  question.  I  submit 
that  he  has  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  What 
1  ask  is  whether  he  Is  in  favour  of  religious 
instruction  in  the  schools  or  not  ?  Will  he 
answer  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  my  own  busi- 
ness. I  wish  to  say  that  I  was  led  to  re- 
fer to  the  question  In  the  remarks  I  made 
upon  the  subject,  by  what  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  In  introducing  the  BUI.  In  reply 
to  that,  I  referred  to  some  matters  which 
otherwise  I  should  not  have  introduced 
into  my  speech  at  all. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  would  like  to  be  permitted 
to  put  a  question  to  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sproule).  Will  he  deny  that  he  wrote  let- 
ters to  residents  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, even  before  these  Bills  were  Intro- 
duced, pointing  out  to  these  gentlemen  to 
whom  he  wrote  that  this  was  the  time  for 
them  to  get  rid  of  separate  schools  for  all 
time  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  deny  it.  There  is  not 
a  worQ  of  truth  in  it 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  would  like  to  say  that  I 
cheerfully  accept  my  hon.  friend's  words 
and  to  add  further  that  I  have  been  misin- 
formed by  a  gentleman  who  lives  in  the 
Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    My  hon.  friend  from 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  is  a  great  adept  at 
Mr.  BELCOURT. 


beating  about  the  bush  and  turning  sharp 
corners.  My  hon.  friend  is  not  candid— I 
will  not  use  another  expression  which  I 
might— when  he  refuses  to  state  whether  or 
not  he  is  in  favour  of  religious  instruction 
in  the  schools.  But  we  know  what  his 
views  are. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Better  than  he  does  him- 
self. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  He  is  entitled  to  his 
views.  He  has  consistently  advocated  cer- 
tain views  in  this  House  and  elsewhere, 
and  they  are  not  favourable  to  religious 
instruction  in  the  schools.  He  has  told 
us  that  in  the  House.  He  has  told  us 
that  he  is  not  in  favour  of  separate 
schools.  What  does  he  mean  by  it  ?  I 
do  not  know,  but  I  would  assume  that 
he  was  not  In  favour  of  religious  Instruc- 
tion in  the  schools.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  be  cnndld  he  will  tell  us  that  he 
Is  not  only  not  in  favour,  but  he  is  unalter- 
ably opposed  to  religious  instruction  In  the 
schools. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  14  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  cross  question  let  him  try  his  hand 
on  the  hon.  the  ex-MInlster  of  the  Interior 
and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance. 

'Mr.  FOSTER.  They  will  be  more  sympa- 
thetic. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  is  the  witness  now  before 
the  court,  but  it  is  very  difficult  to 
get  him  to  give  an  answer.  I  am 
sure  I  am  not  going  to  tackle  anybody 
else  until  I  have  got  something  from 
him.  I  take  it  according  to  the  French" 
maxim,  qui  ne  dit  mot  consent,  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  Is  unalterably  opposed 
to  religious  instruction.  And  he  is  not 
alone.  I  can  count  them  by  the  dozens 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who  are  op- 
posed to  religious  instruction  in  the  schools. 
We  have  heard  them  say  so  one  after  the 
other— yes,  by  the  dozens  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who  are  opposed  to  religious  in- 
struction in  the  schools.  Well,  Sir,  I  want 
to  know- 
Mr.  SPROULE.  How  many  on  that  side? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Give  them  a  run  of  the 
commandments  over  there. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  want  to  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  who- 
sit  on  that  side  of  the  House  have 
their  way  whether  you  will  hare  very 
much  religious  instruction  In  the  schools  of 
the  Northwest  or  if  you  will  have  that  spirit 
of  fairplay  and  justice  upon  which  we  are 
told  we  must  absolutely  rely  ?  Why,  Sir 
remember  Manitoba.  We  had  confidence  in 
the  spirit  of  justice  and  fair  play  of  the 
people  who  Inhabited  Manitoba,  but  how 
long  did  it  take  to  shatter  our  hopes  and 
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our  confidences  In  the  spirit  of  fair  play 
and  justice? 

Mr.  INGRAM.    Who  did  It? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Well,  the  people  of 
Manitoba  did  it  and  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  to-morrow  will  do  it  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  can  have  his  way. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  stood  up  in  1886  for  the 
rights  of  the  minority  in  Manitoba  when  the 
hon.  gentleman's  deskmate  refused  to  do  it. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Well,  Sir,  we  have 
been  told  by  other  hon.  gentlemen  of  what 
they  did  in  1896  and  we  were  told  yester- 
day by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  that  what  he  did  in  1896  he 
does  not  propose  to  do  again.  He  gave  us 
the  reason  why  he  did  not  propose  to  do  it 
again.  He  told  us  that  it  does  not  pay 
politically.?  That  is  the  reason.  I  believe 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin  (Mr. 
Ingram)  will  probably  think  also  that  it 
does  not  pay  and  he  does  not  propose  to 
do  it  again. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman a  question? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    Well,  well. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  an  alleged  reason  as  to  why  I  said  I 
would  not  probably  do  It  again.  His  rea- 
son is— 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  No,  the  hon.  gentleman 
gave  it  himself. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  His  reason  was  that  I 
would  not  do  it  again  because  it  does  not 
pay.    My  reason  was  not  that. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's pardon;  it  is  exactly  the  reason  he 
gave.  He  told  us  that  in  1896  that  the  peo- 
ple did  not  appreciate  his  self-sacrifice.  That 
in  1900  they  did  not  appreciate  his  self- 
sacrifice;  that  In  1904  they^  did  not  appreci- 
ate his  self-sacrifice  and  he  said  that  politi- 
cally it  did  not  pay  and  for  that  reason  he 
was  not  going  to  do  it  again. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  now  put  so  baldly 
that  I  must  deny  it  absolutely  and  ask  the 
hon.  member  either  to  give  his  authority 
from  the  'Hansard'  or  to  Immediately  with- 
draw it— one  or  the  other,  and  I  appeal  to 
Mr.  Speaker  to  see  that  that  is  carried  out. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
gets  very  threatening  perhaps  he  will  not 
have  it  carried  out.  If  he  will  appeal  to  my 
instincts  and  desire  me — 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  if  you  wish  to  persist 
in  saying  what  you  have  you  may  keep  it. 
If  you  do  not  wish  to  be  honest  and  fair  and 
do  what  an  honest  and  fair  man  would  do 
you  may  keep  it. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Order,  order. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Well,  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  ended  this  show  of  inflamed 
temper  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to  pro- 
ceed. I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
tell  the  House  that  in  1869  he  had,  much 
against  his  own  inclination,  much  against 
his  own  desires,  supported  the  Remedial 
Bill.  He  did  it,  he  told  us,  when  he 
had  no  desire  to  do  it  He  did  It  because 
he  wanted  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  min- 
ority. I  understood  him  to  say  that  his 
course  was  not  appreciated  by  the  people 
of  this  country,  that  in  the  election  which 
Immediately  followed  this  great  act  of  dis- 
interestedness on  his  part  was  not  appreci- 
ated by  the  people  and  that  on  the  con- 
trary they  supported  the  opposite  side.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  tie  same  thing 
happened  in  1900  and  again  In  1904,  that  it 
did  not  pay  politically,  and  that  as  far  as 
he  was  concerned  that  was  the  end  of  his 
sacrificing  himself.  If  I  am  wrong  in  my 
understanding  of  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  I  am  wrong  honestly.  That  is  the  Im- 
pression which  I  gathered  from  his  speech, 
but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  me  that  It 
is  not  the  language  which  he  used  I  am 
prepared  to  accept  his  statement.  Perhaps 
he  will  permit  me  to  read  what  he  did  say 
on  that  point. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Read;  that  will  be  better. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   (reading)  : 

Now,  Sir,  I  never  was  a  separate  school 
adherent,  I  never  believed  in  separate  schools 
as  against  national  schools.  In  1896  I  stated 
my  belief,  as  I  state  it  now  ;  I  knew  it  was  not 
politically  to  my  advantage,  I  knew  It  was  not 
politically  to  the  advantage  of  the  Liberal 
Conservative  party  ;  but.  Sir,  without  thinking 
of  ulterior  things,  I  said  to  myself  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Perhaps  my  hon.  friend 
will  allow  me  to  read: 

—there  Is  the  constitution,  there  is  the  pro- 
nouncement of  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  in 
this  empire,  there  is  the  minority  coming  with 
a  grievance  and  having  the  right  to  appeal 
to  the  Dominion  government  and  the  Dominion 
parliament,  the  only  power  that  has  jurisdic- 
tion to  right  their  wrongs  I  said  to  myself  : 
I  believe  it  Is  right,  I  believe  In  the  policy  of 
attempting  to  carry  out  the  constitution.  Let 
me  ask  this  question:  If  my  right  hon.  friend, 
in  1896,  had  thrown  his  forces  with  the  forces 
that  made  for  remedial  legislation,  who  can 
doubt  that  we  would  have  carried  It  in  this 
country  ?  No  one  can  doubt  it. 

At  page  3384  of  '  Hansard '  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman went  on  : 

And  I  make  bold  to  say  that  as  long  as 
grass  grows  and  water  runs,  I  do  not  feel 
disposed  to  go  against  that  will  three  times 
expressed  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

I  have  nothing  to  withdraw,  I  refuse  to 
accept  the  statement  which  the  hon.  gen- 
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tleman  just  now  made  because  It  was  not 
a  candid  and  honest  statement. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  if  my  hon.  friend 
will  allow  me  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Order,  order. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  hon.  gentleman  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   A  point  of  order. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Foster)  is  rising  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  point  of  order  is 
simply  this,  that  I  have  been  misrepresented, 
whether  knowingly  or  not 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  quite  competent  to 
state  my  point  of  order  and  any  one  who 
takes  exception  to  it  may  do  so  afterwards. 
But  let  me  state  my  point  first.  I  rise  to 
this  point  that  whether  knowingly  or  un- 
knowingly the  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  has  misrepresented  my  position 
and  he  has  

Mr.  BBLCOURT.   I  read  'Hansard.' 

Mr.  FOSTER  and  he  has  misrepresent- 
ed it  on  a  very  vital  point. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    I  read  '  Hansard.* 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  has  declared  that  my 
position  was  this,  that  I  did  support  re- 
medial legislation  In  1896  but  that  I  would 
not  support  It  again,  and  have  so  declared 
in  the  House,  because  it  did  not  pay  poli- 
tically. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Now  I  think  that  Is  as 
c'ear  a  statement  as  I  can  make  as  to  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  said.  I  stated 
ttat  that  was  not  a  proper  representation 
of  my  position,  that  I  have  stated  In  the 
House  that  I  was  not  an  adherent  of  separ- 
ate schools,  but  that  I  believed  the  consti- 
tution of  this  country  gave  to  a  minority 
one  method  of  access  for  redress  and  that 
after  the  decision  of  the  courts  and  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
given,  that  road  was  open  and  I  said  I  be- 
lieved that  although  it  was  not  politically 
to  my  advantage,  and  it  was  not  as  I  be- 
lieved politically  to  the  advantage  of  the 
party  to  which  I  belonged  

Mr.  BELCOURT.    Mr.  Speaker  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Surely  that  Is  not  a 
point  of  order  ;  I  would  like  to  know  what 
the  point  of  order  is. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  stating  my  position- 
Mr.  BELCOURT.    I  would  like  the  hon. 

gentleman  

Mr.  BBLCOURT. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  want  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  state  what  the  point  of  order  Is  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Walt  until  the 
Speaker  calls  him  to  order. 

Mr,  FOSTER.  The  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  cannot  state  my  point 
of  order.  It  must  be  my  right  to  state 
my  point  and  as  he  has  interrupted  me  I 
shall  have  to  commence  a  little  further 
back  than  where  I  left  off.  I  stated  that, 
although  I  did  not  believe  at  the  time  it 
was  my  advantage  politically,  and  I  did  not 
believe  It  was  to  the  advantage  of  the  party 
to  which  I  belonged  politically,  I  believed 
it  was  constitutionally  right  and  that  I  did 
It  because  I  believed  It  was  constitutional 
and  that  it  was  my  duty  to  do  It.  Then  I 
said  after  that  had  taken  place  there  was 
a  power  higher  than  the  constitution  and 
that  power  was  the  sovereign  will  of  the 
people  ;  that  after  the  position  was  laid 
before  the  people  in  1896  in  1900  and  in 
1904  the  people  by  their  votes  had  endors- 
ed the  party  that  opposed  remedial  legis- 
lation and  consequently,  as  long  as  water 
ran  and  grass  grew,  I  did  not  think  I  would 
be  found  In  that  same  programme.  Now 
my  position  is  as  I  have  stated.  The 'state- 
ment made  by  my  hon.  friend  is  exactly  to 
the  reverse.  Mine  gives  as  a  reason  a  re- 
gard for  the  principle  of  the  constitution 
and  a  regard  for  the  will  of  the  people.  The 
hon.  gentleman  stated  that  my  reason  was 
that  I  would  not  do  it  again  because  It  did 
not  pay. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
wish  to  continue  this  acrimonious  discus- 
sion. I  made  a  statement,  I  gave  the  proof 
and  I  leave  It  to  the  House  to  judge. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  have  nothing  to 
withdraw,  absolutely  nothing  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman one  question  ?  Does  he  yet  persist 
in  saying  that  I  declared  yesterday  In  the 
House  that  I  would  not  again  vote  for 
remedial  legislation  because  it  did  not  pay? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  did  not  make  that 
statement  at  all  ;  that  was  not  the  state- 
ment I  made. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  will  admit 
that  it  is  customary  to  accept  a  statement 
made  by  a  member  If  he  has  been  wrongly 
reported,  misconstrued,  or  wrongly  under- 
stood. The  moment  a  member  gives  a  per- 
sonal explanation  it  is  customary  to  accept 
the  explanation. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  accept  the  personal 
explanation  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
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and  if  It  is  as  unsatisfactory  to  the  other 
members  on  this  side  of  the  Honse  as  it  is 
to  me  I  am  willing  to  let  it  go  for  what 
it  is  worth. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  that 
is  quite  right ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite 
right  for  my  hon..  friend  to  take  that  posi- 
tion. There  is  a  distinct  rule  laid  down 
in  books  on  parliamentary  procedure  that 
if  an  hon.  gentleman  In  this  House  says 
that  his  remarks  were  not  intended  to  bear 
a  certain  meaning  that  must  be  accepted 
unreservedly. 

Mr.  BEX/COURT.  I  have  accepted  the 
statement  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  has  not  accepted  it  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  'Leave  it  to  the 
'  Hansard.' 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  'Hansard'  does  not 
prove  it. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   I  think  I  may  go  on. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  states  that 
he  understood  the  boo.  member  for  To- 
ronto (Mr.  Poster)  to  state  a  certain  thing. 
The  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
gives  an  explanation  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  is  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  new  statement.  I  think  the  point 
of  order  is  all  settled. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  said  I  accepted  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto 
(Mr.  Poster). 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Then  we  understand  that 
the  member  for  Ottawa  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Sit  down  ;  order, 

order. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Speaker  

An  hon.  MEMBER.  There  is  no  point 
of  order. 

.  Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  in  order ;  I  want 
to  know  first  whether  or  not  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  INGRAM  the  member  for  Ot- 
tawa  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Sit  down. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    Mr.  Speaker  

Mr.  INGRAM.  Mr.  Speaker  I  ask  your 
ruling. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Order. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  can  stay  here  all  night 
if  my  hon.  friends  


Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  understand 
you  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  INGRAM.   I  do. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.    Please  state 

It. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  want  to  know  through 
jou  whether  the  member  for  Ottawa  used 
the  words  '  to  pay  *  and  whether  that  Is  in 
order  ? 

Mr.  BRODBUR.    That  is  decided. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  have  given 
my  ruling.  The  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Belcourt)  may  have  summarized  un- 
justly the  member  for  Toronto,  but  the 
member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  has  de- 
clared that  he  accepted  the  statement  of 
the  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Poster).  I 
have  given  my  ruling. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  We  are  told  that  lh 
this  matter  we  should  rely  upon  the  spirit 
of  fair-play  and  Justice  of  the  people  In  the 
new  territories.  I  was  proceeding  to  tell 
the  House  that  we  must  In  this  matter 
remember  Manitoba,  when  I  was  Interrupt- 
ed by  the  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Poster).  I  wish  to  say  that  in  my  own  Judg- 
ment in  matters  of  this  kind  we  ought  to  do 
what  good  business  people  do  1n  every  day 
dealings  and  transactions.  Whilst  people  be- 
lieve and  take  it  for  granted  that  other 
people  are  honest  and  intend  to  be  honest 
until  the  contrary  is  proven,  yet  they  make 
an  agreement,  when  they  decide  upon-  some* 
tiling,  they  reduce  It  to  writing.  Until  the 
day  of  universal  fair-play  and  justice,  until 
the  day  of  universal  honesty,  which  I  think 
most  will  admit  Is  not  going  to  be  In  the 
very  near  future,  I  think  people  will  con- 
tinue to  have  more  confidence  in  and  to 
place  more  reliance  upon  the  written  agree- 
ments of  other  people  than  they  will  upon 
their  spirit  of  fair-play  and  justice.  That 
rule  applies  to  nations  as  well  as  to  In- 
dividuals. 

We  have  made  an  agreement,  we  have 
decided  what  is  to  be  done  with  reference 
to  those  new  provinces  and  It  Is  far  better 
for  the  peace  of  this  country,  far  better 
for  every  consideration,  that  that  agreement 
should  be  committed  to  writing  as  it  is  by 
enacting  section  16.  When  we  look  at 
what  section  10  merely  perpetuates  It  is 
astounding  to  hear  the  objections  that  are 
made  to  it.  Section  16  simply  consecrates 
the  principle  of  religious  instruction  in  the 
school,  and  I  should  like  to  ask:  What  prin- 
ciple is  violated  ;  what  wrong,  legal,  moral, 
natural,  or  constitutional  is  done  ?  Does  the 
exercise  of  the  privilege  claimed  by  the 
minority  cause  injury  to  anybody  ;  does  it 
entail  upon  any  one  in  this  wide  Dominion 
the  deprivation  of  any  right  or  any  pri- 
vilege ;  does  It  take  anything  away  from 
anybody ;  does  it  hurt,  hamper  or  injure 
any  one  in  the  slightest  degree  ;  does  it  do 
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violence  to  the  conscience  of  any  one  that 
there  should  be  religious  instruction  in  the 
schools.  Whose  conscience  is  violated  by 
the  privilege  that  is  given  to  the  minority 
to  have  one  of  their  own  religion  come  to 
the  school  room  at  stated  hours  to  give  the 
children  religious  instruction  ?  Mr.  Speak- 
er, to  put  the  question  is  to  answer  it.  The 
principle  recognized  by  section  16  hurts  no- 
body, and  yet  for  weeks  and  for  months 
past  the  Conservative  press,  the  public  halls 
and  some  of  the  pulpits  in  this  great  pro- 
vince have  been  .filled  with  angry  and  unjust 
declamations,  with  impassioned  and  violent 
denunciations,  with  appeals  to  the  pas- 
sions and  prejudices  of  the  majority  against 
the  minority.  This  House  has  been  flooded 
with  petitions  protesting  against  the  so- 
called  tyranny  involved  in  this  legislation, 
and  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
shackles  and  the  fetters  which  we  are  about 
imposing  upo»  the  poor  helpless  provinces 
of  the  Northwest.  The  editor  of  one  of  the 
most  prominent  newspapers  in  this  province 
had  the  temerity  to  say  on  the  public  hust- 
ings In  the  city  of  Toronto,  that  In  this 
country  you  must  have  absolute  unity  of 
race  and  creed.  Mr.  Speaker  what  does 
that  mean?  It  means  that  the  Catholics 
of  this  country  are  to  be  absorbed  or  anni- 
hilated ;  it  means  that  the  Catholics  in  gen- 
eral and  the  French  Canadians  In  particular 
are  to  be  wiped  out.  Why,  Sir,  we  are 
told  that  the  province  of  Quebec  must  be 
wiped  out  of  confederation,  all  because  for- 
sooth the  Catholic  antoorlty  in  the  new  pro- 
vinces want  to  have  religious  instruction  In 
their  schools.  Our  Catholic  clergy  have 
been  daily  assailed  and  insulted;  our  priests 
have  been  held  up  to  the  electorate  of  the 
country  as  retrograde,  grasping  and  tyranni- 
cal. Under  the  pretense  of  'protecting  pro- 
vincial rights  in  the  new  provinces  ;  the 
rights,  the  religious  convictions,  the  pre- 
judices if  you  will,  of  two-thirds  of  the 
Canadian  people  have  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  harsh,  unjust,  unworthy  and  unfair 
criticism  and  attack.  The  hierarchy  of  the 
Catholic  Church  has  been  once  again  made 
the  butt  of  prejudice  and  unfounded  asser- 
tion. Sir,  in  the  face  of  the  storm  which 
lias  raged  in  Ontario  over  this  question  It 
is  only  fair  that  I  should  contrast  the  calm, 
the  moderation,  the  spirit  of  tolerance  dis- 
played by  that  very  hierarchy  which  has 
been  so  ruthlessly  assailed.  Has  any  one 
heard  the  Catholic  clergy  or  the  minority  in 
the  west  or  elsewhere  say  a  word  in  this 
crisis  'I  Has  any  one  seen  thein  stoop  to  J 
pick  up  the  gauntlet  thus  thrown  down  ;  | 
li'is  any  one  heard  them  answer  the  Insults  j 
levelled  against  them.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
they  have  pursued  a  dignified  course,  con- 
scious that  the  spirit  of  fair-play  to  be  found 
In  the  Canadian  Parliament  will  uphold  their 
just  rights.  I  should  think  that  the  con- 
trast would  be  sufficient  to  bring  the  blush 
of  shame  to  the  cheek  of  those  who  profess  ' 
Mr.  RELCOURT. 


to  practise  the  true  Christian  spirit,  but  who 
seem  to  have  forgotten  it  for  the  moment. 

And  Mr.  Speaker,  who  are  those  Catholic 
clergy  and  who  are  the  hierarchy  who  have 
been  thus  maligned  ?  They  need  no  defence 
from  me :  the  history  of  British  North 
America  Is  their  best  vindication.  Let  me 
remind  its  detractors  that  the  Catiholic  clergjr 
has  done  as  much  as  any  other  body  for 
civilisation  and  Christianity  on  this  contin- 
ent—there has  been  in  Canada  no  truer,  no 
surer,  no  more  constant  upholder  of  British 
institutions  and  British  power  than  this 
very  clergy— if  this  country  has  been  pre- 
served to  the  British  Crown,  it  is  due  in  a 
measure  to  the  loyalty  and  bravery  of  the 
French  Canadians  and  In  a  greater  measure 
still  to  the  Catholic  clergy.  Let  me  place 
on  record  some  of  the  utterances  of  Can- 
adian Catholic  bishops  in  defence  of  British 
connection.  In  the  year  1775,  the  vear  of 
the  American  invasion,  Momsigneur  Briand, 
the  hisJiop  of  Quebec,  wrote  on  the  22nd  of 
May  to  his  flock  : — 

A  body  of  revolted  subjects  against  their  le- 
gitimate sovereign,  who  is  also  our  own,  has 
just  invaded  this  province,  less  with  the  hope 
of  being  able  to  maintain  themselves  within 
its  limits  than  with  the  object  of  drawing  you 
into  their  rebellion,  or  at  least  of  Inducing  you 
not  to  oppose  them  in  their  pernicious  under- 
taking. The  particular  kindness  and  gentle- 
ness with  which  we  have  been  governed  on  be- 
half of  His  Most  Gracious  Majesty  King  George 
III.,  since  the  time  when  the  fate  of  arms  put 
us  under  his  dominion  ;  the  recent  favours 
with  which  we  have  Just  been  loaded  by  him, 
in  being  given  back  the  use  of  our  laws,  the 
free  exercise  of  our  religion,  in  being  made  to 
participate  in  all  the  privileges  and  advantages 
of  British  subjects,  would  no  doubt  be  enough 
to  impel  our  gratitude  and  to  rouse  our  zeal  In 
upholding  the  interests  of  the  Crown  of  Great 
Britain.  But  motives  still  more  eloquent  must 
speak  to  your  hearts  at  the  present  moment. 
Your  oaths,  your  religion,  impose  upon  you  an 
indispensable  obligation  of  defending  with  all 
your  might  your  country  and  your  king.  Close 
then  your  ears,  dear  Canadians,  and  heed  not 
the  promoters  of  sedition  who  aim  at  your  un- 
happiness  and  seek  to  stifle  in  your  hearts  the 
sentiments  of  submission  to  your  legitimate 
superiors,  which  education  and  religion  have 
embedded  in  them.  Be  cheerful,  ready  for  any- 
thing that  you  will  be  directed  to  on  behalf 
of  a  kind  governor,  who  has  no  other  alms 
but  your  welfare  and  your  happiness.  It  is 
not  a  question  of  carrying  war  into  remote  pro- 
vinces ;  you  are  only  asked  for  a  helping  hand 
to  drive  back  the  enemy  and  check  the  invasion 
that  threatens  this  province.  The  voice  of  re- 
ligion and  that  of  your  own  interest  are  here 
united,  and  assure  us  of  your  zealousness  to 
defend  our  frontiers  and  our  possessions. 

In  1812,  similar  language  was  used  by 
Mouseigueur  Plessis,  then  bishop  of  Quebec. 
In  1813,  similar  language  was  used  by  Mon- 
seigneur  Plessis  in  addressing  his  people.  In 
Ijvw',  at  a  time  when  the  French  Canadians 
were,  not  unjustly,  complaining  that  they 
were  not  being  treated  as  British  subjects 
ought  to  be  treated,  the  hierarchy  of  Quebec 
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told  the  people  what  their  duties  were  under 
the  circumstances  and  counselled  them  not 
to  join  In  rebellion.  On  the  11th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1837,  Monselgneur  Slgnay,  the  bishop  of 
Quebec,  wrote  to  tie  people  of  his  diocese : 

That,  by  legal  and  constitutional  means,  one 
should  endeavour  to  remedy  grievances  of 
which  one  may  think  oneself  entitled  to  com- 
plain, is  a  right  which  we  do  not  pretend  to 
deny  any  one,  but  that,  in  order  to  attain  this 
object,  one  should  resort  to  insurrection,  is 
using  means  not  only  Ineffectual,  imprudent, 
baleful  for  the  very  ones  who  appeal  to  them, 
do  we  say,  but  moreover  criminal  in  the  sight 
of  God  and  of  our  holy  religion  ;  under  the 
delusion  of  escaping  an  evil,  it  means  throwing 
oneself  into  an  abyss  of  irretrievable  wrongs — 
and  the  experience  of  all  the  centuries  shows 
that  these  our  words  are  in  accordance  with 
the  most  absolute  truth. 

I  could  go  on,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  cite  sev- 
eral other  extracts  of  that  kind  which  I 
have  here,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  delay 
the  House  by  doing  so.  I  am  much  mis- 
taken, Mr.  Speaker,  if  six  months  hence 
people  in  this  province  who  have  indulged 
in  these  appeals  to  passion  and  prejudice, 
will  not  ask  themselves,  after  all,  what  all 
this  great  to-do  was  about ;  and  I  am  much 
mistaken  if  some  of  them  at  least  will  not, 
in  their  own  estimation,  cut  a  very  sorry 
figure  when  they  look  upon  the  part  they 
played  In  this  agitation. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  were  asked  the 
other  day,  who  is  responsible  for  this  agi- 
tation ?  The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
answered  the  question.  Some  other  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House  also 
answered  It.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  member  for  East  Grey  is  a 
very  profound  thinker  or  a  great  orator  ; 
I  do  not  think  he  himself  would  lay  claim 
to  lie  either  ;  but  there  is  one  thing  for 
which  I  am  willing  to  give  him  the  palm, 
that  Is,  that  he  is  a  consummate  actor.  For 
the  hon.  gentleman,  without  a  wrinkle  on 
his. face,  without  a  smile,  in  tones  of  appar- 
ent earnestness  and  conviction,  told  us  that 
the  man  responsible  for  all  these  appeals  to 
passion  and  prejudice,  the  man  responsible 
for  this  storm,  is— who  ?  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  who  leads  this  House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  and  I  repeat  It 
again. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  is  a  pretty  general  opinion  in  this 
House  that  the  petitions  with  which  it  has 
been  flooded  during  the  last  few  weeks 
have  all  originated  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself— that  he  is  the  father,  the 
instigator,  the  propagator  of  these  petitions 
—that  he  is  the  one  who  has  gone  into  the 
by-ways  and  the  back  townships  to  get 
them  signed  and  sent  here. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  entirely  incor- 
rect, allow  me  to  say.  I  think  I  am  within 
the  mark  when  I  say  that  half  the  petitions 


which  have  come  here  never  originated 
through  me  or  by  any  suggestion  of  mine. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  told  us  on  several  occasions  that  peti- 
tions which  were  being  presented  by  other 
members  had  come  to  him.  and  that  he 
had  sent  them  to  those  members  to  be 
presented.  Why,  he  was  the  manipulator, 
the  whole  thing,  in  connection  with  those 
petitions.  They  were  his  special  business, 
and  he  gave  it  all  the  attention  and  the  zeal 
he  could.  We  know  that  tne  hon.  gentleman 
has,  through  the  press,  in  this  House,  at 
meetings  off  the  great  Conservative  organ- 
ization of  which  he  is  the  sovereign  grand 
master,  and  which  he  so  consistently,  so 
constantly  and  so  profitably  steers  for  the 
benefit  of  himself  and  the  Conservative 
party,  appealed  to  the  brethren  to  keep  up 
the  agitation  against  this  measure.  It  is 
a  well  known  fact,  Sir,  that  this  campaign 
did  not  originate  in  the  west,  with  the 
people  most  concerned,  but  in  the  province 
of  Ontario.  I  believe  that  before  the  Bill 
was  Introduced  into  the  House,  there  was 
absolutely  no  feeling  in  the  Northwest 
against  the  perpetuation  of  the  privileges 
granted  to  the  minority.  I  have  it  from 
hon.  gentlemen  from  the  west  who  sit  oppo- 
site that  they  had  to  come  to  Ottawa  to 
Kara  that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  a 
school  question,  for  they  had  never  heard 
of  It  up  there.  But,  forsooth,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman for  East  Grey  and  his  friends  had 
to  start  an  agitation  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  among  people  who  were  more  in- 
terested in  the  matter  than  the  people  di- 
rectly concerned.  It  is  true,  Mr.  Haultain 
told  us  some  time  ago  that  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  had  no  objection  to  sep- 
arate schools — that  if  he  were  a  dictator 
there,  he  would  not  think  of  abolishing 
them.  I  am  told  that  the  draft  clause  in 
the  Bill  which  he  submitted '  two  years  ago 
is  very  much  on  the  lines  of  section  1(5  of 
this  Bill.  It  is  true,  he  has  changed  his 
mind  about  that. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Which  draft  clause 
was  that  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    In  his  Bill  of  1902. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  examined 
that  Bill,  and  do  not  recall  any  such  clause. 
Which  draft  clause  does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man refer  to  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  draft  clause  with 
reference  to  educational  matters.  I  have 
not  got  It  before  me.  It  is  true,  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  has  changed  his  mind,  as  is  evidenetxl 
by  the  letter  which  he  has  addressed  to 
the  Prime  Minister.  Is  it  not  true,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  this  agitation  has  been  con- 
fined almost  exclusively  to  the  Conserva- 
tive press  and  to  gentlemen  who  belong  to 
the  Conservative  party  ?  With  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  misguided  or  misinformed  or 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3527 


COMMONS 


3528 


renegade  Liberals,  the  agitation  has  been 
carried  on  

Mr.  LENNOX.   What  about  the  '  Globe '? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  said  renegade  Lib- 
erals. The  agitation  has  been  carried  on 
almost  exclusively  by  the  Conservatives  of 
this  province.  And  is  it  not  extraordinary, 
Mr.  Speaker,  how  much  religion  people 
■who,  up  to  a  certain  moment,  are  known 
to  have  no  religion  at  all,  can  develop  on 
occasion  ?  It  is  perfectly  extraordinary 
how  much  religion  has  been  developed  in 
this  province  within  the  last  few  weeks.  It 
is  extraordinary  how  much  religion  has 
been  professed  by  people  who  have  consti- 
tuted themselves  the  doughty  champions 
of  a  faith  which  nobody  attacks,  and  which 
certainly  is  in  no  danger. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  direct  my  attention  to  that 
clause.  He  has  charged  Mr.  Haultain,  who 
is  not  here,  with  having  changed  his  mind, 
and  I  would  like  to  see  the  clause  he  refers 
to.  There  was  a  clause  Uke  section  2  and 
one  like  section  15,  but  I  do  not  recollect 
any  like  section  16.  I  am  positive  as  to 
that.  I  think  it  would  be  only  fair  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  indicate  to  us  what  he 
means. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
permit  me,  I  have  the  clause  before  me, 
and  I  will  read  it.  I  may  be  wrong  as  to 
the  effect  of  it,  as  I  was  speaking  from 
memory  : 

On,  from  and  after  the  said  first  day  of 
January,  1903,  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  except  those  parts 
thereof  which  are  in  terms  made  or  by  reason- 
able Intendment  may  be  held  to  be  specially 
applicable  to  or  to  affect  only  one  or  more 
but  not  the  whole  of  the  provinces  under  that 
Act  composing  the  Dominion,  and  except  so 
far  as  the  same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act, 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  province  of 


in  the  same  way  and  to  the  same  extent  aa 
they  apply  to  the  several  provinces  of  Can- 
ada and  as  if  the  province  of  had 

been  one  of  the  provinces  originally  united 
by  the  said  Act. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  practically 
clause  2  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    That  may  be. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BORDEN.  Where  is  the  clause 
equivalent  to  clause  1C  of  this  Bill  as  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  said  Mr.  Haultain 
had  changed  his  mind  ?  In  justice  to  Mr. 
Haultain,  who  is  not  here,  my  hon.  friend 
should  read  the  clause  to  the  House  or 
withdraw  that  statement. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  That  is  the  clause  I 
read. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  not  clause 
16. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  The  clause  I  read  -is 
the  one  Mr.  Haultain  proposed  in  his  draft 
Bill  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  BELCOtjRT. 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  clause  2 
of  this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  as  I  under- 
stand, said  that  Mr.  Haultain  had  placed 
in  his  draft  Bill  a  clause  the  same  as  clause 

16. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  said  in  effect,  and 
I  have  read  it 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Then  my  hon.  friend 
says  that  clause  2  is  the  same  as  clause 
16. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  No.  .  What  I  meant, 
and  what  I  think  I  said,  was  that  in  1902, 
Mr.  Haultain,  in  submitting  to  the  govern- 
ment a  draft  of  the  Bill  providing  for  auto- 
nomy, submitted  a  clause  which  virtually 
had  the  same  effect  as  section  16. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  I  have  in  toy 
possession  that  draft  and  would  be  glad  to 
show  the  hon.  gentleman  section  13. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  doubt  very  much  if 
the  passions  and  prejudices  of  so  many  peo- 
ple would  have  been  aroused  to  the  extent 
they  have  been  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
if  they  had  not  expected  to  derive  some 
party  advantage  from  it ;  and  when  the 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  re- 
signed his  portfolio,  they  concluded  that 
their  day  had  come  and  that  if  they  could 
only  keep  up  the  agitation  and  make  the 
storm  still  greater,  some  very  great  mater- 
ial, political  benefit  would  be  the  re- 
sult. They  succeeded  in  getting  their 
leader  who,  we  believe,  up  to  that  point 
was  very  undecided  as  to  the  position  he 
should  take,  to  adopt  their  views  and  take" 
the  course  he  did. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  stating  that  of  which  he  has  no  knowl- 
edge and  for  which  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation  in  fact.  The  statement  Is  made 
recklessly,  and  should  not  be  made  by  an 
lion,  gentleman  of  his  standing  in  the  House, 
without  better 'foundation  than  he  can  pos- 
sibly have  for  it.   It  is  absolutely  untrue. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
aroused  the  ire  of  my  hon.  friend  in  this 
way.  If  my  hon.  friend  says  that  he  had 
made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  course  he  was 
going  to  take  on  the  very  day  this  Bill  was 
presented,  of  course  I  accept  his  statement 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend 
knows  that  that  is  not  the  portion  of  his 
remarks  to  which  I  was  referring.  He  said 
that  1  was  induced  by  pressure  to  take  a 
course  which  I  at  first  hesitated  about 
Naturally  I  looked  Into  the  constitutional 
question  and  made  up  my  mind  about  that 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  because  it 
was  upon  that  question  alone  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  relied  in  Introducing  the 
Bill.  But  when  he  suggests  that  pressure 
was  put  upon  me  by  any  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side  to  take  one  course  or  the  other, 
or  by  any  one  outside  the  House, — with  the 
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exception  of  letters,  sometimes  anonymous 
sometimes  otherwise,  which  came  to  me 
from  both  sides  and  to  which  I  paid  no 
more  attention  than  snch  communications 
deserve— apart  from  these  no  pressure  was 
put  upon  ine.  It  has  been  often  stated  in 
the  press  which  supports  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, and  with  which  he  is  connected,  that 
pressure  had  been  put  upon  me  by  my  con- 
stituents in  Carleton.  That  statement  is 
absolutely  false.  Not  one  of  my  constitu- 
ents, I  am  glad  to  say,  ever  communicated 
with  me,  verbally  or  otherwise,  with  regard 
to  this  matter  up  to  the  time  I  spoke  in 
this  House. 

Mr.  BBDCOURT.  I  accept  unreservedly 
the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend,  but  I  had 
thought— and  I  think  every  member  in  this 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  It  was  a 
very  legitimate  thought— that  the  leader  of 
one  of  the  great  parties  In  this  House,  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  would  naturally  con- 
sult with  his  supporters  and  followers  and 
be,  to  a  very  large  extent,  guided  by  their 
opinions.  If  he  has  not  consulted  the  wishes 
of  the '  people  with  whom  he  is  associated 
on  that  subject,  if  he  has  not  consulted  the 
wishes  of  the  county  of  Carleton  which  he 
represents,  he  is  entitled  to  make  the  state- 
ment he  has.  But  I  thought  it  was  only 
natural  that  he  would  consult  his  followers 
and  the  constituency  he  represents. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend  per- 
sists in  his  personal  allusions.  I  say  again 
that  I  did  not  think  it  was  a  question  upon 
which  I  should  consult  my  constituents  or 
upon  which  I  was  bound  to  consult  them. 
At  all  events  that  is  a  matter  for  me  to 
judge  and  not  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  is 
really  a  matter  with  which  he  has  no  call 
to  Interfere.  I  do  not  know  that  I  evar 
constituted  him  the  censor  of  my  mode  of 
dealing  with  my  constituents  nor  have  I 
heard  that  they  have  ever  given  him  any 
mandate  to  represent  them.  So  far  as  my 
own  friends  are  concerned,  none  of  them 
knew  what  course  I  was  going  to  take  on 
this  Bill,  as  far  as  I  am  aware.  I  an- 
nounced it  in  caucus  the  day  before  I  spoke 
in  this  House,  and  I  did  not  announce  it 
as  a  matter  on  which  they  should  dictate 
to  me  but  as  a  matter  on  which  I  had  made 
up  my  mind,  and  I  spoke  In  the  House  In 
accordance  with  the  position  I  then  took. 

Mr.  BEDCOURT.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  that,  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  it  is  not  proper  for  him  to  consult  his 
constituents  or  his  followers  in  this  House. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Neither  did  the 
First  Minister. 

Mr.  BEDCOURT.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
brought  these  hon.  gentlemen  to  their  feet 
so  often.  I  had  no  wish  to  say  anything 
offensive,  and  I  submit  that  the  remarks 
I  made  were  quite  within  parliamentary 
rules.  I  am  surprised  to  find  that  they 
should  have  caused  so  much  trouble  and 


anxiety  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  ac- 
cept the  statement  of  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition that  he  did  not  consult  anybody, 
either  his  followers  in  the  House  or  his 
constituents.  But  there  is  a  very  shrewd 
suspicion  on  this  side  that  in  taking  the 
course  he  did,  he  took  the  lines  indicated 
by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  follow  him,  whe- 
ther he  consulted  them  or  not.  There  Is 
a  very  shrewd  suspicion  that  the  game  he 
is  playing  to-day  is  that  which  the  gentle- 
men who  sit  behind  him  have  set  for  him, 
that  he  is  following  the  pace  they  set  for 
him,  arid  that,  not  with  a  great  deal  of 
relish,  it  is  evident,  but  still  bravely  enough, 
he  is  trying  to  keep  ahead  of  the  procession 
which  these  gentlemen  have  organized.  He 
realized  at  the  outset  that  in  doing  so  he 
was  going  to  alienate  a  great  many  of  his 
friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  He  rea- 
lized that  the  course  he  was  inspired  to 
take  was  going  to  alienate  his  friends  in 
the  province,  and  he  tried  to  make  up  for 
it  by  paying  them  compliments.  They 
asked  him  for  bread  and  he  gave  them  a 
stone.  They  asked  him  for  bread,  and  he 
gave  them  petrified  bouquets.  I  wonder 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  deceived  himself  to 
the  extent  of  believing  that  any  one  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  is  to  be  hoodwinked  by 
these  empty  and  sonorous  compliments.  If 
he  did,  he  had  a  very  prompt,  rude  and  sad 
ii  wakening.  Within  a  few  hours  from  the 
time  he  delivered  his  speech,  the  most  ac- 
credited and  Influential  of  his  lieutenants 
was  on  his  feet,  and  in  a  remarkable  speech 
destroyed  to  atoms  the  speech  which  his 
leader  had  so  laboriously  prepared  and  so 
laboriouelv  delivered.  The  example  set  by 
my  hon.*  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Monk)— and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
will  permit  me  to  pay  him  the  com- 
pliment of  saying  that  he  rose  to  a  very 
high  ideal  and  made  a  most  remarkable 
speech — was  followed  to-day  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron), 
who  told  us  that  he  also,  like  his  colleague 
I  from  Jacques  Cartier,  was  going  to  vote 
[  against  the  amendment  of  his  leader.  He 
!  must  realize  to-day  that  the  course  he  has 
j  taken  with  or  without  consultation  with  his 
followers  has  broken  the  ranks  of  his  own 
party.  He  must  realize  to-day  that,  whe- 
I  ther  he  intended  it  or  not,  his  action  on 
this  question  is  a  boomerang,  and  that 
while  the  ranks  of  the  opposition  to-day 
are  divided,  the  ranks  of  the  Liberal  party 
present  an  unbroken  front.  When  the 
vote  is  taken  on  this  question  there  will  be 
given  for  the  Bill  the  largest  majority  that 
was  ever  given  in  this  parliament  on  a  great 
question. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  spoken  much  longer 
than  I  intended  to.  But  I  think  that  if  the 
interruptions  with  which  I  have  been  favour- 
ed were  taken  out  of  my  speech  


Mr.  R.  D.  BORDEN, 
be  much  left. 


There  would  not 
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Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  do  not  think  that  re- 
mark is  quite  candid.  If  there  was  so  little 
in  my  speech,  I  wonder  why  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  so  often  Interrupted  me  and 
asked  questions.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
It.  L.  Borden),  only  a  few  moments  ago, 
got  up  with  his  face  white  with  rage.  And 
yet  he  says  there  was  nothing  in  my  re- 
n.arks.  His  earnest  and  very  frequent  in- 
terruption was  one  of  the  greatest  compli- 
ments he  could  pay  me. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   I  apologize. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  is  the  lesson  that  stands  out  most 
clearly  in  this  controversy  ?  Is  it  not  the 
lesson  that  in  this  country  appeals  to  race 
and  religious  prejudice,  to  passion,  to  in- 
tolerance, though  they  may  yield  some  tem- 
porary advantage,  yet,  in  the  long  run,  are 
bound  to  re-act  against  those  who  resort  to 
them  ?  Is  it  not  the  lesson  that  in  this 
country  government  is  possible  only  by 
tolerance,  by  conciliation,  by  fair  and  hon- 
ourable compromise  ?  To  this  policy  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
who  leads  this  House,  early  in  his  public 
career,  devoted  himself ;  to  this  policy  he 
has  steadfastly  adhered  ;  and  of  this  policy 
he  is  the  most  distinguished  and  successful 
exponent  in  this  country.  His  faithful  de- 
votion to  this  Ideal,  and  his  masterly  appli- 
cation of  the  principle  have  made  him  the 
beloved  and  idolized  leader  of  his  party  and 
luive  won  for  him  the  respect  and  admira- 
tion of  all  Canadians,  including.  I  believe, 
bis  opponents,  and  have  won  for  him  no  less 
the  respect  and  admiration  of  the  whole  Bri- 
tish empire.  Before  I  close,  I  would  like  to 
quote  to  the  House  a  passage  taken  from 
one  of  Burke's  immortal  speeches,  covering, 
to  my  mind,  a  most  significant  and  pregnant 
statement  of  the  present  situation  in  Can- 
ada : 

All  government.  Indeed  every  human  benefit, 
every  virtue  and  every  prudent  act  Is  founded 
on  compromise  and  barter.  We  balance  in- 
convenlencies,  we  give  and  take  ;  we  remit 
some  rights,  that  we  may  enjoy  others;  and, 
we  choose  rather  to  be  happy  citizens,  tban 
subtle  disputants.  As  we  must  give  away  some 
natural  liberty  to  enjoy  civil  advantages, 
so  we  must  sacrifice  some  civil  liberties 
and  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the 
communion  and  fellowship  of  a  great  em- 
pire. But  in  all  dealings  the  thing 
bought  must  bear  some  proportion  to  the 
purchase  paid.  None  will  barter  away  the 
immediate  Jewel  of  his  soul.  None  of 
us  who  would  risk  his  life  rather  than 
fall  under  a  government  purely  arbitrary.1 
But,  although  there  are  some  amongst  us 
who  think  our  constitution  wants  improvements 
to  make  It  a  complete  system  of  liberty,  per- 
haps none  who  are  of  that  opinion  would  think 
It  right  to  aim  at  such  improvement  by  dis- 
turbing his  country  and  risking  everything 
that  Is  dear  to  him. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  these  lines,  and  on  these 
lines  only,  wfth  these  ideals  aud  principles, 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


and  with  these  alone,  can  His  Majesty's 
government  in  Canada  be  carried  on.  On 
these  lines  only  can  the  people  of  different 
|  races  and  different  creeds  who  inhabit  Brit- 
i  ish  North  America  continue  to  live  at  peace, 
in  harmony  and  good-will.    On  these  lines 
i  only,  and  with  such  conduct  only,  can  we 
|  develop  ourselves  into  the  nation  we  ought 
|  to  be  in  the  time  to  come.    On  these  lines 
•  only,  Mr.  Speaker,  can  we  accomplish  the 
high  destiny  to  which  Providence  has  called 
us. 

Mr.  R.  S.  LAKE  (Qu'Appelle).  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  has  been  said  on  several  occa- 
sions lately  that  this  House  is  now  dealing 
with  the  most  important  question  that  has 
ever  come  before  it  May  I  go  a  little  furth- 
er and  say  that  this  is  a  great  occasion  in 
the  history  of  the  British  colonial  empire? 
Britain's  greatest  colony  is  proposing  to 
give  a  constitution  to  one  of  .her  own  colo- 
nies. And,  while  I  do  not  presume  that 
there  is  any  analogy  between  the  pow- 
ers which  the  mother  country  exer- 
cises in  relation  to  her  Crown  colonies  and 
the  powers  exercised  by  the  Dominion  in  re- 
lation to  the  Northwest,  still  there  is  suffi- 
cient resemblance  between  the  two  to  make 
it  a  matter  of  interest  to  observe  the  spirit 
in  which  Canada  deals  with  her  colony  as 
compared  with  the  spirit  which  has  been 
shown  by  the  mother  country  in  dealing 
with  her  colonies,  and  with  Canada  herself 
especially.  I  ask  that  the  same  spirit  which 
has  been  shown  by  the  mother  country  In 
dealing  with  Canada  shall  be  shown  by  Can- 
ada In  dealing  with  her  own  colonies.  I  am 
afraid,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  exhibition  which 
we  have  seen  to-night  takes  away  a  good 
deal  of  the  hope  which  I  might  have  cherish- 
ed. I  hope  we  may  calm  down  a  little  as 
this  discussion  proceeds.  What  we  are  do- 
ing is  being  watched  outside  of  Canada, 
and  will  have  an  influence  far  beyond  our 
boundaries.  I  desire  to  acknowledge  in  a 
few  words  the  welcome  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  extend- 
ed to  the  new  provinces  on  joining  the  Can- 
adian family  circle.  But  I  would  remind 
him  that  the  Territories  are  full-grown,  and 
as  such  they  feel  themselves  entitled  to  the 
full  rights  of  manhood.  If  they  are  denied 
i  these  rights.  Hie  relations  within  the  family 
circle  will  be  exceedingly  unsatisfactory. 

I  am  afraid  I  must  spend  some  little 
time  in  going  back  into  the  history  of  this 
question.  The  matter  which  we  have  now 
before  us  was  first  brought  prominently  to 
the  front  on  May  2nd,  1000.  The  first  step 
in  the  movement  was  taken  in  the  legisla- 
tive assembly  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
on  that  day,  when  a  memorial  was  addressed 
to  the  (Jovernor  General  in  Council  asking 
that  this  matter  be  dealt  with.  In  Novem- 
ber of  that  same  year  a  Dominion  general 
election  was  held.  In  December,  1901,  at 
the  invitation  of  the  Dominion  government 
a  conference  took  place  between  a  sub-com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  repre- 
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sentatives  of  the  Northwest  Territories.  Af- 
ter the  conference  a  draft  Bill,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  terms  and  conditions  on  which 
the  Territory  would  be  willing  to  become 
one  of  the  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  was 
submitted  to  the  Prime  Minister.  In  the  fol- 
lowing spring  at  the  next  session  of  the 
legislative  assembly  that  Bill  was  laid  be- 
fore the  assembly  and  unanimously  endorsed 
by  them.  The  only  dissenting  voice  was  in 
■reference  to  the  question  whether  there 
should  be  one  or  two  provinces.  In  regard 
to  every  other  detail  the  Bill  was  endorsed 
with  unauimity.  On  the  21st  of  May,  1902, 
a  general  election  was  held  throughout  the 
Territories  and  the  question  of  autonomy 
was  the  main  issue  in  that  election.  The 
Bill  was  distributed  throughout  the  whole 
country  and  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  peo- 
ple by  the  premier  and  by  other  gentlemen 
who  were  supporting  him  In  that  election 
in  these  words  :  '  These  are  the  matters  up- 
on which  your  judgment  is  invited.  The 
issue  is  plain  ;  it  is  for  the  people  of  the 
Territories  to  decide.' 

The  people  of  the  Territories  did  decide 
by  returning  Mr.  Haultnin  to  power  by  an 
overwhelming  majority.  In  spite  of  this 
fact  a  great  many  excuses  were  made  by 
the  Dominion  government  for  delay  in  deal- 
ing with  the  question.  Two  more  sessions 
of  the  legislative  assembly  were  held  and 
in  each  one  of  these  sessions  a  resolution 
demanding  that  this  question  be  taken  up 
was  passed  unanimously,  being  voted  for 
by  both  Liberals  and  Conservatives.  There 
was  no  dissentient  voice  on  either  occasion, 
but  still  the  matter  was  not  taken  up  by  the 
Dominion  government.  During  the  session 
of  1SX)4,  when  it  was  again  probable  that 
the  demand  would  be  repeated,  we  suddenly 
received  the  well  known  letter  from  the 
Prime  Minister  in  which  he  made  his  prom- 
ise Chat  if  he  was  returned  to  power  he 
would  deal  with  the  matter  at  the  present 
session  of  parliament. 

I  have  indulged  in  this  history  in  order 
to  show  that  the  government  of  the  Terri- 
tories had  a  definite  and  full  mandate  from 
the  people  of  that  country  as  to  the  terms 
which  they  should  ask  to  be  granted  to  the 
Territories  when  they  became  'full-fledged 
provinces.  The  government  of  the  Terri- 
tories were  Invited,  as  you  know,  Sir,  to  a 
series  of  conferences  by  the  right  hon.  the 
Prime  Minister  during  the  first  few  weeks 
of  the  present  year.  The  premier  of  the 
Territories  and  a  member  of  his  executive 
council  attended  the  meeting.  I  wish  to  say 
here  that  as  far  as  my  information  goes, 
there  was  no  change  in  the  conditions  which 
Mr.  Hauitain  demanded  from  the  Prime 
Minister  from  those  which  he  had  been  au- 
thorized to  demand  by  the  people  and  the 
legislative  assembly  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. I  believe  that  he  departed  from 
them  in  no  single  particular,  and  I  think 
the  protest  that  he  addressed  to  the  right 
hon.  Prime  Minister  after  the  Introduction 


I 


of  the  Bill  is  a  proof  of  that  fact.  But,  what 
did  we  find?  We  found  that  after  this  con- 
ference the  Bill  which  was  Introduced  dif- 
fered In  most  essential  points  from  the  re- 
quest of  the  Northwest  Territories,  that  it 
was,  in  fact,  in  many  respects  absolutely 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  people.  In 
consequence  of  this  difference  a  strong  re- 
monstrance was  made  by  the  premier  of  the 
Territories  whicli  was  couched  in  dignified 
and  determined  terms.  Because  it  was  not 
signed  by  the  other  member  of  the  execu- 
tive council,  it  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  that  it  was 
only  Mr.  Haultain's  individual  opinion.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance  said  that  if  it  was 
the  case  that  we  were  doing  something 
against  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  the  government  of  the  Northwest 
had  entered  no  protest.  I  should  like  to  ask 
what  warrant  had  he  for  any  such  state- 
ment '!  All  we  have  heard  is  that  Mr.  Bul- 
yea  expressed  a  different  opinion  to  that  of 
Mr.  Hauitain  in  an  interview  which  he 
was  supposed  to  have  given  to  the 
Milobe"  directly  after  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill.  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Bul- 
yea  denies  having  given  that  interview. 
At  any  rate,  whether  it  was  so  or  not,  Mr. 
Bulyea  is  remaining  in  the  government  of 
Mr.  Hauitain.  It  is  inconceivable  tbat 
if  he  disagrees  with  his  colleagues  on  such 
an  important  matter  as  this,  he  should  con- 
tinue to  remain  a  member  of  the  goveru- 
ment.  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  his  actions 
count  for  far  more  in  this  particular  than 
anything  that  he  may  have  said  in  any  sup- 
posed newspaper  interview.  It  is  juggling 
with  words  to  assert  that  when  the  premier 
of  a  government  protests  it  is  only  the  pro- 
test of  an  individual.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
Mr.  Bulyea  had  just  the  same  mandate  that 
Mr.  Hauitain  had  from  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  That  mandate  was 
too  clear  for  it  to  have  been  possible  for  him 
to  have  taken  any  position  other  than  one  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  his  leader  and 
the  fact  remains,  that  he  is  still  a  mem- 
ber of  Mr.  Haultain's  government.  I  have 
also  gone  into  this  history  to  show  that  two 
Dominion  general  elections  have  been  held 
since  this  matter  was  placed  before  the 
Dominion  government.  •  The  government 
refused  to  act  or  define  their  policy  in  any 
particular  during  the  whole  lifetime  of  one 
parliament.  More  than  that,  when  another 
appeal  to  the  people  became  imminent  they 
refused  to  define  their  policy  before  the  elec- 
tions. Although  they  had  had  the  draft  pro- 
positions before  them  for  three  years  they 
were  not  prepared  to  declare  themselves  in 
any  respect.  The  hon  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.-  Sifton)  went  into  the  North- 
west Territories  and  when  he  was  questioned 
in  regard  to  this  matter  he  refused  to  com- 
mit himself  except  on  one  point  which  I 
shall  mention  just  now,  but  on  all  the  main 
points  in  connection  with  the  draft  Bill 
he  refused  to  commit-  himself.    We  -were 
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all  told  In  the  Northwest  Territories — I 
heard  it  myself  ou  many  platforms— that  the 
proper  thing  for  us  to  do  was  to  trust  the 
Liberal  party,  that  with  their  record  in  the 
past  they  would  be  sure  to  give  us  fair  and 
liberal  terms.  We  have  been  told  quite  re- 
cently and  told  triumphantly  that  the  seven 
Liberal  members  of  parliament  who  come 
from  the  Northwest  Territories  would  sup- 
port the  Bill  in  its  present  form.  If  so, 
then  I  think  it  must  be  due  to  a  sudden 
change  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  at  least  two 
of  those  members.  The  two  hon.  members 
who  were  in  the  last  parliament.  They 
have  put  themselves  definitely  on  record  In 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  refer  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  and  to 
the  hou.  member  for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr. 
Scott).  The  hou.  member  for  Edmonton,  on 
the  13th  of  October,  1903,  said  this  : 

I,  said  In  this  House  last  session,  and  I  take 
the  liberty  of  repeating  it,  that  if  the  House 
will  give  the  Northwest  Territories  the  terms 
asked  for  In  the  draft  Bill  contained  In  these 
papers.  I  will  certainly  support  it  most  strong- 
ly. We  will  support  It.  These  are  the  terms 
we  want. 

That  statement  was  placed  on  record. 
Then  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
a  couple  of  years  previously  had  placed 
himself  ou  record  as  asking  very  similar 
terms  to  those  which  were  subsequently 
comprised  In  the  draft  Bill  which  was  sub- 
mitted by  the  Northwest  Territories.  There- 
fore, I  hold,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  these  two 
hon.  geutlemeu,  at  any  rate,  from  the  North- 
west Territories,  had  any  mandate  from 
their  constituents  in  that  country,  that  man- 
date would  certainly  be  in  the  terms  in 
which  they  had  placed  themselves  on  record 
in  their  public  utterances. 

I  regret  that  after  having  for  years 
advocated  the  granting  of  provincial  auton- 
omy to  the  Northwest  Territoriees,  I  am 
unable  to  welcome  the  measure  which  has 
just  been  introduced.  It  does  not  contain 
the  'fair  and  just  terms'  for  which  the  people 
of  the  Territories  ask  and  it  does  not  give 
'complete  and  absolute  autonomy'  such  as  we 
were  promised  by  the  Prime  Minister.  It 
creates  two  new  provinces  of  an  inferior 
type  and  of  a  lower  grade  than  the  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  I 
contend  that  the  people  of  the  Territories 
are  justified  in  their  demand  to  be  placed  on 
the  same  level  as  is  occupied  by  the  other 
province  especially  as  they  have  a  popula- 
tion larger  at  the  present  moment  than  the 
populations  of  four  of  the  seven  existing 
provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Their  disap- 
proval of  the  Bill  which  has  been  introduced 
has  been  amply  proved  by  the  great  number 
of  protests  which  they  have  made  and  which 
have  been  placed  before  this  House.  I  am 
sorry  that  there  are  two  provinces  instead 
of  one.  The  assembly  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  was  strongly  in  favour  of  having 
only  one  province  for  the  whole  of  the  Terri- 
tories.  They  had  voted  on  that  question  and 

Mr.  LAKE. 


had  endorsed  that  position  by  a  large  ma- 
jority. The  whole  country  had  given  their 
opinion  on  it  when  they  voted  as  they  did 
at  the  general  elections  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  late  Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Sifton)  committed  himself  on  only  one 
particular  point  and  that  was  with  refer- 
ence to  the  matter  of  one  or  more  provinces. 
Although  I  -was  not  present  at  the  time  I 
am  told  on  credible  authority  that  both 
at  Regina  and  Indian  Head  he  stated  that 
he  was  In  favour  of  one  province.  The 
Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Lemleux)  has  given 
the  reasons  why  apparently  the  government 
considered  it  would  be  undesirable  to  make 
the  whole  of  the  territories  into  one  pro- 
vince. He  was  afraid  that  the  progress 
and  the  prosperity  of  one  large  province 
would  become  such  that  the  influence  of  that 
province  upon  the  rest  of  Canada  would  be 
too  great.  I  regret  also  to  see  the  name  of 
Assiniboia  disappear  from  the  map.  The 
most  thickly  settled  portion  of  the  eastern 
province,  has  borne  that  name  for  a  long 
time  past.  The  magnificent  wheat  produc- 
ing fields  of  that  district  have  made  the 
name  famous  in  the  great  markets  of  the 
world.  Assiniboia  contains  the  largest  por- 
tion of  the  population  of  the  eastern  pro- 
vinces, and  therefore  I  think  when  a  choice 
I  of  names  was  being  made  Assiniboia  should 
|  have  been  retained.  No  matter  what  the 
opinion  may  be  as  to  whether  it  was  a  good 
'  name  to  choose  in  the  first  instance,  it  was 
I  sanctioned  by  usage,  and  should  have  been 
'  preserved  rather  than  the  name  Saskatche- 
wan. 

However,  there  are  other  and  greater 
questions  than  these  involved  In  the  BUI 
and  I  shall  leave  these  minor  points  and 
proceed  to  deal  with  two  or  three  of  the 
main  points  at  Issue,  as  shortly  as  I  pos- 
sibly can.  I  shall  take  up  for  a  few  min- 
utes the  limitation  of  the  powers  of  tax- 
ation which  are  being  imposed  on  the 
people  of  the  new  provinces  in  these  Bills — 
I  refer  of  course  to  the  question  of  the 
exemption  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  taxation.  One  would  imagine  from 
what  one  constantly  hears  In  this  country 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  been 
built  in  order  to  open  up  the  Northwest  and 
that  therefore  the  Northwest  should  pay 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  But  was 
that  the  case  ?  Let  us  turn  back  for  a 
few  moments  to  the  Quebec  resolutions. 
Section  69  reads  as  follows  : 

The  communications  with  the  Northwestern 
Territory,  and  the  improvements  required  for 
the  development  of  the  trade  of  the  great  west 
with  the  sea-board,  are  regarded  by  this  confer- 
ence as  subjects  of  the  highest  importance  to 
the  federated  provinces,  and  shall  be  prosecuted 
at  the  earliest  possible  period  that  the  state  of 
the  finances  will  permit. 

That  is  to  say  this  question  of  building 
a  railway  into  the  west  was  looked  upon 
as  a  subject  of  the  highest  Importance  to 
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the  federated  provinces.  It  was  to  open  up 
channels  for  the  trade  of  the  east.  That  was 
the  first  reason  for  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  later  and 
perhaps  the  most  cogent  reason  was  that 
It  was  absolutely  imperative,  if  faith  was 
to  be  kept  with  British  Columbia,  that  a  rail- 
way should  be  built  across  the  continent 
A  contract  was  made  by  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  consideration  on  the  part  of  Canada 
included  a  grant  of  money,  a  grant  of  land 
and  exemption  from  taxation.  The  North- 
west Territories  are  to-day  paying  their 
share  of  the  interest  on  that  money  grant 
so  we  will  wipe  that  question  away.  How- 
ever in  addition  to  that  which  is  Imposed  on 
them  in  common  with  the  rest  of  Canada 
they  are  contributing  a  land  grant  not  only 
for  that  portion  of  the  line  which  was  built 
in  the  Territories,  but  also  for  that  portion 
which  was  built  in  British  Columbia  and 
for  a  part  of  the  line  which  was  built  In 
Ontario  and  in  Manitoba.  Now,  Sir,  that  Is 
a  great  burden  upon  the  country.  The 
result  of  it  is  that  millions  of  money  which 
have  been  made  in  that  country  and  which 
should  be  kept  in  the  country  to  develop  its 
cesources  are  being  sent  out  in  payment  for 
the  lands.  We  have  claimed  compensation 
in  the  draft  Bill  for  such  lands  as  were 
alienated  by  the  Dominion  government  for 
purely  Dominion  purposes.  Our  demand  in 
that  respect  has  apparently  not  received 
consideration  and  all  I  desire  at  this  mo- 
ment is  simply  to  mention  the  fact  and  to 
enter  my  protest  because  It  has  not  been 
considered. 

To  turn  to  the  third  consideration  for 
the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way. The  exemption  from  taxation  is  a 
very  unjust  burden  and  it  falls  entirely  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  new  provinces.  It  is 
an  unjust  burden  which  was  incurred  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  of  Canada,  and 
the  Dominion  should  relieve  us  from  it.  The 
Dominion  parliament  made  the  contract  and 
incurred  the  obligation.  There  was  no  pro- 
vincial legislature  at  the  time  ;  If  there  had 
been  one  in  existence  I  do  not  suppose  it 
would  have  been  possible  that  such  a  con- 
tract would  have  been  made.  A  very 
strong  point  was  made  in  the  argu- 
ment which  accompanied  the  draft  Bill  in 
this  respect  It  was  urged  in  the  strongest 
terms  that  this  unjust  burden  should  be 
removed  from  the  shoulders  of  the  new 
provinces.  In  the  teeth  of  this  protest  we 
find  that  it  is  actually  proposed  in  this  Bill 
to  rivet  the  burden  on  the  new  provinces 
as  part  of  their  constitution.  I  can  see  no 
possible  reason  for  such  action  as  that, 
and  I  enter  against  it  my  strongest  protest 
I  hope  that  when  this  Bill  comes  to  the 
committee  stage  the  government  will  see 
fit  to  withdraw  that  particular  clause. 
When  this  exemption  was  being  discussed 
in  parliament  some  two  or  three  years  ago, 


;  and  when  the  leader  of  the  opposition  made 
I  a  proposal  that  eertain  steps  should  be 
!  taken  which  would  remove  this  burden 
i  from  the  Territories  and  place  it  where  it 

properly  belonged,  the  Prime  Minister,  at 
|  all  events  by  implication,  gave  some  sort 

of  hope  to  the  Territories,  -when  he  used 

this  language  : 

All  this  shows  how  absolutely  essential  It  Is 
that  the  question  should  be  referred  to  the 
courts  ;  that  we  should  have  an  authoritative 
decision  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  law  before 
we  can  take  any  public  action  in  the  way  of 
giving  relief  to  the  settlers  of  the  Northwest 
Territories. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  evidently  ad- 
mits here  that  the  settlers  of  the  Northwest 
had  a  case  in  asking  for  relief.  I  re- 
call that  statement  to  his  mind,  and  trust 
that  he  will  give  it  serious  consideration. 
We  have  also  a  statement  made  by  the  mem- 
ber for  West  Assiuiboia  (Mr.  Scott)  on  the 
20th  of  pctober,  1903,  when  he  said  : 

Let  me  say  that  in  face  of  the  position  of  this 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  tax  matter,  in  view 
of  the  millions  of  acres  of  land  that  are  In- 
volved and  the  millions  in  value  of  railway 
property  of  the  company  that  are  involved,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
would  be  simply  crazy  at  present  to  accept 
autonomy  unless  driven  lo  it  as  a  last  resort. 
•   *   *  • 

Such  being  the  case,  I  certainly  approve  of  delay 
until  all  doubt  about  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way tax  exemption  has  been  removed. 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  member  for 
West  Asslnlboia  (Mr.  Scott)  not  so  very 
long  ago,  and  yet  we  are  to-day  told  in 
triumphant  tones  that  the  seven  Liberal 
members  from  the  Northwest  are  behind 
the  government  in  support  of  this  Bill. 

Let  me  deal  for  a  moment  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  public  domain.  The  Bill  pro- 
poses that  the  lands,  mines  and  minerals 
and  timbers  are  to  be  retained  by  the 
Dominion  government  and  not  placed  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  new  provinces. 
If  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  have  their  will  in  respect  to  this 
Bill,  that  is  what  will  occur.  Well,  Sir, 
we  claim  that  we  have  Just  as  much 
right  as  any  other  province  in  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  to  the  full  possession 
of  our  lands.  I  was  very  glad  to  see  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  dropped  the  old 
stock  argument  that  Canada  had  purchased 
the  Northwest  Territories,  and  therefore 
that  the  federal  authority  could  deal  with 
these  Territories  just  as  It  liked.  There 
were  very  cogent  reasons  for  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  dropping  that  argument,  but  I 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  Solicitor  General 
revive  it  and  in  doing  so  he  must  have 
been  oblivious  to  some  circumstances  which 
have  occurred  within  the  last  few  years. 
In  reply  to  the  Solicitor  General's  statement 
that  the  acquirement  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories had  not  been  profitable  to  the  Dom- 
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inion,  I  beg  to  tell  him  that  the  profits  from 
that  investment  have  already  been  suffi- 
cient, and  more  than  sufficient  to  pay  the 
entire  claim  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company. 
Probably  the  reason  which  has  caused  gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  drop  the  old  argument 
as  to  the  purchase  of  the  Territories,  is  the 
grant  within  recent  years  of  310,550  square 
miles  of  the  same  territory  to  the  province 
of  Quebec.  More  than  that,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister now  is  proposing  to  make  free  gifts 
of  the  same  territory  to  Quebec,  Ontario, 
the  new  province  of  Saskatchewan,  and 
Manitoba,  although  in  the  case  of  the  pro- 
vinces of  Manitoba  and  Saskatchewan,  it 
would  not  be  a  gift  but  simply  a  request 
that  they  should  administer  the  territory. 
The  old  argument  that  this  territory  be- 
longs to  the  whole  Dominion  must  have  been 
abandoned  by  the  present  government,  or 
otherwise  they  would  have  no  warrant  for 
making  these  free  gifts  to  the  old  provinces. 

The  Prime  Minister  has  appealed  to  the 
precedent  of  Manitoba  as  a  reason  .for  with- 
holding the  public  domain  from  the  new  pro- 
vinces, but  he  deliberately  disregarded  that 
precedent  in  1898  when  he  had  a  Bill  passed 
through  parliament  giving  to  the  province 
of  Quebec  a  vast  area,  nearly  one-half  the 
size  of  one  of  the  new  provinces.  If  there 
is  any  doubt  as  to  the  statement  I  have 
made,  I  would  like  to  lay  before  the  House 
u  few  extracts  from  an  Order  in  Council  of 
the  Quebec  government  dated  the  24th  of 
April,  18it8.  upon  which  the  legislation 
*was  subsequently  framed.  Attached  to 
this  Order  in  Council  is.  a  report  from  Mr. 
E.  H.  Tach<»,  assistant  Commissioner  of 
Crown  Lands,  who,  after  discussing  the 
question  as  to  the  province  of  Quebec  mak- 
ing a  demand  for  that  portion  of  the  coast 
of  Labador  which  is  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  Newfoundland,  goes  on  to  say  : 

The  claiming  of .  that  territory  would  result 
in  serious  diplomatic  complications  which  the 
Dominion  government  certainly  will  not  raise, 
but  it  seems  to  mc  that  a  compromise  might 
be  arrived  at  which  will  prove  acceptable  to 
all  those  Interested.  The  claims  under  the  old 
French  regime,  thus  altered,  would  still  Include 
a  vast  extent  of  territory,  which  in  extent  and 
value  would  be  a  good  equivalent  to  the  terri- 
tory claimed  by  Ontario.  The  claim  might  be 
framed  in  the  following  manner  : 

•  He  then'  goes  on  to  define  in  detail  the 
boundary  line  nu  it  was  finally  adopted  in 
the  Bill  passed  by  this  parliament,  and  he 

says  : 

The  definition  of  the  limits  means  an 
increase  In  area  of  116,550  square  miles.  In  my 
opinion  to  go  further,  as  far  as  the  Hudson 
Strait  would  be  too  grasping. 

Too  grasping  even  for  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  a  matter  of  this  sort ;  so  grasp- 
ing indeed  that  the  deal  might  not  be  put 
through  parliament.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
do  not  wish  to  protest  in  any  way  against 
this  accession  of  territory  to  the  province 

Mr.  LAKE. 


of  Quebec.  I  think  it  was  a  perfectly  cor- 
rect policy  ;  I  believe  that  the  province  of 
Quebec  could  administer  that  territory  far 
more  satisfactorily  than  it  could  possibly 
be  administered  from  Ottawa.  Some  day 
there  may  be  a  great  rush  of  people  into 
that  country  for  all  we  know,  and  then  I  am 
quite  certain  that  the  provincial  manage- 
ment will  be  more  satisfactory  to  these 
people  than  could  possibly  be  the  manage- 
ment of  the  more  distant  central  govern- 
ment at  Ottawa.  But.  Sir,  this  incident 
forms  a  preceudent  set  by  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster himself,  which  surely  he  ought  to  fol- 
low in  this  case  of  the  new  provinces.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  that  what  is  sauce  for  the 
guo.se  in  this  case  is  not  considered  sauce 
for  the  gander. 

Now,  1  would  like  to  ask  whether  there 
is  any  similarity  whatever  between  the 
conditions  which  prevailed  in  Manitoba  In 
the  year  1870,  when  Manitoba  became  a 
province  of  this  Dominion,  and  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Territories  in  this  year  1905.  If 
there  is  no  similarity  whatever  in  condi- 
tions, there  can  be  no  precedent.  At  that 
time  Manitoba  was  under  the  paternal  gov- 
ernment of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  In 
the  debates  of  1870,  you  will  find  the  opin- 
ion expressed  that  the  people  of  Manitoba 
were  scarcely  fit  for  a  provincial  form  of 
government.  A  doubt  was  expressed  as 
to  Hie  '  fitness  of  a  people  just  emerging 
from  the  conditions  of  serfdom'— that  was 
one  of  the  phrases  used.  They  were  also 
referred  to  as  an  Ignorant  people.  They 
comprised  In  all  some  twelve  thousand 
souls,  and  they  were  at  that  very  time  in 

j  the  throes  of  rebellion.  Is  there  any  sim- 
ilarity whatever  in  the  condition  of  Manitoba 
at  that  time  and  the  present  condition  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  who  have  a 
responsible  government,  a  constitution, 
limited  certainly  as  to  its  powers,  but  one 
which  they  have  enjoyed  for  a  great  many 
years  past :  who  have  carried  on  a  liberal 
and  progressive  government,  a  government 
which  is,  I  think,  second  to  none  in  any  of 
the  other  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and 
also  with  a  population,  as  I  have  Just 
stated,  larger  than  that  of  the  majority  of 
the  provinces  of  the  Dominion. 

Then,  if  any  hou.  gentleman  will  look  ■ 
through  the  debates  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  many  years  succeeding  the  forma- 
tion of  the  province  of  Manitoba,  he  will 
find  that  the  opinion  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  was  always  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  public  lands  in  the  province 
should  belong  to  the  province.  I  have 
culled  a  number  of  opinions  from  the  great 
men  of  that  time — Mr.  Mills,  Sir  John  Mac- 

donahl.  Sir  Leonard  Tllley.  Mr.  G.  W.  Ross, 
by  all  of  whom  to  a  greater  or  less  extent 
that   principle   is   recognized.  The  reason 

given  in  nearly  every  case  for  withholding 
the  lands  from  the  province  was  that  it 
would  not  pay  the  province  to  hold  them— 
that  the  administration  of  the  lands  would 
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cost  more  than  the  province  would  ever  be 
able  to  make  out  of  them.  That  is  the  reason 
which  was  given  for  a  great  many  years. 
But  a  change  came  over  the  scene  in  1885, 
or  a  little  previous  to  that,  when  it  was 
discovered  that  the  lands  had  an  exception- 
al value.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  stating  his 
main  reason  for  withholding  the  public 
lands  from  the  new  provinces,  quoted  from 
au  Order  in  Council  of  the  year  1885 ;  but 
he  did  not  quote  the  main  reasons  which 
were  given  in  that  Order  in  Council  by  the 
Conservative  administration  of  the  day  for 
withholding  the  public  lands  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  He  only  quoted  a 
consideration  .which  'had  much  weight' 
with  the  sub-committee  after  three  or 
four  of  the  main  reasons  had  been  etated, 
that  consideration  being  that  it  would  be 
advisable  in  the  interests  of  immigration 
that  the  Dominion  government  should  con- 
tinue to  hold  the  public  lands  in  its  own 
hands.  Now,  to  my  mind  that  is  a  very 
unsound  argument.  The  Immigration  De- 
partment is  for  the  whole  of  Canada— for 
all  the  provinces,  and  for  no  one  more  than 
another.  It  may  happen,  and  It  does  hap- 
pen, that  the  province  of  Manitoba  and  the 
Northwest  Territories  are  the  most  attrac- 
tive field  for  immigrants  to-day  ;  but  to- 
morrow it  may  be  Ontario  or  Quebec  or 
British  Columbia ;  we  do  not  know.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  we  find  that  the  Immi- 
gration Department  is  working  hard  In  the 
interest  of  the  other  provinces  of  the  Do- 
minion, just  as  hard,  I  imagine,  as  it  is  for 
the  Northwest  Territories.  Here  is  an  ex- 
tract from  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  with  reference  to  the  immigration 
into  Ontario  : 

In  order  to  relieve  to  some  extent  the  situ- 
ation in  the  province  of  Ontario,  where  there 
has  been  such  a  great  dearth  of  labour,  the  de- 
partment took  steps  early  in  the  year  to  direct 
its  agents  in  the  old  land  to  divert  as  much  as 
possible  the  farm  labouring  classes  to  that  pro- 
vince. The  result  of  this  has  been  that  some 
thousands  of  labourers  who  perhaps  would  have 
gone  to  western  Canada  were  induced  to  remain 
over  in  Ontario,  all  of  whom  were  immediately 
distributed  by  the  Ontario  bureau  amongst 
farmers  throughout  the  country.  It  has  been 
found  almost  impracticable  to  divert  much  of 
the  foreign  population,  even  of  the  farm  labour- 
ing classes,  to  eastern  provinces,  many  of  these 
people  coming  through  to  meet  friends,  and, 
moreover,  nearly  all  of  the  farm  labourers  from 
the  continent  appear  to  be  desirous  of  securing 
lands  for  themselves  first. 

That  shows  that  the  Immigration  De- 
partment is  working  for  the  province  of 
Ontario,  and  for  the  other  provinces  of  Can- 
ad  Just  as  well  as  for  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  said 
that  any  very  great  inconvenience  is  caused 
to  that  department  by  the  fact  that  the 
lands  of  the  province  of  Ontario  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  government  of  that  province. 
Farm  labourers  and  small  tenant  farmers 
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are  certainly  the  very  best  class  of  immi- 
grants, and  I  have  no  objection  to  their 
being  diverted  to  Ontario  to  get  their  first 
experience  of  Canada.  But  if  the  lands  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  are  to  be  retained 
in  the  hands  of  the  Dominion  government, 
simply  because  it  wants  to  apply  its  Immi- 
gration policy  to  the  best  advantage,  then 
it  should  not  divert  from  those  lands  any 
immigration  which  is  coming  out.  But  I  am 
sure  that  is  a  position  that  would  be  re- 
sented by  every  other  province  of  Canada. 
Every  immigrant  who  comes  into  this  coun- 
try is  an  asset  to  the  whole  Dominion. 

I  consider  that  the  difficulties  which  have 
been  raised  are  entirely  visionary.  If  the 
new  provinces  were  possesed  of  their  own 
public  lands,  they  would  be  the  most  inter- 
ested of  all  in  encouraging  immigration  to 
come  within  their  bounds.  We  should  have 
three  local  governments  all  hard  at  work 
trying  to  bring  in  immigration,  and  all  com- 
peting with  each  other  for  immigration. 
More  than  that,  the  local  government,  thor- 
oughly understanding  the  local  conditions, 
would  be  able  to  make  matters  so  much 
more  comfortable  for  the  incoming  settlers 
that  they  would  produce  a  more  contented 
class  of  settlers;  and  the  old  saying  still 
holds  good,  that  the  contented  settler  is  the 
best  immigration  agent,  and  the  quotation 
which  I  have  just  made  from  the- report  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  goes  to  prove 
it  These  people  coming  In  are,  a  great 
many  of  them,  coming  to  their  friends,  from 
whom  they  have  heard  of  their  great  pros- 
perity and  who  have  encouraged  them  to 
come  to  the  country.  I  contend  that  the 
moral  if  not  the  legal  right  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces to  the  ownership  of  their  public  lands 
has  practically  been  conceded  by  the  govern- 
ment. 1  do  not  think  any  doubt  has  been 
seriously  raised  upon  this  subject.  This 
question,  as  well  as  the  whole  question  of 
provincial  powers,  was  very  clearly  stated 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
(Mr.  Scott)  some  four  years  ago.  My  hon. 
friend  sent  me  a  copy  of  his  speech  on  that 
occasion.  I  concurred  then  with  him  in 
the  position  he  took,  and  am  very  glad  to 
put  on  record  the  second  time  some  of  the 
opinions  which  he  expressed  in  that  speech, 
and  which  are  very  similar  to  those  I  hold 
myself.   On  the  25th  March,  1901,  he  said  : 

I  may  say  that  what  the  people  will  expect 
and  what  I  think  they  have  a  right  to  expect — 
and  this  is  really  the  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  parliament— is  that  they 
will  be  dealt  with  on  exactly  the  same  basis 
as  the  originally  confederated  provinces  dealt 
with  themselves,  and  be  put  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  that  occupied  by  the  originally 
confederated  provinces.  If  the  proper  principle 
is  adhered  to,  if  the  principle  of  absolute 
equality  is  observed,  if  parliament  places  the 
new  provinces  upon  an  equitable  basis,  the 
local  government  will  be  given  a  proper  grant 
for  government,  also  the  per  capita  grant, 
and  be  given  anything  that  may  be  shown  to 
be  due  as  the  debt  allowance.   And  they  will 
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be  put  in  the  possession  of  the  public  resources, 
lands,  timber  and  minerals  in  the  same  way 
as  the  other  provinces  were  put  in  possession 
of  those  resources.  I  believe  that  that  portion 
of  the  confederation  arrangement  by  which  the 
original  provinces  retained  control  over  their 
public  resources  was  looked  upon  by  the  fathers 
of  confederation  as  the  keystone  of  the  whole 
scheme. 

The  hon.  member  then  went  on  to  quote 
from  speeches  made  by  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald  and  Sir  A.  T.  Gait  In  connection 
with  confederation.  In  which  they  explained 
the  reasons  for  placing  the  public  lands  at 
the  disposal  of  the  different  provinces.  My 
hon.  friend  went  on  to  say  : 

When  Prince  Edward  Island  was  taken  into 
confederation  a  grant  was  voted  her  for  the 
very  reason  that  she  did  not  have  any  public 
land. 

Further  on  he  said  : 

The  people  of  the  Territories  contend  that 
the  public  lands  of  that  territory  are  now  sim- 
ply held  in  trust  by  parliament  until  such  time 
as  provinces  may  be  created  in  that  area. 
They  firmly  believe  that  their  contention  is 
good.  But  even  if  a  strict  legal  or  moral  right 
cannot  be  established  by  the  people  of  the 
Territories  to  be  given  possession  of  their  local 
resources,  I  appeal  to  this  House  whether  it 
would  not  be  unwise  and  impolitic  to  create 
provinces  out  there  on  any  different  basis  from 
that  on  which  other  provinces  stand.  Entire 
equality  is  the  only  sure  guarantee  of  the  per- 
manency of  the  confederation  structure.  Is  it 
not  a  fair  proposition  that  the  citizens  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  should  be  looked  upon 
In  all  respects  as  equal  to  the  citizen  of  any 
other  province  of  Canada.  The  subjects  that 
come  under  the  purview  of  the  local  govern- 
ment affect  the  people  more  closely  than  those 
dealt  with  by  this  parliament,  and  the  best  way 
to  promote  the  progress  of  that  country  will 
be  to  give  as  much  financial  ability  as  possible 
to  the  local  legislature  to  deal  with  their  local 
affairs,  so  that  education,  public  works  and  all 
local  services  may  be  dealt  with  efficiently  and 
adequately.  My  opinion  is  that  by  no  other 
means  can  parliament  do  as  much  at  one  stroke 
to  promote  progress  and  the  true  welfare,  not 
of  the  Territories  alone  but  of  Canada  as  a 
whole,  as  by  placing  the  main  portion  of  west- 
ern Canada  in  a  strong,  efficient,  capable  posi- 
tion as  concerns  its  local  government. 

My  hon.  friend  concluded  as  follows  : 

I  trust  that  when  the  time  comes,  whether 
It  comes  next  year,  or  the  succeeding  year,  and 
I  feel  assured  that  it  will  come  before  the  end 
of  the  term  of  this  parliament,  that  parliament 
may  deal  with  the  question  on  broad  principles 
and  endeavour  to  place  the  citizens  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  in  a  position  entirely 
equal,  in  no  way  inferior  to  the  position  which 
is  occupied  by  the  citizens  of  any  other  pro- 
vince of  Canada. 

I  have  not  heard  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
since  receded  from  the  views  he  there  ex- 
pressed. He  did  not,  at  any  rate,  in  the  fali 
of  1903,  and  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  be- 
lieve that  those  are  his  opinions  still ;  and 
Mr.  LAKE. 


if  he  has  any  mandate  from  the  Northwest 
Territories,  it  can  only  be  to  give  effect  to 
the  terms  of  his  speech  which  he  distribut- 
ed throughout  that  country  far  and  wide. 

Let  me  now  make  a  comparison  between 
the  value  of  the  lands  when  Manitoba  en- 
tered confederation  and  their  value  to-day. 
In  1883  Sir  Charles  Tupper  read  a  statement 
to  this  House,  which  showed  that  the  sales 
of  land  from  1872  to  1880  had  been  less 
than  two  million  acres,  and  that  the  aver- 
age price  received  was  31J  cents  per  acre. 
Further  on  be  declared  that  only  13  cents 
per  acre  out  of  this  sum  had  been  paid  to 
date.  Compare  the  value  of  the  lands  in 
these  days  with  their  value  in  the  Terri- 
tories to-day.  We  find  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  lands  were  selling  in  Janu- 
ary at  an  average  price  of  $4.10  per  acre 
and  the  school  lands  at  an  average  of 
nearly  $10  per  acre.  We  also  have 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister 
that  $3  an  acre  is  a  very  moderate 
rate  for  land  in  that  country.  Therefore,  I 
contend  there  is  no  comparison  whatever  be- 
tween the  conditions  of  Manitoba  in  1870 
and  those  of  -the  Territories  in  1901. 

Coming  to  the  question  of  the  compensa- 
tion offered  to  the  new  provinces  for  the  loss 
of  their  public  lands,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
First  Minister  what  is  the  basis  of  that  calcu- 
lation? Why  have  the  government  selected 
25,000,000  acres  out  of  the  175,000,000  which, 
roughly  speaking,  will  be  comprised  in  each 
of  these  new  provinces,  and  why  have  they 
placed  a  value  of  only  $1.50  per  acre  on 
these  25,000,000  acres  ?  Again  why  do  they 
only  pay  1  per  cent  interest  at  first  on  those 
lands,  and  how  do  they  arrive  at  the  grad- 
ual increase  in  the  rate  of  interest  as  popula- 
tion increases  in  that  country  ?  I  can  only 
suppose  that  they  began  to  argue  the 
question  backwards.  I  would  presume  that 
their  first  thought  was :  How  much  money 
is  the  least  we  can  give  to  the  people  of 
these  provinces  ?  And  having  decided  upon 
the  figure,  they  began  to  hunt  for 
some  method  of  making  it  up.  The 
whole  arrangement  seems  to  *me  an  ex- 
traordinary one.  I  could  not  find  a  word 
to  describe  it  until  the  Prime  Minister  sup- 
plied it  the  other  day,  when  he  used  the 
word  '  ramshackle.'  That  well  characterizes 
the  arrangements  made  in  this  Bill  for  com- 
pensation to  the  provinces  for  the  loss  of 
their  public  lands.  It  will  be  noticed  that 
compensation  is  only  offered  for  one- 
seventh  of  the  whole  area  or  one-fifth  of  the 
whole  area  still  undisposed  of  according  to 
a  return  brought  down  the  other  day.  Who 
will  say  that  113,000,000  acres  out  of  these 
138,000,000  still  undisposed  of  in  each  of 
these  provinces  are  of  no  value  whatever, 
that  only  25,000,000  are  of  any  value,  and 
that  the  value  of  those  shall  be  fixed  at 
$1.50  per  acre  1  Further  than  that,  no  con- 
sideration whatever  is  given  for  the  mines, 
minerals  and  timber  which  are  being  with- 
held from  us.   As  to  the  fisheries,  I  do  not 
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know  whether  they  are  to  be  withheld  from, 
us  or  not 

With  regard  to  the  value  of  these  lands, 
in  the  latest  report  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  we  have  the  statement  of  the  sales 
of  land  made  by  the  railway  and  other  com- 
panies from  1893  to  1904.  The  sales  amount- 
ed to  10,512,349  acres,  and  the  amount  of 
money  for  which  these  lands  were  sold  was 
$36,992,482,  or  about  $3.50  per  acre.  That 
is  to  say,  we  find  that  as  the  actual  result 
of  the  10  or  11  years'  sales  of  the  great 
land  companies,  ttiey  obtain  for  a  little 
over  10,000.000  acres  a  sum  nearly 
equal  to  the  whole  compensation  to 
be  paid  to  the  people  of  each  of  the 
new  provinces  for  138,000,000  acres.  Then, 
again,  we  have  the  figures  given  by  the  gov- 
ernment of  school  lands  sales.  As  I  have 
said,  they  average  about  $9.90  per  acre. 
Also,  the  Prime  'Minister  mentioned  as 
'  a  very  moderate  rate '  $3  per  acre. 
He  was  afraid  that  if  the  land  were  hand- 
ed over  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  they  might  begin  to  sell 
them  at  something  more  than,  this  very 
moderate  rate  of  $3  per  acre.  When  he 
was  questioned  whether  the  lands  were 
generally  open  for  sale  at  these  figures,  we 
discovered  that  they  were  only  open 
to  a  few  favoured  individuals  and  that 
the  general  public  were  not  able  to  buy 
lands  even  at  $3  per  acre.  I  will  go  a 
step  further  and  take  the  figures  given  by 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  a  couple  of 
years  ago  in  discussing  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  project.  He  then  made  the  calcula- 
tion that  that  one  line  of  railway  alone  was 
going  to  open  up  50,000,000  acres  of  land,  and 
that  the  20,000,000  or  25,000,000  acres  which 
the  government  would  have  for  sale  would 
have  an  accrued  value  of  $3  per  acre  within 
ten  years  after  the  completion  of  the  line.  Or. 
take  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior's  (Mr. 
Sifton's)  statement  made  last  Friday,  when 
he  referred  to  the  school  lands  trust  fund 
as  being  valued  at  $50,000,000.  That  state- 
ment he  made  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
on  the  educational  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
Now.  these  school  lands  consist  of  two 
sections  out  of  every  36  sections  In  the 
township.  That  is,  the  school  lands  are 
about  one-eighteenth  part  of  the  whole  ter- 
ritory. About  1}  sections  of  each  township 
have  been  set  aside  for  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company,  so  that  the  school  lands  amount 
to  one-seventeenth  part  of  the  area  avail- 
able. And,  if  the  seventeenth  part  of  the 
whole  area  is  estimated  by  the  ex-Minister 
of  the  Interior  at  $50,000,000,  It  is  a  simple 
calculation  to  arrive  at  what  he  estimates 
as  the  value  of  the  whole  public  domain  in 
the  Northwest — all  you  have  to  do  is  to 
multiply  $50,000,000  by  17.  But  I  am  not 
suggesting  that  that  is  a  fair  valuation  of 
these  lands.  The  ex-Minister  of  the  Inte- 
rior, I  presume,  thinks  it  must  be.  It  is 
an  exceedingly  difficult  thing  to  find  at  this 
time  what  the  value  of  these  lands  will  be 
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at  some  date  in  the  future.  But  while 
it  is  a  most  difficult  thing  to  arrive 
at  any  final  conclusion  on  this  ques- 
tion, I  submit  that  the  calculations  I 
have  quoted  go  to  prove  conclusively  that 
the  compensation  that  is  offered  for  the  loss 
of  these  lands  is  absolutely  and  utterly 
inadequate.  The  Prime  Minister  took  the 
Manitoba  lands  as  a  precedent,  as  I  have 
before  mentioned.  But,  in  the  case  of  Mani- 
toba,, the  swamp  lands  were  handed  back 
to  that  province.  The  Prime  Minister  says 
there  are  no  swamp  lands  in  the  new  prov- 
inces. I  would  not  like  to  make  such  a  con- 
fident assertion  as  that  myself.  But,  if  there 
are  none,  I  think  the  Northwest  should  have 
some  lands  given  them  in  lieu  of  the  swamp 
lands.  How  much  better  it  would  be  to 
avoid  all  these  difficulties  which  confront 
us  in  the  calculation  of  their  real  value  by 
handing  the  lands  over  to  the  new  provinces 
just  as  their  public  lands  have  been  placed 
in  the  possession  of  the  other  provinces  of 
the  Dominion.  The  people  of  the  new  prov- 
inces would  then  feel  that,  in  this  respect  at 
any  rate  they  had  been  fairly  treated  ;  that 
in  this  respect,  they  had  been  granted  full 
provincial  rights.  Or,  I  will  make  another 
proposition.  If  this  parliament  considers 
only  25,000,000  acres  of  land  of  that  country 
to  be  of  any  value,  I  would  invite  them  to 
select  25,000,000  acres  in  each  province  and 
pay  us  $1.50  per  acre  and  hand  over  the 
remainder  to  the  provincial  authorities.  The 
people  of  the  Northwest  will  make  some  use 
of  the  land  if  you  will  give  it  to  them. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  I  hold  that  no  mone- 
tary consideration  is  sufficient  to  compens- 
ate us  for  the  loss  of  our  land.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  have  a  satisfactory  administration 
of  these  lands  from  a  centre  upwards  of  two 
thousand  miles  distant.  Nearly  everything 
has  to  be  referred  to  Ottawa.  It  takes 
nearly  a  week  to  get  an  answer  to  a  letter 
from  one  of  the  nearest  points,  Regina.  The 
people  on  the  spot  understand  the  conditions 
far  better  than  the  officials  of  the  depart- 
ment down  here  in  Ottawa.  The  land  will 
be  much  better  administered  by  officers  res- 
ponsible to  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  The  whole  admi- 
nistration will  be  under  the  eyes  of  the 
people  who  are  most  deeply  interested  in 
the  lands.  It  is  quite  a  different  matter 
when  the  administration  is  placed  in  the 
hands  of  one  man  at  Ottawa.  He  becomes, 
in  a  sense  a  dictator,  and  he  is  responsible  to 
a  body  of  men  very  few  of  whom  have  any 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  local  conditions 
which  prevail  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 
The  representatives  of  the  other  provinces 
of  the  Dominion  control  and  manage  their 
own  lands.  And  tHey  are  the  people  best 
qualified  to  control  and  manage  those  lands. 
But  I  contend  that  they  are  not  so  well 
qualified  to  control  and  manage  the  lands  of 
'the  Northwest  as  are  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  themselves.  I  was  very  much 
amused  by  one  feature  of  the  speech  made 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3547 


COMMONS 


3548 


the  other  day  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa).  He  tried  to  show 
what  a  kind  and  statesmanlike  tbiug  it 
would  be  to  relieve  the  people  of  the  North- 
west of  the  burden  of  managing  these  lands. 
That  seemed  to  be  the  general  trend  of  his 
remarks.  He  suggested  that  the  members 
of  the  provincial  legislatures  might  be  pres- 
sed to  use  the  lands  improperly.  If  he  finds 
that  difficulty  in  the  province  of  Quebec  he 
has  the  remedy  of  inducing  his  province  to 
hand  over  all  their  lands  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Dominion.  But,  we  have  never 
found  any  difficulty  of  that  kind  whatever  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  in  the  matters 
with  which  we  have  had  to  deal  up  to  the 
present  day,  and  I  believe  we  shall  find  no 
difficulty  in  that  connection  in  the  future. 
At  any  rate,  who  is  the  more  likely  to  have 
improper  pressure  put  upon  them  to  ad- 
minister these  lands  wrongly  ?  Is  It  the 
members  of  the  legislatures  of  the  new  prov- 
inces who  are  directly  under  the  eye  of  the 
people  most  Intimately  concerned,  or  is  it 
not  likely  to  be  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
who  is  acting  by  himself  down  here  at 
Ottawa  ? 

After  all,  these  questions,  Important  as 
tl-ey  are  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, are  overshadowed  by  the  educational 
clauses  In  this  Bill.  These  clauses  have  been 
introduced,  I  assert  once  again  in  spite  of 
what  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  said, 
in  such  a  form  as  to  invite  opposition  ;  and 
the  disparaging  references  made  constantly 
to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  by  member 
after  member  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  not  been  such  as  to  soothe  the  feelings 
of  the  people  under  these  difficult  circum- 
stances. 1  would  like  to  say,  in  reference 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa  that  he  had  been  told  that  no 
school  question  existed  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  up  to  the  present  time,  that 
that  is  practically  the  case.  The  school 
question  has  been  raised  in  this  parliament 
aud  raised  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
But,  I  consider  that  the  same  hon.  gentle- 
man misrepresents  the  position  of  this  party 
when  he  suggests  that  our  attitude  is  to 
iovour  the  repeal  of  the  present  system  of 
education  which  obtains  in  the  Northwest 
Territories.  The  position  of  this  party  is 
that  this  is  a  local  and  provincial  question 
which  should  be  dealt  with  entirely  by  the 
provinces,  that  this  is  a  matter  in  reference 
to  which  this  parliament  has  no  right  or 
power  to  place  restrictions  or  limitations  on 
the  provinces.  We  contend  for  provincial 
rights  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  accuses  us  of  mis- 
using what  he  refers  to  as  that  sacred  term. 
With  one  breath  he  denounces  us  for  appeal- 
ing for  provincial  rights  and  then  with  the 
next  breath  he  approves  of  the  federal 
authorities  retaining  possession  of  the  public 
lands  of  the  Northwest  Territories  which  we 
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believe  it  will  be  an  infringement  of  pro- 
vincial rights  for  t"he  Dominion  to  retain 
in  their  possession.  He  went  on  to  treat 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  as 
if  they  were  children  and  as  if  they  had  no 
rights.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  him 
into  the  religious  discussion  which  he  raised. 
This  evening  we  again  had  a  violent  racial 
and  religious  appeal  from  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa.  As  I  said  before  I  have  made 
up  my  mind  that  I  at  any  rate  will  not 
follow  the  bad  example  which  has  been  set 
us  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  I  respect  the  religious  con- 
victions of  others  and  I  think  they  should 
show  the  same  respect  for  my  religious 
convictions.  I  feel  they  have  not  done  it. 
Nor,  Sir,  is  it  a  question  of  the  value  of 
separate  schools  as  an  abstract  proposition. 
We  are  not  discussing  that  question  at  all. 
It  is  a  question  of  equal  rights  to  the  new 
provinces  with  those  which  have  been  given 
to  other  provinces  in  the  Dominion  to  deal 
with  matters  of  education.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  this  question  has  been  raised  on 
this  side  of  the  House  as  a  party  question, 
that  this  side  of  the  House  is  responsible  for 
the  agitation  that  is  going  on  in  the  North- 
west Territories  at  the  present  moment. 
Now,  Sir,  it  just  happened  that  yesterday 
afternoon,  after  the  close  of  the  sitting  of 
this  House,  I  received  a  letter  from  the 
largest  town  in  my  constituency  which  I 
propose,  with  your  permission,  to  read : 

Indian  Head,  Assa.,  March  22,  1905. 
R.  S.  Lake,  Esq., 

Parliament  Buildings,  Ottawa. 

Dear  Sir, — At  the  annual  meeting  of  Indian 
Head  Liberal  Association  held  here  to-day,  I 
was  instructed  to  send  you  a  copy  of  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  which  was  duly  carried,  viz.: 

We,  the  members  of  Indian  Head  Liberal  As- 
sociation, desire  to  enter  a  protest  against  the 
educational  clauses  In  the  Autonomy  Bill,  be- 
lieving that  such  is  an  interference  with  pro- 
vincial rights.  The  clause  as  amended  In  the 
compromise  Bill  now  before  parliament,  does 
not,  in  our  opinion,  contain  any  modification 
of  what  we  believe  to  be  an  infringement  of 
our  rights  as  a  province,  and  for  this  reason  we 
as  emphatically  protest  against  the  Bill  as 
remodelled. 

Yours  respectfully, 

(Sgd.)  J.  M.  THOMPSON, 
Secretary  Indian  Head  Liberal  Association. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa,  If  he  were  present,  if  he  con- 
siders that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bast  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  had  anything  to  do  with  that 
resolution.  I  presume  that  these  are  the 
gentlemen  to  whom  he  referred  as  renegades, 
or  are  these  the  gentlemen  of  whom  the 
lion.  Minister  of  Justice  spoke  when  he  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  had  not 
lost  the  respect  of  any  persons  for  whose 
respect  he  cared  ? 

I  differ  entirely  from  the  cheerful  declara- 
tions of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  when 
he  stated  his  '  firm  conviction  that  most 
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people  In  the  country  will  not  bother  them- 
selves very. much  about  this  constitutional 
question '  and  that  there  are  other  ques- 
tions greater  than  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion involved  in  this  matter.  The  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  British  people  have 
been  too  closely  connected  with  the  consti- 
tution to  have  it  treated  thus  lightly.  I 
also  wish  to  offer  my  protest  against  the  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  constantly  made 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
will  be  less  generous  than  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia  in  dealing  with  this  question. 
That  suggestion  has  been  made  more  than 
once  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  What 
my  views  are  in  respect  to  the  separate 
school  question  as  an  abstract  proposition, 
has  in  my  opinion,  really  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  this  discussion.  Hon.  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have 
discussed  this  question  on  its  merits  as 
have  hon.  gentlemen,  I  must  admit,  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Although  I  do  not 
intend  to  follow  their  example  I  intend  to 
claim  the  privilege  of  briefly  putting  on  re- 
cord the  views  which  I  hold  with  regard  to 
this  question.  After  nearly  22  years  resi- 
dence in  the  Northwest  Territories,  I  be- 
lieve firmly  that  the  public  school  system  as 
at  present  administered  is  the  one  best 
suited  to  the  needs  of  the  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAKE.  The  "fact  that  separate 
schools  have  been  so  little  taken  advantage 
of  shows  that  except  in  certain  centres  and 
thickly-populated  districts  there  is  no  de- 
mand for  them.  Taking  an  average  settle- 
ment in  that  country,  the  separate  school 
system  Is  nearly  Impracticable  and  places  a 
heavy  burden  on  the  people  in  the  Increased 
taxation  Incidental  to  minority  schools. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAKE.  In  certain  instances  it  would 
actually  prevent  the  formation  of  schools  at 
all.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  favour- 
ing the  exclusion  of  religious  teaching  from 
the  education  of  the  young.  No  education, 
In  my  mind,  can  be  satisfactory  which  does 
not  include  the  ethics  of  religion,  but  I  say 
that  doctrine  and  dogma  should  be  kept  to 
the  church  and  to  the  home. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAKE.  And  I  am  opposed  to  a  pure- 
ly sectarian  education.  That  is  my  own 
personal  opinion,  and  I  believe  that  I  am  as 
well  entitled  to  hold  that  opinion  and  state 
it  in  the  House  as  any  other  gentleman. 
In  the  public  school  system  of  the  North- 
west Territories  provision  is  made  to  allow 
of  religious  teaching,  as  has  been  frequent- 
ly stated  in  this  House.  But  the  impression 
which  has  been  conveyed  by  many  of  the 
speeches  that  this  religious  teaching  is 
the  regular  rule,  Is  an  erroneous  one. 
It  is  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  general 
rule.   In  fact,  I  do  not  know  personally  of 


one  particular  instance  in  which  religious 
teaching  is  given  during  that  last  half  hour, 
But  it  is  open,  under  the  ordinances,  to  any 
and  every  denomination  to  teach  religious 
doctrine  in  the  same  school  during  the  last 
half  hour  In  the  afternoon  if  they  desire  to 
do  so  and  can  obtain  the  consent  of  the 
parents  and  the  trustees.  If  they  do  not  do 
so  It  is  the  fault  of  the  people  themselves  ; 
it  means  that  they  do  not  wish  it,  and  I 
take  the  ground  that  they  should  not  be 
forced  to  have  it.  The  separate  school  sys- 
tem in  its  practical  working  out  means  a 
hardship  in  the  case  of  any  Roman  Catho- 
lic who  prefers  a  public  school  education 
in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  I  would 
say  again  that  there  are  many  Roman  Cath- 
olics in  that  country  who  do  prefer  a  public 
school  education. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
in  the  school  districts  where  the  Catholics 
are  in  the  majority  they  have  not  the  choice, 
but  are  obliged  to  go  to  the  public  schools, 
because  they  cannot  form  separate  schools  ? 
Under  the  ordinance,  in  every  school  dis- 
trict where  the  Catholics  are  in  a  majority 
they  cannot  form  a  separate  school,  but 
have  to  go  to  the  public  school  1 

Mr.  LAKE.  That  is  quite  true.  But 
tliey  would  control  the  teachers  and,  of 
course,  they  could  have  religious  instruction 
for  the  last  half  hour  of  the  afternoon.  That 
is  quite  the  case,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  what  is  really  a  very  good  case 
iu  favour  of  our  national  school  system 
as  it  exists.  I  'do  not  think  you  need  go 
further  than  Ottawa  to  find  gentlemen  of 
that  faith  who  believe  in  the  public  school 
system  of  education  as  contrasted  with  the 
separate  school  system. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  the  educational 
clauses,  as  at  present  embodied  in  the  BiH, 
really  mean.  In  a  House  where  there  are  so 
many  lawyers  we  laymen  might  have  ex- 
pected to  get  a  clear  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion :  What  do  these  clauses  really  embody; 
what  do  they  really  mean  ?  But  we  find 
that  legal  opinions  differ  in  regard  to  this 
ns  widely  as  the  poles,  and  I  am 
inclined,  after  hearing  a  good  many  of 
the  speeches  pro  and  con,  to  believe  that 
they  mean  just  about  the  same  thing  as  the 
original  clauses. 

Now,  let  us  trace  this  question  up  ;  let 
us  consider  the  way  in  which  the  original 
clauses  were  arrived  at,  and  the  way  in 
which  these  substituted  clauses  were  arriv- 
ed at.  A  sub-committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
was  appointed  to  deal  with  this  question  ; 
it  was  composed  of  four  gentlemen  of  the 
legal  profession,  all  men  of  repute — the 
Prime  Minister,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral ;  the  three  first  of  these  were  gentlemen 
who  belonged  to  the  Roman  Catholic  faith 
and  were  gentlemen  who  are  avowedly  in 
favour  of  separate  schools.  They  took  the 
unusual  course  of  issuing  a  pamphlet  and 
distributing  amongst  the  members  of  this 
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House  what  purported  to  be  a  brief  history, 
from  official  sources,  of  the  legislation  with 
respect  to  separate  schools  since  1863.  At 
the  end  of  that  pamphlet  they  went  beyond 
the  bounds  of  history,  and  made  a  distinct 
appeal  on  the  subject.  They  said  that  '  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  and  a 
violation  of  the  British  North  Amer- 
ica Act  to  disturb  now  rights  and 
privileges  granted  thirty  years  ago ' — a 
violation  of  the  British  North  Ameri- 
ca Act ;  and  I  would  like,  by  the  way,  to 
ask  who  it  is  that  now  proposes  to  violate 
the  British  North  America  Act  ?  But  the 
pamphlet  did  not  rest  at  this.  The  rights 
and  privileges  granted  thirty  years  ago 
were  defined  in  another  part  of  this 
pamphlet  as  '  the  same  system  as  pre- 
vailed in  Ontario  and  Quebec.'  After 
issuing  this  pamphlet,  in  which  this  strong 
appeal  is  made  for  separate  schools,  they 
proceeded  to  draw  up  a  set  of  clauses.  To 
provide  for  what  ?  According  to  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  speech  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  it  was  to  enable  the  minority  to 
establish  their  own  schools  and  to  share  In 
the  public  moneys  as  the  law  is  to-day.  A 
similar  statement  was  made  a  few  days  later 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  they  drew  up 
these  clauses  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1875  and  the  conditions  that 
are  now  in  force  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. Now,  we  are  told  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  the  Minister  of  Customs,  the 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sif ton)  and  many 
others  that  the  ordinances  now  in  force  in 
the  Northwest  Territories,  for  all  practical 
purposes,  simply  provide  for  a  national 
school  system,  and  not  for  a  separate  school 
system  in  its  recognized  sense — that  is,  in 
the  sense  in  which  it  prevails,  in  Ontario 
and  Quebec. 

So  we  have  this  position,  that,  after 
issuing  a  pamphlet  in  favour  of  separ- 
ate schools,  they  drew  up  a  clause  which 
did  not  provide  for  separate  schools  as  they 
understood  them,  but  simply  provided  for 
what  was  in  practice  a  national  school  sys- 
tem. These  four  legal  gentlemen  drew  up 
this  clause  which  the  Minister  of  Justice 
said  was  drawn  up  designedly  to  be 'so 
clear  and  simple  that  any  man  might  under- 
stand it;'  those  were  his  very  words.  But  a 
revelation  came  a  few  days  later.  The  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  returns 
and  tells  us  that  those  clear  and  simple 
words  have  a  deeper  meaning,  that  they 
actually  do  provide  for  the  same  system  as 
prevails  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  in  ad- 
dition give,  for  the  support  of  separate 
schools,  a  share  of  a  150,000,000  endowment 
which  had  been  specially  held  in  trust  for 
public  schools. 

And  these  four  legal  gentlemen  apparent- 
ly never  saw  what  they  were  embodying  in 
this  clause !  They  believed  all  the  time 
they  were  simply  perpetuating  the  law  as 
it  exists  at  present.  For  the  last  three 
or  four  weeks  there  have  been  anxious  ne- 
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gotiations  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  they  have  finally  agreed  to  lay  the 
blame  on  the  poor  draughtsman.  These 
four  gentlemen  then  took  back  the  clauses 
they  had  drafted  originally,  and  pro- 
vided a  'substitute  which  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  member  for  Brandon  really 
does  provide  for  the  schools  now  in 
existence  and  nothing  more.  The  Prime 
Minister  in  introducing  the  amended  clauses 
explained  that  the  objections  to  the  original 
clauses  were  that  they  were  '  too  broad  and 
too  vague,  and  if  adopted  would  create  con- 
fusion instead  of  certainty.'  Remember 
these  were  the  very  clauses  which  we  were 
told  were  to  be  so  clear  and  simple  that 
any  man  could  understand  them.  The 
Prime  Minister  told  us  that  the  amended 
clauses  simply  embody  the  law  of  the  coun- 
try which  has  been  in  force  for  thirteen  or 
fourteen  years  ;  but  1  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  said 
the  same  thing  in  reference  to  the  original 
clauses.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says  that 
the  present  clauses  continue  for  ever  the 
school  system  which  now  exists,  and  the 
Minister  of  Customs  explained  how  simple 
it  all  was,  and  he  told  us  which  of  the  differ- 
ent clauses  Nof  the  territorial  ordinances 
were  affected  by  this  Bill.  If  the  Minister 
of  Customs  were  a  lawyer  he  would  have 
been  a  little  more  careful,  but  having  had 
experience  of  the  difficulties  of  four  of  the 
leading  legal  gentlemen  of  the  cabinet,  some 
of  us  began  to  think  a  layman's  opinion 
might  throw  some  light  upon  the  question. 
However  that  may  be,  the  member  for  Cal- 
gary (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  showed  us  pretty 
conclusively  the  other  day  that  there  is  more 
behind  this  matter  than  we  have  been  led 
fo  believe,  and  that  the  separate  school 
clause  of  1875  is  re-enacted  in  its  entirety 
by  the  present  legislation,  and  that  for  all 
practical  purposes  the  substituted  clauses 
are  just  the  same  as  the  original.  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  parliament  and  the  country 
are  extremely  suspicious  as  to  what  there 
is  underlying  all  this,  and  that  we  want  to 
know  distinctly  and  definitely  what  this 
proposal  really  does  mean  ?  We  find  the 
very  peculiar  circumstance  that  the  most 
violent  advocates  of  separate  schools  as 
well  as  the  most  violent  opponents  of 
separate  schools  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  are,  one  and  all  of  them  urging 
us  to  accept  these  educational  clauses.  We 
are  told  by  one  set  of  these  gentlemen  that 
they  strongly  approved  of  these  clauses  be- 
cause they  would  tend  to  disminish  the 
number  of  separate  schools  and  I  suppose, 
taally  do  away  with  them  altogether.  By 
another  set  we  are  urged  in  impassioned 
language  to  vote  for  the  clauses  and  give 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  their  rights ; 
we  are  told  that  there  is  a  religious 
principle  at  stake  and  that  no  country  can 
be  great  and  can  endure  without  separate 
schoole.   Why    all    this    flood    of  eloqu- 
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ence  If  the  Bill  does  not  provide  for  sep- 
arate schools  as  the  people  of  Quebec 
understand  them  1  Why  Is  It  necessary 
to  change  the  British  North  America 
Act  to  curtail  the  liberties  of  a  free  people, 
if  we  are  only  contending  for  a  shadow  ? 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  an  extraordinarily 
foolish  thing  to  invade  provincial  rights  and 
to  create  so  much  Ill-feeling  if  it  is  only 
for  a  shadow.  Mr.  Speaper,  it  is  not  yet 
too  late  for  the  government  to  retrace  Its 
steps.  I  trust  that  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  government  will  withdraw  these  objec- 
tionable educational  clauses  and  leave  this 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon, 
gentleman  that  he  will  make  no  mistake  in 
trusting  to  the  generosity  of  the  people  of 
the  new  provinces.  The  gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  benches  and  their  supporters 
have  been  mistaken  in  their  estimate 
of  the  character  of  the  people  of  the 
Territories.  I  can  tell  them  that  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  are  a  just  and  broad- 
minded  people  ;  I  can  tell  them  that  the  free 
air  of  the  prairies  has  Inspired  the  ix»ople 
with  as  great  or  a  greater  love  for  freedom 
than  possibly  exists  down  here.  The  people 
of  the  Territories  will  not  be  driven,  and 
will  not  be  coerced.  It  Is  foolish  to  try  to 
coerce  them  ;  trust  them  and  they  will  show 
a  gentle  and  a  generous  spirit  In  those  mat- 
ters. 

It  is  a  most  extraordinary  thing  that  the 
member  for  Brandon  should  have  been 
Ignorant  of  the  proposed  action  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  regard  to  the  educational  clauses 
of  the  Bill.  No  man  has  occupied  a  more 
prominent  position  than  he  on  the  question 
of  separate  schools.  It  is  incredible  that 
he  did  not  have  this  matter  under  his  close 
attention  and  consideration  or  that  he  did 
not  take  steps  to  keep  the  Prime  Minister 
well  informed  as  to  bis  views.  However, 
he  appears  not  only  to  have  been  kept  in 
ignorance  of  the  whole  thing,  but  to  have 
kept  himself  in  blissful  ignorance  too.  The 
reference  of  the  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  to  the  bolting  of  the  govern- 
ment supporters  on  this  question  and  his 
comparison  of  it  to  the  bolting  of  a  flock 
of  sheep  reminds  me  of  the  experience  of  an 
old  friend  of  mine  who  was  taking  his 
flock  to  a  new  ground  where  the  pasturage 
was  exceptionally  good.  The  shepherd 
found  he  had  to  take  his  sheep  through  a 
narrow  and  difficult  passage  right  in  the 
centre  of  which  was  a  large  boulder.  The 
sheep  took  alarm  at  the  boulder  and  began 
to  bolt  in  every  direction.  The  shepherd 
had  however  a  very  sagacious  old  bell-wether 
in  his  flock  and  a  brilliant  idea  struck  him. 
He  gave  the  bell-whether  a  kick  behind  and 
sent  him  off  with. the  rest.  When  the  sheep 
got  well  away  he  rolled  the  stone  over  so 
that  it  did  not  look  the  same  as  before.  The 
plan  answered  to  perfection,  he  soon  got 
■the  flock  together  again  and  they  safely 


negotiated  this  difficult  place  led  by  the  old 
bell-wether.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  just 
the  same  old  boulder  which  he  had  simply 
rolled  over  and  changed  in  appearance. 

It  was  •  argued  th  othor  day  by  the 
member  for  Brandon  that  it  would  be 
a  breach  of  faith  with  the  people  who 
<-ome  Into  this  country  expecting  a 
separate  school  system  if  this  remedial 
legislation  were  not  passed  in  advance,  so 
to  speak  ;  and  if  a  law  were  not  put  on  the 
statute-book  to  retain  a  separate  school 
system  In  this  country  for  all  time  to  come. 
The  Minister  of  the  Interior  is  responsible 
for  the  immigration  pamphlets  which  are 
issued  by  his  department.  I  have  here  one 
of  those  pamphlets,  and  I  am  told  there 
are  others,  In  which  the  system  of  educa- 
tion which  exists  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories Is  set  forth  as  entirely  different  from 
what  he  stated  It  to  be.  Further  than  that, 
I  believe  he  has  Induced  to  come  into  this 
country  a  very  large  number  of  settlers 
from  the  United  States,  In  the  belief  that 
they  were  coming  Into  a  country  where  a 
public  school  system  existed.  These  are  the 
words  of  one  of  these  pamplets :  •  The 
schools  are  non-sectarian  and  are  national 
In  character.'  How  about  the  rights  of 
those  people  whom  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior has  Induced  to  come  Into  this  country 
upon  such  a  definite  promise  as  that  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  afraid  that  I  have  al- 
ready occupied  the  time  of  the  House  at  far 
too  great  a  length.  I  appeal  to  this  House 
to  endorse  the  amendment  which  has  been 
moved  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  and 
to  subscribe  to  the  principle  stated  therein, 
which  is  the  very  principle  upon  which  con- 
federation was  accomplished.  That  reso- 
lution sets  forth  that  '  subject  to  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Acts,  1867  to  1886,  the  legis- 
latures of  the  new  provinces  are  entitled 
to  and  should  enjoy  full  powers  of  provin- 
cial self-government,  including  the  power 
to  exclusively  make  laws  In  relation  to  edu- 
cation.' If  this  principle  is  not  embodied 
In  the  legislation  now  before  the  House, 
and  if  the  rights  of  the  new  provinces  are 
restricted  and  limited,  then  I  wish  to  say, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  believe  so 
far  as  the  Northwest  Is  concerned,  that  the 
question  is  not  settled  finally.  We  shall 
take  such  further  action,  constitutional  ac- 
tion, as  we  see  fit ;  and  I  am  mistaken  in  the 
spirit  of  the  men  of  <he  Northwest  if  they 
do  not  finally  secure  their  full  rights  In  this 
matter.  The  Prime  Minister  in  his  speech 
has  appealed  to  precedent  in  regard  to  edu- 
cation and  in  regard  to  public  lands.  In 
each  case  the  precedent  which  he  has  select- 
ed has  been  the  exception  to  the  general  rule. 
He  proposes  to  use  these  precedents  to  cur- 
tail the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  new  prov- 
inces. In  British  history,  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
was  not  for  such  a  purpose  that  precedent 
was  ever  quoted.  Let  me  remind  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  of  some  lines  of  Tennyson, 
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which  give  the  true  meaning  of  precedent 
and  let  me  ask  him  to  apply  them  to  this 
great  and  progressive  Canada,  with  its 
future  to  a  great  extent  what  he  now 
chooses  to  make  it : 

A  land  of  settled  government, 
A  land  ot  just  and  old  renown, 
Where  freedom  broadens  slowly  down 

From  precedent  to  precedent. 

Canada  cannot  achieve  the  great  destiny 
before  her  unless  all  her  provinces  are  on 
an  equality,  unless  all  her  people  have  equal 
rights  and  equal  privileges.  Do  we  appeal 
in  vain  to  the  former  champions  of  provin- 
cial rights? 

Mr.  WALTER  SCOTT  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  ad- 
journed at  12.25  a.m.,  Friday. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMOJTS. 

Friday,  March  81,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

ABSENCE  OF  MINISTERS  AND  CABINET 
VACANCY. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.).  Be- 
fore the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
wish  once  more  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  the  quite  unprecedented  condi- 
tion of  affairs  which  exists  at  the  present 
time.  During  many  months  we  have  not 
had  in  this  House  the  presence  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Sutherland). 
That  gentleman  is  one  of  my  personal 
friends,  although  we  are  opposed  in  politics, 
and  no  one  regrets  more  than  I  do  the  un- 
fortunate circumstance  that  illness  prevents 
him  from  taking  his  place  among  us,  and 
any  remarks  which  I  have  to  make 
with  regard  to  violation  of  constitutional 
usage  by  the  government  are,  of  course, 
not  connected  in  any  way  with  that  gentle- 
man, because  I  would  be  very  glad  Indeed 
to  have  him  restored  to  us,  to  once  more 
have  his  assistance  In  the  House  and  to 
have  him  back  at  work  In  his  department 
again. 

But  my  right  hon.  friend  seems  to  take 
for  granted  that  he  is  at  liberty,  so  long  ns 
he  may  see  fit,  to  deprive  parliament  and 
the  country  of  the  services  of  a  Minister 
of  Public  Works  possessing  the  authority 
and  invested  with  the  responsibility  which 
that  position  gives  to  him.  I  have 
looked  a  little  into  this  question,  which 
has  arisen  more  than  once  in  Great 
Britain,  and  I  find  that  the  rule  there  acted 
upon  is  not  at  all  in  accordance  with  that 
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suggested  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  To 
cite  just  one  Instance,  in  1871,  action  was 
tnken  in  both  Houses  of  parliament  in  re- 
gard to  the  absence  of  Mr.  Chllders,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  during  the 
early  part  of  the  session,  on  account  of 
the  state  of  his  health,  and  within  a  month 
after  his  resignation  took  place.  It  has 
lieen  asserted  in  this  House,  I  do  not  know 
with  what  truth,  that  the  Minister  of  Pub- 
lic Works  some  time  ago  placed  his  resigna- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man, or  at  all  events  told  him  that  bis  port- 
folio was  at  his  service  whenever  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  required  it  However 
that  may  be,  I  wish  courteously  to  place 
ou  record  a  remonstrance  against  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  condition  of  affairs.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  warrant  for  it  under 
the  constitution.  Indeed,  I  do  not  think 
tl-.ere  is  any  warrant  for  It  under  the  terms 
of  the  Order  in  Council  which  was  discussed 
somewhat  last  session,  and  under  which  one 
minister  of  the  Crown  may  under  certain 
circumstances  act  for  another  minister  of 
the  Crown. 

On  another  occasion,  which  is  referred 
to  by  Mr.  Todd  in  his  work  on  consti- 
tutional government  Lord  John  Russell 
had  accepted  the  seals  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  at  a  time  when  he  was  absent  on 
a  diplomatic  mission  in  Vienna,  Within  two 
weeks  after  he  bad  accepted  the  seals  of 
office,  the  matter  was  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  parliament  and  again  on  two  or 
three  occasions  subsequently,  and  was  made 
the  occasion  of  a  grave  criticism  of  the  ad- 
ministration, which  only  ceased  when  be 
took  his  place  in  parliament  on  the  28th 
of  April.  Now,  so  far  as  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  is  concerned, 
be  has  been  absent  from  his  duties  in  parlia- 
ment and  from  his  duties  in  the  depart- 
ment for  a  very  long  time  ;  and  if  there  be 
any  foundation  for  the  rumour  that  he  is 
ready  to  surrender  the  seals  of  offlco  at  a 
moment's  notice,  I  do  not  know  for  what 
reason  the  right  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  country  in  the 
I  way  in  which  it  is  carried  on  at  the  present 
time. 

We  have  not  only  the  case  of  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  but  we  have  what  seems 
to  me  a  much  more  serious  violation  of 
constitutional  usage  in  the  conduct  of  the 
government  with  respect  to  the  vacant  port- 
folio of  the  Interior.  I  do  not  want  to 
repeat  to-day  what  has  already  been  said 
in  this  House.  I  have  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  more  than  once  for  an  explanation 
ot  his  extraordinary  conduct  In  passing  over 
that  gentleman  In  Introducing  a  very  im- 
portant measure,  a  most  momentous  mea- 
sure, into  this  parliament  without  even  hav- 
ing submitted  the  terms  of  perhaps  its 
most  important  clause  to  that  gentleman, 
although  his  return  was  daily  expected. 
My  right  hon.  friend  has  treated  that  very 
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lightly.  He  lias  treated  also  very  lightly 
th«  circumstance  that  he  also  withheld 
the  terms  of  that  clause  from  the  knowledge 
of  bis  Minister  of  Finance,  who  certainly 
of  all  ministers  of  the  Crown,  should  have 
been  acquainted  with  the  provisions  of  the 
measure.  I  might  almost  venture  to  say 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  bringing  that  Bill  down  while  with- 
holding from  parliament  the  knowledge 
that  those  gentlemen  bad  not  approved  of 
it,  amounted  to  an  insult  to  this  parlia- 
ment ;  I  think  I  might  even  go  further, 
and_say  that  the  right  hou.  gentleman,  in 
takiing  that  course,  demeaned  himself  ;  and 
not  one  word  of  explanation  with  regard 
to.  that  very  peculiar  circumstance  has  fal- 
len from  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  Hps 
from  that  day  to  this.  Instead  of  that,  we 
have  had  mere  flippant  replies  or  absolute 
silence  when  any  explanation  has  been  cour- 
teously demanded  across  the  floor  of  this 
House.  Moreover,  we  have  had  rumours, 
I  do  not  know  with  what  truth,  but  It  is 
right  that  they  should  be  stated  and  some 
answer  made— we  have  had  rumours  from 
the  press  of  the  province  of  Quebec  In  close 
touch  with  this  administration,  and  even 
direct  statements,  that  the  cause  assigned 
to  this  parliament  for  the  resignation  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  was  not  the  true 
cause.  Further  than  that,  a  certain  journal 
published  in  the  province  of  Quebec  with 
which  a  very  devoted  champion  and  warm 
and  intimate  personal  friend  of  the  Prime 
Minister  is  connected,  has  seen  fit  to  make 
that  statement  in  the  form  of  a  cartoon, 
which  most  of  us  have  seen,  but  to  which 
I  will  not  make  any  further  reference  by 
way  of  description. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    What  paper? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.   '  Le  Natlonaliste.' 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's pardon.  It  is  not  a  paper  friendly  to 
the  government.  It  Is  opposed  to  the  gov- 
ernment every  Sunday. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  accept  at  once  the 
superior  knowledge  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
Solicitor  General.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  an 
expert  in  regard  to  the  opinions  of  that 
paper  ;  but  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle 
(Mr.  Bourassa),  who  is  a  warm  champion 
of  the  government  with  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure with  which  the  resignation  of  the  late 
Minister  of  the  Interior  is  closely  associat- 
ed, has  a  very  close  connection  with  that 
raper,  if  I  am  rightly  informed. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  were  here,  I  am  sure  he  would  dis- 
sent from  my  hon.  friend's  statement.  The 
hon.  member  for  Labelle  has  repeatedly  de- 
clared before  this  House  and  before  thejtub- 
Iic  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  'Le 
Naticnaliste.' 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  accept  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  friend  as  I  would  accept 


the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  if  be 
were  here  ;  but  I  have  been  imformed,  per- 
haps incorrectly,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  has  been  one  of  the  regular  con- 
tributors to  that  journal,  and  I  myself  have 
seen  contributions  In  that  journal  which  pur- 
ported to  be  signed  by  that  bon.  gentleman. 
I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  will  deny  that. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  can  say  to  my  hon. 
friend)  that  when  the  paper  was  started  about 
two  years  ago  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
wrote  two  or  three  articles  which  be  signed 
'  Henri  Bourassa  ; '  but  since  then  he  has 
declared  over  and  over  again  that  he  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  paper. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  accept  whatever 
my  hon.  friend  states  about  it  without  the 
slightest  reserve,  either  parliamentary  or 
otherwise,  and  I  will  leave  that  for  the  gen- 
tlemen from  the  province  of  Quebec  to 
settle.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  anything 
about  it.  There  Is  another  little  Interesting 
rumour  which  has  come  to  us  from  time  to 
time,  and  I  observe  that  In  former  days  my 
right  hon.  friend  \ras  very  much  interested 
in  these  rumours  and  used  always  to  bring 
them  to  the  attention  of  parliament  in  order 
that  tbey  might  be  contradicted.  I  have 
looked  up  his  record  in  that  regard  and  find 
that  I  have  good  precedent  for  what  I  am 
about  to  mention.  There  is  a  very  strong 
runiour,  said  to  have  emanated  from  a  cer- 
tain member  of  the  administration,  who 
lately  recefved  a  pretty  severe  little  stab 
in  this  House  from  the  ex-Mlnister  of  the 
Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  that  the  ex-minister 
was  not  so  absolutely  ignorant  of  the  terms 
of  this  measure,  in  the  first  instance,  as  had 
been  suggested  in  this  House.  I  do  not 
know  about  that,  but  my  right  hon.  friend 
can  perhaps  give  us  information  and  set  at 
rest  at  once  that  disquieting  rumour. 

But  what  is  the  position  to-day,  so  far  as 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  Is  concerned? 
We  have  a  statute  which  says  that  there 
shall  be  a  Department  of  the  Interior  and 
there  shall  be  a  Minister  of  the  Interior.  We 
start  with  that  in  the  first  instance.  That 
stature  goes  on  to  say  : '  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  shall  have  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories.' Those  are  the  exact  words  of  the 
statute,  and  that  statute  has  been  In  force 
during  every  one  of  the  thirty-one  days 
which  have  elapsed  since  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  has  resigned.  What  was  my 
right  hon.  friend's  view  with  regard  to  this 
constitutional  question  not  long  ago  ?  I 
have  already  brought  it  to  the  attention  of 
the  House,  but  it  is  not  out  of  place  that  I 
shall  repeat  his  own  words  again  : 

In  the  practical  working  out  of  responsible 
government  in  a  country  of  such  vast  extent 
as  Canada,  It  Is  found  necessary  to  attach  a 
special  responsibility  to  each  minister  for  the 
public  affairs  of  the  province,  or  district  with 
which  he  has  close  political  connection,  and 
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with  which  his  colleagues  may  not  be  so  well 
acquainted. 

Well,  we  have  a  statute  which  says  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  shall  have  the 
control  and  management  of  the  affairs  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  and  we  have  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  himself  who 
tells  us  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
apart  from  any  statute,  has  a  special  re- 
sponsibility with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  with  which  he  Is  more 
closely  connected  than  his  colleagues.  But 
what  are  we  proposing  to  do  at  present? 
We  are  iproposing  to  take  a  step  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues 
declare  to  be  one  of  the  most  momentous 
ever  taken  by  a  parliament  of  Canada. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
filled  the  post  of  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
That  position  is  still  vacant.  We  are  now  in 
the  heat  of  debate  upon  the  Bills  he  has  In- 
troduced. Before  long  we  shall  be  in  com- 
mittee on  those  Bills,  and  we  shall  not  have 
the  advantage  of  the  presence  and  counsel 
of  a  minister  specially  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  those  Territories.  We  do 
not  find  at  present  in  the  cabinet  any  minis- 
ter who  Is  able  to  carry  on  the  work  of  that 
department.  I  have  been  informed  by  men. 
whom  I  have  no  reason  to  disbelieve,  on 
various  occasions  during  the  last  two  or 
three  weeks,  that  the  work  of  that  depart 
ment  is  practically  at  a  standstill  for  the 
lack  of  a  responsible  minister,  familiar  with 
its  affairs  and  able  to  give  his  undivided 
attention  to  them.  Why  is  this  the  case  ? 
Is  there  any  reason  for  it  ?  Let  me  show 
my  hon.  friend  how  zealous  he  was  in  re- 
spect of  such  matters  when  little  difficulties, 
such  as  have  recently  occurred  in  the  present 
administration,  happened  to  occur  some  ten 
years  ago  in  the  Conservative  administra- 
tion of  that  day.  What  was  the  right  hon. 
gentleman's  view  then  : 

No  administration  would  dare  to  sit  and  dis- 
charge the  public  business  of  the  country  unless 
the  different  provinces,  or  at  all  events  the 
great  provinces  of  Ontario,  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  were  properly  represented 
in  the  cabinet  ;  and  when  it  is  known  that  at 
present  three  of  the  ministers  representing  one 
province — that  three  of  those  gentlemen  who  re- 
present a  great  portion  of  the  population  of  the 
country— are  out  of  the  cabinet  at  the  present 
time,  whether  officially  or  not,  they  are  prac- 
tically out  of  the  cabinet.  I  say  that  we  are 
not  only  in  the  midst  of  a  great  political  crisis, 
but  that  we  have  reached  a  position  unprece- 
dented in  the  history  of  Canada,  where  the  gov- 
ernment would  undertake  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country,  one  great  province,  the 
second  in  the  Dominion,  being  altogether  un- 
represented In  the  cabinet. 

But  what  is  the  right  hon.  gentleman  pro- 
posing to  do  to-day  ?  We  have  in  the  North- 
west Territories  to-day  a  population  150,- 
000,  greater  than  was  the  population  of 
New  Brunswick  at  the  time  when  it  served 
as  an  illustration  for  the  comments  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  which  I  have  just  read. 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


He  is  proposing  to  give  to  these  Territories 
a  constitution  which  at  no  time  in  the  future 
will  a  Canadian  parliament  be  able  to 
change,  and,  forgetting  the  great  constitu- 
tional rule  which  he  laid  down  in  days  gone 
by,  he  is  proposing  to  do  this  in  the  absence 
of  any  representative  of  those  Territories 
in  the  cabinet.  He  is  proposing  that  parlia- 
ment should  finally  deal  with  a  measure 
vitally  affecting  the  Northwest  Territories 
while  these  Territories  are  absolutely  unre- 
presented in  the  cabinet.  For  what  purpose 
was  that  statute  passed  creating  the  portfolio 
of  Minister  of  the  Interior  ?  Why,  if  not 
that  there  shall  be  in  the  cabinet  a  minister 
representing  that  country  who  would  be 
thoroughly  competent  to  safeguard  its  inter- 
ests especially  in  matters  of  such  import- 
ance as  the  one  now  before  us?  Why,  in 
those  days  my  right  hon.  friend  was  so 
anxious  in  this  regard,  that  upon  the  mere 
rumour  of  the  resignation  of  ministers  from 
Quebec,  he  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  and  discussed  the  question  at  length. 
Later  on,  upon  full  explanation  being  given, 
when  he  had  been  assured  that  those  gentle- 
men had  not  resigned  and  were  at  one  with 
their  colleagues,  he  was  so  much  interested 
in  the  constiutional  asitect  of  the  case  that 
he  again  moved  the  adjournment.  But  to- 
day when  we  inquire  whether  or  not  the 
vacant  portfolio  of  the  interior  will  be  filled, 
my  right  hon.  friend  seems  to  emerge  tem- 
porarily from  a  condition  of  forgetfuiness. 
He  is  as  one  who  would  say  :  '  Why,  bless 
my  soul,  then  there  is  a  Department  of  the 
Interior  ;  I  must  look  after  it  one  of  these 
days.  There  are  Northwest  Territories,  but 
I  had  almost  forgotten  their  existence.  One 
of  these  days  we  will  take  the  question  up 
when  there  is  nothing  else  to  do  ;  but  in  the 
meantime  we  will  go  on  and  deal  with  most 
important  questions  affecting  these  Terri- 
tories without  any  regard  whatever  to  the 
statute.'  In  those  days  he  was  a  stickler 
for  constitutional  usage  but  to-day  he  dis- 
plays a  complete  change  of  front.  Let  me 
read  one  more  brief  extract  from  a  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  of  those  days : 

Moreover  here  are  two  seats  vacant,  vacant 
since  yesterday,  and  although  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  occupy  these  seats  may  not  have  ten- 
dered officially  their  resignations  to  His  Ex- 
cellency, it  is  quite  evident  that  they  are  no 
longer  in  harmony  with  their  colleagues,  other- 
wise they  would  be  in  their  places  to  dis- 
charge their  share  of  the  business  of  the 
country. 

In  view  of  the  cynical  disregard  of  the 
constitution  which  we  see  every  day  in  this 
House,  is  not  the  reminiscence,  brought  up 
by  the  utterances  I  have  just  quoted,  per- 
fectly delicious  ?  Here  are  two-thirds  of  the 
cabinet  not  In  harmony  with  the  other  one- 
third,  «if  we  apply  the  test  which  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  himself  applied  ten  years 
ago.  How  many  of  the  colleagues  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  are  present  In  the  House 
to-day  ?  There  is  a  vacant  seat  next  to  him. 
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The  one  next  to  that  is  vacant  There  is 
another  vacant  on  his  left  and  another  along- 
side of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue. 
There  is  also  a  vacant  seat  immediately  be- 
hind the  right  hon.  gentleman.  But  still 
there  is  an  unusually  large  number  of  minis- 
ters in  the  House  to-day,  and  I  have  taken, 
1  must  admit,  an  unfortunate  occasion  to 
exhibit  an  object  lesson  to  the  country. 
Usually  we  have  only  abaut  three  ministers 
present,  and  we  must  therefore,  according 
to  the  test  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
applied  ten  years  ago,  conclude  that  the 
other  ten  are  on  the  eve  of  resignation. 
However  that  may  be,  let  me  say  that  I  do 
not  observe  in  anything  which  has  been  sug- 
gested by  my  right  hon.  friend  any  reason 
why  the  portfolio  of  the  Interior  should  not 
be  filled. 

He  has  said  nothing  on  the  subject.  Has 
he  no  material  V  If  he  does  not  appoint 
my  hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver) 
to  be  Chief  Justice  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, in  view  of  the  constitutional  argu- 
ment he  gave  us  the  other  day,  I  imagine 
that  that  hon.  gentleman  would  make  a  very 
good  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  I  am  in- 
clined to  press  his  claims.  He  is  a  very 
good  friend  of  mine  personally,  though  we 
differ  somewhat  politically ;  and  I  stand 
here  to  urge  the  claims  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Edmonton  to  this  position.  He  is  a 
gentleman  of  ripe  experience  and  great 
ability,  and,  as  we  all  know  a  gentleman 
of  absolute  and  perfect  independence  on 
all  questions.  But,  if  we  cannot  have  my 
hon.  friend  from  Edmonton,  why  should 
we  not  have  the  hon.  member  from  West 
Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott).  Is  not  he  capable  ? 
Is  there  any  apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  j 
right  "hon.  Prime  Minister  that  there  will 
be  any  difficulty  about  securing  the  election 
of  either  of  these  gentlemen  ?  Does  he 
propose  to  let  this  matter  stand  until  after 
the  close  of  the  present  session,  in  defiance 
of  all  the  high  constitutional  principles 
which  he  professed  ten  years  ago  ?  If  there 
is  a  lack  of  material  among  the  members 
for  the  Northwest  Territories,  why  not  ap- 
point some  broad  minded  man  like  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt),  who 
spoke  last  night,  or  my  hon.  friend  from 
Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)?  Could  not  one  of 
these  gentlemen  be  induced  to  go  up  and 
teach  these  men  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, whom  they  described  as  so  narrow 
and  bigoted  that  they  could  not  be  trusted, 
some  of  these  men  whom  my  hon.  friend 
from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt)  described  as 
regenade  Liberals?— why  not  send  one  of 
these  broad-minded  tolerant  gentlemen  to 
these  men  of  the  Northwest  Territories  to 
teach  them  what  true  Christian  charity  and 
toleration  reaUy  are.  I  do  not  think  there 
could  be  any  objection  to  that,  though,  of 
course,  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  might 
be  himself  a  candidate  for  the  Chief  Jus- 
ticeship in  oppositon  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Edmonton,  for  he  has  said  that  be  is  ready 


to  discuss  the  constitution  with  any  man 
in  this  country  or  anywhere  else. 

Now,  just  one  more  observation  on  this 
subject.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  was  rather  facetious  ten 
years  ago.  He  told  us  of  those  two  min- 
isters coming  back  and  likened  them  to 
kittens  coming  back  to  their  cream.  Well, 
we  have  had  a  couple  of  kittens  who  were 
a  little  skittish  on  this  occasion.  One,  it  is 
true,  did  not  leave  the  cream.  It  arched 
its  back  and  curved  its  tail,  but  remained 
within  a  reasonable  distance  of  the  cream, 
and  is  still  lapping.  The  other  did  leave 
the  cream. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Shooed  away. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  There  is  a  disquiet- 
ing rumour  throughout  the  country,  to  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) might  address  himself,  that  although 
the  minister  in  question,  like  the  kitten,  has 
left  the  cream  for  the  time  being  there  is 
being  prepared  for  him  an  exceedingly 
dainty  dish  of  cream  which  will  be  served 
up  in  due  season.  We  do  not  know  whe- 
ther that  may  be  the  case  or  not;  but,  per- 
haps it  would  be  well  for  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  remembering  the  analogy  which 
lie  gave  to  the  House  some  time  ago,  to 
tell  us  whether  or  not  there  Is  anything 
in  this  rumour. 

But,  in  all  seriousness,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
think  it  is  due  to  the  House  and  to  the  coun- 
try that  the  Prime  Minister  should  state 
what  the  intention  of  the  government  is  in 
regard  to  the  filliug  of  the  portfolio.  The 
government,  In  defiance  of  all  constitu- 
tional usages  and  of  constitutional  rules  laid 
down  by  themselves  on  many  occasions 
intend,  apparently,  to  press  this  mea- 
sure through  parliament  without  hav- 
ing in  the  cabinet  any  minister  who  is  more 
especially  responsible  for  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. We  should  be  informed,  In  view 
of  the  delay  in  filling  this  position,  wbat 
is  the  cause  of  that  delay  and  also  when 
the  Prime  Minister  expects  to  fill  this  port- 
folio. Or,  if  be  does  not  propose  to  fill  it 
in  the  immediate  future,  may  I  not  res- 
pectfully, and  with  every  right,  ask  him 
to  announce  to  the  House  and  to  the  coun- 
try what  the  difficulties  really  are  which 
prevent  him,  at  the  present  time,  from  call-, 
ing  to  his  cabinet  some  gentleman  from  the 
Northwest  Territories  or  elsewhere,  who.  in 
the  cabinet,  will  particularly  represent  these 
Territories. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  serious 
fault  to  find  with  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  if  he  has  chosen  to  have  another 
little  joke  upon  a  subject  which  Is  evidently 
congenial  to  him.  I  have  no  fault  to  find 
if  he  has  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  the  resignation  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton) 
from  the  portfolio  of  the  Interior  and  the 
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reason  why  he  has  not  yet  been  replaced. 
Yet,  I  might  have  hoped  that  my  hon.  friend 
would  abstain  on  this  occasion  from  referr- 
ing to  another  gentleman,  a  highly  respected 
member  of  this  House,  who,  unfortunately,  is 
not  in  his  seat,  from  a  cause  which,  we 
might  have  hoped,  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
gentleman's  sympathy  as  to  the  sympathy 
of  every  member  of  this  House.  My  hon. 
friend,  I  think,  was  not  well  actuated,  nor 
do  I  think  his  remarks  were  at  all  called 
for,  in  directing  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  (Mr.  James  Sutherland)  has  not  been 
iu  his  place  in  this  House  during  the  pre- 
sent session.  The  fact  Is  correctly  stated, 
and,  perhaps,  under  different  circumstances, 
no  fault  could  be  found  with  the  observa- 
tions which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
deii)  has  made.  But  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  well  known  cause  of  the 
absence  from  the  House  of  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  would  warrant  everybody  In 
allowing  that  absence  to  pass  without  re- 
mark. The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  James  \ 
Sutherland)  has  been  absent  from  this  \ 
House  because  of  the  state  of  his  health. 
I  am  reminded  that,  some  six  or  seven"  years 
ago,  when  another  of  my  colleagues,  the 
Minister  of  Militia  (Sir  Frederick  Borden) 
having  suffered  a  severe  shock  in  a  railway 
accident,  was  absent  from  this  parliament 
for  a  whole  session,  not  a  word  was  ever 
uttered  upon  the  subject.  Everybody  un- 
derstood the  circumstances  and  hoped  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  resume  bis  duties  , 
as  we  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  j 
Works  will,  in  the  near  future,  be  able  to 
resume  his  place.  And  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  should  not  be  commented  upon.  My 
hou.  friend  iMr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has  referred 
to  a  rumour  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  tendered  his  resignation  to  me. 
1  would  have  preferred  not  to  speak  upou 
this  subject.  I  do  not  know  that  the  House 
expects  me  to  speak  upon  it  even  after 
the  reference  to  it  made  by  my  hon.  friend. 
Still,  I  may  say  that  the  Minster  of  Public 
Works  has  not  placed  his  resignation  in  my 
hands.  When  he  told  me  that  he  was  in 
poor  health  and  could  not  attend  to  the 
business  of  the  session,  I  took  it  upon  my- 
self to  say  to  him,  '  My  friend,  you  had  bet- 
ter go  away  and  stay  away  until  you  are 
better ;  we  will  arrange  to  carry  on  the 
work  of  your  department ;%  and  every  mem- 
ber of  the  House  will  be  glad  to  know  that 
there  is  hope  that  you  will  soon  come  back 
again.' 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  resignation  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior (Mr.  Sifton),  I  have  only  one  obser- 
vation to  make  in  answer  to  the  numerous 
queries  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
has  put  to  me.  So  far  as  I  know,  and  I 
have  no  reason  to  believe  to  the  contrary, 
the  only  difference  that  occurred  betweeu 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR. 


myself  and  the  late  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior was  that  he  resigned  upon  this  edu- 
cational question  and  for  no  other  reason. 
I  owe  it  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Brandon  to 
make  this  statement  openly,  widely,  and, 
as  I  hope,  for  ever  to  set  at  rest  any  rum- 
ours to  the  contrary. 

Now,  it  is  true  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
not  been  replaced  yet.  How  many  days 
have  elapsed  since  he  resigned  his  portfolio? 
Just  thirty-one  days.  But,  before  I  come 
to  that,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  Anology  whatever  between  the  re- 
signation of  my  hon.  friend  the  late  Minister 
of  the  Interior  and  what  took  place  some 
ten  years  ago,  in  1895.  Then  we  saw  a 
very  different  spectacle— members  coming 
in  and  members  going  out,  members  resign- 
ing one  day  and  taking  back  their  resigna- 
tion the  following  day,  or  the  following 
week,  members  absent  from  parliament, 
not  because  they  were  called  away  a  few 
days  for  any  reason,  but  members  not  in 
their  seats  because  they  were  neither  in  nor 
out  of  the  government,  and  because  they 
did  not  appear  to  know  what  position  they 
occupied.  There  is  nothing  of  the  kind 
here,  we  know  where  we  are,  at  all  events. 
But  when  there  are  disagreements  amongst 
ministers,  the  honourable  course  is  for  the 
dissenting  minister  to  proffer  his  resigna- 
tion, and  to  say  to  the  Prime  Minister :  I 
do  not  agree  with  your  policy.  This  is  what 
has  taken  place  ;  and  therefore  there  is  no 
analogy  whatever  between  what  took  place 
in  1895  and  what  is  taking  place  to-day. 
It  is  true,  as  I  say,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Brandon  has  not  been  replaced  in  the 
cabinet.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  asks,  for  what  cause  ?  Is  It  any 
lack  of  material  ?  Perhaps  it  may  be  for 
an  opposite  cause,  perhaps  it  is  too  abundant 
material.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  an  em- 
barras  de  richesse,  although  my  hou.  friend 
appears  to  be  suffering  from  the  reverse, 
he  is  suffering  from  penury,  while  we  on 
this  side  are  suffering  from  abundance  and 
that  may  be  just  as  good  a  reason  as  the 
reason  suggested  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Make  two  ministers 
then. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIBR.  I  do  not  know 
but  that  would  be  a  good  reason,  I  will  think 
of  it.  It  might  be  well  to  have  two  ministers 
instead  of  one ;  but  I  am  sure  that  if  I 
were  to  ask  parliament  for  an  appropriation 
for  another  minister  my  hon.  friend  would 
be  one  of  the  first  to  object,  he  would  not 
allow  us  to  do  it  However,  we  will  have 
to  be  content  with  one  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, that  is  all  we  are  called  upon  to  ap- 
point. I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  can 
charge  the  government  with  negligence  be- 
cause it  has  not  appointed  another  minister 
to  a  portfolio  which  has  been  vacant  only 
thirty-one  days.  I  do  not  think  there  has 
been  any  negligence  whatever,  on  the  con- 
trary r  think  the  government  has  done  right 
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to  deliberate,  to  consider  what  position 
they  are  going  to  take,  who  they  are  going 
to  call  upon  to  fill  the  very  important  place 
left  vacant  by  the  late  minister. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman appreciates  of  course  the  fact  that 
in  this  connection  I  called  attention  to  the 
peculiar  condition,  namely,  that  we  are 
about  to  pass  a  very  important  Bill  with 
regard  to  those  Territories. 

Sir  WILFRID  LATJRIER.  Yes,  and  this 
is  a  reason  why,  in  my  estimation,  instead 
of  pressing  the  matter,  we  should  exercise 
a  little  delay.  This  Bill  cannot  be  postponed 
if  we  intend  to  have  these  provinces  begin 
operations  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  There 
are  many  reasons  why  this  should  be  done, 
the  people  expect  it,  and  therefore-  we  can- 
not delay  the  prosecution  of  the  Bill.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  wants  us  at  the  same 
time  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  and  to  proceed 
with  an  election  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, or  somewhere  else.  I  do  not  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  we  can  do  any- 
thing else  than  to  proceed,  as  governments 
have  always  proceeded  in  these  matters, 
and  to  take  time  to  consider  who  is  the  best 
mau  to  seek  to  fill  this  position.  There  are 
numerous  precedents,  of  which  I  will  refer 
to  a  few.  There  has  been  a  vacancy  before 
in  the  portfolio  on  the  Interior.  For  in- 
stance, the  Department  of  the  Interior  bad 
been  filled  by  a  very  able  man.  the  Hon. 
Thomas  White,  from  the  5th  of  August, 
1885,  to  the  21st  April.  1888,  and  then  a 
vacancy  occurred  through  the  death  of  that 
gentleman.  That  vacancy  remained  from 
the  21st  April  to  the  3rd  August,  1888.  not 
one  month,  not  two  months,  not  three 
months,  but  more  than  three  months  elapsed 
before  the  .vacancy  was  filled.  This  oc- 
curred during  a  session  of  parliament,  and 
I  do  not  remember  that  any  word  of  criti- 
cism was  made  against  the  government 
because  they  did  not  proceed  immediately 
to  fill  that  portfolio.  But  that  is  not  all. 
I  would  call  attention  to  another  important 
department  of  the  government,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways.  That  department  was 
created  on  the  20th  of  May,  1879,  it  was 
filled  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  occupied 
the  position  until  the  23rd  of  May,  1S84, 
when  the  position  became  vacant  and  re- 
mained vacant — how  long  ?  To  the  25th  of 
September,  1884  ">.  No,  but  until  the  25th 
of  September,  1885,  nearly  a  year  and  four 
months.  But  that  is  not  all.  The  Hon. 
John  Henry  Pope  occupied  the  portfolio 
from  September  25,  1885,  to  April  1,  1889. 
when  a  vacancy  again  occurred  by  the  death 
of  Mr.  Pope,  and  the  portfolio  remained 
vacant  until  the  28th  of  November,  1889, 
when  It  was  filled  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdon- 
ald.  He  occupied  the  post  of  Minister  of 
Railways  until  the  6th  of  June,  1891,  when 
the  portfolio  became  vacant  and  remained 
so.  until  the  11th  of  January.  1892,  when 
It  was  filled  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark 


(Mr.  Haggart).  Yet  there  was  not.  eo  far 
as  I  remember,  much  criticism  on  the  fact 
of  these  vacancies  remaining  so  long,  one 
of  them  for  a  year  and  four  months.  On 
the  present  occasion,  a  vacancy  has  oc- 
curred In  the  portfolio  of  the  Interior,  but  It 
will  not  remain  vacant  for  one  year  and  four 
months,  not"  even  for  four  months,  not  even 
for  three  months,  but  in  due  time,  and  be- 
fore long,  I  shall  give  my  hon.  friend  the 
fullest  satisfaction  that  he  desires  to  have 
on  this  question. 

Hon.  GEO.  E.  FOSTER  (North  Toronto) 
The  right  bon.  gentleman  has,  as  usual, 
risen  to  the  occasion  in  his  own  way  ;  whe- 
ther that  way  is  satisfactory  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  is  another  matter.  He 
has.  as  often  happens  recently,  not  treated 
the  matter  seriously.  He  seems  to  think 
that,  as  the  responsible  head  of  a  govern- 
ment,, he  is  not  bound  to  give  any  sufficient 
reasons  for  violations  of  constitutional  prac- 
tice, violations  of  precedent  and  violations 
of  the  canons  of  good  government.  He  read 
my  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the  opposition, 
a  lecture  upon  propriety,  which  I  think  was 
altogether  uncalled  for.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  introduced  his  reference  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  in  the  most 
kindly  and  most  courteous  way.  He 
attempted  to  find  no  fault  with  the 
minister  personally.  But  what  did 
strike  him,  and  what,  I  think  he  ex- 
pressed to  the  House  very  properly  and  very 
reasonably,  was  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
most  important  departments  of  the  govern- 
ment is  now,  not  for  one  month,  or  two 
months,  or  three  months,  or  four  months, 
but  for  many,  many  months  more  than  that, 
practically  without  a  head.  Well,  whilst 
disposed  in  every  way  to  have  a  kindly 
feeling  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  the 
misfortune  by  illness  to  be  away  from  his 
department,  I  think  it  is  very  well  under- 
stood that  there  is  not  a  probability  of  that 
bon.  gentleman  again  administering  that  de- 
partment. He  has  been  out  of  it  for  a  long 
series  of  months.  It  has  been  practically 
taken  over  by  another  gentleman  who  is 
not  responsible  in  the  way  that  a  minister 
is.  I  am  not  at  all  saying  that  he  would  not 
make  a  very  good  responsible  minister,  but 
no  man  can  in  a  lay  position,  so  to  speak, 
administer  a  department  with  the  same 
power  and  with  the  same  sense  of  responsi- 
bility as  one  who  is  specially  appointed 
under  the  law.  So  that,  In  reference  to  that 
the  maxim  which  has  been  so  often  men- 
tioned here  of  late  that  the  King's  govern- 
ment must  go  on  applies.  The  King's  gov- 
ernment must  go  on.  It  will  not  wait  even 
for  illness  or  for  death  or  for  any  of  these 
circumstances.  The  affairs  of  the  country 
are  over  and  superior  to  all  these  and  there 
is  not  the  least  doubt  in  the  world  that  the 
department  suffers  from  the  lack  of  a  res- 
ponsible head. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3567 


COMMONS 


3568 


Saying  no  more  about  that,  if  this  de- 
partment is,  for  the  reasons  that  the  right 
hon.  First  Minister  stated,  vacant  and  has 
been  vacant  for  ever  so  long  it  ought  to  be 
an  additional  reason  and  a  very  strong 
additional  reason  why  other  departments 
which  are  vacant  or  virtually  vacant  in 
this  House  should  be  filled  up.  For  in- 
stance, take  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
The  minister  himself  of  that  department 
for  a  long  time,  by  reason  of  illness,  was 
unable  to  be  at  the  department.  I  suppose 
there  is  no  department  of  this  government 
which  has  so  varied  a  range  of  Interests  and 
requires  so  much  a  constant,  steady  and 
firm  head  as  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior. The  hon.  gentleman  who  was  the 
minister  has  been  away  from  that  depart- 
ment for  a  considerable  length  of  time. 
Changes  took  place  whilst  he  was  away, 
changes  which  have  never  been  explained 
to  this  House.  The  deputy  minister  retired 
or  was  forced  to  retire,  I  do  not  know 
which,  and  a  new  man  was  placed  in  the 
department.  There  is  an  additional  reason 
whv  there  should  be  some  responsible  head 
of  the  department.  With  its  varied  inter- 
ests, with  its  multiplied  avenues  of  ap- 
proach—approach for  all  kinds  of  influences 
extending  from  the  administration  of  the 
gold  regions  In  ilie  far  north  down 
all  through  an  immense  range  of  territory 
in  Canada  itself,  with  its  branches  all  over 
the  United  States  of  America  and  all  over 
Europe  as  well  there  is  not  a  department 
which  lends  Itself  so  much  to  abuse  and 
to  results  which  inevitably  arise  from  the 
want  of  careful  and  firm  handling  than 
that  very  same  department.  There  have 
been  things  said  against  that  department 
and  they  are  said  against  that  department 
now.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
read  the  newspapers  and  moved  up  and 
down  Canada  without  knowing  all  these 
things.  For  that  reason  then,  and  when  a 
new  deputy  minister  takes  hold,  nominally, 
there  should  be  a  strong,  firm  and  respon- 
sible man  at  the  head  of  the  department. 
During  the  whole  session  we  have  not  been 
able  to  get  any  information  from  the  In- 
terior Department  such  as  we  should  have 
got.  There  has  not  been  a  question  of 
moment  brought  up  because  there  has  been 
no  person  iu  the  House  representing  the  de- 
partment to  answer  for  the  department 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the 
government  says  :  I  am  nominally  the  head 
of  the  department.  '  Nominally '  that  is  the 
correct  word.  It  is  absolutely  impossible 
for  him  to  master  the  details  of  that 
department  with  the  multiplied  duties 
that  he  has  as  premier — absolutely  im- 
possible and  still  that  portfolio  re- 
mains open?  Why  ?  Because  of  lack 
of  materia]  ?  The  Prime  Minister  will 
not  say  that  In  his  easy  way  he  has 
rather  attributed  it  to  an  embarrassment  of 
riches.  Well,  the  right  hon,  gentleman  can- 
not delay  for  ever.  He  can  make  up  his 
mind  quickly  enough  if  he  wishes  to.  He 

Mr.  FOSTER, 


can  delay  just  as  long  as  any  other  man  if 
it  suits  him  to  delay,  but  we  know  that  at 
this  very  moment  he  has  within  his  mind's 
eye  the  man  he  proposes  to  appoint  as 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  Why  does  he  not 
have  him  go  to  the  west?  Is  he  afraid  that 
his  Bill  will  be  through  before  the  election 
can  be  carried  out.  I  think  he  can  possess 
his  soul  In  patience  so  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerned. He  will  have  ample  time  to  send 
his  man  to  the  Northwest  Territories  and 
give  one'  single,  solitary  opportunity,  the 
only  one,  of  permitting  the  Northwest  a 
voice  of  allowing  one  portion  at  least  of 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories to  pronounce  upon  the  policy  of  this 
Bill  which  is  so  all  important  to  that  great 
western  country.  The  right  hon.  leader 
of  the  government  stickler  for  precedent 
that  he  is  when  he  is  out  of  office,  puts  it 
lightly  away  when  he  assumes  the  badge 
of  office.  He  erects  Into  a  constitutional 
principle  what  had  never  before  been  taken 
is  a  constitutional  principle  in  order  to  serve 
;l  purpose.  The  purpose  once  served  he 
throws  away  his  invention,  he  has  no  use 
for  it,  until  another  circumstance  arises 
which  will  call  for  another  constitutional 
principle.  What  is  his  constitutional  prin- 
ciple ?  It  was  adverted  to  by  my  hon. 
friend  here  fMr.  R.  L.  Borden).  It  was  the 
result  of  a  circumstance  which  was  none 
too  creditable  to  the  government  of  my 
right  hon.  friend.  An  hon.  gentleman  went 
into  a  department  in  the  temporary  ab- 
sence of  another  minister  meddled  in  a 
matter  of  its  administration  and  so  brought 
about  some  considerable  confusion  in  the 
government  of  this  country.  It  was  then 
that  the  new  constitutional  principle  was 
devised,  invented,  brought  out  brand  new, 
that  there  was  a  geographical  ministerial 
responsibility  as  well  as  a  constitutional 
responsibility — all  very  good  for  the  occa- 
sion and  yet  when  you  have  a  great  part 
of  this  country  to  be  erected  Into  provinces, 
to  be.  by  an  Irrevocable  decree  fashioned, 
moulded  and  formed  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman refuses  to  consult  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  government  of  that  coun- 
try. He  brings  down  here  at  his  own  ex- 
press request  and  call  the  only  representa- 
tives that  are  available  of  these  two  great 
Territories— the  premier  and  one  of  his  ca- 
binet, backed  up,  as  I  said  the  other  day, 
by  a  third  member  of  his  cabinet.  When 
he  gets  them  here  he  throws  them  lightly 
aside,  at  least  the  Tory  part  of  the  repre- 
sensation,  lie  finds  sources  of  information  in 
his  own  way  and  he  refuses  almost  abso- 
lutely upon  the  most  important  part  of  his 
Bill  to  recognize  the  legal  and  constitutional 
representative  of  that  portion  of  the  coun- 
try for  which  this  Bill  is  being  specially 
provided.  As  he  himself  says  this  is  the 
most  momentous  of  questions  before  the 
House  affecting  absolutely  and  particularly 
that  portion  of  the  country,  and  yet  he  will 
not  either  test  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  or  what  is  of  much  more  im- 
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portance  than  that,  be  will  not  give  to 
that  portion  of  the  country  its  minister 
with  geographical  responsibility  as  well  as 
constitutional  responsibility. 

Now,  a  circumstance  occurred  not  long 
ago  which  rather  lends  force  to  the  argu- 
ment and  which  affects  some  men  in 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  cabinet  What 
did  we  find  in  October  of  last  year  ?  We 
found  the  right  hon.  gentleman  coming 
down  to  the  province  of  Ontario,  getting 
down  upon  bended  knees  before  a  luminary 
of  the  law  and  saying  to  him  in  so 'many 
English  words :  My  dear  Mr.  Aylesworth  I 
have  colleagues  and  representatives  in  the 
government  from  the  province  of  Ontario 
who  have  been  with  me  for  some  time,  but 
I  find  that  in  Ontario  my  hold  is  growing 
gradually  weaker.  I  am  not  only  not  in- 
creasing the  strength,  but  I  see  that 
strength  diminishing.  I  do  not  want  to 
turn  these  out  to  pasture,  poor  as  they 
are,  and  so  I  must  have  you  come  in  and 
save  the  remnant  in  the  province  of  Onta- 
rio. The  right  hon.  gentleman  needed  some 
strength,  and  if  ever  there  was  a  practi- 
cal illustration  of  that  need  we  have  it 
this  year.  The  lynx-eyed  minister,  the 
Postmaster  General  (Sir  William  Mulock), 
Is  not  here,  and  I  suppose  I  may  venture 
to  mention  him  to-day  without  his  inflicting 
upon  this  H«use  that  oft-repeated  story 
repeated  SD.well  along  the  concessions  and 
side  lines  of  North  Ontario,  learned  anil 
conned  and  repeated  so  often  up  and  down 
the  province  of  Ontario,  and  repeated  so 
often  in  this  House,  that  it  is  becoming  a 
tale  oft-told,  with  the  little  interest  that 
attaches  to  a  tale  oft-told.  I  suppose  that 
I  may  refer  to  the  fact  that  he  slept  at  his 
post  while  the  most  important  legislation 
was  being  performed  for  these  orphan  ter- 
ritories in  the  Northwest.  Is  there  Sot  some 
reason  why  there  should  be  a  brave,  bright, 
strong,  wide-awake  man  brought  in  from 
the  west  who  will  not  sleep  at  his  post, 
but  who  will  know  what  is  going  on  and 
see  that  his  geographical  ministerial  re- 
sponsibility is  fully  exercised  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people  in  the  country  from 
which  he  comes.  If  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  can  keep  consti- 
tutionally portfolios  open  for  one  month, 
he  can  keep  them  open  for  two,  three  or 
four  months.  He  was  the  gentleman  who, 
in  opposition,  pleaded  always  for  a  full 
cabinet,  for  the  ministerial  responsibility 
to  be  properly  divided  and  distributed,  and 
that  there  should  be  at  the  post  of  power 
in  each  department  a  responsible  head. 
He  knows  as  well  as  we  all  know  that  that 
is  proper  constitutional  doctrine,  and  that 
it  is  necessary  for  the  good  government  and 
good  administration  of  the  country.  Yet  he 
does  not  fill  the  vacant  position,  and  he  does 
not  give  us  any  valid  reason  why. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES  (Victoria  and  Hali- 
burton).    The  First  Minister  has  referred 


to  the  fact  that  after  the  death  of  the  late 
Hon.  Thomas  White  the  portfolio  of  the 
Interior  was  vacant  for  some  time.  That 
is  true,  but  he  also  knows  that  at  that  time 
a  new  principle  in  constitutional  govern- 
ment, the  principle  that  there  must  be  a 
responsible  minister  for  the  district,  had 
not  been  engrafted  on  the  constitution  of 
this  country.  The  First  Minister  has  given 
us  that  new  line  in  the  constitution.  At 
that  time  also  there  was  no  great  crisis  in 
the  Northwest,  as  there  is  on  the  present 
occasion,  for  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
vacancy  in  the  portfolio  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  to-day  is  caused  owing  to  the 
fact  that  legislation  is  before  this  House 
which  the  responsible  minister  from  the 
district  refused  to  endorse  and  which  he 
claims  is  not  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
that  region.  Therefore,  the  circumstances 
are  entirely  changed,  and,  as  far  as  the 
parallel  goes,'  the  Prime  Minister's  argu- 
ment will  not  hold  godd.  The  custom  In 
all  these  matters  in  the  old  country  is  that 
there  shall  be  a  responsible  minister  at 
each  post.  The  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  has  referred  to  a  case  in 
point,  where,  in  1871,  objection  was  simply 
taken  In  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Childers,  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, was  absent  during  Illness,  and 
within  one  month  thereafter  Mr.  Childers 
resigned.  This  is  even  more  important  than 
the  case  of  the  absence  of  a  minister 
through  illness.  We  have  before  us  an  im- 
portant measure  which  is  going  to  affect 
that  Northwest  country  for  weal  or  woe. 
The  minister  refuses  to  sanction  that  mea- 
sure and  retires  from  the  cabinet,  but  owing 
to  certain  pressure,  I  do  not  know  what 
the  pressure  or  arrangement  may  have  been, 
time  may  solve  it  but  owing  to  some  nego- 
tiations— and  they  are  good  at  carrying  on 
negotiations  and  bringing  about  mediations 
in  the  cabinet — the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior has  agreed  to  vote  for  the  govern- 
ment's emasculated  measure,  as  he  terms  it, 
although  on  every  solitary  point  in  the  Bill 
he  differs  essentially  from  the  First  Minis- 
ter and  the  cabinet  The  circumstances 
are  such  that  I  maintain  they  warrant  the 
action  of  the  government  in  filling  the  post 
at  the  very  first  opportunity.  The  First 
Minister  has  stated  that  this  Bill  cannot 
wait,  that  it  must  become  law  by  the  1st 
of  July.  It  is  not  very  long  from  now  until 
the  1st  of  July,  and  if  the  First  Minister  is 
anxious  that  the  measure  shall  get  through 
by  the  1st  of  July  it  might  be  advisable  for 
him  to  seriously  consider  whether  or  not 
its  passage  would  not  be  facilitated  by  the 
appointment  of  a  new  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, who  might  go  before  his  constituents, 
seek  re-election  and  test  the  feeling  as  to 
the  reception  which  the  Bill  will  likely 
meet  when  it  has  been  passed  by  this  House. 
The  Prime  Minister  would  likely  make 
time  if  he  adopted  such  a  course  rather 
than  trusting  to  the  Bill  being  passed  with- 
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out  opposition  and  becoming  law  by  the  1st 
of  July,  so  that  he  could  thereafter  hare 
the  election  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 

I  want  to  say  a  word  about  the  position  of 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works.  The  acting 
minister  (Mr.  Hyman),  I  regret  to  say,  has 
just  gone  out  No  man  regrets  the  illness 
of  the  present  minister — I  refer  to  the  Hon. 
Mr.  James  Sutherland — more  than  I  do  my- 
self. He  is  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  have 
always  .had  and  always  shall  have  the  very 
highest  personal  regard,  and  no  one  will 
more  heartily  welcome  him  back  to  health 
and  to  this  House  than  I.  But  what  are 
the  facts  of  the  ease  ?  It  is  generally  un- 
derstood, in  fact  a  gentleman  whom  the 
minister  himself  has  consulted,  has  stated 
that  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  asked 
the  First  Minister  to  accept  his  resignation, 
but  for  some  reason  or  other  this  resigna- 
tion has  not  been  accepted.  That  respon- 
sible position,  which  the  constitution  requires 
shall  be  held  by  a  member  having  a  seat  in 
the  parliament  directly  responsible  to  the 
people,  has  not  been  filled,  and  one  of  the 
largest  spending  departments  of  the  public 
service  is  without  a  responsible  head  in  this 
House  to-day.  I  am  not  saying  one  word 
about  the  hon.  member  for  London,  the  min- 
ister without  portfolio  (Mr.  Hyman).  a 
gentleman  who  I  believe  undoubtedly  stands 
head  and  shoulders  over  his  colleagues  from 
that  province.  I  .am  not  saying  one  word 
about  his  fitness,  and  that  is  all  the  more 
reason  why  he  should  be  made  the  re- 
sponsible minister.  He  occupies  a  peculiar 
position.  His  position  in  the  cabinet  is 
simply  that  of  a  minister  without  portfolio. 
He  is  not  responsible  for  any  department, 
and  has  not  appealed  to  the  people  for  re- 
election after  his  appointment  as  minister. 
I  am  sure  the  First  Minister  will  bear  me 
out  when  I  say  that  the  position  he  now 
occupies  is  entirely  unconstitutional.  It  is 
pointed  out  in  Todd,  page  483,  volume  2,  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  Lord  Russell,  spok- 
en of  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition  'Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  : 

On  March  9  the  Earl  of  Derby  took  notice  Id 
the  House  of  Lords  of  '  the  very  great  incon- 
venience and  Injury  to  the  public  service  '  oc- 
casioned by  the  absence  from  the  country  and 
from  his  official  duties  of  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary  

It  was  only  in  February  that  Lord  Rus- 
sell went  to  Vienna. 

 more  especially  as  no  Under  Secretary  had 

been  yet  appointed  to  represent  the  department 
In  the  House  of  Commons. 

Earl  Granville  (the  president  of  the  council) 
replied,  that  for  the  present  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Sir  George  Grey)  would  also  take  charge 
of  the  Colonial  Department,  being  '  formally 
and  technically '  competent,  as  a  secretary  of 
state,  to  control  any  branch  of  the  secretariate. 

As  a  matter  of  .'act,  Lord  John  Russell 
returned  and  resumed  his  seat  on  April  30. 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


Although  the  Prime  Minister  was  in  his 
place,  the  minister  who  was  both  formally 
and  technically  responsible  returned  in  less 
than  two  months,  and  that  satisfied  the 
House  and  the  country.  The  case  of  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  was  entirely  dif- 
ferent. The  member  for  London  is  not  tech- 
nically qualified.  He  may  be  formally  quali- 
fied as  a  member  of  the  Privy  Council,  but 
he  is  not  technically  qualified  for  the  office 
of  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  therefore 
1  maintain  that  there  should  be  no  delay  in 
accepting  the  resignation  of  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works.  Then  the  member  for  Lon- 
don, one  of  the  most  popular  men  in  the 
country,  will  have  an  opportunity  of  prov- 
ing whether  or  not  the  present  cabinet  has 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  this  Domin- 
ic n,  not  only  iu  regard  to  the  Public  Works 
Department,  but  in  regard  to  their  general 
conduct  of  other  matters.  The  custom  of  the 
English  constitution  is  that  all  important 
measures  involving  important  principles, 
such  as  that  involved  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  should  be  pronounced  upon  by  the 
people  before  becoming  law.  The  First  Min- 
ister knows  that  this  measure  was  not  at  all 
'liscussed  before  the  electorate.  No  one 
dreamed  that  there  were  going  to  be  the  con- 
tentious matters  in  this  Bill  that  have  been 
found  in  it.  Therefore  I  maintain  that  the 
duty  of  the  Prime  Minister  is  to  hold  this 
Bill  off  until  the  feeling  of  the  country  in 
regard  to  it  can  be  tested  in  a  general  elec- 
tion. I  maintain  that  there  is  only  one  of 
two  courses  open  to  him  at  the  present  time. 
One  ds  to  go  to  the  country  and  test  the 
feeling  of  the  electors  in  a  general  election; 
.".nother  is  to  appoint  a  new  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  put  him  in  the  field  in  some 
tiding  in  the  Northwest  and  test  the  feeling 
of  tli*  country  In  that  way.  The  portfolio  of 
the  Interior  should  not  be  held  open  a  mo- 
ment longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
question  before  the  motion  is  disposed  of. 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  face  to  face  with 
a  very  unusual  state  of  things  both  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country.  We  are  confront- 
ed with  what  may  fairly  be  regarded,  under 
constitutional  government,  as  a  very  grave 
crisis.  Confederation  is  yet  on  Its  trial.  It 
was  adopted  many  years  ago  to  overcome 
difficulties  which  experience  had  shown  to 
c-xist  in  our  previous  form  of  government, 
and  with  the  object  of  doing  justice  to  every 
interest  and  every  locality.  The  fathers  of 
confederation  wisely  and  carefully  consider- 
ed this  constitution  before  it  was  adopted, 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring,  as  far  as 
the  experience  of  the  national  life  would  en- 
able them  to  do  up  to  that  time,  to  avoid 
the  troubles  of  the  past  and  to  provide  a  pro- 
per government  for  the  future;  and  the. 
principle  they  laid  down  was  representation 
by  population  In  the  popular  chamber — this 
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Is,  that  every  member  should  represent  a 
certain  number  of  the  electors  or  population. 
But  they  provided  that  every  member  should 
represent  a  certain  area  as  well.  The  deli- 
mitation of  the  areas  each  of  which  should 
elect  a  member  was  made  in  the  first  sta- 
tutes, and  that  was  observed  and  carried 
out  in  our  first  election.  The  fathers 
of  confederation  believed  that  we  required 
an  upper  House  as  well  as  a  lower 
House— a  corrective  chamber  that  would 
not  be  subject  to  the  excitement  of  elections 
but  that  would  be  appointed  by  the  Crown; 
and  the  selection  of  the  men  who  were  to 
form  that  chamber  was  made  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  each  should  represent  not  only 
a  certain  province,  but  a  certain  district  In 
that  province.  From  Quebec  there  were  to 
be  twenty-four,  from  Ontario  twenty-four, 
and  from  the  maritime  provinces  twenty-four 
and  each  was  to  represent  a  certain  dis- 
trict within  his  particular  province.  There 
were  not  only  twenty-four  members  of  the 
Senate  assigned  to  Quebec,  but  the  British 
North  America  Act  says  : 

In  the  case  of  Quebec  each  of  the  twenty-four 
senators  representing  that  province  shall  be 
appointed  for  one  of  the  twenty-four  electoral 
divisions  of  Lower  'Canada  specified  In  schedule 
•  A '  to  chapter  1  of  Consolidated  Statutes  of 
Canada. 

I  am  giving  this  recapitulation  to  show 
that  the  designers  of  confederation  had  In 
view  not  only  representation  by  population, 
but  representation  of  locality  as  well,  and 
that  this  principle  applied  not  only  to  the 
popular  chamber,  which  was  to  be  elected, 
but  to  the  Senate,  which  was  not  to  be  elect- 
ed, and  to  the  cabinet  ministers.  With  re- 
gard to  ministerial  representation,  we  find 
that  a  certain  number  of  ministers  were  as- 
signed to  Quebec.  Originally  it  was  three. 
Now  it  is  four,  with  an  extra  one,  which 
makes  the  number  live.  The  same  number 
was  assigned  to  Ontario  and  the  same  num- 
ber to  the  maritime  provinces  ;  and  these 
were  so  arranged  that  each  locality  would 
be  represented.  That  principle  was  follow- 
ed for  years  as  strongly  as  any  other  prin- 
ciple to  be  found  within  the  four  corners 
of  the  constitution.  It  was  a  part  of  our 
unwritten  constitution,  and  we  lived  up  to 
it  carefully  and  closely;  because  It  was  be- 
lieved that  by  doing  so  we  did  justice  to  all 
parts  of  the  country  and  to  all  interests  in- 
volved, and  no  injustice  to  any.  A  certain 
number  of  cabinet  ministers  was  assigned  to 
each  province  In  proportion  to  its  popula- 
tion, its  importance  and  its  area.  As  time 
went  on  and  settlement  went  westward, 
we  were  obliged  to  change  that  a  little.  We 
dropped  some  of  our  representation  in  tbe 
smaller  provinces  in  the  east,  and  endeavour- 
ed to  give  representation  to  the  west ;  be- 
cause it  was  felt  that  so  long  as  there  was 
a  section  that  had  no  voice  In  the  cabinet, 
we  were  not  fully  carrying  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  representation  that  was  adopted  by 
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the  fathers  of  confederation.  What  was  all 
this  intended  for  ?  That  every  locality 
should  have  its  voice  and  its  spokesman  in 
the  parliament  of  the  nation  and  in  the  cab- 
inet, so  that  justice  might  be  done  to  all 
parts  of  the  country.  That  was  the  aim 
and  the  reason  why  this  unwritten  consti- 
tution was  followed  as  closely  as  any  por- 
:  tion  of  our  written  constitution. 

There  are  two  objects  In  view  in  organ- 
|  izing  a  cabinet.    What  are  these  two  ob- 
I  jects  ?   The  first  is  to  select  men  who  are 
;  fitted  for  the  position.    The  second  Is  to 
I  ni.ike  the  selection  so  that  each  menber  of 
j  the  cabinet  may  represent  a  certain  local- 
ity and  the  special  interests  in  that  locality. 
I  These  interests  may  be  commercial  or  ma- 
i  ritime  or  something  else.    And  the  selec- 
'  t  ion  should  be  such  as  will  receive  the  en- 
I  dorsation  of  the  people.   These  are  the  two 
!  objects  In  view  in  filling  a  cabinet.    In  a 
I  well  balanced  cabinet,  every  district  has  its 
!  voice  at  the  council  board,  every  district 
lias  its  representative  in  council.    But  ap- 
plying this  principle  to  the  present  condi- 
I  tion  of  things,  what  Is  the  situation  to- 
I  day.    We  have  in  this  confederation  about 
2,100.000  square  miles  of  territory.  How 
'  much  of.  that  territory  is  represented  in 
this  cabinet  ?  Take  the  combined  provinces 
of  Ontario,  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
wick ami  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  they 
only  represent  564,000  square  miles.  Take 
i  the  balance  of  the  territory  which  is  not 
represented,  which  has  no  voice  In  the  ca- 
I  blnet.  which  has   no  say    at  the  council 
|  board,  and  we  find  that  it  comprises  1,558,- 
,  888  square  miles. 

|  Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  is  the  popula- 
.  tion  of  that  ? 

'    Mr.  SPROULE.    I  am  not  going  into  de- 
l  tails  as  regards  population,  but  if  you  take 
.  the  map  of  the  Dominion  and  draw  a  line 
!  straight  through  it  from  south  to  north, 
going  as  far  west  as  you  will  find  a  cabinet 
,  representative  at  present— that  is  the  city 
I  of  London— you  will  find  that  two-thirds  of 
j  the  territory  of  the  Dominion  Is  without  a 
cabinet  representative.    Is  that  Just  or  un- 
i  just  ?    Is  that  carrying  out  the  design  of 
i  the  fathers  of  confederation  ?  Is  that  doing 
I  justice  to  all  and  Injustice  to  none  ?  I 
say  it  is  not.    Two-thirds  of  the  Dominion 
to-day  have  no  voice  at  the  council  board. 
t  Whatever  policy  may  be  introduced  and  de- 
cided upon  there,  they  have  no  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  dissent  or  assent  or  of 
j  shaping  it  any  way  whatever.  A  rather  emi- 
|  nent  writer  on  confederation  said  that  it 
was  the  solemn  duty  of  each  province  keen- 
!  ly  to  watch  and  promptly  to  repel  any  at- 
!  tempt  faint  or  forcible  which  the  federal 
I  government  might  be  disposed  to  make  on 
|  tbe  rights  and  privileges  of  any  one  of  them. 
I  That  is  Mr.  Watson's  idea  of  the  duties  of 
the  provinces.   But  how  can  a  province  ex- 
ercise this  scrutiny  unless  It  has  its  full 
I  representation,  not  only  in  the  House  of 
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Commons,  but  on  the  council  board  of  a 
nation.  And  if  this  large  portion  of  the 
Dominion  has  no  voice  in  the  council,  surely 
it  is  deprived  of  a  portion  of  its  undoubted 
rights.  I  find  that  two-thirds  of  the  area 
of  this  Dominion  is  not  represented  at  the 
council  board,  and  that  at  the  very  time 
when  a  most  important  question,  one  vi- 
tally affecting  the  interests  of  that  country, 
is  about  to  be  decided.  One  of  the  pro- 
vinces to-day  has  almost  been  driven  Into 
revolt,  if  we  can  believe  what  we  read  in 
the  newspapers.  I  refer  to  the  province  of 
Manitoba.  The  absolute  refusal  of  the 
rights  of  that  province  to  have  its  bounda- 
ries extended,  the  absolute  refusal  to  do  its 
claims  justice  when  these  new  provinees 
are  being  created,  has  irritated  it  to  such 
an  extent  that  its  government  has  threaten- 
ing to  resign  as  a  protest  against  the  eon- 
duct  of  this  administration.  Are  we  not 
then  face  to  face  with  a  very  serious  crisis? 

A  great  question  is  now  before  us  for  de- 
termination, namely,  the  establishment  of 
two  new  provinces  out  in  the  Northwest 
Territories.  What  ownership  shall  these 
provinces  have  in  the  soil  ?  What  repre- 
sentatives shall  they  possess  ?  What  legis- 
lative power  shall  be  given  them  ?  What 
interference  shall  we  make  with  what  they 
believe  to  be  their  undoubted  rights  in  the 
future  ?  All  these  great  questions  are  be- 
ing discussed  by  this  parliament,  and  these 
Territories  have  no  voice  at  the  council 
board.  They  had  a  voice  there  not  long 
ago,  but  their  representative  resigned  as  a 
rebuke  against  the  high-handed  and  unwar- 
ranted conduct  of  the  government  on  the 
Autonomy  Bill.  A  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
representing  that  country,  gave  practical  ex- 
pression of  his  dissent  from  that  policy  by 
resigning  his  portfolio.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, It  certainly  is  the  duty  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  fill  that  portfolio  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  and  have  a  united  cabinet 
on  the  policy  which  they  are  submitting  to 
parliament.  Why  are  they  not  acting  in 
accord  with  the  principles  of  constitutional 
government  ?  Why  do  they  not  appoint  a 
minister  and  let  him  go  before  the  people, 
so  that  the  people  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  endorsing  or  condemning  the  policy  of 
the  administration  ?  The  reason,  Sir,  is 
evident.  They  dare  not  do  it.  They  want 
to  force  the  Bill  through  without  giving 
the  people  chiefly  interested  an  opportunity 
of  declaring  their  will  regarding  it.  They 
refuse  to  respect  the  sovereign  rights  of  the 
people.  They  are  acting  in  utter  disregard 
of  the  great  electorate  which  can  make 
and  unmake  parliament  ?  Are  they  afraid 
to  appeal  to  that  power  ?  I  am  justified  by 
their  conduct  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  are  afraid  to  trust  the  people. 

Then,  are  we  not  justified  in  raising  our 
voice  in  rebuke  of  the  conduct  of  the  gov- 
ernment ?  Are  we  not  justified  in  calling 
public  attention  to  that  conduct  as  a  viola- 
tion of  the  principles  of  constitutional  gov- 
Mr.  SPROULB. 


ernment  under  which  we  live  ?  We  should 
clearly  be  doing  less  than  our  duty  if  we 
refrained  from  Inviting  public  attention  to 
the  present  condition  of  affairs.  As  I  have 
said,  it  Is  clear  that  the  government  dare 
not  allow  the  people  to  speak,  to  signify 
their  agreement  or  disagreement  with  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.  At  best, 
the  representation  of  the  Northwest  In  regard 
to  this  measure  could  only  be  indirect  so 
far  as  the  cabinet  is  concerned.  The  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest  Territories  sent  their 
Prime  Minister,  their  accredited  representa- 
tive. Except  for  this  delegate  they  are 
represented  only  by  a  few  members  in  this 
House  whose  voices  are  but  little  heard. 
The  government  has  acted  in  a  most  high- 
handed and  tyrannical  fashion  in  its  treat- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  Mani- 
toba and  the  Northwest. 

Now,  when  a  member  is  selected  for  the 
cabinet,  he  is  selected  on  two  grounds— 
his  fitness  for  the  position  and  the  locality 
be  represents.  And  who  is  to  determine 
his  fitness  ?  First,  the  Prime  Minister  who 
chooses  him.  But  the  judgment  of  the 
Prime  Minister  must  be  endorsed  by  the 
people,  for,  according  to  our  constitutional 
forms,  a  minister,  on  his  appointment,  must 
I  go  before  the  people  to  be  endorsed  by 
them.  Have  the  government  dared  to  ap- 
point a  minister  and  so  seek  the  judgment 
of  the  people  on  their  policy?  They  have 
not.  This  policy  was  not  before  the  peo- 
ple in  the  last  election,  and  so  there  has 
not  been  the  opportunity  for  the  people  to 
express  themselves  upon  it.  The  only  con- 
clusion that  we  can  come  to  is  that  the 
government  are  afraid  of  the  people  and 
dare  not  take  the  step  of  appointing  a  min- 
ister to  fill  the  present  vacancy  because  the 
effect  of  that  would  be  to  give  the  people 
an  opportunity  to  express  their  opinions  upon 
this  important  measure.  The  financial  in- 
terests of  that  great  country  in  the  North- 
west are  involved  ;  their  whole  future  Is 
involved.  Yet,  they  have  no  one  in  the  cab- 
inet to  speak  for  them  or  determine  their 
rights, — the  people  of  the  Northwest  must 
go  into  the  '  Blind  pool '  to  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  referred 
last  year.  Yet,  the  Prime.  Minister  declares 
over  and  over  again  that  he  admires  the 
British  constitution  and  tries  to  follow  it. 
His  conduct,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  very  re- 
verse of  all  that ;  he  violates  every  prin- 
ciple of  constitutional  government  by  the 
course  he  pursues.  He  acts  like  the  Czar 
of  Russia,  deliberately  against  the  people's 
rights  and  wishes.  The  people  are  given 
no  opportunity  to  determine  what  their  leg- 
islative rights  shall  be  with  regard  to  their 
property,  their  financial  relations  to  the  Do- 
minion or  any  of  the  other  great  questions 
involved  In  this  measure.  And  their  accre- 
dited representative,  their  Prime  Minister, 
is  spurned  when  he  comes  here  and  seeks  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  his  people. 

The  conduct  of  the  government  is  a  direct 
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Invasion  of  provincial  rights.  The  present 
Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  should 
be  the  last  man  in  Canada  to  disregard  or 
ignore  provincial  rights  in  carrying  on  our 
government  The  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion, when  they  were  determining  what 
form  of  government  we  should  have,  were 
compelled,  owing  to  the  sentiment  of  Que- 
bec to  favour  a  federal  union  rather  than  a 
legislative  union.  Under  the  federal  union 
the  boundaries  of  provincial  rights  are 
clearly  marked  and  held  as  sacred,  while, 
under  a  legislative  union  the  provinces 
would  have  only  such  powers  as  were  given 
them  by  the  central  authority.  I  find  the 
following  passage  in  the  life  of  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.  Speaking  of  the  discussions 
which  took  place  before  confederation  was 
consummated  he  said  : 

But,  on  looking  at  the  subject  in  the  confer- 
ence, and  discussing  the  matter  as  we  did  most 
unreservedly,  with  a  desire  to  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory conclusion,  we  found  that  such  a  system 
was  impracticable. 

This  refers  to  a  legislative  union.  And 
why  was  it  impracticable  ? 

In  the  first  place,  it  would  not  meet  the 
assent  of  Lower  Canada. 

And  why  not  ? 

Because  they  felt  that,  in  their  peculiar  posi- 
tion— being  in  a  minority ,wlth  a  different  lan- 
guage, nationality  and  religion  from  the  ma- 
jority— in  case  of  a  Junction  with  the  other  pro- 
vinces, and  their  institutions  and  their  laws 
might  be  assailed  and  their  ancestral  associa- 
tions, on  which  they  pride  themselves,  attacked 
and  prejudiced. 

And,  for  that  reason,  they  would  not  ac- 
cept a  legislative  union.  <So,  they  secured 
a  federal  union,  in  order  that  their  provin- 
cial rights  might  be  maintained.  But  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  infringes  pro- 
vincial rights,  determining  in  advance  the 
course  of  action  of  the  new  provinces  in 
the  Northwest.  It  deprives  these  new  pro- 
vinces of  the  right  to  manage  their  own 
affairs  as  the  older  provinces  are  free  to 
manage  theirs.  In  this  respect,  the  mea- 
sure does  not  carry  out  the  principle  of  con- 
federation. And  it  comes  with  doubly  bad 
grace  from  a  Prime  Minister  who  comes 
from  Quebec,  a  province  that  insisted  upon 
a  form  of  confederation  which  would  make 
their  provincial  rights  secure.  Now  that  the 
rights  of  his  own  province  are  established, 
the  Prime_  Minister  attacks  the  provincial 
rights  of  the  new  provinces  In  the  west 
In  view  of  all  this  I  say  we  are  face  to 
face  with  a  great  crisis  and  there  is  strong 
excitement  throughout  our  country.  And 
why  ?  Because  of  the  outrage  upon  the 
feelings  and  opinions  of  the  people  who 
have  no  opportunity  to  help  themselves. 
Should  this  continue  ?  I  say  it  should  not 
J  have  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  dis- 
regard of  our  constitutional  system  almost 
drove  one  province  into  revolt  and,  if  it 
11-H 


Is  persisted  in,  it  may  arouse  to  revolt  the 
people  of  the  new  provinces.  The  sooner 
the  government  place  themselves  squarely 
upon  the  principles  of  the  constitution  and 
give  to  the  Northwest  a  representative  in 
the  cabinet,  the  better  it  will  be  for  every- 
body. We  shall  then  have  an  opportunity 
to  work  out  our  constitutional  system  to  a 
success,  instead  of  making  it  the  discourag- 
ing failure  it  undoubtedly  will  be  if  this 
government  and  their  successors  set  consti- 
tutional principles  at  defiance. 

Mr.  A.  A.  STOCKTON  (St.  John  City  and 
County).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  points 
made  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  are  well  taken.  I  hope  the 
First  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  will 
pardon  me  If  I  say  that  I  do  not  think  that 
he  met  the  question  asked  by  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  with  the  frankness  which  the 
circumstances  demanded.  It  will  be  re- 
membered, that,  after  the  introduction  of 
the  Bills  which  have  produced  so  much 
discussion  in  this  House,  the  question  was 
asked  of  the  Prime  Minister  whether  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  would 
be  back  in  time  for  the  discussion  of  these 
Bills.  The  First  Minister  replied  that  he 
did  not  know  when  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior would  be  here,  meaning  that  he  did 
not  expect,  and  did  not  care  whether  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  were  here  or  not, 
since  he,  the  First  Minister,  had  charge  of 
the  Bill. 

Now,  let  me  say  that  the  First  Minister 
has  not  answered  the  question  put  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  except  by  citing  the 
instances  which  took  place  ten,  twelve  or 
more  years  ago.  What  Is  the  opinion  of 
the  First  Minister  with  respect  to  those 
instances?  Did  he  approve  of  them,  or 
does  he  approve  of  them  now?  Does  he 
think  that  citing  those  instances  is  a  suf- 
ficient answer  to  the  question  put  him  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  ?  I  would  like 
to  know  what  the  opinions  of  the  First 
Minister  are  upon  those  instances.  I  say, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  there  ever  was  a  time 
in  the  history  of  this  country  when  it  was 
necessary  that  a  responsible  minister  from 
that  Northwest  country  should  be  here  on 
the  floor  of  this  House,  it  is  to-day.  We 
know  that  the  proposition  has  been  put 
forward  that  the  ministers  represent  lo- 
calities, and  that  they  are  to  be  trusted 
to  a  large  extent  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  those  localities.  How  stands  the 
matter  to-day?  Is  there  any  representative 
from  the  great  Northwest  here  to-day  to 
look  after  the  interests  of  that  great  coun- 
try, which  is  causing  so  much  discussion 
and  occupying  so  much  attention  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country  at  large?  Not  one, 
Sir,  and  so  far  as  any  information  Is  given 
by  the  First  Minister  to-day,  there  will  be  no 
representative  in  the  government  from  the 
Northwest  until  after  these  Bills  are  passed. 
Is  that  fair  to  the  people  of  that  country? 
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Is  it  fair  to  the  representatives  of  that 
country  in  this  House  to  force  this  meas- 
ure through  without  the  people  of  the  North- 
west, by  their  responsible  minister,  having 
a  voice  in  the  consideration  of  the  measure? 
I  think  not,  Sir,  and  I  think  It  is  unfair  to 
that  country  that  it  should  have  no  re- 
sponsible minister  here  while  this  discus- 
sion is  going  on,  and  while  this  measure  Is 
being  passed  through  the  House. 

But,  Sir,  there  is  another  phase  of  the 
question.  When  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior appeared  here,  apparently  to  the  con- 
fusion of  the  First  Minister,  two  days 
after  he  had  introduced  this  Bill,  what  took 
place?  The  resignation  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior.  Why  ?  As  a  protest  against 
the  action  of  the  First  Minister  in  intro- 
ducing the  Autonomy  Bills  In  his  absence, 
End  particularly  against  the  educational 
clauses  thereof,  which  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  could  not  endorse,  and  he  va- 
cated his  seat  as  a  protest  against  the  ac- 
tion of  the  First  Minister  and  of  his  gov- 
ernment. That  was  a  challenge  thrown 
down  to  the  First  Minister  and  to  his  gov- 
ernment upon  their  policy  with  respect  to 
these  Bills.  There  is  a  vacancy  in  the  gov- 
ernment now,  the  government  is  without  a 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  Let  the  First 
Minister  test  the  feeling  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  upon  this  question  by  selecting 
from  his  plethora  of  ability  that  he  has  be- 
hind him  a  gentleman  to  fill  the  position  of 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  let  him  send 
that  gentleman  back  for  re-election  in  order 
to  test  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  with  respect  to  his  policy.  That 
would  be  the  manly  way,  that  would  be 
the  bold  way,  that  would  be  the  proper 
way  on  the  part  of  men  who  are  willing  to 
trust  the  people.  Is  this  government  will- 
ing to  trust  the  people  In  connection  with 
these  Bills? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  The  conduct  of  the 
government  apparently  shows  that  they  are 
not  willing  to  trust  the  people.  I  say, 
don't  gag  the  people  of  the  Northwest,  give 
them  an  opportunity  to  say  whether  they 
want  this  legislation  or  not,  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  say  in  a  constitutional  way 
whether  they  are  in  harmony  with  the  gov- 
ernment with  respect  to  this  measure.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  an  opportunity 
of  doing  that  If  he  and  his  government  do 
not  do  it,  they  show  that  they  do  not  trust 
the  people;  although  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man is  reported  to  have  said  that  he  was 
a  democrat  to  the  hilt.  Now,  Sir,  I  should 
say  no  more  on  this  question.  I  felt  that 
I  could  not  remain  silent  while  a  question 
of  this  importance  was  before  the  House. 
I  repeat  that  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment in  keeping  this  seat  vacant  Is  not  fair 
to  the  people  of  the  Northwest,  it  is  not  fair 
to  the  people  of  the  rest  of  Canada,  and, 
furthermore,  it  Is  contrary  to  the  constitu- 
Mr.  STOCKTON. 


tional  usages  which  obtain  in  the  mother 
country  and  all  the  great  self-governing 
colonies  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  H.  LENNOX  (South  Simcoe).  I  did 
not  intend  to  speak  on  this  question  until 
the  main  question  came  again  before  the 
House.  But  I  do  feel  that  this  is  a  time  for 
hon.  members  of  the  House  to  speak  out, 
and  say  distinctly  what  they  think  of 
the  conduct  of  the  government.  I  had 
hoped,  there  being  seven  representatives  In 
this  House  from  the  Northwest  supporting 
the  government,  that  they  at  all  events 
would  defend  the  Interests  of  their  own 
section  in  this  matter.  When  I  find  that 
the  First  Minister  has  been  able  so  far  to 
influence  and  to  control  those  hon.  mem- 
bers, I  think  it  necessary  that  the  rest  of 
us  should  speak  out  definitely  on  this  sub- 
ject. Now  the  First  Minister  has  been  per- 
fectly consistent,  and  with  my  great  re- 
spect for  the  First  Minister,  I  shall  take  the 
liberty  of _addressing  a  few  plain  words  to 
him  in  the  English  language  which  I  hope 
he  will  fairly  understand.  I  hope  that  the 
people  of  this  country  will  become  seized 
of  the  situation,  and  although  it  Is  vain  to 
hope  that  the  government  will  listen  to  the 
voice  of  reason  on  this  subject,  there  Is 
one  power  in  this  country  great  enough  to 
arrest  the  action  of  the  government,  and 
that  is  the  press.  I  hope  that  they  will 
take  this  matter  up  and  agitate  from  end 
to  end  of  Canada  before  this  measure  goes 
through,  in  order  that  we  may  guarantee 
the  interests  of  the  great  west  in  this  House. 
I  say  that  the  First  Minister  to-day  has 
been  consistent  in  his  attitude  throughout 
this  whole  matter,  not  only  In  this  matter, 
but  during  the  last  two  sessions,  in  treating 
lightly  subjects  of  great  importance  and  in 
treating  the  representatives  of  the  people 
with  levity  by  neglecting  their  just  de- 
mands. The  FMrst  Minister  must  appre- 
hend that  he  has  not  on  any  occasion  when 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  either  to-day 
or  previously,  asked  for  Information  which 
this  House  has  a  right  to  obtain,  given  a 
fair,  square  and  honest  answer  to  a  question. 

Now  the  First  Minister  says,  we  know 
where  we  are.  Well,  perhaps  they  do.  It 
is  rather  recent  information,  for  they  did 
not  know  where  they  were  two  or  three 
weeks  ago.  A  portion  of  their  followers 
were  in  rebellion  two  or  three  weeks  ago, 
but  the  party  lash  has  been  applied.  They 
know  where  they  are  to-day  but  they  do  not 
know  where  they  will  be  to-morrow.  They 
do  not  know  where  they  will  be  a  week 
hence  and  I  warrant  there  are  some  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  who  do  not  know  yet 
quite  what  is  going  to  develop  during  the 
course  of  this  discussion,  and  who  do  not 
know  where  they  will  be  a  week  hence. 
Frobably  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton 
(Mr.  Oliver)  thinks  he  knows  where  he  is. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Assinlbola  (Mr. 
Scott)  probably  thinks  he  knows  where  be  is 
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or  where  be  is  going  to  be,  but,  they  do  not 
both  know  it.  One  of  them  will  probably 
get  the  office  and  we  will  then  see  a  display 
of  the  anger  of  the  one  who  has  not  got  the 
position  he  desires.  The  right  hon.  First 
Minister  says  that  it  is  only  thirty-one  days' 
delay,  and  he  also  said  that  in  1888  it  was  a 
matter  of  months  or  probably  more  that  the 
position  of  Minister  of  the  Interior  was 
vacant  Does  the  right  hon.  gentleman  want 
that  to  go  to  the  country  as  the  honest,  states- 
manlike utterance  of  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada?  But,  if  we  have, 
as  was  said  by  hon.  members  on  bis  own  side 
of  the  House,  and  as  is  the  fact,  before  us 
one  of  the  most  momentous  questions  that 
have  at  any  time  involved  the  consideration 
of  this  House,  a  question  that  will  affect  the 
future  of  the  west,  half  a  million  miles  of 
the  best  territory  of  this  Dominion  and 
the  best  agricultural  country  that  exists 
to-day,  is  there  any  analogy  between  this 
case  and  the  case  of  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior in  1888  ?  '  Only  thirty-one  days  ago,' 
says  the  right  hon.  First  Minister,  and  in  a 
while  when  it  suits  my  convenience,  when  I 
get  entirely  ready,  after  I  have  held  at  bay 
the  office-seekers  who  want  the  position  and 
whom  I  dare  not  now  ofTend  because  I  want 
to  daugle  before  them  the  plums  of  office 
and  not  offend  any  one  of  them  until  after 
this  crucial  period  has  gone  by,  then,  after 
the  1st  of  July,  after  I  have  riveted  upon 
the  west  and  established  the  system  of 
fetters  that  I  desire,  then,  at  my  conveni- 
ence, as  the  great  Czar  of  Canada — for  the 
time  being ;  not  for  all  time  to  come,  thank 
God— I  will  announce  what  I  will  do.  He 
says  that  he  is  embarrassed  by  a  wealth  of 
material.  Very  likely.  The  right  hon. 
First  Minister  is  perfectly  sincere.  He 
has  a  wealth  of  material  in  this  House. 
One  man  says  that  he  is  as  good  as  the  other. 
Each  man  says:  I  am  the  big  man  for  the 
situation;  and  this  is.a  source  of  embarrass- 
ment perhaps  to  the  right  hon.  First  Min- 
ister. He  dare  not  fill  that  position  because 
he  is  afraid  that  some  of  his  followers  whose 
votes  he  depends  upon  might  not  be  avail- 
able in  this  crisis.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
need  say  much  further  in  reference  to  what 
the  right  hon.  First  Minister  'has  said. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  is  more  remark- 
able for  what  he  does  not  say  on  these 
occasions  than  for  what  he  says.  But,  he 
asks  :  Would  you  expect  us  to  have  an 
election  and  to  have  this  discussion  going 
on  at  the  same  time  ?  What  does  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  mean  by  that  ?  Does  it 
require  his  personal  supervision  to  engineer 
the  election  in  the  west?  Does  it  require 
that  the  strength  of  the  cabinet  shall 
be  transferred  to  the  west  or  to  any  of  the 
most  important  points  of  the  west  while  an 
election  Is  going  on  ?  Does  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  feel  that  the  situation  is  so*  deli- 
cate and  dangerous  in  the  west  that  it  will 
require  all  the  power  of  the  government, 


and  probably  more  to  bring  about  the  result 
that  he  wants  ?  Does  he  anticipate  now 
that  when  the  1st  of  July  has  gone  past  and 
when  he  does  appoint  a  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior the  people  of  the  west  will  visit 
with  condemnation  the  administration  which 
is  now  in  power  at  Ottawa  ?  Or,  does  he 
simply  mean  that  it  will  require  so  much 
manipulation  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  on  this  discussion  in  the  House 
and  carry  on  an  election  in  the  west  at  the 
same  time  ?  What  is  the  meaning  of  it  ? 
Is  it  an  admission  to  the  people  of 
Canada  (wrested  from  the  right  hon.  First 
Minister)  because  we  have  not  had  such  an 
admission  made  often  In  this  House*  that 
be  realizes  that  it  will  take  the  most  super- 
human effort  on  his  part  to  win  In 
the  west  if  he  were  to  open  a  con- 
stituency there  at  the  present  time  ?  In 
other  words  that  he  has  not,  with  all  the 
wealth  of  material  that  he  has  in  this  House 
or  out  of  it,  because  he  could  select  a 
minister  for  this  position  out  of  the  House 
as  well  as  in  it — he  could  send  Mr.  Ayles- 
worth  up  there  if  he  could  be  elected, — the 
least  chance  of  electing  his  Minister  of  the 
Interior  if  he  will  accept  the  challenge 
which  Is  a  fair  and  square  challenge,  to 
give  to  those  people  who  have  not  been  al- 
lowed to  voice  their  opinions  the  opportunity 
of  testing  this  question  and  of  saying 
whether  they  want  this  measure  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  or  not. 

Now,  I  had  intended  to  refer  to.  another 
aspect  of  this  case,  but  I  find  that  I  have  got 
excited  and  that  is  not  usual  with  me.  I 
must  excuse  myself.  I  believe  I  am  justi- 
fied in  asking  for  the  indulgence  of  this 
House  if  I  do  get  a  little  excited  on  this 
occasion.  I  believe  as  the  right  hon.  min- 
ister says,  that  our  passions  on  some  of  these 
occasions  are  not  wholly  ignoble,  it  is  prob- 
ably '  the  exaggeration  of  a  noble  sentiment,' 
the  right  hon.  minister  says  and  perhaps 
there  is  a  little  exaggeration  of  noble  senti- 
ments from  time  to  time  as  the  debate  goes 
on.  I  think  that  when  we  cannot  get  a 
solitary  member  representing  the  west  on 
the  government  side  of  the  House  to  stand 
up  and  advocate  the  rights  of  the  west,  when 
we  cannot  get  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
(Mr.  Fielding)  who  was  an  advocate  of 
opinions  which  are  in  direct  conflict  with  the 
proposition  of  the  government  to-day,  when 
we  cannot  get  that  great  democrat  to  rise 
up  and  say  that  in  this  day  the  people  shall 
be  supreme,  when  we  cannot  get  back  into 
the  House  that  champion  of  national  schools, 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton), 
to  speak  one  word  on  behalf  of  the  great 
people  of  the  wesC  a  place  which  is  to  b? 
the  garden  of  Canada  in  the  future  and  the 
grandest  agricultural  territory  within  this 
country,— when  we  cannot  get  these  hon.  gen- 
tlemen to  stand  up  and  say  one  word  on 
behalf  of  the  great  people  of  the  west,  then, 
I  feel  that  I  am  justified  In  having  got  a 
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little  excited  and  not  being  able  to  pursue 
a  distinct  and  logical  argument  as  I  intend- 
ed when  I  rose  to  speak. 

Mr.  J.  B.  KENNEDY  (New  Westminster). 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  for  a  little  informa- 
tion, not  that  I  expect  to  get  any  from 
the  solon  who  has  just  addressed  the  House. 
But,  tiie  principle  has  evidently  been  laid 
down  this  afternoon  that  a  province  is  not 
represented  in  this  House  unless  it  has  a 
member  of  the  government.  In  this  case  it 
seems  to  me  that  there  has  been  a  rather 
gross  insult  addressed  to  the  ten  men  who 
represent  these  Territories  In  the  House 
to-day. 

Mr.  A.  B.  INGRAM  (East  Elgin).  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  opening  remarks  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  this  after- 
noon he  referred  to  the  course  pursued  by 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  when  he  was  leader  of  the  Liberal 
opposition  in  this  House  some  years  ago. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion 
drew  the  attention  of  this  House  to  certain 
rumours  going  the  rounds  of  the  newspapers 
of  this  country  coupled  with  the  fact  that 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  had 
postponed  a  trip  that  he  anticipated  making. 
He  thought  the  circumstances  sufficient  to 
warrant  him  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
government  of  the  day  to  the  Importance 
of  these  rumours.  One  of  the  arguments  he 
employed  in  that  case  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  government  was  not  in  the  position  in 
which  it  ought  to  be  before  asking  parlia- 
ment to  transact  the  business  of  the  country. 
He  said  : 

The  government,  I  submit,  has  no  right  to  ask 
parliament  to  vote  a  single  penny  under  the 
circumstances. 

What  circumstances?  The  circumstances 
arising  from  the  rumours  going  around  the 
public  press  of  this  country  that  certain 
seats  in  the  government  were  vacant  It 
seemed  to  him  a  remarkable  thing  that  he 
found  some  of  these  seats  vacated,  vacated 
by  whom  ?  By  the  representatives  of  the 
west  ?  No  ;  the  right  hon.  gentleman  seem- 
ed to  be  exercised  particularly  about  the 
representatives,  not  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, but  of  the  province  of  Quebec. 
Why  was  my  hon.  friend  so  much  exercised 
on  that  occasion  ?  It  was  not  because  of 
any  particular  or  Important  question  brought 
up  in  this  House  on  that  occasion.  In  1895 
parliament  met  on  April  18.  This  matter 
was  brought  up  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
on  July  9,  and  that  session  closed  on  July 
22,  thirteen  days  after  he  had  given  the 
government  notice  of  the  fact  that  certain 
ministers  had  not  been  In  their  places  the 
day  before.  Why  was  he  so  much  exercised 
over  the  fact  of  these  ministers  not  being 
properly  representative  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  ?  Was  it  bcause  parliament  was 
liable  to  vote  a  penny  unwisely  In  their 
absence  ?  Every  man  who  knows  anything 
Mr.  LENNOX. 


of  the  political  history  of  this  country  knows 
what  was  taking  place  at  that  time ;  he 
knows  that  an  issue  similar  to  that  which 
Is  being  discussed  to-day  was  being  con- 
sidered by  the  people  and  the  government, 
and  it  was  more  due  to  that  fact,  I  venture 
to  say,  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  object- 
ed to  these  ministers  not  being  in  their 
places  on  that  particular  occasion.  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  been  asked  civilly  and 
often  lately  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  why  it  Is  that  the  posi- 
tion of  Minister  of  the  Interior  is  not  filled. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  rises  in  his  place 
and  says  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
again  has  another  little  joke.  And  what  is 
the  little  joke  ?  It  is  not  the  spending  of  a 
small  amount  of  the  people's  money,  but  it 
is  the  passage  of  legislation  for  all  time 
(affecting  the  Northwest  Territories,  Ithat 
will  involve  millions  of  dollars,  and  yet  the 
Prime  Minister  says  this  Is  a  little  joke,  and 
that  there  is  no  occasion  to  have  a  Minister 
of  the  Interior  appointed  to  perform  the 
special  duties  of  that  portfolio.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  the  House, 
in  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  this  para- 
graph : 

The  rapid  growth  in  the  population  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  during  the  past  two  years 
Justifies  the  wisdom  of  conferring  on  these 
Territories  provincial  autonomy.  A  Bill  tor 
that  purpose  will  be  submitted  for  your  con- 
sideration. 

Before  I  deal  with  that,  let  me  refer  to  a 
rumour  or  two  that  we  have  recently  heard, 
because  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was  justified 
in  those  days  I  am  justified  to-day  in  re- 
ferring to  these  rumours.  A  rumour  went 
abroad  In  this  country  previous  to  the  23rd 
of  November  last  that  certain  gentlemen 
met  at  Three  Rivers,  In  the  province  of 
Quebec,  and  that  certain  arrangements 
were  entered  into  by  the  government  with 
respect  to  provincial  autonomy  in  the  North- 
west. Again  I  say  that  I  cannot  understand 
how  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  gov- 
ernment placed  that  paragraph  In  the  speech 
from  the  Throne  and  submitted  it  to  this 
House,  and  then  come  to  this  House  and 
told  us,  as  members  of  this  House,  and 
told  the  people  of  the  country,  that  he  had 
not  consulted  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
upon  this  important  plank  in  the  platform 
in  the  speech  from  the  Throne.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  say  when  he  in- 
troduced this  Bill  in  this  House  ?  I  shall 
quote  his  own  words.    He  said  : 

How  many  provinces  should  be  admitted  into 
the  confederation  coming  from  the  Northwest 
Territories — one,  or  two  or  more  ?  The  next 
question  was  :  in  whom  should  be  vested  the 
ownership  of  the  public  lands  ?  The  third  ques- 
tion was  :  what  should  be  the  financial  terms 
to  be  granted  to  these  new  provinces  ?  And 
the  fourth  and  not  the  least  Important  by  any 
means  was  the  question  of  the  school  system 
which  would  be  introduced — not  Introduced,  be- 
cause it  was  introduced  long  ago,  but  should 
be  continued  in  the  Territories. 
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Of  tbe  four  questions  which  are  to  be  em- 
bodied in  provincial  autonomy,  the  educa- 
tion question  was  in  tbe  minu  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  tbe  most  important.  I 
again  ask  the  Prime  Minister  are  we  to  be- 
lieve, are  we  to  suppose,  that  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  which 
was  prepared  during  the  early  part  of  this 
year,  the  Minister  of  tbe  Interior  was  in  no 
wise  consulted  in  respect  tu  these  four 
planks  ?  I  for  one  refuse  to  take  that  view, 
because  I  do  not  think  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  is  so  ignorant  with  respect  to 
the  contents  of  this  Bill  as  he  would  leave 
this  House  and  this  country  to  believe.  Re- 
ference has  been  made  to  the  creating  of  a 
vacancy.  What  do  we  find  in  the  city  of 
Toronto  ?  We  find  a  bargain  day  for  the 
Conservative  party.  Why  have  we  a  bar- 
gain day  now  ?  Is  this  the  old  system  of 
the  Liberal  party  of  this  country,  when  they 
have  a  government  backed  up  by  a  large 
majority  and  a  seat  becomes  vacant,  is  it 
now  tbe  new  Liberal  policy  to  give  the 
Conservative  party  a  bargain  day  and  to 
allow  them  to  elect  their  candidate  by  ac- 
clamation ?  I  have  here  the  statement  of 
the  executive  of  the  Reform  Association  of 
the  city  of  Toronto.  We  have  tbe  candidate 
in  tbe  last  contest  coming  to  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  consulting  with  tbe  Prime  Minister 
and  his  cabinet,  going  back  to  Toronto  and 
advising  the  Liberal  executive  of  the  city  of 
Toronto  not  to  put  up  a  candidate,  refusing 
to  be  a  candidate  himself  and  saying  that  it 
was  not  a  wise  policy  to  put  a  candidate  In 
the  field  ;  and,  therefore,  the  Liberal  party 
are  going  to  allow  the  Conservative  candi- 
date to  be  elected  by  acclamation.  Why  is 
this  ?  Is  that  the  way  to  ascertain  public 
opinion  in  this  country  on  an  important 
question  of  this  kind  ?  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  an  election 
in  Toronto  he  would  find  that  the  policy 
which  he  is  now  pursuing  would  be  rejected, 
not  only  by  the  Conservative  party  of  To- 
ronto, but  by  a  very  large  number  of  the 
Liberals  as  well.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
premier,  if  he  has  any  influence  upon  the 
ex-Miuister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  or 
upon  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Green- 
way),  one  the  late  premier  of  the  province 
of  Manitoba  and  the  other  one  of  his  min- 
isters, to  kindly  whisper  into  the  ears  of 
these  gentlemen  the  suggestion  that  they 
should  stay  a  little  more  in  this  chamber 
and  give  the  people  of  this  country  the 
benefit  of  their  presence  and  advice,  even 
as  private  members.  Is  it  any  wonder  that 
members  of  the  opposition  find  fault  with 
the  government,  when  we  find  important 
members  like  these  absenting  themselves 
when  one  of  the  greatest  and  most  import- 
ant issues  ever  brought  up  in  parliament  Is 
being  discussed  from  day  to  day  1  They  ab- 
solutely refuse,  by  their  absence  from  this 
House,  to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  I  am 
sure  it  would  allay,  to  some  extent,  the 
feeling  of  the  people  of  this  country  if  they 
knew  that  men  entertained  the  views  which 


the  late  premier  of  Manitoba  did  entertain — 
I  do  not  know  if  he  does  now  or  not — but 
certainly  the  views  entertained  by  the  ex- 
Minlster  of  the  Interior,  were  to  stay  in  their 
places  in  this  House  and  give  us  the  benefit 
of  their  views  from  time  to  time  as  occa- 
sion requires.  Then  probably  they  would 
assist  in  allaying  the  strong  feeling  that 
exists  in  this  country  that  these  gentlemen 
are  overlooking  the  interests  of  the  North- 
west Territories  by  their  undue  absence 
from  this  House.  The  Prime  Minister  re- 
ferred to-day  to  the  fact  that  the  opposition 
are  making  a  great  deal  of  capital  out  of 
the  thirty-one  days  of  non-appointment  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  Let  me  point  out 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  has  not  been  in  this  House  during 
this  session.  He  came  in  after  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill.  Let  me  remind  the 
premier  that  since  1896  we  have  had  minis- 
ter after  minister  absent  from  their  duties 
during  the  session,  and  no  one  has  been  a 
greater. sinner  in  that  respect  than  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior.  To-day  he  Is  seen 
passing  by  this  chamber,  paying  attention 
for  a  moment  or  two  to  the  proceedings 
here,  but  then,  in  his  high  and  lofty  way, 
he  retires  from  the  chamber  and  allows  the 
members  to  discuss  these  important  matters 
in  his  absence.  It  is  high  time  tbat  these  hon. 
gentlemen  fully  understood  that  It  is  their 
duty  to  attend  in  this  chamber  and  give  us 
the  benefit  of  their  advice  on  these  import- 
ant matters.  If  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  friends  were  correct  in  1895,  when 
they  said  that  it  was  important  for  ministers 
to  be  in  their  places,  they  should  take  a 
little  of  their  own  medicine  to-day,  and  see 
tbat  their  ministers  are  in  their  places  in 
this  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  BENNETT  (East  Simcoe).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  usually  agree  with  the  leader  of 
the  opposition,  but  I  think  he  is  rather  too 
exacting  this  afternoon.  My  hon.  friend 
asks  that  the  First  Minister  should  go  back 
or.  bis  official  record  since  be  has  been 
premier  of  this  Dominion,  and  start  from 
this  day  on  a  new  course.  That  is  alto- 
gether too  much  to  ask  of  the  First  Min- 
ister, and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  tbe  leader 
of  the  opposition  is  rather  drawing  on  his 
imagination  when  he  expects  that  the 
First  Minister  will  do  It.  My  hon.  friend 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  First  Min- 
ister found  fault  with  the  government  of 
Sir  John  Thompson  on  one  occasion  for  not 
filling  up  his  cabinet  and  complained  that 
at  that  time  for  nearly  two  days  two  min- 
isters had  absented  themselves  from  the 
chamber.  Well,  Sir,  tbe  circumstances  were 
very  different  then  from  what  tbey  are  now. 
Neither  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  bad  resign- 
ed his  seat ;  the  present  premier  was  not 
in  a  position  to  know  tbat  either  Intended 
to  resign  his  seat ;  but  the  fact  that  they 
bad  not  been  in  their  places,  and  some  news- 
paper comment  which  he  saw  on  the  clr- 
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cumstauce, .  suggested  to  him  the  Idea  of 
dividing  the  House  on  the  matter,  and  he 
did  divide  the  House.  What  do  we  see  on 
the  present  occasion  ?  We  see  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  absent  from  the  first  day 
of  the  session.  Whether  his  absence  was 
owing  to  ill-health  I  know  not,  and  I  think 
the  public  are  very  little  concerned  about 
it.  But  we  do  know  that  as  soon  as  the 
First  Minister  introduced  certain  legis- 
lation into  this  House,  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  was  here  to  dissent  from  the 
proposition  of  the  government ;  and  we 
know  that  as  a  result  of  bis  dissent  be  has 
gone  out  of  the  cabinet  and  is  out  of  it 
to-day  ;  and  every  one  knows  that  the  First 
Minister  and  his  cabinet  are  afraid  to  take 
the  bull  by  the  horns— I  am  speaking  meta- 
phorically— and  test  popular  opinion  in  the 
west,  just  as  they  are  afraid  to  test  popular 
opinion  in  the  province  of  Ontario.  What 
is  the  report  of  the  bon.  gentleman's  own 
political  friends  from  the  city  of  Toronto  ? 
it  is  that  he  has  become  a  Czar  'and  an 
autocrat.  Mr.  Robinette,  their  candidate 
In  the  last  election  came  down  here  the 
other  day  ;  he  was  seen  here  ;  his  presence 
was  reported  in  the  newspapers  ;  and  be- 
cause Mr.  Robinette  informed  the  First 
Minister  that  he  would  not  be  a  supporter 
01'  the  government's  policy  In  regard  to  the 
Northwest,  the  Czar,  the  leader  of  this  ad- 
ministration, says  there  must  be  no  con- 
test in  <5entre  Toronto.  Now,  I  am  going 
to  appeal  to  the  First  Minister  to  remem- 
ber the  watchword  of  the  late  premier  of 
ihe  province  of  Ontario,  his  own  right  arm, 
which  was  paralyzed  on  the  25th  of  Jan- 
uary, when  the  people  got  a  chance.  What 
was  the  watchword  of  the  Hon.  George  W. 
Ross  ?  It  was  :  '  Build  up  Ontario.'  What 
did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  to  build  up  On- 
tario In  every  possible  way — mentally,  mor- 
ally, educationally  and  commercially  ;  and 
I  appeal  to  the  First  Minister  to  build  up 
Ontario  to-day..  In  the  first  place,  build 
It  up  morally  by  keeping  faith  with  the 
public  there.  The  First  Minister  went 
through  the  province  of  Ontario  last  No- 
vember— but  I  will  not  harrow  up  his  feel- 
ings by  mentioning  the  places  where  he 
spoke,  because  every  one  knows  what  fol- 
lowed—desolation and  disaster  to  the  Liberal 
candidates.  He  came  to  East  Simcoe,  and 
tiie  result  there  is  seen.  He  went  to  the 
city  of  Toronto  and  to  other  points  and 
said,  it  is  true,  my  cabinet  representatives 
from  Ontario  are  a  ruin  lot ;  I  have  one 
in  the  Senate  who  is  past  four  score  years  ; 
I  have  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  on  my  hands, 
but  be  Is  to  be  transferred  to  the  Senate  at 
an  early  day  ;  although  the  Minister  of 
Customs  is  a  benevolent,  good-hearted  soul, 
he  is  not  known  beyond  the  confines  of  his 
own  bailiwick.  But,  he  said,  I  am  going  to 
strengthen  the  cabinet  in  Ontario  ;  I  am 
going  to  bring  In  a  big  man  in  the  person 
of  Mr.  Aylesworth.  The  First  Minister 
Mr.  BENNETT. 


has  not  got  Mr.  Aylesworth  yet,  but  there 
is  a  chance  to  get  him.  There  are  two 
counties  In  Ontario  which  he  could  carry, 
and  only  two.  Why  does  he  not  give  Mr. 
Aylesworth  a  chance  to  run  in  Russell  or 
i:i  Prescott  ?  I  know  he  will  not  trust  him- 
self in  North  Oxford,  nor  will  he  trust  him- 
self anywhere  else  in  Ontario. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   Centre  Toronto. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  Aylesworth  knows 
Toronto  ;  he  lives  there.  Now,  the  First 
Minister  has  not  kept  faith  with  the  electors 
of  the  province  of  Ontario.  He  promised 
them  last  November  that  If  they  would  only 
support  him,  he  would  build  up  a  stable  ag- 
gregation from  Ontario.  What  has  he  done? 
There  was  a  time  in  this  House  when  our 
dull  moments  were  enlivened  by  the  ora- 
tory of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright ;  but  he 
has  stolen  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  from  the 
House  and  sent  him  to  the  Senate.  We 
have  left  only  our  benevolent  friend  the 
!  Minister  of  Customs  and  our  soporific  friend 
the  Postmaster  General.  I  think  it  has 
come  to  a  pretty  pass  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  that  we  have  to  content  ourselves 
with  the  cabinet  representation  that  we 
have.  But  let  us  go  a  little  further.  Let 
\ia  bear  in  mind  that  these  two  gentlemen 
are  seriously  restricted— that  they  are  not 
allowed  to  perform  any  acts  of  importance. 
They  are  allowed  to  manage  departments 
which  extract  money  from  the  pDCkets  of  the 
jpeople ;  neither  of  thetn  is  allowed  to 
spend  a  dollar,  practically  ;  but  when  it 
comes  to  spending  money,  all  the  depart- 
ments for  that  purpose  go  to  ministers  from 
the  other  provinces.  True,  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  for  a  time  had  some  dispos- 
ition of  patronage,  but  the  Minister  of  Mar- 
ine and  Fisheries  came  up  and  filched  that 
fiora  the  province  of  Ontario,  and  to-day 
what  is  left  for  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  amounts  to  practically  nothing,  and 
even  that  Is  not  controlled  by  a  minister  who 
has  the  consent  and  approval  of  a  con- 
stituency in  Ontario.  It  is  quite  true  that 
my  hon.  friend  who  represents  North  Ox- 
ford (Mr.  Sutherland),  and  whose  absence 
we  all  regret  just  as  sincerely  as  any  gentle- 
man on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  is  prac- 
tically out  of  politics.  The  kindly  refer- 
ence made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  oppos- 
ition did  not  deserve  the  reply  which  It  re- 
ceived from  the  First  Minister.  We  all  ack- 
nowledge that  circumstances  sometimes 
arise  in  politics  to  deprive  both  political 
parties  of  some  of  their  friends  and  leaders; 
and  it  is  to-day  a  notorious  fact,  admitted 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  Mr.  Suther- 
land is  not  coming  back  to  this  House.  Nay, 
I  go  further  and  say  that  I  saw  a  letter 
myself  the  other  day,  written  by  a  friend  of 
Mr.  Sutherland  in  Mexico,  where  he  is,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  his  health  was  pre- 
carious, and  that  no  one  seriously  believes 
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bo  will  resume  bis  duties  in  the  Public 
Works  Department. 

And  tibe  First  Minister  knows,  just  as 
well  as  he  knows  that  the  sun  will  rise  to- 
morrow, that  Mr.  Sutherland  does  not  In- 
tend to  come  back  and  take  charge  of  that 
portfolio,  and  we  all  regret  it.   He  knows 
equally  well  that  the  hon.  member  for  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Hyman)  has  been  named  for  that 
portfolio — named  months  ago— and  has  been 
discharging  the  duties  for  the  past  year. 
Yet  In  tiie  face  of  that  fact,  this  government 
are  so  much  in  terror  of  the  Ontario  electo- 
rate, that  they  dare  not  open  the  seat  in 
London  to-day.   You  may  boast  that  you 
have  a  majority  of  five  hundred  or  six  hun- 
dred for  the  hon.  member  for  London  in  that 
city,  but  that  majority  was  reduced  to 
something  like  twenty  in  the  last  campaign. 
The  excuse  given  by  his  friends  is  that  they 
were  over-confident  or  he  would  have  re- 
ceived his  old-time,  majority.     Well,  this 
is  the  time  and  place  in  which,  if  the  gov- 
ernment have  a  scintilla  of  confidence  in  the 
people  of  Ontario,  to  show  that  confidence 
by  throwing  down  the  gauntlet  and  opening 
up  the  constituency  of  London.    But  if  th«y 
should,  the  hon.  member  for  London  (Mr. 
Hyman)  knows,  and  the  cabinet  knows, 
what  will  be  the  result.   Here  we  have  a 
cabinet  in  this  humiliating  position  that  it 
has  only  two  ministers  of  the  Crown  on  the 
fioor  of  this  House  from  Ontario.  True,  there 
are  two  in  the  Senate,  but  I  do  not  suppose 
the  public  are  much  exercised  about  them. 
The  Minister  of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson)  has 
been  over  the  stony  path  and  the  thorny 
places.  He  spent  all  his  life  in  the  constitu- 
ency of  South  Brant  but  that  constltuensy 
finally  turned  him  out.    Then  he  went  over 
the  corduroy  road  In  North  Grey  but  did  not 
dare  return  there,  and  finally  sought  solace 
in  a  haven  of  rest  with  a  solid  Liberal  ma- 
jority of  1,000,  but  that  hon.  minister  knows 
that  so  low  has  his  party  fallen  In  the  esti- 
mation of  the  people  of  Ontario  that  nearly 
every  seat  went  against  it  in  the  last  local 
election.    And  what  is  the  position  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York  (Sir  William 
Mulock)  ?  That  riding  was  long  in  the  Liberal 
fold,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if 
it  were  open  to-day  it  would  return  an 
opponent  to  the  present  government.  Then 
there  is  my  hon.  friend  from  Centre  York 
(Mr.  Campbell),  who,  we  all  know,  is  knock- 
ing at  the  threshold  for  admission  to  the 
cabinet,  and  who  represents  a  riding  speci- 
ally constructed  for  him.    ne  has  been 
standing  at  the  door  waiting  and  watching 
long,  but  they  dare  not  open  it  for  him.  and 
it  is  a  notorious  fact  that  another  gentleman 
who  has  been  aspiring  to  cabinet  promotion, 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy) has  openly  gone  out  in  revolt  against 
the  government  on  this  question.   Yet  the 
government  intend  to  rush  this  Bill  through 
the  House  this  session.   If  we  were  in  the 
last  days  of  a  last  session  of  parliament, 
the  government  would  never  be  able  to  put 


their  Bill  through,  but  If  this  Bill  cannot 
be  killed  in  this  House,  the  government 
which  brought  it  down  will  be  killed  when 
they  go  before  the  people  of  the  Northwest. 
This  government  may  force  the  Bill  through 
by  means  of  what  I  would  call  a  machine, 
if  It  were  parliamentary,  or  what  I  would 
call  a  servile  majority,  if  the  rules  of  parlia- 
ment would  allow  it ;   it  may  be  voted 
through  by  a  majority  who  have  promises 
of  preferment  and  place;  but  all  I  can  say 
is  that  the  government  will  not  get  prefer- 
ment at  the  hands  of  the  electorate  when 
they  go  before  the  country.   There  is  one 
power  which  is  Irresistible  and  that  is  the 
power  of  the  people,  and  those  gentlemen 
who  vote  for  this  measure  will  certainly 
stultify  themselves  in  the  eyes  of  their  con- 
stituents in  the  Northwest  Territories.  They 
know  that  they  are  stultifying  themselves 
to-day.   Their  own  leaders  have  told  them, 
as  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr  Stock- 
ton) told  them  a  little  while  ago,  that  this 
cabinet  is  afraid  to  trust  the  people  who 
are  most  vitally  interested.   It  knows  that 
it  aannot  have  a  cabinet  minister  elected 
in  the  west.    What  is  the  standing  of  the 
government  to-day  in  the  great  city  of 
Toronto  ?   Why,  a  large  number  of  their 
friends  want  to  precipitate  a  fight  there, 
but  they  will  only  do  it  on  one  condition 
and  that  Is  that  the  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment on  this  question  must  be  condemned. 
What  a  pitiable  spectacle  does  not  this 
government  represent  ?   In  a  riding  like 
Centre  Toronto,  which  was  only  carried  by 
the  late  Mr.  Clarke,  probably  the  most  po- 
pular man  in  that  city,  by  a  bare  majority 
of  three  hundred  in  the  last  contest,  this 
government  and  their  followers  dare  not 
put  up  a  candidate  to  day.   They  call  how- 
ever on  their  followers  to  vote  for  this  mea- 
sure and  to  trust  that  In  time  it  will  be  for- 
gotten.   They  should  remember  that  there 
was  a  statesman  named  Stratton  in  Ontario 
who  asked  the  people  to  forget,  but  the  people 
did  not;  and  we  have  a  spectacle  presented 
to-day  by  this  government  exactly  similar  to 
that  which  was  presented  by  the  Ross  gov- 
ernment in   Ontario,  and  in  like  manner 
when  this  government  does  go  to  the  people 
it  will  have  as  little  chance  as  it  expects  to 
have  in  Centre  Toronto  and  share  the  same 
fate  which  overtook  the  late  local  govern- 
ment.  It  may  win  Russell  and  Prescott  but 
will  be  beyond  help  In  the  rest  of  the  pro- 
vince. 

Motion  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  adjourn 
uegatived. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  SAM.  BARKER.  Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  cailled  I  might  ask  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  House  If  there  has  been  any 
correspondence  between  his  government  or 
any  member  of  it  and  the  late  government  of 
the  Hon.  G.  W.  Ross  or  any  member  of  It, 
with  regard  to  any  extension  of  the  boun- 
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daries  of  Ontario  and  whether,  if  there  be 
any  such  correspondence,  he  will  lay  it  on 
the  table. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any,  but  if  there  should  be  any, 
there  is  no  objection  at  all  to  bringing  it 
down. 

PROVINCIAL    GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  tbe 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  WALTER  SCOTT  (West  Assiniboia) 
If,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Bills  before  the  House 
to  create  the  two  provinces  of  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan  constitute  to  representatives 
from  the  other  parts  of  Canada  the 
most  important  measure  that  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  parliament  since  confederation, 
how  much  more  should  their  importance  be 
impressed  upon  one,  who,  like  myself,  is 
entrusted  with  the  duty  of  representing 
in  this  House  a  very  considerable  section 
of  the  country  which  it  is  proposed  to  form 
into  these  new  provinces.  I  may  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  all  sincerity  that  I  regret  to  a 
very  much  larger  extent  to-day  than  on  any 
former  occasion  that  I  am  not  gifted  with 
that  felicity  of  expression  which  has  dis- 
tinguished so  many  of  the  speakers  who 
have  preceded  me,  and  that  consequently  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  embellish  the  remarks 
1  shall  have  to  present  to  the  House  with 
flowers  of  oratory  such  as  have  adorned 
muny  of  the  speeches  we  have  had  on  this 
owwtion. 

Of  the  magnitude  of  the  subject,  of  course, 
there  can  be  uo  question.  'We  are  proposing 
to  rouud  out  the  confederation  of  half,  and 
piobably  the  richer  half  of  the  North  Ameri- 
can continent,  affecting  an  enormous  area 
or  exceptional  fertility  and  capable  of  sus- 
taining millions,  if  not  tens  of  millions 
o!  people.  We  are  fulfilling  the  dream  of 
those  far-sighted  men,  the  fathers  of  con- 
federation. We  are,  once  for  all,  placing 
upou  the  half  million  of  people  who,  at 
piesent,  constitute  the  population  of  these 
picas  and  upon  the  future  millions  that 
villi  constitute  that  population,  the  duties 
of  self-government  according  to  free  Bri- 
tish principles.  And  we  are,  at  the  same 
time,  fixing  for  all  time  to  come  the  finan- 
cial status,  setting  apart  the  financial  re- 
sources, upon  which  these  people  shall  be 
enabled  to  carry  on  their  duties  of  self-gov- 
ernment. We  are  giving  by  charter  to 
these  new  provinces  many  powers  which 
the  people  there  have  been  exercising  up 
to  the  present  time,  as  well  as  a  number  of 
powers,  which,  until  now,  have  been  exer- 
cised on  their  behalf  by  this  parliament 
We  are  proposing  to  make  these  people 

Mr.  BARKER. 


fully  responsible  for  their  own  self-govern- 
ment in  the  important  matters  of  educa- 
tion, public  works  and  all  affairs  of  internal 
development  which,  It  may  be  said,  are 
the  most  vital,  the  most  constant,  and  the 
most  Intimate  affairs  affecting  tbe  life  of 
the  people  of  any  country,  and  the  manage- 
u  ent  of  which,  it  may  be  said,  Is  so  much 
more  difficult  in  a  sparsely-settled  country 
such  as  these  areas  are  at  the  present  time, 
than  in  old  communities.  Upon  tbe  import- 
ance of  the  subject  of  education  there  Is 
no  occasion  for  comment  here.  In  my  op- 
inion, the  House  has  been,  during  the  pre- 
sent debate,  giving  more  attention  to  a 
niatter  which  has  developed  Into  an  ex- 
tremely sentimental  issue,  than  to  the  prac- 
tical, substantial  phase  of  the  education 
question.  I  may  say  that  I  am  more  con- 
cerned, and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people 
that  I  represent  are  more  concerned,  as  to 
whether  they  are  to  be  enabled  by  the  pow- 
ers which  parliament  proposes  to  confer 
upon  tliem  and  the  financial  resources  the 
House  proposes  to  place  at  their  disposal, 
for  all  time  to  come  to  keep  up  an  efficient 
system  of  education  than  they  are  as  to  the 
extremely  narrow  Issue  which  divides  the 
proposition  of  the  government  from  the  pro- 
position of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)— no,  I  beg  the  pardon  of  the 
opposition,— of  the  hon.  member  repre- 
senting the  county  of  Carleton.  The 
matter  of  local  public  works,  the  mat- 
ter of  bridges,  the  matter  of  fire  guards, 
the  matter  of  drainage,  and  in  some 
localities  the  matter  of  domestic  water 
supply— these  are  all  affairs  of  exceeding 
Importance  to  the  people  now,  and  will  be 
of  importance  to  the  millions  of  people  who, 
we  expect,  will  be  in  that  territory  In  the 
years  to  come.  And  these  matters  now  must 
be  dealt  with,  and,  for  a  considerable  time 
to  come,  will  have  to  be  dealt  with,  by 
the  provincial  government  more  than  Is  the 
case  in  older  communities  where  these  af- 
fairs are  handled  municipally.  These  are 
matters  which  lie  at  the  very  root  of  the 
existence  of  a  people  in  a  new  country 
and  upon  these  things  depend  whether  the 
settler  in  these  new  provinces  is  to  be 
encouraged  to  wage  the  battle  of  life  under 
the  conditions  to  be  found  in  that  country, 
or  whether  he  shall  labour  under  disad- 
vantages too  great  to  be  borne — as  unfor- 
tunately, has  been  the  fate  of  some  who 
went  into  those  Territories  in  the  past,  though 
not,  1  am  glad  to  say,  In  the  very  recent 
past.  The  condition  of  the  settlers'  land 
as  to  drainage  ;  the  state  of  his  range,— whe- 
ther devastated  by  the  prairie  fire  or  properly 
protected— the  existence  of  a  bridge  over  the 
creek  or  river  so  that  the  settler  may  pass 
ever  with  Lis  team  without  risking  his  life 
at  a  crossing ;  tbe  efficiency  of  his  school 
— upon  these  matters,  I  say,  depends  to  a 
very  large  extent  the  whole  future  of  the 
new  provinces  which  parliament  by  these 
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measures  proposes  to  create.  The  subject 
of  transportation  Is  one  to  which  very  great 
attention  has  been  given  by  this  parlia- 
ment in  recent  years.  The  subject  of  rail- 
way transportation  is  a  very  Important 
one ;  but  I  may  point  out  that  in  these 
Territories  at  the  present  time,  I  think  It 
Is  not  going  too  far  to  say,  the  matter  of 
wagon  roads  is  of  quite  as  great  an  Im- 
portance as  the  matter  of  railway  communi- 
cation. Railways  of  course,  are  necessary. 
But  the  railway  cannot  be  brought  to  every 
man's  door,  and,  to  reach  the  railway,  the 
wagon  road  Is  necessary.  A  computation 
has  been  made  which  goes  to  establish  the 
fact  that  the  settler  or  farmer  who  is  fifteen 
miles  from  the  railway  shipping  point  is  un- 
der as  great  a  cost  In  getting  his  wheat  to 
the  shipping  point—supposing  that  that  point 
is  Regina,  where  I  live — as  he  is  under  for 
the  carriage  of  that  wheat  from  the  ship- 
ping point  to  the  head  of  the  Lakes,  nearly 
800  miles. 

Therefore,  there  can  be  no  question  of 
the  importance  and  magnitude  of  the  ques- 
tions involved  in  the  Bills.  I  have,  on  sev- 
eral occasions  before,  had  the  privilege  of 
addressing  this  House ;  but  on  no  previous 
occasion  have  I  felt  so  greatly  the  responsi- 
bility resting  upon  me  as  upon  this  occas- 
ion. And,  whether  my  tenure  of  office  here 
as  the  representative  of  a  constituency  prove 
long  or  short,  I  do  not  think  that  at  any 
future  time  it  will  be  my  duty  to  address 
the  House  upon  a  subject  of  such  importance 
as  I  feel  the  subject  now  under  discussion 
to  be. 

In  replying  to  the  admirable  speech  with 
which  these  Bills  were  introduced  by  the 
rtght  hon.  First  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 
ier)  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  devoted  a  good  deal  of  attention- 
more  attention  than  I  had  expected  him  to 
give — to  certain  aspects  of  the  case  which 
had  formed  the  subject  matter  of  discussion 
up  and  down  the  township  lines  and  in  the 
school-houses  of  the  Northwest  up  to  the 
third  of  November  last,  but  which  did  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  quite  in  keeping  with  the 
kind  of  discussion  which  might  be  expected 
from  the  leader  of  the  opposition  speaking 
upon  such  an  occasion,  and  dealing  with 
such  a  measure  as  this,  before  a  body  as 
this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  sought  to 
establish  the  proposition  that  the  right  hon. 
First  Minister  and  his  government  had 
made  a  right-about-face  since  last  session 
upon  the  question  whether  or  not  provin- 
cial autonomy  should  be  granted  to  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories.  And, 
in  his  endeavour  to  sustain  a  very  weak 
position,  be  sought  to  make  use  of  a  remark 
or  rather  an  ejaculation  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter '  on  one  occasion  about  two  years  ago. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said  '  Hear,  hear,'  when  the  hon  member 
for  Marquette  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  had  made 
some  remark  to  impress  the  idea  that  the 


government  was  not  favourable  to  provin- 
cial autonomy.  I  do  not  know  whether 
my  hon.  friend — in  fact  I  must  take  It  for 
granted  that  my  hon.  friend  was  not  aware 
that  before  the  end  of  that  session  the  First 
Minister  had  set  himself  right  on  that  point, 
and  I  will  read  a  passage  which  may  be 
found  in  the  'Hansard'  of  1903,  page  13907  : 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Marquette).  I  stated  that  I  was 
putting  the  Prime  Minister's  sentiments  cor- 
rectly before  the  House  to  the  effect  that  for 
many  years  to  come  the  Territories  need  not 
expect  autonomy  at  the  hands  of  this  govern- 
ment, and  the  Prime  Minister  said  '  hear,  hear.' 

The  PRIME  MINISTER.  If  I  said  '  hear,  hear  ' 
it  was  not  affirmation.  On  the  contrary,  it  was 
negation. 

Why,  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of  every- 
body in  Canada,  and  should  be  within  the 
knowledge  of  every  member  of  this  House 
who  was  in  the  last  parliament,  that  on  seve- 
ral occasions  responsible  ministers  of  the 
Urown  stated  their  opinion  authoritat!  'e'y 
that  the  time  had  nearly  come  when  full  pro- 
vincial powers  must  be  conferred  on  tin  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest  Territories.  The  hon. 
member  for  Brandon,  then  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  as  long  ago  as  three  years,  utatc-l 
in  the  House  that  he  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  provincial  autonomy  must 
very  soon  be  meted  out  to  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  During  the  ses- 
sion of  1903,  the  Minister  of  Finance,  in 
the  most  explicit  terms,  stated  two  or  three 
times  that  the  government  had  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  time  was  near  at 
hand  when  full  provincial  powers  must  be 
conferred  on  these  people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  listened  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  to  the  able  address  given  to  the 
House  last  evening  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  represents  the  district  of  Qu'Appelle 
(Mr.  Lake)  in  this  House.  If  it  would  not 
be  presumptuous  on  my  part  to  say  so,  I 
would  congratulate  the  House,  I  would  con- 
gratulate the  Northwest,  and  particularly  I 
would  congratulate  our  hon.  friends  oppo- 
site upon  their  acquisition  of  that  hon.  gen- 
tleman, who  was  elected  last  November  to 
represent  the  district  of  Qu'Appelle.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  quite  agree  with  every  one 
of  the  statements  made  by  that  hon. 
gentleman  ;  but  I  will  say  this  for  him, 
that  he  made  the  class  of  speech  that  friends 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  desired  to  be 
made  before  this  question  of  prowioial 
autonomy  was  determined,  before  the 
details  and  terms  were  determined  ;  it  was 
the  class  of  speech  which  the  true  friend 
of  the  Northwest  felt  it  proper  to  make,  and 
just  the  class  of  speech  I  have  made  myself 
the  first  session  I  came  into  this  parliament. 
But  I  cannot  agree  with  quite  all  the 
things  which  my  hon.  friend  stated  as 
facts.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  that  Mr.  Haultaln's  draft  Bill,  pre- 
pared, I  think,  in  December,  1901,  or  Janu- 
ary, 1902,  was  unanimously  endorsed 
by  the  assembly  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
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tories,  with  the  exception  of  one  point,  that 
point  relating  to  the  number  of  provinces, 
whether  there  should  be  one  province  or 
more.  I  think  I  can  convince  my  hon.  friend 
that  he  was  mistaken  in  that  regard.  One 
strong  objection  was  raised,  not  by  a  Lib- 
eral in  the  assembly,  but  by  one  of  the  Con- 
servative members,  a  gentleman  who  acts 
in  conjunction  with  the  member  for  Qu'Ap- 
pelle,  and  who  was  a  Conservative  can- 
didate in  one  of  the  districts  of  the  North- 
west Territories  last  fall,  Dr.  Patrick,  of 
Yorkton,  who  took  violent  exception  to  the 
terms  of  the  draft  Bill,  because,  as  he»  said, 
it  was  attempting  to  grab  too  niuco,  the 
terms  were  extravagant  and  would  do  dam- 
age to  the  interests  of  the  Territories  by  at- 
tempting to  grab  too  much.  Then,  I  under- 
stood ray  hon.  friend  to  lay  down  the  pro- 
position that  because  that  draft  Bill  had 
been  endorsed  by  the  assembly,  and  because 
it  was  before  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  last  fall  during  the  general  elec- 
tion, therefore  no  member  representing  a 
district  of  the  Northwest  Territories  had 
any  mandate  or  right  to  do  other  than  ob- 
ject to  any  kind  of  a  Bill  which  was  not 
framed  entirely  upon  the  lines  of  that  draft 
Bill,  voted  upon  by  the  Northwest  legisla 
ture.  If  that  was  the  position  taken  by  my 
bon.  friend,  and  I  think  it  was,  for  I  listen- 
ed to  him  carefully,  I  may  tell  him  that  he 
is  entirely  out  of  accord  with  his  mentor, 
Mr.  Ilaultaln.  Mr.  Haultain  never  took  such 
a  position.  My  hon.  friend  from  Qu'-Ap- 
pelle,  as  well  as  myself,  heard  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  declare  himself  explicitly,  in  a  meeting 
of  the  legislature  towards  the  end  of  1903, 
that  he  never  expected  to  get  ail  he  asked 
for,  they  were  simply  laying  down  their  pro- 
position, and  were  asking  everything  that 
was  possible,  leaving  to  those  on  the  other 
end  of  the  bargain  to  say  how  much  the 
terms  had  to  be  cut  down. 

However,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  suppose  that  in 
this  discussion  it  is  rather  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  which  is  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  House.  That  amendment 
reads : 

All  the  words  after  the  word  '  that '  to  the 
end  of  the  question  be  left  out  and  the  follow- 
ing substituted  therefor  : — 

Upon  the  establishment  of  a  province  In  the 
Northwest  Territories  of  Canada  as  proposed 
by  Bill  (No.  69),  the  legislature  of  such  pro- 
vince, subject  to  and  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Acts, 
1867  to  1886,  is  entitled  to  and  should  enjoy  full 
powers  of  provincial  self-government  Including 
power  to  exclusively  make  laws  In  relation  to 
education. 

That  is  a  proposition,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
commands  my  warm  approval  in  some  re- 
spects, but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  my  hon. 
friend's  speech  did  not  quite  fit  in  with  his 
amendment.  It  is  a  proposition  that,  on  the 
face  of  it  would  be  looked  upon  with  favour 
by  every  resident  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. But  when  we  look  at  it  a  little  more 
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closely,  it  may  not  be  such  a  favourable  pro- 
position. As  the  members  of  this  House  can 
readily  believe,  particularly  when  they  listen 
to  such  representatives  from  the  Northwest 
as  the  hon.  member  from  Edmonton  (Mr. 
Oliver)  and  the  hon.  member  from  Brandon 
I  (Mr.  Sifton),  the  people  of  those  western 
I  prairies  like  to  have  things  placed  before 
them  definitely,  and  I  may  tell  the  hon. 
member  for  Carleton  that  before  the  resi- 
dents of  the  Northwest  Territories  will  be 
able  to  accept  his  proposition  they  will  want 
to  know  what  class  of  schools  he  means, 
whether  he  means  absolute  freedom  to 
settle  their  school  system  or  whether  he 
means  anything  else  ;  whether  he  means, 
for  instance,  the  application  of  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  which 
would  not  leave  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
absolute  freedom  to  settle  this  question  for 
themselves.  And  upon  another  phase  of  the 
question,  that  concerning  the  lands,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  my  hon.  friend's  speech 
entirely  disagrees  with  his  resolution.  With 
reference  to  the  matter  of  the  retention  of 
the  lands  by  the  federal  power,  to  which 
proposition  he  takes  exception,  giving  his 
opinion  that  the  land  should  be  transferred 
to  the  provincial  authorities,  he  said  : 

May  I  not  further  suggest  that  even  if  there 
were  any  danger— and  I  do  not  think  there  is — 
it  would  be  the  task  of  good  statesmanship  to 
have  inserted,  If  necessary,  a  provision  in  this 
Bill  with  regard  to  free  homesteads  and  the 
prices  of  those  lands. 

We  had  a  suggestion  in  the  discussion  that 
took  place  this  afternoon  and  we  had  a  more 
particular  suggestion  in  the  discussion  that 
took  place  some  days  ago  as  to  there  being 
at  the  present  moment  no  friend  of  the 
Northwest  in  the  government  The  friends 
of  the  Northwest  must  be  looked  for 
amongst  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Well, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  the  friendship 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  will  bear 
a  little  analysis.  If  it  has  a  sentimental 
feature,  something  that  is  not  going  to -cost 
anything,  something  that  is  not  going  to 
bear  on  any  other  section  of  Canada, 
our  hon.  friends  opposite  are  great  friends 
of  the  Northwest,  but,  whenever  we 
come  down  to  a  substantial  matter  like 
limiting  the  self  governing  powers  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  In  regard  to  their 
actual  and  substantial  resources  the  boot 
Is  on  the  other  foot.  That  is  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent aspect  of  the  case.  There  are  hon. 
gentlemen  behind  my  hon.  friend  from 
Carleton  who  are  great  friends  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Territories  too.  It  would  be  such 
an  awful  thing  if  any  power  of  self  govern- 
ment were  denied  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  but  they  are  anxious  to 
take  away  about  half  the  territory  of 'the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  May  I  ask  my  hon. 
friend,  without  wishing  to  interrupt  him 
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unduly,  at  what  page  he  quoted  from  my 
speech  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  have  not  the  page  here  but 
I  will  ask  one  of  my  friends  to  hunt  it  up. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will  quote  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  began  in  the  middle  of  a 
sentence  and  did  not  give  the  whole  quota- 
tion. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
quote  the  whole  sentence  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will.  I  had  first 
stated  that  I  believed  in  handing  over  the 
lands  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  abso- 
lutely and  had  pointed  out  the  objection  that 
the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  had  made  to 
that.   Then,  I  said  : 

Are  they  not  the  people  chiefly  interested  ? 
May  we  not  rightly  conclude  that  if  these  lands 
are  handed  over  to  them,  they  will  so  deal 
with  them  as  to  best  conserve  their  own  in- 
terests by  forwarding  and  assisting  a  vigorous 
policy  of  immigration  ?  May  I  not  further 
suggest  that  even  if  there  were  any  danger — 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is — it  would  be  the 
task  of  good  statesmanship  to  have  inserted,  it 
necessary,  a  provision  in  this  Bill  with  regard 
to  free  homesteads  and  the  prices  of  those 
lands,  and  obtain  to  it  the  consent  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

My  hon.  friend  began  in  the  middle  of  a 
sentence  and  closed  his  quotation  before  the 
end  of  it.  That  Is  all  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  fail  to  see  what  differ- 
ence there  is  In  the  meaning  between  the 
portion  that  my  hon.  friend  has  quoted  and 
the  portion  that  I  quoted,  except  the  sug- 
gestion added  that  the  consent  of  the  North- 
west might  be  asked.  And  let  me  tell  him 
that  he  will  very  muctr  more  readily  get  the 
consent  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories to  leaving  In  perpetuation  a  system 
of  schools  which  is  absolutely  satisfactory 
to  Protestant  and  Catholic  alike  than  he 
will  get  their  consent  to  any  such  Invasion 
of  their  rights  as  Is  involved  in  his  sugges- 
tion. On  the  sentimental  question  of  lands, 
on  the  sentimental  side  of  the  school  ques- 
tion hon.  gentlemen  opposite  or  a  section 
of  thein,  headed  by  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position, are  great  friends  of  the  Northwest 
Territories,  but  when  it  comes  down  to  sub- 
stantial things,  as  I  said,  the  boot  Is  entirely 
on  the  other  foot.  Talk  about  invading 
autonomy.  Why,  Sir,  no  such  radical  and 
substantial  invasion  of  Northwest  autonomy 
as  this  suggestion  Involves— as  read  and  re- 
peated again  here  now  by  himself— could  be 
imagined  by  an  avowed  enemy  of  provincial 
rights. 

At  six  o'clock.  House  took  recess. 


After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 
PRIVATE  BILLS. 
CENTRAL  COUNTIES   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  04)  res- 
pecting the  Central  Counties  Railway  Com- 
pany—Mr.  Stewart. 

On  section  16, 

Mr.  SPROULE.  All  of  this  Bill  is  ex- 
punged except  the  preamble  and  section  16. 
Is  this  railway  company  already  in  exist- 
ence ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  This  Bill  asks  for  a 
great  many  powers  which  the  Railway 
Committee  did  not  see  fit  to  give  them. 
They  granted  them  only  an  extension  of 
time  in  their  old  Bill.  Clause  16  only  gives 
an  extension  of  time  on  the  charter  obtained 
a  few  years  ago. 

Bill  reported,  read  a  third  time  and 
passed. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READ- 
ING. 

Bill  (No.  60)  to  incorporate  the  Algoma 
Copper  Range  Railway  Company.— Mr.  Dy- 
ment. 

PROVINCIAL  AUTONOMY  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  mo- 
tion of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  establish  and 
provide  for  the  government  of  the  province 
of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of  Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  WALTER  SCOTT.  When  you  left  the 
chair  at  six  o'clock,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was 
commenting  upon  the  violent  difference 
between  the  purport  of  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  and  the  direct  suggestion 
contained  in  his  speech.  The  proposals  of 
the  government  contemplate  a  payment  in 
lieu  of  the  public  domain  to  these  two  new 
provinces  aggregating  $750,000  per  annum  at 
the  beginning ;  as  the  population  of  the 
provinces  increases,  this  payment  is  to 
increase  to  an  amount  in  the  future 
of  $2,225,000  per  annum.  The  gentleman 
from  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  objects 
to  these  proposals  and  suggests  instead  that 
the  public  domain  should  be  transferred  to 
the  management  of  the  provincial  govern- 
ments, but  with  the  proviso  that  those  pro- 
vincial governments  shall  be  limited  in  their 
management  of  this  public  domain,  the 
suggestion  being,  if  I  understood  my  hon. 
friend  accurately,  that  the  homestead  lands 
should  continue  to  be  given  away  as  they 
are  now  given  by  this  government  as  free 
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homestead  hinds,  and  that  the  odd-numbered 
sections  should  continue,  in  accordance  with 
the  policy  of  the  present  government,  to  be 
sold  at  low  settlement  prices,  probably  not 
greater  than  $3  per  acre.  The  proposition 
then  of  the  lion,  gentleman  is  to  turn  over 
that  land  to  the  provinces,  to  saddle  on 
these  provinces  all  the  expenses  of  adminis- 
tration and  say  to  them  :  You  must  give 
away  free  your  own  property  or  you  must 
dispose  of  that  land  at  low  settlement 
prices,  as  is  now  done,  to  induce  settlement. 
Much  of  this  land  might  be  disposed  of  to 
great  immediate  profit  if  a  purely  revenue 
policy  was  applied.  You  say  to  those  pro- 
vinces that  they  must  use  their  own  pro- 
perly for  all  time  to  come,  not  for  their 
own  purposes  but  for  the  purposes  and 
benefit  of  the  Dominion.  I  repeat,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I  am  amazed  that  any  man 
in  this  House  would  give  voice  to  such 
a  suggestion,  for  such  a  violent  invas- 
ion of  provincial  autonomy,  as  is  con- 
tained in  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend. 
It  needs  no  argument  to  show  the  differ- 
ence that  might  be  made  in  the  receipts 
from  this  public  domain  by  the  application 
of  a  different  policy.  The  policy  which  is 
being  pursued  by  this  government  is  a  settle- 
ment policy  which  yields  practically  no 
net  revenue.  There  has  been  practically 
no  net  revenue  from  these  lands  in  Mani- 
toba and  the  Northwest  Territories  since 
these  lands  were  acquired  thirty-five  years 
ago. 

But  a  purely  revenue  policy  might  be 
followed,  as  it  would  be  the  right  of  those 
provinces,  if  they  were  to  assume  the  res- 
ponsibility and  the  expense  of  administering 
the  domain,  to  follow  a  purely  revenue 
policy.  The  probability  is  that  a  provincial 
government,  as  has  been  well  explained  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver), 
not  having  the  same  inducement,  or  the 
same  opportunity,  to  reap  indirect  profits 
from  the  settlement  policy  of  the  federal 
government,  would  be  driven  by  neces- 
sity to  adopt  a  purely  revenue  policy  ;  and 
the  suggestion  contained  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  would 
simply  amount  to  putting  a  limitation  upon 
the  new  provinces  amounting  in  the  years 
to  come  to  perhaps  scores  of  millions  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  dare  say  that  it  is  hard 
for  the  leopard  to  change  his  spots,  and  It 
is  hard  for  our  friends  of  the  Conservative 
party  to  do  more  than  express  sentimental 
friendship  for  the  Northwest  Territories.  It 
is  hard  for  them  to  get  away  from  the  po- 
licy with  regard  to  provincial  autonomy 
which  was  announced  on  their  behalf  last 
session,  when  they  gave  us  to  understand 
that  they  were  anxious  that  the  people  of 
the  Northwest  should  be  granted  au- 
tonomy, so  that  hereafter  they  should  be 
under  the  expense  of  building  their  own  rail- 
ways and  this  parliament  should  not  be 
under  the  expense  of  maintaining  the 
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mounted  police  force.  It  was  suggested  in 
their  campaign  literature  that  the  reason- 
ably generous  money  grants  voted  to  the 
Northwest  government  were  a  proof  of  the 
gross  incompetence  and  extravagance  of  the 
I'rinie  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Finance; 
and  there  was  the  further  suggestion  from 
one  of  their  front  bench  members  that  pro- 

!  vitvcial  autonomy  ought  to  be  granted  to  the 
Northwest  Territories  and  independent  legis- 

'  latures  should  be  created  there,  and  put  in 
charge  of  the  public  resources,  so  that  those 

■  legislatures  might  be  able  to  turn  band- 

I  springs  with  those  resources  In  favour  of 

j  the  corporations. 

I     Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  a  number  of  im- 
portant details  embodied  in  this  provincial 
I  autonomy  proposal  ;  and  different  items  In 
|  this    collection    of  details   gave  different 
I  members  who  felt  the  seriousness  of  the 
1  proposals   different   difficulties.    My  hon. 
.  friend  from  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  explained 
:  to  the  House  a  week  ago  to-night  that  the 
;  school  phase  of  the  matter  constituted  the 
most  serious  difficulty  for  him.    I  have  to 
|  confess  that  another  detail  constituted  a 
very  serious  difficulty  for  me.    That  was 
i  with  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way tax  exemption  embodied  In  section  23 
of  the  Bills.    This  is  one  feature  in  these 
I  provincial  establishment  proposals  with  re- 
gard to  which  I  think  that  less  than  justice 
i  lias  been  meted  out  to  the  people  of  those 
new  provinces.   As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  the 
,  l'rime  Minister  can  testify,  and  as  my  fel- 
I  low  Liberal  members  from  the  Northwest 
!  Territories  know,  in  my  opinion  the  un- 
l  settled  position  of  that  tax  exemption  mat- 
ter was  a  sufficient  reason  to  justify  fur- 
,  ther  delay  in  granting  autonomy  to  the 
Territories  ;  and  If  act,  protest  or  Influence 
I  of  mine  could  have  prevented  the  prepara- 
tion and  presentation  of  these  Bills,  the  Bills 
would  not  be  before  the  House.  But  when 
I  found  this  Dominion  government  unani- 
mously, together  with  the  Northwest  govern- 
ment and  a  majority  of  the  Northwest  mem- 
bers all  determined  to  proceed  now,  I  had  to 
come  to  a  decision  which  would  either  pre- 
vent me  from  exercising  any  influence  in 
the  details  of  autonomy  or  agree  to  forego 
my  own  opinion  on  the  point,  agree  to  ac- 
i  tion  now,  and  take  my  part  in  obtaining  a 
settlement  of  terms  and  conditions  accord- 
ing to  the  wishes  of  the  electors  whom  I 
represent.    Even  now,  were  I  not  satis- 
fled  that  the  financial  terms  as  a  whole  are 
so  ample  and  generous  as  to  offset  in  a 
great  measure  the  financial  handicap  meant 
by  the  exemption  feature,  I  should  deem 
it  my  duty  to  myself  and  the  Northwest 
Territories  to  oppose  the  Bills.   I  may  say 
further  that  the  overturning  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  decision  given  by  the  Mani- 
toba Court  in  1903,  does  seriously  lessen  the 
force  of  the  position  I  held  against  creating 
these  provinces  at  present,  and  my  reluct- 
ance Is  also  relieved  In  some  degree  by  the 
intimation  given  by  the  premier  of  probable 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3601 


MARCH  31,  1905 


3602 


action  in  the  future  by  this  government 
towards  removing  the  incubus  of  the  ex- 
emptions. The  mention  in  the  Bills  of  spe- 
cific compensation  to  the  provinces  on  ac- 
count of  the  exemptions  was  deemed  unwise 
for  the  reason  that  such  mention  might 
complicate  such  action  at  a  future  day. 
While  voting  for  the  Bills,  I  hold  myself 
free  to  perhaps  move  an  amendment  in 
some  direction  in  committee  to  section  23. 

One  of  the  questions  which  had  to  be 
considered  in  connection  with  this  matter 
was  the  question  of  the  number  of  pro- 
vinces—whether there  should  be  one  pro- 
vince, as  was  contemplated  in  the  request 
made  by  the  Northwest  government  and 
legislature,  or  more  than  one  province.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I  was  my- 
self quite  strongly  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition that  only  one  province  should  be 
created  ;  and  even  yet,  looking  at  the  ques- 
tion purely  from  the  local  and  territorial 
point  of  view,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  one 
government,  one  legislature,  one  set  of  ma- 
chinery, should  not  have  been  sufficient  for 
that  territory.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
was  bound  to  recognize,  as  the  people  of 
the  Territories  generally  have  recognized, 
that  the  other  partners  in  confederation  had 
a  right  to  an  opinion  in  this  matter,  and 
the  decision  which  has  been  come  to,  to 
create  two  provinces,  is,  I  think,  generally 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
west as  a  whole.  Except  for  the  protest  in 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Haultain,  which  was 
given  a  mild  echo  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake)  last  evening,  I  know 
of  no  protest  raised  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories against  the  creation  of  two  pro- 
vinces. Those  of  us  who  originally  fa- 
voured  one  province  were  finally  com- 
pelled to  recognize  the  impossibility  of  hav- 
ing the  whole  of  that  great  area  erected 
into  a  single  province  while  leaving  Mani- 
toba in  its  present  size,  and  the  people  I 
represent  were  unanimously  against  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Manitoba  boundaries  west- 
ward. My  duty  to  the  people  I  represent, 
therefore,  seemed  to  be  clear,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  I  have  done  my  duty  by  those 
people  in  assenting  to  the  proposition  to 
have  two  provinces  created. 

My  hon.  friend  from  Calgary  (Mr.  M.  S. 
McCarthy),  speaking  two  or  three  nights 
ago,  voiced  an  objection  against  the  divid- 
ing line  which  has  been  selected,  the  fourth 
meridian,  contending  that  it  should  have 
been  farther  east,  and  pointing  out  that 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  had  contend- 
ed that  the  line  should  have  been  sixty 
miles  farther  east.  Well,  the  question  of 
the  dividing  line  was  not  looked  upon,  on 
my  part  at  least,  as  being  a  contentious 
matter.  From  my  point  of  view,  it  would 
have  been  better  for  my  province,  in  one 
sense,  to  have  had  the  dividing  line  brought 
farther  east,  because  if  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  each  province  were  to  be  the  same 
it  would  be  better  for  the  province  the 


smaller  it  was.  But  on  the  basis  that  each 
should  have  equal  financial  strength,  each 
member  in  giving  advice  was  under  great 
responsibility  as  regards  the  line  to  divide 
the  area.  I  may  say  that  my  own  advice 
was  that  the  present  eastern  boundary  of 
Alberta  should  be  selected  as  the  dividing 
line  and  I  still  believe  that  the  future  will 
show  that  that  would  have  been  the  most 
equitable  dividing  line  between  the  two  pro- 
vinces, looking  to  their  future  populations. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  province 
of  Alberta  will  have  in  the  extreme  north  a 
large  habitable  area,  the  counterpart  of 
which  the  province  of  Saskatchewan  will 
not  possess.  My  hon.  friend  from  Calgary 
suggested  that  the  area  covered  by  the 
foothills  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  should,  so 
far  as  population  is  concerned,  be  elimi- 
nated. I  do  not  agree  with  him  at  all  in 
that  regard.  There  are  immense  coal  de- 
posits in  that  area,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  the  years  to  come  there  will  be  im- 
mense coal-miuing  towns  in  the  southern 
part  of  Alberta  in  the  Rocky  Mountains. 

A  question  has  been  raised  regarding  the 
interests  to  stockmen  and  the  branding  of 
cattle.  Well,  if  there  should  be  any  diffi- 
culty in  that  regard,  it  is  one  that  will  be 
very  easily  overcome  by  such  a  means  pos- 
sibly as  the  creation  of  a  commission  by 
the  two  provinces  acting  conjointly  to  deal 
with  the  administration  of  brands.  But  no 
matter  how  far  east  you  might  put  the  divid- 
ing line,  the  whole  ranching  country  would 
not  be  included  in  the  western  province. 
There  have  been  years  when  the  town  of 
\orkton,  at  the  extreme  east  side  of  the 
eastern  province,  was  the  largest  cattle  ex- 
porting point  in  the  Territories. 

In  the  matter  of  representation,  as  well 
as  other  non-conteutious  matters  which  have 
been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  the  people  of 
the  Territories  have  nothing  but  satisfaction 
to  express.  The  provision  for  a  census  to  be 
taken  next  year  and  for  a  redistribution  for 
the  purposes  of  this  House  on  the  basis  of 
such  census  is  entirely  satisfactory,  as  is 
also  in  a  general  way  the  provision  with 
regard  to  representation  in  the  Senate. 

Now  I  come  to  the  matter  of  the  compen- 
sation for  the  lamls.and  the  financial  terms. 
I  may  say  at  once  that  the  financial  terms 
and  the  compensation  for  lands  command 
together  my  very  hearty  endorsation.  I 
ptopose  to  trouble  the  House  with  a  few 
details.  They  will  be  pretty  dry,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  they  have  more  bear- 
ing on  the  case  and  should  Interest  the 
people  concerned  considerably  more  than  a 
g(  od  deal  of  the  matter  that  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  Taking  the  two  pro- 
vinces together  the  financial  terms  include 
a  grant  for  government  of  $100,000,  a  per 
capita  subsidy  at  the  rate  of  80  cents  per 
head  on  a  basis  of  500,000  population— a  very 
generous  computation  at  present— amount- 
ing to  $400,000 ;    an  annual  payment  as 
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debt  allowance  of  $810,750  with  a  land 
allowance  of  $750,000,  being  a  total  annual 
subsidy  to  the  two  provinces  of  .$2,060,750. , 
And  in  addition  to  that  there  is  a  grant  [ 
in  the  first  five  years  towards  public  build- 1 
ings  in  we  two  provinces  of  $937,500.  In  j 
some  respects  these  terms  are  even  better; 
than  those  which  were  demanded  by  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  through  their  legis- 
lature and  government.  We  must  bear  in 
mind  that  Air.  Haultain's  draft  Bill  con- 
templated only  one  province  whereas  now 
we  are  creating  two  provinces.  The  draft 
Bill  asks  for  a  grant  for  government  of 
*.">ii,000  and  we  are  giving  a  grant  of  $100,- 
000.  The  original  drafc  Bill  asked  for  a 
debt  allowance  which  would  have  yielded 
only  $405,375,  being  calculated  on  a  popu- 
lation of  250,000  for  the  whole  area,  where- 
as the  population  to-day  is  estimated  at 
5(10.000  and  the  allowance  is  just  twice  the 
amount  in  the  draft  Bill.  The  claim  in 
the  draft  Bill  with  regard  to  the  per  capita 
subsidy  was  80  cents  up  to  a  limit  of  popu- 
lation "of  1,390,000,  that  beiug  the  limit  ap- 
plied iu  the  case  of  the  province  of  Ontario, 
whereas  this  Bill  provides  for  payment 
up  to  a  limit  of  population  of  1,600,000.  This 
will  mean  a  difference  eventually  of  $163,- 
^00  annually  to  the  advantage  of  the  two 
provinces.  In  these  respects  the  proposal 
of  the  government  is  better  than  the  petition 
made  by  the  people  of  the  Territories  through 
their  legislature.  To  put  the  thing  briefly, 
each  province  will  start  with  a  r«venue  as 
follows  : 

Grant  for  government  t  50,000 

Per  capita  subsidy   200,000 

Debt  allowance   405,375 

Land  allowance   376,000 


1,030,375 

When  each  province  has  400,000  popula- 
tion, it  will  receive  : 

Grant  and  debt  allowance  $  455,375 

Per  capita  subsidy   320,000 

Land  allowance   562.500 

1,337,875 

When  its  population  reaches  800,000,  Its 
tevenue  will  be  :  » 

Grant  and  debt  allowance  $  455,375 

Per  capita  subsidy   640'°29 

Land  allowance   750,000 

,1,845,375 

And  when  it  has  1,200,000  population,  it 
will  get : 

Sundry  Items  $1,095,375 

Land  allowance  1,112,500 

2,207,875 

Analyses  show  that  these  revenues  will 
jield  at  the  beginning  on  the  present  popu- 
lation $4.10  per  capita.    When  the  popula- 
tion reaches  400,000,  they  will  yield  $3.33 
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per  capita,  when  the  population  amounts  to 
1  800,000  they  will  yield  $2.30  per-  capita,  and 
|  when  it  reaches  1,200,000  they  will  give 
I  $1.84  per  capita. 

I  Of  course  any  autonomy  proposition  is 
I  a  matter  of  comparison.  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  absolute  autonomy.  We  are  not 
professing  to  grant  absolute  autonomy  to 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
!  All  we  are  professing  to  do,  and  all  we 
;  are  asked  to  do,  is  to  put  the  people  of  the 
i  Territories  in  an  equitable  position  com- 
'  pared  with  the  other  provinces.  All  the 
Territories  asked  was  that  in  the  matter  of 
local  self-government,  they  should  be  put 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  other  provin- 
ces. It  is  therefore  necessary  to  make  some 
comparison  between  the  conditions  which 
these  new  provinces  will  enjoy  and  those 
enjoyed  bv  the  other  provinces.  I  find  that 
the  province  of  New  Brunswick  during  the 
year  1903— which  is  the  last  year  for  which 
i  was  able  to  obtain  reports-had  an  ap- 
proximate population  of  331,000  and  drew 
a  subsidy  of  $491.3(51.  That  province  de- 
rived from  its  public  domain  a  gross  revenue 
of  $170,570,  from  which  ought  to  be  de- 
ducted the  expeuses  of  administration  ;  but 
taking  the  gross  figures,  that  province  re- 
ceived $2  per  head  of  Its  population  as  com- 
pared with  $3.33  per  head  which  the  new 
provinces  will  receive  ^hen  their  popula- 
tion is  400,000,  and  $4.10  which  they  will 
be  entitled  to  receive  as  soon  as  this  Bill 
Joes  through.  The  balance  of  the  revenue 
ol  New  Brunswick  was  of  course  derived 
from  local  taxation,  such  as  receipts  from 

l.censes,  &c. 

In  the  same  year  the  total  population  of 
Nova  Scotia  was  460,000,  and  it  drew  a 
Mibsidv  of  $432,807  from  the  Dominion. 
From  "the  Crown  domain  its  gross  revenue 
was  $681,731,  making  a  total  of  $1,114,533 
or  $2.42  per  head,  whereas  the  province  or 
Saskatchewan,  with  the  same  population, 
will  receive  $1,337,875  or  $2.90 .  per  head 
And,  in  1899,  four  years  earlier,  -\o\a 
Scotia  had  only  a  total  of  $336,000  from  the 
Grown  domain,  and,  from  the  two  sources 
of  subsidy  and  lands  derived  only  $1.60  per 

hein  1899  Quebec  drew  a  subsidy  from 
the  Dominion  government  of  $1,086,(14  ami 
derived  from  the  Crown  domain  $1,029,4(3, 
or  a  total  of  $2,116,187,  which,  with  an  ap- 
proximate population  of  1,600,000  meant 
$1.32  per  head.  The  province  of  Saskatche- 
wan, with  a  population  of  1,200,000  will 
draw  $2,207,875,  or  $1.84  per  head;  and. 
with  a  population  equal  to  that  of  Quebec, 
oi  1,600,000,  will  draw  $1.38  per  head,  as 
against  $1.32  per  head  in  the  case  of  Quebec. 

In  1899,  Ontario,  with  an  approximate 
population  of  2,180,000  drew  as  subsidy  $1,- 
339,287,  and  derived  from  Crown  domain 
$1,302,562,  gross,  a  total  of  $2,641,849,  or 
$1.20  per  head.  And,  with  an  equal  popu- 
lation Saskatchewan  will  draw  $2,217,8(  >. 
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or  only  $1.10  per  head.  With  Manitoba  I  will 
make  no  comparison,  because  that  province, 
I  think  every  one  admits,  is  not  under  fair 
terms.  In  1899,  with  an  approximate  popu- 
lation of  250,000,  Manitoba  drew  only 
$524,281  from  lands  and  subsidies,  as  against 
a  little  over  $1,000,000  for  Saskatchewan 
with  the  same  population.  For  the  last  two 
years  Manitoba  has  been  selling  railway 
lands  and  Increasing  her  annual  revenue. 
But  that  cannot  long  continue.  In  1903, 
even  with  these  sales  of  nearly  $300,000, 
Manitoba's  total  lands  and  subsidy  revenue 
was  $826,175  with  a  population  of  255,000. 

I  think,  that  as  a  whole,  these  comparisons 
will  show  that  the  terms  which  have  been 
granted  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories while  not  over-generous,,  are  fair  ; 
Ihey  simply  place  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  judging  by  the  conditions 
of  the  other  provinces,  in  a  fair  and  equit- 
able position  to  carry  on  their  affairs  of 
local  government. 

Attention  has  already  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  I  gave  expression  to  some  opinion 
in  this  House  on  the  matter  of  dealing  with 
the  lands  when  the  question  of  autonomy 
came  to  be  settled.  That  is  perfectly  true. 
I  may  be  permitted  to  read  again  some  of 
the  very  good  doctrine  that  I  then  uttered, 
as  it  is  preserved  In  '  Hansard.'  In  1901  I 
said  : 

If  the  proper  principle  is  adhered  to.  if 
the  principle  of  absolute  equality  be  observed, 
if  parliament  places  the  new  provinces  upon 
an  equitable  basis,  the  local  government  will 
be  given  a  proper  grant  for  government,  also 
the  per  capita  subsidy,  and  be  given  what 
may  be  shown  to  be  due  as  the  debt  allowance; 
and  they  will  be  put  into  possession  of  the 
public  resources,  lands,  timber  and  minerals, 
in  the  same  way  as  the  other  provinces  were 
put  into  possession  of  these  resources. 

I  might  point  out  that  that  is  not  an  abso- 
lutely accurate  expression.  These  other  pro- 
vinces were  not  put  in  possession,  but  left 
iu  possession  of  these  resources.  Very 
young  members  sometimes  fall  into  these 
inaccuracies. 

I  appeal  to  the  House  whether  it  would  not 
be  unwise  and  impolitic  to  create  provinces 
on  any  different  basis  from  that  on  which 
other  provinces  stand.  Entire  equality  is  the 
only  sure  guarantee  of  the  permanency  of  the 
confederation  structure. 

I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  true  sentiment. 

Is  it  not  a  fair  proposition  that  the  citizen 
of  the  Northwest  should  be  looked  upon  in  all 
respects  as  equal  to  the  citizen  of  any  other 
province.  The  proper  policy  for  this  parlia- 
ment to  pursue  is  to  make  the  Northwest 
citizen  in  all  respects  equal  to  the  citizen  of 
any  other  province  of  Canada.  The  subjects 
that  come  under  the  purview  of  the  local  gov- 
ernment affect  the  people  more  closely  than 
those  subjects  dealt  with  by  this  parliament, 
and  the  best  way  to  promote  the  progress  of 
that  part  of  Canada  will  be  to  give  as  much 
financial  ability  as  possible  to  the  local  legls- 
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latures  to  deal  with  their  local  affairs,  so 
that  education,  public  works,  and  all  local 
services  may  be  efficiently  and  adequately  dealt 
with.  My  opinion  is  that  by  no  other  means 
can  parliament  do  as  much  at  one  stroke  to 
promote  the  progress  and  the  true  welfare, 
not  of  the  Territories  alone  but  of  Canada 
as  a  whole,  as  by  placing  the  main  portion 
of  Western  Canada  in  a  strong,  efficient, 
capable  position  as  concerns  its  local  govern- 
ment.' 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  burden  of  my 
statement  related  not  so  much  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  lands  should  be  transferred 
to  local  management  as  to  the  question 
whether  these  local  governments  should  be 
given  an  equitable  financial  status  In  com- 
parison with  the  local  governments  in  the 
other  provinces.  And  that  object  is  achieved 
in  these  propositions  presented  by  the  gov- 
ernment, not  precisely,  as  I  then  urged,  by 
actual  transfer  of  the  lands,  but  by  a 
method,  which,  I  am  convinced,  is  financi- 
ally even  better  for  the  local  governments. 
I  was  a  strong  believer  in  the  principle  of 
the  owneWhip  of  the  lands  by  the  province, 
or  at  all  events,  that  the  province 
should  have  the  right  of  the  beneficial 
interest  in  them.  I  am  a  strong  believer  in 
that  principle  still,  and  it  is  that  principle 
that  is  practically  assented  to  in  this 
measure.  But  I  may  say,  that  in  1901,  when 
I  made  that  statement,  and  even  later,  the 
principle  found  no  general  acceptance  in  this 
House  or  amongst  any  of  the  people  east  of 
the  great  lakes  ;  and  my  main  purpose  in 
uttering  these  words  here  was  to  try  and  im- 
press upon  the  people  of  eastern  Canada  the 
necessity  of  recognizing  the  right  of  posses- 
sion or,  at  least,  of  the  beneficial  interest  la 
the  lands  of  the  Northwest  Territories  by 
the  people  of  these  Territories.  Now,  this 
House  has  already  heard  the  very  clear  and 
ample  statements  made  on  this  subject  by 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton) 
and  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  (Mr. 
Oliver).  They  have  made  arguments  which 
in  my  opinion  are  unanswerable.  There  has 
been  no  genuine  attempt  on  the  part  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  answer  them.  At  all 
events  those  arguments  were  sufficient  to 
convert  me  to  the  proposition  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely better  for  the  people  of  those, 
new  provinces  to  have  the  lands  adminis- 
tered here,  so  long  as  the  provinces  obtain 
:i  sufficient  sum  in  lieu  of  lauds  to  place 
theiu  In  an  equitable  position  to  carry  on 
their  educational  system,  their  public  works, 
and,  generally,  their  local  affairs.  And  I  am 
the  more  confirmed  in  that  view  by  the  ex- 
pressions which  have  fallen  from  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  The 
bon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster), 
who,  we  assume,  is  the  chief  financial  spokes- 
man for  the  Conservative  party  in  this 
House,  gave  expression  on  the  15th  of 
March,  to  the  following  with  regard  to  the 
financial  terms  embodied  in  these  Bills.  Ad- 
dressing the  Minister  of  Finance,  he  said  : 


REVISED  EDITION 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3607 


COMMONS 


3608 


His  financial  terms  will  bring  upon  him  every 
province  in  the  Dominion.  Take  it  on  any 
ground  you  like,  and  by  the  proportions  which 
you  have  meted  out  to  the  Northwest,  you  have 
gone  beyond  the  financial  conditions  of  every 
other  province  of  this  Dominion. 

What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  ? 
There  is  no  difference  in  the  item,  grant 
for  government.  No  one  will  contend  that 
that  is  a  better  grant  than  the  other  pro- 
vinces are  drawing.  There  is  no  substantial 
difference  in  the  per  capita  subsidy.  There 
is  just  one  province,  Nova  Scotia,  up  to  the 
present  time,  exceeding  the  limit  of  400,000 
souls.  Their  population  now  is  460,000. 
But,  except  in  that  case  there  is  no  differ- 
ence at  the  present  moment  in  the  per  capita 
arrangement  made  for  these  provinces  and 
the  arrangement  at  present  in  existence  with 
other  provinces.  There  is  no  difference  in 
the  debt  account ; — no  other  suggestion 
would  be  listened  to  with  regard  to  the  debt. 
The  only  meaning  that  can  be  attached  to 
the  hon.  gentleman's  words  is  that  too  much 
money  is  being  paid  to  these  provinces  in 
lieu  of  their  public  lands.  The  t0n.  member 
for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  "gave  ex- 
pression to  this  sentiment  on  March  23rd  : 

I  would  like  to  point  out,  as  a  member  from 
the  province  of  Quebec,  that  it  would  be  a  great 
calamity  indeed  if  the  Minister  of  Justice  and 
the  government  did  not  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
that  it  is  necessary  to  modify  that  section 
which  has  regard  for  instance  to  lands.  .  .  . 
As  to  us  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  why.  Sir, 
we  have  twenty-five  million  acres  of  good  land 
for  settlement,  which  we  are  trying  to  settle, 
which  we  are  doing  our  best  to  settle.  Instead 
of  devoting  all  our  energies  and  all  our  moneys 
and  public  resources  to  settle  the  lands  in  our 
own  province,  under  the  terms  of  the  constitu- 
tion, we  are  going  to  pay  this  enormous  indem- 
nity, these  millions  of  dollars  to  keep  a  hold 
on  the  lands  of  the  North-weet. 

It  is  evident  from  these  expressions  that 
our  hon.  friends  in  the  Conservative  party, 
if  they  had  the  making  of  these  proposals, 
would  not  have  granted  as  good  financial 
terras  as  we  have  now,  would  not  have 
granted  the  amounts  which  are  stated  in 
the  Bills  to  be  paid  to  these  new  provinces. 
Now  I  find,  in  looking  up  the  public  records, 
that  in  pursuit  of  a  proper  and  wise  policy 
of  settlement  and  development,  this  govern- 
ment has  derived  practically  no  profit  from 
the  Crown  lands  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories since  the  Dominion  first  acquired 
them.  From  1870  to  1SS0  Jhe  administra- 
tion of  Crown  lands  in"  Manitoba  and  the 
Northwest  cost  $1,244,499.34  in  excess  of 
receipts.  In  the  years  1881-1890  the  ac- 
counts show  $753,570.r>3  in  excess  of  expend- 
iture. In  the  years  from  1891  to  1900  there 
was  again  an  excess  of  expenditure  amount 
ing  to  $184,398.95.  In  the  years  from  1901 
np  to  1904  there  has  been  an  excess  of  ex- 
penditure over  receipts  of  $11,733.49.  Tak- 
ing the  whole  period  from  1870  up  to  date, 
therefore,  the  administration  of  lands  In 
the  Northwest  has  cost  this  Dominion  $087,- 
Mr.  SOOTT. 


035.25  in  excess  of  receipts,  to  which  must 
be  added  refunds  amounting  to  $329,950, 
making  a  total  of  $1,017,005.25.  But  if  we 
take  into  account  certain  lands  granted 
in  redemption  of  scrip  issued  for  rebellion 
services,  half-breed  claims  and  other  pur- 
poses, amounting  to  $3,758,490,  there  is 
shown  a  favourable  balance  of  $2,741,484.75, 
or  an  annual  average  of  $78,328.13.  As 
has  already  been  stated,  the  Dominion  profit 
from  the  policy  so  wisely  pursued  has  to  be 
looked  for  in  other  quarters, — from  the  cus- 
toms and  other  receipts  and  from  the  gen- 
erally improved  conditions  throughout  Can- 
ada. The  total  revenues  of  Canada  have  in- 
creased in  the  last  seven  or  eight  years  by 
about  100  per  cent.  In  1896  the  total  revenue 
was  $35,000,000  or  $36,000,000,  last  year  the 
total  revenue  was  over  $70,000,000.  We 
have  been  spending  money  In  administering 
the  lands,  not  for  the  purpose  of  making 
direct  profit,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we  have 
brought  about  an  exceedingly  favourable 
result,  in  seven  or  eight  years  doubling  the 
total  revenue  of  this  Dominion. 

The  particular  benefit  to  the  provinces  In 
the  plan  that  is  being  adopted  as  opposed  to 
the  plan  of  transferring  the  public  do- 
main to  the  local  governments,  Is  found  in 
the  fact  that  we  have  from  the  start 
an  assured  revenue  ;  whereas,  if  the  lands 
were  transferred  to  the  local  governments, 
and  if  no  change  of  policy  were  put 
into  effect  by  them,  they  would  have  great 
difficulties,  in  the  initial  years  of  their  pro- 
vincial experience,  in  getting  enough  rev- 
enue to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  government. 
Moreover,  their  financial  position  is  assured 
in  the  far  future  years,  fifty  or  one  hundred 
years  hence,  as  long  as  this  confederation 
lasts  ;  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  and  in 
the  case  of  some  of  the  other  provinces 
fifty  or  one  hundred  years  hence,  the  Crown 
domain  cannot  be  worth  very  much  to 
those  provinces  so  far  as  concerns  their  re- 
venues. The  principle  of  the  provincial 
right  to  a  beneficial  Interest  In  the 
land  is  recognized  in  the  most  substantial 
manner,  and  I  am  pleased  to  be  able  to 
say,  because  I  believe  It  to  be  the  truth, 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  are  emi- 
nently satisfied.  'I  venture  to  say  that  there 
is  scarcely  a  man  in  the  Northwest,  who  is 
not  actuated  by  partisan  sentiment  but  has 
stated,  either  to  himself  or  to  his  neighbours, 
that  this  is  a  better  proposition  than  would 
be  the  proposition  to  turn  over  the  lands  to 
local  management.  I  may  be  permitted  to 
give  to  the  House  some  actual  expressions 
of  opinion  on  this  point  So  far  as  possible, 
I  will  not  give  partisan  opinions.  The 
'  Standard '  newspaper  of  Reglna,  publish- 
ed by  a  gentleman  of  Independent  tenden- 
cies, neither  Conservative  or  Liberal,  since 
the  publication  of  the  terms  of  these  Bills, 
has  written  : 

It  is  difficult,  at  the  present  stage,  to  pass 
ludgment  upon  the  terms  proposed  in  the  Au- 
tonomy Bills.  It  is.  however,  quite  evident  that 
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the  Dominion  will  retain  control  of  the  Terri- 
torial public  lands.  Perhaps,  under  the  circum- 
stances, this  Is  best  for  all  concerned.  The  two 
(treat  needs  of  the  new  provinces  at  first,  will 
be  population  and  railway  development.  To  se- 
cure the  former,  the  inducement  of  free  home- 
steads must  continue  to  be  offered,  and  to  secure 
railway  extension,  lands,  or  the  proceeds  of  lands 
are  usually  granted.  Thus,  we  see,  that  if  the 
new  provinces  owned  the  unallotted  lands  they 
should  have  practically  to  give  them  away.  At 
the  same  time  the  cost  of  land  administration 
would  have  to  be  borne.  The  duties  of  the  Im- 
migration Department,  too,  would  follow  the 
land.  The  new  provinces  could  not  be  easily 
equipped  for  these  onerous  duties.  It  took  the 
federal  authorities  many  years  to  bring  immi- 
gration work  up  to  its  present  status.  They 
have  it  now  in  a  state  of  high  efficiency,  with 
experienced  agents  at  work  in  various  parts  of 
the  world  It  is  important  that  the  good  work 
shall  continue  to  go  on  undisturbed.  A  hand- 
some equivalent,  either  in  cash  or  in  interest- 
bearing  credit,  will  suit  the  new  provinces  much 
better  than  the  extra  responsibilities  which  are 
involved  in  the  ownership  and  control  of  the 
public  domain. 

The  circumstances  of  the  old  provinces  were 
altogether  different.  They  had  railways  and 
population  long  before  confederation,  and  they 
also  had  the  lands  and  their  respective  land 
departments  In  full  organization. 

By  all  means  let  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta 
have  each  an  adequate  allowance  '  In  lieu  of 
lands,'  but  let  parliament  take  due  heed  of  the 
full  import  of  the  term  '  adequate  '  as  it  applies 
in  this  instance. 

I  do  not  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  could  find 
any  better  authority  on  this  subject  than 
Mr.  Haultain.  In  that  famous  letter  of  pro- 
test which  Mr.  Haultain  directed  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  which,  it  strikes  me, 
was  merely  a  formal  protest  In  that  regard, 
he  stated  at  the  conclusion  : 

But  I  am  not  unwilling  to  admit  that  an  im- 
mediate income,  increasing  with  population  and 
certain  in  amount,  may  in  the  long  run  prove 
quite  as  satisfactory  as  any  probable  net  In- 
come resulting  from  local  administration  of  the 
public  domain. 

Now,  I  am  going  to  read  to  the  House  a 
portion  of  a  letter  which  came  to  me  from 
a  gentleman  in"  Reglna,  dated  February 
24th,  three  days  after  these  propositions  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  and  had  been 
reported  In  Regina.  This  letter  was  not 
sent  me  for  publication,  or  with  the  idea 
that  its  contents  would  ever  reach  any  per- 
son but  myself.  I  think  a  letter  of  this  kind 
is  the  best  sort  of  evidence  to  show  the 
actual  situation  as  it  struck  the  gentleman 
who  wrote  the  letter  : 

So  far  as  the  feeling  here  is  concerned,  it 
could  hardly  be  stronger  in  favour  of  the  gov- 
ernment's propositions. 

Such  pronounced  Conservatives  as  C.  B.  D. 
Wood,  S.  B.  Jamieson.  W.  B.  Pockiington,  Nor- 
man Mackenzie  and  James  Brown  voluntarily 
expressed  not  only  their  surprise  at  the  gen- 
erosity of  the  terms  but  their  complete  satis- 
faction with  them,  Mayor  Laird  stated  to  me. 
that  as  to  the  lands  what  the  people  wanted 
115} 


was  money  and  if  they  received  from  the  Dom- 
inion as  much  as  they  would  re'alize  by  handl- 
ing the  lands  themselves  there  would  not  be 
the  slightest  complaint. 

All  these  gentlemen  whose  names  are 
here  contained  are  well  known  Conserva- 
tives. Mayor  Laird  is  a  gentleman  who 
took  a  very  prominent  part  in  the  campaign 
of  last  fall. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  is  the  name  of  the 
writer? 

Mr.  800X1'.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  sending  the  letter  across  to  my 
bon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule),  but  I  would 
rather  not  publish  the  name  of  the  writer. 
I  think  I  have  advanced  a  fair  measure  of 
proof  that  as  far  as  concerns  the  treatment 
given  to  the  provinces  in  connection  with 
public  domain  it  is  treatment  that  is  em- 
inently satisfactory  to  the  people  chiefly 
interested. 

I  come  now  to  a  subject  which  is  per- 
haps more  contentious  in  its  nature,  al- 
though I  am  obliged  to  repeat  again  that  I 
think  that  a  totally  disproportionate  amount 
of  attention  has  been  given  to  what  is  only 
a  phase  of  the  educational  matter.  The  mat- 
ter of  education  is  one  of  very  prime  import- 
ance, the  most  important  matter  to  the  peo- 
ple of  any  province  and  the  most  important 
subject  that  could  possibly  be  dealt  with 
by  any  parliament  or  local  legislature.  But 
the  matter  that  is  being  debated  in  the 
House  is  the  narrowest  kind  of  an  issue  as 
between  the  proposition  of  the  government 
and  the  proposition,  as  it  is  explained  by 
himself,  of  the  hon.  member  for  Carleiou. 
However,  before  actually  taking  up  the 
educational  clause,  let  me  make  another 
brief  reference.  The  year  of  confederation, 
1867,  chances  to  be  also  the  year  In  which  I 
was  ushered  into  this  world  and  it  will  not 
be  a  matter  of  surprise,  therefore,  that  some 
of  the  negotiations  and  some  of  the  events 
that  occurred  prior  to  that  time  are  not 
very  definitely  within  my  recollection.  I 
was  thrown  Into  circumstances  which  did 
not  conduce  to  a  great  deal  of  research  or 
study  historical  or  constitutional.  Probably 
there  are  many  people  in  Canada,  in  On- 
tario, in  Manitoba  and  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  who  may  be  like  myself  In  this 
regard.  We  have  bad  it  in  our  minds,  from 
what  we  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  and 
from  the  sentiments  we  have  beard  ex- 
pressed by  people  around  us  that  the  re- 
sponsibllty  for  the  insertion  of  the  clause 
protecting  the  rights  of  minorities  in  the 
Canadian  constitution,  the  British  North 
America  Act,  was  upon  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy,  that  they  had  in  some  way  en- 
gineered that  provision  Into  the  Confedera- 
tion Act  and  that  It  was  probably  only  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  who  were  Interested  in  the  obser- 
vance of  that  principle.  Or,  to  state  it  the 
other  way,  we  have  had  the  impression 
that  the  Protestants  in  Canada  were  and 
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ought  to  be  antagonistic  to  the  observance  of 
that  provision  for  the  protection  of  minority 
rights  which  is  embodied  in  the  British 
North  America  Act.  I  have  to  admit  that 
it  came  with  a  kind  of  a  shock  to  me  in  the 
first  Instance  to  hear  that  it  was  not  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  but  the  Protest- 
ant people  of  Canada  who  stood  up  for  the 
insertion  of  that  protection  in  the  constitu- 
tion. The  House  has  beard  the  indisput- 
able proof  of  that  fact  which  was  given  by 
my  bon.  friend  the  First  Minister  in  his 
speech  in  this  House  on  the  21st  of  Febru- 
ary and  again  in  another  speech  on  the 
22nd  March  of  this  year.  But,  perhaps,  it 
will  do  no  harm  if  I  quote  from  another 
gentleman  for  whom  some  hon.  members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  may  have  a 
higher  regard.  The  late  leader  of  the 
Conservative  party,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  re- 
ferred to  this  matter  Cn  a  speech  delivered 
in  this  House  In  1896.  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
was  one  of  the  fathers  of  confederation 
who  took  part  in  the  negotiations  which  re- 
sulted in  confederation,  and  he  speaks  as 
a  man  having  knowledge.    He  said: 

I  say  with  knowledge  that  but  tor  the  consent 
to  the  proposal  ot  Mr.  Gait,  who  represented 
especially  the  Protestants  ot  Quebec,  and  but 
tor  tbe  assent  of  that  conference  to  the  pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Gait,  tbat  in  the  Confederation 
Act  should  be  embodied  a  clause  which  would 
protect  the  right  of  minorities,  whether  Catho- 
ics  or  Protestants,  in  this  country,  there  would 
have  been  no  confederation.  I  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  when  you  contrast  our  present 
position  with  that  which  Canada  occupied 
when  Mr.  Geo.  Brown  and  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald  felt  impelled,  by  tbe  necessities  of  tbe 
case,  by  the  condition  of  their  country,  to  seek 
some  change  in  its  constitution  which  would 
relieve  it  from  the  terrible  war  of  religion 
and  race  that  had  been  maintained  in  old  Can- 
ada down  to  tbat  time,  it  is  significant  that 
but  for  the  clause  protecting  minorities,  the 
measure  of  confederation  would  not  have  been 
accomplished,  and  no  man  can  say  how  humil- 
iating might  not  have  been  the  position  either 
of  Canada  or  any  of  the  smaller  provinces  If 
that  great  work  had  not  been  accomplished. 

I  find  that  at  that  same  time  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  at  present  represents  North 
Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  in  this  House  said  of 
that  provision  that  it  was  the  sine  qua  non 
of  the  Protestant  minority  of  their  entrance 
into  confederation.  I  may  just  at  this  point 
read  a  little  further  from  the  speech  made 
by  the  then  Minister  of  Finance: 


And  so  the  first  paragraph  

Referring  to  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act. 

 the  educational  clauses  of  the  confedera- 
tion resolutions  gave  by  general  consent  to  the 
provinces  the  power  to  deal  with  respect  to 
education  ; 

Saving  the  rights  and  privileges  which 
Catholic  or  Protestant  minorities  in  both  Cao- 
adas  may  possess  as  to  their  denominational 
schools  at  the  time  when  the  union  goes  into 
operation. 

Mr.  SCOTT. 


The  only  change  which  took  place  in  that 
clause  was  this  

That  is  the  change  that  took  place  in 
London. 

 tbat  Instead  of  its  being  confined  to  both 

Canadas,  it  was  broadened  to  include  the  pro- 
vinces which  entered  confederation.  ...  It 
was  the  sine  qua  non  of  the  Protestant  min- 
ority of  their  entrance  into  confederation. 

There  cannot  be  any  doubt,  if  we  accept 
that  statement,  that  this  provision  which 
was  put  into  the  British  North  America 
Act  referred,  not  only  to  the  two  Canadas, 
but  to  all  provinces  entering  confederation, 
and,  I  take  it  to  all  provinces  that  will 
enter  confederation  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman this  question  :  In  the  original  reso- 
lutions that  were  moved,  and  upon  which 
the  British  North  America  Act  was  founded, 
is  that  provision  not  strictly  confined  to  On 
tario  and  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  is  Just  exactly  Mr. 
Foster's  statement.  This  was  the  original 
resolution  adopted  in  Quebec : 

Saving  the  rights  and  privileges  which 
Catholic  or  Protestant  minorities  in  both  Can- 
adas may  possess. 

And  he  went  on  to  say  that  tbe  change 
which  took  place  in  the  clause  was  this, 
that  instead  of  its  being  confined  to  both 
the  Canadas,  it  was  broadened  to  Include 
all  the  provinces  tbat  might  enter  confeder- 
ation. Of  tbe  fact,  therefore,  tbat  this  pro- 
vision was  inserted  for  Protestant  interests, 
',  and  not  for  Roman  Catholic  interests,  there 
cannot  be  any  successful  dispute.  It  was 
|  not  inserted  for  tbe  Protestants  of  Quebec 
I  alone,  but  it  was  inserted  for  what  was 
expected  to  be  the  Protestant  minority  in  the 
territory  lying  west  of  the  great  lakes.  Par- 
|  liament,  in  1870,  in  creating  the  province  of 
!  Manitoba,  provided  for  minority  rights  in 
'  separate  schools,  not  for  Catholic  Interests 
in  Manitoba,  but  for  what  were  believed  to 
be  Protestant  interests.  There  was  Just  as 
much  expectation  that  the  minority  in  Mani- 
toba would  be  a  Protestant  minority  as 
that  it  would  be  a  Roman  Catholic  minority. 
_  Let  any  gentleman  read  the  1875  debates. 
'  read  the  debate  tbat  took  place  when  tbe 
Northwest  Territories'  Act  was  passed,  and 
it  must  be  plain  to  him,  if  he  has  an  open, 
impartial  mind,  that  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada in  1875  provided,  not  specially  for  Ro 
man  Catholic  minorities,  but  provided  for 
expected  Protestant  minorities  in  the  North 
west  Territories.  At  all  events,  let  any 
gentleman  read  these  1875  debates  Impar- 
tially, and  he  cannot  possibly  deny  that 
Blake,  Mackenzie.  Sir  John  Macdonald  and 
Sir  Alexander  Campbell — I  believe  that 
none  of  these  gentlemen  was  a  Roman  Cath- 
olic ;  each  one  of  them  bears  an  honoured 
name,  and  each  one  of  them  was  a  Pro- 
testant— supported  the  separate  school 
clause  in  the  Northwest  Territories'  Act, 
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baring  clearly  In  mind  that  be  was  legislat- 
ing, not  temporarily,  but  for  all  time  to 
come. 

And  George  Brown  wbo  did  not  support 
the  legislation  ;  wbat  did  be  say  ? 

The  moment  this  Act  passed  and  the  North- 
west became  part  of  the  union,  they  came  under 
the  Union  Act,  and  under  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  separate  schools. 

In  the  face  of  tbat  language  if  the  late 
Mr.  Brown  were  still  alive  and  bad  a  seat  in 
tbis  House  and  were  confronting  the  legis- 
lation which  we  have  before  us,  what  would 
be  do  ?  Support  the  protection  to  min- 
ority rights  1  Certainly.  That  therefore 
should  I  do  even  though  I  be  as  violent  an 
opponent  of  the  separate  school  as  was  Mr. 
Brown. 

Take  the  late  Mr.  Daiton  McCarthy  ;  he 
proposed  in  the  year  1894  in  this  House  to 
do  what  was  the  duty  of  any  one  who  bad 
:i  seat  in  this  House,  and  believed  tbat 
the  separate  school  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories was  an  iniquity,  an  Impropriety  or 
an  injury  to  the  Northwest  Territories.  He 
proposed  tbat  they  should  be  abolished  so 
far  as  this  House  was  concerned.  He  pro- 
posed to  leave  the  people  of  the  North- 
west Territories  free  to  abolish  separate 
schools  if  they  wished  to  do  so,  and  one 
of  the  very  reasons  he  urged  was  that  If 
the  separate  school  provision  was  not  abol- 
ished until  the  moment  when  the  Territories 
entered  the  union  as  provinces  then  it  would 
be  impossible  ever  to  abolish  separate  schools 
iii  that  Territory. 

But  looking  at  the  whole  history  of  the 
matter,  we  must  remember  that  it  was  for 
Protestant  minorities  as  well  as  for  Roman 
Catholic  minorities  that  this  protection  was 
placed  in  the  British  North  America  Act.  I 
want  to  speak  with  perfect  sincerity.  This 
is  a  serious  question  especially  for  those  of 
us  who  come  from  the  Nor.hwest  Territories. 
I  want  to  say,  speaking  as  a  Protestant, 
not  as  a  member  of  the  minority,  that  In 
view  of  the  history  of  this  matter  I  would 
be  ashamed  of  myself  as  a  Protestant  and 
tubamed  of  the  Protestant  majority  if  we 
would  wish  now,  merely  because  we  have 
the  power  and  because  it  ks  no  longer  our 
rights  that  will  be  affected,  to  use  that  pow- 
er, to  deny  the  very  thing  which  we  as 
Protestants  stood  out  for  when  a  Protest- 
ant minority  was  affected.  The  principle 
is  there  clear  and  distinct  to  me,  as  I  think 
it  must  be  to  every  man  with  an  impartial 
mind. 

It  is  urged  against  the  Liberal  party 
to-day  that  they  are  taking  a  course  con- 
trary to  their  course  in  1896  in  the  Mani- 
toba case.  I  do  not  think  so.  In  1896,  as 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  to-day  fills 
the  position  as  leader  of  this  House  ex- 
pressed It : 

The  government  is  proposing  a  course  which 
In  a  violent  wrench  or  the  principles  on  which 
our  constitution  Is  based. 


Was  he  speaking  truly  or  falsely  ?  Was 
the  course  proposed  in  1896  and  1896  a  vio- 
lent wrench  ?  I  tbink  that  nobody  who 
understands  the  situation,  especially  nobody 
living  in  the  country  west  of  the  great 
lakes  and  familiar  with  the  sentiment  of 
Manitoba,  could  deny  that  be  was  telling 
the  truth.  It  was  such  a  violent  wrench  that 
if  that  action  bad  not  been  prevented  by 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
the  chances  are  that  confederation  would 
have  been  split  into  its  original  fragments. 
The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  taking 
a  different  course  from  what  they  are 
taking  to-day,  but  then  as  now  they 
were  forgetting  tbat  constitutions  are  made 
for  the  provinces,  not  provinces  for 
the  constitution.  The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man who  now  leads  the  House  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  was  standing  then  for  respect  for 
established  rights,  the  established  right  of 
the  people  of  the  province  to  have  such  a 
school  system  as  they  saw  fit  to  have  with- 
in its  constitution.  He  Is  doing  the  same 
to-day,  he  is  standing  to-day  for  respect  for 
the  established  rights  of  minorities  in  tbat 
area  of  country  which  Is  going  to  constitute 
these  new  provinces.  Is  he  proposing  any 
wrench  of  the  principle  of  the  constitution 
as  the  government  of  1896  did  ?  Why  Sir, 
be  is  proposing  the  very  opposite  as  has 
been  conclusively  proven  by  the  extracts 
from  specehes  wblcb  I  have  read  to  the 
House.  The  principle  of  protection  for 
minority  rights  Is  there  in  the  constitution, 
and  no  Impartial  man,  no  man  who  wishes 
to  be  fair,  can  disregard  the  existence  of 
that  principle  in  the  constitution  ;  whether 
it  is  there  by  letter  of  law,  whether  the 
letter  of  the  constitution  would  bear  tbis 
interpretation,  or  not,  there  can  be  no 
successful  denial  of  the  fact  that  in  pro- 
viding as  these  Bills  do,  for  the  con- 
tinuation to  the  minorities  of  exactly  the 
rights  they  are  enjoying  when  they  enter 
this  confederation  as  provinces,  the  gov- 
ernment is  purely  and  simply  regarding  the 
spirit  of  the  Confederation  Act. 

There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  cavil  upon 
the  point  as  to  whether  that  area  should 
bo  considered  as  a  province  before  its  entry 
or  as  a  Territory.  No  person  will  deny 
or  seek  to  deny  that  it  is  only  a  Territory 
but  after  all  the  human  beings  on  the 
areas  out  there  are  just  the  same  as  they 
would  be  If  they  were  in  provinces,  and 
their  interests  and  conditions  are  prac- 
tically not  different  at  all  from  the 
conditions  under  the  same  institutions 
if  the  areas  were  provinces  Instead  of 
being  territories.  On  this  point  perhaps 
it  will  not  be  out  of  place  for  me  to  quote 
from  a  gentleman  whose  authority  Is  very 
considerably  respected  at  least  by  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule).  Mr. 
Haultain  said,  speaking  in  the  legislature  at 
Regina  in  1900  : 

We  have  been  created  what  I  may  be  allowed 
to  call  a  political  entity.  We  are  for  purposes 
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of  self-government  as  separate  a  part  of  the 
Dominion  as  any  of  the  provinces.  We  have 
a  legislature  and  form  of  government  bearing 
a  very  close  analogy  to  that  which  exists  in  the 
provinces,  and  in  every  respect,  therefore, 
except  in  respect  of  the  necessary  means  for 
carrying  en  those  institutions,  we  stand  in 
very  much  the  same  position  as  a  province, 
and  we  may  for  present  purposes  be  fairly 
called  '  an  integral  part  of  the  Dominion  '. 

Mr.  iSPROULE.  What  were  the  present 
purposes  ? 

Air.  SCOTT,  {reading). 

We  have  been  created  what  I  may  be  allowed 
to  call  a  political  entity. 

Of  course  that  is  for  present  purposes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  have  no  doubt  he  was 
speaking  of  rights  which  were  quite  within 
their  power  and  which  they  were  entitled 
to  exercise ;  for  present  purposes  they  were 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  province,  but 
that  would  not  give  them  the  same  rights 
as  if  they  were  really  provinces. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  As  I  have  something  more 
to  say  on  this  point  later  on  I  will  not 
take  up  further  time  at  this  moment. 

A  great  deal  of  discussion  has  taken  place 
tliroughout  the  country  and  I  ain  afraid  there 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  misconception  with 
regard  to  this  school  matter.  I  am  afraid 
that  some  of  it  has  not  been  entirely  honest 
misconception.  I  am  afraid  that  some 
public  journals  in  this  country  are  not  very 
careful  to  create  a  proper  conception  with 
regard  to  this  subject  In  one  paper  we  have 
a  motto  appearing  day  after  day. 

A  FREE  WEST,  A  COMMON  SCHOOL,  PRO- 
VINCIAL RIGHTS  AND  RELIGIOUS  EQUAL- 
ITY. 

Articles  and  inflammatory  cartoons  under 
that  motto  have  led  the  innocent  citizen  to 
believe  that  the  proposals  of  the  government 
are  entirely  in  the  teeth  of  this  motto.  I 
say  that  every  item  proposed  by  the  gov- 
ernment is  in  strict  observance  of  these 
principles.  Where  is  there  to  be  found  any 
religious  inequality  in  the  proposition  of 
the  government.  Read  over  the  resolutions; 
are  Roman  Catholic  minorities  especially 
singled  out  ?  The  protection  is  for  Protest- 
ant as  well  as  for  Roman  Catholic.  It  may 
be  that  the  Roman  Catholics  as  a  whole  in 
the  Northwest  are  in  the  minority  but  that 
is  not  the  interpretation  of  this  section ;  it 
is  the  minority  in  each  public  school  dis- 
trict that  is  concerned.  It  may  be  that  in 
time  to  come  there  will  be — there  may  be 
now  for  all  I  know — as  many  Protestant 
minorities  as  Catholic  minorities;  in  the 
two  provinces.  At  the  present  moment  I 
believe  the  majority  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  the  country  are  in  groups. 
They  do  not  constitute  minorities.  Pro- 
vincial rights,  as  I  have  already  said, 
Mr.  SiCOTT. 


is  a  comparative  term.  I  believe— and 
the  large  majority  of  the  people  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  that  I  have 
heard  from  since  these  proposals  were 
brought  down  also  believe— that  provincial 
rights  are  being  granted  to  them  in  the  full- 
est sense  in  which  they  are  enjoyed  by  any 
other  province  of  Canada.  A  common 
school — that  Is  Just  what  we  are  asked  to 
vote  for  in  this  proposition;  a  non-sectarian 
school,  absolutely  under  state  control.  A 
free  west — that  is,  a  reasonably  free  west; 
just  as  free  as  Ontario.  '  Talk  about 
throttling  the  west !  Then  two-thirds  of 
the  people  of  this  Dominion  live  in  prov- 
inces which  are  throttled,  are  they  feeling 
very  badly?  They  have  in  Ontario,  I  under- 
stand, what  are  called  church  schools,  and 
I  believe  they  have  church  schools  in  Que- 
bec also.  Are  they  feeling  badly  ?  If  this 
proposition  were  placing  a  severe  hardship 
on  the  people  of  the  west,  it  is  not  as  severe 
a  hardship  as  has  been  placed  on  the  people 
of  these  other  provinces,  because  it  is  giv- 
ing the  west,  not  an  ecclesiastical  school, 
not  a  church  school,  but  a  free  common 
school  under  state  control.  At  all  events, 
two-thirds  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion 
are  living  in  provinces  not  more  free,  not 
so  free,— provinces  that  have  always  been 
looked  upon  as  being  autonomous  provinces, 
and  apparently  doing  very  well.  The  Bill, 
I  believe  to  be  in  strict  harmony  with  that 
motto:  'A  free  west,  a  common  school, 
provincial  rights  and  religious  equality.' 
These  provinces  will  be  as  free  as  any  other 
province  if  we  are  to  regard  and  apply  the 
principles  of  the  British  North  America 
Act— I  for  one  believe  more  free,  because, 
by  section  16  of  the  Bill,  we  restrict  and 
diminish  the  full  and  complete  application 
of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act. 

Autonomy,  as  I  said  before,  Is  a 
comparative  term.  As  was  pointed  out 
very  well  by  the  hon.  Postmaster  General 
last  evening,  there  are  no  two  provinces  of 
Canada  with  the  same  constitution.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  average  citizen  of  the 
Territory,  If  he  had  been  asked  if  he  would 
accept  the  autonomy  that  British  Columbia 
lias  would  have  said:  No,  the  limit  of  popu- 
lation would  not  suit  either  of  these  new 
provinces.  If  asked  if  he  would  accept  the 
autonomy  that  Manitoba  has,  he  would  say- 
certainly  not,  notwithstanding  that  Mani- 
toba is  absolutely  free  in  regard  to  the 
school  matter,  because  the  financial  terms 
given  to  Manitoba  would  be  entirely  unsatis- 
factory to  the  new  provinces.  For  the  same 
reason  as  in  the  case  of  British  Columbia 
he  would  not  be  prepared  to  accept  the  au- 
tonomy which  the  maritime  provinces  pos- 
sess. Make  the  suggestion  to  him  that  he 
accept  the  autonomy  which  Quebec  has,  and 
what  would  he  say?  Quebec  Is  limited  in 
the  matter  of  language;  it  is  obliged  to  re- 
cognize officially  two  languages,  and  it  is 
limited  in  other  respects.   He  would  not  ac- 
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cept  that.  The  average  citizen  of  the  Ter- 
ritories, if  asked  to  accept  the  autonomy  of 
the  province  of  Ontario,  would  at  first  blush 
say  yes;  but  some  of  us  on  inquiring  a  little 
further  would  say:  Certainly  not;  there  is 
a  limitation  in  Ontario  with  regard  to  schools 
which  we  do  not  want  to  apply  in  Alberta 
and  Saskatchewan,  and  in  these  Bills  It 
is  not  applied. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  one  question?  I  understood  him 
to  say  that  the  Northwest  provinces  are 
getting  exactly  the  same  provincial  auto- 
nomy as  the  other  provinces.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  every  province  in  confederation  to- 
day, except  Ontario  and  Quebec,  has  the 
absolute  right  to  legislate  with  regard  to 
education? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  have  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House  very  clearly  my  position 
on  that  point— that  there  are  no  two  prov- 
inces in  Canada  with  exactly  the  same 
measure  of  autonomy,  and  probably  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  would  not  i 
be  willing  to  accept  the  exact  position  oc- ' 
cupied  by  any  other  single  province  in  Can- 
ada. I  believe  that  the  provisions  of  these 
Bills  will  place  the  Northwest  Territories  in 
a  position  as  nearly  as  possible  of  absolute 
and  satisfactory  average  equality  with  the 
other  provinces  of  Canada.  I  know  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Orey,  in  the  depth  of 
his  sincerity,  would  like  to  have  a  contrary 
impression  created.  I  said  a  moment  ago 
that  there  were  some  misconceptions  pre- 
vailing, and  we  have  heard  some  of  them" 
voiced  in  this  House.  I  am  going  to  read 
to  the  House  a  communication  which  I  have 
received  which  puts  those  misconceptions 
a  little  more  bluntly  than  we  hear  them 
put  ill  this  House,  but  it  expresses  the 
same  spirit.  This  letter  reached  me  this  i 
week.  To  satisfy  my  hon.  friend  from  East  \ 
Grey,  I  will  say  at  the  beginning  that  I  am  i 
not  going  to  give  the  name.  I 

Mr.  SPItOULE.    Then  you  should  not ! 
read  it.   If  a  letter  is  quoted  in  this  House  ' 
it  should  be  laid  on  the  table.   I  appeal  to 
the  Speaker  if  I  am  not  correct. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
entirely  mistaken.  It  Is  only  official  docu- 
ments which  are  to  be  laid  on  the  table,  not 
private  letters  of  members. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  A  member  has  no  right 
to  quote  anything  in  this  House  that  he  Is 
not  willing  to  give  the  authorship  of. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  In  this  particular  case  there 
need  be  no  dispute,  because  there  was  no 
name  on  the  letter.  It  was  signed  'A  Lover 
of  Freedom,'  and  is  as  follows: 

Walter  Scott,  Esq.,  M.P., 
Ottawa. 

Dear  Sir,— It  Is  with  a  feeling  of  shame  I  read 
your  letter  from  a  clipping  sent  me  from 
Ontario  addressed  to  A.  Banner,  of  Maple  Creek, 


and  I  must  say  I  feel  ashamed  of  those  repre- 
sentatives of  the  citizens  of  Canada  who  pur- 
pose voting  for  such  an  infamous  measure  as 
the  separate  school  clause  makes,  of  the  Au- 
tonomy Bill^with  which  it  is  the  purpose  H 
the  Laurier  government  to  shackle  for  all  time 
to  come  the  new  provinces  of  Canada.  Rather 
than  vote  for  such  a  measure  I  would  drown 
myself  or  commit  suicide  in  some  way,  or  flee 
to  some  place  of  exile  or  desert  island  where 
no  self-respecting  man  could  look  me  In  the 
face.  Have  you  no  eyes  t  Have  you  never 
read  history  ?  Are  you  not  conversant  with 
the  current  newspaper  news — 

The  writer,  I  suppose,  must  have  bees 
reading  the  Toronto  'News.' 

— or  have  you  not  any  conscience,  that  for  the 
sake  of  party  politics  or  for  the  sake  of  the 
emoluments  and  patronage  of  the  party  in 
power,  you  propose  to  shackle  the  poor  Ignor- 
ant Roman  Catholics  of  these  new  provinces 
with  the  fetters  of  Romish  priesthood,  and 
keep  them  in  ignorance  for  all  time  to  come  ? 
Look  at  the  peasants  of  Russia,  and  of  Spain 
and  of  Italy  and  Mexico  and  Cuba,  and  all  the 
petty  republics  of  South  America  where  the 
hierarchy  of  Rome  have  the  ruling  of  the 
people.  Look  even  at  your  own  province  of 
Quebec,  and  at  Manitoba,  before  it  was  set 
free  by  the  Liberal  party  ;  and  behold  the  re- 
sult of  the  power  of  Rome  in  educational  mat- 
ters; and  with  all  that  before  your  eyes,  you 
still  declare  that,  as  far  as  your  vote  will 
do  so,  you  will  put  shackles  on  the  Catholic 
element  who  do  not  know  enough  to  resist,  as 
well  as  the  coming  generations  of  Catholics 
for  all  time  to  come,  in  a  territory  ruled  by 
British  freemen,  and  in  extent  nearly  half  a 
continent. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  That  sounds  like 
Sproule. 

Mr.  SCOTT  (reading): 

— Why  are  the  Russian  peasantry  so  Ignorant  ? 
Is  it  not  because  it  suits  the  purposes  of  the 
Oreek  and  Roman  churches  to  keep  them  in 
ignorance?  And  what  is  true  of  Russia  is 
also  true  of  every  country  in  the  world  where 
the  hierarchy  of  Rome  holds  sway.  Tou  have 
a  Roman  Catholic  premier  in  power  at  Ottawa, 
and  a  servile  majority  at  his  back  whom  he 
purposes  to  control  in  the  Interests  of  the  hier- 
archy, and  is  making  an  attempt  to  shackle 
the  greater  part  of  the  territory  of  Canada  as 
it  has  done  the  laity  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  Be  warned 
in  time.  Do  not  permit  your  name  to  go  down 
in  history  as  one  who  was  a  party  to  such 
infamy  and  calamity  to  a  people  that  ought  te 
be  free.  Be  a  man,  do  the  right  thing,  and 
let  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  go  to  the 
devil  where  they  belong. 

A  LOVER  OP  FREEDOM. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Is  this  one  of  the  bon. 
gentleman's  electors  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  am  proud  indeed  to  say 
that  that  letter  was  not  posted  from  my 
constituency,  and  for  the  benefit  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  I  will 
add  that  I  absolve  him  entirely  from  any 
connection  with  that  letter,  I  merely  give 
it  as  an  expression  of  a  spirit  which  un- 
fortunately is  evident  sometimes  in  this 
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Bouse,  though  not  quite  so  plainly  express- 
ed as  it  is  in  this  communication,  and  as  a 
proof  of  the  entire  ignorance  and  miscon- 
ception under  which  are  labouring  the  peo- 
ple who  are  complaining  against  this  mea- 
sure. What  we  are  legislating  for  is  a 
common  school— not  a  church  or  ecclesias- 
tical school — but  a  common  school  system 
to  be  entirely  governed  and  controlled  by 
the  people  of  those  provinces  through  their 
legislatures  and  administrations.  I  have  re- 
ceived a  very  large  number  of  communica- 
tions, petitions  and  protests  ol  various  sorts 
in  connection  with  this  measure,  from  which 
I  ask  permission  to  read  just  two  or  three 
extracts.  Here  is  a  resolution  which  came 
to  me  from  the  Orangemen  of  Maple  Creek  : 

That  the  Orangemen  of  Maple  Creek  feel  it 
Incumbent  upon  them  to  protest  in  the  most 
earnest  manner  against  any  question  of  sepa- 
rate schools  being  established  in  the  Terri- 
tories, and,  believing  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  population  of  the  Territories  are  against 
the  idea,  earnestly  entreat  the  premier  of  the 
Northwest  assembly  and  his  co-delegate  at 
Ottawa,  and  also  the  members  of  the  Dominion 
parliament  for  the  Territories  to  fight  the  in- 
troduction of  separate  schools  even  to  the  re- 
fusal of  provincial  autonomy  with  that  as  a 
condition  thereof. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  not  proposing 
to  Introduce  separate  schools.  What  we  are 
proposing  to  do  is  to  perpetuate  conditions 
which  exist  in  that  area  at  present,  and 
which  have  given,  and  are  giving,  entire 
satisfaction  to  practically  everybody  in  that 
country.  I  have  a  communication  from  an 
Important  body,  the  Baptist  Convention  of 
Manitoba  and  the  Territories,  the  third 
clause  of  which  is  as  follows : 

This  Is  a  scheme  which  will  provoke  discord 
and  defeat  one  of  the  main  purposes  of  public 
school  education,  which  is  the  unification  of  all 
•lasses.  A  confederation  cannot  be  sound  in 
which  the  elements  lack  the  first  essential  of 
harmony. 

Well,  this  system  which  we  are  perpetu- 
ating by  the  proposed  legislation  is  one 
which  has  been  in  force  in  the  Territories 
for  fourteen  years,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  it  has  caused  any  discord.  The  tirst  es- 
sential of  harmony  therefore  must  be  in 
that  system,  or  discord  would  have  broken 
out  under  its  administration  at  some  time 
or  other  during  the  fourteen  years  it  has 
keen  in  force.  Another  petition  very  large- 
ly signed  contains  the  following : 

We,  the  undersigned  citizens,  respectfully 
urge  you  to  use  all  influences  you  may  have 
against  the  separate  school  clause  In  the  Bill 
now  before  parliament. 

The  majority  of  these  petitions  are  di- 
rected against  the  original  clauses,  which 
some  of  us,  at  all  events,  claim  were  not 
identical  with  those  now  before  the  House. 
In  a  petition,  dated  March  7th,  from  the 
Ministerial  Association  of  Winnipeg,  the 
second  clause  reads  as  follows  : 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


Whereas,  the  rights  of  the  minority  are  suffi- 
ciently protected  by  the  British  North  America 
Act  in  any  particular  case. 

But  we  are  certainly  not  increasing  that 
protection  by  this  measure.  If  we  should 
let  the  British  North  America  Act,  section 
5)3,  apply  mechanically  or  automatically,  we 
would  not  be  giving  any  less  protection  to 
the  rights  of  the  minorities,  but  would 
leave  the  matter  in  a  position  of  uncer- 
tainty, and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  where 
you  leave  uncertainty  you  give  opportuni- 
ties to  agitate,  and  you  create,  not  only  the 
possibility,  but  the  strongest  likelihood,  that 
the  first  years  of  the  new  provinces,  when 
the  attention  of  their  legislatures  should  be 
directed  to  more  profitable  things,  will  be 
misused  in  an  agitation  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bast  Grey  might  take  some  op- 
portunity in  helping  to  raise  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  that  remnant  of  the  separate  school 
which  does  exist  in  the  Territories. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  should  think  that  the 
statement  I  made  would  bave  exonerated 
me  from  any  such  charge.  What  I  asked 
was  that  the  right  be  left  with  the  pro- 
vinces to  deal  with  the  school  question  as 
they  saw  fit.  I  did  not  ask  that  they  should 
do  away  with  separate  schools  or  Introduce 
separate  schools,  but  be  left  free  to  deal 
with  them  as  a  matter  pertaining  to  them- 
selves, about  which  we  are  not  concerned, 
and  in  which  I  do  not  propose  to  meddle. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  do  not  know  that  it  will 
be  possible  for  me  to  arrive  at  an  exact  un- 
derstanding with  my  hou.  friend  from  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule). 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  depends  ou  your 
mental  capacity. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  would  ask  iuy  hon.  friend 
whether  anybody  in  the  Territories  com- 
municated with  him  iu  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter before  he  commenced  communicating 
with  the  people  out  there  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  several  of  them. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  understand  my  hon.  friend 
to  contend  that  be  has  had  no  part  in  en- 
deavouring to  engineer  an  agitation  In  the 
Territories.  That  is  a  statement  which  I 
accept. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  ask- 
ed me  a  specific  question,  and  I  gave  him 
a  specific  answer. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  accepted  last  evening  the 
frank  statement  of  my  hon.  friend  that  he 
had  not  written  people  In  the  Northwest 
Territories  urging  upon  them  that  this  was 
the  time  for  them  to  get  rid  of  their  separ- 
ate schools. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  I  adhere  to  that 
still. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  do  not  know  that  It  Is  of 
any  consequence  to  anybody  that  I  should 
pursue  this  matter  further  with  my  hon. 
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friend,  but  the  fact  remains  that  there  were 
people  in  the  province  of  Ontario  who,  in 
last  January,  before  these  Bills  were  brought 
down,  were  writing  to  people  in  the  North- 
west Territories;  and  If  I  had  the  file  of  the 
Calgary  'Herald'  here— which  is  a  Conser- 
vative organ— a  could  read  a  very  strong 
article  advising  the  people  of  Ontario  to 
mind  their  own  business  and  not  meddle  in 
this  affair  of  the  people  of  the  Territories, 
who  are  well  able  to  look  after  It  them- 
selves. But  to  continue  with  these  coin- 
munlcatlons  and  resolutions;  here  is  a  reso- 
lution which  was  adopted  by  a  public  meet- 
ing at  Moosejaw : 

That  the  school  system  now  In  force  In  the 
Territories  was  brought  in  force  by  our  local 
legislature  and  is  giving  entire  satisfaction,  and 
we  respectfully  urge  that  the  new  provinces 
be  given  full  control  of  educational  affairs. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  It  is  evident  on  the  face  of 
it,  that  right  in  that  clause  there  is  a  mis- 
conception. As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  legis 
lation  was  not  brought  into  existence  by  the 
local  legislature,  but  initiated  by  this  par- 
liament. Practically  nil  the  protests  and 
communications  and  complaints  which  have 
been  raised  are  based  upon  misconceptions, 
though  not  of  so  violent  a  character,  I  must 
admit,  as  those  which  exist  In  the  mind  of 
the  writer  of  the  letter  who  signed  himself 
'a  lover  of  'freedom.'  And  a  good  deal  of 
that  misconception  exists  apparently  in  the 
city  of  Toronto.  A  gentleman  who  for  many 
years  held,  first  in  Manitoba  and  then  in  the- 
Territories,  the  important  position  of  super- 
intendent of  education,  spoke  at  a  recent 
public  gathering  in  Toronto— a  gathering 
held  as  a  protest  against  the  legislation  sub- 
mitted to  this  House.  I  refer  to  Dr.  Goggin. 
I  read  from  the  report  in  the  Toronto 
'  News  '  that  he  said  : 

I  take  It  that  we  meet  here  to-night  as  a 
body  of  Liberals,  Intent  upon  setting  before 
our  party  our  views  on  this  subject,  whether 
they  be  right  or  wrong.  That  I  believe  Is  one 
of  the  qualifications  of  a  good  party  man. 

We  have  all  had  experience  with 
'  Old  Liberal,'  '  Disgusted  Liberal,'  '  Long- 
standing Liberal,'  and  various  other 
classes  of  Liberal  who  come  to  the  front 
during  a  general  election  or  at  other 
periods  of  excitement.  In  my  own 
healing  the  name  of  Mark  Twain  has 
been  used  twice  In  the  course  of  this  debate. 
On  one  occasion  Mr.  Clemens,  more  widely 
known  by  his  pen-name  '  Mark  Twain,'  was 
inspecting  a  group  of  statuary  In  the  hojse 
of  n  friend.  One  statue  was  that  of  a 
young  womau  coiling  her  hair.  The  great 
humorist  bad  a  puzzled  expression,  and. 
when  asked  what  be  thought  of  the  statue 
he  said,  '  Well,  it  isn't  true  to  nature  ;  she 
ought  to  have  a  mouth  full  of  hair- 
pins.' We  in  the  west  have  been 
iiO'iuainted  with  Dr.  Goggin  for  many 
years,  but  no  matter  how  full  of  politi- 


cal hairpins  he  was  even  his  best  friend 
would  fail  to  recognize  him  from  this  des- 
cription given  of  him  in  the  Toronto  '  News.' 
We  have  always  known  him  as  a  very  esti- 
mable, a  very  genial,  but  a  very  thorough- 
going Conservative.  I  entirely  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  Dr.  Goggin  is  correctly  reported. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  Toronto  'News,' 
pursuing  Its  very  frequent  policy  of  mis- 
representation, has  Incorrectly  reported  Dr. 
Goggin,  in  representing  him  as  belonging  to 
the  class  of  '  Disgusted  Liberals.'  Dr. 
Goggin  later  on  referred  to  Mr.  Haultaln's 
draft  Bill  : 

I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard 
to  this  draft  BUI.  Certain  things  are  asked  for. 
Including  provincial  control  of  public  lands, 
but  they  make  no  demand  for  the  incorporation 
of  any  provisions  for  separate  schools  under 
the  new  constitution.  They  do  not  say  one 
word  about  it.  Nor  at  the  elections  did  Mr. 
Haultaln  say  one  word  about  it.  No  !  They 
trusted  to  the  British  North  America  Act. 

I  will  make  some  further  reference  to  that 
later  on  : 

Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  has  said  that  he  did  not 
think  there  was  much  to  be  accomplished  by 
discussion.  We  know  where  Mr.  Haultaln 
was,  and  we  know  where  we  were.  That  is 
what  he  said.  I.  might  ask,  in  view  of  subse- 
quent events,  whether  he  knew  where  he  was 
or  not.  One  of  our  objects  in  coming  here  to- 
night is  to  help  him  to  discover  where  he 
ought  to  be.  We  know  that  the  people  of  the 
Dominion  were  not  consulted;  neither  were 
the  people  of  the  west.  We  know  that  Mr. 
Haultaln  and  his  colleagues  were  not  consulted, 
we  know  that  neither  the  Minister  of  Interior 
nor  the  Minister  of  Finance  were  consulted. 
Do  you  know  whether  anybody  else  at  Ottawa 
was  consulted  ?  Have  you  heard  whether  the 
Papal  Legate  was  consulted  ?  .  .  .  Are  you 
people  of  the  west  to  be  trampled  upon  by  him? 
it  is  as  a  western  man  that  I  appeal  to  you 
to-night,  and  especially  to  the  Liberal  party, 
to  let  its  voice  be  heard  in  no  uncertain  sound. 

And  we  had  oue  of  the  represcutntivm  for 
Toronto  rising  in  this  House  one  night  a 
week  ago,  at  white-heat  of  indignation  be- 
cause the  Minister  of  Finance  had  stated 
that   some    religious   considerations  were 

]  being  imported  Into  this  discussion.  Is  there 
no  religious  suggestion  In  the  statement  1 

i  have  just  read,  no  Insinuation  calculated 
to  excite  the  prejudices  and  passions  of  the 
Protestant  people  of  Ontario  ?  Let  me  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  what  has  been  dis- 

:  cussed  a  great  deal—'  We  know  that  Mr. 
Haultaiu  and  his  colleagues  were  not  cou- 

I  suited.'   Now  Mr.  Haultaln  In  his  letter  has 

j  stated  that  he  was  consulted  in  regard  to 
everything  except  the  matter  of  education. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  Hear,  hear— the  im- 
portant one. 

Mr.  S*COTT.  I  may  remind  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  that  Mr.  Haultaln  came 
here  just  after  New  Years  and  was  here 
almost  continually  until  the  21st  of  Febru- 
ary when  this  measure  was  brought  d>wn. 
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There  were  consultations  going  on  nearly 
every  day.  If  there  were  no  discussions  be- 
tween the  members  of  the  government  and 
the  representatives  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories with  regard  to  education  whose  was 
the  fault  ?  Was  there  any  prohibition  rest- 
ing upon  Mr.  Haultain  against  bringing  the 
matter  of  education  into  the  conference  V 
I  will  point  out  to  you  a  little  later,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  in  not  bringing  up  the  matter 
of  education  Mr.  Haultain  was  doing  exactly 
what  he  had  been  doing  In  the  Northwest 
Territories.  For  years  he  had  been  discus- 
sing this  autonomy  matter,  and  yet  until 
the  time  of  the  general  election  last  October 
you  will  fail  to  find  any  reference  he  ever 
made  in  any  discussion  to  the  subject  -of 
education.  If  there  were  no  long  discussions 
between  him  and  the  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment with  regard  to  education,  I  venture 
to  say  that  Mr.  Haultain  and  his  colleague 
are  at  least  as  much  to  blame  as  are  the 
members  of  the  government. 

Now  I  revert  to  a  matter  that  I  mentioned 
a  little  while  ago, — I  will  have  something 
to  say  with  regard  to  Dr.  Goggin  a  little 
later — whether  this  Territory  should  be 
treated  In  these  measures,  as  a  territory  or 
a  province.  There  has  been  a  goad  deal  of 
discussion  coming  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  on  that  point.  I  find  that  the  opinion 
from  Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  K.C.,  read 
by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Spronle)  had  that  Idea  in  it— in  fact  that 
Idea  was  the  basis  of  Mr.  Robinson's  opin- 
ion.  Mr.  Robinson  said  : 

There  ia  not  In  any  part  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  as  a  province  any  right  or  privi- 
lege with  respect  to  denominational  schools 
possessed  by  any  class  of  persons,  created  by 
the  province,  or  existing  at  such  union. 

Mr.  Haultain,  too,  in  his  letter,  remarks 
in  reference  to  this  matter  : 

The  first  subsection  of  section  16  of  the 
Bill  Is  drawn  in  direct  contradiction  of  this 
principle.  It  is  an  attempt  to  create  a  pro- 
vince retroactively.  It  declares  territorial 
school  laws  passed  under  the  restrictions  Im- 
posed by  the  Northwest  Territories  Act  to  be 
provincial  school  laws.  It  clothes  laws  Imposed 
by  the  federal  parliament  with  all  the  attri- 
butes of  laws  voluntarily  made  by  a  free  pro- 
vince. It  Ignores  territorial  limitations  and 
conditions.  It  denies  facts  and  abolishes  time. 
It  declares  what  was  not  to  have  been  and 
seeks  to  perpetuate  as  existing  what  never  was 
or  is. 

Very  definite  language.  Hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  have  been  using  similar  lan- 
guage. They  have  been  fairly  '  rampaging ' 
through  the  fields  of  ridicule  so  far  as  con- 
cerns that  feature  of  the  Autonomy  Bill 
which  proposes  to  treat  these  areas  as  pro- 
vinces. I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be  any 
harm  just  to  look  for  a  moment  at  what  was 
the  demand  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
in  this  regard  if  we  take  the  view  expressed 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Qu'Appelle  (Mr. 
Lake)  that  the  draft  Bill  of  Mr.  Haultain 
constituted  the  demand  of  the  people  of  the 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


Northwest  Territories.  Section  2  of  the 
draft  Bill  is  as  follows  :— my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  I  hope,  will 
pay  particular  attention  to  this,  for  he  also 
had  something  to  say  about  the  ridiculous- 
ness of  treating  that  area  as  a  province. 
The  name  of  the  province  Is  left  blank  in 
the  draft  Bill,  but  I  supply  the  name : 

On,  from  and  after  the  said  first  day  of 
January,  1903,  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  except  those  parts 
thereof  which  are  in  terms  made  or  by  reason- 
able intendment  may  be  held  to  be,  specially 
applicable  to  or  to  affect  only  one  or  more 
but  not  the  whole  of  the  provinces  under  that 
Act  composing  the  Dominion,  and  except  so  far 
as  the  same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act,  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  province  of  Saskatchewan 
in  the  same  way  and  to  the  same  extent  as  they 
apply  to  the  several  provinces  of  Canada  and 
as  if  the  province  of  Saskatchewan  had  been 
one  of  the  provinces  originally  united  by  the 
said  Act. 

As  if  Saskatchewan  had  been  n  province 
nud  not  a  territory  !  Create  a  province  re- 
troactively !  Treat  territorial  school  laws  as 
provincial  school  laws !  Ignore  territorial 
limitations  and  conditions  !  Deny  facts  and 
abolish  time !  Declare  what  was  not  to 
have  been  and  perpetuate  as  existing  what 
never  was  nor  Is  !  Ridiculous  when  pro- 
posed by  this  government  !  But  high  states- 
manship when  proposed  bv  Mr.  Haultain  ! 
That  draft  Bill,  the  famous  draft  Bill, 
was  prepared,  I  think,  in  January,  1902. 
I  have  discussed  that  clause  with  law- 
yers, and  with  laymen,  and  I  venture 
to  say  there  is  not  a  lawyer  In  this 
House  or  in  this  country  who  dares 
chain  his  reputation  to  the  opiniou  that  that 
clause  would  not  have  fixed  ecclesiastical 
separate  schools  certainly  and  irrevocably 
on  the  new  provinces  if  it  were  adopted  or 
at  least  have  fixed  certainly  and  Irrevocably 
a  system  of  separate  schools.  I  go  further 
and  I  say  that  when  that  draft  Bill 
was  prepared  Mr.  Haultain,  nor  any 
of  bis  colleagues,  nor  any  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Northwest  legislature,  nor 
any  of  the  peoj>le  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories who  were  taking  an  Interest  in 
the  matter,  ever  had  any  intention  of  ask- 
ing for  greater  freedom  in  this  matter  of 
schools  than  they  had  been  enjoying  for 
the  last  fourteen  years.  Dr.  Goggin,  as  I 
said,  was  superintendent  of  education  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  for  a  number  of 
years ;  he  was  practically  the  deputy  of 
Mr.  Haultain  in  the  educational  depart- 
ment at  the  time  this  draft  Bill  was  framed. 
Dr.  Goggin  moved  to  Toronto  a  little  more 
than  two  years  ago,  at  about  which  time 
he  was  interviewed  on  the  subject  of  au- 
tonomy by  the  Toronto  '  News.*  He  was 
asked  his  opinion  as  to  the  reason  of  the 
delay  by  parliament  in  dealing  with  this 
matter  of  autonomy,  and  this  Is  what  he 
said  : 

There  are  those  who  assert  that  the  delay  In 
granting  autonomy  is  owing  to  the  difficulties 
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anticipated  in  connection  with  separate  schools 
and  the  use  of  the  French  language.  It  is 
said  that  the  legislature  will  insist  upon  being 
left  perfectly  free  to  deal  with  this  as  with  all 
other  questions  of  internal  administration, 
though  I  have  not  seen  any  declaration  to  that 
effect  by  the  premier  or  the  legislature^. 

Dr.  Goggin  knew  the  contents  of  the 
draft  Bill,  be  was  in  Reglna  at  the  time 
it  was  prepared,  and  was  then  Mr.  Haul- 
tain's  superintendent  of  education.  He  was 
there  during  the  local  election  in  1902  when, 
ns  is  stated,  the  people  of  the  Territories 
voted  upon  and  endorsed  the  demand  made 
by  the  government  for  autonomy,  and  after 
he  came  to  Toronto  a  year  later  be  declared 
he  had  seen  no  declaration  by  the  premier 
or  legislature  of  the  Territories  that  they 
wanted  additional  freedom  In  the  matter  of 
the  schools  constitution.  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  I  say  it  solemnly,  because  it  Is  a  weighty 
statement,  not  to  be  made  lightly,  I  say 
that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  his  own 
draft  Bill,  Mr.  Haultain  asked  for  a  pro- 
\inclal  charter  in  which  separate  schools 
would  be  Imposed  and  guaranteed  jn  the 
new  provinces  as  if  the  Territories*  were 
one  of  the  original  provinces,  a  charter  hav- 
iug  the  effect  which  the  Nova  Scotia  charter 
would  possess  with  regard  to  separate 
schools  if  a  separate  school  system  had 
been  iu  existence  in  Nova  Scotia  in  1867— 1 
say  that  the  ground  taken  in  this  letter  of 
protest  by  Mr.  Haultain  can  only  be  classed 
as  a  .piece  of  the  rankest  and  most  patent 
partisan  misrepresentation  ever  witnessed 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  ask  the  bon. 
member  for  Qu'Appelle  who  was  a  member 
of  the  legislature,  and  was  one  of  Mr. 
Haultaln's  closest  associates,  if,  up  to  April, 
1903,  if  up  to  the  time  of  the  Moosejaw  con- 
vention in  1903,  when  Mr.  Haultain  was 
dragooned  by  bis  party  associates  at  the 
instance  of  the  leader  of  the  Conservative 
party  here — If  the  hon.  member  for  Qu'Ap- 
pelle ever  understood  that  Mr.  Haultain,  or 
his  government,  or  the  legislature  intended 
to  ask  a  constitution  with  regard  to  edu- 
cation different  from  the  constitution  that 
they  had  at  that  moment  ? 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  thoroughly  understood  that 
the  draft  Bill  provided  for  absolute  freedom 
of  action  to  the  new  provinces  in  the  mat- 
ter of  education. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Well,  the  draft  Bill  speaks 
for  Itself,  and  it  asks  that  these  areas  be 
not  treated  as  Territories  but  be  treated  as 
if  they  were  at  this  moment  provinces.  And 
Dr.  Goggin  had  no  such  understanding  as 
my  hon.  friend  professes.  Nor  had  1.  Nor 
had  the  assembly  generally.  I  think  It  is 
proper  for  me  to  point  out  that  this  parti- 
cular conduct  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Haultain 
is  strictly  of  a  piece  with  his  whole  conduct 
of  political  matters  since  the  convention 
two  years  ago  when  he  was  dragooned  at 
Moosejaw. 


Mr.  LAKE.  I  strorgly  object  to  the 
suggestion  being  made  that  I  knew  Mr. 
Haultain  was  dragooned ;  nothing  of  the 
sort,  I  think  he  acted  entirely  of  his  own 
free  will. 

Mr.  HEREON.  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  West  Asslnlboie  (Mr.  Scott) 
would  dare  go  into  Alberta  and  make  a 
statement  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Well,  my  present  sphere  is 
sufficient  for  me  now,  perhaps  I  may  have 
an  opportunity  some  time  to  make  this  state- 
ment elsewhere.  Mr.  Haultain  knows  since 
last  October  and  November  whether  I  have 
fear  or  hesitation  about  making  the  state- 
ment elsewhere.  I  say  his  conduct  In 
this  matter  Is  of  a  piece  with  his  conduct 
during  the  last  two  years.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  remembers 
that  in  the  fall  of  1903  we  had  a  discussion 
about  a  certain  matter  of  capital  advance. 
I  read  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Haultain  which 
practically  asked  me  to  get  a  capital  ad- 
vance on  certain  terms  which  he  said 
would  be  satisfactory  to  him.  Well,  later 
in  the  assembly  he  declared  that  they  were 
not  satisfactory,  and  it  is  to  the  knowledge 
of  everybody  that  that  declaration  had 
absolutely  no  other  motive  than  partisanship 
and  had  no  other  result  that  the  detriment 
of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  uuderstood  Mr.  Haul- 
tain's  objection  was  this,  that  if  the  Increas- 
ed amount  of  money  was  given  out  of  ex- 
penditure it'was  to  be  regarded  as  payiug 
on'  so  much  debt,  It  was  to  be  counted  as 
a  debt  against  the  province  and  taken  into 
consideration  when  autonomy  was  given, 
because,  be  said,  we  have  no  right  to  be 
saddled  with  that  as  a  debt. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  of  course  may  be  call- 
ed a  side  issue.  Mr.  Haultain  asked  us  by 
telegram  to  get  a  capital  advance  on  cer- 
tain terms,  we  got  it  on  those  terms,  and  he 
said  in  his  telegram  thnt  he  would  be  satis- 
tied.  But  later  on  he  stated  In  the  legis- 
lature that  it  was  not  satisfactory,  and  for 
purely  partisan  reasons,  which  nobody  can 
successfully  deny. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  did  not  understand 
that  the  money  was  got  on  the  terms  that 
he  asked  for  at  all. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Absolutely.  Then  as  this 
matter  has  become  one  of  some  Interest  as 
we  hear  it  said  that  here  is  the  opinion  of 
the  duly  accredited,  constitutional  repre- 
sentative of  the  Northwest  Territories,  their 
Prime  Minister,  I  think  it  becomes  our  duty 
to  look  Into  his  credentials.  What  Is  bis 
position  ait  the  present  time  ?  He  Is 
the  reputed  head  of  the  legislature,  but 
I  make  the  statement  on  my  respon- 
sibility as  a  member  of  this  parlia- 
ment, that  Mr.  Haultain  does  not  at  the 
present  moment  possess  the  confluence  of 
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tbe  Northwest  legislature.  If  he  had  a  meet- 
ing of  the  legislature  to-day  I  know  posi- 
tively that  he  could  not  command  a 
majority.  There  are  seven  vacancies,  since 
the  last  meeting  of  tbe  legislature  seven 
gentlemen  have  resigned,  and  I  verily  be- 
lieve that  if  these  constituencies  were 
to  elect  new  members,  Mr.  Haultaln  to- 
morrow would  not  be  able  to  control 
a  majority.  He  is  in  a  sense,  of 
course,  Prime  Minister,  but  If  we  are  go- 
ing to  stick  to  the  constitution  as  strictly 
ns  our  friends  this  afternoon  have  argued 
for  it,  Mr.  Haultaln  must  admit  that  be  is 
not  the  constitutional  representative  of  the 
people  of  th§  Northwest  Territories  at  this 
moment.  Is  further  evidence  needed  ?  Mr. 
Haultaln  made  this  very  autonomy  mat- 
ter, as  my  hon.  friend  from  Brandon 
knows,  an  Issue  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories in  tbe  last  general  election  as  far  as 
he  could  to  obscure  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific. 
He  stumped  the  Northwest  Territories  on  it 
aud  what  was  the  result  ?  Seven  Liberal 
irembers  returned,  every  one  with  an  aver- 
age majority  of  1,200,  as  against  three  Con- 
servatives with  an  average  majority  of  less 
than  150. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  You  ought  to  have  an 
election  for  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
now. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  We  had  a  good  deal  of  dis- 
cussion this  afternoon  and  many  brave 
statements  were  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  We  had  very  similar,  statements 
made  last  year.  We  had  a  number  of  fing- 
ers pointing  across  the  floor  of  the  House 
then  as  they  were  pointing  across  this  after- 
noon aud  from  month  to  month  in  1904  and 
during  the  previous  session  of  1903  hon. 
gentlemen  said:  Only  dare  to  come  down 
to  the  people;  only  dare  to  do  it.  Well,  the 
government  did  dare  do  it  and  the  result  is 
as  I  have  said,  that  in  British  Columbia 
there  were  seven  Liberals  returned  and 
not  a  single  Conservative,  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  seven  Liberals,  with  a  majority 
averaging  a  little  over  1,200,  as  against 
three  Conservatives  barely  squeezed  in, 
and  in  Manitoba  seven  Liberals  as  against 
three  Conservatives.  And  when  we  got 
before  the  people  their  complaint  was  that 
we  had  taken  them  unawares.  Let  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  not 
concern  himself.  Whether  a  new  Minister 
of  the  Interior  is  selected  from  British 
Columbia  or  tbe  Northwest  Territories  or 
Manitoba,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  govern- 
ment will  be  able  to  carry  the  election  of 
such  a  minister  in  whatever  district  they 
may  choose  to  select  him  from. 

Some  references  have  been  made  to  Mr. 
Bulyea,  the  colleague  of  Mr.  Haultaln. 
Some  serious  insinuations  have  been  made 
against  Mr.  Bulyea.  Some  were  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster)  a  few  days  ago.  He  insinuated, 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


aud  because  no  direct  denial  was  made  he 
took  it  as  an  admitted  fact,  that  Mr.  Bul- 
yea had  been,  as  be  put  it  colleaguing  with 
the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  and  the  Lib- 
eral members  from  the  Territories  apart 
from  Mr.  Haultaln.  I  think  I  am  revealing 
no  secret  when  I  say  that  I  have  been  pres- 
ent at  no  conference  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Prime  Minister  was  present  and  at 
which  Mr.  Bulyea  was  present.  We  have 
bad  numberless  conferences  with  the  Prime 
Minister  and  bis  colleagues,  but  at  none 
of  these  conferences  was  Mr.  Bulyea  pres- 
ent. Let  me  turn  that  proposition  around. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto  is  not  here.  Is  there  anybody  here 
who  is  prepared  to  state— 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  did  not  make  that  statement 
at  all. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Is  there  anybody  present 
who  is  able  to  state — and  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  answering  this  question— that  Mr. 
Haultain  was  careful  to  have  Mr.  Bulyea 
with  him  every  time  he  was  in  meeting  and 
in  discussion  with  the  hon.  leader  of  the  op- 
position in  regard  to  this  autonomy  matter? 
Several  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Bulyea  had  deserted  the 
position  of  the  Northwest  Territories  In 
failing  to  sign  the  letter  of  protest  which 
appeared  over  the  signature  of  Mr.  Haul- 
tain.  I  have  already  read  the  letter 
and  it  is  patent  to  everybody  that  the  only 
protest  of  any  kind  contained  in  that  letter 
Is  In  regard  to  this  school  matter.  He  does 
not  lay  stress  on  tbe  matter  of  the  num- 
ber of  provinces,  he  does  not  lay  stress  on 
the  matter  of  lands;  the  only  thing  be  does 
lay  stress  on  is  the  matter  of  the  schools 
and  I  have  proved  to  the  House,  I  fnink. 
to  the  satisfaction  of  every  lawyer  and 
every  layman  in  the  House,  that  Mr.  Haul- 
tain's  own  draft  Bill,  which  was  assented 
to  by  the  legislature  and  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  asked  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  separate  school  system.  Is 
It  Mr.  Haultaln  or  Mr.  Bulyea  who  has  de- 
serted the  position  of  the  Territories  ? 
If,  as  alleged,  Mr.  Bulyea  declined  to  sign 
that  letter,  I  think  Mr.  Bulyea  was  simply 
performing  bis  duty.  He  declined  to  turn 
from  tbe  position  that  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritories had  taken  on  that  matter. 

The  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto,  too, 
stated  something  in  connection  with  the 
question  that  had  been  asked  by  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  in  regard  to  schools  at  tbe  time  of  tbe 
last  general  election  and  the  answer  given 
by  tbe  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slf- 
ton).  That  Is  perfectly  true.  He  went  on 
to  say  that  a  question  was  put  to  all  the 
Liberal  candidates  in  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories as  to  what  their  action  was  going  to 
be  In  regard  to  schools  If  they  were  re- 
turned to  parliament  and  that  they  told  the 
people  that  they  must  trust  to  the  govern- 
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ment.  If  the  hon.  member  for  North  To- 
ronto were  here,  I  would  put  the  question 
to  him— perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  can  answer  it — what 
basis  is  there  beyond  their  imagination  for 
such  an  assertion  as  that? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    What  assertion? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  the  Liberal  candidates 
were  asked  as  to  what  their  action  would 
be  if  returned  to  parliament  on  the  matter 
of  schools  and  that  their  answer  was:  You 
must  trust  to  the  government.  I  make  this 
statement  here,  that  beyond  the  question 
that  was  put  by  Mr.  Haultain  in  Regina 
to  the  then  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who 
was  going  to  Regina  a  week  later,  I  never 
heard  the  question  mentioned  in  the  whole 
of  my  campaign.  The  question  was  never 
put  to  me ;  I  never  gave  an  answer  in 
regard  to  this  question.  Everybody  knew 
that  the  Northwest  Territories  were  to  be 
granted  autonomy  very  early  in  the  new 
parliament  and  no  Roman  Catholic  or  Pro- 
testant ever  came  to  me  privately  or  ever 
put  the  question  at  a  public  meeting  or 
asked  me  in  any  way,  prior  to  the  3rd 
November,  what  my  action  would  be  in  that 
regard.  This  is  further  proof  of  the  most 
convincing  nature,  if  any  were  needed  be- 
yond what  I  have  already  given  to  the 
House,  that  the  Northwest  Territories  were 
not  asking  for  any  more  freedom  in  regard 
to  schools  than  that  which  they  have  en- 
Joyed  for  the  last  14  years.  The  hour  is 
late- 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Go  on. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  ap- 
pear to  be  very  much  concerned  about  the 
meaning  of  the  new  section  16,  about  the 
meaning  of  the  Bills  as  they  at  present 
stand.  The  hon.  member  for  Calgary  (Mr. 
McCarthy),  the  other  evening,  expressed 
what  he  considered  a  ydoubt  about  it  and 
this  doubt  was  repeated  last  night  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake). 
They  are  doubtful  whether  any  change  has 
been  made  in  the  Bills.  I  am  not  very  much 
concerned  with  tjhe  meaning  of  the  original 
section  16,  because  we  are  not  dealing  with 
that.  But,  of  course,  we  are  very  much 
concerned  with  the  meaning  of  the  Bills  In 
the  shape  In  which  they  are  going  to  be 
adopted,  we  hope.  I  would  ask  the  House 
just  for  a  moment  to  try  and  wipe  away 
some  of  the  technical  and  constitutional  rub- 
bish with  which  some  hon.  members  seek 
to  confuse  our  minds.  The  main  question 
as  presented  by  the  original  section  16  had 
reference  to  the  provision  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  money  to  all  classes  of  schools. 
In  the  first  place  the  right  was  given  to 
minorities  to  establish  separate  schools  and 
in  the  next  place  It  was  provided  that  an 
equitable  division  of  the  funds  should  be 
granted  to  them.  There  was  no  connecting 
link,  so  it  appeared  to  us,  which  would  keep 
the  separate  schools  under  state  control  as 


they  are  at  the  present  time.  The  new 
section  16  simply  validates  and  keeps  In 
effect  ordinances  Nos.  29  and  30  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  passed  in  1901.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Calgary  advanced  the 
contention  that  these  ordinances  which, 
when  they  were  of  questionable  validity, 
as  some  men  think,  yet  did  undoubtedly 
effect  the  total  abolition  of  the  church  or 
religious  school,  will  by  the  process  of 
acquiring  unquestioned  validity  effect  the 
restoration  of  the  ecclesiastical  school.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  proposition  only  needs 
to  be  stated  clearly  to  constitute  its  own 
answer.  The  right  to  separate  schools  is 
very  clearly  laid  down  in  section  41  of  ordin- 
ance No.  29,  as  follows  : 

The  minority  of  the  ratepayers  in  any  dis- 
trict, whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
may  establish  a  separate  school  therein,  and 
In  such  case  the  ratepayers  establishing  such 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  school 
shall  be  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such 
rates  as  they  Impose  upon  themselves  in  res- 
pect thereof. 

I  believe  this  is  the  exact  language  im- 
ported from  section  14  of  the  old  Northwest 
Territories  Act.  But  that  is  governed  in 
the  ordinance  by  section  4,  which  says  : 

The  department  shall  have  control  and  man- 
agement ot  all  kindergarten  schools,  public 
and  separate  schools,  normal  schools,  teachers' 
Institutes  and  the  education  ot  deat,  deaf  mute 
and  blind  persons. 

The  department,  subject  to  the  legislature, 
in  turn  subject  to  the  people,  shall  have  the 
control  and  management  of  separate  schools 
and  If  that  were  not  sufficient  we  also  have 
section  45  which  states  : 

After  the  establishment  of  a  separate  school 
district  under  the  provisions  of  this  ordinance 
such  separate  school  district  and  the  board 
thereof  shall  possess  and  exercise  all  rights, 
powers,  privileges  and  be  subject  to  the  same 
liabilities  and  method  of  government  as  is 
heroin  provided  In  respect  of  public  school  dis- 
tricts. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  we 
just  keep  our  minds  free  from  being  con- 
fused by  technicalities,  keep  our  minds  on 
the  point  which  is  as  to  whether  or  not  we 
are  to  have  a  separate  school  controlled  by 
the  church  or  a  separate  school  controlled 
by  the  state,  there  is  no  liability  of  any 
conflict  of  opinion  about  the  legislation  which 
the  government  asks  the  House  to  adopt. 
I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  to  read 
the  various  regulations  in  these  ordinances, 
tiiey  have  already  been  placed  In  '  Hansard,' 
but  I  say  that  there  is  in  them  no  limita- 
tion of  power  to  control,  vary,  Improve  or 
do  anything  in  relation  to  the  mana- 
gement of  schools,  all  the  schools,  the 
separate  school  and  the  public  school, 
except  that  the  province  must  by  le- 
gislation provide  for  public  schools  and  per- 
mit minorities  to  have  separate  schools,  both 
of  which,  conducted  In  the  same  way  and 
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yielding  the  same  results,  must  receive  the 
same  public  aid.  This  is  the  minority  right 
which  is  enjoyed  in  the  Northwest  Territor- 
ies at  the  present  moment. 

To  me  this  is  not  so  much  a  constitutional 
as  a  practical  question.  What  is  the  best 
thing  for  parliament  to  do  in  the  interests 
of  the  people  who  live  in  those  Territories  ? 
I  may  -  say  that  the  legislation  is  no  com- 
promise for  me  as  it  was  for  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton).  It  is  exactly 
what  I  wanted,  I  would  not  care  to  assent 
to  anything  else.  It  is  just  what  the  North- 
west wanted,  it  is  in  fact,  stated  a  little 
less  clearly  in  his  Bill,  just  what  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  asked  for  in  his  draft  Bill.  It  is  just 
what  the  Northwest  people  voted  for  In 
the  general  election  of  1902  and  what  the 
assembly  mow  than  once  unanimously  voted 
for,  or  thought  they  were  voting  for.  I 
would  ask  again  if  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  ever  heard  a 
protest  from  any  one  in  the  Territories 
against  the  condition  of  things  existing 
there.  I  say  there  is  no  objection  so  far  as 
I  have  ever  heard.  There  are  I  think  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  11  separate  schools, 
i.ine  Roman  Catholic  and  two  Protestant. 
One  of  them  is  at  Edmonton,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  has  al- 
ready spoken  ;  I  venture  to  say  he  has  not 
heard  in  the  town  of  Edmonton  any  protest 
fiom  anybody  against  the  existence  of  that 
separate  school  there.  Another  one  is  at 
fetrathcona  and  another  at  Wetasklwiu  and 
the  same  remark  will  apply  to  my  hon. 
friend  for  Strathcona  (Mr.  P.  Talbot).  The 
hon.  member  for  Calgary  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) spoke  the  other  day  and  he  did  not 
enter  any  protest  against  the  separate 
school.  There  is  one  at  Letbbrldge  and  one 
at  MacLeod.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Al- 
berta (Mr.  Herron)  is  still  here  he  may  be 
able  to  say  whether  there  Is  any  protest 
in  his  district  against  the  existence  of 
the  two  separate  schools  in  that  district. 
There  is  another  one  at  Regina  and  another 
one  at  or  near  Wapella.  Speaking  of  the 
Regina  separate  school,  I  say  that  it  is 
satisfactory  to  all  the  people  in  Regina 
and  that  any  proposition  to  abolish  the 
separate  school  in  existence  in  Regina 
would  be  more  unsatisfactory  to  the 
Protestants  who  live  there  than  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  I  admit  that  there 
is  some  objection  against  the  permission 
of  separation  in  school  matters.  That  is  the 
only  possible  objection  there  can  be  to  separ- 
ate schools  in  the  west,  the  objection  against 
separation,  but  In  the  practical  operation 
in  town  school  districts  there  is  no  practical 
objection,  because,  as  In  the  case  of  Regina, 
the  separate  school  takes  the  place  of  a 
ward  school  in  the  same  way  as  it  does 
In  Nova  Scotia,  as  I  am  Informed.  For  In- 
stances, in  towns  in  Nova  Scotia  there  is 
one  ward  school  set  apart  for  Ro- 
man Catholics.  It  is  managed  entirely 
Mr.  POOTT. 


by  Roman  Catholic  trustees  and  at- 
tended entirely  by  Roman  Catholic  children. 
It  is  merely  in  effect  the  system  we  have 
In  the  Territories.  The  word  'coercion' 
used  In  this  case  is  a  deliberate  at- 
tempt to  deceive  the  people  of  this 
country.  To  speak  of  coercion  in  this 
matter  is  to  distort  the  meaning  of  the 
word.  You  cannot  find  a  protest  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  against  existing  con- 
ditions. You  cannot  find  an  advocate  of 
any  alteration  in  the  separate  school  feature 
of  the  existing  law.  We  will  have  the 
separate  school  whether  you  pass  section 
16  or  not.  The  mast  vehement  denouncers  of 
these  Bills  on  the  ground  of  provincial  rights 
in  the  same  breath  proclaim  their  satisfac- 
tion with  our  separate  school.  The  pro- 
vincial rights  cry  in  this  case  has  no  sub- 
stance. It  is  a  cry  for  a  shadow  and  such 
a  cry  becomes  ridiculous.  I  say  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Liberal  party  that .  I  protest 
against  this  attempt  to  bring  ridicule  on 
what  is  a  good  sound  principle  of  the 
Liberal  party.  Provincial  rights  with  sub- 
stance is  a  principle  worth  fighting  for,  and 
the  Liberal  party  has  always  fought  for 
that  principle  when  it  was  challenged. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  How  is  it  that  so  many 
Liberals  from  the  Territories  have  signed 
petitions  to  this  House  praying  that  the  right 
be  left  to  them  to  legislate  with  regard  to 
schools  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Some  of  these  people  have 
signed  under  a  misconception.  There  are  peo- 
ple in  the  west,  as  1  shall  prove  to  my  hon. 
friend  before  I  get  through,  who  do  not 
know  that  we  have  a  separate  school  system 
and  they  signed  petitions  under  the  im- 
pression that  this  parliament  was  trying  to 
Introduce  a  separate  school  system.  I  ask 
my  hon.  friend  now  to  be  candid  about 
it.  Would  it  not  be  simply  and  absolutely 
ridiculous  for  me  coming  from  the  North- 
west Territories  as  I  do  to  be  crying  for 
a  right  and  demanding  a  power  and  in  the 
same  breath  protesting  that  I  -would  not 
exercise  that  power  if  I  had  it  1 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Not  at' all. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  is  exactly  the  position 
Mr.  Haultain  takes  ;  he  is  crying  for  the 
power  to  deal  with  this  matter  and  pro- 
testing in  the  hearing  of  the  whole  people 
of  Canada  that  he  would  not  exercise  that 
power  if  he  had  It. 

It  is  said  that  if  the  privileges  of  the 
minority  are  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  people 
of  the  west,  we  should  leave  this  question 
for  them  to  settle.  That  is  the  position  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden).  He  says  :  Leave  it  to  the  pro- 
vincial legislatures  and  trust  to  the  justice 
of  the  people  of  the  province.  That  question 
cannot  be  put  to  me.  I  am  not  one  of  the 
minority  who  are  chiefly  concerned  ;  I  am 
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a  member  of  the  majority.  The  question 
must  be  put  to  the  representatives  of  the 
minority  in  this  House.  I  presume  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
is  to-night  representing  the  hon.  member 
for  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden),  and  I  would 
ask,  when  the  leader  of  the  opposition  put 
the  question  to  the  representatives  of  the 
minority  who  sit  with  him  in  this  parlia- 
ment how  many  of  them  expressed  their 
willingness  to  have  the  guarantee  left  out 
and  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  justice  of  the 
majority.  It  is  not  for  me  as  a  member  of 
the  majority  to  answer  this  question,  it  Is 
not  to  the  majority,  it  is  to  the  members 
of  the  minority  that  that  question  is  put. 
If  they  say  they  are  willing  I  would  say 
that  possibly  we  might  consent  to  leave 
out  the  guarantee,  although  as  a  matter  of 
fact  I  prefer  to  have  the  guarantee  left  in 
this  shape  so  that  there  will  be  no  uncer- 
tainty in  these  provinces.  Can  we  blame 
the  members  of  the  minority  after  all  when 
we  look  at  the  history  of  Manitoba  and  the 
Territories  1  We  have  cut  the  minority  pri- 
vilege down  there  from  what  it  was  origin- 
ally interpreted  to  mean.  It  was  origin- 
ally interpreted  by  the  legislature  of  the 
Territories,  the  old  Northwest  council,  to 
mean  that  there  should  be  church  control  for 
Roman  Catholic  schools.  We  have  cut  that 
down.  We  all  know  what  occurred  in  Man- 
itoba and  what  occurred  in  regard  to  the 
French  language.  As  soon  as  the  Northwest 
legislature  obtained  the  power  to  deal  with 
it,  it  abolished  the  dual  system,  and  I  say  as 
it  representative  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories that  it  did  the  only  reasonable  thing. 
It  would  have  been  absurd  in  that  country 
to  have  continued  the  official  publication  of 
all  laws  and  court  records  in  French,  be- 
cause not  one  out  of  500  of  those  who  could 
read  laws  at  all  could  not  read  them  in 
English.  I  say  looking  at  the  history  of 
Manitoba  and  the  Northwest,  that  if  1  wjis 
a  member  of  the  minority  I  would  not  con- 
sent to  have  the  guarantee  cut  out,  because 
I  would  fear  that  the  time  would  come,  and 
that  not  in  the  very  far  future,  when  the 
final  vestige  of  the  separate  school  would 
disappear. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
allow  me  to  put  a  question  to  him  ?  Will 
he  tell  us  what  he  understands  by  separate 
schools  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  understand  that  the  minori- 
ty, whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
in  any  school  district  have  a  right  to  set 
up  a  school  of  their  own  ;  and  that  school 
comes  under  the  same  government  as  the 
public  school  its  teachers  have  to  be  cer- 
tificated in  the  same  way,  with  the  same 
qualifications  and  the  same  normal  school 
training,  it  has  the  same  text  books  and 
has  to  produce  the  same  results  to  earn  the 
same  money  grants. 


Mr.  BERGERON.  What  is  the  difference 
between  the  two  schools  then  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Not  any  difference,  only  the 
one  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Where  is  the  separate 
school  then  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  It  is  certainly  a  separate 
school,  though  it  is  not  a  religious  school. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  may  be  in  a  differ- 
ent building,  but  it  is  the  same  school. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  It  is  the  same  class  of 
school.  When  our  friends  of  the  minority 
decline,  as,  in  my  judgment,  they  have  good 
reason  to  decline,  looking  at  the  history  of 
the  school  question  in  the  Northwest,  to 
have  the  guarantee  cut  out  of  the  Bill,  then 
it  is  reasonable  for  me  as  a  member  of  the 
majority,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
going  to  violate  any  principle  of  sound 
public  policy,  to  leave  the  guarantee  in. 
Indeed,  as  I  have  explained,  I  prefer  to 
have  the  guarantee  .left  in  in  this  shape, 
and,  so  far  as  the  educational  provisions  are 
concerned,  I  vote  for  these  Bills  without 
any  hesitation.  This  is  exactly  the  pro- 
position I  want,  for  the  following  reasons  : — 

1.  It  removes  all  uncertainty. 

2.  It  respects  the  minority  conscience 
without  violating  any  sound  public  principle. 

3.  It  provides  securely  against  agitation 
in  future. 

4.  It  perpetuates  a  system  which  has  in 
"practice  proved  to  be  eminently  satisfactory 
to  all  classes. 

5.  It  means  coercion  in  no  sense  or  adap- 
tation of  the  word,  because  it  merely  guar- 
antees what  would  be  continued  by  the  al- 
most universal  will  of  the  provinces. 

6.  It  continues  a  system  preferable  in  its 
practical  working  out  to  the  public  school 
system  of  Manitoba,  where  the  minority 
have  a  theoretical  grievance,  which  interest- 
ed parties  are  constantly  able  to  exaggerate, 
and  who  continue  to  chafe  under  what 
they  believe  to  be  an  infringement  on  their 
rights. 

7.  It  furnishes  a  possible  common  ground 
of  action  by  the  members  of  this  House,  and 
thus  maintains  unity.  No  common  action 
was  possible  either  upon  the  original  section 
1C  or  upon  the  amendment  of  the  leader  of 
the  opposition. 

.8.  More  than  all,  it  is  satisfactory  to  me 
as  a  citizen  of,  and  one  of  the  majority  in, 
the  Northwest,  because  It  not  only  reason- 
ably secures  minority  rights,  but  it  absolute- 
ly secures  majority  rights  against  such  In- 
vasion as  was  attempted  by  parliament  in 
1896  in  the  case  of  Manitoba.  It  is  the  only 
absolute  guarantee  of  educational  autonomy 
contained  in  any  suggestion  made  to  this 
House,  excepting  only  that  of  the  bon.  mem- 
ber for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton),  to  specifical- 
ly make  the  provinces  free  and  get  imperial 
ratification  of  the  free  charters.  Mr.  Haul- 
tain's  draft  Bill  left  the  door  specifically 
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open  for  the  sectarian  or  ecclesiastical 
school. 

Mr.  LAKE.  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  state  that  Mr.  Haultaln  de- 
liberately did  that  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  If  my  hon.  friend  has  listen- 
ed to  me  at  all  carefully,  I  think  there  can 
be  no  doubt  In  his  mind  as  to  what  I  have 
stated.  I  say  that,  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge and  belief,  Mr.  Haultaln,  until  that 
convention  two  years  ago,  when  be  changed 
from  being  a  non-partisan  In  local  politics  to 
being  a  partisan  all  along  the  line — In  fact, 
down  to  the  time  of  the  last  general  election 
in  October,  1904 — had  no  intention,  as  no- 
body connected  with  the  public  affairs  of 
the  Northwest  bad  any  intention,  of  asking 
for  any  different  constitution  in  regard  to 
schools  than  that  we  have  had  in  force  for 
the  last  fourteen  years. 

Mr.  LAKE.  Of  course,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  entitled  to  bis  legal  opinion  as  a 
layman  in  regard  to  this  question  ;  but  I 
can  assure  him  that  Mr.  Haultaln  holds  an 
entirely  different  opinion  from  that  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Western  Assiniboia 
has  expressed  in  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
draft  Bill ;  and  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  has  been  responsible  for  the  drafting 
of  the  vast  majority  of  the  ordinances  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  during  the  last 
thirteen  years,  he  being  an  experienced 
draughtsman. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  As  I  have  already  stateiJ, 
Mr.  Haultaln  not  only  apparently  neglect- 
ed, during  all  the  conferences  held  with  the 
government  here,  until  two  or  three  days 
before  the  Bill  wae  presented  to  the  House, 
to  mention  the  subject  of  education,  but 
neglected  during  all  the  discussions  that 
took  place  on  the  subject  of  autonomy  in 
the  Northwest— and  there  have  been  discus- 
sions of  that  question  for  years — to  mention 
the  subject  of  education.  He  pointed  out 
the  advantage^  that  autonomy  would  give, 
and  the  changes  it  would  mean,  but  never 
once  referred  to  the  matter  of  schools.  I 
will  read  to  my  hon.  friend  the  description 
which  Mr.  Haultaln  himself  gave  in  1900,  in 
a  formal  address,  of  the  advantages  and 
changes  that  would  be  brought  to  the  Ter- 
ritories by  provincial  establishment.  He 
said  : 

But,  to  put  It  shortly,  in  order  to  show  what 
a  very  slight  difference  there  is  between  the 
powers  enjoyed  by  the  Territories  to-day,  so 
far  as  political  institutions  are  concerned,  and 
those  which  are  enjoyed  by  the  provinces,  I 
will  state  In  a  few  words  the  exact  differences 
which  exist.  I  need  not  take  the  House  over 
a  description  of  the  powers  which  we  do  enjoy. 

The  educational  power  was  one  we  did 
enjoy,  and  so  he  made  no  mention  of  it.  He 
went  on  : 

We  have  nearly  all  the  principal  powers  a 
province  has.  Where  we  fall  short  of  provincial 
powers  is  in  these  points  :    We  have  not  the 
power  to  amend  the  constitution  outside  of  the 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


power  to  deal  with  certain  phases  in  our  elec- 
tion law  ;  we  have  not  the  power  to  borrow 
money  ;  we  have  not  the  power  to  deal  with 
the  public  domain  ;  we  have  not  the  power  to 
establish  certain  institutions,  such  as  hospitals, 
asylums,  charities — eleemosynary  Institutions 
as  they  are  called  In  the  British  North  America 
Act  ;  we  have  not  the  power  to  take  cognizance 
of  public  undertakings  other  than  such  as  may 
be  carried  on  by  certain  sorts  of  joint  stock 
companies  ;  and  our  powers  are  limited  to  the 
oxtent  that  we  have  not  the  administration  of 
the  criminal  law  in  the  Territories.  That,  I 
think,  will  suffice  for  any  reference  which  it  is 
necessary  to  make  to  the  eighth  recital. 

Take  all  the  speeches  that  were  ever 
made  by  Mr.  Haultaln,  or  by  anybody  else 
in  the  Territories,  for  that  matter,  and  there 
never  was  any  reference  to  the  question  of 
schools.  And  if  there  had  been  in  the  mind 
of  any  person  a  desire  for  more  freedom  in 
the  matter  of  education  than  the  Territories 
already  possess,  Is  it  not  ridiculous  to  think 
that,  when  the  cue  was  given  by  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  last  fall,  In  the  heat  of  the  election, 
there  would  not  have  been  some  one  to  pre- 
sent the  matter  to  the  candidates,  and  to 
seek  to  obtain  an  expression  from  them  as 
to  the  position  they  would  take  on  the  sub- 
ject if  elected  to  parliament  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  earlier  In  the  debate  that 
during  the  election  the  question  was  not 
brought  up  or  discussed,  nor  waa  there  any 
truth  In  the  statement  that  the  government, 
I  through  Mr.  Sifton,  had  requested  the  peo- 
1  pie  to  trust  the  government  and  they  would 
do  the  best  for  them.   I  understand  him  to 
1  say  there  was  no  such  statement  made  dur- 
ing the  election. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  say  that  the  question  was 
never  presented  to  me,  and  I  met  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  himself  twice,  once  at  Medicine  Hat 
and  again  at  Moose  Jaw,  and  he  never  asked 
me  any  question  about  it.  Nobody  asked 
me  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
allow  me  to  refresh  his  memory  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  lives  in  Regina.  That  Is  in  his 
riding.  The  Manitoba  '  Free  Press  *  of 
October  20,  1904— during  the  time  the  elec- 
tions were  going  on — reports  Mr.  Siftou  as 
having  spoken  at  Regina  as  follows.  After 
referring  to  the  question  of  annexation  to 
Manitoba,  Mr.  Sifton  said  : 

I  believe  that  Haultaln  has  further  suggested 
that  I  should  be  asked  to  state  what  the  policy 
of  the  government  would  be  with  regard  to 
public  schools.  I  do  not  believe  that  Haul- 
tain  is  doing  the  people  of  the  Territories  any 
service  when  he  makes  suggestions  of  that 
kind.  Any  man  of  ordinary  intelligence  In 
public  life,  and  Mr.  Haultaln  is  a  man  of  more 
than  ordinary  intelligence,  knows  full  well  that 
one  member  of  a  government  consisting  of 
fourteen  members  woujd  not  come  here  and 
without  consulting  his  colleagues,  undertake 
to  bind  them  and  the  parliament  of  Canada  on 
questions  of  such  importance.  Therefore  the 
suggestion  is  made  In  a  spirit  of  mischief.  Let 
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me  say  to  you  in  all  seriousness  that  the  sub- 
ject of  school  legislation  in  Canada  Is  a  ser 
ious  and  important  subject.  I  have  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  it  in  my  own  province  and  I 
know  the  difficulties  that  beset  it.  But  let 
me  say  this.  We  shall  endeavour  with  every 
possible  thought,  with  every  possible  power  the 
Lord  has  given  us  to  settle  this  question  in 
such  a  way  as  will  not  raise  a  racial  or  re 
llgious  cry  in  this  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  My  question  was  whether 
he  was  not  asking  the  people  to  trust  the 
government  then.   He  went  on  to  say  : 

But  I  want  to  say  that  the  man  who  gets 
up  in  the  heat  of  a  political  contest  and  makes 
his  strongest  endeavour  to  bring  that  question 
into  political  discussion  is  not  a  friend  of  the 
Territories  in  any  sense  or  shape.  He  is  en- 
deavouring to  do  a  thing  which  might  bring  very 
serious  results  te  the  people  of  these  Terri- 
tories. I  have  no  authority  whatever  to  say 
anything  with  regard  to  the  subjects  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  has  mentioned,  but  we  shall  be  in  the 
position  of  having  not  four  but  ten  members 
from  the  Territories  in  the  next  parliament 
and  we  will  get  their  views  ;  and  while  we  do 
not  say  that  their  views  will  prevail — for  the 
entry  of  the  Territories  into  confederation  Is  a 
matter  of  contract  with  the  other  provinces — 
and  while  the  terms  we  will  be  able  to  give 
you  will  be  those  we  can  get  the  other  pro- 
vinces to  agree,  yet  I  can  say  for  myself  that 
I  will  do  my  best  to  get  the  most  liberal  terms 
possible. 

Yet  the  bon.  member  will  bare  us  believe 
that  the  people  of  the  Territories  were  never 
asked  to  trust  the  government  and  that  they 
never  heard  the  question  mentioned. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  1  appeal  to  the  House  if  my 
bon.  friend  has  not  taken  up  quite  a  bit  of 
my  time  in  a  wholly  unnecessary  fashion. 
What  he  has  Just  read  Is  exactly  what  I  said. 
I  have  stated,  as  is  described  in  what  the 
bon.  gentleman  read,  that  the  cue  was  given 
by  Mr.  Haultaln,  that  Mr.  Haultain,  as  a 
Conservative  partisan,  endeavoured  to  start 
the  flame  even  then  with  the  idea  that  it 
would  Injure  the  Liberal  candidates.  Mr. 
Haultain  gave  tbe  cue  and  put  the  question, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr. 
Sifton)  gave  the  very  sensible  and  proper 
statement  in  reply. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  answer  was,  you 
must  trust  tbe  government. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  was  never  asked  the  ques- 
tion. I  never  heard  the  question  raised  ex- 
cept as  it  was  asked  by  Mr.  Haultain  and 
replied  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brandon. 
The  very  best  proof  which  can  be  advanced 
to  convince  any  reasonable  man.  who  wants 
to  arrive  at  a  just  opinion  of  the  sentiment 
in  the  Territories  on  the  question,  is  the  fact 
that  not  one  of  the  candidates,  so  far  as  I 
know,  was  asked  what  he  would  do  in  the 
matter  of  the  schools. 


(Mr.  Sproule)  say  that  I  had  thirty-nine 
meetings  in  my  constituency  last  fall.  At 
every  one  of  these  there  was  an  able  lawyer 
representing  tbe  Conservative  candidate.  At 
every  one  the  question  of  autonomy  was  dis- 
cussed, and  I  was  never  asked  at  any  one  of 
them  by  anybody,  Liberal,  Conservative, 
Catholic  or  Protestant,  one  word  about  the 
school  question  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Will  the  hon.  member 
excuse  me  just  one  moment  ?  I  want  to 
settle  a  question  of  fact.  We  are  told  that 
there  is  absolutely  no  difference  between  tbe 
conduct  of  the  minority  schools  and  the 
majority  schools.  We  are  told  that  the 
qualifications  of  teachers  are  the  same,  the 
Inspection,  the  curriculum,  the  text  books, 
and  that  the  only  difference  is  the  last  half 
hour  in  the  day. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  There  is  not  even  any  dif- 
ference then  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Well,  here  is  the  annual 
report  of  the  Department  of  Education  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  for  1903.  What 
does  it  say  with  reference  to  the  readers  : 

The  Ontario  readers  (part  one,  part  two), 
second,  third  and  fourth  (The  Canada  Publish- 
ing Company);  the  new  Canadian  reader,  book 
V  (W.  J.  Gage  &  Co.);  the  Dominion  reader, 
first  (part  I,  part  II)  and  second — these  are 
optional  tor  Roman  Catholic,  separate  schools. 

Surely  that  is  a  difference. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Does  my  bon.  friend  think 
the  point  is  essential  ?  If  be  will  study  the 
effect  of  the  legislation  we  are  passing,  he 
will  find  that  we  are  giving  the  provinces 
full  autonomy  In  tbe  matter  of  those  very 
text  books. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  was  setting  right  the 
statement  that  the  schools  both  of  the 
minority  and  the  majority  are  conducted 
exactly  the  same  in  every  respect  with  the 
exception  of  the  last  half  hour. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  was  about  to  make  a  sort 
of  confession  to  my  hon.  friend.  I  would 
have  had  no  objection  at  all  to  stating  my 
views  during  the  election  regarding  what 
would  be  the  proper  action  for  the  Dominion 
parliament  to  take  on  the  school  question. 
I  will  give  my  hon.  friend  the  proof  of  this. 
Two  years  ago  his  leader  put  on  the  order 
paper  a  motion  with  regard  to  autonomy,, 
concerning  .which  I  prepared  some  notes. 
The  debate  came  on  very  late.  1  spoke  on 
the  question  after  midnight  and  did  not  use 
all  of  my  notes.  In  the  next  session  of  1904, 
I  expected  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition  to 
again  raise  that  question  and  I  amplified  my 
notes.  Tbe  question  never  did  come  up  ; 
but  if  it  had.  I  have  here  exactly  what  I  in- 
tended to  say  and  I  shall  read  a  portion  of 
it  for  the  benefit  of  my  hon.  friend  : 


Mr.  TURRIFF.    Let  me  in  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
116 
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as  regards  schools.  Technically  the  minority 
in  Manitoba  lack  the  guarantee'  of  separate 
schools,  while  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
tbey  possess  the  right.  Practically  the  North- 
west Territories  system  Is  just  as  satisfactory 
to  the  majority  as  the  Manitoba  system  is  to 
the  majority  in  that  province.  In  the  North- 
west Territories  we  have  public  and  separate 
schools  under  uniform  inspection,  uniform 
training  and  certificates  for  teachers,  and  uni- 
form text-books. 

The  difference  my  hou.  friend  alludes  to 
Is  so  slight  that  It  is  generally  not  con- 
sidered worth  referring  to.  There  is  a  dif- 
ference in  the  authorized  text  books  used 
in  the  first  two  standards,  but  we  are  giving 
the  provinces  full  autonomy  to  deal  with  this 
question  of  text  books  themselves. 

In  Manitoba  prior  to  1890,  there  was  popular 
complaint,  and  very  well  justified  I  believe  It 
was — against  the  conduct  of  the  separate 
schools.  In  the  Northwest  Territories  there  is 
not  a  vestige  of  popular  complaint  against  our 
separate  school  management. 

I  Intended  going  on  to  say  that  I  believed 
the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territory 
did  not  intend  and  Mr.  Haultain's  draft  Bill 
did  not  contemplate  any  change  with  regard 
to  schools.  I  had  Dr.  Goggin's  interview 
given  two  years  ago,  a  portion  of  which  I 
have  read,  in  which  he  said  that  be  bad  not 
seen  any  declaration  by  the  legislature  or 
the  premier  that  they  intended  to  ask  for 
any  change  with  regard  to  schools.  The 
interview  is  a  very  considerable  one  and  I 
shall  not  read  any  more  from  it.  In  the 
manuscript  which  I  had  written  out,  I  went 
on  to  say  : 

Doubtless  thero  are  extremists  on  both  sides 
who  will  seek  to  foment  trouble  over  the 
school  question  when  autonomy  is  dealt  with, 
but  speaking  not  as  a  member  of  the  minority 
but  as  one  of  the  Protestant  majority,  I  have 
no  hesitation  In  expressing  my  belief  that  If 
our  legislature  und  people  were  free  to  act 
to-morrow  thy  would  retain  the  present  school 
system  which  permits  the  minority  to  have 
their  separate  schools.  In  Regina,  where  I  live, 
we  have  excellent  public  schools  and  we  have 
also  an  excellent  separate  school,  and  I  verily 
believe  that  any  step  taken  to  abolish  that  sep- 
arate school  would  find  Its  most  active  and  re- 
solute opposition  amongst  members  of  the  Pro- 
testant majority. 

That  was  typewritten  some  time  in  June 
or  July  last,  and  it  was  really  amplified  from 
notes  made  nearly  two  years  ago.  If  the 
question  bad  ever  come  up,  I  should  have 
had  no  hesitation  at  all — and  this  is  the 
truth— in  expressing  my  opinion  on  the  sep- 
arate school  matter  prior  to  the  election 
that  was  supposed  to  be  Impending,  or  in 
the  campaign  for  that  matter,  just  as  I  am 
expressing  it  here  to-night.  I  consider  the 
proposition  before  the  House  is  better  for 
these  provinces  than  any  other  suggestion 
that  has  been  made.  The  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
to  permit  the  application  of  section  93  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  even  If  his  Inter- 
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pretation  were  correct— which  other  able 
lawyers  deny— and  1870  was  the  time  of 
union  for  the  purposes  of  interpretation, 
would  leave  the  provinces  subject  to  the 
cast-iron  rock-ribbed,  irrevocable— as  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
said — system  of  chVirch  and  ecclesiastical 
schools  which  this  Dominion  parliament,  by 
a  majority  of  eighteen,  at  the  instance 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  endeavoured 
to  force  upon  the  people  of  Manitoba  in  1896. 
Who  can  guarantee  that  a  similar  juncture 
is  impossible  at  some  time  in  the  future, 
when  parliament,  regardless  of  the  senti- 
ment of  the  people,  may  be  cajoled  and 
coerced,  by  threats,  by  intimidation,  by  any 
of  the  devices  known  to  unscrupulous  politi- 
cal leaders — by  the  same  means  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
knows  better  than  any  of  us  were  used  in 
1896,  parliament  might  be  induced  to  at- 
tempt to  Invade  the  autonomy  of  these  new 
provinces.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
knows  that  if  the  remedial  legislation  of 
1896  had  been  enacted  there  was  no  power 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  that  could  have 
repealed  it.  I  find  that  this  Bill  not  only 
protects  minority  rights  to  a  perfectly  justi- 
fiable extent  without  coercion  or  invasion 
of  substantial  provincial  autonomy,  but  it 
is  also  intended  to  protect  the  majority 
rights  In  the  way  I  have  described.  It  em- 
bodies a  charter,  secure  and  safe  against 
the  possibility  of  a  later  invasion  of  the  po- 
litical autonomy  of  the  provinces,  which 
the  application  of  section  93  as  Intended  by 
Mr.  Borden's  amendment  would  leave  room 
and  Invitation  for ;  and  this  BUI  Is  a  far 
n. ore  complete  and  secure  measure  of  au- 
tonomy than  Is  the  proposition  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  opening  of  the  pre- 
sent session  this  House  has  lost  one  of  its 
valuable  and  prominent  members,  the  late 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto,  Mr.  E.  F. 
Clarke.  He  was  prominent  not  only  in 
this  House  but  In  the  organization  of  which 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
is  an  ornament.  Amongst  all  classes  of  peo- 
ple and  in  this  parliament  he  was  recog- 
nized as  a  very  broad-minded  man.  It  is 
fortunate,  perhaps,  that  he  has  left  his 
opinion  with  regard  to  this  very  subject. 
In  his  newspaper  the  '  Orange  Sentinel '  of 
which  he  was  the  editor  for  many  years 
is  the  following  statement,  published  in  the 
issue  of  February  9  : 

It  is  not  certain  whether  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  and  their  representatives 
object  to  having  separate  schools  fastened  upon 
them.  There  has  been  no  organized  or  official 
protest  against  such  a  course,  although  it  has 
been  known  for  two  years  or  more  that  the 
change  was  imminent.  This  makes  it 
appear  that  the  people  interested  are  satis- 
fled.  If  that  is  the  case,  there  is  nothing  for 
the  other  provinces  to  do  but  to  acquiesce  with 
what  grace  they  may.  The  attitude  taken  in 
1896  was  that  a  province  should  not  be  co- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3641 


MARCH  31.  1905 


erced.  It  Is  strong  ground  still.  But  If  a 
province  should  not  be  coerced  into  establish- 
ing separate  schools.  It  follows  that  it  should 
not  be  coerced  into  rejecting  separate  schools. 
Consequently  the  logical  position  for  Ontario 
electors  is  to  remain  silent  and  allow  the 
measure  to  become  law  if  the  Territories  are 
satisfied. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  may  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  that  it  is  not  proposed 
to  coerce  them  even  to  doing  away  with 
separate  schools  to-morrow.  We  do  not  ask 
the  question  whether  it  is  wise  for  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  to  do  away  with 
separate  schools  or  whether  they  desire  to 
have  them.  We  do  not  even  take  the  op- 
portunity to  give  advice.  We  only  ask  that 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  should  be  al- 
lowed freedom  to  legislate  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  That  is  my  hon.  friend's 
(Mr.  Sproule's)  position.  But  his  colleague's 
position  was,  'The  logical  position  for  On- 
tario electors  Is  to  remain  silent  and  allow 
the  measure  to  become  law  if  the  Territories 
are  satisfied.' 

Now,  perhaps  the  House  will  bear  with 
me  while  I  deal  with  this  point.  I  appre- 
ciate the  fact  that  I  am  infringing  upon 
the  good  nature  of  hon.  members.  I  pro- 
pose to  give  the  House  some  proof  that 
the  Territories  are  satisfied,  and  that  there 
is  no  agitation,  no  well  founded  agitation, 
no  widespread  agitation  in  the  Northwest 
Territories.  I  will  quote  first  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  the  Calgary  '  Herald.' 
This  is  a  Conservative  newspaper,  probably 
the  chief  Conservative  newspaper  in  the 
Northwest  Territories— certainly  the  prin- 
cipal one  in  Alberta  : 

Mr.  HYMAN.    What  is  the  date  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  It  Is  subsequent  to  the  re- 
vised Bill — I  think  it  Is  March  15  :— 

If  the  news  from  Ottawa  that  there  is  to  be 
no  interference  with  the  present  educational 
system  of  the  west  is  true,  the  agitation  which 
has  arisen,  mainly  in  Ontario,  will  in  all  prob- 
ability subside.  A  creed  disturbance  is  always 
of  a  most  rancorous  kind — it  spreads  like  a 
prairie  fire  and  in  Its  train  leaves  a  bitterness 
where  harmony  prevailed.  Sir  Wilfrid's  de- 
cision Is  sure  to  be  regarded  with  strong  fa- 
vour throughout  the  west. 

With  regard  to  the  existing  separate 
schools  the  Calgary  '  Herald '  goes  on  to 
say  : — 

All  regulations  have  been  made  by  the  Regtna 
government,  and  he  must  be  blind  indeed  who 
cannot  see  that  even  if  separate  schools  were 
detrimental  to  the  country's  true  Interests,  all 
objectionable  features  have  been  clipped  off. 
Harmony  prevails  :  why  disturb  it  ?  It  is 
worth  repeating  that  the  west  is  glad  that  the 
federal  premier  has  changed  his  mind. 

I  have  here  an  expression  of  opinion  of 
a  member  of  the  Northwest  legislature,  a 
gentleman  who  voted  for  Mr.  Hamltain's 
draft  Bill.  I  withhold  the  name.  This 
letter  was  written  on  March  25  :— 
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I  must  congratulate  you  on  the  Autonomy 
Bill.  It  is  almost  impossible  to  find  a  person 
here  who  is  dissatisfied  with  it.  Of  course, 
some  people,  for  political  reasons  probably, 
are  very  sorry  that  the  public  lands  have  not 
been  given  us,  that  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
exemptions  are  to  be  allowed  to  remain,  and  that 
the  separate  school  question  has  been  forced 
upon  us,  but  their  opposition  is  so  very  faint 
that  no  one  has  for  one  instant  any  idea  but 
that  everybody  is  more  than  pleased  with  the 
way  things  have  been  managed  by  our  repre- 
sentatives, and  the  generous  treatment  we 
have  received  from  the  Ottawa  government. 
As  tar  as  I  can  see  we  have  got  everything 
that  we  hoped  for  and  a  good  deal  more  than 
we  expected,  and  I  think  the  sentiments  I 
express  are  only  those  of  the  people  at  large 
throughout  the  country. 

One  of  the  newspapers  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  which  took  strong  ground  against 
the  original  section  16,  the  Medicine  Hat 
'  News,'  speaks  as  follows  :— 

A  general  feeling  of  relief  and  pleasure  is 
being  experienced  throughout  the  Territories 
by  reason  of  the  announcement  that  the  Auton- 
omy Bill  has  been  re-introduced  with  the  edu- 
cational clauses  modi&ecl  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  people  principally  concerned  and  their 
representatives  in  parliament.  The  provisions 
affecting  the  school  question  are  now  so  framed 
as  to  maintain  in  the  west  the  same  system 
which  has  been  in  vogue  in  the  past  and  under 
the  conditions  of  which  educational  matters 
were  conducted  mcst  harmoniously.  The 
amended  clauses  have  already  met  with  the 
endorsation  of  the  leading  papers  in  the  Ter- 
ritories, including  the  Calgary  '  Herald  '  and 
others  which  were  greatly  concerned  as  to  the 
effect  which  would  be  the  outcome  of  the 
clause  as  originally  presented. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  May  I  ask  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  was  present  when 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Lake)  who  spoke  last 
night  read  the  account  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Reform  party  convened  at  Indian  Head, 
which  passed  a  strong  resolution  against 
interference  with  the  Territories. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule) 
surely  understands  that  you  will  never  get 
unanimity  of  opinion  over  a  great  area  like 
this.  The  people  in  some  quarters  hold  a 
contrary  opinion  to  that  of  the  government, 
sometimes  a  contrary  opinion  from  that  of 
their  neighbours.  The  Reform  party  has 
always  been  specifically  a  party  in  which 
divergence  of  opinion  has  existed  and  is 
not  only  permitted  but  expected. 

Mr.  J.  J.  Young,  who  Is  a  Conservative 
member  of  the  .legislature  for  Calgary,  and 
the  proprietor  of  the  Calgary  'Herald,'  made 
a  statement  immediately  after  the  Intro- 
duction of  the  original  Bills,  In  the  course 
of  which  he  said  : 

As  to  the  school  question,  the  present  ar- 
rangement is  working  satisfactorily,  and  -  as 
long  as  the  federal  authorities  leave  things  as 
they  are,  I  apprehend  that  there  will  be  no 
serious  opposition  from  the  Intelligent  portion 
of  the  electorate. 

The  Toronto  '  Globe '  had  a  correspondent 
in  the  west  at  the  time  these  Bills  were  In- 
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trodueed,  Mr.  Ewan.  In  oue  of  his  letters 
lie  stated  : 

Their  attitude  towards  the  school  question  Is 
similar.  Without  exception  all  those  I  have 
spoken  to  have  no  apprehensions  with  regard  to 
that  feature  of  the  settlement.  They  know  by 
experience  the  system  they  have  got.  They  are 
perfectly  satisfied  with  it.  and  if  Its  continuance 
is  a  part  of  the  settlement  there  will  be  no  ob- 
jection from  the  people  of  the  Territories.  The 
Catholic  portion  of  the  population  have  at  times 
exhibited  dissatisfaction,  but  it  has  never  been 
very  serious,  and  the  general  expression  Is 
that  if  the  present  system  is  continued,  prac- 
tically everybody  will  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  he  read  the  !ast  letter  in  the 
series,  the  one  written  from  Moosejaw  V 
In  summing  up  the  situation  he  declared  em- 
phatically that  the  sentiment  of  the  people 
was  against  it.  I  think  that  was  written 
by  Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  have  a  large  number  of 
friends  in  Moosejaw,  and  I  have  heard  from 
numbers  of  them  since  the  modifications 
were  made  to  these  Bills,  and  I  think  I  may 
say  that  they  are  quite  satisfied  with  the 
modified  Bill.  Moosejaw  is  in  my  own  con- 
stituency. Now  take  the  expression  of 
opinion  at  Regina,  my  own  town.  When  the 
Bills  were  first  introduced  and  It  was 
thought  that  the  school  clause  would  con- 
tinue the  present  situation,  the  Winnipeg 
'  Free  Press '  the  next  morning  contained 
the  following  despatch  from  Regina  : 

Now  that  the  people  of  Regina  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  studying  full  details  of  the  au- 
tonomy measures,  the  approval  Is  even  more 
pronounced  than  was  expressed  over  the  fore- 
casts. The  final  terms  are  accepted  on  all 
hands  as  not  only  satisfactory  but  generous,  in 
fact  one  and  all  regard  the  terms  as  much  more 
favourable  than  could  reasonably  have  been  ex- 
pected. So  far  your  correspondent  has  not 
heard  one  word  expressed  that  was  not  in  praise 
of  the  measures  submitted  to  parliament  by 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  yesterday. 

In  last  evening's  Toronto  '  Globe '  there 
was  an  account  of  a  protesting  meeting  In 
Toronto. 

Rev.  Dr.  Chown  said  he  was  in  Regina  when 
the  news  of  the  details  of  the  Autonomy  Bills 
arrived.  Every  detail  of  these  Bills  was  talked 
about  except  the  school  clausus,  and  the  same 
was  the  case  in  other  parts  of  the  west. 

In  Letbbridge  there  Is  a  Conservative 
paper  called  the  '  News,'  which  stated  on 
March  16  : 

The  separate  school  question  in  respect  to 
the  new  Northwest  provinces  continues  to  ex- 
ercise politicians  in  the  east,  and  to  read  some 
of  the  articles  published,  one  would  be  led  to 
conceive  the  idea  that  people  in  the  west  were 
violently  opposed  to  a  continuation  of  the  sys- 
tem that  has  been  in  existence  since  the  open- 
ing up  of  the  country,  which,  in  fact,  has  given 
such  general  satisfaction  that  but  few  people 
have  ever  been  induced  to  inquire  Into  the 
basis  on  which  separate  schools  in  the  west 
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were  founded.  These  people  In  the  east  who 
are  doing  their  best  to  stir  up  religious  strife 
are  no  friends  of  the  west,  which  is  wide  enough 
in  area,  aspirations  and  religious  toleration,  to 
permit  a  system  of  schools  which  are  a  con- 
cession to  religious  views  without  being  a 
detriment  to  the  educational  standard  adopted 
for  the  country  and  inflicting  no  injustice  on 
any  one  in  the  community. 

It  concludes  with  the  statement : 

It  is  stated  that  the  Northwest  members  will 
give  unanimous  support  to  a  clause  continuing 
the  present  privileges,  but  no  more,  and  in 
taking  this  stand  we  believe  they  are  fairly 
representing  the  feelings  of  the  people  as  a 
whole. 

I  have  another  expression  of  opinion  from 
the  Calgary  '  Herald,'  with  particular  refer- 
ence to  a  gentleman  in  Toronto  who  is  so 
much  exercised  on  this  question — the  Cal- 
gary '  Herald '  is  a  Conservative  journal : 

A  few  journalistic  firebrands  in  Ontario  are 
as  busy  these  days  as  hens  in  the  month  of 
April.  The  basis  of  their  activity  is  to  be 
found  in  a  pathetic  anxiety  for  the  educational 
fate  of  the  new  northwestern  provinces.  We 
have  not  asked  them  to  be  anxious,  we  are  not 
In  fear  ourselves,  and  yet  they  worry  dread- 
fully lest  his  Holiness  whose  home  Is  on  the 
banks  of  the  Tiber  jollies  or  jockles  or  lobbies 
us  into  something  really  very  awful. 

One  of  the  most  distracted  of  these  gentle- 
men is  J.  S.  Willison,  who  moulds  public  opin- 
ion down  east  through  the  medium  of  the  To- 
ronto '  News.'  Prior  to  January  26  last,  he  was 
engaged  in  a  long  and  most  strenuous  effort  to 
oust  Mr.  Ross  &  Co.,  and  with  the  incidental 
assistance  of  tens  upon  tens  of  thousands  of  In- 
telligent voters  he  won  a  victory  over  his  foes 
somewhat  in  the  style  in  which  Bill  Adams  put 
Napoleon  to  flight  at  Waterloo.  The  '  News  ' 
had  then  a  just  and  sensible  cause  to  advocate 
and  success  Is  as  easy  under  such  circumstances 
as  taking  candy  from  a  child. 

Exhiliarated  by  his  recent  victory  Mr.  Willi- 
son has  again  removed  his  coat  and  has  con- 
stituted himself  the  champion  of  a  cause  which 
affects  people  two  thousand  miles  from  the 
sanctum  where  he  wields  his  anti-papal  pen. 
He  is  determined  that  come  what  may  Willison 
and  not  the  Pope  is  to  be  the  educational  dic- 
tator of  the  western  provinces.  The  hierarchy 
are  to  be  made  to  run  away  back  and  sit  down. 

Unasked  advice  is  seldom  enjoyed.  News- 
paper blatherskites  two  thousand  miles  away 
should  be  heavily  discounted.  There  is  no 
room  for  any  religious  clash  out  here.  We  have 
more  Important  duties  to  perform. 

That  Is  from  the  chief  Conservative  paper 
In  the  Territories.  Then  a  letter  from 
Medicine  Hat : 

All  are  pretty  well  satisfied  with  the  school 
law  in  the  Territories,  and  that  is  what  Is 
going  to  be  continued  as  I  understand  it. 

A  gentleman  in  Regina  writing  on  Febru- 
ary 27  : 

As  to  the  Autonomy  Bill,  the  satisfaction  Is 
very  great,  the  dissatisfaction  not  visible  to 
the  naked  eye. 

Another  gentleman  from  Regina  with  re- 
gard to  the  schools  : 
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Prior  to  the  reading  of  the  Bill  every  one 
I  spoke  to  was  perfectly  agreeable  and  satis- 
fled,  so  long  as  the  present  school  law  was  not 
changed. 

Another  gentleman  from  Yellow  Grass, 
for  many  years  a  school  teacher  : 

First  let  me  say  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Autonomy  Bill  were  better  than  I  expected  from 
a  financial  standpoint.  I  must  express  my 
satisfaction  with  the  terms  secured  by  the 
Northwest.  The  result  is  all  that  could  have 
been  expected.  As  regards  the  educational 
clauses,  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the  old  law. 
I  am  not  competent  to  Judge  of  how  far  the  pro- 
posed clauses  exceed  the  clauses  in  the  North- 
west Territories  Act,  but  where  they  do  I  be- 
lieve Sifton  and  others  are  justified  in  opposing 
them.  But  I  prefer  that  this  .question  as  an 
issue  be  removed  from  the  provincial  field.  So 
long  as  the  assembly  retains  control  and  en- 
forces uniformity  of  teachers'  qualifications, 
books,  curricula  and  inspection,  we  have  nothing 
to  dread  from  the  '  narrow  and  illiterate ' 
separate  school  products.  In  fact  I  feel  that 
we  lose  sight  of  our  main  privilege  that  we  may 
always,  when  we  so  desire,  aot  In  unity  and 
harmony  with  our  Catholic  neighbours,  and  my 
experience  with  the  Catholic  laity  Is  that  they 
will  meet  us  half  way. 

I  cannot  but  commend  the  unselfish  interest  of 
the  Toronto  '  News,'  Sam.  Hughes  and  others  in 
our  education.  As  for  the  position  taken  by 
Sifton,  I  hope  he  is  prepared"  to  agree  to  the 
re-enactment  of  the  old  law.  I  could  not  fol- 
low him  further  than  that.  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  in  justifying  before  the 
electorate  an  adherence  to  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories Act.  To  so  many  of  us  the  matter  does 
not  appeal,  as  the  Catholic  population  in  most 
settlements  is  so  small  as  to  'have  no  power  ; 
in  other  settlements  so  largely  in  the  majority 
that  the  question  is  unimportant.  In  no  case 
have  I  known  of  a  duplication  of  schools  when 
not  required.  Considered  on  its  merits  from  a 
practical  view-point  and  leaving  sentiment 
aside  the  question  is  unimportant  so  long  as 
uniformity  is  maintained  in  the  course  of 
studies  and  general  efficiency.  ' 

I  think  my  hon.  friend  referred  to  a  meet- 
ing held  at  Medicine  Hat  where  some  resolu- 
tions were  adopted.  A  gentlemen  writing 
from  Medicine  Hat  says  : 

You  will  get  a  copy  of  them,  but  don't  think 
they  express  the  true  opinion  of  the  peonle  of 
Medicine  Hat  or  even  of  the  meeting,  for  they 
don't.  ' 

So.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  are  justified 
in  concluding  that  these  measures  in  all 
respects  are  eminently  satisfactory  to  the 
people  who  are  mainly  concerned.  I  pro- 
mised to  give  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  some  further  information  in  regard  to 
petitions.  I  believe  it  is  a  fact  as  I  have 
stated,  that  the  majority  of  the  signatures 
in  the  Northwest  Terltorles  to  those  peti- 
tions against  this  legislation,  were  given 
ngadnst  the  interpretation  placed  upon  the 
original  section  16.  either  that  or  they  were 
given  under  an  absolute  misapprehension. 
A  gentleman  writes  me  from  Moosejaw  : 


Moosejaw,  N.W.T., 

March  20,  1905. 

Walter  Scott,  Esq.,  M.P.,  . 
Ottawa. 

Dear  Sir— I  take  the  liberty  to  write  you  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  out  a  little  more  than 
I  know  at  present  concerning  the  school  ques- 
tion. Now,  Sir,  I  am  an  Orangeman  ;  in  fact 
I  hold  the  position  of  master  in  our  lodge.  I 
have  already  signed  a  petition  against  the 
government's  imposing  a  separate  school  law 
upon  the  two  new  provinces.  But  this  was 
before  I  stopped  to  consider  the  matter  care- 
fully. I  read  a  letter  written  by  you  to  the 
Maple  Creek  Orange  lodge  secretary,  which 
puts  a  different  light  on  the  subject.  If  this  is 
straight,  which  I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
It  Is,  we  are  harping  about  a  thing  which  has 
been  in  our  midst  for  years  and  not  a  new 
thing  at  all  as  has  been  represented  to  us 
here.  ...  If  you  have  time  I  want  you  to 
answer  and  let  me  know  In  brief  the  real  mean- 
ing of  the  situation  in  this  separate  school 
matter. 

I  believe  that  expression  represents  the 
views  of  most  of  the  people  who  have  been 
signing  these  protests  and  petitions.  I  be- 
lieve that  practically  everybody  in  the  Ter- 
ritories, ninety-nine  people  out  of  a  hun- 
dred, would  prefer  to  have  these  schools 
continued  in  the  same  way  as  they  have 
been  carried  on  for  the  last  fourteen  years. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  In  reply  to  that  state- 
ment, may  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  this 
question :  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
these  people  were  directing  their  attention 
to  the  original  clause  16  and  were  not  aware 
of  the  modification,  or  otherwise  they  would 
be  satisfied.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  most  of 
the  petitions  only  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  government  would  not,  by  any  enact- 
ment or  otherwise  Interfere  with  the  free- 
dom of  the  provinces  in  legislating  in  re- 
gard to  education  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  venture  to  say  that  every 
one  of  these  petitions  originated  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  about  as  nearly 
correct  as  the  other  statement 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  venture  to  state  again 
that  most  of  the  people  who  signed  these 
petitions  will  later  on  express  themselves  as 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  school  constitu- 
tion. I  say  again  that  the  proposition  in 
the  Bills  is  not  a  compromise  to  me  at  all. 
It  is  purely  and  exactly  what  I  myself,  and 
I  believe  the  majority  of  the  members  from 
the  Northwest  Territories,  wanted  placed 
in  the  Bills.  We  have  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  In  this  very  delicate  and  difficult 
matter  of  religion  in  connection  with  edu- 
cation reached  a  solution  which  has  been 
in  effect  for  fourteen  years,  which  has  no 
superior  in  any  province  of  Canada,  not  ex- 
cluding the  province  of  Manitoba,  not  exclud- 
ing the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  or  any 
other  province.  We  have  the  most  satis- 
factory solution  of  this  difHcult  subject  that 
is  to  be  found  anywhere  in  Canada,  and 
why  should  we  take  away  the  advantages 
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of  that  solution  from  the  people  in  the  initi- 
ation of  these  new  provinces  ?  Why  should 
we  endanger  the  future  prosperity  of  these 
provinces  by  subjecting  them  to  the  possi- 
bility of  an  agitation  over  this  difficult  and 
delicate  matter  ?  The  proposition  which  is 
contained  in  these  Bills  is  the  most  success- 
ful and  satisfactory  proposition  that  could 
be  devised  in  respect  to  this  subject.  Yet 
there  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  disturbed 
state  of  feeling  existing  in  various  other 
parts  of  the  country— a  disturbance  fraught 
with  exceeding  danger.  There  are  two  men 
in  this  country  who  could  in  a  day  settle 
all  further  difficulty  in  this  matter.  There 
is  practically  a  unanimity  of  opinion  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  amongst  all 
Liberals  throughout  Canada  on  this  ques- 
tion. There  are  two  men  who  could  in  a 
day  take  all  possible  further  danger  out  of 
this  question.  These  two  men  are  Mr.  Haul- 
tain,  who,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he 
lacks  the  constitutional  position  to  enable 
bim  to  represent  the  Northwest  Territories, 
is  still  bound  to  be  held  by  a  great  many 
people  as  being  in  a  sense  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Territories  in  this  matter.  If 
Mr.  Haultain  and  the  hon.  leader  of  the  op- 
position together  could  bring  themselves  to 
the  plane  that  was  adopted  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  in 
this  House,  entirely  above  party  politics  and 
take  a  patriotic  stand,  I  say  that  we  would 
come  to  a  satisfactory  settlement  in  regard 
to  this  question  in  a  day  or  a  week,  and  that 
we  would  hear  no  more  about  this  difficulty 
in  connection  with  the  Northwest  Autonomy 
Bills.  If  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
were  here,  I  would  like  to  quote  to  him 
some  very  admirable  words  to  which  he 
gave  voice  in  1896  : 

Let  us  plant  our  feet  in  the  firm  path  of 
constitutional  compact  and  agreement,  of  good 
faith,  and  of  honest,  fair  dealing.  Let  us  take 
and  pass  on  that  gleaming  torch  of  prudent 
compromise  under  whose  kindly  light  the  fa- 
thers of  the  confederation  marched  safely 
through  in  times  far  more  troublous  and  far 
less  advanced  than  ours,  into  an  era  of  har- 
mony and  continued  peace. 

The  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  made 
a  very  excellent  speech  In  1896,  which  would 
apply  with  far  greater  and  more  proper 
force  to  the  present  situation  than  It  did  to 
the  suggested  legislation  of  that  time  ;  and 
if  he  were  here,  I  would  say  to  him  that  I 
think  that  if  ten  years  from  this  he  reads 
both  of  these  speeches— the  speech  of  1896 
and  the  speech  of  1905— he  will  be  far 
prouder  of  his  1896  speech  than  he  will  be 
of  the  speech  which  he  delivered  two  days 
ago  in  this  House. 

I  repeat,  In  conclusion,  that  I  am 
satisfied  with  the  propositions  contained  in 
these  Bills  and  that  they  are  the  most  im- 
portant that  ever  have  been  presented  to 
this  parliament  nobody  disputes.  I  am 
satisfied  that  they  will  result  not  only  In 
the  immediate  future,  but  in  the  inter- 
Mr.  SCOTT. 


mediate  future  as  well  as  in  the  far  future, 
in  the  existence  of  two  provinces  In  no 
sense  inferior  to,  in  every  way  equal  with, 
their  sister  provinces — enjoying  absolute 
religious  equality,  full  provincial  rights,  an 
efficient  free  public  or  common,  non-sec- 
tarian school  system  controlled  by  the  state 
and  on  a  plan  guaranteeing  the  perfect 
autonomy  of  every  conscience  and  scruple 
—in  a  word,  enjoying  freedom  in  every 
reasonable  and  British  sense  of  the 
term  ;— and  that  the  provisions  of  these 
Bills  will  enable  the  people  of  these 
new  provinces  to  carry  on  their  great  work 
and  fulfil  the  duties  that  fall  upon  them  as 
self-governing  provinces  in  this  Dominion 
with  every  measure  of  success.  When  I  re- 
member that  this  government  and  this  par- 
liament are  undertaking,  in  addition  to  the 
generous  terms  which  I  have  already  de- 
scribed, to  bear  the  cost  of  the  lands  ad- 
ministration, that  they  are  undertaking  to 
continue  the  free  homesteading  policy,  that 
they  are  undertaking  to  continue  to  main- 
tain an  active  immigration  policy,  that  they 
are  undertaking  to  continue  the  Northwest 
Mounted  Police  in  that  country  for  some 
time  and  that  they  are  aiding  and  continu- 
ing to  aid  great  railway  projects  in  these 
new  provinces.  I  say,  and  I  am  sure  that 
in  so  saying  I  voice  the  sentiment  of  the 
Northwest  people,  that  these  measures  are 
based  upon  those  principles  of  justice,  equ- 
ality and  above  these,  generosity,  the  ob- 
servance of  which  in  his  whole  public  life 
ha3  contributed  to  the  position  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment holds  in  the  confidence  and  affection 
of  the  people  of  Canada. 

I  trust,  that,  notwithstanding  the  threats 
that  were  made  this  afternoon  across  the* 
floor  of  the  House,  the  1st  of  July  next, 
the  38th  anniversary  of  the  birth  of  con- 
federation, will  witness  the  admission  of 
these  twin  provinces  into  the  full  sisterhood 
of  the  provincial  communion  to  continue 
In  a  path  of  development  already  well  start- 
ed and  which  each  and  every  one  of  us 
may  hope  will  lead  as  the  years  go  by  to 
greater  and  greater  magnitude  and  perfec- 
tion—helping to  make  In  still  more  pro- 
nounced degree  this  fair  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada the  proudest  gem  in  the  great  galaxy 
j  of  nations  forming  the  British  Empire. 

|  Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

!  On  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  House 
adjourned  at  11.05  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  April  3,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 
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QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  R.  S.  LAKE  (Qu'Appelle).  Mr.  Speak- 
er, before  the  Orders  of  tbe  Day«are  called, 
I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege  to  call  at- 
tention to  a  misrepresentation  of  my  re- 
marks of  last  Thursday  evening,  which  ap- 
peared in  the  '  Globe '  newspaper  on  the 
3lst  of  March.  I  spoke  at  such  a  late  hour 
that  I  can  readily  understand  that  some 
mistakes  might  have  crept  in,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  the  representatives  of  that  paper 
will  be  very  glad  to  make  the  correction. 
In  the  '  Globe '  report  I  am  credited  with 
having  said  that  I  approved  of  the  teaching 
of  religious  doctrine  in  the  schools,  al- 
though I  regretted  the  opportunity  was  not 
always  availed  of.  My  actual  remarks 
were  'that  doctrine  and  dogma  should  be 
kept  to  the  church  and  to  the  home.'  The 
report  went  on  to  say  : 

Although  many  Catholics  sant  their  children 
to  the  public  schools,  many  desired  to  have 
separate  schools. 

I  did  not  express  any  such  opinion  in  the 
remarks  I  made. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  45)  re- 
specting the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany of  Canada.— Mr.  Macdonald. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  When  that  Bill  was 
before  the  Railway  Committee,  there  was 
an  understanding  that  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways was  to  make  a  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  It. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.'  It  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  government  to  Introduce  a 
Bill  to  secure  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
running  rights  over  the  Canada  Atlantic. 
We  thought  it  preferable  not  to  do  it  while 
amending  this  Bill,  but  to  introduce  legisla- 
tion for  that  specific  purpose. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Should  not  the 
two  propositions  be  before  the  House  at 
the  same  time  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  think  not. 
I  said  that  the  government  would  consider 
the  matter,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
to  bring  down  a  separate  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
running  rights  over  the  Canada  Atlantic. 
We  thought  It  better  to  do  it  this  way  than 
by  an  amendment  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  should  think  it 
would  be  very  proper  for  the  House  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  terms  and  con- 
ditions upon  which  those  running  rights 
are  to  be  granted  before  we  proceed  with 
the  discussion  of  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  fol- 
lowing. Of  course,  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  made  a  very  informal  and  not  a 
very  full  announcement.  What  we  were 
led  to  expect  from  the  Minister  of  Rail- 


ways was  something  of  a  different  nature, 
something  which  would  give  the  House 
pretty  definite  information  as  to  what  the 
exact  proposals  of  the  government  are  in 
that  regard,  and  I  would  think  that  it  would 
be  only  right  and  proper,  under  the  circum- 
stances, that  we  should  have  tbe  Informa- 
tion before  this  Bill  goes  out  of  committee. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Before  the 
third  reading  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  No ;  before  this 
Bill  and  the  following  one  go  out  of  com- 
mittee. That  is  the  course  which  has  been 
observed  on  other  occasions  under  similar 
conditions. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  What  more 
definite  statement  does  my  hon.  friend 
want  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  We  would  like  ex- 
actly the  terms  and  conditions  and  tbe  ar- 
rangements, generally  speaking. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  How  are  you  to 
get  on  to  the  Canada  Atlantic  from  Mon- 
treal ?  There  are  thirty  miles  from  Mon- 
treal to  the  eastern  terminal  of  the  Canada 
Atlantic.  How  do  you  propose  to  connect 
them  ?  In  the  Railway  Committee  the 
Finance  Minister  promised  that  an  explan- 
ation would  be  given  in  that  committee. 
It  was  not  forthcoming  there,  but  we  were 
promised  it  in  this  House. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MACDONALD.  I  would  like 
to  point  out  to  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
York  that  be  is  hardly  accurate  when  he 
says  there  was  to  have  been  a  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  before 
the  Railway  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  Finance 
Minister  promised  one. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  discussing  the  question  at  all. 

Mir.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  According  to 
my  recollection,  we  had  that  assurance  from 
the  hon.  minister. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  did  not  speak  on  It 
at  all. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  asked  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  for  a  statement,  and  be 
said  that  before  the  Bdll  went  through  the 
committee  it  would  be  given.  Of  course,  I 
am  very  glad  to  accept  his  statement ;  but 
I  am  under  the  impression  that  we  had  that 
promise  in  the  Railway  Committee  and  also 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  Minister  of  Railways 
in  the  Railway  Committee  made  the  distinct 
promise  that  in  this  House  he  would  make 
a  statement. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  Under  the  cir 
cumstances,  I  will  ask  the  committee  to 
rise  and  report  progress. 

Progress  reported. 
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TITLE  GUARANTEE  AND  TRUST  COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  99)  to 
Incorporate  the  Title  Guarantee  and  Trust 
Company. — Mr.  Campbell. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Before  you  take  up  sec- 
tion 9,  it  seems  to  me  that  whoever  is  res- , 
ponsible  for  the  Bill  should  give  us  a  little 
information  with  regard  to  it  on  two  points.  I 
Have  we  been  In  the  habit  of  incorporating 
trust  companies  with  these  powers  and  how 
do  these  powers  compare  with  those  given 
trust  companies  which  are  incorporated  by  I 
a  provincial  legislature,  for  instance,  by  the 
legislature  of  Ontario?   In  the  province  of 
Ontario,  I  know,  legislation  with  regard : 
to  trust  companies  has  been  pretty  stringent 
and  somewhat  exclusive  ;  in  fact  the  late  j 
government  adopted  a  policy  of  not  incorpor- 
ating for  the  present  any  larger  number 
of  trust  companies  than  were  there  already.  | 
Their  powers  in  Ontario  are  ltmited,  and 
the  restrictions  put  upon  them  are  very 
considerable.    Now  I  see  you  make  a  trust  j 
company  here,  then  you  add  to  that  another  j 
function,  that  of  guaranteeing  titles  in  a 1 
very  wide  manner.    I  should  like  to  have 
more  information. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  lion,  gentleman  who 
is  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Campbell)  is 
not  present  at  the  moment.  The  matter 
was  considered  by  the  committee,  and  they 
found  that  this  Bill  was  in  conformity  with 
the  charters  already  granted  by  this  parlia- 
ment. I  have  not  had  in  mind  so  much  the 
practice  of  the  Ontario  legislature,  but  as 
this  is  entirely  within  the  lines  of  charters 
already  outstanding  granted  by  this  parlia- 
ment, I  see  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Will  the  minister  mention 
the  names  of  trust  companies  which  have 
been  incorporated  by  the  Dominion  and  are 
now  doing  business  in  the  Dominion,  that  j 
have  these  i>owers  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  Royal  Trust  Com- 
pany is  one  I  have  in  my  mind,  it  is  a  very 
large  company  originating  in  Montreal, 
partly  made  up,  I  think,  of  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  Bank  of  Montreal  and  other 
large  institutions.  They  have,  I  am  ad- 
vised, all  the  powers  that  are  given  to  this 
company. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Royal  Trust  Com- 
pany is  rather  a  peculiar  one,  made  up,  as 
the  Finance  Minister  has  said,  in  part  of  the 
gentlemen  connected  with  the  Bank  of  Mont- 
real or  being  an  adjunct  to  that  bank,  al- 
though I  believe  it  has  large  trust  powers. 
But  the  trouble  is  this,  that  if  capital  puts 
itself  into  trust  companies  under  a  provin- 
cial corporation,  of  the  province  of  Ontario 
for  Instance,  and  then  pays  its  license  fee 
to  work  In  other  provinces,  there  ought  to 
be  some  care  taken  that  this  parliament 
should  not  step  in  and  give  extraordinary 
powers  to  a  trust  company  which  in  the 
work  of  competition  and  business,  would 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER 


give  It  a  large  advantage  over  the  trust  com- 
panies which  are  incorporated  by  a  province 
and  which  cannot  get  more  than  certain 
powers.  Unless  there  Is  some  very  good 
reason  that  I  do  not  see,  it  ought  not  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  have  no  special  de- 
sire to  press  this  Bill.  But  I  fail  to  see 
that  we  are  obliged,  in  passing  Dominion 
legislation,  to  be  governed  by  what  may  be 
done  in  any  of  the  provinces.  We  might 
learn  something  of  course  from  provincial 
legislation,  if  we  can  ;  but  if  we  grant  these 
privileges  to  one  company  why  surely  we 
must  be  prepared  to  grant  them  to  other 
companies  under  equal  conditions,  and  that 
is  exactly  what  we  are  doing.  Whether  we 
are  giving  more  or  less  powers  than  have 
been  granted  by  a  provincial  legislature,  Is 
a  question  which  I  am  not  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss, nor  do  I  think  It  Is  very  important 
to  us. 

Mr.  FOSTEK.  Well,  what  will  be  the 
distinction  between  titles  and  trust  com- 
panies, for  Instance  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  would  call  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  section  18  which 
reads  : 

The  powers  and  authorities  hereby  granted  to 
Ihe  company  shall  not  have  any  force  or  effect 
in  any  province  In  any  respect  in  which  they 
are  Inconsistent  with  the  laws  of  such  province. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  covers  en- 
tirely the  point  my  hon.  friend  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Would  that  cover  the 
point  I  raised,  that  is,  would  it  act  as  a  bar 
to  their  doing  business  in  the  province  of 
Ontario?  For  instance,  suppose  it  is  true  that 
there  are  no  trust  companies  incorporated 
by  the  province  of  Ontario  that  have  these 
powers  joined  to  a  trust  company,  before 
you  incorporate  this  company,  does  that  sec- 
tion have  the  effect  of  making  it  impossible 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  for  them  to  carry 
out  their  business,  quoad  the  guarantee  of 
titles  and  the  like  of  that  ?  If  that  be  the 
meaning,  it  meets  the  objection  that  I 
raised. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  would  not  like  to  say 
that  It  goes  as  far  as  that.  That  Is  quite 
a  debatable  point.  But  I  would  take  that 
to  mean  that  the  general  law  of  the  pro- 
vince with  regard  to  trusts,  for  example, 
would  have  to  prevail ;  this  company  only 
could  do  business  subject  to  the  general 
law. 

Section  8  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  9,— business  of  company  ;  guar- 
antee of  titles  to  property  ;  '  title  insurance.' 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Would  the  promoter  of 
the  BUI  explain  that  clause  and  the  modus 
operandi  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  promoter  of  the  Bill 
is  not  present.  I  do  not  know  If  be  has  In- 
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structed  any  hon.  gentleman  to  represent 
him.  I  do  not  want  to  press  the  Bill  unduly. 

Mr.  FOSTEK.  I  am  sorry  to  object,  but 
it  is  getting  too  much  of  a  habit  to  go  on 
with  a  Bill  iu  the  absence  of  its  promoter, 
and  then  to  suppose  that  out  of  courtesy  It 
is  going  through.  These  are  important 
points  that  may  be  all  right,  but  we  would 
like  to  discuss  this  Bill  a  little.  I  suggest 
that  the  Bill  better  not  be  gone  on  with  un- 
til the  promoter  is  here. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  not  concerned  in 
the  promotion  of  the  Bill.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wishes  it  to  stand  over  I  have  no 
objection.  But  I  do  not  see  any  objection 
to  that  clause ;  it  is  necessary  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  business  of  title  insurance. 
This  section  corresponds  with  section  2  of 
an  Act  of  1903.  with  respect  to  the  Dominion 
Burglary  Guarantee  Company.  There  is 
nothing  new  in  it  ;  it  is  to  enable  them  to 
do  this  class  of  business,  if  there  is  no  ob- 
jection to  their  doing  that  class  of  business 
in  Canada.  It  is  done  elsewhere  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  and  only  to  a  small  extent 
in  Canada.  • 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  what  way  is  this  busi- 
ness carried  on  ? 

Mr.  OSLER.  This  is  purely  the  guaran- 
teeing of  laud  titles.  These  are  powers 
that  will  never  be  exercised  because  no- 
body will  consent  to  pay  anything  for 
this  guarantee.  It  is  quite  worthless,  but 
It  the  committee  think  well  to  pass  this 
clause  it  is  quite  a  proper  and  necessary 
c'.ause.  This  is  a  clause  governing  com- 
panies which  guarantee  the  validity  of  titles. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  For  a  money  consideration? 

Mr.  OSLER.    Yes,  they  Issue  a  policy. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  danger  of  it  is  that 
there  is  the  possibility  of  it  being  put  in 
the  power  of  certain  parties  to  go  out 
cmongst  the  people  and  create  a  suspicion 
i'j  regard  to  their  titles,  thus  securing  from 
these  people  the  business  of  guaranteeing 
their  titles.  A  great  many  people  know 
very  little  about  law  or  about  the  validity 
of  titles,  and  it  would  be  the  easiest  thing 
in  the  world  to  make  these  people  believe 
that  there  was  some  danger  and  consequent- 
ly some  advantage  to  be  gained  by  having 
the  company  guarantee  their  titles,  the 
people  paying  a  consideration  for  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  This  Is  a  description 
of  business  that  is  known  very  well  in  the 
United  States  where  It  is  carried  on  quite 
extensively.  Any  person  desiring  to  pur- 
chase property — property,  perhaps,  of  a  very 
great  value— will  place  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  one  of  these  companies  which  has 
always  on  hand  a  staff  of  experts  in  regard 
tj  titles.  They  examine  the  title  and  then 
for  a  small  consideration  they  guarantee 
cut  of  the  capital  of  the  company  that  the 


title  is  a  valid  one  and  If  afterwards  any 
defect  in  the  title  arise  It  is  made  good 
under  the  terms  of  the  policy  which  the 
company  issues.  It  is  really  a  description 
of  insurance.  It  is  the  Insuring  of  titles. 
1  ney  examine  the  titles  just  as  an  insurance 
company  examines  an  individual  whose  life 
it  insures,  and  then  they  come  to  a  con- 
clusion as  to  what  premium  should  be 
demanded  for  Insuring  the  title.  Then,  they 
proceed  to  Issue  a  policy  by  which  the  title 
of  the  intending  purchaser  is  insured 
against  all  possible  claims  of  all  possible 
persons.  I  do  not  think  that  the  pro- 
visions of  such  laws  in  the  United  States 
have  ever  been  found  to  bring  about 
any  injustice  or  difficulty.  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  think  that  in  a  province  where 
the  system  of  land  titles  Is  good  the  com- 
pany would  have  very  little  business,  t  am 
sure  they  would  have  very  little  business 
in  any  province  where  the  Torrens  system  of 
titles  exists,  because  after  all  this  is  simply 
a  private  Torrens  system.  Instead  of  be- 
ing insured  by  the  government  as  you  are 
by  the  Torrens  system,  you  are  insured  by 
a  private  company  which  undertakes  that 
work  for  a  consideration. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  is  simply  combin- 
ing the  functions  of  an  Insurance  society 
with  those  of  a  trust  company.  The  ques- 
tion might  be  well  considered  as  to  whe- 
ther that  adds  to  the  security.  Certainly 
it  does  not  with  the  trust  company.  The 
|  guaranteeing  of  titles  would  be  a  bond  of 
indebtedness  upon  the  society  or  the  com- 
pany. Their  capital  would  be  liable  to  it. 
Trust  funds  and  their  Investments  have  al- 
ways been  hedged  around  with  the  most 
scrupulous  exactness  and  it  has  been  con- 
sidered that  everything  of  a  speculative 
or  hazardous  nature  should  be  eliminated. 
Our  provincial  law  prescribes  the  kinds  of 
securities  in  which  trust  company  funds 
can  be  invested,  and  they  can  only  be 
invested  in  such  securities  as  are  not  of  a 
speculative  or  hazardous  kind.  You  join 
with  a  trust  company  which  has  a  very  im- 
portant and  responsible  duty  to  perform,  and 
with  the  same  capital  that  carries  it  Is  an  in- 
surance business  which  is  much  more  specu- 
lative, much  more  liable  to  loss  and  contin- 
gencies of  risk.  You  subject  the  capital  that 
ought  to  be  very  closely  hedged  as  a  guaran- 
tee and  bond  for  trust  funds  to  the  more 
or  less  speculative  calls  of  an  insurance  com- 
pany. 1  can  quite  see  that  if  the  very  great- 
est care  is  taken  that  none  but  good  titles 
would  be  guaranteed  and  that  consequently 
the  loss  will  be  small,  you  could  use  that 
sort  of  an  argument  for  joining  these  busi- 
nesses together.  The  provincial  authorities 
have  only  gone  to  the  length  of  permitting 
a  trust  and  loan  business  to  be  carried  on 
together,  and  unless  good  reasons  can  be 
shown  for  combining  a  guarantee  and  in- 
surance business,  I  think  it  would  be  well 
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to  consider  the  question  before  passing  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Foster)  will  read  section  12  he  will 
see  that  provision  is  made  for  keeping  the 
tiust  moneys  absolutely  separate  aud  apart 
from  the  other  line  of  business. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  But  the  capital  of  the 
company  woula  be  liable  for  It  all. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Yes,  that  is  so.  But 
there  is  every  precaution  that  we  can  take 
by  legislation,  short  of  separating  the  two 
businesses,  that  the  guarantee  business  and 
the  business  of  a  trust  company  shall  be 
conducted  on  sound  principles  and  that  all 
the  moneys  received  for  the  purposes  of  the 
trust  company  shall  be  invested  separately 
and  apart  from  the  other  branch  of  the  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Would  it  be  in  accordance 
with  the  policy  of  the  Finance  Department 
to  give  a  trust  business  into  the  hands  of 
au  insurance  company  ?  Would  the  hon. 
member  incorporate  an  insurance  company 
and  add  to  the  powers  of  that  insurance 
company  the  powers  of  a  trust  company  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING,  there  is  a  precedent 
for  doing  that  to  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
done  in  this  Bill.  It  has  already  been  done 
to  the  extent  to  which  this  Bill  proposes 
to  unite  two  branches  of  business  together 
and  in  the  same  way  that  this  Bill  proposes 
to  do  It. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  it  ever  been  the 
policy  of  the  department  to  add  to  the 
powers  of  an  insurance  company  the  powers 
which  will  enable  it  to  become  a  trust  com- 
pany ?  I  think  you  absolutely  prohibit 
that  to-day.  But  here  you  are  In  this  way 
really  doing  it.  You  say  you  are  constituting 
a  trust  company  but  you  are  constituting 
an  insurance  company  and  you  are  adding 
to  that  iusurauce  company  the  powers  of 
a  trust  company.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
two  functions  are  not  In  accordance  with 
ench  other  and  that  they  ought  to  be  separ- 
ated. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  is  in  accordance  with 
a  precedent  already  establisbed.  How  far 
it  Is  a  wise  precedent  is  a  matter  of  debate. 
Hut  we  have  thought  that  inasmuch  as 
other  companies  have  obtained  these  pow- 
ers there  would  be  no  objection  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Only  one  other  company. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Besides  the  Royal  there 
is  another  one.  There  was  a  Bill  passed  in 
1904  constituting  a  company  called  the  Real 
Estate  Guarantee  and  Investment  Company. 
Therefore,  we  have  a  precedent  for  it.  It 
is  a  question  whether  It  Is  wise  to  permit 
these  businesses  to  be  united,  but  the  House 
and  the  committee  that  investigated  this 
matter  have  thought  that  in  this  instance 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


there  is  no  objection  to  uniting  these  two 

businesses. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  not  have  as  much 
objection  to  joining  the  real  estate  busi- 
ness with  insurance  in  the  way  of  Insuring 
titles,  because  they  are  cognate  subjects, 
but  when  you  propose  to  Join  an  Insurance, 
trust  and  loan  company,  I  think  you  are 
joining  two  matters  which  are  a  long  way 
apart,  aud  I  can  see  where  it  Is  not  wise  be- 
cause you  add  a  risky  business  to  a  busi- 
ness where  there  ought  not  to  be  the  least 
shadow  of  risk  allowed. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  has  never  been  the 
policy  of  the  department  to  join  a  Are  or 
l'fe  insurance  company  with  a  trust  com- 
pany. This  particular  branch  of  Insurance 
'ft  the  only  branch  which  has  been  associated 
with  a  trust  company. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  it  is  a  dangerous 
piece  of  business. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  hon.  minister 
says  it  has  not  been  the  custom  in  the 
other  matter.  Has  it  been  the  custom  In 
this  matter? 

Mr.  FIELDING.   In  several  cases. 

On  section  10 — company  authorized  to 
transact  other  business ;  subsection  (c), 
trustee. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  section  provides  that 
the  company  may  accept  certain  trusts. 
Some  words  have  been  added  in  committee. 
May  I  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  those  words 
are  and  how  they  come  in  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  words 
added  follow  the  phrase  '  and  perform  the 
duties  or  of  such  offices  or  trusts.'  and  the 
words  added  are  '  as  fully  as  and  completely 
as  any  person  so  appointed  could  do.' 

Mr.  FOSTER.   •  So  appointed.'  By  whom? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  gives  them  all  the 
powers  of  an  Individual. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  An  Individual  may  bo  ap- 
pointed to  do  anything.  But  the  expression 
here  is  '  so  appointed.'  If  It  means  '  appoint- 
ed '  by  a  court  or  other  judicial  authority, 
I  could  understand  it. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  section  provides 
that  the  company  may  : 

(c)  accept  and  execute  all  such  trusts  of 
every  description  as  are  entrusted  to  it  or 
which  are  committed  or  transferred  to  it  by 
any  order,  judgment  or  decree  of  any  court,  and  ■ 
may  execute  the  office  of  executor,  administrator, 
trustee,  accountant,  arbitrator,  adjuster,  audi- 
tor, receiver,  assignee,  liquidator,  sequestra- 
tor, guardian,  curator,  or  committee  of  a  luna- 
tic, and  perform  the  duties  of  such  offices  or 
trusts  as  fully  and  completely  as  any  person 
so  appointed  could  do. 

It  means  that  this  corporation  may  do 
anything  by  virtue  of  an  order  of  the  court 
that  an  individual  could  do. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  see  that.  It  says 
that  the  company  may  execute  trusts  com- 
mitted to  It  by  a  decree  of  that  court,  and 
may  execute  '  these  other  offices.'  This 
word  '  and '  seems  to  indicate  that  these 
offices  are  outside  of  the  judgment  or  decree 
of  any  court. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  But  which  one  of  these 
functions  might  not  properly  be  performed 
by  a  company  as  well  as  by  an  individual  ? 
Take  them  in  order :  Executor,  admini- 
strator, trustee,  and  so  on.  It  simply 
means  that  in  each  of  these  cases,  what  an 
individual  might  do  this  corporation  may  do. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  danger  in  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  think  the 
criticism  was  exactly  on  that  point.  It 
struck  me  that  the  words  '  so  appointed ' 
were  not  very  apt,  that  there  should  be  some 
other  expression  as,  'appointed  to  such  office' 
because  '  so  appointed  '  should  refer  to  some 
previous  words  concerning  appointment,  but 
there  is  no  previous  expression  of  that  kind. 
The  words  '  appointed  to  such  office '  would 
make  the  meaning  clearer. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  That  does  improve  it, 
I  believe.  I  move  that  the  subsection  be 
amended  so  as  to  read  '  as  fully  and  com- 
pletely as  any  person  appointed  to  such 
office  could  do.' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  would  call  the 
minister's  attention  to  lines  43  to  46  of  this 
section.  It  says  :  '  and  in  all  cases  where 
application  is  made  to  any  court,  judge  or 
prothonotary  for  appointment  to  any  such 
office  or  trust,  such  court,  judge  or  protho- 
notary may  appoint  the  company.'  In  some 
provinces,  at  least,  prothonotaries  have  no 
such  power  ;  I  do  not  know  if  any  such  pow- 
er might  be  here  implied.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  officers  who  have  such  powers  but 
are  not  here  named,  for  instances,  Masters 
in  Chancery,  or  in  my  own  province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  Masters  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
I  would  suggest  that  we  modify  the  section 
so  as  to  read  something  like  this  :  '  In  all 
cases  where  such  application  is  made  to  any 
court,  judge,  officer  or  person  having  author- 
ity to  make  appointment  to  such  office  or 
trust,  such  court,  judge,  officer  or  person 
may  appoint ' — and  so  on. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  drafting  of  the  Bill 
was  probably  made  with  a  view  to  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  province  from  which  it 
comes.  But,  as  the  Bill  is  general  in  its 
application,  it  should  read  so  as  to  carry 
out  that  idea.  I  do  not  think  the  draftsman 
of  the  Bill  will  object  to  the  suggestion.  I 
move  : 

That  in  subsection  '  c '  the  words  '  or  pro- 
thonotary for  '  be  stricken  out  and  the  follow- 
ing words  substituted  '  officer  or  person  having 
authority  to  make.' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Section  as  amended  agreed  to. 


On  section  11, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  provide  that  these  trust 
funds  shall  be  invested  in  first  mortgages, 
which  is  all  right,  but  you  go  on  and  say  that 
they  can  be  invested  in  'privileges  and  hypo- 
thecs.' What  are  the  privileges?  They  6eem 
to  be  an  airy  kind  of  security  to  offer  a 
blunt,  plain  farmer  when  he  talks  about 
trust  funds. 

Mr.  BRODBUR.  In  our  Civil  Code  there 
is  a  provision  with  regard  to  privileges  and 
hypothecs,  but  the  word  'privileges'  seems 
to  have  no  meaning  in  the  clause  and  should 
be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    What  is  a  hypothec? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.   A  mortgage. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    Is  it  a  first  mortgage? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.    Not  necessarily. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  think  it  wise  to 
invest  trust  funds  in  any  but  first  mort- 
gages; if  it  is  only  a  lien  it  may  be  a  very 
uncertain  kind  of  security. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  The  law  of  our  prov- 
ince provides  that  trust  funds  shall  be  in- 
vested only  in  first  mortgages. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  that  is  the  case,  then 
why  do  you  not  strike  out  the  words' '  privi- 
leges and  hypothecs?' 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  should  think  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  that. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  OSLER.  You  say  in  this  clause  that 
the  trustees  shall  see  that  the  security  is 
'ample.'  That  word  'ample'  is  an  extra- 
ordinary word  to  use  there. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  is  a  word  used  in  a 
previous  Act. 

Mr^FOSTER.  Perhaps  it  would  make  it 
more  binding  on  the  trustees  if  they  had  to 
see  that  the  security  was  ample.  The  rule 
to  trust  funds  is  tuat  50  per  cent  is  the 
utmost  that  should  be  taken,  but  of  course 
on  some  properties  you  might  lend  60  per 
cent  of  the  value  and  it  would  be  safer 
than  to  lend  50  per  cent  on  other  mortgages. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  practice  in  previ- 
ous charters  has  not  been  to  specify  any 
percentage,  but  to  insert  the  word  'ample.' 
We  might  hear  the  objections  to  these  dif- 
ferent clauses  and  still  leave  the  Bill  in 
committee  so  that  the  promoters  may  be 
heard. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  It  is  very  important 
that  trust  funds  shall  be  invested  only  on 
first-class  security,  and  I  am  much  in  accord 
with  the  idea  suggested  by  the  member  for 
North  Toronto.  I  think  we  should  not  con- 
nect the  insurance  business  with  the  trust 
business.  At  all  events,  the  provisions  of 
such  Bills  as  this  should  be  made  subject  to 
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the  law  In  each  province  with  regard  to  the 
Investment  of  trust  funds. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  When  we  come  to 
section  18  I  intend  to  move  to  insert  these 
words  which  are  found  in  some  other  chart- 
ers: 

The  powers  and  authorities  hereby  granted  to 
the  company  shall  be  exercised  subject  to  the 
laws  of  any  province  in  that  behalf. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  Inserting  these 
words. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  want  to  tell 
the  Minister  of  Finance  that  he  will  soon 
have  to  give  his  attention  to  some  kind  of 
legislation  regulating  the  trust  funds  of 
insurance  companies,  and  especially  life  in- 
surance companies.  He  will  need  to  legis- 
late with  the  view  of  getting  a  higher  grade 
of  securities  for  these  funds  and  Insisting 
on  more  frequent  publication  of  the  in- 
vestments. We  need  a  law  that  any  in- 
surance company  making  an  investment 
of  any  special  fund  to  the  amount  of,  say 
$100,000,  ought  to  make  it  public  within  a 
month  after  the  transaction.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion in  which  a  good  deal  of  interest  is  at 
present  being  taken.  Only  to-day  I  was 
talking  with  a  gentleman  who  is  rather 
well  posted  on  the  subject  and  he  said  that 
that  was  one  question  which  would  have 
to  be  taken  up  at  a  very  early  date.  I  re- 
ferred to  it  incidentally  the  other  day  and 
I  am  again  bringing  it  up  now  for  it  is  a 
matter  which  is  well  worthy  the  attention 
of  the  minister,  namely  the  revision  of  the 
law  in  regard  to  trust  funds  of  insurance 
companies  and  some  method  of  raising  the 
standard  of  these  investments.  There  should 
be  a  reform  also  In  the  direction  of  the  pub- 
lication, at  frequent  dates,  of  any  large  in- 
vestment made  by  any  insurance  company 
so  that  the  policy-holders  who  are  really 
the  ones  interested  in  these  great  trust 
funds,  should  know  the  way  that  money  is 
Invested. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  While  It  is  rather  broad- 
ening the  question,  I  may  say  that  my 
difficulty  so  far  has  been  In  keeping  the 
standard  up  to  the  point  at  which  we  now 
have  it  placed,  because  insurance  compa- 
nies have  frequently  made  representations 
to  me  that  our  rest  Actions '  in  regard  to 
investments  are  so  s<"-.-ere  that  they  cannot 
keep  their  funds  profitably  invested  under 
them,  and  in  consequence  they  are  not  able 
to  offer  as  good  terms  in  some  cases  as  are 
offered  by  other  companies  with  wider  lib- 
erty of  investment.  I  have  so  fax  resisted 
the  movement  to  make  the  standard  any 
lower  than  it  is  at  present.  When  we  re- 
strict the  investing  power  it  follows  that 
they  get  a  low  rate  of  iuterest. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Supposing  that  an  insu- 
rance company  from  the  United  States  is 
doing  business  In  Canada.  The  United 
States  Insurance  Company  has  a  certain 

Mr.  BRODEUR. 


limit  of  investment.  Is  that  limit  larger 
or  more  extensive  than  the  limit  which  la 
accorded  to  a  Canadian  company  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  investment  powers 
of  American  companies  are  as  a  rule  broad- 
er that  the  investing  powers  of  Canadian 
companies  and  the  British  companies  have 
also  broader  powers.  The  Canadian  com- 
panies complain  that  they  have  to  compete 
with  American  and  British  companies  on 
which  the  restrictions  are  not  so  great  so 
that  these  outside  companies  are  able  to 
earn  higher  rates  of  Interest.  However, 
the  main  interest  after  all  Is  to  see  that 
the  funds  are  safely  and  wisely  invested, 
and  I  have  had  to  differ  with  some  com- 
panies in  the  last  few  years  which  desired 
to  have  the  restrictions  removed. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  minister  would  say  that  the  class 
of  investments  of  the  Canadian  companies 
is  equal  to  that  of  the  British  or  American 
companies. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  They  have  powers  which 
we  do  not  grant ;  how  they  exercise  that 
power  is  another  question. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  think  we  will 
have  to  admit  that  the  class  of  security  Is 
better  In  the  other  two  countries  than  In 
Canada. 

On  subsection  (d)  of  section  11, 

In  such,  securities  as  are  specified  by  the 
terms  of  any  trust,  or  by  the  order,  judgment 
or  decree  of  a  court,  judge  or  prothonotary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  that  the  first 
part  of  this  subsection  is  all  right. 

In  such  securities  as  are  specified  by  the 
terms  of  any  trust,   • 

A  man  puts  his  money  Into  the  hands 
of  a  trust  company  and  he  has  a  right  to 
specify  how  it  shall  be  invested,  and  the 
company  should  have  the  power  to  Invest 
it  in  such  securities  as  he  thinks  fit.  It 
then  reads- 

 or  by  the  order,  judgment  or  decree  of  a 

court,  judge  or  prothonotary. 

I  do  not  know  why  the  prothonotary  is 
included. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  informed  that  In 
Quebec  thie  word  *  prothonotary '  has  a 
special  meaning  and  that  be  has  powers 
that  he  does  not  possess  in  any  other  pro- 
vince. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  He  is  the  clerk  of  the 
court,  the  same  as  the  clerk  of  the  court 
in  the  high  Court  of  Justice.  For  example  he 
exercises  the  power  of  appointing  a  tutor 
or  guardian,  instead  of  having  the  appoint- 
ment made  by  a  judge.  I  may  say  that 
this  coiniwny  is  not  likely  to  do  much  busi- 
ness as  a  tutor  or  guardian  in  Quebec  be- 
cause under  our  law  no  corporation  is  per- 
mitted to  act  as  a  tutor  or  guardian  unless 
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it  is  specially  authorized  to  do  so  by  the 
legislature.  I  know  it  is  done  In  some  cases 
because  a  Bill  was  passed  a  few  years  ago 
in  the  interests  of  the  Toronto  General 
Trusts  Corporation  giving  that  corporation 
the  power  to  be  appointed  tutor  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  The  prothonotary  has 
the  power  of  making  some  appointments  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  OSLER.  He  would  be  no  judge  of 
securities,  would  he.? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Generally  when  the  pro- 
thonotary acts  in  that  way  he  sends  valua- 
tors to  ascertain  the  value  of  the  property, 

Mr.  OSLER.  That  would  come  under  the 
duties  of  the  judge.  This  gives  him 
power  to  order  investments. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  As  a  matter  of  fact  It 
goes  very  far. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  How  would  it  do 
to  strike  out  the  word  'prothonotary'  and 
say  : 

Other  lawful  authority  In  respect  of  any 
trust. 

Because  I  think  the  words  

Order,  judgment  or  decree  of  a  court. 

 should  have  application  only  to  the 

particular  judgment  in  Quebec. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  if  you  say  that 
it  should  be  left  to  the  court  or  judge  you 
leave  It  to  a  responsible  party. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Very  well,  that 
suits  me,  except  that  I  think  you  should 
put  In  : 

With  respect  to  any  trust, 

What  I  mean  is  that  you  do  not  want 
to  assume  that  a  court  or  judge  is  to  have 
a  general  power  of  fixing  the  class  of  se- 
curities or  trusts  generally.  The  judge  may 
have  power  under  the  terms  of  a  con- 
veyance or  under  the  terms  of  a  will  to 
designate  certain  securities  las  those  in 
which  investments  may  be  made.  You  do 
not  want  any  more  than  that  here.  It 
would  do  to  have  it : 

By  the  order,  Judgment  or  decree  of  a  court 
or  Judge  in  respect  of  any  trust. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  That,  as  a  question  of 
fact.  It  should  not  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  judge.  The  lawyer  declares  in  what 
mortgage  or  in  what  security  the  money 
is  to  be  invested,  and  I  think  we  should 
not  leave  to  the  judge  or  privy  court  the 
authority  to  extend  that  to  something  else. 
I  think  it  would  be  advisable  then  to  strike 
out  the  last  words,  all  the  words  after  the 
word  '  trust' 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Yes,  I  am  inclined 
to  agree. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Mr.  Fielding 
moves  : 


To  strike  out  all  the  words  after  '  trust '  in 
subsection  "  d  '  (now  subsection  '  c  ')  of  section 
11 

Subsection  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
On  subsection  2  of  section  11, 

Nothing  In  this  section  shall  prevent  the  com- 
pany from  holding  securities  of  any  other  kind 
which  form  or  are  part  of  any  trust  estate 
which  comes  Into  its  hands,  and  It  may  hold 
such  securities  subject  to  the  trusts  and  legal 
obligations  attached  thereto,  but  In  case  of  the 
realization  of  any  portion  thereof  the  proceeds 
shall  be  invested  as  herein  directed  unless  the 
will,  deed,  order  or  Instrument  creating  the 
trust  has  provided  otherwise. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  only  question  about 
that,  is  that  If  funds  get  Into  the  hands  of 
a  trust  company  without  a  will  or  without 
a  trust,  for  Instance,  in  an  estate  having 
varied  securities  that  clause  enables  the 
trust  company  to  hold  the  securities  for  all 
time  to  come.  I  know  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Toronto  General  Trusts  Company,  at 
present,  if  they  have  securities  of  this  kind 
in  their  hands,  they  consider  that  thev  are 
bound  by  the  law  to  convert  them  *  in  a 
year  Or  two  into  trust  securities.  But  this 
gives  them  discretionary  power  to  hold  any 
securities  that  come  into  their  bands  for  all 
time.  They  are  not  bound  to  apply  the  trust 
law  to  an  estate  of  the  kind  I  have  referred 
to  that  comes  into  their  hands. 

On  section  11, 

The  moneys  and  securities  of  any  such 
trust  shall  always  be  kept  distinct  from  those 
of  the  company,  and  In  separate  accounts,  and 
so  marked  for  each  particular  trust  as  always 
to  be  distinguished  from  any  other  In  the  regis- 
ters and  other  books  of  account  to  be  kept  by 
the  company,  so  that  at  no  time  shall*trust 
moneys  form  part  or  be  mixed  with  the  general 
assets  of  the  company  ;  and  the  company  shall. 
In  the  receipt  of  rents  and  in  the  overseeing 
and  management  of  trusts  and  other  property, 
keep  distinct  records  and  accounts  of  all  opera- 
tions connected  therewith  ;  provided  that  in  the 
management  of  the  money  and  property  held  by 
the  company  as  trustee,  or  In  any  other  official 
capacity,  under  the  powers  conferred  by  this 
Act,  the  company  may,  unless  the  authority 
making  the  appointment  otherwise  directs,  In- 
vest the  trust  money  in  the  manner  provided 
by  section  10  of  this  Acf  in  a  general  trust 
fund  of  the  company  ;  provided,  however,  that 
the  total  amount  of  money  of  any  one  trust  in- 
vested In  the  said  general  trust  fund  shall  not, 
at  any  time  exceed  three  thousand  dollars. 

Ml-.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  that  the  usual 
power  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  is  In  other  charters. 
It  means  that  only  small  fractions  of  trust 
moneys  may  be  gathered  together  and  put 
into  one  fund. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  only  danger 
is  that  to  that  extent  It  prevents  the  pro- 
perty being  ear-marked  and  followed  In 
case  of  necessity. 
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Mr.  FIELDING.  It  could  ouly  refer  to 
small  matters. 

Mr.  K.  L.  BORDEN.  Individually,  but  they 
might  be  large  in  the  aggregate. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Trust  companies  are  po- 
pularly not  supposed  to  take  deposits,  but 
they  may  take  moneys  and  guarantee  them. 
They  may  take  them  for  investment  on 
trust  conditions.  That  becomes  really  a 
form  of  accepting  deposits.  If  you  make 
the  limit  $3,000,  you  may  have  a  very 
large  deposit  business  done  under  this 
head.  That  will  be  facilitated  by  the  fact 
that  the  company  will  not  have  to  keep 
the  money  separate,  but  they  may  go  into 
the  common  fund.  It  practically  makes  it 
possibly  to  do  pretty  nearly  an  over  the 
counter  deposit  business. 

Section  agreed  to. 

Sections  13,  14  and  15,  agreed  to. 

On  section  16, 

The  company  may  invest  any  moneys  forming 
part  of  its  own  capital,  or  reserve  or  accumu- 
lated profit  thereon,  in  any  of  the  securities 
mentioned  In  section  11  of  this  Act,  or,  in  the 
bonds  or  debentures  of  any  incorporated  build- 
ing society  or  loan  company,  or  on  the  security 
of  real  estate  in  Canada  or  of  any  interest  in 
such  real  estate,  or  on  the  security  of  the  de- 
bentures, bonds,  stock  and  other  securities  of 
any  chartered  bank  or  company  incorporated  i 
by  or  under  the  authority  of  the  parliament  of 
Canada,  or  of  the  legislature  of  any  former, 
present  or  future  province  of  Canada,  as  the 
directors  deem  expedient. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  Is  a  pretty  broad 
clause. 

Mr.  FIELDING.   It  Is  the  usual  one. 

Mr.'FOSTER.  What  does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fielding)  mean  by  '  usual '  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  It  Is  the  same  as  is 
found  in  other  charters. 

Mr.  FOSTER.   Which  one,  for  Instance  1 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  Consolidated  Trust, 
passed  in  1903. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  afraid  that  is  an 
exception,  rather  than  the  rule.  There  are 
loan  companies  and  loan  companies,  there 
are  building  societies  and  building  societies  ; 
and.  as  has  been  well  exemplified  within  the 
last  few  years,  in  some  cases  they  are  as 
unsatisfactory  security  as  you  can  well  put 
j  our  money  in.  If  you  are  going  to  allow  the 
company's  capital,  which  is  the  security 
offered  to  those  doing  business  with  the 
company,  to  be  invested  indiscriminately  in 
the  bonds  or  debentures  of  building  societies 
and  loan  companies,  without  fixing  any 
minimum  of  capitalization,  length  of  time 
in  business  or  payment  of  dividends,  you 
open  the  door  very  wide  indeed.  Thomas, 
Richard  or  Henry  can  get  up  a  litttle  stock 
company  called  a  building  or  loan  company 
and.  under  this  section,  it  could  be  paid  for 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


by  the  capital  of  the  trust  company.  This- 
is  an  important  section,  and  I  would  like  the 
minister  to  look  into  it. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Insurance  companies 
are  allowed  to  invest  in  these  securities  and 
we  regard  insurance  investments  as  those 
concerning  which  the  greatest  care  should 
be  taken. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  the  difficulty. 
Without  justifying  the  investments  allowed 
to  an  insurance  company,  you  use  the  law 
on  that  subject  to  justify  the  application  of 
the  same  to  the  trust  companies.  But 
nothing  should  be  more  carefully  guarded 
than  trust  companies  Investments.  These 
concerns  have  the  estates  of  widows  and 
orphans,  and  they  carry  trusts  for  minors, 
and  are  always  considered  concerns  whose 
securities  should  be  very  strictly  guarded. 
The  capital  of  the  trust  company  is  what 
it  offers  prospective  patrons  as  a  guarantee 
that  the  business  confided  to  it  will  be  pro- 
perly secured.  But  if  this  capital  may 
be  invested  In  loan  and  building  societies' 
stock,  with  all  the  ups  and  downs  to  which 
the  securities  of  some  of  these  concerns  are 
liable.  It  seems  to  me  you  take  away  the 
security  which  that  capital  stock  would 
otherwise  give.  You  may  say  :  Let  the 
widow  and  the  orphan  examine  the  affairs 
of  the  company  and  learn  how  its  capital 
is  Invested.  But  they  will  not  do  that — they 
have  not  the  means  to  do  it.  They  take  it 
practically  on  the  faith  of  Its  capital  and  its 
business  directorate. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  According  to  my 
recollection  of  the  general  law  of  some  of 
the  provinces  one  range  of  sucurltles  is 
allowed  for  the  trust  funds  in  the  bands  of 
the  companies,  but  a  wider  range  is  allowed 
for  the  investment  of  its  own  capital. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  that  provided  for 
in  any  statute  of  Canada  ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  think  it  is  called  the 
Trust  Companies'  Act  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  minister  will  see  what 
I  am  driving  at.  It  Is  not  enough  to  pro- 
vide that  the  trusts  funds  shall  be  securely 
invested.  The  capital  stock  of  the  trust 
company  Is  supposed  to  be  in  Itself  a  secur- 
ity to  those  doing  business  with  the  com- 
pany ;  and  by  allowing  too  wide  a  range  of 
investment,  you  may  make  this  security 
worthless.  I  do  not  know  quite  bow  the 
lnw  is.  I  believe  there  are  lawyers  who  hold 
that  a  trust  company  has  the  right  to  invest 
its  own  capital  as  it  pleases  ;  but  I  know 
there  are  lawyers  who  very  strongly  advise 
against  that. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  If  the  law  provides,  as 
I  believe  the  general  law  does  in  Ontario 
and  special  statutes  do  In  Quebec,  that  the 
capital  of  a  trust  company — not  the  trust 
moneys  placed  in  Its  bands— may  be  in- 
vested in  securities  such  as  are  mentioned 
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here  that  would  not  be  a  very  serious  objec- 
tion. But  I  admit  there  is  much  strength 
in  the  argument  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster),  and  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  we  should,  as  much  as 
possible,  protect  the  moneys  put  into  the 
bands  of  trust  companies. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  not  speak  dogmati- 
cally on  the  point,  but  I  think  that  these 
powers  of  investment  of  capital  are  largely 
regulated  by  the  corporate  powers  given  to 
each  company,  and  that  the  general  law 
does  not  specify.  But,  certainly,  the  act  of 
incorporation  of  no  trust  company  that  I 
know  of  gives  iit  power  to  invest  its  funds 
in  definitely  stated  securities  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think,  that,  as  our 
intention  is  to  let  the  Bill  remain  in  com- 
mittee, this  might  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
suspended  clauses,  and,  let  the  promoter, 
after  reading  '  Hansard,'  give  attention  to 
the  suggestion  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Foster)  has  offered. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Section  16 
stands. 

On  section  17, 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to 
authorize  the  company  to  issue  any  note  pay- 
able to  the  bearer  thereof,  or  any  promissory 
note  intended  to  be  circulated  as  money  or  as 
the  note  of  a  bank,  or  to  engage  in  the  busi- 
ness of  banking  or  Insurance,  except  as  pro- 
vided In  section  9  hereof. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  strengthens  very 
much  the  argument  I  made  at  first  The 
Bill,  by  this,  expressly  says  that  it  is  danger- 
ous to  join  insurance  business  and  trust 
business  together.  Somebody  wants  to  get 
a  certain  power,  and  has  pressed  for  it. 
That  power  is  given  in  the  Bill,  but  we  feel 
that  we  must  guard  ourselves  to  some  extent 
at  least,  and  so  we  add  this  clause  to  say 
that  insurance  shall  only  be  done  as  pro- 
vided in  section  9.  But  the  dictum  is  there,  | 
as  plainly  as  can  be,  that  it  is  dangerous  to  i 
do  insurance  and  trust  business  together.  j 

On  section  18, 

The  powers  and  authority  hereby  granted  to  | 
the  company  shall  not  have  any  force  or  effect 
in  any  province  in  any  respect  In  which  they 
are  inconsistent  with  the  laws  of  such  province.  ! 

Mr.  FIELDING.   I  believe  my  hon.  friend  | 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) has  an  amendment  to  suggest.    As  I 
heard  it  it  seemed  to  be  reasonable. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  propose  to  amend 
that  section  by  inserting  after  the  word 
'  company '  the  words  '  shall  be  exercised 
in  any  province  subject  to  the  laws  of  such 
province  in  that  behalf,  and.' 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  you  put  charters  of  in- 
corporation there  as  well  as  laws,  then  you 
would  make  the  thing  safe.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  laws,  though,  not  being  a 
lawyer,  I  speak  with  diffidence.    But  I  do 


not  think  this  has  the  least,  check  on  the 
powers  that  are  given  here  which  is  a  char- 
ter of  incorporation.  You  are  giving  a 
charter  of  incorporation  to  this  company  to 
do  business  with  larger  powers  than  any 
trust  company  in  the  province.  You  are 
joining  insurance  and  trust  business  to- 
gether, which  no  corporate  charter  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  authorizes.  You  should 
put  in  'which  are  inconsistent  with  the  char- 
ter of  incorporation  of  trust  companies,  or 
with  the  laws  of  such  province.' 

Mr.  FIELDING.  That  practically  Im- 
plies that  we  are  going  to  make  our  legis- 
lation subordinate  to  the  legislation  of  a 
province,  and  I  do  not  think  we  should  do 
that.  We  must  judge  for  ourselves  as  to 
the  merits  of  this  legislation.  But  I  do  not 
think  we  should  say,  having  first  given  a 
company  powers,  that  it  shall  not  be  allow- 
ed to  exercise  those  powers  unless  there 
is  a  general  law  of  the  province  to  the  con- 
trary. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  would  be  in  favour 
of  subjecting  this  legislation  to  the  rights 
of  the  provinces,  because  I  do  not  think  we 
have  a  right  to  pass  any  law  here  which 
would  grant  larger  powers  to  any  corpor- 
ation than  they  enjoy  under  provincial  Acts. 
I  know  well  that  in  our  Quebec  code 
there  is  a  provision  denying  the  corporations 
the  exercise  of  certain  powers,  and  in  this 
Bill  it  is  provided  that  such  corporation 
may  exercise  those  powers,  which  Is  cer- 
tainly contrary  to  the  disposition  of  our  law. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  also  that  we  would 
have  no  right  to  give  a  corporation  certain 
civil  rights  which  they  cannot  exercise  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  provinces ;  otherwise 
those  powers  that  we  give  those  corpor- 
ations would  be  absolutely  contrary  to  the 
law.  The  only  power  we  can  exercise  is 
to  form  a  corporation,  but  that  corporation 
must  exercise  Its  civil  rights  under  the  laws 
of  the  province,  and  I  think  this  provision 
is  a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  think  the  amendment 
of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  meets  the 
difficulty. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  agree  with  the  Finance 
Minister.  I  do  not  think  it  wise  that  we 
should  be  guided  here  by  the  Companies 
Acts  In,  any  province.  Is  not  that  covered 
by  the  fact  that,  I  think,  every  company 
of  this  sort  has  to  take  out  a  license  before 
it  can  do  business  in  another  province  ? 
Now  if  this  company  has  to  take  out  a  li- 
cense jn  the  province  of  Quebec,  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  won't  give  it  a  license  un- 
less it  restricts  Its  powers  to  make  them 
conform  with  the  laws  of  Quebec.  In  On- 
tario the  same  way,  they  won't  give  you 
a  license  except  to  carry  out  business  sub- 
ject to  their  rules.  It  seems  to  me  that 
covers  the  point. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  might  cover  the 
point  if  they  did  that.    But  there  are  var- 
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ious  reasons  vihy  that  does  not  always  take 
place.  But  the  general  ground  I  think  Is  a 
fair  ground.  It  undoubtedly  is  the  right  of 
a  province  to  create  trust  companies,  and  it 
therefore  has  power  to  make  legislation. 
In  the  province  of  Ontario  you  have  five 
or  six  trust  companies  which  have  put  their 
money  into  that  business,  and  they  have 
been  kept  down  to  very  rigid  conditions,  as 
any  person  knows  who  is  acquainted  with 
these  matters  in  that  province.  Under  those 
conditions  and  with  those  powers  these  com- 
panies have  gone  on  and  done  business. 
Now  people  come  to  this  parliament  and  ask 
for  powers  as  a  trust  company  and  they  ask 
for  powers  greater  than  are  granted  by  the 
province,  they  ask  for  powers  which  are 
to  be  amalgamated  with  it  and  used  con- 
jointly, which  are  not  allowed  at  all  by 
the  province,  and  are  not  allowed  because 
of  prudential  considerations.  Although  we 
think  a  lot  of  our  dignity  and  our  super- 
ior powers,  we  ought  to  be  very  careful  In 
giving  these  companies  rights  which  are 
greater  than  the  rights  enjoyed  by  the  Com- 
panies under  charters  and  Acts  of  the  pro- 
vinces. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  My  hon.  friend  will  see 
that  the  laws  of  the  various  provinces  might 
not  be  uniform.  If  we  were  to  undertake 
to  adapt  ourselves  to  the  laws  of  each  pro- 
vince, we  might  have  difficulty.  Let  us  see 
that  we  do  not  grant  powers  which  in  them- 
selves are  unreasonable.  But  I  do  not  think 
we  can  afford  to  be  guided  by  what  takes 
place  in  the  provinces.  We  must  be  res- 
ponsible for  our  legislation.  So  far  as  civil 
rights  are  concerned,  nothing  we  can  do  here 
can  create  any  civil  right,  which  Is  exclu- 
sively within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  province 
and  "we  could  not,  if  we  tried  to,  legislate 
with  regard  to  civil  righto.  For  instance, 
to  dispose  of  trust  funds  is  the  business  of 
a  province,  and  we  do  not  Intend  to  invade 
that,  and  could  not  if  we  tried. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  may  say  that  trust 
corporations  which  exist  In  the  province  of 
Ontario  are  applying  to  the  legislature  of 
Quebec  for  charters  to  do  business  in  that 
province.  One  of  the  most  important  com- 
pauies  in  Toronto  came  last  year  to  get  an 
Act  of  incorporation  from  Quebec,  and  re- 
quested specifically  the  rights  which  were 
denied  by  the  general  law.  My  Impression, 
from  reading  the  law,  would  be  that  we 
might  create  a  corporation  here,  but  wc  can- 
not give  to  that  corporation  civil  powers 
which  are  denied  to  corporations  in  Hie  dif- 
ferent provinces.  It  would  be  no  use'for  us 
to  create  corporations  giving  more  powers 
than  are  permitted  by  the  provincial  law.  It 
would  be  perhaps  just  as  well  for  them  to 
go  to  the  provincial  legislatures  to  get  their 
powers.  I  know  that  has  been  done  in  my 
own  province.  It  was  done  by  the  Toronto 
("Jeneral  Trusts  Corporation,  and  I  myself 
prepared  the  Bill  by  which  they  got  their 
powers  in  Quebec.  I  have  here  the  statute 
Mr.  FOSTER. 


that  was  passed  last  year  with  regard  to 
that  company;  I  know  that  the  National 
Trust  Company  was  incorporated  in  Quebec, 
and  I  think  another  company. 

Mr.  HAGUART.  I  would  ask  the  Finance 
Minister  if  there  is  any  arrangement  made, 
or  if  there  has  been  any  correspondence  wltb 
the  local  governments,  regarding  an  agree- 
ment as  to  how  far  we  shall  exercise  pow- 
ers which  Interfere  with  civil  rights.  I  know 
that  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  entered  into  corres- 
pondence with  the  late  government,  and  we 
came  to  some  understanding  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  thought  perhaps  that  understand- 
ing might  have  been  continued  since.  A 
clear  cut  understanding  was  come  to  as  to- 
what  subjects  the  Dominion  government 
should  deal  with. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  am  not  aware  that 
anything  of  the  kind  has  occurred  recently. 
It  may  be  that  there  is  correspondence  in 
the  department  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to — that  is  a  matter  for  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  who  is  not  present.  But  I  will 
inquire  before  the  matter  comes  up  again. 

On  section  21, 

The  Companies  Clauses  Act,  except  sections 
7,  18  and  39  thereof,  shall  apply  to  the  company. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    What  are  these  ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  Section  7  relates  to  the 
directors,  who  are  already  dealt  with  In  the 
Bill.  Section  18  Is  a  clause  which  requires 
that  a  certain  percentage  of  the  capital 
shall  be  paid  up  within  a  year.  We  have 
dealt  with  that  already  in  the  Bill.  The 
next  section  is  in  regard  to  the  use 
of  the  word  '  Limited ',  wliich  is  not 
insisted  upon  in  the  case  of  these  In- 
surance companies.  The  Bill,  In  accord- 
ance with  the  suggestion  which  has  been 
made,  will  remain  In  committee.  I  want 
to  add  a  clause.  This  Bill  Is  in  part  an  in- 
surance Bill  and  In  part  a  trust  company 
Bill.  As  far  as  it  may  be  an  insurance 
Bill,  It  comes  under  the  provisions  of  the 
general  Act  which  provides  that  the  com- 
pany shall  be  organized  and  commence  busi- 
ness within  two  years  or  the  charter  falls. 
But,  as  respects  the  trust  company  part  of 
the  Bill,  there  is  no  such  provision.  In 
order  to  make  it  clear  that  the  same  provi- 
sion shall  apply  In  either  case,  I  propose  to 
add  the  following  clause  : 

The  charter  of  the  company  shall  be  forfeited 
If  the  company  does  not  go  into  actual  opera- 
tion within  two  years  after  the  passing  of  this 

Act. 

I  propose  this  section  so  that  It  will  not 
be  held  that  one  part  of  the  company  Is 
alive  and  the  other  part  dead. 
Section  agreed  to. 
Progress  reported. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  there  will  be  no 
objection  to  this  Bill  standing  over  for  ten 
days  or  so  ? 
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Mr.  FIELDING.  I  would  not  care  to 
say  in  the  absence  of  the  promoter.  He 
must  be  the  judge  of  that 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  Intend  to  send  some 
copies  of  this  Bill  away. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  promoter  to  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place,  and  ask  him  to  consider  the 
matter.  I  have  no  right  to  say  bow  long 
he  wishes  It  to  stand. 

RICHMOND  AND  DRUMMOND  FIRE  INSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY. 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  103)  re- 
specting the  Richmond  and  Druramond  Fire 
Insurance  Company. — Mr.  Tobin. 

On  the  question :  Shall  the  Bill  be  re- 
ported ? 

Mr.  FIELDING.  This  is  one  of  the  Bills 
for  extending  the  time  of  insurance  com- 
panies for  organizing.  We  had  a  discussion 
in  the  House  the  other  day  on  this  subject, 
and  I  think  the  tendency  of  the  House,  and 
I  may  say  the  tendency  of  the  committee 
which  Investigates  these  matters,  Is  to  dis- 
courage these  extensions.  I  think  every 
hon.  member  who  Is  interested  in  these 
Bills  should  understand  that  anless  an  in- 
surance company,  or  the  people  promoting 
it,  have  capitalists  in  sight  ready  to  organ- 
ize the  company,  they  ought  not  to  approach 
the  House  for  a  charter,  and  if  they  after- 
wards find  that  they  cannot  raise  the  money 
and  tbey  come  for  an  extension,  they  should 
understand  that  such  an  extension  should 
only  be  granted  when  special  cause  is 
shown.  If  this  is  generally  understood, 
perhaps  there  will  be  a  little  more  care  in 
the  promotion  of  these  Bills.  The  commit- 
tee agreed  to  pass  this  Bill,  but  I  think  I 
am  voicing  the  general  feeling  of  the  com- 
mittee when  I  say  that  there  is  a  very 
strong  disinclination  to  grant  these  exten- 
sions from  year  to  year.  The  same  policy, 
I  think,  should  be  followed  in  reference  to 
banks. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READ- 
ING. 

Bill  (No.  125)  to  incorporate  the  Crown 
Casualty  Company  of  Canada. — Mr.  Gervals. 

QUESTIONS 

MAILS— KILLARNEY  AND  LITTLE  CURRENT. 

Mr.  LANCASTER— -by  Mr.  Sam.  Hughes 
— asked  : 

1.  Who  is  the  present  contractor  for  mall 
transportation  between  Klllarrney  and  Little 
Current,  Ontario,  during  the  winter  months  ? 

2.  What  sum  Is  paid  for  the  same  per  week 
or  per  trip  ? 

3.  When  will  the  present  contract  expire  ? 

4.  How  many  different  persons  handle  mail 
matter  at'  the  Klllarney,  Ontario,  post  office, 
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and  what  are  their  respective  names  ;  and  have 
they  all  been  sworn  in  as  such  servants  ? 

5.  Who  is  the  present  postmaster  at  Klllar- 
ney, Ontario,  and  what  is  his  salary  ? 

6.  Has  the  postmaster  at  Klllarney  reported 
irregularities  in  the  winter  mall  service  be- 
tween Klllarney  and  Little  Current  ?  If  so, 
how  many  such  Irregularities  during  the  last 
two  years  ?  t 

7.  What  action,  if  any,  has  been  taken  by  the 
government  In  regard  to  the  said  Irregularities? 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (for 
the  Postmaster  General). 

1.  Messrs.  C.  Noble  and  J.  Lamorandiere, 
sureties  for  Michael  Bernard. 

2.  $9  a  week. 

3.  On  the  opening  of  navigation,  1905. 

4.  The  regulations  of  the  department  pro- 
vide that  only  the  postmaster  and  his  sworn 
assistants  are  allowed  to  handle  mall  mat- 
ter. The  department  at  Ottawa  does  not 
keep  record  of  assistant  postmasters  at 
small  places,  but  inquiry  will  be  made  as 
to  whether  unauthorized  persons  have  been 
allowed  to  transact  post  office  work. 

5  (a)  J.  Lamorandiere  ;  (b)  salary,  $120 ; 
forward  allowance,  $35;  rent,  $10. 

6  and  7.  No  report  of  Irregularities  from 
the  postmaster  at  Klllarney  received  at  the 
department. 

MAILS— ASHCROFT,  CARIBOO. 
Mr.  FOSTER  asked: 

1.  Who  was  the  mail  contractor  for  the  Ash- 
croft,  Cariboo  service  In  1902  ? 

2.  When  did  the  contract  expire,  and  what  was 
paid  therefor  ?  . 

3.  To  whom  has  the  contract  been  awarded 
since  that,  for  what  periods,  and  at  what  rate  ? 

4.  Have  tenders  been  publicly  called  for  in 
any  or  all  cases  of  renewal  ? 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (for 
the  Postmaster  General)  :  , 

Ashcroft  and  Barkervllle  mail  service. 
In  1897  tenders  were  Invited  for  the  above 
service  or  rather  group  of  services. 

On  the  7th  May,  1897,  the  then  superin- 
tendent of  the  mail  contract  branch  sub- 
mitted a  memo,  showing  the  amounts  of 
all  tenders  received  both  for  a  service  under 
one  contract  and  for  the  several  sections  of 
the  main  and  side  routes.  The  following 
is  a  list  of  the  tenderers  for  the  service  as 
proposed  under  one  contract,  namely : 
Stephen  Tingley,  for  British  Columbia  Ex- 
press Company,  $26,250:  John  G.  Collins, 
Ashcroft,  $36,800;  John  Hamilton,  Calgary, 
$33,450;  Stephen  Tingley,  Ashcroft,  $30,000. 

The  tenders  submitted  were  considered 
excessive  and  efforts  were  made  to  have 
the  amounts  reduced.  These  efforts  were 
unsuccessful  and  steps  were  taken  to  secure 
offers  from  individuals  and  firms  In  eastern 
Canada,  ■with  the  result  that  on  the  28th  of 
May  1897  an  agreement  was  entered  into 
with  Mr.  Joseph  Power,  of  Toronto,  at  the 
rate  of  $23,000  per  annum,  to  date  from  the 
1st  July,  1897. 
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On  the  same  date  as  the  agreement  with 
Power  was  entered  Into  it  was  transferred 
to  Messrs.  Joseph  Kilgour  and  Charles  Mil- 
ler, of  Toronto,  and  on  the  2nd  June  a  fur- 
ther agreement  was  drawn  up  and  execut- 
ed by  Kilgour  and  Miller. 

The  contract  stood  in  the  name  of  Messrs. 
Kilgour  and  Mll\er  until  30th  September, 
1899,  when  it  was  assumed  by  the  British 
Columbia  Express  Company,  of  which 
Joseph  Kilgour  Is  president  and  Charles  Mil- 
ler, solicitor,  under  a  new  four  year  con- 
tract), by  whom  it  has  been  carried  on  to 
the  present  time.  This  contract  was  re- 
newed on  the  1st  October,  1903.  Tenders 
have  not  been  invited  since  1897. 

The  present  contract  rate  is  $23,250,  whilst 
the  original  contract  was  for  $23,000,  the 
difference  in  payment  being  on  account  of 
increased  services  being  performed  by  the 
contractors  since  they  entered  Into  their 
contract. 

COLLECTIONS  IN  POST   OFFICES— ASSESS- 
MENT SYSTEM. 

Mr  CH1SHOLM— by  Mr.  Sam  Hughes- 
asked  : 

1.  Referring  to  a  statement  made  on  the  27th 
of  February  last,  by  Honourable  C.  S.  Hyman, 
on  behalf  of  the  Postmaster  General,  that  there 
had  been  collected  by  assessment  from  the 
postmasters,  mail  clerks,  and  those  handling 
the  mails  for  the  Dominion,  the  sum  of  $63,- 
349.16.  and  that  the  losses  so  far  as  ascertained 
were  J19.909.51,  leaving  a  balance  of  profit  of 
$46,992.68,  how  much  of  this  loss  of  $19,909.51 
was  caused  by  the  postmasters  alone  ?  and 
what  is  the  amount  of  loss  bx  said  postmasters 
alone  in  each  of  the  provinces  of  the  Dominion? 

2.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment to  continue  this  system  of  assess- 
ment ?  If  so,  will  they  reduce  the  assessments 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  actual  losses  ? 

3.  Is  the  same  assessment  made  on  a  post- 
master whose  salary  is  $500  a  year  as  on  a 
postmaster  whose  salary  Is  $1,500  a  year  ?  If 
so,  why  ? 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wlur  KID  LAtFRIER  (for 
the  Postmaster  General) : 

1.  Statement  of  losses  by  provinces  on 
account  of  postmasters  made  good  out  of 
post  office  guarantee  fund  : 

Ontario   $  315  69 

Quebec   343  19 

Nova  Scotia   113  25 

New  Brunswick   3C  04 

Prince  Edward  Island   15  44 

Manitoba    

Northwest  Territories   264  33 

British  Columbia   2,686  44 

Yukon   50  00 

$3,824  38 

2.  Yes.  The  department's  policy  Is  to 
conduct  the  system  on  safe  lines,  and  will 
increase  or  reduce  the  rate  of  assessment  as 
experience  appears  to  demand. 

3.  No.  The  amount  of  insurance  Is  based 
upon  the  revenue  of  the  office,  not  the 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


salary  of  the  postmaster,  in  accordance  with 
the  following  scale : 

'  Every  accounting  postmaster,  the  rev- 
enue of  whose  office  is  under  $2,000  a  year, 
is  required  to  give  security  to  the  extent  of 
$800.  Where  the  revenue  exceeds  $2,000  a 
year,  but  is  less  than  $5,000,  the  insurance 
i  required  is  $1,200.  Where  it  exceeds  $5,- 
000  but  Is  less  than  $10,000  a  year,  the 
Insurance  required  is  $1,600.  Where  it  ex- 
ceeds $10,000  a  year,  but  is  less  than  $15,- 
000,  the  insurance  required  is  $2,000.  Where 
it  exceeds  $15,000  but  is  less  than  $25,000, 
the  insurance  required  Is  $2,500.  Where 
the  revenue  exceeds  $25,000,  except  in  the 
cities  of  Montreal  and  Toronto,  the  Insu- 
rance required  is  $3,000.  In  the  case  of  the 
cities  of  Montreal  and  Toronto,  the  insu- 
rance required  is  $5,000.  Each  postmaster 
of  a  non-accounting  post  office  is  required 
to  give  $200  security,  and  if  the  estimated 
revenue  of  his  office  does  not  exceed  $100  a 
year,  it  is  optional  with  him  to  give  bonds 
or  to  accept  the  assessment  system. 

PROVINCIAL   GOVERNMENT   IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  esta- 
lisu  and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendmeut  of 
Mr.  Borden  thereto. 

!     Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE  (Marquette).  Mr. 

Speaker.  After  hearing  the  very  full  dis- 
!  cussiou  on  this  Bill  by  members  on  both 
1  sides  of  the  House  ;  a  discussion  from  a 
I  constitutional  standpoint,  the  standpoint 
I  of  public  policy  and  from  the  standpoint 
of  political  exigencies  by  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
|  it  is  not  with  the  idea  that  I  can  add 
anything  of  a  very  original  character 
that  I  propose  for  a  short  time  to  con- 
tinue the  debate.  However,  being  a  western 
man  ;  a  resident  of  Manitoba  for  the  past 
22  years,  quite  naturally  I  take  a  great  in- 
terest in  anything  pertaining  to  the  welfare 
0?  our  great  western  heritage,  and  my  ideas 
are  not  so  provincial  that  I  desire  to  limit 
that  interest  to  matters  mainly  connected 
with  the  province  of  my  adoption.  In 
looking  over  the  history  of  our  country  I 
think  there  are  few  of  us  but  must  admit, 
in  the  light  of  past  experience,  that  there 
are  some  tilings  that  we  might  very  well 
improve  upon  had  we  the  drafting  of  our 
constitution  anew.  The  great  fathers  of  con- 
federation who  in  their  united  wisdom  con- 
solidated into  one  mighty  whole  the  numer- 
ous provinces  of  this  splendid  Dominion 
are  deserving  of  every  eulogium  that  can 
possibly  be  bestowed  on  them.  They  had 
many  Intricate  and  delicate  questions  to 
cope  with,  prejudices  to  overcome,  rights 
and  privileges  to  safeguard  and  protect, 
divers  views  to  harmonize — and  all  honour 
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to  them  for  the  successful  manner  in  which 
they  accomplished  their  difficult  task.  But 
of  what  use  is  experience  if  you  do  not 
profit  by  it?  And  in  the  granting  of  a  new 
constitution  to  these  baby  provinces  in  the 
west  we  should  be  careful  to  avoid  the 
pitfalls  of  the  past,  to  improve  where  im- 
provement is  possible  upon  existing  legis- 
lation and  to  start  those  new  provinces 
unhampered  in  their  career,  by  any  obnox- 
ious restrictions  that  can  be  a  source  of 
.  vexation,  turmoil  and  strife  amongst  the 
mixed  population  inhabiting  that  part  of 
the  Dominion.  Some  of  these  people  are 
our  fellow  Canadians  from  the  older  pro- 
vinces ;  some  are  our  fellow  British  sub- 
jects from  England,  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
some  come  from  the  more  advanced  Euro- 
pean races  and  many  come  from  the  repub- 
lic to  the  south.  All  these  classes  of  settlers 
at  any  rate  come  from  countries  where  they 
have  been  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  greatest 
amount  of  constitutional  liberty  and  they 
will  look  for  and  expect  the  same  liberty 
in  their  new  homes.  We  are  therefore  legis- 
lating at  the  present  time  not  -merely  for 
existing  conditions  but  for  the  whole  future 
of  that  country.  We  can  afford,  nay  it  is 
our  duty,  it  is  an  imperative  duty  that  we 
should  deal  not  only  justly,  but  generously 
in  starting  these  new  provinces  house- 
keeping on  their  own  account  There  may 
have  been  reasons  of  a  financial  character 
that  prevented  this  Dominion  from  dealing 
with  some  of  the  other  provinces,  upon  their 
entering  into  confederation,  with  equal  gen- 
erosity, but  because  of  that  lack  of  liberty 
and  generosity  repeated  demands  have  been 
made  on  the  treasury  of  this  country  by 
those  provinces  and  we  should  guard  against 
anything  of  that  kind  in  the  initial  dealings 
with  these  new  provinces  of  the  west.  I 
am  sure  there  is  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
older  settled  provinces  not  only  to  accord 
the  very  best  possible  treatment  of  a  finan- 
cial character,  but  to  grant  the  greatest 
amount  of  constitutional  liberty  and  legis- 
lative freedom  in  our  dealings  with  these 
new  provinces.  The  financial  arrangements 
should  not  be  entered  into  in  any  niggardly 
spirit  nor  should  they  be  carped  at  be- 
cause they  happen  to  be  more  generous 
than  those  accorded  to  the  several  provinces 
in  which  we  each  reside.  Nor  should  this 
government  deny  or  withhold  from  these 
provinces  of  the  west  the  management  of 
certain  affairs,  the  control  of  certain  fea- 
tures of  their  policy,  simply  because  of  a 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  this  government 
to  part  with  what  has  undoubtedly  been  in 
the  past  and  will  be  in  the,  future  great 
political  party  levers,  features  of  admin- 
istration which  have  been  used  for  this 
purpose  and  can  be  so  used  in  the  future. 

There  are  a  few  things  that  I  as  a  Manl- 
toban  desire  to  speak  about  before  enter- 
ing on  a  discussion  of  the  provisions  of  the 
117} 


Bill  proper.  One  of  these  is  incidental  to 
this  Bill  and  was  dealt  with  by  the  Prlmei 
Minister  in  his  introductory  remarks ;  I 
refer  to  the  reasons  he  assigned  for  refusing 
the  reasonable  request  of  the  people  of 
Manitoba  through  their  legislators  for  an 
extension  of  the  boundaries  of  that  province. 
The  Prime  Minister  stated  that  this  request 
had  been  made  not  only  upon  his  govern- 
ment, but  upon  other  governments  in  the 
past.  It  was  a  request  most  reasonable  In 
Its  character,  a  unanimous  request  joined 
in  by  both  political  parties,  but  a  request 
which  even  at  this  most  opportune  moment 
when  the  delimitation  of  the  western  pro- 
vinces is  being  made,  he  and  his  govern- 
ment could  not  entertain.  And  what  are 
the  reasons  he  has  given  ?  'First  because 
the  government  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 
had  a  similar  request  made  to  them  some 
20  years  ago,  and  if  It  could  not  be  enter- 
tained on  that  occasion  it  could  not  be  en- 
tertained to-day  ;  yet  in  the  earlier  por- 
tion of  his  remarks  the  Prime  Minister 
admitted  that  the  Canada  of  those  days 
was  not  the  Canada  of  to-day.  That  was 
very  true  and  he  might  have  said  further 
that  the  Manitoba  of  those  days  was  not 
the  Manitoba  of  to-day.  At  that  time  Mani- 
toba was  supposed  to  extend  as  far  east 
as  the  head  of  lake  navigation.  All  of  that 
portion  of  country  east  of  Rat  Portage 
to  Port  Arthur  which  was  looked  upon  as 
disputed  territory  had  been  counted  in  as 
belonging  to  Manitoba,  and  that  province 
was  supposed  to  constitute  an  area  of  154,- 
000  square  miles,  but  to-day  we  find  that 
owing  to  the  decision  given  In  connection 
with  the  boundary  award  all  that  portion 
east  of  Bat  Portage  has  been  handed  over 
to  Ontario  thus  diminishing  the  area  of 
Manitoba  by  more  than  one-half.  So  I  say 
that  the  request  of  1905  is  a  much  more 
reasonable  one  and  an  entirely  different 
one  inasmuch  as  It  Is  a  request  on  behalf 
of  a  province  that  we  know  for  a  certainty 
contains  only  some  73,700  square  miles, 
whereas  the  request  of  twenty  years  ago 
was  on  behalf  of  a  province  which  we  im- 
agined contained  154,000  square  miles.  Per- 
sonally I  would  have  preferred  to  have  seen 
Manitoba's  western  boundary  extended  still 
further  west  as  far  as  the  105th  Meridian 
of  west  longitude,  having  one  province  west 
of  that  line  extending  to  the  eastern  boun- 
dary of  the  province  of  British  Columbia. 
Thus  we  would  have  two  good  sized  provin- 
ces whose  areas  would  have  been  more  In 
conformity  with  those  of  British  Colum- 
bia, Ontario  and  Quebec.  .  By  doing  this 
we  would  have  done  away  with  this  dupli- 
cation of  governments  and  the  increased 
cost  as  a  consequence  thereof.  We  have 
been  told  frequently  In  times  gone  by  that 
Canada  Is  already  over-governed,  because 
of  this  multiplication  of  provinces  whose 
areas  are  too  small.  With  such  a  division  of 
territory  as  I  suggest  we  would  have  avoid- 
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ed  the  great  expense  entailed  by  this  duplica- 
tion of  provinces,  and  we  would  have  had  two 
splendid  provinces  that  would  have  proved 
powerful  factors  in  this  great  confederation, 
t  realize  that  there  is  a  considerable  senti- 
ment opposed  to  that  view  In  the  North- 
west Territories.  I  cannot  admit  that  their 
objection  is  a  valid  one ;  I  think  it  is  large- 
ly sentimental.  They  look  upon  the  word 
'  annexed  '  with  objection  ;  they  do  not 
desire  to  be  merged.  It  is  not  a  universal 
sentiment,  but  still  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  people  there  object  to  merging  their 
fortunes  with  those  of  the  people  of  Mani- 
toba, and  we  cannot  entirely  Ignore  senti- 
ment when  it  is  very  strongly  developed: 
Hut  I  feel  sure  that  if  they  had  decided 
voluntarily  to  join  their  fortunes  with  those 
of  the  people  of  Manitoba,  within  the  next 
five  or  ten  years,  because  of  the  great  ad- 
vantages they  would  have  derived  by  rea- 
son of  increased  transportation  facilities, 
by  reason  of  reduced  freight  rates  and  other 
great  advantages  they  would  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  their  position. 

Whatever  reason  the  government  may 
have  had  for  not  desiring  to  extend  the 
boundaries  of  Manitoba  westward  the  ques- 
tion of  the  northern  boundary  Is  entirely 
different.  By  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
the  easterly  boundary  of  Saskatchewan  is 
the  western  boundary  of  Manitoba,  extend- 
ing from  the  northwest  corner  of  Manitoba 
to  the  60th  parallel  of  north  latitude,  and 
that  portion  of  the  provisional  district  of 
Saskatchewan  lying  east  of  that  boundary 
line  Is  put  where  ?  In  the  new  province  of 
Saskatchewan  ?  In  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba? No,  it  is  thrown  into  unorganized 
territory  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  gov- 
ernment. What  objection  was  there  to  hav- 
ing that  portion  added  to  the  province  of 
Manitoba  ?  The  right  hon.  gentleman  said 
he  could  not,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  the  Territories,  take  any  portion 
of  their  land  away  from  them,  west  of 
Manitoba's  boundary  line,  and  that  they 
had,  through  their  legislators  in  their  assem- 
bly, on  more  than  one  occasion,  put  them- 
selves on  record  as  being  opposed  to  hav- 
ing any  part  of  that  territory  taken  away 
from  them.  But  he  has  not  the  same  rea- 
son for  refusing  to  give- Manitoba  this  dis- 
trict overlapping  it  on  the  north.  On  the 
contrary,  the  very  same  territorial  assem- 
bly, composed  of  the  very  same  gentlemen 
who  passed  this  resolution  objecting  to  any 
part  of  the  territory  west  of  Manitoba's  boun- 
dary line  being  taken  from  them,  passed 
resolutions  in  which  they  gave  their  con- 
sent to  having  that  portion  which  overlaps 
Manitoba  on  the  north  added  to  that  pro- 
vince. Still  in  the  face  of  that  resolution, 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  refuses  to  ac- 
cede to  the  request  of  the  government  of 
Manitoba.  I  find,  on  looking  at  the  North- 
west Territories  Journal  of  the  14th  of  De- 
cember, 1898,  the  following  resolution  was 
passed  : 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the 
second  reading  of  resolution  reported  from  the. 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  which  is  as  follows  : 

Whereas,  it  is  expedient  that  the  boundary 
lines  between  the  Northwest  Territories  and 
the  other  provinces  and  territories  should  be 
finally  determined  at  an  early  date. 

And  whereas,  this  legislature  denies  the  right 
of  the  parliament  of  Canada  to  Increase,  dim- 
inish or  otherwise  alter  the  limits  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  except  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioned, without  its  consent  because  it  claims 
for  the  people  it  represents  equal  rights  witb 
the  people  of  the  provinces  in  this  respect  ; 

And  whereas,  certain  areas  now  comprised 
within  the  Northwest  Territories  more  properly 
belong  to  other  provinces  or  territories,  and 
should  therefore  be  separated  from  the  North- 
west Territories  : 

Therefore  be  it  resolved,  that  while  consent- 
ing to  such  alteration  of  the  limits  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  as  will  separate  there- 
from those  areas  lying  north  of  the  northern 
boundaries  of  the  provinces  of  British  Columbia 
and  Manitoba  respectively,  this  legislature  is 
firmly  of  the  opinion  that  the  political  unity  of 
the  Territories  should  not  be  disturbed. 

So  that,  we  have  the  very  same  gentle- 
men in  that  territorial  assembly,  passing 
that  .resolution,  giving  their  consent  to 
having  this  district  north  of  the  Manitoba 
boundary  line  added  to  the  province,  yet 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  refused  to  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
endorsed  as  it  was  by  the  Territorial  As- 
sembly. What  reason  did  he  give  for  not 
acceding  to  that  reasonable  request  ?  He 
said  that  in  this  House  there  are  a  number 
of  representatives  of  the  people  who  live  In 
that  sparsely  settled  portion  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  if  these  people  objected  to  being 
incorporated  in  the  limits  of  Manitoba, 
parliament  would  not  be  justified  in  add- 
ing them  to  that  province.  But,  let  me 
ask  the  First  Minister,  did  he  obtain  the 
consent  of  those  people  before  he  put  them 
into  the  unorganized  territories  ?  Did  he 
obtain  their  consent  before  separating  them 
from  the  rest  of  the  district  of  Saskatche- 
wan and  putting  them  outside  that  dis- 
trict ?  Most  assuredly  not  Why  not  then 
have  incorporated  them  within  the  limits 
of  Manitoba.^  There  is  no  valid  reason  why 
that  district  should  not  be  added  to  that 
province.  What  was  the  reply  he  gave  when 
the  request  was  made  to  have  the  northern 
limit  of  Manitoba  extended  to  the  60th  pa- 
rallel of  north  latitude  ?  Oh,  he  said.  I 
must  first  consult  the  province  of  Quebec, 
the  province  of  Ontario  and  the  province 
of  Saskatchewan.  Each  of  these  provinces 
has  an  equal  right  for  the  extension  of  its 
territory  to  Hudson  bay  ;  and  some  time 
in  the  future  it  is  my  intention  to  have  a 
conference  between  the  representatives  of 
those  provinces  to  see  how  the  territory  of 
Keewatin  may  be  divided  before  we  ac- 
cede to  the  request  of  Manitoba.  But  what 
possible  reason  is  there  for  consulting  any 
of  those  provinces.  The  province  of  On- 
tario intervenes  between  KeewatJn  and  the 
province  of  Quebec.    What  say  could  the 
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province  of  Quebec  have  In  connection  with 
the  division  of  Keewatin  ?  Or  even  the 
province  of  Ontario,  for  that  matter  ?  Why 
both  of  these  have  had  large  additions  to 
their  territories  since  Manitoba  was  made 
a  province  and  Manitoba  was  not  consulted? 
There  is  the  less  cause  for  consulting  them, 
when  we  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  district  of  Keewatin  has  been  un- 
der the  jurisdiction  of  Manitoba  the  past 
thirty  years.  The  administration  of  Justice 
in  that  district  has  all  taken  place  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  lieutenant  governor  of 
Manitoba,  and  the  province  of  Manitoba 
can  be  extended  to  the  Hudson  bay  without 
encroaching  on  one  foot  of  territory  pro- 
perly belonging  to  Ontario  or  Quebec.  In 
my  opinion  therefore  the  refusal  of  the 
request  of  Manitoba  was  entirely  unjust 
and  will  meet  with  the  condemnation  of 
every  citizen  of  th'at  province  irrespective 
of  party.  This  has  not  been  a  party  ques- 
tion. Hon.  gentlemen  who  occupy  seats  in 
this  House  from  the  province  of  Manitoba 
have  brought  it  up  in  the  Manitoba  legisla- 
ture. Hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side 
have  brought  it  up,  and  it  has  been  treated 
as  a  non-party  question.  It  is  also  being 
treated  in  that  light  by  the  press  of  both 
political  parties.  It  has  even  received  the 
endorsation  of  the  mouthpiece  of  the  Lib- 
eral party  in  the  east,  the  Toronto  '  Globe.' 
And  in  view  of  this  general  expression  of 
approval,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  province 
of  Manitoba  has  been  treated  in  a  most 
cavalier  and  unjust  manner. 

I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  that 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton) 
In  that  lengthy  speech  which  he  addressed 
to  this  House,  representing  as  he  does  a 
Manitoba  constituency,  did  not  think  this 
question  of  sufficient  importance  to  even 
give  it  a  passing  notice.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  government  no  doubt,  when  this  and 
similar  requests  were  made  in  the  past. 
He  was  in  Ottawa  when  the  delegation 
from  that  province  came  here  to  press  Its 
claim.  He  was  also  in  the  city  when  the 
delegation  from  the  board  of  trade  of  the 
city  of  Winnipeg  came  down  and  pressed 
the  claim  of  that  province.  Still  he  has 
never  uttered  a  protest  against  the  action 
of  this  government  in  turning  down  the  rea- 
sonable request  of  Manitoba  for  an  exten- 
sion of  its  territory. 

Laying  aside  the  question  of  the  extension 
of  Manitoba's  boundaries,  there  are  two 
features  in  this  Bill  which  deserve  special 
condemnation  by  the  people  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  I  refer  to  the 
educational  clauses  and  the  land  clauses. 
Why  do  I  say  they  should  meet  with  the 
condemnation  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  ? 
Because  we,  in  that  province,  have  had 
our  bitter  experience  In  connection  with 
each  of  those  questions.  Up  to  the  present 
Manitoba  Is  the  only  province  In  confedera- 
tion which  has  been  denied  the  ownership 
it'  its  public  lands,  and  because  of  that  fact, 


our  legislators  have  had  to  come  down  to 
the  central  government  on  numerous  occa- 
sions, hat  in  hand,  asking  an  addition  to 
their  public  revenues  in  order  to  be  able 
to  cope  with  the  requirements  of  that  deve- 
loping province.  There  would  have  been 
no  need  for  these  begging  trips  had  that 
province  been  dealt  with  justly  and  fairly 
as  were  the  other  provinces,  and  we  take  a 
sufficient  interest  in  the  newly  created  pro- 
vinces in  the  west  to  desire  that  they  should 
not  have  a  similar  experience  and  that  they 
should  profit  by  our  •  example.  Therefore 
we  urge  on  the  government  the  claims  of 
our  sister  provinces. 

In  my  opinion  also  no  financial  consi- 
deration, which  even  at  present  may  appear 
most  liberal  in  its  character— eulogized  as 
libera.1  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite-^will 
sufficiently  compensate  for  the  withholding 
from  those  new  provinces  of  their  public 
domain.  Without  their  lands,  those  pro- 
vinces will  have  not  one  single  asset  inde- 
pendent of  this  government,  save  the  power 
of  taxing  themselves.  To  obtain  a  prece- 
dent for  this  treatment,  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman had  to  go  to  the  American  republic. 
How  frequently  have  we  not  heard  that  right 
hon.  gentleman  in  eloquent  tones  declaim 
against  our  borrowing  examples  from  Ameri- 
can politicians  !  But,  he  did  not  go  to  the 
American  republic  when  he  desired  to  get 
a  precedent  in  connection  with  the  school 
policy.  On  the  contrary  he  went  out  of  his 
way  to  offer  a  gratuitous  insult  to  the  Amer- 
icans who  are  flocking  Into  our  Northwest 
by  thousands,  when  he  compared  their  com- 
paratively inferior  moral  stamina  with  ours 
and  attributed  It  largely  to  their  public 
school  system  and  to  the  exclusion  from  that 
system  of  the  teaching  of  certain  religious 
dogma.  He  always  goes,  he  tells  us,  for 
his  great  examples  to  the  motherland,  but 
in  this  instance  he  did  not.  Had  be  gone  to 
the  motherland  for  a  precedent  in  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question,  he  would 
have  had  a  precedent  entirely  contradictory 
to  the  policy  he  has  followed.  He  would 
have  found  that  imperial  statesmen  In  days 
gone  by  took  the  same  position  as  the  one 
he  takes  now'  regarding  tne  ownersip  of 
those '  lands.  He  would  have  found  that 
they  urged  that  those  lands  should  be  held 
by  the  empire  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  the  empire.  But  better  counsels  pre- 
vailed, and  it  was  recognized  that  these 
lands  could  not  be  administered  to  the 
same  advantage  from  Downing  street  as  in 
Canada  itself.  What  the  imperial  govern- 
ment has  done  for  this  Dominion  the  Dom- 
inion government  should  have  done  for  the 
provinces  and  handed  over  to  them  their 
lands  to  administer  in  the  interest  of  their 
own  people.  Justice,  Sir,  is  far  more  es- 
sential—very often  at  any  rate — than  any 
mere  financial  consideration ;  and  I  much 
mistake  the  character  and  temper  of  our 
western  people  if  they  do  not  condemn  the 
government's  policy  In  reference  to  these 
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lands.  The  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  admits  that  he  has  adopt- 
ed this  policy  simply  as  a  matter  of  policy. 
But  the  only  colour  of  reason  he  has  assigned 
for  it  is  that  he  fears  lest,  in  the  future, 
these  new  provinces  may,  through  stress  of 
'  financial  stringency,  due  to  Incurring  debts 
not  wisely  but  too  well,  resort  to  Increasing 
the  price  of  these  lands,  or  may  possibly 
do  away  with  the  policy  of  free  homesteads 
which,  up  to  this  time,  has  done  so  much 
to  attract  immigrants  to  our  shores,  and  to 
place  settlers  on  our  western  prairies.  But, 
Sir,  surely  the  people  making  their  homes 
in  the  western  part  of  the  Dominion,  and 
those  whom  they  select  to  administer  their 
affairs,  would  be  at  least  as  anxious  to  bring 
people  to  settle  on  these  lands  as  would  the 
government  here  at  Ottawa  ;  and  how  much 
more  careful  are  they  likely  to  be  of  the 
character  of  these  immigrants  than  this 
government  has  shown  itself  to  be  in  the 
past.  And,  moreover,  with  how  much  great- 
er advantage  could  these  lands  be  adminis- 
tered by  the  local  government  through  of- 
ficials under  their  control  than  by  a  govern- 
ment at  Ottawa  two  thousand  or  two 
thousand  five  hundred  miles  from  the  scene 
of  operations.  Evidently  the  Prime  Minister 
and  his  colleagues  have  not  confidence  in 
the  ability  of  the  western  people  to  legislate 
for  themselves.  When  the  question  of  grant- 
ing autonomy  to  the  Northwest  was  up  for 
discussion  in  parliament  two  or  three  years 
ago  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  then  col- 
league, the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr. 
Sifton),  took  the  ground  that  the  people  of 
the  Territories  were  already  in  possession 
of  practically  complete  powers  of  self-gov- 
ernment save  the  power  to  incur  debt ;  and 
they  doubted  the  wisdom  of  granting  them 
this  power  lest  it  might  be  utilized  for  un- 
wise and  unnecessary  purposes.  Apparent- 
ly, that  feeling  has  never  entirely  been 
overcome  by  these  gentlemen,  even  to  this 
day  ;  otherwise  they  would  have  proposed 
the  granting  of  a  full  measure  of  autonomy 
to  the  people  of  the  Territories,  including 
the  power  to  manage  their  own  lands  and 
control  their  educational  system.  Two  years 
ago,  the  Prime  Minister  expressed  his  dis- 
sent from  the  policy  of  granting  autonomy 
for  many  years  to  come.  But  political 
exigencies  forced  him  to  abandon  that 
position.  In  the  midst  at  the  last  elec- 
tion campaign,  it  was  suddenly  brought 
to  his  memory — even  in  the  turmoil 
and  cares  and  worries  of  the  occasion, 
he  remembered — that  he  had  left  letters  of 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories unanswered  for  months.  So  he  sent 
a  letter  giving  a  pledge— no  doubt  urged 
to  by  his  candidates  in  the  west,  who  had 
rightly  gauged  public  opinion— that  imme- 
diately after  the  election  he  would  take  up 
the  question  of  autonomy  and  introduce  a 
measure  during  the  first  session  of  parlia- 
ment. I  venture  to  say  that  had  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest  been  aware  of  the 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


character  of  the  Autonomy  Bill,  and  bad 
they  been  informed  of  the  restrictions  to 
be  placed  upon  their  legislative  liberty,  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
would  not  to-day  enjoy  the  support  of  such 
a  large  number  of  representatives  from  the 
west  as  he  now  has.  And  not  only  that, 
but  he  would  not  have  been  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  support  he  receives  from  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  in  this  House. 
To-day  we  have  a  measure  which,  to  use 
a  common  expression,  g-ants  autonomy  with 
a  string  to  it,  one  that  says  in  effect :  Thus 
far  shalt  thou  go  and  no  farther.  The  Prime 
Minister  In  effect  says  :  We  can  trust  you 
with  powers  of  self  government,  including 
the  power  to  tax  yourselves  for  all  neces- 
sary local  purposes,  we  can  trust  you  with 
the  power  of  administering  justice  in  these 
provinces  ;  we  can  trust  »you  with  the  work- 
ing out  of  your  transportation  problem — 
provided,  that  is,  you  can  do  it  disponed  as 
you  are  of  your  chief  asset,  your  public 
lands— we  can  trust  you  with  the  mainten- 
ance of  law  and  order  In  these  provinces  : 
we  can  trust  you  with  these  things,  and  feel 
that  you  will  acquit  yourself  In  a  creditable 
manner ;  but  hands  off  the  Dominion  lands 
and  the  separate  schools,  though  no  person 
has  threatened  either  one  or  the  other, 
for  these  are  preserves  of  the  Dominion 
government  upon  which  you  must  not 
trespass.  He  declares,  in  effect ;  We, 
the  members  of  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment have  not  suflicient  confidence  in 
either  your  ability  or  your  wisdom  to 
control  and  manage  your  own  lands  in  the 
interest  of  your  own  people ;  through  your 
youth  and  inexperience  as  legislators  you 
might  adopt  some  policy  that  would  con- 
flict with  the  policy  of  this  central  govern- 
ment to  your  detriment. 

It  is  true  that  the  other  provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  save  the  pi'ovince  of  Manitoba, 
are  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  public  domain; 
it  is  true  that  your  legislators  in  the  past 
have  given  every  evidence  of  capacity  and 
statesmanship  ;  it  is  true  you  have  been 
governed  wisely  and  well ;  It  is  true  your 
country  is  peopled  with  a  thrifty,  intelligent, 
and  industrious  people  ;  nevertheless  we 
cannot  entrust  to  you  this  great  patrimony 
lest  you  might  dissipate  It  in  a  prodigal 
manner :  Therefore,  your  liberties  must  be 
curtailed  and  your  jurisdiction  must  be 
limited;  likewise  your  assets.  And  so  a 
proud  and  self-reliant  people  are  made  to 
feel  the  humiliation  of  a  patronizing  restraint 
exercised  by  those  who  are  In  no  way  their 
superiors.  If  this  government  were  fearful 
lest  the  new  provinces  might,  at  some  time 
in  the  future  do  away  with,  this  policy  of 
free  homesteads  that  has  been  such  a  factor 
in  bringing  immigrants  to  our  shores,  then, 
rather  than  retain  the  lands  in  their  own 
possession,  why  could  they  not  have  follow- 
ed the  suggestion  of  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  and  have  incorpor- 
ated a  provision  in  the  law  which  would 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3681 


APRIL  3,  1905 


3682 


perpetuate  that  system  so  long  as  we  bad 
any  homesteads  to  grant  ?  Such  a  course 
would  have  been  much  less  objectionable 
than  this  restraint  upon  the  liberties  of  the 
new  provinces.  They  are  already  restricted 
In  their  powers  in  regard  to  education,  and 
I  say  that  such  a  restraint  as  that,  especially 
as  It  would  have  to  receive  the  consent 
of  the  people  resident  there,  would  have 
been  far  less  objectionable ;  and  you  would 
have  preserved  this  policy  of  free  home- 
steads, quite  as  well  as  if  the  lands  were 
administered  in  the  city  of  Ottawa.  And 
besides  it  would  have  done  away  with  a 
whole  host  of  officials  who  are  on  the  pay- 
roll of  this  country  and  whose  duties  are 
merely  of  a  nominal  character,  save  during 
an  election  campaign. 

Now,  an  argument  has  been  used,  that 
the  fact  of  the  other  provinces  of  the  Do- 
minion being  In  the  enjoyment  of  their 
public  domain  is  not  a  parallel  case ;  that 
while  the  lands  of  the  other  provinces  were 
owned  by  those  provinces  prior  to  their 
entry  Into  confederation,-  the  lands  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  were  purchased— 
'purchased*  being  the  word  used — by  the 
Dominion  government  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Dominion  at  large.  Now,  Sir,  I,  as 
a  westerner,  object  to  that  word  '  purchased.' 
These  lands  were  not  'purchased.'  It  is 
true  that  the  sum  of  £300,000  was  paid  to 
the  Iludson  Bay  Company,  not  for  these 
•  lands,  but  for  certain  privileges  they  enjoyed 
and  for  the  relinquishment  of  what  was,  at 
best,  a  doubtful  title,  on  their  part.  But 
this  money  was  borrowed  on  the  credit  of 
the  Dominion,  and  interest  is  being  paid 
upon  it  to-day  just  as  much  by  the  people 
of  the  Northwest,  man  for  man,  as  by  the 
residents  in  eastern  Canada.  But,  if  the 
Northwest  Territories  ane  to  be  denied  the 
beneficial  ownership  of  these  lands  by 
reason  of  this  argument,  how  isv  it  that  a 
certain  portion  of  this  territory  has  been 
handed  over  to  one  province  ?  How  is  it  that 
150,000  miles  at  territory  In  Ungava,  a  part 
of  this  '  purchased '  land,  paid  for  with 
money  raised  on  the  credit  of  the  Dominion, 
was  handed  over,  without  a  cent  of  compen- 
sation, to  the  province  of  Quebec  ? 

Some  more  powerful  logic,  some  better 
reasoning  will  have  to  be  adduced  in  order 
to  convince  the  residents  of  western  Canada 
that  they  are  not  equally  entitled  to  the 
ownership  of  these  lands  as  are  the  people 
who  reside  in  other  portions  of  the  Do- 
minion. After  the  premier  had  laboured 
hard  to  prove  the  ownership  of  those  lands 
belong  to  the  Dominion,  stating  that  on  the 
ground  of  public  policy  they  should  be  re- 
tained in  the  Dominion,  he  has  practically 
admitted  the  justice  of  the  claim  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  west  to  those  lands  by  providing 
in  this  Bill  for  compensation  for  the  same. 
If  they  purchased  those  lands  and  paid  $300- 
000.  why  purchase  them  the  second  time, 
paying  $1.50  an  acre,  and  especially  since 
he  maintains  that  that  is  nothing  like  what 


they  are  worth  ?  It  is  impossible  to  tell  ex- 
actly their  financial  value ;  but  In  setting 
aside  some  25,000,000  acres  of  land  at  $1.50 
an  acre,  when  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
has  stated  that  the  school  lands  alone,  some 
50,000,000  acres,  would  be  worth  at  least  $3 
an  acre,  you  can  easily  see  that  the'  pro- 
vinces do  not  get  sufficient  compensation  for 
withholding  their  lands  from  them. 

Now,  the  Prime  Minister  appeared  to  be 
very  solicitous  of  public  sentiment  in 
the  west  saying  that  he  could  not 
grant  the  request  of  the  people  at  Manitoba 
for  an  extension  of  its  boundaries  west- 
ward against  the  wishes  of  the  people 
who  reside  in  the  territories.  But  he 
was  not  so  careful  of  public  opinion 
when  he  denied  to  them  the  ownership  of 
their  lands,  nor  did  he  consult  their  wishes 
when  he  decided  to  impose  upon  them  a 
school  system  which  may  In  years  to  come 
prove  entirely  unsatisfactory  to  them.  He 
does  not  even  allow  them  the  option  of  say- 
ing how  those  schools  shall  be  maintained  ; 
but  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  he 
decides  that  the  two  systems  shall  receive 
an  equitable  share  of  public  money  In  such 
a  manner  as  not  to  discriminate  between 
them.  Now,  as  a  layman,  I  can  see  practi- ' 
cally  no  difference  between  the  amended 
and  the  original  clauses.  It  is  true  that  the 
ex-Minister  of  the  Interior,  with  fine  sar- 
casm at  the  expense  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  read  into  the  original  clause  16  a 
much  different  meaning  to  that  which  he 
attaches  to  the  amended  clause.  Of  course, 
he  was  having  a  drive  at  his  late  colleague, 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  through  a  draughts- 
man ;  though,  as  any  person  could  see,  it 
was  not  even  necessary  to  read  between  the 
lines  to  know  who  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  meant  by  this  particular  draughts- 
man.  Here  are  his  words  : 

But  I  am  bound  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
when  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice 
employed  a  draughtsman  to  draw  this  clause, 
with  instructions  to  maintain  only  the  existing 
state  of  affairs  in  the  Northwest  Territories, 
the  draughtsman  either  wholly  misunderstood 
his  instructions  or  he  possessed  the  most  re- 
markable faculty  for  covering  things  which 
were  not  covered  by  his  instructions. 

Well,  every  member  from  the  Northwest 
Territories  was  going  to  agree  with  the 
Minister  of  Justice  prior  to  the  advent  of 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  upon  the 
scene.  They  saw  no  objection  to  that  ori- 
ginal clause  16,  every  man  of  them  was 
going  to  support  it  until  their  hands  were 
forced  by  the  return  of  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior.  According  to  the  ex-Minister 
of  the  Interior,  the  original  clause,  no  matter 
how  inefficiently  those  separate  schools 
might  be  carried  on,  .even  if  religious  teach- 
ing was  made  the  primary  feature  of  the 
schools  and  secular  education  the  secondary 
feature,  no  matter  how  inferior  those  schools 
might  turn  out  to  be,  they  were  entitled  to 
share  and  share  alike  with  the  public  schools 
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out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 

lands  and  all  other  moneys  granted  for 
educational  purposes.  Is  this  an  evidence 
of  the  tolerance  that  the  right  bon.  gentle- 
man spoke  about  in  his  introductory  speech? 
Is  this  all  the  confidence  he  has  in  the  peo- 
ple inhabiting  the  Northwest  Territories  ? 
What  evidence  have  they  ever  given  that 
they  will  not  deal  justly,  and  oven  generous- 
ly, with  minorities  in  that  country  ?  The 
right  bon.  gentleman  is  quite  willing  to 
consult  their  wishes  when  be  thinks  those 
wishes  are  in  accord  with  his  own  ;  but 
he  is  not  willing  to  be  guided  by  their  de- 
sires when  they  run  counter  to  his  own 
views.  He  does  follow  out  their  wishes 
when  he  refuses  Manitoba's  request  for  an 
extension  of  her  boundaries,  but  he  will  not 
be  bound  by  them  when  they  ask  for  public 
lands,  and  he  considers  it  the  essence  of 
statesmanship  when  he  refuses  them  the 
right  to  say  what  their  school  system  shall 
be,  and  denies  them  what  the  British  North 
America  Act  evidently  intended  they  should 
have,  namely,  the  sole  control  of  their  edu- 
cational affairs.  If  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man desired  an  evidence  of  public  sentiment 
in  the  Territories  on  educational  matters,  if 
•he  was  in  quest  of  that  pillar  of  cloud  by 
day  and  that  pillar  of  fire  by  night  to  show 
him  the  way  and  to  give  mm  the  light,  to 
use  his  own  simile,  let  him  look  at  the  history 
of  separate  schools  in  that  country,  and  he 
will  find  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  Northwest  Territories  Act  was  passed 
In  1ST5  permitting  the  establishment  of 
separate  schools  in  that  country,  there  ex- 
ists to-day  but  about  ten  separate  schools 
to  nearly  1.100  public  schools.  What  greater 
evidence  could  he  desire  or  require  as  to 
the  public  sentiment  of  that  country  regard- 
ing the  character  of  the  school  system  they 
desire  V  And,  Sir,  what  avail  is  it  to  resur- 
rect the  mouldy  speeches  of  the  Hon.  George 
Brown,  of  the  Hon.  Alexander  Mackenzie 
and  of  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  to  prove 
what  those  gentlemen  had  in  their  minds 
when  they  incorporated  that  provision  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  Act,  stating  that 
they  wished  Intending  Immigrants  to  know 
what  kind  of  schools  they  were  going  to 
have  in  that  country,  when  I  venture  to 
say  that  not  one  man  in  5,000  who  have 
gone  into  that  country  to  make  homes  for 
themselves  ever  asked  the  question- whether 
there  were  separate  schools  there.  The  only 
question  agitating  them  was  :  What  educa- 
tional facilities  are  there  for  giving  my  chil- 
dren a  good  common  school  education  ?  A 
proof  of  this  is  found  in  the  fact  that,  not- 
withstanding that  the  Act  permitting  separ- 
ate schools  has  been  in  existence  thirty 
years,  there  is  a  diminishing  number  of 
separate  schools  and  a  rapidly  increasing 
number  of  public  schools.  In  face  of  this 
experience  and  of  this  overwhelming  public 
sentiment  in  the  Northwest,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister has  incorporated  a  clause  in  this  Act 
forcing  upon  those  new  provinces  a  school 
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system  that  may  or  may  not  prove  to  their 
liking  In  the  years  to  come. 

Now,  the  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  has 
stated  that  he  is  personally  aware  of  the 
fact  that  people  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
secure  copies  of  the  ordinance  to  see  if  there 
were  separate  schools  in  that  country  before 
going  to  make  their  homes  there,  leaving  the 
impression  that  they  would  not  have  gone 
in  there  had  they  not  beeu  sure  that  there 
were  separate  schools  in  existence.  If  that 
is  the  case,  I  charge  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior  with  having — whether  deliberately 
or  not,  I  will  not  say — misled  the  immi- 
grants through  his  immigration  literature 
that  he  has  scattered  broadcast  in  almost 
every  civilized  country  of  the  globe,  among 
people  whom  he  wished  to  attract  to  this 
country  ;  for  I  have  hunted  in  vain  for  one 
single  expression  in  that  literature  where 
there  was  any  reference  to  a  separate  school 
system.  On  the  contrary,  as  was  shown  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake) 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Calgary  (Mr.  M.  S. 
McCarthy),  it  is  distinctly  stated  in  a  pam- 
phlet that  has  been  distributed  that  the 
schools  are  non-sectarian,  and  national 
in  their  character — net  a  word  about 
separate  schools.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
stated  that  on  his  European  tour  he  was 
in  consultation  with  a  certain  representa- 
tive of  a  foreign  country  who  was  very 
much  agitated  about  the  outcome  of  this 
separate  school  agitation  in  Canada,  and 
the  impresion  he  conveyed  to  the  members 
of  this  House  was  that  if  there  were  no 
separate  schools  in  the  Northwest  we  would 
have  very  few  immigrants  from  that  coun- 
try. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  speech 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  the  other 
evening,  I  think  we  would  all  be  delighted 
to  hear  the  character  of  the  reply  he  made 
to  that  representative  of  a  foreign  country. 
I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  sends  a  copy 
of  his  speech  over  to  that  representative  it 
will  convey  to  that  gentleman  a  vastly  dif- 
ferent impression  from  the  impression  he 
gave  him  in  the  reply  which  he  gave,  be- 
cause I  am  sure  he  did  not  try  to  convince 
that  representative  that  they  had  no  separ- 
ate schools  in  that  country,  where  as  his 
whole  argument  here  was  to  convince  us 
that  there  were  practically  no  separate 
schools,  that  they  were  national  schools, 
and  that  any  difference  there  is  would 
soon  disappear.  This  policy,  in  my  opinion, 
cannot  be  defended  on  legal  grounds.  The 
constitution  of  our  country  does  not  force 
us  to  perpetuate  this  system  of  schools  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  the  people  inhabiting 
that  part  of  the  Dominion.  It  is  true  that 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government, 
when  he  introduced  this  Bill,  based  his  sole 
argument  upon  the  ground  that  he  stood 
by  and  on  the  rock  of  the  constitution,  but 
by  the  time  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  had  got  through  with  bis 
speech  In  criticism  of  the  speech  of  the 
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right  hon.  leader  of  the  government  there 
was  nothing  left  of  that  constitutional  argu- 
ment. It  was  entirely  demolished  to  the 
extent  that  his  colleague  the  hon.  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance,  replying  to  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  threw  up  his 
hands,  abandoned  the  constitutional  argu- 
ment and  stated  that  he  would  not  shield 
himself  behind  the  constitution  thereby 
giving  a  rebuke  to  his  own  leader;  but,  while 
admitting  that  there  were  no  legal  grounds 
for  forcing  these  schools  on  the  people  of 
that  western  country,  he  asserted  that  we 
we  were  morally  bound  to  perpetuate  that 
system.  We  have  had  legal  authorities 
quoted  in  this  House.  We  have  heard  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  who 
backed  up  the  opinion  from  the  legal  stand- 
point which  was  given  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition.  We  have  had 
other  gentlemen  eminent  in  their  profession 
agreeing  with  the  same  opinion.  It  is  only 
right  and  proper  for  me  to  say  that  there 
was  another  hon.  gentleman  who  particu- 
larly laid  down  a  different  opinion  in  his 
most  emphatic  manner  and  with  the  same 
assurance  that  usually  characterizes  all  the 
utterances  of  that  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
House.  I  refer  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Alberta  (Mr.  Oliver).  That  opinion  Is  de- 
serving of  all  the  respect  it  is  entitled  to. 
In  the  face  of  that  high  legal  opinion  I  im- 
agined that  I  saw  the  right  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  sitting  down  and  penning 
a  letter  like  another  similar  letter  written 
to  a  political  supporter  of  his  within  six 
months  after  he  was  called  to  the  premier- 
ship. I  imagine  that  I  saw  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  writing  a  letter  In  these  words: 
My  Dear  Oliver, — Perhaps  the  lieutenant 
governorship  of  the  province  of  Alberta  will 
be  at  my  disposal  by  the  1st  of  July,  1905. 
If  between  now  and  then  you  are  not  ap- 
pointed a  Judge  for  giving  that  constitution- 
al opinion  I  promise  to  place  the  lieutenant 
governorship  at  your  disposal.  (Signed) 
Wilfrid  Laurler.  It  may  not  be  a  judge- 
ship, because  I  think  as  a  usual  thing  they 
require  a  lawyer  for  a  judgeship,  but  still 
there  are  premiershlps,  lieutenant  governor- 
ships and  several '  other  positions  up  there 
at  the  disposal  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
and  I  will  venture  to  say  that  so  long  as 
we  have  these  positions  dangling  before 
the  eyes  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
from  the  west,  and  especially  the  vacant 
portfolio  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  the 
boy  who  gives  this  Bill  his  thorough  and 
emphatic  support  and  swallows  every  clause 
that  is  in  It,  even  at  the  expense  of  his  con- 
victions, Is  the  one-  who  is  the  most  likely 
*o  receive  the  plum. 

This  is  a  Bill  which  I  think  cannot  be  de- 
feuded  on  the  grounds  of  public  policy.  The 
whole  history  of  such  agitations  as  this  Is 
directly  contrary  to  that  contention.  It  is 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  provincial  rights 
and  an  unwarrantable  Interference  with 
matters  of  purely  provincial  concern.  Where 


are  the  gentlemen  who  were  so  loud  with 
the  shibboleth  'Hands  off  Manitoba'  in  1896? 
Where  are  the  gentlemen  who  were  erst- 
while defenders  of  provincial  rights  then? 
Are  these  gentlemen  now  the  defenders  of 
coercion?  Where  are  these  gentlemen  who 
even  went  to  the  extent  of  doing  away  with 
the  system  of  separate  schools  in  Manitoba, 
although  that  system  had  been  In  existence 
for  over  twenty  years,  who  thought  they 
were  doing  their  duty,  who  thought  they 
were  within  their  jurisdiction,  who  denied ' 
the  right  of  this  government  to  dictate  to 
the  people,  of  Manitoba  what  their  educa- 
tional policy  should  be  and  who  held  that 
the  people  of  Manitoba  should  work  out 
their  own  salvation  as  far  as  educational 
affairs  are  concerned?  Where  are  the  gen- 
tlemen who  journeyed  from  platform  to 
platform  stirring  up  the  prejudices  of  the 
people  In  that  country  not  only  against  the 
Dominion  government,  but  also  against  the 
principle  of  separate  schools  as  being  ante- 
diluvian and  contrary  to  western  ideas? 
Where  are  those  who  even  journeyed  beyond 
the  confines  of  the  province  of  Manitoba? 
The  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Green- 
way)  was  premier  of  the  province  cf  Mani- 
toba and  it  was  under  his  government  that 
these  schools  were  wiped  out  of  existence, 
though  to  do  him  justice  I  must  say  that  It 
was  a  stronger  man  who  dictated  this  policy 
to  him— the  Hon.  Joseph  Martin,  attorney 
general  at  that  time — but  still  he  followed 
the  hon.  Joseph's  lead  and  the  schools  were 
abolished.  Where  is  the  hon.  ex-Mlnister  of 
the  Interior,  for  he  it  was  who  journeyed  to 
the  constituency  of  Haldimand,  travelling 
some  1,500  miles  not  only  to  gain  the  sym- 
pathy and  support  of  the  people  of  Haldi- 
mand in  Manitoba's  fight  for  provincial 
rights,  but  also  to  try  and  induce  the  elec- 
tors of  the  constituency  of  Haldimand  to 
cast  their  votes  against  the  then  government 
and  Its  representative,  Dr.  Montague,  who 
was  seeking  re-election  at  a  by-election  as 
Minister  of  Agriculture  ?  The  hon.  ex-Mlnis- 
ter of  the  Interior  went  into  the  constitu- 
ency of  Haldimand  and  put  before  the  people 
our  separate  school  policy  and  our  National 
School  Act,  much  to  the  detriment  of  the 
former,  and  asked  their  sympathy  and  sup- 
port and  votes  for  the  then  candidate  who 
was  opposing  the  government.  Let  their 
followers  from  Manitoba  explain,  for  sev- 
eral of  them  occupy  seats  In  this  House  to- 
day who  occupied  seats  In  the  local  legis- 
lature at  that  time  and  who  then  sought  to 
maintain  the  right  of  the  province  to  con- 
trol their  educational  affairs.  What  evil 
days  must  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  fallen 
upon  that  they  are  now  joining  hands  In 
forcing  upon  the  people  of  the  western  coun- 
try a  school  policy  that  may  not  be  accept- 
able In  the  years  that  are  to  come. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  some  ex- 
tracts that  I  bave  culled,  some  choice  gems 
from  some  of  the  speeches  delivered  by 
the  hon.  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  on  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3687 


COMMONS 


3688 


Haldimand  tour,  for  recollect  that  while  he 
journeyed  down  to  the  constituency  of  Haldi- 
mand he  journeyed  back  again  minus  that 
scalp  which  he  as  a  western  brave  sallied 
forth  to  secure.  He  made  a  speech  of  a 
violent  character  against  the  schools  we 
had  tn  the  province  of  Manitoba  and  also 
appealed  to  the  sympathy  of  the  people  of 
Haldimand  on  the  ground  of  provincial 
rights.  I  desire  to  read  to  the  House  a  few 
of  these  gems  from  a  speech  delivered  by 
that  hon.  gentleman  in  the  county  of  Haldi- 
mand as  reported  in  the  '  Globe.' 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

The  riouse  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  Mr.  Speaker.  Before 
you  left  the  chair  at  six  o'clock,  I  was  refer- 
ring to  the  speech  made  by  the  ex-Minis- 
ter of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  at  the  town 
of  Caledonia  In  the  constituency  of  Haldi- 
mand in  the  year  1895.  I  shall  quote  from 
the  report  in  the  '  Globe '  of  April  15,  of  that 
year.  I  do  not  read  these  extracts  from  the 
speech  of  the  ex-minister  (Mr.  Sifton)  with 
the  idea  of  lending  my  endorsation  to  theui, 
but  as  one  hon.  member  read  extracts  from 
the  remarks  of  clergymen  and  public  men 
iu  the  United  States  to  show  they  were  not 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  school  system  of 
that  country,  it  may  be  well  to  hear  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton)  lias  to  say 
about  the  separate  schools  as  they  existed  in 
Manitoba.  Some  of  these  gentlemen  in  the 
United  States.^altbough  their  remarks  apply 
to  a  condition  of  things  said  to  exist  over 
twenty  years  ago,  were  represented  as  hav- 
ing said  that  the  public  schools  in  that  coun- 
try were  hot  beds  of  immorality.  As  I  have 
said,  I  do  not  lend  my  endorsation  to  the 
remarks  which  1  shall  quote  from  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Sifton),  because  it  so  happens 
that  in  my  constituency  there  was  not  a 
single  separate  school  existing  prior  to  the 
abolition  of  separate  schools  in  Manitoba, 
and  personally  I  cannot  speak  from  expe- 
rience. AVe  were  told  by  a  gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  the  state- 
ment as  to  the  ciergy  of  the  provinceof  Quebec 
interfering  in  elections  was  a  mere  myth,  a 
figment  of  the  imagination.  However,  that 
may  be,  I  shall  quote  from  the  present  mem- 
ber for  Brandon,  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior and  ex-attorney  general  of  his  pro- 
vince, as  to  what  his  opinion  was.  I  may 
say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  made  this  speech 
when  he  occupied  the  responsible  position 
of  attorney  general  of  Manitoba,  and  as  we 
know  he  has  a  great  deal  of  experience  in 
connection  with  educational  affairs,  because 
he  told  us  so  himself  the  other  day.  Some 
of  these  expressions  are  very  harsh,  but  I 
must  inflict  them  upon  the  House  in  order 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  form  their 
own  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  separate 
school  system  as  it  existed  in  Manitoba,  from 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


the  words  of  one  of  their  own  friends.  Mr. 
Sifton  said: 

Catholics  made  false  returns  of  school  popu- 
lation to  get  large  grants  from  the  government. 

A  pretty  serious  accusation  that. 

They  conducted  their  schools  Id  a  manner 
that  would  be  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized  coun- 
try. The  priests  and  the  Catholic  clergy  con- 
nected with  their  orders  were  their  teachers. 

I  regret  the  hon.  member  for  Labelie  (Mr. 
Bourassa)  is  not  present,  because  when  he 
spoke  he  took  great  pride  In  the  fact  that 
the  clergy  were  the  teachers  In  so  many  of 
these  schools  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  stat- 
ing that  a  great  deal  of  the  good  derived 
from  the  schools  in  that  province,'  and  the 
high  standard  of  education  there  was  due 
to  clerical  influence.  Evidently  the  ex-min- 
ister (Mr.  Sifton)  had  a  different  impression 
as  to  the  character  of  the  teaching  done  by 
clergymen  of  the  Roman  Catholic  church  In 
Manitoba,  for  he  said  : 

Schools  sometimes  were  kept  open  only  two 
or  three  weeks,  sometimes  two  days  in  the 
week,  while  these  priests  drew  their  money  as 
teachers.  This,  he  said,  was  a  common  thing. 

In  other  words,  according  to  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  these  priests  seemed  more 
anxious  to  get  the  educational  fund  and  to 
pocket  it  than  they  were  to  educate  the 
children  by  keeping  the  schools  open  five 
days  a  week.   Mr.  Sifton  goes  on  to  6ay  : 

The  system  followed  was  no  system  at  all. 
As  a  result  people  who  grew  up  in  districts 
where  separate  schools  existed  were  in  a  state 
of  absolute  Ignorance  and  illiteracy. 

Fretty  hard  language  in  reference  to  these 
schools  that  were  so  lauded  by  some  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Mr.  Sifton  continues  : 

It  is  a  notorious  fact  that  in  Manitoba,  in 
districts  where  the  people  are  French  and  Ro- 
man Catholic  and  where  this  system  of  schools 
has  been  In  existence  for  twenty  years,  that  it 
is  a  rare  thing  to  find  a  person  who  can  read 
and  write. 

And  still  the  hon.  member  for  Labelie 
(Mr.  Bourassa)  spoke  about  the  great  pro- 
portion of  the  prizes  being  carried  off  at 
St.  Boniface  by  pupils  of  separate  schools 
of  Roman  Catholic  institutions,  in  compe- 
tition with  their  Protestant  brethren  there. 
Evidently,  the  ex-minister  does  not  look  upon 
separate  schools  in  as  favourable  a  light 
when  he  says  it  is  a  rare  thing  to  find  a 
person  who  can  either  read  or  write  where 
these  schools  have  been  In  existence  for 
twenty  years.    Mr.  Sifton  further  said  : 

He  could  show  the  audience  a  petition  which 
came  in  from  the  reeve  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
municipality  in  which  six  councillors  of  the 
municipality  made  their  signatures  by  putting 
crosses,  and  to  which  only  one  could  sign  his 
name.  When  it  was  proposed  in  the  legislature 
to  require  by  municipal  law  that  the  reeve  and 
councillors  should  be  compelled  to  read  and 
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write,  a  gentleman  who  represented  a  consti- 
tuency almost  exclusively  French  and  Roman 
Catholic  stood  up  in  the  legislature  and  said 
that  If  the  Bill  became  law,  in  his  constitu- 
ency persona  could  not  be  found  who  could 
qualify  for  the  office  of  reeve  or  councillor. 

A  pretty  sweeping  assertion,  that  If  a 
Bill  compelling  municipal  councillors  to  be 
able  to  read  and  -write  were  to  pass  the 
legislature  there  would  not  be  sufficient  men 
In  his  district  who  could  quality  for  office. 
Mr.  SJfton  continued  :  . 

Under  this  system  public  money  went  direct 
to  the  clergy  of  the-  Roman  Catholic  church. 
They  did  practically  what  they  liked  with  it, 
conducted  their  schools  or  not  as  they  saw  fit, 
with  the  result  that  the  people  grew  up  In  ab- 
solute Illiteracy.  Money  was  used  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  church  and  not  for  education.  He 
lauded  the  Public  School  Act,  and  supported  one 
system  of  schools  where  there  should  be  no 
distinction  between  one  man  and  another,  when 
the  law  should  know  no  man's  religion  but  give 
each  and  every  one  the  same  privilege. 

And  still  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Sifton) 
stated  the  other  day  In  this  House,  that  he 
would  give  his  approbation  to  this  Bill  though 
It  was  opposed  to  his  conscientious  convic- 
tions and  his  past  record.  Now  he  is  going 
to  (inflict  separate  schools  on  the  people  of 
the  new  western  provinces  which  will  cause 
this  division  between  the  child  of  one  man 
and  the  child  of  another,  and  will  not  give 
each  and  every  one  the  same  privilege.  The 
report  of  Mr.  Sifton's  remarks  continues  : 

He  said  that  If  the  Roman  Catholic  people 
were  left  alone,  if  the  priests  of  Quebec  would 
leave  them  alone,  inside  of  three  or  four  years 
they  would  accept  the  public  school  system. 

Does  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  not 
think  that  the  same  might  occur  in  the  new 
provinces  of  the  west,  and  that  if  these  peo- 
ple are  left  alone  they  would  be  just  as  apt 
to  accept  the  public  school  system  there  as 
fn  the  province  of  Manitoba  ?  Apparently,  the 
ex-minister  thinks  that  not  only  the  priests 
of  Manitoba  but  the  priests  of  Quebec  inter- 
fere in  educational  matters  outside  their  own 
provinces. 

He  accused  the  Conservative  government,  in 
passing  the  remedial  order,  of  buying  the  votes 
of  the  province  of  Quebec. 

What  a  very  high  estimate  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sifton)  had  of  the  people  of 
Quebec.  There  was  a  Conservative  gov- 
ernment doing  what  they  thought  they  were 
obliged  to  do  by  the  order  of  the  highest 
court  in  the  realm,  and  this  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sifton)  states,  that  the  Conservative 
government  In  doing  what  it  believed  to  be 
its  duty  were  simply  buying  up  the  votes  of 
the  people  of  Quebec.  Mr.  Sifton  further 
says : 

The  people  of  the  Red  River  when  they  came 
into  confederation  never  asked  for  separate 
schools  ;  never  wanted  them,  and  that  the 
clause  In  the  Bill  sent  to  Ottawa  demanding 
them  was  fraudulently  put  there  by  the  clergy 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  church. 


Evidently  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sifton) 
has  no  great  love  for  the  clergy  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  church,  nor  has  he  that  high 
opinion  of  the  clerical  school  system  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  has.  Dr.  Mon- 
tague was  the  candidate  in  Haldlmand  when 
this  speech  was  made,  and  the  report  states  : 

Mr.  Sifton  asked  why  Dr.  Montague  took  such 
an  interest  in  this  matter  ?  It  is  because  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  are  a  well  organized 
body  and  because  they  have  a  political  influ- 
ence in  Canada  which  Is  not  to  be  sneezed  it. 

Language  more  forcible  than  polite  I  ad- 
mit, but  still  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
claim  that  the  clergy  of  Quebec  never  had 
any  influence,  never  tried  to  exercise  that  in- 
fluence In  political  matters,  the  ex-Minister 
of  the  Interior  states  that  they  are  a  well- 
organized  body  and  that  they  have  a  political 
Influence  in  Canada  that  Is  not  to  be  sneezed 
at.  He  goes  on  still  further  : 

During  the  last  hundred  years  you  will  find 
that  wherever  a  constitutional  Act  was  pre- 
pared of  an  organizing  character,  you  will  find 
that  something  is  drawn  which  indicates  the 
hand  of  the  clergy  Is  there.  The  language  may 
be  the  language  of  the  Canadian  politician,  but 
In  every  case  the  voice  is  the  voice  of  the 
church. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  before  us  to- 
day a  measure  of  an  organizing  character, 
creating  two  new  provinces  out  of  these 
vast  territories  in  western  Canada.  Is  it  to 
be  believed  that  this  is  the  sole  exception 
that  has  taken  place  in  100  years  in  which  the 
clergy's  hand  has  not  been  seen  ?  I  wonder 
if  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  were  he  to 
mentally  recall  those  utterances  of  his  in 
1895  when  he  said  that  during  the  last  100 
years  there  has  not  been  a  single  instance 
where  anything  of  an  organizing  character 
has  taken  place  that  the  hand  of  the  clergy 
has  not  been  seen  would  claim,  if  he  were  to 
speak  according  to  his  honest  convictions 
that  the  same  thing  is  not  occurring  at  the 
present  day.   He  went  on  : 

If  the  people  of  Canada  approve  of  the  Act 
of  the  government  it  means  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  church  of  the  province  of  Quebec  can 
practically  get  anything  they  like  from  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  commend  these 
utterances  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who 
leads  this  House  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  and 
if  he  can  find  in  them  that  spirit  of  toler- 
ance and  Christian  charity  of  which  lie 
spoke,  if  he  can  find  in  them  that  broad- 
mindedness  that  soaring  to  the  very  pin- 
nacle of  statesmanship,  that  breadth  of  mind 
and  desire  to  discuss  questions  of  this  char- 
acter with  the  object  of  promoting  peace 
and  harmony  of  which  he  spoke,  then  I  will 
attribute  to  him  a  great  deal  more  perception 
than  I  possess,  but  I  must  confess  that  I 
believe  he  himself  will  be  in  need  of  that 
pillar  of  cloud  by  day  and  pillar  of  fire  by 
night  to  show  him  the  way  and  give  him  the 
light.    The  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr. 
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Sifton)  is  not  the  only  gentleman  who  took 
strong  ground  against  interference  in  pro- 
vincial matters  of  this  character  and  in 
favour  of  a  national  as  against  a  separate 
school  system.  There  is  our  friend  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  who  is  re- 
ported in  the  Halifax  '  Chronicle '  in  March 
6,  1896,  as  speaking  at  Windsor  in  the  fol- 
lowing words  


Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 
Minister  of  Finance  '! 


Is  that  the  present 


Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  The  present  Minister 
of  Finance,  then  premier  of  Nova  Scotia. 

In  Manitoba  they  have  prescribed  exercises 
which  contain  nothing  that  ought  to  be  ob- 
jectionable to  any  body  of  Christians,  and  if 
there  are,  means  can  no  doubt  be  found  to  re- 
move the  cause  of  complaint  without  Dominion 
Interference.  Why  should  we  not  believe  that 
Manitoba  will  be  reasonable  in  this  matter  ? 
The  Manltobans  are  not  African  savages. 

Why  cannot  we  trust  the  people  in  the 
new  provinces  of  the  west  ?  Neither  are 
they  African  savages.  They  are  dominated 
by  the  same  spirit  of  fairness  and  justice 
as  the  people  of  Manitoba.   He  goes  on  : 

I  will  venture  the  statement  that  the  true 
interests  of  th«  Roman  Catholic  citizens  of 
Manitoba  will  be  better  advanced  by  the  policy 
of  conciliation  than  by  the  policy  of  coercion. 
,  This  Remedial  Bill  that  the  government  are 
trying  to  enforce  upon  an  unwilling  parliament, 
even  If  it  should  pass,  cannot  settle  the  ques- 
tion.   It  would  be  an  attack  on  

On  what  ? 

 an  attack  on  provincial  rights  If 

the  Roman  Catholics  are  ever  to  obtain  a  solu- 
tion of  this  question  which  is  worth  having  they 
must  obtain  it  through  the  good  will  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  province  to  which 
they  belong. 

And  if  the  hon.  gentleman  were  to  speak 
his  conscientious  sentiments  he  would  state 
equally  to-day  that  the  people  of  the  west, 
the  Roman  Catholic  citizens  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces in  the  west,  will  have  a  better  chance 
to  secure  their  rights  and  all  their  privileges 
through  the  good  will  of  the  majority  of 
those  who  will  people  that  part  of  the  Do- 
minion. But  the  hou.  gentleman  goes  on 
further  : 

I  ask  jthe  people  of  Hants  county  and  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  to  stand  by  the  principle 
of  free  schools  in  the  case  of  Manitoba,  just  as 
they  would  stand  by  it  in  their  own  province. 
....  We  in  Nova  Scotia  know  the  value  of 
a  system  of  free  public  schools.  We  have  shown 
in  the  past  that  while  we  may  differ  on  many 
questions  we  are  practically  a  unit  in  support 
of  that  system  If  the  Dominion  au- 
thorities should  attempt  to  interfere  with  our 
school  system,  if  they  should  attempt  to  impose 
on  this  province  the  system  which  they  are 
trying  to  force  on  Manitoba,  we  would  expect 
to  have  the  sympathy  of  the  friends  of  free 
schools  elsewhere,  and  we  would  expect  the 
people  of  the  western  provinces  to  give  us  their 
sympathy  and  support  In  such  a  condition.  Let 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


us  to-day  give  them  our  hearty  support  in  the 
struggle  until  we  find  that  they  are  not  amen- 
able to  reason. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  give  credit  to  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  for  the  Nova  Scotia  school 
law  and  he  says  : 

What  can  we  say  of  the  position  of  that  gen- 
tleman to-day,  who  Instead  of  standing  up  as 
the  champion  of  a  free  school  system,  and  re- 
sisting those  who  attack  it,  scrambled  into  par- 
liament  

• 

In  what  manner  ?  Why  here  is  another 
gentleman  testifying  to  clerical  influence 
which  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  is  all 
a  myth.  According  to  the  present  Minister 
of  Finance  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  scrambl- 
ing into  parliament 

 through  the  unfair  influence  of  the  Roman 

Catholic  pulpits  of  the  county  of  Cape  Breton, 
and  is  now  devoting  the  evening  of  his  life  to 
the  work  of  destroying  the  free  school  system 
of  Manitoba  and  forcing  upon  that  province  a 
system  which  he  would  not  dare  to  attempt  to 
force  upon  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  is  to-day 
voting, — I  think  against  his  own  conscience 
— to  impose  upon  the  people  of  the  western 
provinces  a  system  of  schools  that  may  turn 
out  equally  objectionable  in  those  new  pro- 
vinces in  the  future. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  the  '  Casket '  on 
March  the  14th.  1896  the  same  hon.  gen- 
tleman states  : 

Only  as  a  last  resort  and  when  every  other 
possible  method  of  settlement  has  failed  can 
there  be  any  Justification  for  federal  interfer- 
ence in  the  educational  affairs  of  any  province 
in  the  Dominion. 

Again  In  a  letter  to  the  same  paper  dated 
April  4th,  1896,  he  says  : 

The  uproar  is  upon  us  ;  already  the  blaze,  of 
religious  strife  has  been  kindled  and  is  being- 
vigourously  fanned  every  day  by  the  efforts  to 
coerce  Manitoba. 

And  now  they  are  doing  the  same  thing 
themselves  only  they  are  sugar-coating  that 
word  '  coercion  '  which  was  so  bitter  to  their 
taste  in  1896. 

Again  on  March  6,  speaking  at  Windsor 
he  stated  : 

I  believe  that  the  people  of  Manitoba  If  left 
alone  will  settle  this  question  for  themselves. 
Why  should  we  not  believe  this  ?  We  know 
from  our  own  experience  in  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces that  it  has  been  found  possible  to  main- 
tain a  tree  school  system  and  to  administer  it 
so  as  to  make  it  acceptable  to  the  people  of 
every  class  and  creed.  We  hear  no  complaint 
of  the  Nova  Scotia  school  law.  The  Manitoba 
school  system  is  practically  the  same  as  the 
Nova  Scotia. 

And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us  the 
other  day  that  to-day  if  not  by  law  by 
practice  they  are  practically  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  separate  schools  in  Halifax,  and  in 
some  parts  of  Nova  Scotia,  to  a  greater  ex- 
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tent  than  under  the  school  system  of  the 
Northwest  Territories.  These  schools  were 
secured  through  the  good  will  of  the  ma- 
jority and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
asked  a  pertinent  question  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  why  we 
should  not  expect  the  same  result  in  the  new 
provinces  of  the  west  he  states :  Possibly 
so,  but  when  41  per  cent  of  the  population 
have  a  suspicion  that  they  may  not  get  that 
fairness  it  is  only  right  we  should  respond 
to  their  demands.  In  other  words  59  per 
cent  of  the  population  have  to  be  governed 
by  the  wishes  of  the  other  41  per  cent 

The  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  is  not  in 
accord  with  the  Prime  Minister  on  his  con- 
stitutional argument.  He  states  that  he 
largely  agrees  with  the  views  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  but  still 
he  is  going  to  support  the  Bill.  In  fact  he 
has  stated  that  the  whole  question  should 
be  left  to  the  provinces.  On  page  3256  of 
'  Hansard '  he  is  reported  as  follows  : 

But  for  my  part  I  have  no  hesitation  In  say- 
ing what  my  own  opinion  would  be.  It  would 
be  that  the  province  ought  to  be  left  entirely 
free  to  deal  with  Its  own  educational  affairs. 

This  was  the  opinion  expressed  by  that 
hon.  gentleman,  but  still  he  is  not  going  to 
carry  it  into  effect  by  voting  against  this 
Bill.    He  went  further  : 

I  am  convinced  it  would  be  better  for  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories it  the  legislature  were  left  absolutely 
free. 

And  again  : 

I  do  not  think  they  would  be  able  to  con- 
vince me  that  it  would  not  be  better  that  the 
legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories  should 
be  free. 

If  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  be  con- 
sistent and  vote  according  to  the  convictions 
he  thus  expressed,  would  he  not  oppose  this 
clause  which  is  not  going  to  leave  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Territories  free  to  deal  with  this 
matter  ?  Why  should  he  set  up  one  policy 
to  be  carried  into  effect  in  his»own  province 
and  a  diametrically  opposite  one  to  be  car- 
ried out  in  the  new  provinces  ?  If  he  had 
changed  his  opinion,  if  he  had  been  con- 
verted, as  the  hon.  member  for  Western 
Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  has  been  with  regard 
to  the  land  clause,  if  be  had  conscientiously 
recanted  his  old  time  convictions,  he  might 
have  an  excuse,  but  he  has  not.  What 
therefore  is  the  reason  he  gives  boldly  and 
unblushlngly  In  the  presence  of  this  free 
parliament  why  he  is  going  to  support  the 
Bill.  Did  he  take  any  high  moral  ground  ? 
Well,  this  House  can  judge  for  itself.  This 
Is  the  ground  he  took  : 

I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  whatever  any- 
body else  might  do,  my  course  is  perfectly  clear. 
I  should,  when  this  question  came  up,  be  in  a 
position  to  speak  with  the  freedom  with  which 
a  member  of  the  government  could  not  speak, 
and  I  should  be  called  on  to  decide  to  what 


extent  and  how  far  I  would  be  prepared  to 
compromise  opinions  which  I  had  publicly  ex- 
pressed, and  opinions  which  I  still  hold,  in 
order  not  to  destroy  

What  ? 

 in  order  not  to  destroy  the  government  of 

which  I  have  been  a  member. 

Here  we  have  the  secret— party  exigen- 
cies. It  is  on  that  high  moral  plane  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  going  to  support  this 
Bill.    He  went  on  : 

That  question  which  comes  to  every  man  in 
public  life  sooner  or  later  comes  to-day  to  a 
good  many  men  in  this  House  of  Commons.  The 
question  is  how  far  a  man  is  justified  in  com- 
promising his  opinion  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting a  political  crisis. 

How  very  solicitous  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  about  precipitating  on  this  country  a 
political  crisis  !  He  followed  in  the  wake  of 
his  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Finance.  That 
hon.  gentleman  was  aghast  at  the  idea  of 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  being  called  up- 
on to  form  a  government,  because  that  gov- 
ernment would  have  to  be,  according  to  him, 
a  Protestant  government,  and  then  the  coun- 
try would  go  to  the  bow-wows  entirely. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  is  an  insult  to  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-citizens.  It  Is  an  in- 
sult to  them  to  imagine  that  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  could  not  get  any  one  of  that 
faith  to  come  in  and  form  a  government 
with  him  simply  because  he  desired  to  leave 
to  the  new  provluces  the  entire  control  of 
their  educational  system. 

The  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  told  us 
that  all  the  petitions  which  have  been  com- 
ing here  for  the  past  month,  the  meetings 
that  have  been  held,  the  resolutions  that 
have  been  passed,  were  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  creating  political  party  capital. 
I  would  ask  him  If  the  Toronto  'Globe' 
is  so  solicitous  for  the  welfare  of 
the  Conservative  party  that  it  is  op- 
posing this  Bill.  I  will  give  that  news- 
paper the  credit  no  matter  how  much 
It  has  tried  to  trim  since,  it  did  at 
one  time  take  the  proper  ground  and 
stand  for  the  old  landmark  of  provincial 
rights  which  Liberals  advocated  in  the 
years  gone  by.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Toronto 
'  Globe '  Is  animated  solely  with  the  desire 
of  putting  a  Conservative  government  into 
office.  The  whole  independent  press,  al- 
most without  exception,  are  condemning  the 
government  on  account  of  this  Bill.  And 
what  about  all  these  strong  old  -time  Lib- 
erals which  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Belcourt)  called  renegade  Liberals  be- 
cause they  happened  not  to  see  eye  to  eye 
with  the  leader  of  the  government  and  his 
colleagues  in  this  matter.  Is  Mr.  T.  C.  Robi- 
nette,  of  Toronto,  who  was  a  candidate  In 
Toronto  Centre  at  the  last  general  election, 
and  who  would  be  candidate  at  the  next  elec- 
tion in  that  riding,  were  the  government  not 
afraid  to  test  public  opinion  there,— is  Mr. 
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Robinette  animated  by  a  desire  to  see  bis 
own  party  defeated  and  replaced  by  a  Con- 
servative administration  ?  And  what  about 
Mr.  Willison,  the  biographer  of  the  leader 
of  the  government,  his  strong  admirer  and 
life  long  friend  ?  Is  he  taking  the  public 
platform  against  this  measure  simply  be- 
cause he  is  animated  by  a  sudden  zeal  in 
the  interestsi  of  the  Conservative  party  ?  Is 
Mr.  Thomson,  King's  Counsel,  also  taking 
the  platform  in  the  interests  of  the  Con- 
servative party  ?  And  Mayor  Urquhart  and 
all  those  other  gentlemen  who  are  members 
of  the  Libral  party— are  they  animated  by 
a  like  motive  ?  Oh,  but  say  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite,  they  have  been  misled. 
These  intelligent  gentlemen,  equally  as  in- 
telligent as  any  to  be  found  in  the  Liberal 
ranks,  just  as  intelligent  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Edmonton  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa  and  the  hon.  member  for  West  As- 
siniboia— these  gentlemen  we  are  told  have 
been  misled.  But  surely  they  will  not 
accuse  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  with  having  been  misled 
when  he  got  up  and  denounced  this  Bill.  It 
may  be,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  he  spoke  too  soon 
but  he  none  the  less  denounced  the  measure, 
and  he  has  always  given  faithful  support 
to  this  government  ever  since  1896,  when  he 
first  entered  the  House.  Surely  he  is  not  to 
be  called  a  renegade  Liberal  or  even  a  man 
who  has  been  misled.  Again  look  at  the 
Laurier  Club,  composed  of  some  of  the 
brightest  minds  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
which  passed  resolutions  condemning  this 
measure.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  that  club 
was  animated  by  a  desire  to  benefit  the  Con- 
servative party  ?  Then  we  have  the 
Indian  Head  Liberal  Association  -passing 
a  resolution  which  was  read  here  the  other 
evening  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Qu'Appelle 
(Mr.  Lake)  in  which  they  condemn,  not  the 
original  clause,  but  the  amended  clauses. 
The  resolution  reads  as  follows  : 

We.  the  members  of  the  Indian  Head  Liberal 
Association  desire  to  enter  a  protest  against 
the  educational  clause -in  the  Autonomy  Bill, 
believing  that  such  is  an  interference  with  pro- 
vincial rights.  The  clause,  as  amended  by  the 
compromise  Bill  now  before  parliament,  does 
not  in  our  opinion  contain  any  modification  of 
what  we  believe  to  be  an  Infringement  of  our 
rights  as  a  province,  and  for  this  reason  we 
emphatically  protest  against  the  Bill  as  re- 
modelled. 

Copies  of  this  were  sent  to  the  Rt.  Hon. 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  the  Hon.  Clifford  Sifton 
and  R.  S.  Lake,  M.P..  This  association  is 
composed  of  gentlemen  who  live  in  the  con- 
stituency of  Mr.  Bulyea.  a  member  of  the 
territorial  executive.  All  the  ministerial 
associations  in  almost  every  province  in  the 
Dominion  have  been  heard  and  they  are  all 
in  the  same  language,  and  many  of  these 
who  signed  the  petitions  and  signified  their 
protests,  never  gave  a  Conservative  vote  In 
their  lives.  Still  they  are  out  doing  what 
they  believe  to  be  in  the  best  interests  of 
Mr.  w-.  J.  ROCHE. 


education  and  of  the  western  people.  Was 
the  legislature  of  British  Columbia  also  ani- 
mated in  the  interests  of  the  Conservative 
party  when  they  passed  a  resolution  the 
other  day  unanimously  condemning  the  Bill, 
and  asking  that  educational  affairs  be  left 
entirely  to  the  new  provinces  ?    I  do  not 
know  whether  the  members  from  British 
Columbia  in  this  House  are  going  to  be 
1  guided  by  this  expression  of  opinion,  but  I 
;  do  know  that  in  the  local  legislature  of  Bri- 
|  tish  Columbia  the  parties  are  almost  equally 
i  divided,  the  government  having  only  three 
!  or  four  of  a  majority.    And  this  resolution 
passed  that  House  unanimously  and  without 
a  single  adverse  criticism  : — 

This  House  regrets  that  in  the  Bill  submitted 
to  the  Dominion  parliament  granting  autonomy 
to  the  Northwest  Territories  there  is  an  inter- 
ference with  provincial  rights  In  regard  to  the 
provisions  dealing  with  their  school  question. 

The  ex-Mlnister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sif- 
ton) states  that  there  is  a  vast  difference  be- 
\  tween  the  amendment  and    the  original 
|  clause.    As  a  layman  I  fail  to  see  the  differ- 
I  ence.    Those  schools  are  to  be  maintained, 
1  under  either  clause,  in  much  the  same  way. 
'  The  original  clause  stipulated  that  all  the 
moneys  appropriated  by  the  legislature  and 
distributed  as  the  proceeds  of  ail  sales  of 
i  school  lands  shall  be  distributed  in  an  equit- 
able manner  between  the  separate  and  the 
public  schools. 

The  amended  clause  reads  that  all  the 
funds  arising  for  school  purposes — which 
includes  the  proceeds  of  the  Dominion  lands 
and  all  appropriated  by  the  legislature — 
shall  be  distributed  without  discrimination, 
that  is,  shall  be  distributed  in  an  equitable 
manner.  It  is  simply  a  change  of  the  word- 
'  ing  without  any  change  of  the  meaning,  so 
far  as  I  can  see,  and  so  far  as  many  other 
|  hon.  gentlemen,  much  more  conversant 
with  the  meaning  of  legal  phraseology  than 
I  am,  can  see.  But  if  the  ex-Minlster  of 
the  Interior  takes  that  view,  what  view 
have  they  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  as 
shown  by  some  of  their  leading  party  Jour- 
nals ?  I  wilf  read  from  '  Le  Canada '  of  a 
couple  of  weeks  ago  an  article  in  which 
great  credit  is  taken  for  the  Prime  Minister 
for  standing  to  his  guns  and  not  compro- 
mising, but  Insisting  upon  obtaining  for 
their  people  exactly  what  he  sought  to  get 
in  the  first  place  : 

In  virtue  of  the  Laurier  law,  the  minority 
will  conserve  : 

1.  The  separate  schools. 

2.  Religious  instruction. 

3.  Its  share  of  the  taxes. 

In  addition  the  minority  will  have  the  bene- 
fit of  section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  The  organic  law  of  1S75  contained  no 
such  protection,  and  in  truth,  a  guarantee  of 
a  system  of  separate  schools  without  the  In- 
sertion of  section  93  is  illusory.  If  In  the  future 
the  legislature  should  pass  a  spoliatory  law, 
abolishing  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the  min- 
ority will  have  these  powers  : 

1.  An  appeal  to  the  courts. 

• 
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2.  An  appeal  to  the  Governor  General  In 
Council  for  remedial  legislation. 

3.  The  process  of  disallowance. 

Then  It  goes  on  : 

Some  people  supposed  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
would  recede  as  a  result  of  the  clamour  raised 
on  this  question  by  the  fanatics;  but  he  remains 
firm  to  the  original  proposal  and  is  giving  the 
legislation  which  he  at  first  announced. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  can  exactly  see  the 
game.  '  It  is  the  old  game  of  1896— In  the 
province  of  Quebec  the  cry  will  be  that  Sir 
(Wilfrid,  one  of  their  co-religionists  und 
compatriots,  has  protected. their  rights;  he 
has  not  given  way  at  all ;  the  Minister  of 
Justice  <Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  successfully  con- 
cealed the  intended  meaning  of  the  law 
even  from  the  expert  eyes  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr. 
Slfton  and  his  colleagues  from  the  west 
will  go  to  the  people  there  and  point  out 
that  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr. 
Sifton).  brave  man  that  he  was,  clapped  a 
pistol  to  the  head  of  his  leader  and  com- 
pelled him  to  yield  on  clause  16,  though 
the  Minister  of  Justice  had  successfully 
deluded  all  the  western  members,  yet,  when 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  appeared  on 
the  scene,  his  shrewd  eyes  detected  what 
the  Minister  of  Justice  desired  to  incorpor- 
ate in  the  clause,  and  made  them  remedy 
it,  making  amendments  in  accordance  with 
his  views.  I  say  it  is  the  old  game  of  1896 
played  over,  again — one  cry  in  one  province 
and  an  entirely  different  cry  in  another  pro- 
vince. 

Now,  J  was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear 
the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  from 
the  province  of  Quebec  praising  this  mea- 
sure, considering  that  they  were  the  great 
sticklers  for  provincial  rights  in  days  gone 
by.  Only  a  few  years  ago  a  Bill  was  intro 
duced  in  this  House  to  create  a  Dominion 
medical  council.  The  object  was  to  allow 
our  medical  practitioners  to  appear  before 
the  council  and  boards  of  examiners  that 
would  allow  them  the  privilege  of  practising 
in  any  province  of  the  Dominion  without 
being  compelled  to  submit  to  an  examina- 
tion in  the  respective  provinces.  One  result 
of  this  would  have  been  that  we  should  have 
had  the  privilege  of  practising  without  re- 
gistration in  the  motherland,  a  privilege 
that  is  now  denied  us,  because  we  have  no 
degree  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I't  was 
provided  in  this  Bill  that  whenever  five  or 
more  provinces  passed  legislation  concurring 
with  this  Bill  the  measure  should  become 
law.  And  whence  arose  the  opposition  that 
prevented  the  passing  of  the  Bill  in  that 
form  ?  Why,  from  these  hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  province  of  Quebec,  who  took 
strong  grounds  against  the  measure,  be- 
cause, as  they  contended,  it  was  an  invasion 
of  provincial  rights.  They  were  so  jealous 
of  their  provincial  rights,  they  were  so  de- 
sirous that  no  one  should  practise  in  their 
province  without  passing  their  provincial 
examination,  that  they  stood  in  the  breach 


and  compelled  the  Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  to  recede  from  the  position  he 
originally  took  and  to  cause  the  Bill  to  be 
amended  so  as  to  provide  that  it  should  not 
become  law  until  every  province  in  the  Do- 
minion had  passed  concurrent  legislation. 
And  since  then,  it  is  this  province  of  Que- 
bec that  has  stood  in  the  breach  and  pre- 
vented this  concurrent  legislation  being  pass- 
ed. •Every  other  province  in  the  Dominion 
has  either  passed  the  legislation  approving 
this  Bill  or  has  expressed  its  willingness 
to  do  so — Quebec  is  the  only  one  that  re- 
fuses. And  its  ground  for  refusal  is  simply 
that  the  Bill  would  interfere  with  their  pro- 
vincial rights.  And  yet  this  is  the  province 
whose  representatives  are  refusing  provin- 
cial rights  to  the  new  provinces  in  the  west 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
(Mr.  Scott),  in  the  course-  of  his  speech  on 
Friday  evening  last,  took  occasion  to  con- 
gratulate— and  properly  so— the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake)  upon  his  ex- 
cellent speech.  The  hon.  member  for  Qu- 
'Appelle certainly  distinguished  himself, 
both  in  matter  and  in  manner,  and  made  a 
speech  which  was  a  credit  to  himself  and 
to  those  who  were  wise  to  select  him  as 
their  representative.  Therefore,  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  was  wholly 
justified  in  the  compliment  he  paid.  But 
before  he  bad  finished  his  compliment — 
though  not  wishing  to  be  at  all  uncharitable 
to  the  hon.  gentleman — it  appeared  that  he 
desired  to  pay  himself  a  compliment,  and 
took  this  method  of  preparing  that  compli- 
ment for  my  hon.  /friend  from  Qu'Appelle 
and  then  politely  handing  it  to  himself.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  have  formed  a 
wrong  impression,  but  I  will  read  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott) 
and  leave  the  House  to  judge  : 

If  it  would  not  be  presumptuous  on  my  part 
to  say  so,  I  would  congratulate  the  House,  I 
would  congratulate  the  Northwest  and  par- 
ticularly I  would  congratulate  our  hon.  friends 
opposite  upon  their  acquisition  of  that  hon. 
gentleman,  who  was  elected  last  November  to 
represent  the  district  of  Qu'Appelle.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  quite  agree  with  every  one  of  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  that  hon.  gentleman  ; 
but  I  will  say  this  for  him,  that  he  made  the 
class  of  speech  that  friends  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  desired  to  be  made  before  this 
question  of  provincial  autonomy  was  deter- 
mined, and  before  the  details  and  terms  were 
determined  ;  it  was  the  class  of  speech  which 
the  true  friend  of  the  Northwest  felt  it  proper 
to  make  and  

And  here  are  the  words  to  which  I  have 
referred  : 

 just  the  class  of  speech  I  have  made  my- 
self the  first  session  I  came  into  this  parlia- 
ment. 

If  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  made 
that  class  of  speech  when  he  first  came 
into  this  parliament,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
he  has  greatly  deteriorated  in  his  latter-day 
utterances.  JTor,  if  any  one  has  taken  the 
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trouble  to  look  up  '  Hansard '  during  the 
last  parliamentary  term,  or  any  one  who  has 
listened  to  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  has, 
time  and  again,  made  the  most  unwarranted 
(personal  attacks,  especially  upon  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Osier),  who 
is  to  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  the 
proverbial  red  rag  to  the  bull,  he  cannot  bat 
feel  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  fallen  far 
below  the  high  standard  which  he  tells  us 
he  assumed  when  he  came  into  this  House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  He  was  throwing  bou- 
quets at  himself. 

Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE.  And  they  were  not 
petrified  bouquets  either.  We  have  not  to 
go  further  than  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech 
of  last  Friday  to  prove  the  accuracy  of 
my  statement  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
fallen  away  from  the  high  standard  which 
he  says  at  one  time  was  his.  We  who  had 
the  privilege  of  listening  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man on  Friday  will  realize  the  very  severe 
and  uncalled  for,  not  to  say  unkind  and 
utterly  unwarranted,  attack  which  he  made 
upon  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  He  could  scarcely  say  any- 
thing too  bad  of  that  hon.  gentleman.  He 
called  him  a  rank  partisan,  and  said  he 
was  guilty  of  the  grossest  misrepresentation 
ever  indulged  in  in  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada.  This  hyperbole — let  us  call  it, 
though  rather  a  mild  term  to  express  our 
feelings— gives  one  an  idea  of  how  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  fallen  away  from  the  stan- 
dard which,  he  says,  was  his  early  in  his 
parliamentary  career.  N 

But  the  leader  of  the  opposition  also  came 
in  for  criticism  of  a  most  unfair  kind  in 
connection  with  his  speech  of  last  Friday. 
Not  only  was  the  hon.  gentleman  unfair  to 
the  premier  of  the  Territories,  but  he  was 
most  unfair  in  garbling  the  utterances  of 
the  leader  of  the  opposition.  The  leader  of 
the  opposition  had  taken  a  certain  stand  on 
the  land  clause,  he  took  the  position  that 
these  lands  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
new  provinces,  that  they  should  be  admin- 
istered by  the  new  provinces  in  the  Inter- 
est of  the  people  residing  there,  and  he 
took  up  the  argument  used  by  the  leader  of 
the  government  and  some  other  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  that  side  of  the  House,  contend- 
ing that  they  should  not  hand  these  lands 
over,  as  it  might  interfere  with  the  immigra- 
tion policy  of  the  Dominion  government. 
Touching  upon  that  question,  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  spoke  as  follows: 

Are  they  not  the  people  chiefly  interested  ? 
May  we  not  rightly  conclude  that  if  these 
lands  are  handed  over  to  them  they  will  so  deal 
with  them  as  to  best  conserve  their  own  in- 
terests by  forwarding  and  assisting  a  vigorous 
policy  of  Immigration  ? 

Now.  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assinl- 
boia  (Mr.  Scott)  left  out  that  portion  of  the 
sentence  completely.  He  started  In  the 
middle  of  a  sentence,  and  he  finished  before 
the  end  of  the  sentence,  finished  at  a  comma 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


and  tried  to  create  a  wrong  Impression,  en- 
tirely contrary  to  that  which  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  intended  to  convey  'to  the 
members  of  this  House.  This  is  where  the 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  began  the 
quotation: 

May  I  not  further  suggest  that  even  if  there 
were  any  danger — and  I  do  not  think  there  is — 
it  would  be  the  task  of  good  statesmanship  to 
have  Inserted,  if  necessary,  a  provision  in  this 
Bill  with  regard  to  free  homesteads  and  the 
prices  of  these  lands,  

Now,  there  is  a  comma,  that  Is  where  the 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  stopped,  and 
he  did  not  quote  the  following  words  which 
I  will  now  read: 

 and  obtain  to  It  the  consent  of  the  people 

of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

Had  he  quoted  that  last  portion  of  the  sen- 
tence it  would  have  done  away  with  the 
force  of  his  argument.  He  tried  to  make 
out  that  this  expression  on  the  part 
of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  was 
an  infringement  and  a  gross  violation 
of  provincial  rights.  But  had  he  in- 
cluded the  latter  expression,  '  and  obtain 
the  consent  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories,'  of  course  it  would  have  taken 
away  entirely  the  ground  for  his  conten- 
tion. And  mark  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  gentleman  who  is  aspiring  to  the  va- 
cant portfolio  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
The  member  for  West  Assiniboia  bas  stated 
in  this  House  and  in  public  meetings  that 
he  was  opposed  to  the  autonomy  before  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  tax-exemption 
was  finally  settled  ;  and  I  am  credibly  in- 
formed that,  either  at  Moosejaw  or  Medi- 
cine Hat.  during  the  last  campaign,  he 
stated  that  he  would  vote  against  an 
Autonomy  Bill  unless,  before  that  mea- 
sure was  produced,  the  question  of  the  tax 
exemption  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  entirely  settled,  that  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  to  grant 
autonomy  to  the  Territories  before  that 
question  had  been  finally  adjudicated  by  the 
Privy  Council.  Now,  has  that  question  been 
finally  passed  upon?  It  is  true  that  It  bas 
passed  through  the  courts  of  Manitoba,  It  is 
true  that  there  has  been  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  and  the  decision  of  the  Man- 
itoba courts  has  been  reversed;  but  It  still 
has  to  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  we  know  how  frequently  Supreme 
Court  decisions  are  overthrown  by  the  Privy 
Council.  Still  this  question  is  not  settled, 
it  is  still  open  for  decision,  and  the  member 
for  West  Assiniboia  is  giving  his  hearty 
endorsation  and  support  to  this  Bill  in  face 
of  the  pledges  be  made  to  his  electors  on 
this  question. 

Now,  I  have  here  some  quotations  from 
the  hon.  gentleman's  own  paper,  and  I  will 
read  from  the  Regina  'Leader'  of  October 
22,  1903.  This  paper  is  edited  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself.  I  find  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  writing  from  Ottawa,  no  doubt 
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with  his  own  pen,  sent  the  following  com- 
munication to  bis  paper: 

He  explained  the  effect  of  the  Manitoba  Sup- 
reme Court  judgment  given  in  March  lost  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  tax  exemption 
cases,  which  left  all  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
lands  and  property  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
liable  to  school  taxation  as  long  as  the  area 
was  not  a  province— a  right  of  taxation  which 
would  not  exist  to-day  had  a  province  or  pro- 
vinces been  created.  Until  this  Judgment  was 
confirmed  or  upset  by  the  Privy  Council,  Mr. 
Scott  failed  to  see  how  the  Northwest  could 
afford  to  accept  autonomy. 

Then  again  on  November  12  In  an  edl 
torlal  of  the  Kegina  '  Leader '  I  find  the  fol- 
lowing extract: 

If  the  coses  were  finally  settled  there  would 
no  longer  be  a  reason  for  delay.  Until  the 
cases  are  finally  determined,  final  settlement  of 
the  autonomy  question  will  remain  a  matter  of 
practical  Impossibility.  But  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  contend  that  the  new  provinces  must 
not  be  handicapped  with  any  such  tax  exemp- 
tion provisions.  We  contend  that  when  erect- 
ing the  province  parliament  must  negotiate  with 
the  company  for  abrogation  of  the  rights  to  ex- 
emption guaranteed  to  it  by  its  contract.  Now 
does  any  sane  person  think  that  parliament  is 
in  as  good  a  position  to  enter  into  negotiations 
now  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany for  the  abrogation  of  the  exemption  rights, 
as  parliament  will  occupy  after  the  test  cases 
are  finally  settled  If  the  Manitoba  Supreme 
Court's  Judgment  be  upheld  by  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil. 

The  hon.  gentleman  was  very  staunch  In 
the  month  of  November,  1903,  In  his  opposi- 
tion to  autonomy  being  granted  to  the 
provinces  at  all  until  this  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  tax  exemption  case  was  entirely 
out  of  the  way  and  settled  by  a  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council.  To-day  he  Is  supporting 
this  Bill,  and  that  question  still  remains  un- 
settled. The  hon.  gentleman  also  took  strong 
grounds  In  days  gone  by  In  favour  of  one 
province.  He  spoke  strongly  In  favour  of 
one  province,  he  has  written  strongly  In 
favour  of  one  province,  and  to-day  he  Is 
voting  In  favour  of  two  provinces.  For  he 
states  on  page  3751: 

I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I  was  myself 
quite  strongly  in  favour  of  the  proposition  that 
only  one  province  should  be  created  ;  and  even 
yet,  looking  at  the  question  purely  from  the 
local  and  territorial  point  of  view,  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  one  government,  one  legislature, 
one  set  of  machinery,  should  not  have  been 
sufficient  for  that  territory. 

Still  he  Is  voting  for  a  Bill  that  provides 
for  two  provinces.  He  also  took  exception 
to  the  boundaries;  he  claimed  that  the  pres- 
ent eastern  boundary  of  the  district  of  Al- 
berta should  have  been  the  dividing  line. 
That  Is  not  the  dividing  line  under  this  Bill, 
but  he  Is  supporting  the  BUI  with  all  the 
enthusiasm  at  his  disposal.  And,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, while  he  is  doing  this  he  is  calling  the 
premier  of  the  Territories,  Mr.  Haultaln,  a 
rabid  partisan  because  he  advocates  the 
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very  same  things,  and  because  be  has  been 
consistent  enough  to  maintain  his  position. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Asslnlbola  also 
took  strong  ground  In  the  past  in  favour  of 
having  the  land  retained  by  the  provinces 
or  handed  over  to  the  provinces;  he  took  that 
ground  In  the  year  1901,  as  quoted  in  'Han- 
sard' in  the  following  words: 

If  the  proper  principle  is  adhered  to,  If  the 
principle  of  absolute  equality  is  observed,  if 
parliament  places  the  new  provinces  upon  an 
equitable  basis  of  local  government,  giving  a 
proper  grant  for  the  government,  also  a  per 
capita  subsidy,  and  what  may  be  shown  to  be 
due  as  a  debt  allowance,  they  will  be  put  In 
possession  of  the  public  resources,  lands,  tim- 
ber and  minerals  in  the  same  way  as  the  other 
provinces  were  put  in  poasesslon  of  these  re- 
sources. 

Here  was  a  strong  expression  of  that 
bon.  gentleman  In  favour  of  having  all  the 
lands  handed  over  to  the  provinces.  And 
what  does  he  give  as  a  reason  for  changing 
his  opinion  in  this  regard  ?  He  says  that 
owing  to  his  youth  and  inexperience  he 
gave  voice  to  opinion  which  was  looked 
at  in  1905  as  an  Inaccuracy,  that,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  these  other  provinces  were  not 
put  in  possession,  but  they  merely  retained 
possession  of  their  own  lands.  Then,  he 
says  : 

These  other  provinces  are  not  put  in  posses- 
sion, but  left  In  possession  of  these  resources. 
Very  young  members  sometimes  fall  into  In- 
accuracies. 

The  hon.  gentleman  evidently  has  not 
got  over  his  youth  or  he  would  not  play  the 
part  of  a  weathercock  politician  being  waft- 
ed hither  and  thither  by  every  speech  that 
Is  made  in  this  House.  We  want  a  strong 
uian  at  the  head  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  We  do  not  want  a  man  who  Is 
changing  his  opinions  every  day.  The  hon. 
gentleman  states  that  he  has  changed  his 
opinion  on  this  question  and  he  gives  as 
his  reason  that  he  was  influenced  by  the 
speeches  made  by  the  bon.  member  for  Ed- 
monton (Mr.  Oliver)  and  the  hon.  ex-Mlnlster 
of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton).  Now,  he  has 
been  speaking  on  public  platforms  In  the 
past,  he  has  been  associated  with  his  fellow 
westerners  and  he  knew  what  their  opinions 
were  on  this  question.  He  has  conversed 
with  them  in  private  and  in  public,  but  it 
only  remains  after  these  Bills  are  introduc- 
ed and  after  he  has  listened  to  a  couple  of 
speeches  in  this  House  that  were  probably 
repeated  to  him  In  private  on  many  occas- 
ions for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  change  his 
opinion.  Under  these  auspices  he  gave  ut- 
terance to  the  following  statement  in  this 
parliament : 

But  I  may  say,  that  in  1901,  when  I  made  that 
statement,  and  even  later,  the  principle  found 
no  general  acceptance  in  this  House  or  amongst 
any  of  the  people  east  of  the  great  lakes  ;  and 
my  main  purpose  In  uttering  these  words  here 
was  to  try  and  Impress  upon  the  people  of 
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eastern  Canada  the  necessity  of  recognizing  the 
right  of  possession  or,  at  least,  of  a  beneficial 
Interest  In  the  lands  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories by  the  people  of  these  Territories. 

In  other  words  the  hon.  gentleman  went 
forth  as  a  missionary  to  Instruct  and  to 
convert  the  people  in  the  eastern,  provinces 
to  his  view-point  as  to  this  land  question 
with  the  result  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
converted  himself.  He  is  drawing  rather 
a  long  bow  when  he  says  that  these  opin- 
ions found  no  general  acceptance  in  this 
House  because  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
or  the  opposition  has  given  voice  to  these 
same  opinions  for  years  past.  Hn  his  speeches 
in  the  west  and  in  this  House  during  all 
the  years  that  this  autonomy  question  has 
been  discussed  in  parliament  he  has  expres- 
sed his  opinion  In  favour  of  banding  these 
lands  over  to  the  provinces.  If  the  bon. 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  has  not  stated, 
some  other  hon.  gentlemen  have  stated  that 
one  reason  why  these  lands  should  not  be 
handed  over  to  the  new  provinces  Is  that 
they  might  be  at  the  mercy  of  land  specu- 
lators. Fancy  under  provincial  management 
these  lands  being  more  likely  to  be  exploit- 
ed than  If  they  were  under  the  management 
of  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  and  his 
officials  of  recent  years  !  Under  provincial 
management  would  there  have  been  250,000 
acres  of  wheat  lands  handed  over  to  the 
Saskatchewan  Valley  Land  Company  at  $1 
an  acre  ? 

When  this  matter  was  up  In  the  House 
for  debate  that  hon.  gentleman  was  forced 
to  admit  that  150,000  of  these  250,000  acres 
had  been  handed  over  practically  illegally, 
because  he  did  not  know  whether  the  con- 
ditions of  settlement  had  been  complied 
with  or  not.  'He  admitted  that  there  had 
been  no  Inspection  to  see  whether  the  set- 
tlers were  on  the  land  or  not,  and  when  he 
was  pressed  further  he  admitted  that  they 
had  been  handed  over  without  his  know- 
ledge, without  the  knowledge  of  his  deputy 
and  without  their  consent  and  that  when 
they  found  that  out  they  gave  orders  that 
no  more  lands  were  to  be  handed  over  until 
an  inspection  had  been  made.  After  the 
horse  was  stolen  they  ordered  the  stable 
door  to  be  locked.  When  pressed  still  fur- 
ther to  state  who  had  done  this,  what  was 
his  reply  ?— an  official  of  the  government ; 
and  when  pressed  still  further  to  state  what 
was  that  official's  name,  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior  stated  that  he  did  not  know. 
Fancy  the  responsible  head  of  the  depart- 
ment, responsible  for  all  the  transactions  tak- 
ing place  under  his  administration  finding  out 
that  150,000  acres  of  land  had  been  illegally 
handed  over  to  a  company  without  comply- 
ing with  the  conditions — having  beside  him 
his  deputy  who  was  an  official'  of  the 
government — and  never  taking  the  trouble 
to  inquire  that  official's  name  :  Well,  we 
are  very  gullible  sometimes  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  but  we  are  scarcely  so  gullible 
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as  to  give  credence  to  such  a  statement  as 
that  except  in  the  parliamentary  sense.  I 
fancy  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  As- 
siniboia (Mr.  Turriff)  who  was  at  that  time 
the  Dominion  Lands  Commissioner  might 
be  able  to  explain  who  this  official  was  who 
illegally  handed  over  that  150,000  acres  to 
this  company,  lue  hon.  member  for  West 
Assiniboia,  in  his  paper,  the  Reglna 
'  Leader '  of  Thursday,  May  29,  1902,  after 
the  election  had  taken  place,  used  the  follow- 
ing language  in  the  form  of  a  heading  : 

HAULTAIN  ENDORSED 
By  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  electorate 
and  given  a  most  emphatic  mandate. 
The  people  are  in  favour  of  one  pro- 
vince— General  administrative 
policy  approved. 

And  so  on. 

Because  the  leader  of  the  territorial  gov- 
ernment still  maintains  that  there  should 
be  only  one  province  and  because  he  has 
seen  fit  to  maintain  his  position  in  an  open 
letter  published  in  the  country  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  says  that  he 
is  a  rank  partisan.  Speaking  of  the  lands 
of  the  Northwest,  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Assiniboia  writes  in  the  same  Issue 
of  his  paper : 

The  lesson  of  the  election  is  very  simple. 
The  administration  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories is  approved,  and  the  policy  of  the  ex- 
ecutive Is  endorsed.  The  command  of  the 
electorate  is  '  as  you  were.'  ...  As  to  the 
policy  of  the  executive  it  is  at  present  vir- 
tually confined  to  one  question,  that  of  the 
provincial  status.  Premier  Haultaln  is  re- 
turned to  carry  out  the  plan  he  submitted  to 
the  Dominion  government  and  to  the  people 
of  the  Northwest.  The  plan  Is  nothing  new. 
Premier  Haultaln  has  been  trying  to  carry 
It  out  for  years.  He  has  educated  the  people 
into  the  understanding  of  It  and  belief  in  it. 
All  he  has  to  do  is  to  continue  along  the  road 
he  has  been  travelling  for  some  time  past. 
That  Is  the  road  along  which  his  followers 
have  faithfully  accompanied  him  and  it  is  the 
direction  to  which  he  is  pointed  by  the  elec- 
tions that  have  Just  taken  place. 

That  hon.  gentleman  was  evidently  an 
ardent  admirer  of  the  premier  of  the  Ter- 
ritories no  longer  ago  that  May  29,  1902, 
and  later.  One  reason  why  that  vicious 
personal  attack  was  made  upon  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  the  other  night  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Wet  Assiniboia  was  that  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  even  to  this  dav  got  over 
the  eastlgation  that  he  received  on  several 
platforms  in  the  west  at  the  hands  of  the 
premier  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  he 
desired  in  a  measure  to  get  even  with  that 
gentleman  In  parliament  when  that  gentle- 
man was  not  privileged  to  say  a  word  to 
defend  himself.  In  the  same  paper,  of  Mr. 
Haultaln,  whom  he  then  lauded  and  whom 
he  now  calls  a  rank  partisan,  he,  writes  as 
follows  : 

The  country,  therefore  is  to  be  congratulated 
that  once  again  the  Haultain  administration 
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will  be  returned  to  power.  We  do  not  suppose 
the  history  of  any  country  can  show  as  much 
good  achieved  with  such  Inadequate  means, 
and  so  tew  mistakes  made  In  the  face  of  great 
difficulties  as  have  characterized  the  North- 
west government  ever  since  Mr.  Haultaln  has 
held  the  helm.  The  premier  once  said  that  if 
persons  wanted  to  know  his  policy  they  would 
find  It  in  the  ordinances.  That  is  true  :  but 
it  also  manifests  Itself  elsewhere.  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  may  well  tell  any  one  seeking  his  policy 
to  look  around.  The  schools  that  dot  our  prai- 
ries are  the  pride  of  our  towns  ;  the  public 
works  that  are  everywhere  visible  for  the  use, 
convenience  and  profit  of  the  settlers  ;  an  up- 
to-date  agricultural  department ;  and  the  vigi- 
lant watch  over  the  Northwest  at  Ottawa,  all 
apeak  of  a  policy  which  the  people  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  proud  of  and  to  this  policy 
has  to  be  added  the  statesmanlike  proposals 
by  which  Mr.  Haultaln  has  continually  urged 
we  should  reach  the  provincial  status.  Eye 
has  not  seen  nor  ear  heard,  neither  hath  It 
entered  into  the  heart  of  any  other  man  to 
conceive  the  good  things  Mr.  Haultaln  claims 
as  our  right  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  be- 
coming a  province. 

Mr.  Scott  was  so  strongly  In  favour  of  Mr. 
Haultaln  then,  that  he  wrote  and  spoke 
strongly  In  his  support.  To-day,  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  maintains  exactly  the  position  he  took 
In  this  Bill  of  rights  of  his  and  for  which  he 
received  the  endoreatlon  of  the  electors  of 
the  west,  but  Mr.  Scott  Is  no  longer  sup- 
jtortlng  him.  Which  do  you  consider  the 
rank  partisan  ;  the  man  who  sticks  to  his 
old-time  policy,  or  the  man  who,  because 
of  party  feelings  has  sunk  his  personal  con- 
victions and  his  past  record,  and  who  to-day 
supports  a  Bill  that  gives  two  provinces  In- 
stead of  one  ;  that  does  not  fix  the  boun- 
daries as  the  people  of  the  Territories  wished 
them  to  be  fixed  ;  that  refuses  the  new  pro- 
vinces the  ownership  of  their  public  domain, 
and  that  takes  away  from  these  new  pro- 
vinces the  control  of  education.  As  a  usual 
thing,  I  do  not  read  copious  extracts,  but  I 
have  oil  this  occasion  to  borrow  the  habit 
from  the  member  for  West  Asslniboia,  be- 
cause it  is  only  right  that  the  members  of 
this  House  should  have  their  memory  re- 
freshed as  to  the  views  held  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  these  questions  a  short  time 
ago,  and  which  are  diametrically  opposed 
to  the  views  which  he  says  he  holds  to-day. 
Mr.  Scott  continues  : 

No  man  In  Canada  has  so  thorough  a  grasp 
of  the  problem  under  consideration  as  Mr.  Haul- 
taln. Step  by  step  he  has  brought  the  North- 
west to  its  present  position.  Territorial  his- 
tory since  1888 — and  fourteen  years  is  no  short 
period  as  political  life  goes — is  his  history. 
For  the  pressing  of  the  negotiations  with  and 
possibly  against  the  federal  authorities,  we  want 
our  strongest  and  best  equipped  man.  Without 
doubt  Haultaln  is  such  a  man.  He  has  the 
facts  and  the  arguments  at  his  finger  ends,  the 
subject  is  now  almost  part  of  himself.  The 
people  of  the  west  have  reason  to  be  proud  of 
their  present  premier. 

Mark  you,  this  is  the  language  of  the 
member  for  West  Assinlbola  (Mr.  Scott)  but 
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a  short  time  ago,  and  yet  the  other  day  we 
heard  him  use  strong  language  against  Mr. 
Haultaln,  simply  because  Mr.  Haultaln  has 
seen  flt  to  be  consistent 

The  people  of  the  Northwest  have  reason  to 
be  proud  of  their  present  premier.  Under  him 
they  have  had  good  and  economical  and  careful 
government.  Largely  under  his  direction  a 
body  of  laws  admirably  suitable  to  new  and 
therefore  difficult  conditions,  have  been  framed 
bit  by  bit  and  without  any  violent  or  disturbing 
changes.  He  is  flt  to  stand  side  by  side  with 
any  of  Canada's  public  men  and  ask  no  odds, 
as  those  who  heard  him  in  the  debate  with 
Premier  Roblln  at  Indian  Head  last  December 
well  know.  He  is  without  question  the  man  tor 
the  Job,  which  is  no  light  one. 

jjnis  again  is  Mr.  Scott's  language.  The 
other  day  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott) 
told  us  that  he  based  his  present  action  very 
largely  on  the  fact  that  when  the  Northwest 
Territories  Act  was  put  through  the  House 
In  1875,  the  Hon.  George  Brown  took  a  cer- 
tain position  which  he  proposed  to  follow. 
For  instance,  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Assinlbola  said  : 

And  George  Brown  who  did  not  support  the 
legislation  ;  what  did  he  say  ? 

The  moment  this  Act  passed  and  the  North- 
west became  part  of  the  union,  they  came  under 
the  Union  Act,  and  under  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  separate  schools. 

In  the  face  of  that  language,  if  the  late  Mr. 
Brown  were  still  alive  and  had  a  seat  in  this 
House  and  were  confronting  the  legislation 
which  we  have  before  us,  what  would  he  do  ? 
Support  the  protection  to  minority  rights  ? 
Certainly.  That  therefore  should  I  do  even  if 
I  might  be  as  violent  an  opponent  of  separate 
schools  as  Mr.  Brown  was. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
(jir.  Scott)  speaks  out  for  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  What  rights  ?  The  rights  they 
secured  under  the  Act  of  1875.  But  these 
are  not  the  rights  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Scott)  is  contending  for,  because  be  says 
the  rights  given  the  minority  under  the  Act 
of  1875  have  been  whittled  away  by  the  Ter- 
ritorial government  so  that  with  one  breath 
he  contradicts  what  he  say  with  another.  The 
hon.  gentleman  takes  the  position  that 
George  Brown  was  in  favour  of  these  rights 
tuat  were  to  be  maintained  for  all  time 
once  they  were  crystallized  Into*  law,  and  he 
says  that  he  takes  the  same  ground  as 
George  Brown,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  is  only  contend- 
ing to-day  for  minority  rights  which  he  says 
are  far  less  than  were  given  to  the  minority 
under  the  Act  of  1875.  The  hon.  gentleman 
for  West  Assinlbola  further  says  : 

I  believe— and  the  large  majority  of  the  people 
in  the  Northwest  Territories  that  I  have  beard 
from  since  these  proposals  were  brought  down 
also  believe — that  provincial  rights  are  being 
granted  to  them  In  the  fullest  sense  In  which 
they  are  enjoyed  by  any  other  province  of  Can- 
ada. 

The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Scott)  has  fallen 
into  another  youthful  Inaccuracy.    Can  he 
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point  to  any  other  province  in  the  Dominion 
—save  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  they  only 
by  reason  of  compact — can  he  point  to  any 
province  in  the  Dominion  that  has  not  ab- 
solute control  over  its  educational  system. 
If  he  cannot  point  to  any  other  suoh  pro- 
vince, and  I  challenge  him  to  do  so,  then 
■what  becomes  of  his  contention  that  the 
new  provinces  are  going  to  be  placed  in  the 
same  full  enjoyment  of  provincial  rights  as 
any  other  province  Is  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  also  inac- 
curate when  he  said  that  the  draft  Bill  of 
Mr.  Haultain  contained  provisions  that  would 
have  perpetuated  ecclesiastical  schools.  Well, 
the  framer  of  that  draft  Bill  does  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assinlboia. 
The  framer  of  that  draft  Bill  meant  that 
the  British  North  America  Act  should  apply 
which  gives  sole  control  to  the  provinces 
over  educational  affairs.  When  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Scott),  in  order  to  suit  his  own 
party  purposes,  desires  to  read  into  that 
draft  Bill  a  meaning  that  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  never  intended  it  should  have,  he  is 
taking  a  stand  which  he  cannot  maintain  for 
one  moment.  Of  course  he  is  privileged  to 
read  into  the  draft  Bill  any  ignorant  mean- 
ing he  may  desire,  but  his  doing  so  will  not 
change  the  true  intent  of  those  who  framed 
that  clause.  That  clause  was  drafted,  as.  I 
understand,  under  the  guidance  and  direc- 
tion of  the  premier  of  the  Territories,  and 
of  the  present  Chief  Justice  SIfton  and  his 
then  deputy,  the  present  Judge  Harvey. 
These  gentlemen  decided  that  the  clause 
should  be  drafted  so  that  the  provinces 
should  have  absolute  control  over  their  edu- 
cational affairs,  and  Mr.  Haultain  so  inter- 
prets the  clause  to-day,  and  Indeed  It  is 
the  only  sane  interpretation  it  will  bear.  I 
do  not  wish  to  discuss  this  from  a  legal 
point  of  view,  although  my  lay  opinion  might 
be  equally  as  good  as  that  of  the  member 
for  West  Assinlboia  ;  I  simply  give  you  the 
opinion  of  the  leader  of  the  Territorial  Ex- 
ecutive on  the  matter,  who  says  that  this 
draft  Bill  was  framed  in  accordance  with 
the  desire  of  the  people  of  the  Territories 
to  control  their  own  educational  affairs,  and 
that  it  was  sent  down  to  the  Ottawa  gov- 
ernment with  that  object  In  view.  And, 
Sir,  If  that  draft  Bill  had  the  meaning  which 
the  member  for  West  Assinlboia  attaches  to 
it,  how  is  it  that  the  right  hon.  the  Prime 
Minister,  astute  as  he  is.  and  now  is  it  that 
the  lynx-eyed  Postmaster  General  did  not 
discover  such  a  meaning  ?  They  are  both 
legal  gentlemen  learned  in  the  law,  and  yet 
it  remained  for  the  layman  from  West  Assi- 
nlboia to  read  into  the  Territorial  draft  Bill 
a  meaning  that  the  Prime  Minister  of  Can- 
ada and  the  Postmaster  General  failed  to 
see.  The  member  for  West  Assinlboia  has 
stated  that  if  he  were  one  of  the  minority  he 
would  never  consent  to  taking  out  of  this 
Bill  the  guarantee  of  separate  schools. 
In  one  breath  the  hon.  gentleman  states  : 
We  have  practically  no  separate  schools  up 
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tnere,  it  is  a  national  school  system.  They 
have  the  same  text  books,  the  same  qualifi- 
cations for  their  teachers,  the  same  inspec- 
tion, nothing  different  at  all  except  a  sep- 
arate school-house.   And  still  he  says  : 

I  say,  looking  at  the  history  of  Manitoba  and 
the  Northwest  Territories,  that  If  I  were  a 
member  of  the  minority  I  would  not  consent  to 
have  the  guarantee  cut  out,  

What  guarantee  ?  For  the  rights  of  the 
legislation  of  1875  which  he  stated  George 
Brown  contended  would  exist  for  all  time 
to  come  once  they  were  Incorporated  in  the 
Act  of  1875.  or  is  it  Just  the  vestige  that  is 
left  which  according  to  his  own  language 
would  disappear  In  a  very  short  time  if  the 
guarantee  were  cut  out. 

 because  I  believe  the  time  would  come,  and 

that  not  in  the  very  far  future,  when  the  final 
vestige  of  the  separate  school  would  disappear. 

He  takes  exactly  the  opposite  ground 
from  that  taken  by  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  because  the  Minister  of  Finance 
states  that  if  this  Bill  becomes  law  the 
separate  schools,  the  few  there  are,  will  dis- 
appear. That  In  effect  is  his  argument  and 
that  Is  the  Impression  made  on  this  House. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
(Mr.  Scott)  says  that  if  this  guarantee  is 
cut  out  then  the  only  vestige  of  separate 
schools  which  they  have  will  disappear  and 
that  in  the  not  distant  future.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  quoted  very  extensively  from 
some  comments  made  in  the  press  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  In  order  to  prove  to 
the  members  of  this  House  that  the  people 
there  are  quite  satisfied  with  the  present  Bill 
as  it  Is  presented  to  this  House.  There  are 
other  papers  up  there  besides  those  from 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  quoted,  and  I  shall 
Inflict  a  few  of  these  comments  upon  the 
Hfc>use.  For  instance  the  Medicine  Hat 
'  Times '  says  : 

The  west  has  had  a  rude  awakening.  Until 
a  few  days  ago  everybody  believed  the  Act 
creating  two  provinces  here  would  not  Interfere 
with  the  school  question,  but  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler's  government  has  added  a  clause  to 
the  BUI  which.  If  not  promptly  withdrawn,  will 
raise  such  a  storm  in  the  Territories  that  may 
take  years  to  subside.  The  best  the  west  will 
get  out  of  it  will  not  compensate  for  the  tear- 
ful disturbance  It  will  occasion.  .  .  .  New 
settlers  coming  In  should  he  greeted  by  a  united 
people  having  but  one  object,  namely,  the  de- 
velopment of  the  country,  not  hideous  dissen- 
sion over  eduoatlonal  matters.  Words  are  too- 
weak  to  express  the  indignation  and  regret 
which  must  be  felt  by  all  true  lovers  of  the 
western  country. 

Evidently  the  writer  of  this  article  knew 
who  was  precipitating  this  question  Into  the 
political  arena  and  did  not  blame  it  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  He  took  Issue  with  that 
view. 

The  Moosomin  '  Spectator '  says  : 

Sir  Wilfrid,  we  think,  made  a  grave  mistake 
when  he  argued  for  separate  schools  on  the- 
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ground  of  their  greater  efficiency  from  a  moral 
standpoint,  as  an;  such  defence  is  bound  to 
rouse  spirited  controversy. 

The  large  majority  of  the  people  in  the  Terri- 
tories express  satisfaction  with  the  present 
school  system  and  are  content  to  have  the  sys- 
tem continued.  But  many,  believing  that  the 
matter  of  education  belongs  wholly  to  the  pro- 
vince object  to  the  Dominion  parliament's  fas- 
tening any  system,  however  satisfactory,  on  any 
province,  as  that  means  an  Interference  with 
provincial  rights.  The  objection  is  not  there- 
fore so  much  against  the  system  as  against  the 
manner  of  imposing  the  system,  at  least  if 
nothing  more  is  Intended  than  the  adoption  of 
s   the  present  school  system. 

The  Alameda  '  Dispatch  *  says  : 

In  the  interest  of  the  whole  community  it 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  the  Autonomy  Bill 
rather  than  pass  It  with  the  present  school 
clause,  and  thereby  impose  coercion  on  the 
two  new  provinces. 

TUe  Regina  '  West '  Is  a  paper  published 
In  the  hon.  gentleman's  own  town.  1  be- 
lieve there  are  three  papers  in  that  town  and 
that  two  of  them  are  opposed  to  the  govern- 
ment on  the  major  portions  of  this  Bill,  at 
least  so  far  as  the  school  clauses  are  con- 
cerned. The  one  paper  that  is  advocating 
the  Bill  in  its  entirety  is  the  paper  edited  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself  (Mr.  Scott).  The 
Regina  '  West '  says  : 

However,  we  may  warn  the  government  and 
the  western  members  that  no  modification  of 
the  education  clause  or  no  compromise  in  its 
wording  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
the  new  provinces.  The  people  want  full  and 
complete  control  over  education  and  schools, 
and  consequently  the  clauses  now  causing  trou- 
ble should  be  struck  out  altogether.  It  Is  the 
right  of  the  province,  according  to  the  British 
North  America  Act,  to  have  control  of  educa- 
tional matters,  and  nothing  short  of  this  full 
right  should  be  given  to  the  new  provinces. 
It  western  members  consent  to  and  vote  for 
anything  less  than  this  they  are  traitors  to  the 
new  provinces  and  traitors  to  the  cause  of 
full  provincial  autonomy.  Anything  less  than 
complete  control  over  education  and  schools  is 
not  autonomy.  .  .  .  We  want  none  of  our 
people  enslaved,  but  everybody  free  even  unto 
the  whole  people.  Sir  Wilfrid  proposes  to  put 
every  citizen  of  the  new  provinces  into  slavery 
by  not  giving  full  provincial  rights.  An  agi- 
tation for  full  control  of  education  by  the  new 
provinces  is,  as  we  take  it,  an  agitation  for  the 
freedom  of  Catholic  and  Protestant  alike.  We 
are  not  discussing  the  merits  of  separate  or 
public  schools,  but  the  just  right  of  the  pro- 
vinces to  deal  with  the  question  without  federal 
influence. 

The  Moosomin  '  World  '  says  : 

In  less  than  a  week,  the  change  that  has 
come  over  public  opinion  regarding  the  Auton- 
omy Bill  is  most  marked  and  emphatic.  This 
effect,  of  course,  can  be  and  is,  no  greater  than 
the  cause  that  has  produced  it.  .  .  .  For 
this  state  of  public  sentiment  the  onus  Is  on 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  who  no  doubt  depended  on 
the  honeyed  sweetness  of  his  smooth  language 
to  overcome  any  opposition  to  his  cuqningly 
conceived  religious  device. 


His  coercive  scheme,  however,  cannot  obtain, 
for  while  the  great  majority  respect  religious 
convictions,  of  whatever  sect  they  may  be,  they 
do  now  demand  the  tree  exercise  of  legislative 
power  to  deal  with  the  education  of  the  youth 
of  our  country  as  the  needs  of  the  community 
require,  and  as  the  Interests  of  those  imme- 
diately concerned  most  desire. 

The  Qu'Appelle  *  Progress '  says  : 

It  is  evident  that  the  western  members  are 
willing  to  arrange  a  compromise  whereby  pro- 
vincial rights  will  be  sacrificed.  The  command 
of  the  west  should  be  '  bands  off,  "we  can,  and 
have  a  right  to  handle  our  own  education, 

The  Yorkton  '  Enterprise  '  says  : 

If  the  new  provinces  are  satisfied  with  the 
present  separate  school  system,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier's  proposed  coercive  law  is  wholly  un- 
necessary, and,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  sys- 
tem is  not  satisfactory,  what  right  has  a  federal 
government  to  dictate  to  them  ?  In  any  case, 
and  from  every  point  of  view,  what  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  proposes  is  an  unwarrantable  with- 
holding of  provincial  rights.  Sir  Wilfrid  has 
been  a  successful  leader,  but  it  by  no  means 
follows  that  he  will  be  a  successful  driver. 

Now  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  quoted  these 
somewhat  lengthy  extracts  to  combat  the 
contention  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  that  the  people  are 
largely  satisfied  with  the  Autonomy  Bill 
now  engaging  the  attention  of  parliament. 
The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  from  an  Inter- 
view with  the  Rev.  Dr.  Chown.  In  which  it 
was  stated  that  the  doctor  at  a  public  meet- 
ing at  Toronto  had  stated  that  he  was  pre- 
sent in  Regina  at  the  time  word  was  re- 
ceived of  the  provisions  of  the  Autonomy 
Bill  and  that  there  was  not  a  word  of  dis- 
cussion raised  about  the  educational  clauses. 
I  shall  read  what  Dr.  Chown  says  in  a  letter 
to  the  editor  of  the  'Globe'  In  to-night's 
paper  : 

To  the  editor  of  the  '  Globe '  :  I  notice  in 
the  '  Globe's '  report  of  the  address  of  Mr. 
Walter  Scott,  M.P.,  of  Regina,  made  In  the 
House  of  Commonc  yesterday,  a  statement  is 
attributed  to  me,  to  the  effect  that  the  people 
of  the  Northwest  were  satisfied  with  the 
Laurier  government's  solution  of  the  school 
difficulty.  He  may  have  been  misled  by  a  news- 
paper report,  but .  I  certainly  did  not  make 
such  a  statement,  as  I  have  no  means  of  know- 
ing the  present  facts. 

The  only  public  utterance  I  have  made  about 
the  school  question  was  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Provincial  Rights  Committee  in  Toronto,  at 
which  time,  speaking  to  a  motion  made  by  Dr. 
Bruce,  to  petition  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Senate  and  the  Governor  General,  praying  that 
no  further  steps  be  taken  until  the  people  in- 
terested have  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
themselves  upon  the  Issue,  I  said  that'  I  had 
been  in  the  Northwest  for  some  time  during 
the  election  contest,  and  I  could  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  fact  that  the  school  question  was 
not  discussed  at  all,  and  that  the  vote  of  Nov- 
ember last  could  not  be  taken  as  expressing  any 
opinion  upon  the  matter. 

I  quite  agree  with  Mr.  Scott,  as  reported  In 
the  '  Globe  '  of  Saturday,  that  the  school  ques- 
tion was  '  not  an  Issue  at  all  In  the  last  eleo- 
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tton,'  but  from  that  fact  I  argued  that,  Inas- 
much as  It  was  kept  In  the  background,  the 
people  lnteresed  in  such  a  matter  should  be 
heard  before  the  parliament  of  Canada  finally 
pass  upon  the  question.  Mr.  Scott  argues  that 
because  the  issue  was  not  discussed  the  people 
must  be  satisfied  with  the  provisions  of  a  Bill 
of  which  they  then  had  no  knowledge. 

From  this  conclusion  I  must  dissent,  and  I 
may  say  that,  in  the  interests  of  a  common, 
enlightened  and  progressive  citizenship,  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  any  school  system 
which  will  segregate  different  sections  of  the 
population  during  the  early  years  of  their 
education,  and  give  a  different  colouring  to  their 
civic  and  national  ideals,  is  about  to  be  fasten- 
ed upon  the  people  yet  to  inhabit  our  magni- 
ficent heritable  in  the  Northwest. 

I  believe  a  solution  of  sectarian  difficulties 
should  be  and  will  yet  be  possible,  in  the  form 
of  a  system  of  Christian  morality  upon  which 
all  varieties  of  opinion  may  agree,  to  be  taught 
in  all  the  schools  of  the  country. 

S.  D.  CHOWN. 

Toronto,  April  1. 

The  hon.  gentleman  saw  flt  to  refer  to  Mr. 
Bulyea.  He  wondered  If  'Mr.  Bulyea  had 
been  present  with  Mr.  Haultain  in  bis  in- 
terviews with  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
Well,  I  know  whereof  I  speak  when  I  say 
that  from  the  time  the  premier  of  the  Ter- 
ritories came  to  Ottawa  at  the  request  of 
the  leader  of  the  government  to  discuss  this 
question,  until  this  Bill  was  introduced  Into 
this  House,  be  absolutely  refused  to  discuss 
it  with  any  one,  either  Liberal  or  Conserva- 
tive, because,  as  he  said,  be  did  not  think 
It  would  be  proper  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion with  anybody  upon  this  question  while 
he  was  negotiating  with  the  government 
But  when  this  Bill  was  brought  before  par- 
liament and  its  provisions  made  public,  he 
considered  he  was  no  longer  under  any  re- 
straint, and  has  since  discussed  it  with 
both  Liberals  and  Conservatives,  and  as 
freely,  frankly  and  thoroughly  with  the  one 
as  with  the  other. 

I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  at  any  further 
length  on  the  patience  of  the  House.  I 
simply  desired  more  particularly  to  criticise 
the  three  leading  features,  the  question  of 
the  boundary  of  Manitoba,  the  land  ques- 
tion and  the  educational  clauses.  As  to  the 
first,  I  think  I  have  convinced  the  House 
that  the  reasonable  request  of  the  province 
of  Manitoba  has  been  contemptuously  treat- 
ed. I  see  that  the  premier  of  Ontario,  tak- 
ing bis  cue  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman's 
speech,  has  filed  a  claim  for  a  certain  por- 
tion of  KeewarJn,  and  also  that  the  new 
Quebec  premier  has  expressed  his  intention 
to  make  a  similar  requisition  on  behalf  of 
that  province.  It  is  evident  that  the  object 
of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  being  accom- 
plished, but  in  the  meantime  the  people  of 
Manitoba  are  In  a  state  of  unrest  and  ex- 
citement. As  to  the  land  policy,  In  my  judg- 
ment the  government  have  no  reasonable 
ground,  either  from  a  constitutional  point  of 
view  or  from  the  point  of  view  of  public 
policy,  in  withholding  those  lands  from  the 
province.  In  my  opinion  also,  the  open  let- 
Mr.  W.  J.  ROCHE. 


ter  of  the  premier  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, protesting  against  the  manner  in 
which  the  provisions  of  his  draft  Bill  were 
disregarded,  cavalierly  treated  and  passed 
over,  does  not  contain  one  expression  which 
any  reasonable  man  can  attribute  to  parti- 
sanship, unless  it  be  partisan  to  be  con- 
sistent. But  if  abandoning  the  very  things 
which  Mr.  Haultain  bad  provided  for  in 
his  draft  Bill,  and  which  had  received  the 
support  of  the  territorial  assembly,  and  even 
that  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assini- 
bola  ;  if  abandoning  every  claim  put  for- 
ward on  behalf  of  the  Territories,  be  con- 
sistency, then  I  am  willing  to  give  the  palm 
to  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
(Mr.  Scott).  As  to  tbe  educational  clauses, 
In  my  opinion  they  are  an  Interference  in 
matters  of  purely  provincial  concern.  I  be- 
lieve them  to  be  unconstitutional  and  im- 
politic. High  legal  authorities,  such  as  Sir 
Louis  Davies,  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
has  declared  that  this  parliament  bad  not 
the  right  to  interfere  in  the  school  policy  of 
the  Territories ;  and  should  this  question 
ever  come  up  before  him  for  adjudication, 
he  would,  if  he  desired  to  be  consistent,  feel 
bound  to  give  an  opinion  in  accord  with  the 
views  he  expressed  in  parliament.  I  have 
here  tbe  opinion  he  expressed.  It  has  been 
quoted  in  this  House  before,  but  you  cannot 
emphasize  a  good  opinion  too  frequently. 
This  is  what  Sir  Louis  Davies  said  in  1891, 
when  the  territorial  charter  was  under  con- 
sideration : 

My  opinion  is  now.  and  has  been  for  years, 
that  when  that  time  comes  (tbe  time  to  erect 
the  Territories  into  provinces)  you  cannot 
withhold  from  the  provinces  so  erected  the  right 
to  determine  for  themselves  the  question  of 
education  In  one  way  or  the  other.  I  would 
be  the  last  to  favour  this  parliament  impos- 
ing upon  the  people  there  any  system  of  edu- 
cation, either  free  or  separate.  I  only  claim 
that  when  a  Bill  Is  Introduced  to  erect  these 
Territories  into  provinces  that  Bill  should 
contain  a  provision  enabling  the  people  of  the 
different  provinces  so  created  to  decide  what 
system  of  education  they  will  have. 

Surely   that  opinion  is  not  biased  or 
coloured  by  Sir  Louis  Davies'  political  pro- 
clivities.   Surely  it  was  not  given  in  order 
to  advance  the  cause  of  the  Conservative 
party.   He  takes  the  ground  that  parliament 
is  not  at  liberty  to  Interfere  with  the  educa- 
tional policy  of  those  new  provinces.  The 
late  Judge  Mills,  the  former  philosopher  of 
tbe  Liberal  party,  a  man  of  high  legal  at- 
tainments, frequently  quoted  as  a  constitu- 
I  tional  authority,  both  iu  this  House  and  the 
|  Upper  Chamber,  and  who  was  transferred 
to  the  Supreme  Court  before  his  death,  also 
I  gave  an  opinion  which  is  in  accord  with 
I  that  of  Sir  Louis  Davies.    He  said  : 

!    When  the  people  of  the  Territories  or  any 
;  portion  of  the  Territories  are  sufficiently  nu- 
merous to  constitute  a  province — when.  In  fact, 
they  attain  their  majority  In  regard  to  local 
|  matters,  and  when  they  propose  to  set  up  for 
themselves— this  parliament  has  no  right  to 
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exercise  control  over  them.  It  can  give  good 
advice,  but  It  has  no  right  to  give  commands. 

When  the  Territories  have  a  sufficient  popu- 
lation to  entitle  them  to  become  a  province, 
they  must  decide  for  themselves  whether  they 
will  have  separate  schools  or  not. 

I  have  my  view  as  to  what  will  be  the  best 
decision  tor  them  to  arrive  at,  but  I  must  not 
impose  on  them  my  views  as  to  how  they  should 
be  governed  atter  they  have  attained  their 
majority. 

I  think  I  have  quoted  sufficient  legal 
authority  to  show  that  the  act  of  the  gov- 
ernment Is  unconstitutional,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  education  should  be  left  entirely  to 
the  provinces,  that  the  provinces  should  be 
given  their  legislative  freedom  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  that  the  action  of  the  government 
cannot  be  defended  on  grounds  of  public 
policy,  but  is  an  unwarranted  interference 
with  provincial  jurisdiction,  and  is  likely 
to  be  a  source  of  trouble  among  the  mixed 
population  who  will  make  In  that  country 
their  homes  in  the  future. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE  (North  Cape  Breton 
and  Victoria).  I  must  congratulate  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  taken  his  seat 
on  the  free  and  exhaustive  manner  in  which 
he  has  discussed  this  question,  and  I  am 
afraid  that,  as  a  new  member,  with  very 
little  experience  In  this  House,  I  shall  be 
hardly  able  to  follow  the  pace  he  has  set 
for  me  In  dealing  with  the  subject  under 
discussion.  My  hon.  friend  started  out  by 
finding  fault  with  the  land  policy  of  this 
government.  But  that  policy,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Is  not  a  new  one.  It  is  not  a  policy  of  to-day 
or  yesterday,  but  one  which  was  laid  down 
by  a  gentleman  who  had  about  as  able  a 
mastery  of  public  affairs  in  this  country  as 
any  man  who  ever  lived  in  it.  I  refer  to 
the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  the 
greatest  leader  of  which  the  party  to  which 
my  hon.  friend  belongs  could  ever  boast.  It 
was  he  who  laid  down  the  land  policy  we 
have  since  followed,  and  in  criticising  that 
policy  my  hon.  friend  is  setting  himself  at 
issue  with  that  great  leader. 

The  right  hon.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  in 
1870,  laid  down  the  land  policy  of  this  coun- 
try. In  1872  he  went  to  the  country  and 
was  sustained.  In  1878  he  was  returned  to 
power ;  and  he  was  sustained  after  that 
In  the  general  elections  of  1882,  1887  and 
1891.  I  should  say  that  was  a  sufficient 
test  of  the  policy  of  Sir  John  Macdonald 
so  far  as  the  land  question  is  concerned, 
and  that  It  is  rather  too  late  In  the  day  now 
■to  declare  that  W  Is  a  policy  that  should  not 
be  followed  in  this  country.  A  few  days  ago 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster)  laid  down  a  doctrine,  which,  if  It  is 
a  wise  one  in  regard  to  the  matter  to  which 
he  referred,  would  be  equally  wise  here. 
Speaking  of  the  school  question,  he  said 
that  the  people  of  this  country  had  recog- 
nized the  wisdom  of  the  policy  of  the  Lib- 
eral party  in  1896,  and  again  In  1900,  and 
again  in  1904,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 


cerned, he  would  not  bother  with  the  subject 
any  longer,  but  would  let  well  enough  alone. 
I  say  If  that  was  a  wise  policy  with  respect 
to  the  school  question  it  is  equally  wise  with 
respect  to  the  land  policy  of  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald which  has  been  so  often  approved  by 
the  people  of  this  country.  I  submit  that 
Lot  only  did  the  country  generally  com- 
mend that  policy,  but  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba, in  which  the  policy  was  first  put  In 
operation,  has,  if  Z  am  correctly  informed, 
always  given  a  handsome  majority  to  the 
Conservative  party  of  which  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald was  the  head.  When  the  land 
policy  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  has  been 
approved  by  the  province  of  Manitoba 
for  thirty-five  years,  I  think  it  comes 
—I  will  not  say  with  ill  grace  but — 
with  liittle  force  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  to  find  fault  with  the 
right  hon.  Prime  Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 
ler),  because  he  continues  that  policy. 

Now,  the  hon,  member  for  Marquette 
makes  an  onslaught  on  this  government, 
and  especially  on  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause he  does  not  change  the  boundaries  of 
the  province.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Roche)  to  be  strongly  In  favour  of 
provincial  rights  and  as  strongly  against 
anything  that  would  Interfere  with  those 
rights  without  the  provinces  being  con- 
sulted. I  happen  to  have  in  my  hand 
•the  statute  on  this  particular  question 
showing  that  it  is  not  open  to  any 
Prime  Minister  or  government  to  deal 
with  the  question  exactly  as  he  may 
think  proper.  I  gather  from  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  says 
that  if  there  were  a  provision  in  this  Bill 
extending  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  and 
making  half  a  dozen  other  changes  In  the 
boundaries  of  Ontario,  Quebec  and  other 
provinces,  he  would  support  It  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  not  forget  that  we  have 
no  powers  to  deal  Indiscriminately  with  the 
dividing  lines  between  provinces.  There 
is  an  Act  of  the  imperial  parliament  regulat- 
ing matters  of  this  kind  ;  and,  before  we 
do  anything  about  changing  our  neighbours' 
land  mark,  we  must  consider  that  statute 
that  we  may  comply  with  It.  It  reads  as 
follows  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  the  consent  ot  the  legislature  of  any 
province  ot  the  said  Dominion,  Increase,  dimin- 
ish or  otherwise  alter  the  limits  of  such  pro- 
vince, upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may 
be  agreed  to  by  the  said  legislature,  and  may, 
with  the  like  consent,  make  provision  respect- 
ing the  effect  and  operation  ot  any  such  in- 
crease or  diminution  or  alteration  of  territory 
In  relation  to  any  province  affected  thereby. 

When  the  Prime  Minister  speaks  of  con- 
sulting Ontario,  Quebec,  Manitoba  and  the 
other  provinces  whose  territory  Is  likely  to 
be  affected  by  any  changes  In  boundaries 
made  in  that  part  of  the  country  he  is  talk- 
ing of  doing  what  it  is  his  bounden  duty 
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to  do  and  is  showing  himself  the  true  guard- 
ian of  provincial  rights. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Do  I  understand 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzle)  to  be 
under  the  impression  that,  in  order  to  In- 
corporate into  the  province  of  Manitoba 
some  portion  of  the  territory  which  is  now 
comprised  In  the  Northwest  Territories,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  the  consent  of 
the  legislatures  of .  Ontario  or  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIB.  I  said  of  Mani- 
toba. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  But  not  of  Ontario 
or  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  The  Act  says 
that,  if  they  are  likely  to  be  affected  by  it 
they  must  be  consulted.  Of  course,  we 
must  leave  something  for  the  Prime  Min- 
ister to  Judge  for  himself.  If,  in  his  Judg- 
ment, Quebec  and  Ontario  are  likely  to  be 
affected,  he  is  bound  to  consult  those  pro- 
vinces. I  think  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  it 
is  not  a  matter  that  can  be  Jumped  at  with- 
out full  consideration.  Though  a  man  from 
Manitoba  might  say  that  this  matter  does 
not  affect  Quebec  and  Ontario,  it  is  perfect- 
ly clear  that  the  Prime  Ministers  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec  do  not  think  so,  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  tells  us  that 
they  have  filed  claims  with  this  govern- 
ment to  be  considered  in  the  division  of 
this  territory.  Therefore,  this  important 
statute  clearly  comes  Into  operation  here 
and  its  terms  must  be  complied  with. 

Now,  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
has  gone  further,  to  deal  with  land  policy. 
He  finds  fault  with  the  government— 
and,  consequently  with  all  Conservative  gov- 
ernments that  have  existed  In  this  country 
up  to  the  present  time — because  they  bor- 
rowed their  land  policy  from  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  think  It  makes  much  dif- 
ference whence  we  get  a  policy,  so  long 
as  It  Is  a  good  policy.  If  any  rule  of  life 
that  we  follow  Is  a  good  one,  It  Is  not  wise 
for  us  to  cast  aside  or  neglect  it  because  It 
happens  to  be  in 'use  In  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  gentleman  in 
this  House  will  say  that  the  land  policy  of 
the  United  states  has  not  been  a  success  so 
far  as  Immigration  is  concerned,  or  so  far  as 
development  is  concerned  so  far  as  attract- 
ing the  people  Is  concerned  and  their  suc- 
cess after  they  have  gone  to  the  United 
States.  I  think  we  would  be  only  too  glad 
if  we  could  get  as  many  people  into  our 
country  and  as  good  a  class  as  they  are 
getting  through  the  land  policy  they  have. 
Now,  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  pro- 
vinces would  do  better  in  the  handling  of 
these  lands  than  the  central  government, 
inat  may  be  so,  but  one  thing  is  certain— 
that  In  the  United  States,  If  we  can  copy 
them,  they  have  not  followed  that  policy. 

The  States  have  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  public  domain  except  possibly  In  their 
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early  history  they  were  formed  into  states, 
exactly  as  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and 
the  other  provinces  when  they  came  into 
the  union.  I  think  they  held  what  lands 
they  had  then,  except  that  some  were 
passed  over  to  the  central  government  un- 
der certain  arrangements ;  but  any  lands 
they  had  acquired  after  the  United  States 
had  been  formed  under  one  government, 
were  held  by  the  central  government  and  one 
policy  prevailed  In  respect  to  the  whole  of 
them.  I  submit  that  It  is  In  the  interests 
of  this  country  to  have  one  policy  and  one 
management  of  the  public  domain,  one  sys- 
tem In  respect  to  immigration,  and  one  price 
for  the  lands,  in  order  to  avoid  as  much  as 
possible  a  conflict  of  management  between 
half  a  dozen  different  governments. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  With  regard  to  the 
constitutional  point  with  respect  to  which  I 
took  the  liberty  of  Interrupting  my  hon. 
friend  a  moment  ago,  I  do  not  find  in  the 
statute  these  words  to  which  he  referred: 
*  Likely  to  be  affected  thereby.'  I  did  not 
contradict  my  hon.  friend,  because  I  thought 
he  would  be  exact  In  his  quotation.  It  says: 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  the  consent  of  the  legislature  of 
any  province  of  the  said  Dominion,  increase, 
diminish  or  otherwise  alter  the  limits  of  such 
province,  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
mar  be  agreed  to  by  the  said  legislature,  and 
may  with  the  like  consent,  make  provision  re- 
specting the  effect  and  operation  of  any  such 
increase  or  diminution  or  alteration  of  terri- 
tory in  relation  of  any  province  affected  there- 
by. 

Not  '  likely  to  be  affected  thereby.' 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  That  was  close  to 
it,  but  when  we  are  dealing  with  the  great 
west  we  do  not  pay  attention  to  trifling 
things.  The  difference  Is  certainly  very 
slight,  and  it  was  hardly  worth  my  hon. 
friend's  while  to  bother  with  It.  It  is  cer- 
tainly clear  that  the  Intention  of  that  sta- 
tute was  that  any  province  to  be  affected  by 
the  change  should  be  consulted,  that  there 
should  be  legislation  upon  the  subject,  and 
it  Is  only  by  concurrent  legislation  on  the 
part  of  each  government  that  they  can  deal 
with  it  effectively.  The  question  would  not 
be  settled  If  we  were  first  to  start  out  to 
deal  with  it  effectively.  The  question  would 
not  be  settled  If  we  were  first  to  start  out 
to  deal  with  it  without  the  consent  of  the 
others,  and  without  that  consent  being  ob- 
tained according  to  the  statute.  Although  I 
may  not  be  correct  according  to  the  very  let- 
ter of  the  law,  I  am  certainly  not  so  far 
wrong  as  to  justify  the  member  from  Mar- 
quette (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  saying  that  we 
are  violating  the  constitution  and  doing  a 
whole  lot  of  wrong  things  because  we  did 
not  deal  with  this  question  the  right  way. 
Now  I  think  those  two  points  as  to  whe- 
ther it  Is  the  duty  of  the  government  to  deal 
with  this  question  as  a  public  policy  for  the 
whole  country,  or  whether  It  Is  better  to 
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cut  it  up  into  sections,  bave  been  answered. 

Now  1  will  deal  briefly  with  another  point 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman  with  re- 
gard to  the  literature  that  was  sent  out 
broadcast  and  what  it  said  about  the  char- 
acter of  the  schools.  If  a  pamphlet  that 
has  been  sent  out  lately  is  such  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
It  is,  I  can  only  tell  my  hon.  friend 
that  it  is  very  different  from  some  literature 
of  that  character  that  was  sent  out  In  1881 
when  the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  were  lead- 
ing the  government  of  this  country.  The 
Department  of  Agriculture  sent  out  a 
pamphlet  making  the  following  reference  to 
the  subject  of  education  : 

The  school  system  was  based  upon  that  of 
Quebec,  that  Is  to  say,  that  Catholics  have  an 
absolute  control  and  complete  direction  of  the 
education  ot  their  children,  and  that  Protest- 
ants possess  exactly  the  same  rights. 

That  pamphlet  was  sent  out  In  1881  when 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  his  friends  had 
control  of  the  government,  and  when  the 
Act  of  1875  was  fresh  In  their  miuds.  They 
sent  this  pamphlet  broadcast  over  Europe, 
wherever  Immigrants  could  be  induced  to 
come  to  this  country  and  settle  in  our  North- 
west ;  they  were  told  that  the  same  system 
of  schools  prevailed  there  that  prevailed  In 
Quebec  and  that  people  of  the  faith  of  our 
Ontario  friends  would  find  there  exactly  the 
kind  of  education  that  Is  given  in  Ontario.  ■ 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  proceed  to  deal 
with  the  constitutional  question  that  is  in- 
volved in  this  discussion  though  I  will  not 
presume  that  I  can  deal  with  it  satisfactorily 
to  everybody.  I  propose  to  deal  with  this 
subject  under  three  different  phases.  First, 
I  would  ask  what  power  have  we  in  res- 
pect to  this  question  ?  What  should  we  do 
with  that  power  or  how  should  we  exercise 
it  if  we  have  any  power  in»  this  matter  ? 
Now  the  first  thing  I  find  In  this  constitution 
of  ours  states  that  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
shall  be  united  with  a  constitution  similar 
to  that  and  based  upon  the  constitution  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  We  start  out 
with  that  declaration  in  our  constitution,  it 
is  not  a  hard  and  fast  constitution  that  Is 
unbending,  that  we  cannot  change  one  way 
or  the  other  ;  it  is  a  constitution  similar  in 
principle  to  that  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great.Britain  and  Ireland.  Those  of  us  who 
know  anything  about  the  constitution  of 
Great  Britain  know  how  elastic  It  Is,  how 
it  is  made  to  suit  various  conditions,  how  It 
can  be  capable  of  taking  under  its  folds  all 
conditons  of  men.  When  we  remember  that 
we  are  attracting  into  our  Northwest  the 
very  classes  of  people  that  go  to  make  up 
the  British  empire  we  will  realize  at  once 
that  we  need  Just  such  a  constitution  as 
that  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  enable  us  to 
deal  with  all  these  people  as  successfully  as 
Great  Britain  deals  with  them.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  have  a  constitution  in  our  hands 
that  is  not  a  hard  and  fast  Instrument,  we 


have  to  deal  with  certain  conditions  in  this 
country  to-day  and  I  think  it  would  be  well 
for  us  to  keep  constantly  before  our  minds 
that  our  constitution  is  based  upon  the  Bri- 
tish constitution  that  Is  able  to  govern  mil- 
lions of  people  in  the  Indies,  millions  of 
people  In  the  other  parts  of  the  world,  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  if  not  millions  of 
people  in  South  Africa.  In  adjusting  that 
constitution  to  our  own  conditions  will 
It  be  said  that  we  cannot  without  a  wrench 
and  a  violation  of  our  institutions  in  this 
country  and  the  foundations  of  the  state, 
make  that  constitution  that  is  equal  in 
principle  to  the  British  constitution  apply 
to  the  provinces  of  the  west-?  Now,  very 
shortly  after  confederation  steps  were 
taken  to  bring  In  the  Northwest  Territories. 
In  order  to  understand  this  question  aright 
we  should  follow  as  nearly  as  possible  the 
steps  that  were  taken  In  this  connection. 
First  we  find  the  parliament  of  Canada  pre- 
senting an  address  asking  Her  Gracious 
Majesty  to  admit.  Rupert's  Land  and  the 
Northwest  Territories  into  the  union.  Let 
us  see  what  they  say  : 

That  the  146th  section  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  provides  (or  the  admission 
of  Rupert's  Land  and  the  Northwest  Territories, 
or  either  of  them,  into  the  union  with  Canada, 
upon  the  terms  and  conditions  to  be  expressed 
in  addresses  from  the  House  of  parliament  of 
this  Dominion  to  your  Majesty,  and  which  shall 
be  approved  of  by  your  Majesty  in  Council. 

That  we  do  therefore  most  humbly  pray  that 
your  Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased,  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  your  Most  Honourable 
Privy  Council,  to  unite  Rupert's  Land  and  the 
Northwestern  Territory  with  this  Dominion, 
and  to  grant  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
authority  to  legislate  for  their  future  welfare 
and  good  government  and  we  most  humbly  beg 
to  express  to  your  Majesty  that  we  are  willing 
to  assume  the  duties  and  obligations  of  gov- 
ernment and  legislation  as  regards  these  terri- 
tories. 

That  In  the  event  of  your  Majesty's  govern- 
ment agreeing  to  transfer  to  Canada  the  Juris- 
diction and  control  over  the  said  region,  the 
government  and  parliament  of  Canada  will  be 
ready  to  provide  that  the  legal  rights  of  any 
corporation,  company  or  individual  within  the 
same  shall  be  respected,  and  placed  under  the 
protection  of  courts  of  tompetent  Jurisdiction. 

Now,  what  I  wish  to  point  out  Is  that  in 
the  second  part  of  this  petition  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  not  recognizing  up  to  this 
time  that  they  had  the  power  to  deal  with 
this  territory,  pray  that  Her  Majesty  shall 
be  graciously  pleased  to  give  them  the  power 
that  Is  necessary  to  make  laws  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  country. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  What  Is  the  date 
of  that? 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  18C8.  After  this 
petition  was  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for 
power  to  deal  with  this  laud  an  Order  In 
Council  was  passed  on  the  23rd  day  of 
June.  1870.    It  Is  headed  as  follows: 
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Rupert's  Land  and  the  Northwestern  Territory. 

At  the  Court  at  Windsor,  the  23rd  day  of 
June,  1870. 

Present:— The  Queen's  Most  Excellent  Ma- 
jesty, Lord  President.  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Lord 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Gladstone. 

Whereas  by  the  British  North  America  Act, 
1867,  it  was  (amongst  other  things)  enacted 
that  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  Queen,  by  and 
with  the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honour- 
able Privy  Council,  on  Address  from  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  of  Canada,  to  admit  Rupert's  Land 
and  the  Northwestern  Territory,  or  either  of 
them,  into  the  Union  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions in  each  case  as  should  be  in  the  addresses 
expressed,  and  as  the  Queen  should  think  fit 
to  approve,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act.  And  it  was  further  enacted  that  the 
provisions  of  any  Order  in  Council  in  that 
behalf  should  have  effect  as  if  they  had  been 
enacted  by  the  parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland : 

And  whereas  by  an  address  from  the  Houses 
of  the  parliament  of  Canada,  of  which  address 
a  copy  is  contained  in  the  schedule  to  this 
order  annexed,  marked  A,  Her  Majesty  was 
prayed,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  Her  Most 
Honourable  Privy  Council,  to  unite  Rupert's 
Land  and  the  Northwestern  Territory  with  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  to  grant  to  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada  authority  to  legislate  for  their 
future  welfare  and  good  government  upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  therein  stated: 

And  whereas  by  the  Rupert's  Land  Act,  1868, 
it  was  (amongst  other  things)  enacted  that  It 
should  be  competent  for  the  Governor  and 
company  of  adventurers  of  England  trading 
into  Hudson  Bay  (hereinafter  called  the  com- 
pany) to  surrender  to  Her  Majesty,  and  for 
Her  Majesty,  by  an  instrument  under  Her 
sign  manual  and  signet  to  accept  a  surrender 
of  all  or  any  of  the  lands,  territories,  rights, 
privileges,  liberties,  franchises,  powers,  and 
authorities  whatsoever,  granted  or  purported 
to  be  granted  by  certain  letters  patent  therein 
recited  to  the  said  company  within  Rupert's 
Land,  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  should 
be  agreed  upon  by  and  between  Her  Majesty 
and  the  said  company;  provided  however,  that 
such  surrender  should  not  be  accepted  by  Her 
Majesty  until  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  Rupert's  Land  should  be  admitted  into 
the  said  Dominion  : 

And  whereas  such  surrender  has  been  duly 
accepted  by  Her  Majesty,  by  an  instrument 
under  Her  sign  manual  and  signet,  bearing 
date  at  Windsor  the  twenty-second  day  of  June, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy: 

It  is  hereby  ordered  and  declared  by  Her 
Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,  in  pursuance  and  exercise  of  the 
powers  vested  in  Her  Majesty  by  the  said  Acts 
of  parliament,  that  from  and  after  the  fifteenth 
day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy,  the  said  Northwestern  Territory  shall 
be  admitted  into  and  become  part  of  the  Dom- 
inion of  Canada  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
set  forth  In  the  first  hereinbefore  recited 
address,  and  that  the  parliament  of  Canada 
shall  from  the  day  aforesaid  have  full  power 
and  authority  to  legislate  Tor  the  future  welfare 
and  good  government  of  the  said  Territory. 
And  it  is  further  ordered  that,  without  preju- 
dice to  any  obligations  arising  from  the  afore- 
said approved  report,  Rupert's  Land  shall  from 
and  after  the  said  date  be  admitted  into  and 
become  part  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  upon 
Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE. 


the  following-  terms  and  conditions,  being  the 
terms  and  conditions  still  remaining  to  be  per- 
formed of  those  embodied  in  the  said  second 
address  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  and  ap- 
proved of  by  Her  Majesty  as  aforesaid  :— 

1.  Canada  is  to  pay  to  the  company  £300,000 
when  Rupert's  Land  Is  transferred  to  the  Dom- 
inion of  Canada. 

These  are  simply  the  steps  that  have  been 
taken  In  regard  to  this  land— In  the  first  in- 
stance the  conveyance  of  the  title  to  the 
land  to  Her  Majesty,  taking  It  back  from  the 
company;  In  the  next  place  granting  to  the 
parliament  of  Canada  the  powers  they  ask 
for  to  deal  with  this  country,  to  make  laws 
In  respect  to  it  and  to  exercise  full  control 
over  It.  Now,  there  is  another  matter  of 
importance  in  view  of  the  discussion  which 
Is  now  taking  place  in  this  House.  What 
seems  to  be  worrying  us  now  Is  whether  or 
not  we  have  jurisdiction  to  deal  with  this 
question,  whether  or  not  we  have  jurisdic- 
tion to  give  a  constitution  to  these  new 
provinces.  That  is  where  some  of  our  friends 
seem  to  find  a  difficulty.  They  say  that  the 
difficulty  is  not  that  they  are  not  willing 
to  extend  these  powers,  but  they  question 
whether  under  the  constitution  they  have 
the  authority  to  do  so.  They  would  make 
us  believe  that  they  would  be  willing  and 
pleased  to  extend  these  powers,  but  they 
say  they  cannot  get  away  from  the  princi- 
ples of  the  constitution. 

That  seems  to  be  the  position  they  take. 
Very  shortly  after  confederation  it  became 
apparent  to  those  governing  Canada,  that 
they  would  have  to  create  new  provinces  in 
the  Territories,  and  Sir  John  Macdonald  was 
clear  enough  in  his  judgment  and  sound 
enough  in  his  constitutional  law  to  see  that 
it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to  get  certain 
additional  powers  for  this  purpose.  We 
need  not  speculate  as  to  what  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald wanted,  because  he  set  forth  his 
wish  In  a  letter  to  Lord  Klmberley,  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in  which 
he  wrote  that  he  wanted  an  Act  confirming 
the  Act  of  the  Canadian  parliament  33  Vic- 
toria, chapter  3,  as  if  it  had  been  passed  as 
an  imperial  statute.  He  further  wrote  that 
he  wanted  authority  : 

To  empower  the  Dominion  parliament  from 
time  to  time  to  establish  other  provinces  In  the 
Northwest  Territories  with  such  local  govern- 
ment, legislature  and  constitution,  as  it  may 
think  proper,  provided  that  no  such  local  gov- 
ernment or  legislature  should  have  greater 
power  conferred  upon  it  than  the  power  con- 
ferred upon  the  local  government  and  legisla- 
tures by  the  British  North  America  Act,  1867  ; 
and  also  empowering  It  to  grant  such  provinces 
representation  in  the  parliament  ot  the  Do- 
minion. 

The  only  limitation  Sir  John  wanted  was 
that  the  new  provinces  should  be  given  no 
greater  power  than  was  granted  to  the  older 
provinces  at  the  time  of  confederation.  If 
Sir  John  Macdonald  wanted  power  simply  to 
apply  the  British  North  America  Act  to  the 
new  provinces,  he  was  clear-headed  enough 
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to  have  said  so,  but  he  wanted  more.  It  may 
be  said  that  the  Act  of  1870  was  modified  in 
its  passage  through  the  imperial  parliament, 
and  that  Sir  John  Macdonald's  idea  was  not 
crystallized  into  legislation,  but  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  follow  the  career  of  this  Act 
In  its  different  stages  through  the  Imperial 
parliament,  and  I  find  that  it  was  introduced 
one  day,  read  a  second  time  another  day,  a 
third  time  another  day,  and  not  a  single 
syllable  was  said  about  it  in  the  House  or 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  This  clearly 
shows  that  the  imperial  parliament  simply 
took  the  Bill  as  it  was  sent  to  them  from 
the  Canadian  government,  and  put  it  through 
without  any  change.  We  are  quite  familiar 
with  the  Act  itself,  and  I  think  that  any 
ordinary  man  can  have  no  difficulty  In 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  it  gives  us 
new  powers  which  up  to  that  time  we  had 
not.   It  says  : 

The  parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to 
time  establish  new  provinces  in  any  territories 
forming  for  the  time  being  part  of  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada,  but  not  included  in  any  pro- 
vince thereof,  and  may  at  the  time  of  such 
admission  make  provisions  for  the  construction 
and  administration  of  any  such  province  and 
for  the  passing  of  laws  for  the  peace,  order 
and  good  government  of  the  province. 

Reading  that,  with  the  explanation  con- 
tained in  Sir  John's  letter  to  Lord  Klmber- 
ley,  I  do  not  think  there  is  very  much  diffi- 
culty in  concluding  what  power  we  have. 
It  may  be  said  :  if  the  power  of  the  Do- 
minion parliament  to  form  the  new  pro- 
vinces of  Manitoba  was  good  and  absolute, 
and  if  there  was  no  question  about  its  con- 
stitutionality, why  did  the  Canadian  govern- 
ment go  to  England  for  confirmation  of  the 
Manitoba  Act.  Without  setting  oneself  up 
as  any  great  constitutional  authority,  I  think 
ft  is  perfectly  plain  why  that  happened. 
The  parliament  of  Canada  believed  that  it 
bad  no  power  to  deal  with  the  Northwest 
except  as  to  the  power  which  was  delegated 
by  the  Orders  In  Council  which  I  have  read, 
and  by  acts  which  were  passed  subsequent  to 
the  British  North  America  Act  of  1867.  The 
Order  in  Council  giving  them  power  to  deal 
with  this  question  was  passed  on  the  21st 
day  of  June,  but  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
Manitoba  Act  received  the  assent  of  the 
Governor  Oeneral  here  in  Canada  on  the 
12th  of  May  previously.  The  Act  being 
passed  in  this  House  before  the  passage  of 
the  Order  In  Council,  it  might  well  have 
suggested  itself  to  the  law  officers  in  Can- 
ada that  they  had  no  authority,  and  that  as 
it  was  an  important  constitutional  matter, 
it  was  better  to  remove  any  doubt  by  a  con- 
firming Act.  If  the  dates  were  revised  ;  if 
the  Order  in  Council  giving  the  parliament 
of  Canada  power  to  deal  with  this  question 
bad  been  passed  on  the  12th  of  May  and  the 
Manitoba  Act  passed  on  the  21st  of  June 
following,  you  would  have  heard  nothing 
about  the  constitutionality  of  the  law,  but 
the  fact  that  the  Act  was  passed  before  the 


Order  In  Council  was  signed  by  Her  Majesty 
created  the  doubt.  The  ex-Minlster  of  the 
Interior,  excellent  lawyer  that  he  is,  gave 
it  as  his  opinion  (and  it  has  not  been  con- 
tradicted), that  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  in  England  did  not  consider  that  a 
confirmatory  Act  was  necessary  and  that 
they  held  there  was  ample  power  In  this 
parliament  to  pass  the  Act  of  1870.  I  sub- 
mit that  if  we  had  power  to  pass  the  Mani- 
toba Act  of  1870,  there  is  nothing  In  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  which  takes  it  out  of 
the  category  of  the  provisions  contained, in 
the  Manitoba  Act,  and  which  would  oust  us 
from  our  power  to  legislate. 

It  may  be  said  that  there  is  an  amend- 
ment in  the  Manitoba  Act.  So  there  is,  and 
there  is  only  an  amendment  in  this  Act. 
The  power  of  amendment  was  recognized 
in  the  Mani/toba  Act,  and  section  2  of  that 
Act  simply  says  that  the  uritish  North 
America  Act  will  be  changed  in  such  a  way 
as  to  suit  the  circumstances  and  conditions 
existing  in  Manitoba.  Those  changes  are 
contained  in  that  Act  to-day.  The  second 
section  of  the  Act  to-day  is  precisely,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  read  it,  the  same  as  the 
second  section  of  the  Manitoba  Act  of  1870. 
The  Act  of  1870  reads  that  such  changes 
shall  be  made  as  a'-e  necessary  to  make  the 
British  North  America  Act  applicable  to 
the  conditions  existing  in  Manitoba.  That 
is  not  the  exact  wording,  but  that  is  the 
meaning  of  it ;  it.  Is  changed  to  suit  the 
circumstances.  Now,  what  do  we  find  to- 
day ?  All  that  we  find  in  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  the 
House  is  that  changes  will  be  made  to  suit 
the  circumstances  existing  ac  the  time  at 
which  we  create  another  province.  A  great 
deal  of  fear  seems  to  be  expressed  by  some 
parties  in  this  House  that  we  are  destroying 
the  constitution,  that  it  is  an  awful  thing  to 
make  any  amendment  in  this  Act  and  the 
slightest  change  would  destroy  the  whole 
fabric  of  the  constitution.  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald  was,  I  presume,  as  loyal  to  the  con- 
stitution as  any  man  in  this  country.  Our 
hon.  friends,  at  any  rate,  were  willing  to 
follow  him  and  to  endorse  his  views  on  con- 
stitutional matters.  He  proposed  this 
amendment  to  the  constitution  In  1870,  he 
put  it  through  this  House,  he  went  several 
times  to  the  country,  and  the  electors  en- 
dorsed thimself,  his  constitution  and  his 
amendments,  and  nobody  ever  suggested 
that  there  was  the  slightest  danger  in  the 
world  in  anything  he  did  in  connection  with 
this  bringing  into  effect  of  the  provisions 
for  the  admission  of  other  provinces.  If  It 
was  all  right  to  make  these  slight  changes 
in  1870,  to  legislate  for  separate  schools  in 
1875,  why  is  it  not  all  right  to-day  to  make 
slight  changes  in  order  to  bring  the  Act 
fully  and  properly  Into  effect  in  the  western 
provinces  ?  The  leader  of  the  opposition, 
since  this  debate  commenced,  suggested  an 
amendment  in  clause  109  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  The  British  North  Am- 
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erica  Act,  so  far  as  it  deals  with  land,  deals 
with  it  in  section  109.  section  109  gives  the 
land  to  the  provinces  unconditionally.  The 
toon,  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  K.  L.  Bor- 
den) excellent  lawyer  as  he  is,  before  this 
question  got  to  such  a  red  heat  as  it  is  to- 
day, when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced,  sug- 
gested in  this  House,  in  connection  with  this 
land  question,  that  it  would  be  well  to  in- 
troduce an  amendment  by  which,  although 
the  lands  were  given  to  the  western  pro- 
vinces, they  would  not  have  absolute  con- 
trol of  them  ;  he  would  have  some  stipula- 
tions and  conditions  placed  upon  the  manner 
in  which  they  would  hold  the  land,  and 
would  not  give  them  an  entirely  and  abso- 
lutely free  hand.  If  it  is  proper  for  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  to  suggest 
that  there  should  be  such  an  amendment,  If 
it  would  be  proper  to  say  that  we  should 
put  such  a  proviso  In  section  109  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  what  is  the  ob- 
jection to  making  slight  changes  in  other 
parts  of  the  Act  ?  If  we  have  no  power  to 
touch  it  at  all,  if  we  cannot  touch  it  in 
reference  to  schools,  we  cannot  touch  it  in 
reference  to  lands  ;  and  if  we  can  touch  it 
in  reference  to  lands,  we  can  touch  it  in 
reference  to  schools. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Section  109  does  not 
deal  with  the  distribution  of  legislative 
power.  Section  109  deals  with  the  owner- 
ship of  lands.  It  is  only  when  the  land  Is 
vested  in  the  provinces  that  the  question  of 
legislative  power  arises,  so  they  are  two 
entirely  distinct  things. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  It  is  certainly 
an  amendment  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  wish  my 
hon.  friend  to  misunderstand  me.  I  said 
we  could  not  alter  the  distribution  of  legis- 
lative power.  That  is  the  point  I  made. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  I  understand  that 
the  position  of  my  hon.  friend  is  that  we 
cannot  amend  the  British  North  America 
Act. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  No.  we  cannot ;  I 
do  not  take  the  position,  however,  that  the 
'  terms  and  conditions '  must  always  be  the 
same. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Does  my  hon. 
friend  admit  that  we  can  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  As  far  as  amending 
the  Act  is  concerned,  of  course  my  hon. 
friend  knows  that  section  146  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  speaks  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  on  which  provinces  or  territories 
may  be  brought  in.  That  is  one  thing.  But 
the  distribution  of  legislative  power  is  an- 
other and  an  entirely  different  thing. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  If  we  have  no 
power  to  amend  the  Act,  then  we  cannot 
touch  it ;  and  stiil  it  was  quite  competent, 
within  the  purview  and  terms  of  section  146 
of  which    my    hon.    friend    speaks,  to 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE. 


make  terms  and  conditions,  because  that 
section  of  the  Act  contemplates  two  pur- 
poses. It  contemplates  the  admission  of 
Manitoba,  British  Columbia,  Newfoundland 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  and  other  pro- 
vinces, which  are  entities,  provincial  en- 
titles, at  the  time  and  capable  of  contract- 
ing. They  were  capable  of  going  into  this 
compact,  of  preparing  a  scheme  in  the  shape 
of  an  ifHdress  which  is  confirmed  by  Order 
in  Council.  It  is  quite  true  that  they  can 
put  into  it  and  take  out  of  it,  and  slice  it 
and  form  it,  as  It  suits  them,  but  the  mo- 
ment it  receives  the  sanction  of  the 
Sovereign  by  Order  in  Council,  then  that  is 
an  end  to  it  In  this  case,  instead  of  a 
compact,  we  nave  an  Act  of  parliament 
But  my  hon.  friend  takes  the  position  that 
you  cannot  make  any  change  in  that  Act 
that  you  must  Bimply  make  the  conditions 
which  suited  New  Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia, 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  apply  to  the  new  pro- 
vinces, because  you  have  no  sea  room  at 
all,  you  can  do  nothing.  It  is  quite  true 
that  there  was  no  limitation  on  the  condi- 
tions which  could  be  placed  In  the  Order  in 
Council,  there  was  nothing  to  limit  your 
sway  in  making  the  bargain  ;  but  will  my 
hon.  friend  or  his  supporters  submit  that 
we  have  the  same  scope  to-day  ?  If  they 
will  admit  that  we  have  the  same  scope 
to-day,  that  we  can  put  in  the  constitution 
which  they  are  making  for  the  new  pro- 
vinces every  line  and  every  word  that  we 
could  put  in  an  Order  in  Council  bringing 
in  British  Columbia,  Prince  Edward  Island 
or  Newfoundland  ;  if  we  have  those  powers 
under  the  constitution,  then  we  have  ample 
powers  to  put  all  these  conditions  into  the 
new  constitution.  Will  my  hon.  friend  tell 
me,  or  tell  this  House  or  the  country,  that 
the  provisions  of  section  92  or  section  93  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  were  binding 
on  Prince  Edward  Island  (when  it  was 
coming  in,  or  on  British  Columbia  when 
it  came  in  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  They 
could  make  such  provisions  as  they  thought 
proper,  and  is  It  not  right,  when  It  is  only 
this  parliament  that  has  the  responsibility 
to-day — for  there  is  no  provision  by  which 
an  address  can  come  from  the  Territories, 
so  that  this  is  a  one-sided  negotiation,  so  to 
speak,  and  we  take  the  full  responsibility 
in  this  House  for  what  this  constitution 
will  be — that  we  should  be  told  that  the 
constitution  that  would  not  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  admission  of  New  Brunswick  or 
Prince  Edward  Island,  or  any  other  pro- 
vince, Into  confederation,  must  prevent  us 
from  making  such  terms  and  stipulations  as 
we  think  are  proper  and  right  in  bringing  in 
new  provinces  from  the  west.  I  do  not  think 
that,  as  the  leader  of  the  opposition  himself 
would  say,  it  is  either  law  or  logic  or  sound 
argument  to  say  that  we  have  not  as  free 
a  hand  in  making  a  province  under  the 
terms  of  the  Act  as  we  would  have  under 
the  conditions  which  we  could  place  in  an 
Order  in  Council  and  In  an  address  from  an 
existing  provincial  entity.    I  submit  Mr. 
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Speaker,  that  I  do  not  think  my  learned 
friend  has  any  too  well  answered  the  point 
that  we  have  equal  rights  In  dealing  with 
the  conditions  under  the  Act  as  we  would 
have  in  making  an  Order  in  Council  and 
stipulating  how  a  particular  province  is  to 
come  in.  I  was  going  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  if  we  wished  to  ascertain  what  powers 
the  fathers  of  confederation  thought  they 
possessed,  under  the  conditions  of  the  con- 
federation, the  best  time  for  us  to  search 
for  information  on  that  point  would  be  in 
1870,  when  the  conditions  of  the  compact 
were  fresh  in  their  minds. 

We  hear  a  great  deal  about  this  section 
93  giving  exclusive  power  to  the  province. 
Would  it  not  be  well  to  look  at  this  Act 
in  the  light  cast  upon  it  by  some  of  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Privy  Council,  and  those  are 
decisions  which  we  should  not  lightly  cast 
aside  even  if  they  do  run  contrary  to  our 
own  opinion.  A  great  many  contend  that 
this  section  93  gives  the  province  unlimited 
powers  to  deal  with  matters  of  education. 
It  seems  to  me  that  our  hon.  friends  who 
read  the  Act  in  such  a  light  simply  stop  at 
the  end  of  the  first  two  lines  : 

In  and  for  each  province  the  legislature  may 
exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to  education. 

But  there  are  four  other  sections  which 
these  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  read  at  all. 
There  is  also  a  decision  of  the  Privy  Council 
right  in  point  upon  that  section  ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  order  not  to  be  misled 
any  longer  as  to  its  full  force,  effect  and 
meaning,  it  would  be  well  to  quote  that  de- 
cision. This  is  what  the  Privy  Council  said 
in  dealing  exactly  with  that  proviso  : 

Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  case  It  may 
be  well  to  notice  the  argument  urged  by  the 
respondent  that  the  construction  which  their 
lordships  have  put  upon  the  second  and  third 
subsections  of  the  section  of  the  Manitoba  Act 
Is  inconsistent  with  the  powers  conferred  upon 
the  legislatures  of  the  provinces  to  exclusively 
make  laws  in  respect  to  education.  The  argu- 
ment Is  fallacious.  The  power  conferred  Is  not 
absolute  but  limited.  It  Is  exercisable  only 
subject  and  according  to  the  following  provision. 
The  subsections  which  follow,  whatever  be 
their  true  construction  defining  the  conditions 
under  which  alone  provincial  legislatures  may 
legislate  with  reference  to  education  and  Indi- 
cate the  limitations  Imposed  on  and  the  excep- 
tions from  their  power  to  legislate  exclusively, 
their  right  to  legislate  is  not  enjoyed  properly 
speaking  exclusively,  for  In  the  case  specified 
In  subsection  3  the  parliament  of  Canada  Is 
authorized  to  legislate  on  the  same  subject. 
There  is.  therefore,  no  such  Inconsistency  as  Is 
suggested. 

That  is  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council. 
It  shows  that  In  the  British  North  America 
Act,  from  cover  to  cover,  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  giving  to  any  province  the  exclu- 
sive powers  to  deal  with  education.  I  take 
the  responsibility  of  saying  that  there  is 
not  to-day  such  a  thing  in  this  country  as 
any  province  dealing  exclusively  with  edu- 
cation.   I  heard  the  hon.  member  for  East 


Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  asking  the  hou.  member 
for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  the  other  day  whe- 
ther or  not  there  was  a  province  in  the  Dom- 
niion  which  had  a  free  hand  to  deal  with 
education.  I  say  there  is  not.  There  are 
provinces  in  the  Dominion  to-day  which  are 
free  to  pass  one  Act  Nova  Scotia  to-day  is 
perfectly  free  to  pass  an  Act  that  will  con- 
tain some  terms  in  respect  to  the  separate 
schools  ;  but  once  the  Nova  Scotia  legisla- 
ture passes  such  an  Act  it  cannot  change 
it.  Or  if  It  should,  It  would  be  subject  to 
an  appeal  to  the  government  of  the  Domin- 
ion for  remedial  legislation.  Therefore  it  can 
won  be  said  that  there  is  no  province  in  the 
uominion  to-day  which  has  this  wonderful, 
absolute  right  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
education  as  It  sees  fit. 

There  is  another  point  to  which  I  would 
direct  attention,  as  showing  the  intention  of 
this  part  of  the  Confederation  Act.  It  would 
be  well  for  us  to  try  and  understand,  with- 
out any  haste  or  passion  or  feeling  in  this 
matter,  how  these  questions  were  understood 
from  the  beginning.  Some  day  in  February, 
1867,  these  clauses  92  and  93  were  under  con- 
sideration in  the  House  of  Lords.  Now, 
whatever  feeling  there  may  be  in  this  House 
and  country  over  the  question,  I  think  we 
will  all  admit  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  approach  it  with  a  great  deal  of  calm- 
ness and  give  it  due  consideration,  and  that 
not  one  of  the  venerable  gentlemen  who  oc- 
cupy seats  in  that  House  would  be  in  the 
slightest  degree  nervous  about  explaining 
what  these  clauses  really  meant  We  find 
Lord  Carnarvon  dealing  with  this  question 
calmly  and  Judicially.  As  to  clause  93,  he 
said  : 

Lastly.  In  the  93rd  clause  which  contains  the 
exceptional  provisions  to  which  I  refer,  your 
lordship  will  observe  some  rather  complicated 
arrangements  In  reference  to  education.  I  need 
hardly  say  that  that  great  question  gives  rise 
to  nearly  as  much  earnestness  and  division  of 
opinion  on  that  as  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
This  clause  has  been  framed  after  long  and 
anxious  controversy  In  which  all  parties  have 
been  represented  and  on  conditions  to  which  all 
had  given  their  consent.  .  .  .  The  object  of 
the  clause  Is  to  secure  to  the  religious  minority 
In  one  province  the  same  rights,  privileges  and 
protection  which  the  religious  minority  In 
another  province  may  enjoy.  The  Roman 
Catholic  minority  of  Upper  Canada,  the  Pro- 
testant minority  of  Lower  Canada  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  minority  of  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces will  thus  stand  on  a  footing  of  entire 
equality. 

That  Is  the  explanation  which  Lord  Car- 
narvon gave  in  1867,  and  I  submit  to  you 
that  that  was  the  way  In  which  the  late  Sir 
John  Macdonald  and  the  framers  of  the 
Manitoba  Act  understood  it  in  1870. 

I  would  ask  you  to  note  the  strong  resem- 
blance between  clause  93  in  the  British  North 
America  Act  and  the  Manitoba  Act. 

In  and  for  the  province  the  said  legislature 
may  exclusively  make  laws  In  relation  to  edu- 
cation, subject  to  the  following  provisions. 
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I  submit  that  the  provisions  are  exactly] 
the  same  except  where  an  amendment  is) 
made  to  make  them  applicable  to  what  ex- 
isted in  those  days  in  Manitoba.  The  second 
section  of  the  Act  Is  : 

On,  from  and  after  the  said  day  on  which  the 
order  ot  the  Queen  in  Council  shall  take  effect 
as  aforesaid,  the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  of  1867  shall,  except  those  parts 
thereof  which  are  in  terms  made  or  by  reason- 
able intendment  may  be  held  to  be  specially 
applicable  to  or  only  to  affect  one  or  more  but 
not  the  whole  of  the  provinces  now  composing 
the  Dominion,  and  except  so  tar  as  the  same 
may  be  varied  by  this  Act,  be  applicable  to 
the  province  of  Manitoba  in  the  same  way  and 
to  the  like  extent  as  they  apply  to  the  several 
provinces  of  Canada  and  as  If  the  province  of 
Manitoba  had  been  one  ot  the  provinces  origi- 
nally united  by  the  said  Act. 

That  Is  the  same  language  which  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Act  creating  the  province  of 
Alberta,  and  there  has  been  some  talk  as 
to  what  the  effect  of  that  Act  might  be  on 
the  educational  question.  I  think  there  was 
some  exception  taken  to  the  construction 
put  upon  the  clause  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
West  Assinibola.  which  we  And  in  the  Act 
which  has  been  submitted  as  a  constitution 
for  the  new  provinces  by  the  premier,  Mr. 
Haultain. 

Now,  I  have  read  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  clause  in  the  Manitoba  Act.  This  is  the 
corresponding  clause  that  we  find  In  Mr. 
Haultain's  Bill.  The  name  of  the  province 
is  blank,  but  I  supply  the  name  of  Alberta: 

On  and  after  the  said  first  day  of  January, 
1903,  the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  except  those  parts  thereof 
which  are  In  terms  made  or  by  reasonable  in- 
tendment may  be  held  to  be,  specially  appli- 
cable to  or  to  affect  only  one  or  more  but  not 
the  whole  of  the  provinces  under  that  Act  com- 
posing the  Dominion,  and  except  so  far  as  the 
same  may  be  varied  by  this  Act,  shall  be 
applicable  to  the  province  of  Alberta  In  the 
same  way  and  to  the  same  extent  as  they  apply 
to  the  several  provinces  of  Canada  and  as  If 
the  province  of  Alberta  had  been  one  of  the 
provinces  originally  united  by  the  said  Act. 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  look  a  little  closely 
at  the  meaning  of  this  language  so  far  as 
education  is  concerned.  Hon.  members  who 
are  opposing  the  Bill  and  who  profess  to  be 
particular  friends  of  the  Northwest,  have 
nothing  to  say  against  this  draft  Act.  so 
far  as  I  can  understand.  They  say  there 
are  terms  in  the  proposed  Act  of  the  Prime 
Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  which  bring 
the  separate  schools  into  effect  In  the  North- 
west, and  they  declare  they  are  not  in  fav- 
our of  such  a  policy.  At  the  same  time,  I 
do  not  think  they  have  anything  to  say 
against  this  draft  Act  of  Mr.  Haultain's. 
If  you  examine  this  clause  closely  you  will 
find  what  Mr.  Haultain  means  is  that  what- 
ever is  in  existence  in  the  Territories  to- 
day will  be  gathered  together,  the  whole 
business  shoved  back  to  1867  and  then 
brought  in  as  if  this  was  a  new  province. 
Whatever  law  you  have  In  force  In  the  Ter- 
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rltorles  to-day  must  be  dealt  with  as  if  It 
had  been  a  law  in  force  in  1867,  the  time  of 
confederation.  What  Is  the  law  in  force  in 
the  Territories?  Is  not  the  Act  of  1875  as 
much  In  force  to-day  as  It  was  when  it  was 
passed?  It  has  not  been  repealed.  The 
fact  that  ordinances  have  been  based  upon 
It  which  are  Inconsistent  with  it  In  some 
respects  or  which  are  not  as  strong  In  the 
direction  It  intended  as  the  Act  Itself,  does 
not  take  away  the  validity  of  the  Act.  That 
Act  created  separate  schools,  and  that  Is 
the  Act  which  Mr.  Haultain  says  is  to  be 
continued  in  force  as  If  had  been  passed  in 
1867.  That  Is  the  effect  of  what  Mr.  Haul- 
tain proposes,  as  I  understand  it  And  while 
hon.  gentlemen  opposed  to  the  government 
are  unwilling  to  take  separate  schools  from 
us,  they  are  ready  to  swallow  them  bolus 
bolus  when  offered  by  Mr.  Haultain.  I  am 
not  finding  fault  with  Mr.  Haultain  for  put- 
ting this  in  the  Act  I  think  he  was  doing 
the  right  thing  in  recognizing  the  conditions 
that  existed  at  the  time.  But  we  must  not 
claim  credit  for  doing  what  we  are  not  do- 
ing. Mr.  Haultain  and  his  friends  claim 
credit  for  not  recognizing  the  conditions  in 
the  west.  They  were  going  to  wipe  the 
whole  thing  off  the  slate,  and  so  they  claim- 
ed to  be  the  friends  of  the  Territories  and 
say  that  we  are  the  enemies  of  the  Terri- 
tories. But  they  cannot  sustain  that  argu- 
ment in  the  face  of  this  draft  Act  which 
has  In  It  ever  word,  if  not  more,  than  we 
have  in  the  legislation  before  the  House. 

I  have  pointed  out  the  different  conditions 
Which  are  in  this  Manitoba  Act  It  con- 
tains section  2,  exactly  like  the  one  which 
is  going  through  to-day.  Section  26  of  it 
deals  with  the  land  question;  and  section 
20  deals  with  the  school  question.  So  it  Is 
precisely  the  same  as  the  Act  now  before 
us.  I  was  pointing  out— and  I  think  It  Is 
necessary  to  point  out— the  ideas  which  pre- 
vail in  connection  with  this  constitution 
which  was  given  to  the  Territories  in  1875. 
It  has  been  observed  here  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Marquette  that  nothing  that  Alex. 
Mackenzie  and  Edward  Blake,  and  old  men 
of  that  kind  said  should  not  receive  very 
much  attention.  I  do  not  regard  Hon.  Ed- 
ward Blake's  views  on  constitutional  ques- 
tions in  that  way.  I  think  that  Mr.  Blake 
was  a  big  man  on  constitutional  questions 
in  1875;  I  think  be  has  been  a  big  man  on 
constitutional  questions  every  year  since, 
and  I  believe  he  is  a  big  man  on  constitu- 
tional questions  to-day;  and  for  that  reason 
we  ought  to  be  very  much  pleased  when  we 
find  in  the  books  things  that  he  said  on 
questions  of  this  kind,  and  we  ought  to  be 
satisfied  that  what  he  has  said  on  these 
questions  is  sound  and  good.  This  is  what 
he  said  when  this  Bill  of  1875  was  before 
the  House,  when  this  question  of  forming 
the  constitution  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
was  being  dealt  with.  It  will  be  seen  that 
the  words  of  Mr.  Blake  are  not  the  words 
of  a  man  who  thought  that  we  were  creat- 
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Ing  a  constitutional  fabric  which  was  to. 
last  for  only  a  few  days,  something  that! 
was  to  be  wiped  off  the  slate  when  we  chose] 
to  do  so.  He  speaks  of  the  constitution  then' 
being  formed  as  the  basis  and  the  founda- 
tion for  the  laws  under  which  thousands 
and  millions  of  people  will  come  into  that 
country.  He  said: 

To  found  primary  Institutions  under  wlfich 
we  hope  to  see  hundreds  of  thousands,  and 
the  more  sanguine  among  us  think  millions  of 
men  and  families  settled  and  flourishing,  was 
one  of  the  noblest  undertakings  that  could  be 
entered  upon  by  any  legislative  body,  and  It 
was  no  small  indication  of  the  power  and  true 
position  of  this  Dominion  that  parliament 
should  be  engaged  to-day  In  that  Important 
task.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Kingston  

That,  I  presume,  was  Sir  John  Macdonald. 

 that  the  task  was  one  that  required  time, 

consideration  and  deliberation  and  they  must 
take  care  that  no  false  steps  were  made  In 
such  a  work.  He  did  not  agree  with  that 
right  hon.  gentleman  that  the  government  ought 
to  repeat  his  errors.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
had  tried  the  institutions  for  the  Northwest 
Territories  which  he  now  asked  the  House 
to  frame  and  for  the  same  reason  as  he  had 
given  to-day— that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
Dominion  government  to  keep  matters  in  their 
own  hands  and  decide  what  was  best  for  the 
future.  He  (Mr.  Blake)  believed  that  It  was 
essential  to  our  obtaining  a  large  immigration 
to  the  Northwest  that  we  should  tell  the  people 
beforehand  what  those  rights  were  to  be  in 
the  country  in  which  we  Invited  them  to  settle. 
It  was  Interesting  to  the  people  to  know  that 
at  the  very  earliest  moment  there  was  a 
sufficient  aggregate  of  population  within  a 
reasonable  distance,  that  aggregation  would 
have  a  voice  in  the  self-government  of  the 
Territories,  and  he  believed  the  Dominion 
government  was  wise  (although  the  measure 
might  be  brought  down  very  late  this  session 
and  it  might  be  found  impossible  to  give  It 
due  consideration)  in  determining  in  advance 
of  settlement  what  the  character  of  the  In- 
stitutions of  the  country  should  be  in  which  we 
invite  people.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
policy  of  asking  people  to  settle  in  that  western 
country,  and  tell  them  that  a  paternal  govern- 
ment would  look  after  them,  and  would  give 
them  such  institutions  as  the  government 
thought  suitable.  We  had  better  let  the  people 
know  their  fate  politically  and  otherwise  be- 
fore they  settle  there. 

And  he  said  further: 

He  regarded  it  as  essential  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  and  in  view  of  the 
deliberation  during  the  last  few  days  that  a 
general  principle  should  be  laid  down  in  the 
Bill  with  respect  to  public  instruction. 

He  did  believe  that  we  ought  not  to  intro- 
duce lnt«  that  territory  the  heart-burnings  and 
difficulties  with  which  certain  other  portions  of 
this  Dominion  and  other  countries  had  been 
afflicted.  It  seemed  to  him,  having  regard  to 
•the  faot  that,  as  far  as  we  could  expect  at 
present,  the  general  character  of  that  popula- 
tion would  be  somewhat  analogous  to  the  popu- 
lation of  Ontario,  that  there  should  be  some 
provision  in  the  constitution  by  which  they 
should  have  conferred  upon  them  the  same 


rights  ani  privileges  in  regard  to  religious  in- 
struction as  those  possessed  by  the  people  of 
the  province  of  Ontario.  The  principles  of  local 
self-government  and  the  settling  the  question 
of  public  instruction  seemed  to  him  ought  to  bo 
the  cardinal  principles  of  the  measure. 

In  reply  to  htm  Mr.  Mackenzie  makes  a 
short  speech,  showing  what  his  views  are, 
and  setting  forth  the  terms  of  that  section 
11  of  the  Northwest  Territories  Act.  1875, 
with  which  we  are  familiar.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  exercising  this  power  I  think  it 
Is  safe  for  us  to  follow  the  precedents  that 
bave  been  laid  down.  I  should  think  that 
tbe  .different  steps  that  have  been  taken 
by  the  imperial  government  in  giving  us 
control  over  this  territory,  enabling  us  to 
make  a  constitution,  and  giving  us  every 
other  power  that  they  could  give  us  in  order 
to  form  these  new  countries  into  provinces 
and  to  give  them  constitutions,  that  being 
the  case,  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no  question 
but  that  we  have  the  power.  Tbe  next  ques- 
tion is,  how  are  we  to  exercise  it.  I  was 
pointing  out  that  I  think  It  Is  wise  to  exer- 
c-se  that  power  along  the  same  lines  as  it 
was  exercised  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 
in  1870,  by  Mr.  Mackenzie  In  1875,  and  by 
Mr.  Haultaln  when  he  had  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill  a  few  years  ago.  and  as  it  is  exer- 
cised to-day.  by  the  premier  of  this  country 
who  guides  us  in  the  way  in  which  we 
should  exercise  this  power. 

It  is  contended  that  we  do  not  grant  con- 
stitutional freedom.  This  is  constitutional 
freedom  as  it  is  understood  bv  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  : 

'  Constitutional  freedom  '  certainly  does  not 
consist  in  exemption  from  governmental  inter- 
ference in  the  citizen's  private  affairs,  in  his 
being  unmolested  in  his  family,  in  being  suf- 
fered to  buy,  sell  and  enjoy  property,  and  gen- 
erally to  seek  happiness  in  his  own  way.  All 
these  might  be  permitted  by  the  most  arbitrary 
ruler,  even  thougb  he  allowed  his  subjects  no 
degree  of  political  liberty.  Mr.  Justice  Storey 
has  well  shown  that  constitutional  freedom 
means  something  more  than  liberty  permitted  ; 
It  consists  In  the  civil  and  political  rights  which 
are  absolutely  guaranteed  assured,  and  guarded; 
in  one's  liberties  as  a  man  and  a  citizen — his 
rights  to  vote,  his  rights  to  hold  office,  his 
right  to  worship  Ood  according  to  the  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience,  his  equality  with  all 
others  who  are  his  fellow-citizens,  all  these, 
guarded  and  protected,  and  not  held  at  the 
mercy  and  discretion  of  any  one  man  or  any 
popular  majority.  People  vs.  Hurlbut,  24  Mich. 
44,  10$.  108.  9  Am.  Dec.  103. 

Now  the  great  difficulty  seems  to  be  wby 
we  must  have  separate  schools.  There  are 
some  people  among  us,  and  their  ideas  are 
deserving  of  every  respect,  who  think  that 
separate  schools  are  not  necessary  and 
that  we  should  not  make  provision  for  them. 
But  a  great  many  people  in  tbls  country 
think  they  are  necessary,  and  that  being  tbe 
case,  we  have  to  deal  with  circumstances 
as  we  find  them.  I  heard  a  quotation  from 
a  paper  to-night  giving  the  language  of  some 
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reverend  gentleman,  I  think  belonging  to 
my  own  church,  saying  that  he  hoped  the 
day  would  arrive  when  one  common  ground 
of  education  could  be  reached,  and  when 
some  form  of  religion  could  be  taught  in 
the  schools  upon  which  all  could  agree. 
Well,  Sir,  if  there  was  any  hops  of  reaching 
that  state  of  affairs,  I  would  be  very  glad. 
But  we  have  been  nearly  a  hundred  years 
in  trying  to  agree  upon  that  point,  and  we 
do  not  seem  to  be  any  nearer  to  it  to-day 
than  we  were  then.  I  find  that  in  1854  there 
was  a  separate  school  law  In  the  province 
of  Ontario  ;  I  find  that  they  repealed  it  and 
in  1863  they  put  it  again  on  the  statute-book, 
and  they  now  have  separate  schools  in  the 
province  of  Ontario.  Seeing  that  neither  in 
Quebec  nor  in  Ontario  can  the  present 
system  be  changed,  it  seems  to  me  there 
is  not  much  hope  of  being  able  to  do  away 
entirely  with  the  principle  of  separate 
schools.  Now,  this  very  point  was  consider- 
ed by  the  Privy  Council,  as  will  appear  on 
page  485,  volume  5,  of  Cartwright's  Reports. 
They  ask  the  question  why  it  Is  that  CathO' 
lies  cannot  agree  to  this  common  school  edu 
cation  ?  And  they  answer  it  in  this  wise  ; 

It  is  owing  to  religious  convictions  which 
everybody  must  respect,  and  to  the  teaching  of 
the  church  that  Roman  Catholics  and  members 
ot  the  Church  of  England  find  themselves  un- 
able to  partake  of  advantages  which  the  law 
offers  to  all  alike. 

Dealing  with  the  same  subject  the  Privy 
Council,  at  page  187  of  the  same  volume, 
says : 

As  a  matter  ot  fact  the  objections  of  Roman 
Catholics  to  schools  such  as  alone  receive  state 
aid  under  the  Act  of  1890  (Manitoba  Act),  is 
conscientious  and  deeply  rooted.  If  this  had 
not  been  so,  If  there  had  been  a  system  of 
public  education  acceptable  to  Protestant  and 
Catholic  alike,  the  elaborate  enactments  which 
have  been  the  subject  of  so  much  controversy 
and  consideration  would  have  been  unnecessary. 
It  is  notorious  that  there  were  acute  differences 
of  opinion  between  Catholics  and  Protestants 
on  the  education  question  prior  to  1870.  This 
is  recognized  and  emphasized  on  almost  every 
line  of  these  enactments.  There  is  no  doubt 
either  what  the  points  of  difference  were,  and 
it  is  in  the  light  of  these  that  the  twenty-second 
section  of  the  Manitoba  Act  of  1870,  which  was 
throughout  a  parliamentary  compact,  must  be 
read. 

Dealing  with  the  same  question  farther 
on  their  Lordships  say  that  the  argument 
urged  by  some  people  in  favour  of  common 
schools  is  that  they  suit  both  alike.  To 
this  we  cannot  agree,  as  our  Roman  Ca- 
tholic friends  cannot  accept  them  as  doing 
justice  to  their  views  in  respect  to  religious 
education. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  no  strong  rea- 
son, from  a  presonal  standpoint,  why  I 
should  not  be  just  as  well  satisfied  with 
separate  schools  or  with  public  schools  as 
any  other  gentleman  in  this  House.  But 
I  have  this  to  say,  that  the  experience  of 
Mr.  d.  d.  Mckenzie. 


many  years  in  close  touch  with  the  public 
schools  of  the  province  from  which  I  come, 
has  taught  me  that  there  is  no  use  In  try- 
ing to  force  upon  any  people  a  system  of 
education  with  which  they  are  not  satisfied. 
Now  my  own  position  on  the  question  is 
this  :   I  am  in  favour  of  the  most  absolute 
and  thorough  government  supervision  and 
control  of  all  schools  receiving  government 
grants  or  municipal  aid.    I  am  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  teaching  of  the  principles  of 
the  Christian  religion  In  schools.    I  am 
firmly  convinced,  after  many  years  of  active 
experience,  that  the  teaching  of  religion  can- 
not be  successfully  and  harmoniously  con- 
ducted In  a  mixed  school  attended  by  Ro- 
mau  Catholics  and  Protestant  children  to- 
gether.  I  am  a  firm  believer  In  the  divine 
injunction  :   '  Train  up  a  child  in  the  way 
he  should  go  and  when  he  is  old  he  will  not 
depart  from  it.'   I  believe  it  Is  the  duty  of 
the  state  to  see  that  as  much  as  possible  the 
cardinal  principles  of  the  Christian  religion 
are  thoroughly  Instilled  into  the  youthful 
minds  of  the  nation.   I  believe  that  this  all- 
important  purpose  can  only  be  accomplished 
by  Protestants  of  all  classes  agreeing  upon  a 
certain  line  of  religious  instruction  in  all 
Protestant  schools. 

I  believe  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Canada  are  doing  the  right  thing  when  they 
insist  upon  the  teaching  of  their  children  in 
the  religious  principles  of  their  church. 
Our  Protestant  friends  say  that  there 
is  no  religious  teaching  In  our  na- 
tional schools  and  it  Is  as  good  for 
your  children  as  it  is  for  ours  ;  that  is  quite 
true,  and  that  view  is  worthy  of  some  res- 
pect. But  our  Roman  Catholic  friends  say: 
We  know  that  what  you  say  is  true  and  we 
know  that  our  children  will  not  be  In  any 
way  Interfered  with  in  the  common  schools. 
But  that  is  not  enough  ;  we  want  our  child- 
ren to  receive  religious  instructions  every 
day  In  the  school  and  we  want  those  In- 
structions to  be  guided  and  Inspired  by  the 
teachings  of  our  church  and  we  wait  the 
Instructions  imparted  by  a  person  who  un- 
derstands and  believes  in  them.  This,  as 
I  understand  it,  is  the  position  of  our  Catho- 
lic people  In  Canada  and  It  is  one,  particular- 
ly from  their  standpoint,  that  commends  it- 
self to  me,  and  one  which  I  most  cheerfully 
commend  to  the  Protestants  of  Canada.  As 
one  who  has  been  for  the  last  twenty  years 
In  close  touch  with  the  public  scDools  of  the 
province  of  Nova  Scotia,  I  take  the  res- 
ponsibility of  telling  my  Protestant  country- 
men that  they  cannot  be  too  soon  in  follow- 
ing the  example  of  their  Roman  Catholic 
brethren  in  insisting  upon  religious  teaching 
in  every  school  of  the  land. 

That  Is  the  position  which  I  take  In  respect 
to  religion  in  the  schools,  f  believe  it  is  . 
the  proper  thing  to  have  it  and  if  we  must 
have  separate  schools  in  order  to  have  re- 
ligion in  the  schools  let  us  have  separate 
schools.    If  we  can  have  them  together,  all 
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right,  but  if  we  cannot  let  us  have  them 
any  way.  What  Is  the  use  of  Protestants 
starving  religion  out  of  the  schools  and  de- 
priving their  children  of  religious  Instruc- 
tion for  the  sake  of  a  few  dollars  ?  Why 
should  we  hold  out  for  a  thing  that  Roman 
Catholics  cannot  and  will  not  accept  ?  Is 
is  not  a  proper  thing  for  us  as  Protestants 
who  have  children  to  educate  them  in  our 
own  way?  There  is  nothing  in  so  far  as  the 
different  Protestant  bodies  are  concerned 
that  will  prevent  them  from  having  their 
children  educated  together  in  the  same 
classes,  taught  by  the  same  teachers  or  from 
receiving  religious  instructions  upon  grounds 
common  to  all  Protestant  bodies. 

I  was  talking  about  this  amendment.  A 
great  deal  of  fault  is  found  because  we  have 
this  amendment.  I  submit  that  this  amend- 
ment is  not  legislation  of  this  House.  It  is 
legislation  that  was  passed  by  the  legisla- 
ture of  the  Northwest  Territories.  They 
are  just  as  fully  represented  in  their  local 
House  as  the  province  of  Manitoba.  Accord- 
ing to  their  size  and  population  they  have 
just  as  many  representatives  in  the  local 
legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories  as 
any  local  parliament  of  Canada.  They  have 
a  government,  they  have  a  premier,  they 
have  all  the  powers  that  a  local  legislature 
has  except  that  they  cannot  borrow  money 
and  the  longer  that  power  is  kept  from  them, 
I  think,  the  better.  This  is  an  Act  they 
have  passed  themselves.  The  Northwest 
Territories  have  passed  this  legislation  and 
they  appear  to  be  perfectly  satisfied  with  it 
and  we  have  some  evidence  in  its  favour. 
We  heard  the  speech  the  other  evening  by 
the  hon.  memeber  for  Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake), 
an  opponent  of  this  government.  He  put 
himself  on  record  in  connection  with  these 
schools,  and  what  he  says  is  this  : 

I  intend  to  claim  the  privilege  of  briefly 
putting  on  record  the  views  which  I  hold  with 
regard  to  this  question.  After  nearly  twenty- 
two  years  residence  In  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, I  believe  firmly  that  the  public  school 
system  as  at  present  administered  Is  the  one 
best  suited  to  the  needs  of  the  country. 

That  is  the  view  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Qu'Appelle  about  the  legislation  that  we  are 
dealing  with.  He  says  that  be  has  had 
twenty-two  years  experience  in  the  North- 
west, that  he  has  seen  many  changes  and 
that  this  law  which  is  now  on  the  statute- 
book  has  given  satisfaction  to  that  country. 
Mr.  Haultain  himself  says  about  this  Act 
that  he  has  had  some  experience  of  it  as 
premier,  and  he  says  : 

If  I  were  dictator  I  would  not  change  one  line 
of  it. 

It  is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the  premier, 
it  is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Qu'Appelle,  and  as  far  as  we  can 
find  out  it  is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  every 
man  who  kuows  anything  about  education 
in  the  west.  Now,  if  It  is  so  satisfactory 
and  if  we  are  keeping  it  in  the  constitution 
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of  the  provinces,  what  Is  the  matter  with 
it  ?  Is  it  not  the  right  thing  to  do?  Is  it 
not  right  that  we  should  have  permanent 
institutions  and  not  be  subject  to  every 
change  of  doctrine  that  may  come  about 
from  one  day  to  another  ?  It  may  be  neces- 
sary for  me,  on  account  of  some  statements 
that  were  made  about  this  Act,  to  deal  to 
some  extent  with  some  of  its  provisions.  I 
am  sorry  that  in  the  part  of  the  country 
that  I  come  from  some  of  the  clergy  have 
been  a  little  bit  carried  away  by  the  agita- 
tion that  has  been  going  on  in  connection 
with  this  Act.  I  find  this  letter  in  some 
newspaper  published  in  the  part  of  the  coun- 
try I  come  from  and  when  I  read  to  this 
House  certain  provisions  of  the  Education 
Act,  I  think  it  will  be  observed  that  there 
is  no  very  great  justification  for  this  letter 
which  was  written  by  a  reverend  gentleman 
for  whom  the  whole  country,  myself 
amongst  others,  has  the  greatest  respect.  I 
am  only  sorry  that  he  did  not  take  the  trou- 
ble to  learn  for  himself  what  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  are  before  he  made  such  a  pro- 
nouncement.   He  says  : 

But  to  be  perfectly  frank,  what  is  asked  in 
this  Autonomy  BUI  is  not  separate  denomina- 
tional schools  ;  there  is  no  mention  of  Rus- 
sian or  Jew  or  Anglican  or  Presbyterian,  what 
is  asked  is  the  recognition  and  public  main- 
tenance of  Roman  Catholic  schools  which  the 
ratepayer  is  to  support  whatever  his  religious 
views  may  be.  That  is  not  equal  educational 
privileges  for  all,  this  is  not  even  the  principle 
of  separate  schools,  this  Is  discrimination,  it 
is  the  selection  of  one  class  of  denominational 
schools  for  public  support  for  all  time  and  this 
without  any  reference  to  the  public  supervision 
of  the  teaching  staff  either  in  the  matter  of 
its  appointment  or  its  qualifications.  Surely 
one  is  not  to  be  called  unjust  and  bigoted  be- 
cause he  hesitates  at  fastening  on  posterity  an 
unequal  school  system  so  pregnant  with  dis- 
cord and  strife  as  this  is  sure  to  be.  Rather 
It  would  seem  does  the  injustice  He  In  making 
any  discrimination  at  all. 

When  we  see  what  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  are,  I  tblnk  it  is  a  pity  that  this  rev- 
erend gentlemen  who  has  put  a  little  time 
on  this  question,  at  all  events,  enough  time 
to  enable  him  to  write  this  letter,  did  not 
give  It  a  little  more  attention,  before  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  this  Act  was 
such  an  awful  thing  as  he  seems  to  think  it 
is. 

In  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  we  have 
a  public  free  school  system,  the  law  govern- 
ing which  has  been  on  the  statute-books 
since  1864,  but  since  then  it  has  been  several 
times  amended.  I  have  had  something  to 
do  with  the  school  legislation  of  Nova 
Scotia,  and  I  know  its  provisions  very  well. 
I  must  say  that  so  far  as  I  know  the  Nova 
Scotia  School  Act,  and  comparing  it  with 
the  Northwest  Territories  Education  Act, 
I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  latter  is 
more  full  in  its  provisions,  and,  taking  it 
all  round,  a  better  law.  I  would  like  our 
Nova  Scotia  friends  to  understand  what 


REVISED  EDITION 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3735 


COMMONS 


3736 


kind  of  an  Education  Act  for  the  Territories 
we  are  giving  our  sanction  to  in  this  House, 
-and  I  shall  briefly  contrast  some  of  its  pro- 
visions with  those  of  the  Nova  Scotia  School 
Law.    In  Nova  Scotia  we  have  what  Is 
known  as  a  superintendent  of  education 
who  is  an  officer  of  the  government  holding 
otHce  for  life  or  good  conduct,  but  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  they  have  a  com- 
missioner of  education,  who  is  a  member  of 
the  government,  responsible  to  the  people, 
:tnd  who  must  go  back  for  re-election.  The 
Commissioner  of  Education  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  has  full  control  of  everything 
pertaining  to  education  ;    he  makes  regu- 
lations as  to  the  competency  of  the  teachers 
for  receiving  a  license  ;    he  controls  their 
conduct  after  they  are  licensed  ;   he  super- 
vises the  manner  in  which  they  are  engaged 
by  the  trustees  ;   he  drafts  a  form  of  con- 
tract which  they  must  sign  and  they  cannot 
touch  school  for  one  day  without  having 
complied  with  every  regulation  of.  the  Act. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  tried  to  make 
out  that  the  separate  school  is  absolutely 
apart  from  the  public  school,  but  1  wish  the 
message  to  be  carried  to  our  friends  In  Nora 
Scotia  that  this  is  an  absolute  mis-statement 
of  the  fact.  The  separate  schools  are  national 
in  every  sense  ;  they  have  the  same  text 
books,  the  same  inspection  and  are  under 
the  same  supervision  as  the  common  schools, 
t  rom  nine  o'clock  In  the  morning  until  half 
past  three  in  the  afternoon  nothing  can  be 
taught  in  these  schools  except  the  ordinary 
prescribed  lessons,  but  by  arrangement  be- 
tween the  trustees  and  the  parents  of  the 
children  in  separate  schools,  there  may  be 
a  half  hour's  religious  instruction  each  day 
after  half  past  three  in  the  afternoon.  I 
cannot  see  anything  wrong  about  giving 
religious  instruction  in  that  manner ;  for 
my  part  I  would  like  to  see  It  the  rule  in 
every  school  In  the  country.    Again,  we 
are  told  by  some  hon.  gentlemen,  that  once 
we  pass  this  Act  the  school  system  In  the 
Territories  can  never  be  changed,  but  sec- 
tion 52  of  the  School  Act  provides  that  if  in 
any  section  there  is  a  so-called  separate  , 
school    and    a    common   school    and  the 
people   wish   to   change   they   can   unite  j 
and  have  the  one  common  school.    There-  I 
fore,   the  people  can   follow   any  school  i 
system    they    please,    so    long    as    they  j 
do    not    take    away    from    the  Roman 
Catholic  or  the  Protestant  minority  the  rights  ! 
they  have  acquired.    If  the  trustees  of  a 
Catholic  and  Protestant  school  in  one  sec-  : 
lion  are  willing  to  have  a  common  school  j 
without    any    religious    teaching    In    it,  t 
there    is    nothing    in    the    Act    to    pre- ' 
vent  it.    I  was  pointing  out.  Mr.  Speaker, 
that     the     rights     in     the     matter     of  I 
education  which  the  minority  of  the  new  i 
Territories  will  have  under  this  legislation, , 
are  not  as  extensive  as  the  rights  given  j 
to  the  Protestant  minority  in  Quebec  or  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  In  Ontario.  I 
And.  in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  although 
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we  have  no  separate  schools  by  law,  I  can 
assure  hon.  gentlemen  that  the  privileges 
which  are  allowed  to  separate  schools  and 
which  are  enjoyed  by  our  Catholic  friends  iu 
Nova  Scotia  are  far  and  above  anything 
which  this  law  gives  In  the  new  provinces. 
It'  to-day.  instead  of  forty  years  ago,  we 
were  framing  a  constitution  for  the  admis- 
sion of  Nova  Scotia  into  the  confederation, 
I  take  the  responsibility  of  saying  that 
we  could  not  form  a  compact  without  re- 
cognizing the  claims  of  our  Catholic  friends 
in  respect  to  this  matter.  Although  there 
is  no  law  dealing  with  it,  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  the  Catholics  of  Nova  Scotia 
are  not  suffering  any  grievance  in  respect  to 
the  educational  laws  of  that  province.  If 
it  Is  the  right  of  the  minority  In  Quebec  to 
have  n  guarantee  in  the  constitution,  if  it 
is  the  right  of  the  minority  in  Ontario  to 
have  a  similar  guarantee,  If  it  was  the 
right  of  the  minority  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories to  have  a  guarantee  in  the  Act  of 
1875.  surely  it  is  the  right  of  that  minority 
to  have  a  like  guarantee  in  the  constitution 
to-day. 

In  1867,  when  the  province  of  Ontario 
came  into  confederation,  the  Catholics  of 
Ontario  came  to  the  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion with  this  section  of  the  law  in  their 
hands : 

Every  separate  school  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
share  in  the  funds  annually  granted  by  the 
legislature  of  this  province  for  the  support  of 
common  schools  and  shall  be  entitled  also  to  a 
share  in  all  other  public  grants.  Investments 
and  allotments  for  public  common  school  pur- 
poses now  made  or  hereafter  to  be  made  by  the 
province  or  the  municipal  authorities  according 
to  the  average  number  of  pupils  attending  such 
schools. 

That  Is  the  law  with  which  the  Catholics 
of  Ontario  came  to  the  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion and  said  :  Our  rights  must  be  recog- 
nized under  that  Act.  And  their  rights 
were  recognized  under  that  Act.  To-day, 
when  we  are  making  a  new  constitution, 
the  Catholics — I  suppose  it  is  the  Catholics 
who  are  asking  for  this  now— come  to  us 
with  a  statute  of  this  parliament  and  say  : 
This  is  an  Act  which  you  put  upon  the 
statute-books  by  which  our  rights  to  separ- 
ate schools  were  granted  In  1875,  thirty 
years  ago  ;  this  has  been  revised  and  re- 
viewed twenty  times  since  and  It  has  al- 
ways ibeen  looked  upon  as  a  proper  thing 
to  put  in  that  law,  and  now  wa  ask  yon  to 
recognize  it  as  fully' and  as  completely  as 
a  similar  right  was  recognized  hi  1867.  when 
the  minorities  of  Quebec  and  of  Ontario 
came  to  the  fathers  of  confederation  looking 
for  the  protection  of  their  rights.  I  ask 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  If  it  would  be  fair  or  just 
to  say  to  people  who  have  lived  for  thirty 
years  under  a  statute  which  we  have  given} 
(them  affording  ithem  protection,  an  Act 
passed  in  1875,  to  now  remove  the  protec- 
tion which  they  have  enjoyed  constitution- 
ally for  thirty  years.    Some  one  was  asked 
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what  right  we  have  to  suppose  that  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  will  not  grant  the 
same  privileges  as  we  would  grant  in  the 
east.  While  I  am  not  saying  that  they 
would  not,  I  will  say  that  if  I  were  a  Catho- 
lic living  in  the  Northwest  what  has  happen- 
ed in  the  past  would,  I  think,  be  notice  to 
me  that  I  had  not  a  great  deal  to  expect  in 
matters  of  this  kind.  I  do  not  want  to  jar 
upon  the  feelings  of  any  western  man,  or 
any  other  man,  but  I  think  that  to  be  honest 
we  should  place  the  facts  just  as  we  find 
them.  In  the  seventies,  or  perhaps  in  the 
eighties,  a  school  law  was  passed  in  Mani- 
toba which,  as  far  as  I  can  learn,  was  per- 
fectly satisfactory  to  the  Catholics  and  was 
a  carrying  out  of  the  compact  of  1870.  Why 
it  was  so,  I  do  not  know  ;  but  the  fact  Is 
that  it  was  later  wiped  oft  the  statute-books, 
and  there  is  no  such  thing  In  the  statute- 
book  of  Manitoba  to-day.  It  has  been  stated 
in  this  House  to-day  that  a  resolution  has 
been  twice  passed  in  the  legislature  of  the 
Northwest  asking  the  government  to  take 
away  the  provisions  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories Act  in  respect  to  separate  schools. 
These  provisions  have  not  been  taken  away, 
but  does  anybody  venture  to  tell  me  that  if 
the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  had  the 
power  to  take  these  provisions  away,  it 
would  not  do  so  ?  They  have  twice  passed 
resolutions  wiping  off  the  slate.  They  had 
not  the  power  to  fully  and  effectively  carry 
that  out,  but  as  far  as  the  intention  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  clearly  'there.  All  doubt 
with  respect  to  the  legislature  of  the  Terri- 
tories is  removed  in  that  way,  and  doubt 
with  respect  to  the  legislature  of  Manitoba 
is  removed  by  the  fact  that  three  times  in 
succession  efforts  have  been  made  to  wipe 
off  the  statute-book  anything  which  autho- 
rized separate  schools ;  and  I,  therefore, 
think  the  minority  are  Justifled  in  asking 
us,  when  granting  a  new  constitution,  to  see 
that  these  rights  which  were  reserved  to 
them  in  1875  will  again  be  reserved  to  them 
under  the  constitution  of  1905. 

I  have  spoken  longer  than  I  intended, 
but  the  points  I  wish  to  make  are  these, 
and  I  shall  summarize  them  in  concluding. 
In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
I  think  that  we  have  ample  power  tinder 
the  provisions  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  1867,  and  the  Orders  in  Council  which 
were  passed  to  give  us  control  over  the  North- 
west and  over  British  Columbia  in  1871,  to 
grant  a  constitution  to  any  new  provinces 
that  we  might  carve  out  of  the  new  coun- 
try. I  think,  Sir,  that  we  are  perfectly 
safe  in  taking  it  for  granted  that  when  the 
parliament  of  Great  Britain  told  us  that 
we  could  give  a  province  a  constitution, 
that  that  means  a  constitution  and  it  means 
nothing  less.  To  give  a  province  a  consti- 
tution is  to  give  it  all  the  machinery  neces- 
sary to  carry  its  affairs  on  as  a  province  ; 
and  when,  in  the  old  days,  we  took  In  pro- 
vinces by  Order  in  Council,  we  took  them 
in  on  such  conditions  as  were  stipulated 
119} 


and  agreed  upon,  and  perhaps  one  hundred 
changes  would  be  made  between  the  com- 
mencement of  negotiations  and  the  final 
admission  of  the  province.  If  we  were 
bound  down  to  hard  and  fast  rules,  we 
could  never  get  a  province  to  enter  the  con- 
federation, and  the  early  legislators  of  Can- 
ada were  not  long  iu  discovering  that  some 
discretionary  power  was  needed,  and  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  asked  the  parliament  of 
England  to  give  the  Dominion  parliament 
such  power  as  would  enable  them  to  give  the 
provinces  entering  confederation  such  con- 
stitution as  from  time  to  time  they  might 
find  necessary.  These  constitutional  powers 
were  granted  and  exercised,  and  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  discretion  the  parliament  of 
Canada  had  full  power  to  mould  and  shape 
the  conditions  of  Canada  and  to  give  to 
these  new  provinces  a  constitution  as  much 
as  possible  on  the  lines  of  the  old  provinces, 
making  such  changes  as  were  necessary  to 
suit  the  circumstances  in  each  case. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  have  this 
power,  and  that  we  are  exercising  it  in  the 
right  direction  in  recognizing  the  circum- 
stances that  to-day  exist  in  that  country. 
While  we  should  give  every  privilege  to  the 
local  legislature,  we  should  carry  out,  in 
dealing  with  these  new  provinces,  the  prin- 
ciples that  governed  us  in  forming  constitu- 
tions of  the  other  provinces.  It  was  recog- 
nized, as  I  said  before,  at  confederation  ; 
it  was  recognized  in  1870,  when  the  people 
who  had  formed  confederation  had  every 
term  and  every  condition  of  that  contract 
fresh  in  their  minds,  when  they  bad  just 
returned  from  the  conferences  in  England, 
when  they  were  fresh  from  the  conferences 
at  Quebec  and  elsewhere,  and  when  they 
had  the  whole  business  moulded  and  shaped 
in  their  minds,  then  the  very  first  time  they 
had  to  put  it  into  effect  they  recognized  the 
principle  for  which  I  am  contending,  and 
which  is  found  in  the  British  North  America 
Act  of  a  few  years  before.  As  I  said  be- 
fore, It  Is  recognized  In  the  Act  of  1875,  It 
Is  recognized  in  that  admirable  speech  of 
Mr.  Blake,  in  that  speech  of  Alexander  Mac- 
kenzie, and  in  the  concurrence  with  that 
idea  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  every  mem- 
ber who  spoke  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1875.  Finding  these  conditions  and  find- 
ing that  It  Is  our  duty  to  follow  them  out, 
and  finding  that  we  have  those  powers,  are 
we  doing  anything  but  whaf  Is  right  and 
fair  when,  In  this  slight  way.  we  recognize 
that  constitutional  principle  ?  What  are  we 
doing  ?  We  are  simply  adopting  and  mak- 
ing the  law  of  the  Dominion  a  law  which 
the  premier  of  the  country  with  which  we 
are  dealing  has  stated  Is  first-class  legisla- 
tion, is  legislation  which  was  passed  by  the 
parliament  over  which  he  presides,  and  of 
which  he  has  said  that  if  he  were  a  dictator 
to-morrow  he  would  not  change  one  line  of 
it.  We  are  putting  an  Act  into  force  in  this 
country  which  an  hon.  gentleman  who  sits 
In  this  House  »s  an  opponent  of  the  gov- 
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eminent,  would  venture  to  say  that  after 
twenty-two  years'  experience  in  the  west 
this  school  law  which  we  find  to-day 
upon  the  statute-books  is  best  suite!  for 
the  needs  of  that  country.  That  is  the 
law  we  are  asked  to  pass.  I  think  the 
position  I  take  in  supporting  the  gov- 
ernment is  perfectly  clear.  I  believe  we 
have  the  power  to  do  what  we  are  doing, 
that  in  recognizing  the  constitutional  rights 
of  the  people  in  the  Northwest  we  are  acting 
wisely,  and  that  we  could  not  recognize 
those  rights  at  all  and  do  less  than  we  are 
doing. 

Mr.  GEORGE  H.  PERLEY  (Argenteuil). 
Thisi  matter  has  been  so  thoroughly  threshed 
out,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  hour  is  now  so 
late  that  I  do  not  propose  to  keep  the  House 
very  long.  After  listening  to  the  many  and 
varied  arguments  we  have  heard  since  this 
debate  began  it  seems  to  me  quite  evident 
that  no  one  is  absolutely  certain  whether 
or  not  this  House  has  the  power  to  pass  this 
Bill  in  its  present  shape.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  McKenzie) 
claims  that  our  constitution  is  as  pliable 
and  elastic  as  the  British  constitution,  but 
I  can  hardly  see  how  for  a  moment  it  can 
be  maintained  that  a  constitution,  which  is 
a  written  one,  and  hence  bound  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  document,  can  be  at  all 
compared  to  one  which  has  its  only  basis  in 
practice  and  precedent  Our  constitution 
is  the  British  North  America  Act,  and  that 
Act  I  do  not  think  we  have  the  power  to 
alter  or  change  in  any  particular  without 
the  consent  of  the  Imperial  parliament 
After  listening  to  the  very  able  argu- 
ments which  we  have  had  pro  and  con  con- 
cerning the  question  of  jurisdiction  from  the 
many  able  lawyers  who  have  taken  part  in 
this  debate  it  seems  to  me  that  those  who 
deny  our  power  to  legislate  as  we  please  re- 
garding the  new  provinces  have  the  best  of 
the  argument,  and  I  shall  be  surprised  if 
the  question  of  our  jurisdiction  is  not  car- 
ried to  the  Privy  Council  In  England  before 
it  is  finally  decided.  Should  this  happen,  as 
I  am  afraid  it  will,  the  effect  in  the  mean- 
time will  be  most  unfortunate,  for  the  new 
provinces  will  be  kept  in  a  condition  of 
trouble  and  uncertainty  until  the  matter  Is 
finally  decided.  In  my  opinion  it  would  have 
been  far  better  had  a  series  of  questions  been 
submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court  and  the 
Privy  Council,  and  thus  have  removed  by 
the  highest  court  in  the  empire  any  doubts 
that  might  arise  as  to  our  powers,  and  as  the 
creation  of  these  new  provinces  was  a  mat- 
ter which  has  been  anticipated  by  every- 
body for  some  years,  it  seems  to  me  that 
It  would  have  been  only  ordinary  foresight 
and  prudence  on  the  part  of  this  government 
to  have  found  out  in  advance  exactly  what 
jurisdiction  this  parliament  has  regarding 
these  matters  and  thus  be  in  a  position  to 
act  without  any  uncertainty  or  hesitation. 
That,  to  my  mind,  would  be  the  busi- 
Mr.  D.  D.  MACKENZIE. 


ness  way  of  acting,  and  naturally  that 
is  the  way  which  most  commends  it- 
self to  my  approval.-  Even  now  I  think  it 
would  be  better  for  the  government  to  adopt 
that  course,  and  I  would  consequently  urge 
them  strongly  to  withdraw  the  Bill  and 
postpone  It  until  next  session,  by  which 
time  we  could  ascertain  exactly  what  our 
position  Is  and  thus  avoid  the  danger  of 
putting  in  our  statutes  a  very  important 
law  which  may  turn  out  to  be  in  many  re- 
spects outside  our  jurisdiction  and  conse- 
quently waste  paper.  Iu  the  meantime  the 
government  could  take  advantage  of  the  de- 
lay by  taking  up  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  the  question  of  doing  away  with 
the  exemption  of  that  company  from  taxa- 
tion, the  continuance  of  which  is  provided 
for  in  section  23  of  the  Bill;  and  for  my  part 
I  know  of  no  reason  why  they  could  not 
arrive  at  some  equitable  arrangement  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  every  one  and  fair 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  which 
would  leave  the  new  provinces  absolutely 
untrammelled  as  regards  taxation. 

The  chief  discussion  in  this  House  and  in 
the  press  throughout  the  country  has  been 
regarding  clause  16  which  deals  with  educa- 
tion. As  I  understand  It,  and  as  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  explained  it,  this 
clause,  as  amended  by  the  government,  gives 
minorities  in  the  Northwest  the  same  rights 
they  now  enjoy.  Neither  more  nor  less. 
These  rights  are  very  simple  and  easy  to 
understand.  The  important  sections  provid- 
ing for  these  schools  in  the  Northwest  Ordi- 
nance are : 

41.  The  minority  of  the  ratepayers  in  any 
district,  whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
may  establish  a  separate  school  therein  ;  and 
in  such  case  the  ratepayers  establishing  such 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  school 
shall  be  liable  only  to  assessments  of  such 
rates  as  they  Impose  upon  themselves  in  re- 
spect thereof. 

137.  No  religious  instruction  except  as  here- 
inafter provided  shall  be  permitted  in  the 
school  of  any  district  trom  the  opening  of  such 
school  until  one-half  hour  previous  to  its  clos- 
ing in  the  afternoon,  after  which  time  any  such 
Instruction  permitted  or  desired  by  the  board 
may  be  given. 

(2)  It  shall,  however,  be  permissible  for  the 
board  of  any  district  to  direct  that  the  school 
be  opened  by  the  recitation  of  the  Lord's 
Prayer. 

138.  Any  child  shall  have  the  privilege  of 
leaving  the  school-room  at  the  time  at  which 
religious  instruction  is  commenced,  as  provided 
for  in  the  next  preceding  section,  or  of  re- 
maining without  taking  part  in  any  religious 
instruction  that  may  be  given  If  the  parents  or 
guardians  so  desire. 

139.  No  teacher,  school  trustee  or  inspector 
shall  in  any  way  attempt  to  deprive  such  child 
of  any  advantage  that  it  might  derive  from  the 
ordinary  education  given  in  such  school,  and 
any  such  action  on  the  part  of  any  school  trus- 
tee, inspector  or  teacher  shall  be  held  to  be  a 
disqualification  for  and  voldance  of  the  office 
held  by  him. 
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149.  No  person  shall  be  engaged,  appointed, 
employed  or  retained'  as  teacher  In  any  school 
unless  he  holds  a  valid  certificate  of  qualifica- 
tion Issued  under  the  regulations  of  the  de- 
partment. 

In  other  words,  all  schools  must  be  con- 
ducted in  the  same  way.  All  the  teachers 
must  be  equally  competent,  all  the  text  books 
and  teaching  must  be  the  same  in  all  the 
schools,  and  all  the  schools  must  be  subject  to 
government  supervision.  Religious  instruc- 
tion Is,  however,  allowed  for  one-half  hour 
of  whatever  kind  the  board  of  each  school 
may  decide.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  these  rights 
for  minorities  have  been  in  force,  in  much 
the  same  form,  for  many  years,  and  thou- 
sands of  people  have  settled  in  the  North- 
west relying  on  them.  I  understand  they 
have  been  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  the  Northwest,  and  no  doubt 
would  be  continued  in  the  new  pro- 
vinces, were  the  matter  left  entirely 
to  them.  Personally,  I  believe  it  would 
be  better  to  have  all  our  children  edu- 
cated together,  as  they  would  learn  to 
know  each  other  better  and  perhaps 
make  better  citizens.  But  I  have  al- 
ways lived  in  a  mixed  community  such 
as  we  have  In  Ottawa,  and  I  consider 
that  the  rights  and  feelings  of  every 
class  of  people  should  be  respected,  and 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
on  our  government  on  any  other  basis 
in  a  country  of  varied  races  and  relig- 
ious such  as  Canada  possesses.  I  might 
add,  Sir,  that  although  the  county  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  is  composed  of  every 
class,  creed  and  nationality,  I  have  not  re- 
ceived a  single  letter  or  petition  urging  on 
me  to  take  any  particular  course  regarding 
this  question,  and  I  think  I  may,  without 
laying  myself  open  to  a  charge  of  undue 
conceit,  consider  this  a  cause  of  pardonable 
pride  on  my  part  as  showing  that  the  people 
of  Argenteuil  are  willing  to  trust  me  in  this 
matter.  If  we  have  any  right  to  legislate 
at  all  on  the  subject,  I  am  sure  that  none 
of  my  Protestant  friends  would  object  to 
our  continuing  in  the  Northwest  the  very 
moderate  rights  of  education  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  minority  now  has  there  and 
has  had  for  so  many  years. 

By  their  speeches,  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site are  trying  to  convince  the  people  that 
the  Conservatives  are  against  the  separate 
school  system  as  it  at  present  exists  in  the 
Northwest.  But,  Sir,  no  member  of  the  op- 
position has  taken  any  such  position. 

Home  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  PERLEY.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  showed  in  a  masterly  argu- 
ment, from  a  constitutional  and  legal  point 
of  view,  that  this  parliament  should  not 
deal  with  the  question,  but  nothing  that  he 
said  could  in  any  way  be  construed  into  an 
objection  to  separate  schools.  We  have  had 
from  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  and  many 


other  lawyers  a  different  view  on  the  con- 
stitutional question  from  that  taken  by  my 
hon.  leader.  According  to  some  legal  author- 
ities, the  power  to  legislate  regarding  edu- 
cation lies  with  us  only,  and  according  to 
others  we  are  bound  by  the  constitution  to 
provide  for  a  system  of  education.  I  my- 
self believe  in  provincial  rights,  but  in  this 
case  the  question  is  not  one  of  provincial 
rights,  as  there  are  yet  no  province  in  the 
Northwest,  but  of  the  legal  interpretation  of 
the  British  North  America  Act.  and  on  that 
point  no  one  can  tell  which  lawyer  is  right 
and  what  view  the  Privy  Council  may  take. 

While  I  think  that  the  educational  clause 
as  now  drafted  is  fair  and  equitable,  I  re- 
peat that,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  better 
not  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  now  but  let  the 
government  find  out  first  where  we  stand 
and  what  our  powers  really  are  before  we 
attempt  to  legislate. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  government  is  very 
much  to  blame  for  the  hasty  and  ill 
considered  way  in  which  this  measure  was 
brought  before  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  brought  in 
tills  Bill  on  the  21st  of  February,  and  the 
greater  part  of  his  speech  was  an  elaborate 
argument  in  favour  of  separate  schools, 
and  was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  arouse  a 
storm  throughout  the  country  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  to  make  men  of  strong  Protestant 
views  believe  there  must  be  something  very 
objectionable  in  the  Bill.  You  must  remem- 
ber, Mr.  Speaker,  that  none  of  us  had 
seen  the  Bill  when  the  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  presented  it  for  its  first  reading, 
and  still  his  speech  produced  in  my  mind 
the  impression  that  he  expected  the 
measure  to  be  strongly  objected  to  by 
tlie  Protestants  of  this  country.  That  is 
exactly  what  happened.  Petitions  began  to 
pour  In  at  once,  and  a  few  days  afterwards 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton) 
resigned  his  office.  After  that,  a  whole 
month  elapsed  before  the  modified  educa- 
tion clause  was  brought  in  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  this  agitation  throughout  the 
country  kept  on  growing.  I  believe  the 
storm  of  disapproval  would  never  have 
arisen  if  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  had 
I  consulted  with  his  colleagues  and  his  fol- 
I  lowers  beforehand  and  had  provided,  In  the 
first  instance,  simply  for  schools  as  they 
exist  at  present  in  the  Northwest.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  people  will  place  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  government,  where  it  prop- 
erly belongs,  the  blame  for  the  unfortu- 
nate agitation  on  this  question  that  has 
swept  over  the  country. 

Mr.  A.  IiAVERGNE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  adjourn- 
ed at  11.40  p.m. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  April  4,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

VANCOUVER.    VICTORIA    AND  EAST- 
ERN RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS  (Yale-Cariboo) 
moved : 

That  the  petition  of  John  Hendry,  presented 
this  day,  praying  to  be  permitted  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  petition  of  the  Vancouver,  Vic- 
toria and  Eastern  Railway  Company,  praying 
for  an  Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  com- 
mencement and  completion  of  their  railway, 
notwithstanding  the  expiration  of  the  time  for 
receiving  petitions  for  private  Bills,  be  now 
read  and  received  and  referred  to  the  Select 
Standing  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Before 
that  motion  Is  adopted,  I  wish  merely  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  petition 
comes  in  at  an  extremely  late  date,  and 
after  the  time  for  the  presentation  of  peti- 
tions and  introduction  of  private  Bills  has 
been  twice  extended.  When  an  application 
of  that  nature  is  made,  some  exceptional 
reason  should  be  given  why  the  House 
should  depart  from  its  well-understood  rule. 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Duncan  Ross)  has 
given  no  reason  whatever. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  1897 
an  Act  was  passed  by  the  provincial  legisla- 
ture of  the  province  of  British  Columbia 
incorporating  the  Vancouver,  Victoria  and 
Eastern  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. 
In  1898  an  Act  was  passed  by  this  parlia- 
ment declaring  the  works  of  this  company 
to  be  works  for  the  general  advantage  of 
Canada.  In  1902  and  1904  extensions  of 
time  for  the  commencement  and  completion 
of  the  work  were  granted  by  this  parlia- 
ment. Since  then  some  fifty  miles  of  the 
railway  has  been  constructed  and  arrange- 
ments are  now  being  made  to  complete  the 
road.  In  the  course  of  making  the  neces- 
sary financial  arrangements,  the  question 
was  raised  whether  the  charter  rights  of 
the  company  had  not  expired  because  of  a 
certain  omission  in  the  legislation  secured 
in  tbis  parliament.  In  order  tw  remove  this 
doubt — and  the  question  was  never  raised 
until  two  or  three  days  ago — the  Vancouver, 
Victoria  and  Eastern  Railway  Company 
come  to  this  parliament  and  ask  for  the 
legislation  necessary  to  that  end.  It  is 
purely  a  technical  matter.  But  the  working 
of  the  company  and  the  financial  arrange- 
ments now  about  to  be  completed  will  be 
affected  unless  this  legislation  goes  through. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Bill  (No.  4)  to  amend  the  Railway  Act. 
1903.— Mr.  W.  F.  Maclenn. 
Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE. 


KASLO    AND    LARDO-DUNCAN  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Mr.  W.  A.  GALLIHER  (Kootenay)  moved: 

That  the  petition  of  Robert  Irving,  presented 
this  day,  praying  to  be  permitted  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  petition  of  the  Kaslo  and  Lardo- 
Duncan  Railway  Company,  for  the  passing  of 
an  Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  completion 
of  their  railway,  notwithstanding  the  expira- 
tion of  the  time  for  presenting  petitions  for 
private  Bills,  be  now  read  and  received  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).    Explain,  please. 

Mr.  GALLIHER.    I  must  admit,  with  re- 
ference to  this  matter,  that  probably  the 
default  was  due  to  the  solicitor  of  the  com- 
pany.   Mr.  Irving  is  the*  manager  of  the 
company.    They  obtained  an  Act  of  incor- 
poration, and  have  already  expended  on 
construction  something  like  $200,000,  and 
they  now  ask  to  have  the  time  for  comple- 
tion extended.    If  the  petition  was  not  pre- 
I  sented  within  the  time  limit  that  is  due  to 
,  an  oversight  on  the  part  of  the  solicitor. 
I  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  shareholders 
;  should  not  on  that  account  be  precluded 
,  from  deriving  any  benefit  from  the  moneys 
•  they  have  expended,  as  will  be  the  case  if 
this  petition  be  not  granted. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Would  the  time  for  com- 
pletion expire  before  next  session? 

Mr.  GALLIHER.  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

KASLO  AND  LARDO-DUNCAN  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Mr.  ROBERT  MACPHERSON  moved: 

That  the  petition  of  Robert  Irving,  presented 
this  day,  praying  to  be  permitted  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  petition  of  the  Kaslo  and  Lardo- 
Duncan  Railway  Company  for  the  passing  of  on 
Act  to  extend  the  time  for  the  completion  of 
their  railway,  notwithstanding  the  expiration 
of  the  time  for  presenting  petitions  for  private 
Bills,  be  read  and  received  forthwith  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MANITOBA  BOUNDARY  EXTENSION. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  observe  that  a  re- 
turn brought  down  giving  copies  of  petitions 
and  memorials  from  the  legislative  assem- 
bly of  Manitoba  and  the  executive  of  that 
province  regarding  the  extension  of  the 
boundary  of  Manitoba  contains  an  order  of 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  of  the  21st 
March,  1905.  I  would  like  to  ask  my  right 
hon.  friend  whether  there  has  been  any  re- 
ply to  that  Order  in  Council  from  the  ex- 
ecutive government  of  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3745 


APKIL  4,  1905 


3746 


Sir  WILFRID  LATJRIER.  A  reply  from 
the  government  of  Manitoba  has  been  re- 
ceived this  day  and  -will  be  brought  down 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Would  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  have  any  objection  to  a 
motion  passing  for  the  printing  of  these 
documents  as  well  as  other  documents  In 
that  connection  which  may  be  brought 
down  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  To-morrow, 
when  I  bring  down  the  other  paper,  we  can 
make  a  motion. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  es- 
tablish and  provide  for  the  government  of 
the  province  of  Alberta  and  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE  (Montmagny).  At 
this  stage  of  the  debate,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
shall  not  pretend  to  review  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place  In 
this  House  on  the  Bill  now  before  us,  nor 
shall  I  attempt  to  deal  with  all  the  clauses 
in  that  Bill.  I  propose  to  confine  my  re- 
marks to  that  part  of  the  measure  which 
has  created  so  much  sensation,  not  only  in 
this  House,  but  in  the  country  as  well.  I 
refer  to  the  clause  dealing  with  education. 
Having  listened  very  faithfully  to  the  de- 
bate which  is  taking  place,  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  the  views  which  have  been  ex- 
pressed on  both  sides,  even  those  most  op- 
posite to  my  own,  have  been  given  in  good 
faith  and  with  but  one  object  in  view,  the 
betterment  of  this  country  of  ours. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  The  view  that  I 
take  of  this  matter  may  be  a  very  weak 
one,  but  it  is  held  in  all  sincerity  and  frank- 
ness; and  in  giving  expression  to  it  I  trust 
that  I  shall  not  say  anything  likely  to  hurt 
the  feelings  of  any  one.  You  will  under- 
stand, Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  would  be  much 
easier  for  me  to  address  yourself  and  the 
House  In  my  native  tongue,  but  as  I  want 
my  words  to  be  understood,  especially  by 
those  of  my  hon.  friends  who  do  not  en- 
joy the  advantage  of  understanding  the 
beautiful  French  language,  I  shall  endeavour 
to  use  the  language  of  the  majority.  And 
if  my  English  is  not  of  the  first  quality,  I 
ask  you,  Sir,  and  this  House,  for  your  kind 
indulgence. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Your  English  Is 
very  good. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  must  ask  you  fur- 
ther not  to  forget  that  I  have  been  educated 
in  one  of  those  very  Inferior  schools  of  the 
province  of  Quebec. 


If  ever,  Sir,  there  was  a  right  well  estab- 
lished, If  ever  there  was  a  right  based  on 
justice  and  equity,  it  is  the  right  of  the 
Catholics  of  the  Northwest  to  their  separ- 
ate schools.  That  is  a  right  which  comes 
to  them  naturally,  constitutionally  and  poli- 
tically. By  virtue  of  natural  law.  it  is  the 
right  of  lie  parent  to  bring  up  his  children 
in  the  way  he  thinks  best  calculated  to 
make  them  good  Christians  and  good  citi- 
zens, and  it  is  the  parent  who  is  finally . 
responsible  for  the  education  of  his  child- 
ren. That  Is  so  true  that  a  simple  compar- 
siou  will  make  itself  evident  to  hon. 
members  opposite.  Suppose,  for  instance, 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  or  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York 
i  Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  should  have  no  child- 
ren and  I  should  have  six. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    I  have  children. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  am  simply  put- 
ting an  hypothetical  case  for  the  sake  of  ar- 
gument, but  as  I  apparently  was  not  very 
well  posted  regarding  the  capacity  of  my 
hon.  friend,  I  shall  take  instead  the  hon. 
member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes).  Suppose  these  hon.  gen- 
tlemen had  no  children  and  I  had  six,  does 
it  not  belong  to  me  and  not  to  them  to  de- 
cide how  my  children •  shall  be  educated? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  How  many  have  you 
got? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  He  is  only  begin- 
ning. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.     I  am  a  French 
Canadian  and  it  will  be  all  right.    Is  it 
because  my  hon.  friends  are  in  the  majority 
that  they  can  impose  on  me,  against  my 
conscience,  their  views,  and  dictate  to  me 
how  I  shall  have  my  children  educated? 
The  child  is  not  the  property  of  the  state, 
but  of  his  parents,  and  it  Is  they  who  have 
the  right  to  decide  how  he  shall  be  brought 
up  and  to  have  him  brought  up  according 
to  the  dictates  of  their  conscience.  Hence 
we  have  seen  outside  the  organization  of 
the  state,  private  societies  or  associations 
I  such  as  schools.    The  family  constitutes  a 
i  private  society,  at  the  head  of  which  Is  the 
I  parents,  and  for  the  protection  of  which 
!  public  society  has  been  established.  The 
civil  society  has  been  Instituted  for  the  pro- 
tection of  natural  law,  not  to  annihilate  It; 
and  for  the  public  society  to  deny  the  right 
to  existence  of  these  private  societies  would 
i  be  to  destroy  its  own  foundation,  because 
both  derive  their  source  In  the  same  princi- 
ple, the  sociableness  of  mankind. 

It  is  on  that  instinct  of  sociableness,  al- 
ways mainfestlng  itself,  that  confederation 
has  been  established.  The  British  North  Am- 
erica Act  defines  the  principles  on  which 
the  different  provinces  have  rested  that 
principle  and  their  agreement  to  it. 

The  British  North  America  Act  defines  the 
principles  upon  which  the  different  provinces 
have  entered  into  that  compact  and  their 
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agreement  to  it.  This  compact  is  eminently 
synallagmatic,  providing  for  mutual  and 
reciprocal  obligations  and  common  duties. 
In  the  British  North  America  Act  lies  the 
common  ground  on  which  the  different  pro- 
vinces formed  the  confederation  which  is 
now  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  confederation  was  not  looked 
upon  at  first  favourably  by  some  of  the  pro- 
vinces, fears  were  expressed  on  behalf  of 
the  minorities  in  the  various  provinces, 
especially  by  the  Protestant  University  of 
Quebec,  and  Inducements  had  to  be  held  out 
to  the  minorities  in  order  to  gain  their  con- 
sent Let  me  quote  to  you  some  of  the  pro- 
mises that  were  made  to  the  provinces,  from 
which  you  can  judge  what  was  the  idea  of 
the  fathers  of  confederation.  Hon.  D'Arcy 
McGee,  who  I  understand  was  one  of  the 
fathers  of  confederation,  speaking,  I  believe, 
in  1SH4,  said  : 

The  minorities  east  and  west  have  really 
nothing  to  fear,  beyond  what  always  existed, 
local  irritations  produced  by  ill-disposed  indi- 
viduals. The  strong  arm,  the  long  arm  of  the 
confederate  power  will  be  extended  over  them 
all  and  woe  to  the  wretch  on  whom  that. arm 
shall  have  to  descend  iu  anger  for  any  violation 
of  (e  lcral  compact. 

Well,  Sir.  inducements  and  promises  of 
that  kind  were  relied  upon,  and  the  various 
provinces  agreed  to  form  a  confederation. 
They  passed  some  resolutions  and  then  went 
to  the  imperial  parliament  and  obtained 
what  is  now  termed  the  British  North 
America  Act,  which  is  the  constitution  of 
Canada.  That  Act  doiines  the  powers  of  the 
central  government,  and  the  exclusive  powers 
of  the  provinces.  Among  the  latter  is  juris- 
diction iu  the  matter  of  education,  but  a 
jurisdiction  which  is  not  exclusive,  but  is 
limited  by  the  terms  of  the  British  North  Am- 
erica Act  itself.  My  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  the  other  night  said  that 
section  91  denned  the  powers  of  the  central 
government  aud  section  92  defined  the  ex- 
clusive powers  of  the  provinces  ;  and  when 
lie  was  asked  by  my  hon.  friend  from  St. 
John  aud  Iberville  (Mr.  L.  P.  Demers)  if 
jurisdiction  over  education  was  contained 
in  section  92,  he  was  obliged  to  admit  that 
it  was  not.  There  is  a  special  section  of  the 
British  North  America  Act.  section  93,  which 
gives  to  the  provinces  jurisdiction  iu  the 
matter  of  education,  but  one  wheh  is  limited 
by  the  terms  of  the  section  itself,  subsec- 
tions 1.  2,  3  and  4.  Now  we  are  told  that  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  meaning  of  any 
statute  we  must  go  back  and  inquire  what 
was  the  Intention  of  the  legislators.  Well, 
when  this  Act  was  passed  iu  the  British 
parliament,  the  mover,  Lord  Carnarvon,  then 
Secretary  of  State  to  .the  colonies,  made  a 
statement  which  was  quoted  last  night  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  D.  D. 
McKenzie)  ;  but  I  may  be  permitted  to  read 
it  again,  because  I  consider  it  very  pertinent. 
Coming  to  section  93  the  mover  said  : 
Mr.  A.  LAVBRONE. 


Tour  lordships  will  observe  some  rather  com- 
plicated arrangements  In  reference  to  education. 
I  need  hardly  say  that  that  great  question  gives 
rise  to  nearly  as  much  earnestness  and  division 
of  opinion  on  that  as  on  this  side  of  the  At- 
lantic. This  clause  has  been  framed  after  long 
and  anxious  controversy  in  which  all  parties 
have  been  represented  and  on  conditions  to 
which  all  had  given  their  consent. 

There  is  not  a  word  here  of  Quebec  or 
Ontario. 

The  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  Upper  Can- 
ada, the  Protestant  minority  of  Lower  Canada, 
and  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the  marl- 
time  provinces  will  thus  stand  on  a  footing  of 
entire  equality. 

Well.  Sir,  on  the  22nd  of  February  of  the 
same  year  the  Karl  of  Shaftesbury  presented 
a  petition  to  the  House  of  Lords  on  behall 
of  the  Protestants  of  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, asking  that  their  rights  be  protected 
under  the  British  North  America  Act  that 
was  then  passing  through  parliament.  What 
was  the  auswev  of  Lord  Carnarvon  ?  Here 
1  will  call  upon  my  hon.  friend  from  East 
Hastings  (Mr.  Xorthrup)  to  make  goad  his 
promise  when  he  said  that  if  we  could  show 
him  some  words  in  which  we  are  in  honour 
bound  to  give  separate  schools  to  the  North- 
west, then  he  would  be  in  favour  of  them. 
I  call  the  attention  of  that  hon.  gentleman 
to  these  words  I  am  about  to  quote,  and 
then  ask  him  to  keep  his  pledge.  Lord  Carn- 
arvon, on  the  22nd  of  February,  in  answer- 
ing the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  said  : 

Hence  the  House  would  perceive  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  any  injury  to  be  done  to 
the  Protestant  minority.  The  real  question  at 
issue  between  the  Protestant  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic communities  was  the  question  of  education, 
and  the  K3rd  clause,  after  long  controversy,  In 
which  the  views  of  all  parties  had  been  repre- 
sented, had  been  framed.  The  object  of  that 
clause  was  to  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
the  members  of  the  minority  suffering  from  un- 
due pressure  by  the  majority.  It  had  been  to 
place  all  these  minorities,  whatever  religion, 
on  precisely  the  same  footing,  and  that,  whe- 
ther the  minorities  were  in  esse  or  in  posse. 

Now  is  not  that  the  case  of  the  North- 
west which  was  then  a  minority  in  posse 
and  did  not  tien  form  part  of  the  confeder- 
ation V  Thus  the  Rouian  Catholic  minority 
in  Upper  Canada  and  the  Protestant  minor- 
ity in  Lower  Canada  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic minority  in  the  maritime  provinces  would 
all  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  precise  equa- 
lity. Now,  Sir,  the  time  has  come  when  the 
pledge  made  by  Lord  Carnarvon  In  the 
House  of  Lords,  when  he  was  speaking  of 
minorities,  must  be  kept,  and  when  we  ought 
to  do  them  the  justice  that  was  promised 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  made  a  very 
eloquent  speech  a  portion  of  which  I  will 
quote  : 

Now,  Sir,  I  never  was  a  separate  school  ad- 
herent, I  never  believed  in  separate  schools  as 
against  national  schools.    In  1396  I  stated  my 
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belief,  as  I  state  it  now  ;  I  knew  it  was  not 
politically  to  my  advantage,  I  knew  it  was  not 
politically  to  the  advantage  of  the  Liberal-Con- 
servative party.;  but.  Sir,  without  thinking  of 
ulterior  things,  I  said  to  myself: 

There  is  the  constitution,  there  is  the  pro- 
nouncement of  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  in 
this  empire,  there  is  the  minority  coming  with 
a  grievance  and  having  the  right  to  appeal  to 
the  Dominion  government  and  the  Dominion 
parliament,  the  only  power  that  has  jurisdiction 
to  right  their  wrongs  ;  I  said  to  myself  :  I 
believe  it  is  right,  I  believe  in  the  policy  of 
attempting  to  carry  out  the  constitution. 

Well,  Sir,  why  does  not  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  still  believe  In  the  con- 
stitution ?  I  have  always  understood  that  a 
man  who  had  principles  and  who  believed  in 
his  principles  stuck  to  them  and  tried  to 
convince  the  people  that  they  were  wrong 
and  not  be  convinced  by  the  people  that  he 
was  wrong.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  has  been  long  enough  in  poli- 
tics and  has  been  long  enough  in  this  parlia- 
ment not  to  allow  himself,  when  he  believed 
that  he  had  the  right  view  of  the  question, 
and  when  he  believed  in  the  right  of  tin 
minority,  to  be  convinced  that  he  was  wrong 
even  by  a  thrice  expressed  opinion  on  thj 
part  of  the  people,  especially  so,  when  dur- 
ing the  elections  of  1900  and  1904,  that  ques- 
tion was  not  in  the  least  talked  of.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belcourt.)  was 
quite  right  the  other  day  when  he  said  that 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
changed  his  mind  because  he  found 
that  his  former  view  was  not  to  his 
political  advantage  and  it  did  not  pay. 
These  are  the  principles  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  They 
have  principles  but  they  cannot  stick  to 
them.  They  do  not  believe  in  any  thing  that 
does  not  pay  and  is  not  to  their  political  ad- 
vantage. It  is  not  the  statesmen  who  try 
to  enlighten  the  mob,  but  it  is  the  mob  that 
tries  to  enlighten  the  political  statesmen  of 
the  .Conservative  party.  We  have  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  by  the  highest  tribunal 
in  the  British  empire ;  we  have  on  this 
question  the  opinion  of  the  judicial  commit- 
tee of  the  Privy  Council  which  was  given 
in  the  Manitoba  case.  We  have  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Herschell.  and  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  who  has  been 
much  longer  in  politics  than  I  have  and  who 
ought  to  know  better  than  I  do  will  pay  some 
attention  to  that  opinion  and  that  he  will  be 
convinced  that  the  correct  view  of  this  case 
is  not  to  be  found  in  the  expression  of 
public  opinion  on  such  a  question  as  this. 
Lord  Herschell,  speaking  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  provinces 
in  the  matter  of  education,  said  : 

Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  case  it  may  be 
well  to  notice  the  arguments  urged  by  the  re- 
spondent, that  the  construction  which  their 
lordships  have  put  upon  the  2nd  and  3rd  sub- 
sections of  section  22  of  the  Manitoba  Act  Is 
Inconsistent  with  the  power  conferred  upon 
the  legislature  of  the  province  to  exclusively 


make  laws  in  relation  to  education.  The 
argument  Is  fallacious.  The  power  con- 
ferred is  not  absolute,  but  limited.  It  Is  exer- 
cisable only  '  subject  and  according  to  the 
following  provisions.'  The  subsections  which 
follow,  therefore,  whatever  be  their  true  con- 
struction, define  the  conditions  under  which 
alone  provincial  legislatures  may  legislate  in 
relation  to  education,  and  Indicate  the  limita- 
tions imposed  on,  and  the  exceptions  from,  their 
power  of  exolusive  legislation.  Their  right  to 
legislate  is  not  indeed,  properly  speaking,  ex- 
clusive, for  in  the  case  specified  in  subsection 
3,  the  parliament  of  Canada  is  authorized  to 
legislate  on  the  same  subject.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  such  inconsistency  as  was  suggested. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories entered  the  union  they  came  under 
■the  principle  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  which  is  the  basis  of  confederation  and 
which  is  the  principle  upon  which  all  the 
sovereign  states  have  met  to  form  this  con- 
federation. This  was  the  principle  and  it 
was  so  well  understood  that  when  a  law 
was  passed  relating  to  separate  schools  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  it  met,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  with  little  if  any  oppo- 
sition. The  men  of  that  time,  the  Blakes, 
the  Mackenzies,  and  Sir  John  Macdonald  un- 
derstood perhaps  better  than  our  hon.  friends 
to-day  what  was  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion because  they  were  closer  to  It.  Were 
there  any  doubt  left  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
gentlemen  about  the  right  of  the  Catholics  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  to  their  separate 
schools  the  law  of  1875  should  remove  it 
immediately.  That  law,  which  I  need  not 
read  to  the  House,  as  has  been  said  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Berge- 
ron), is  the  law  of  to-day.  That  law  was 
passed  under  the  provisions  of  section  93 
of  the  British  North  America  Act.  it  is  the 
law  of  to-day  and  the  meaning  of  the  Brit- 
ish North  America  Act  is  that  when  separate 
schools  have  been  established  they  have  been 
established  for  good.  Why  was  it  that  the 
law  of  1875  was  passed  1  Was  it  not  passed 
at  the  request  of  the  Protestant  minority  in 
Manitoba,  under  section  93  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  to  make  clearer  and 
to  relieve  any  doubt  there  may  have  been  re- 
lating to  the  rights  of  the  Protestant  mino- 
rity of  the  west  ?  When  that  law  was  pass- 
ed by  parliament,  the  Protestant  minority  as 
it  then  existed  believed  that  the  Northwest 
Territories  would  be  a  second  province  of 
Quebec  and  that  the  French  Catholics  would 
have  a  majority  there.  That  is  so  clear  that 
you  cannot  find  any  speech  against  It,  not 
even  a  speech  by  George  Brown  himself,  and 
I  defy  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  show  me 
one  single  article  in  the  Protestant  papers 
of  that  time  against  the  law  of  1875.  What 
was  the  attitude  of  the  '  Globe '  then  ?  Can 
we  find  a  single  word  in  the  '  Globe '  of  1875 
against  the  law  which  gave  separate  schools 
to  the  minority  of  the  Northwest  Territories? 
Xor,  can  we  find  a  single  word  of  protest  In 
the  '  Mail.'  which.  I  believe,  is  the  organ  of 
the  Conservative  party  to-day.    Well  Sir, 
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when  this  law  was  passed  in  1875  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  Protestant  minority  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  it  was  passed 
without  any  obstruction  from  the  Catholic 
majority  of  the  west,  and  if  it  was  passed 
with  tue  complete  acquiescence  of  the  Cath- 
olic majority  of  the  west  why  should  our 
Protestant  friends  of  the  west  to-day  be  any 
more  narrow-minded  than  the  Catholics 
were  in  1875  ?  Why  should  they  not  stand 
to-day  as  we  stood  in  1875  ready  to  give  to 
our  Protestant  fellow-citizens  what  was 
their  right  and  what  we  claim  to  be  our 
right  to-day,  because  we  are  now  in  the 
minority  ?  I  suppose,  that  our  hon.  friends 
ou  the  other  side  of  the  House  will  want 
to  know  when  the  Northwest  Territories 
enter  confederation,  and  I  suppose  that  the 
old  war  cry  that  we  have  heard  very  often 
in  this  discussion,  without,  it  seems  to  me 
any  reason,  will  be  again  heard  that  we  are 
making  an  attack  upon  provincial  rights. 
Well,  Sir,  my  view  is  that  the  Northwest 
Territories  are  not  yet  members  of  the  con- 
federation of  Canada.  We  know  that  they 
have  not  the  rights  of  a  province  in  the 
matter  of  education,  that  we  have  absolute 
and  unlimited  jurisdiction  as  far  as  the 
Northwest  Territories  go,  and  I  think  I  can 
fairly  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  Northwest 
Territories  in  the  matter  of  education  or  in 
any  other  matter  have  not  even  the  colour 
of  a  right.  The  question  has  arisen  :  When 
do  they  enter  the  union,  oc  when  do  they 
become  a  party  to  the  compact  formed  in 
1807  between  Ontario.  Quebec.  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  ?  Was  it  in  1870,  or  is 
it  to-day  or  will  it  be  to-morrow  ?  Mr.  Haul- 
tain,  the  premier  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories says  that  the  Northwest  Territories 
entered  the  union  on  the  15th  July,  1870. 
One  might  ask  by  virtue  of  what  law  did 
the  Northwest  Territories  become  a  party 
to  the  contract  which  implies  th->  possession 
of  all  the  powers  which  were  conceded  to 
the  other  provinces  by  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment in  1867,  only  by  a  fiction  of  interna- 
tional law.  But,  let  us  for  the  moment 
accept  the  argument  of  Mr.  Haultain,  let  us 
.suppose  that  the  Territories  entered  the 
union  in  1870  ;  by  the  terms  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  separate  schools  having 
been  established  in  the  west  since  bv  the 
federal  government  which  was  the  compe- 
tent authority,  and  that  law  having  been 
ratified  by  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest 
Territories,  separate  schools  were  established 
for  ever  and  we  cannot  now  abolish  them. 
That,  is  not  my  opinion  only.  I  would  not 
give  my  own  legal  opinion  ou  such  an  im- 
portant question,  but  in  stating  this,  I  give 
the  opinion  which  was  expressed  bv  Sir 
Charles  Hlbbert  Tupper  in  1896.  Speaking 
on  the  Manitoba  school  question  in  1896,  he 
quoted  and  endorsed  what  Hon.  Mr.  Mills 
said  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  March  8. 
1875  : 

The  British  North  America  Act  favours  the 
Catholic  population.    It  provides  that  any  pro- 
Mr.  A.  LAVBRGNE. 


vince  having  separate'  schools  before  confedera- 
tion should  have  them  tor  all  time,  and  also 
that  any  province  not  having  them  at  the  time 
of  the  union,  but  receiving  them  at  any  future 
time,  shall  receive  them  as  a  right  which  can 
never  be  taken  back. 

Well,  Sir,  is  not  that  the  case  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  to-day  ?  In  1896, 
Sir  Charles  Hibbert  Tupper  was  quoting  the 
Hon.  I).  Mills,  on  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories Act  of  1S75.  and  we  know 
the  Hon.  David  Mills  was  a  high 
authority.  If  we  take  Mr.  Haultain'8 
opinion,  not  even  this  federal  parliament, 
bound  by  its  constitution  and  the  Act  of 
Confederation,  can  abolish  the  schools  which 
were  established  after  the  so-called,  entrance 
into  the  union  by  the  Act  of  1870.  My  hon. 
friends  ou  the  other  side  may  say  that  the 
British  North  America  Act  refers  only  to 
the  provinces  and  that  the  word  '  legislature' 
in  section  93  does  not  mean  the  legislature 
of  the  Northwest  Territories,  but  if  they 
take  the  trouble  to  read  the  Canadian  In- 
terpretation Act,  they  will  see  that  '  pro- 
vince '  means  the  Territories  of  the  North- 
west and  the  district  of  Keewatin,  and, 
they  will  see  that  the  'legislature'  means 
not  only  the  legislature  of  the  provinces, 
but  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories and  the  Orders  in  Council  passed 
relating  to  Keewatin. 

It  is  true  the  British  North  America  Act 
is  an  imperial  statute,  but  is  one  worded  by 
Canadians,  passed  on  Canadian  resolutions'. 

In  the  province  of  Quebec  we  were  at 
first  greatly  impressed  by  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  as  being  a  broad-minded 
man  and  a  man  above  prejudices.  He 
came  to  our  province  and  his  first 
words  were  addressed  to  the  people  in  the 
French  language,  and  that  incident  en- 
deared him  to  the  heart  of  the  French  Can- 
adian, but,  Sir,  when  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position had  to  show  that  he  was  really 
the  leader  of  his  party,  never  was  more  ap- 
plicable the  saying  about  a  French  states- 
man :  4  Je  suis  le  chef.  11  faut  bieu  que  je 
les  suive.'  When  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
to  show  himself  as  the  leader  of  his  party, 
we  thought,  judging  by  bis  short  record  of 
the  past,  we  would  see  him  occupy  his  posi- 
tion iu  public  life  with  the  mantle  of  Sir 
.lohn  A.  Macdonald  covering  his  shoulders. 
But  we  were  disappointed.  Was  it  too  broad 
for  his  shoulders  ?  I  cannot  say,  but  I  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  the 
mantle  which  Sir  John  Macdonald  wore 
as  the  leader  of  the  Conservative  party  :  he 
has  changed  that  broad  mantle  for  a  narrow- 
er one  ;  one  which  may  not  be  dignified  by 
the  name  of  mantle,  but  which  perhaps 
might  be  better  described  as  the  short  pea 
jacket  of  the  old  Tories  that  was  worn 
by  Sir  Allan  Macnab.  However  that  may 
be.  we  have  the  consolation  of  seeing  that 
the  old  Tory  jacket  is  perhaps  a  little  too 
short  for  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton, 
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judging  by  his  seeming  uncomfortableness 
during  tbis  whole  discussion.    The  hon. 
gentleman  has  told  us  that  he  has  not  been  | 
pressed  by  his  followers  into  assuming  his  1 
present  position,  and  we  must  accept  his  I 
word  for  it.    It  would  appear  then  that  I 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  acted  a  little  bit  I 
of  the  role  of  a  Czar,  which  we  have  heard 
so  much  about  from  the  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  Maclean),  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  has  acted  like  the  dictator : 
which  those  who  read  the  Toronto  '  World  '  I 
saw  described  In  its  columns  the  other  day. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    I  hope  you  read  I 

it. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.    Certainly,  but  I ; 
take  an  antidote  afterwards.  The  Canadian  I 
House  of  Commons  bears  the  same  relation  ■ 
to  the  legislature  of  the  Northwest,  as  the 
imperial  parliament  bore  towards  the  Can- 
adian colonies  in  1SG7.    These  Territories  I 
were  acquired  by  the  right  of  conquest,  and  . 
with  them  this    parliament  acquired  the 
power  to  legislate  for  their  future  welfare, 
but.  did  the  Northwest  Territories  really  , 
enter  the  union  in  1870,  as  is  claimed  by  ■ 
Mr.  Haultaln  ?  Canada  was  not  then  treat- 
ing' with  independent  sovereign  provinces,  i 
at  in  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- : 
wick.  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British 1 
Columbia.     There  was  no  compact  with  i 
these  Territories,  there  was  no  synallag- 1 
math-  contract,  but  merely  the  taking  pos- 
session of  a  portion  of  territory.  That  west- 1 
(•rn  country  had  no  power  to  treat  with  us  ; 
the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  that  they  had 
that  power  were  not  listened  to.  It  would  be 
fairer  to  say  that  since  1870  the  Northwest ! 
belonged  to  the  union,  but  was  not  a  party  to 
the  compact  entered  into  in  1867.  The  Ter- 
ritories in  1870  were  given  a  provisional 
constitution  it  Is  true,  but  It  was  a  transitory  i 
constitution  without  provincial  rights  and 
there  was  an  acknowledgment  of  our  sover-  1 
eignty.    It  was  even  argued,  here,  that  the  I 
Northwest  Territories  had  not  the  right  to  ! 
send  members  and  senators  to  the  Domin- 
ion  parliament,  and  I  need  not  quote  the  ' 
speech  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mills  in  1S75  to  that  | 
effect.    But,  Sir,  the  surest  proof  that  these  | 
Territories  are  not  a  part  of  the  union  is  , 
that  they  have  not  autonomy,  and  that  to- 
day, without  their  consent,  their  domain 
is  "being  divided  into  two  new  provinces. 
Even  take  the  Bill  as  presented  to  this 
House  and  you  will  see  that  the  date  of  the  ! 
union  is  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  > 
Act. 

We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  pro-  < 
vincial  rights  in  this  House.    May  I  ask, 
where  are  the  provincial  rights  that  are  | 
wronged  in  this  matter  ?    Where  are  the  | 
proviuces  that  have  provincial  rights  ?  They 
do  not  yet  exist,  and  even  were  there  any 
piovinces  existing  to-day  their  rights  in  the  i 
matter  of  education  would  be  limited  in  I 


matters  of  education  as  are  the  rights  of 
any  other  province  in  the  confederation  by 
the  British  North  America  Act.  Canada 
has  now  to  deal  with  her  own  property,  and 
so  we  are  going  to  create  new  provinces 
and  to  give  them  a  constitution.  I  say, 
Sir,  that  it  is  most  important  that  we 
should  give  them  a  constitution  which  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  con- 
federation, and  in  doing  so  we  must  not  for- 
set  that  these  lands  of  the  Northwest  have 
been  acquired,  not  by  Protestant  Canada, 
but  by  the  Canadian  confederation,  French 
and  English,  Protestant  and  Catholic.  And, 
Sir,  in  view  of  the  condition  of  certain 
minds  In  the  country  and  in  view  of  the 
agitation,  fomented  by  certain  narrow  spirits 
it  is  most  expedient  that  in  giving  these 
Territories  autonomy  there  should  Jje  a  clear 
Mud  precise  declaration  as  to  what  is  con- 
federation and  what  Is  the  spirit  of  the 
British  North  America  Act— not  a  milk  and 
water  declaration,  but  a  declaration,  clear 
and  precise  as  the  principle  on  which 
union  has  been  established,  so  that 
the  question  may  be  settled  for  ever,  so  that 
the  government  of  these  provinces  shall  be 
protected,  not  only  against  agitators  from 
the  outside,  but  against  itself. 

We  have  been  told,  Sir,  many  a  time  that 
we  should  trust  the  majority.  This  might 
be  true  in  Quebec,  but  considering  what  has 
been  done  in  the  Territories  since  1875  how 
can  we  trust  the  majority  there  ?  I  need  not 
quote  the  ordinances  passed  in  1892,  or  the 
ordinances  passed  in  1901,  for  we  have  the 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  we 
have  the  speech  of  the  ex-Minister  of  the 
Interior — a  man  who  ought  to  know — in 
testimony  that  separate  schools  in  the  North- 
west exist  only  in  name  and  not  in  fact. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  has  told  us  that 
from  the  hour  of  the  opening  of  the  school 
in  the  morning  until  half  past  three  in 
the  afternoon  the  separate  schools  and  the 
public  schools  In  the  Northwest  Territories 
are  exactly  the  same.  Let  me  quote  the 
opinion  of  Archbishop  Tachfi  on  this  point : 

More  astute  than  the  Manitoba  government, 
the  one  of  the  Territories  has  left  the  Catho- 
lics their  existence,  but  he  has  robbed  them 
of  what  constitutes  their  special  character,  and 
assures  their  liberty  of  action. 

Now,  as  to  what  separate  schools  ought  to 
be,  I  shall  cite  the  opinion  of  Lord  Watson. 
He  is  a  highly  educated  man,  a  man  learned 
in  the  law,  a  man  tolerant  and  broad  mind- 
ed and  his  opinion  ought  to  be  worth  some- 
thing to  us  at  this  juncture.  En  passant.  I 
may  say  that  I  wish  our  hon.  friends  oppo- 
site would  read  a  little  more  as  to  what  is 
going  on  in  Great  Britain  and  a  little  less 
as  to  what  is  going  on  in  the  United  States, 
if  they  want  to  form  a  correct  view  on 
Canadian  political  or  social  Issues.  Is  it  not 
strange  to  see  the  loyalists  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  being  taught  the  British  spirit 
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and  the  British  constitution  by  what  are 
called  the  rebel  and  disloyal  members  from 
the  province  of  Quebec,  yes  Sir,  taught  Bri- 
tish principles  by  the  very  men  who  have 
been  arraigned  in  the  Toronto  'World'  as 
being  disloyal  to  British  institutions.  I  wish 
that  the  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  had  a  little  more  of  the  British 
spirit  and  the  British  training  that  we 
French  Canadians  have  In  the  province  of 
Quebec.  If  they  had,  Sir,  you  would  per- 
haps hear  a  little  less  of  their  cries  about 
loyalty  and  see  in  them  a  little  more  of  the 
true  spirit  of  loyalty.  Lord  Watson,  speak- 
ing of  the  idea  of  denominational  schools 
in  the  minds  of  Roman  Catholics  said  : 

I  rather  think  that  the  original  idea  of  de- 
nominational schools  is  a  school  of  a  sect  of 
people  who  are  desirous  that  their  own  religion 
should  be  taught  in  it,  and  taught  in  their  own 
way— a  doctrinal  religion  ;  and  not  only  taught 
because  religion  is  taught  in  a  non-sectarian 
school,  but,  in  the  view  of  those  who  founded 
denominational  schools  originally,  the  theory 
was  that  their  views  of  religion  and  teaching  of 
their  religion  should  permeate  and,  run  through 
all  the  education  given  In  the  school— that, 
whether  it  were  rudimentary  science  or  any- 
thing else,  there  should  be  an  innoculation  of 
the  youthful  mind  with  particular  religious 
views. 

We  have  seen  that  from  the  hour  of  open- 
ing in  the  morning  until  half-past  three  in 
the  afternoon  the  schools  in  the  Northwest 
are  practically  non-sectarian  or  neutral 
schools.  Well,  Sir,  with  regard  to  neutral 
schools,  I  will  give  you,  not  the  opinion  of 
any  narrow  and  illiterate  French  Canadian, 
but  the  opinion  of  men  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic  whose  reputation  has  extended 
over  the  world,  and  men  who  belong  to  the 
Protestant  sects.  Mr.  Guizot,  a  Protestant, 
and  a  historian  of  some  note,  a  Frenchman, 
but  not  a  French  Canadian,  says  : 

Popular  education  must  be  given  and  received 
in  a  religious  atmosphere  so  that  religious  im- 
pressions and  habits  penetrate  the  child  from 
every  where.  Religion  is  not  an  exercise  or 
study  to  which  one  assigr-.  a  given  hour  or 
place.  It  is  a  law,  a  law  which  must  make 
itself  felt  constantly  and  everywhere  and  which 
only  at  that  price  has  a  salutary  action  upon 
soul  and  life.  That  is  to  say  that  in  primary 
schools  religious  influence  must  be  habitually 
present.  If  the  priest  is  defiant  or  Isolates 
himself  from  the  teacher,  If  the  teacher  con- 
siders himself  as  the  independent  rival,  and  not 
the  auxiliary  of  the  priest,  the  moral  effect  of 
school  Is  lost. 

Lord  Derby  writes  : 

The  secularized  school  is  the  realization  of  a 
mad  and  dangerous  Idea. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said  that  such  a  system 
violated  the  right  of  conscience.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, whose  opinion  I  hope  will  be  received 
with  respect  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
said  : 

Any  system  which  places  religious  education 
In  the  background  is  a  pernicious  one. 
Mr.  A.  I^AVERGNE. 


Is  not  that  the  system  that  we  have  had 
in  the  Northwest  since  1892,  when  the  at- 
tempt was  made  to  abolish  the  system  of 
separate  schools  ? 
j     Now,  Sir,  what  do  we  Catholics  ask  for  ? 
I  We  have  not  the  intention  of  robbing  our 
I  fellow-citizens  belonging  to  different  creeds 
I  of  the  smallest  piece  of  their  school  rights  ; 
'  but  we  claim  ours  loudly,  as  must  do  free 
i  citizens,  and  with  the  calm  and  confident 
.  conscience  of  Christians.    And,  Sir,  if  the 
|  Catholics  have  a  right  to  their  schools,  why 
'  should  we  not  give  those  schools  effectively 
to  them  ?    The  question  is  not  as  to  the 
|  merits  or  the  demerits  of  separate  schools ; 
yet  in  passing  I  may  give  in  a  few  words 
some  idea  of  the  character  of  the  separate 
schools  of  Quebec.     I  shall  not  speak  at 
length  of  the  results  of  the  neutral  schools 
of  the  United  States.    I  may  say  this,  how- 
ever, that  we  have  seen  in  that  country  di- 
vorces increasing,  the  race  difficulty  increas- 
ing, the  light  between  capital  and  labour  in- 
creasing, murders  increasing,  and  religion  di- 
minishing.   I  do  not  want  to  Insult  gratu- 
itously the  United  States  as  hon.  members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  put  it ;  but. 
Sir,  have  we  not  a  right  to  be  proud  of  our 
Canadian    institutions  when  we  compare 
them  with  the  institutions  of  any  other  coun- 
try, especially  those  of  the  country  that  Is 
closest  to  us,  and  in  the  light  of  the  facts 
which  have  been  put  before  the  public  In 
the  United  States  themselves  ?    I  said  that 
religion  was  decreasing  In  the  United  States, 
and  I  can  prove  that,  not  on  any  Canadian 
authority,  but  on  the  authority  of  the  New 
York  '  Telegram,'  which  In  1896  said  that  the 
number  of  adherents  of  all  the  churches  In 
the  United  States  does  not  exceed  twenty- 
three  millions,  that  is,  one-third  of  the  popu- 
lation.   Well,  Sir,  if  that  is  the  way  the 
United  States  have  succeeded  with  the  sys- 
tem of  Godless  schools,  do  you  not  think 
that  we  have  a  right  In  this  country  to  guard 
our  fellow-citizens  against  the  same  system 
being  imposed  upon  them? 

The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  said  it  was  his  own  business  whe- 
ther he  thought  religious  teaching  in  the 
schools  was  right  or  wrong.  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  I  am  in  favour  of  religious  In- 
struction in  schools.  Very  different  from 
the-  attitude  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bast 
Grey  was  the  opinion  of  a  Methodist,  Dr. 
Ryerson,  which  was  quoted  at  Cornwall  on 
August  31.  1878,  by  no  other  than  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald,  whom  I  hope  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  will  not  go  back  upon. 
This  is  what  he  said  of  Dr.  Ryerson  : 

He  has  stated  that  the  Separate  School  Bill 
did  not  Injure  common  schools,  but  had  widen- 
ed the  basis  of  education. 

Well,  Sir.  if  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  could 
state  that  the  Separate  School  Bill  of  1875, 
had  widened  the  basis  of  education.  I  do 
not  think  the  public  school  has  widened  the 
minds  of  our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
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House.  Wiih  regard  to  the  system  of 
schools  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  I  must 
say  that  when  we  look  at  the  facts  and 
results  of  those  schools,  we  have  nothing 
to  be  ashamed  of.  I  think  our  system  of 
schools  can  compare  with  any  other  system 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  If  I  remember 
rightly,  the  system  of  schools  in  the  pro-  j 
vince  of  Quebec  took  the  first  prize  at  the 
World's  Fair  of  1893  at  Chicago,  and  I  think 
it  was  awarded  some  medals  at  the  World's 
Fair  in  Paris  in  1900  ;  and  I  may  say  this, 
in  answer  to  a  reverend  gentleman— I  think 
it  was  Dr.  Salton— who,  speaking  in  Ottawa, 
said  that  the  morality  of  Quebec  was  lower 
than  that  of  any  other  province  of  the  Do- 
minion. 

Let  me  give  you  a  few  statistics,  showing 
the  proportion  of  convictions  in  each  pro- 
vince. .  In  British  Columbia  we  had  one  con- 
viction to  every  50  inhabitants;  in  the  North- 
west Territories  one  in  every  77  ;  in  Ontario 
one  in  114  ;  in  Manitoba  one  in  115  ;  in  New 
Brunswick  one  in  144  ;  in  Nova  Scotia  one 
in  154.  And  in  that  fearfully  backward  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  we  have  only  one  convic- 
tion in  every  170  inhabitants.  May  I  then 
be  permitted  to  say  that  our  province  can 
not  be  so  very  far  behind  in  the  race,  judg- 
ing by  the  statistics  under  this  head.  Then 
if  we  take  the  expenditure  since  1900,  we 
find  that  the  province  of  Quebec  is,  in  the 
matter  of  expenditure  on  public  education, 
far  ahead  of  any  province  in  the  Dominion. 
If  my  hon.  friend  denied  that,  I  have  the 
figures  right  here.  But  I  shall  not  weary 
the  House  by  going  into  them.  I  may  say 
too  that  the  number  of  illiterates  has  de- 
creased in  the  province  of  Quebec  in  a  pro- 
portion far  greater  than  in  any  other  pro- 
vince of  the  Dominion  ;  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  in  that  province,  where  we  have 
abolished  separate  schools,  the  province  of 
New  Brunswick,  the  number  of  illiterates 
has  increased.  .If  my  hon.  friends  from  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  or  South  York  (Mr.  Mac- 
lean) will  go  to  the  province  of  Quebec,  as 
we  are  not  afraid  to  go  to  the  province  of 
Ontario  ;  if  they  would  go  before  the  public 
of  that  province  as  my  hon.  friend  from  La- 
belle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  has  gone  before  the 
public  of  Toronto  and  Kingston  and  other 
places  in  Ontario — if  they  would  come  to 
my  poor  riding— they  would  see  there  schools 
where  the  pupils  are  not  all  stupid.  They 
would  see  a  few  presbyteries  where  the 
priests  are  not  totally  illiterate  but  men 
of  culture  and  learning,  who  take  an  inter- 
est in  the  education  of  their  province.  If  the 
hon.  member  for  South  York  would  only 
come  to  the  province  of  Quotec,  he  would 
see  that  we  have  there  5,000  primary  schools, 
600  superior  primary  schools,  3  normal 
schools,  one  engineering  school,  3  schools 
of  agriculture,  also  institutions  for  the  blind, 
the  deaf  and  the  dumb— I  hope  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  would  go  to  one  of  these 
institutions  and  be  treated  for  the  first  of 
these  diseases.    These  are  facts  which  any 


province  would  be  proud  to  put  before  the 
parliament  of  Canada.  But  those  hon.  gen- 
tlemen would  sooner  shut  their  •  eyes  and 
appeal  in  their  newspapers  to  public  pas- 
sion than  take  the  opportunity  to  obtain  a 
little  enlightment. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  I  ever  made  any 
reflection  on  the  public  schools  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  am  not  charging 
my  hon.  friend  with  having  made  any  such 
reflections  in  this  House,  but  I  say  that 
he  ought  to  go  to  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  learn  something  about  educational  mat- 
ters in  this  country  of  ours. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  let  me  say  that  I  spend  nearly 
every  summer  In  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  have  often  been  In  those  presbyteries 
to  which  he  has  referred.  I  have  met  the 
reverend  gentlemen  in  charge  of  them,  and 
have  found  them  to  be  such  as  my  hon. 
friend  says  they  are,  so  that  he  is  giving 
me  no  enlightenment  on  that  subject.  He  is 
instead  putting  me  in  the  position  of  having 
said  things  which  I  did  not  say. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther my  hon.  friend  wishes  here  to  escape 
responsibility  for  the  brutal  cartoons  pub- 
lished in  his  newspaper  the  Toronto  'World' 
—cartoons  in  which  the  province  of  Quebec 
it  represented  as  an  illiterate  Indian  and 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  as  most  intelli- 
gent, civilized,  and  claiming  they  are  white 
men.  What  does  that  mean  if  it  does  not 
mean  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  province 
of  Quebec  are  of  mixed  origin  ?  Sir,  I  would 
be  prouder  to  have  in  my  veins  the  blood 
of  the  noble  red  man  than  the  blood  of  some 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  write  in  the 
Toronto  '  World.'  I  would  wish  that  every 
British  colony  and  every  province  of 
this  Dominion  were*  peopled  by  inhabitants 
of  as  pure  an  origin  and  with  as  pure  blood 
in  their  veins  as  the  French  inhabitants  of 
the  province  of  Quebec.  I  would  wish  that 
they  could  trace  as  good  a  genealogy  as  any 
inhabitant  of  that  province  is  able  to  trace, 
not  only  in  this  country  but  in  the  country 
of  his  forefathers.  The  cartoons  published 
in  the  Toronto  •  Globe '  are  bold,  brutal, 
stupid  and  as  untrue  as  they  are  stupid.  It 
appears  now  that  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
York  would  lead  us  to  infer  that  he  does  not 
approve  of  those  cartoons,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  he  has  ever  gone  back  on  them. 

But  supposing  the  schools  of  the  province 
of  Quebec  were  as  bad  as  they  are  described 
by  hon.  members  opposite  and  by  some  peo- 
ple who  write  in  the  Ontario  papers,  I  say 
that  if  we  have  a  system  of  schools  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  at  all  we  have  a  right 
to-day  to  be  proud,  because  after  the  treaty 
rf  Faris  in  1763,  when  the  last  ship  for 
Fiance  took  away  from  our  shores  the 
i  obility  and  the  rich  peopU-  and  left  be- 
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hind  the  poor  peasants,  ruined  by  war,  left 
with  a  debt  from  France  of  20  million 
francs,  a.  whole  cloud  of  adventurers  came 
to  this  country  and_continued  on  the  ruin  of 
the  poor  settlers  who  were  left  behind.  Then 
contrary  to  the  Act  of  capitulation  and  the 
treaty  of  Paris,  the  Catholic  institutions 
were  taken  away  from  the  French  people. 
The  system  of  schools  we  had  then  were 
taken  from  us.  I  should  like  to  give  my 
hon.  friend  a  history  of  the  school  system 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  if  It  were  pos- 
sible to  enlighten  him,  because  although  he 
tells  us  he  has  spent  much  time  in  that 
province,  it  is  quite  evident  that  he  has  not 
learnt  much.  From  1700  to  1800  the  French 
Canadian  refused  to  participate  in  the 
schools  then  existing,  because  it  was  against 
their  conscience  to  do  so,  and  I  consider 
that  their  ignorance  was  a  glorious  one.  In 
1800  there  was  a  school  system  established 
for  which  the  French  Canadians  were  taxed; 
the  Royal  Institution,  in  which  the  money 
was  given  to  the  Protestant  schools  and  to 
them  only.  Again  the  French  Canadians 
refused  to  attend  those  schools,  because  it 
was  against  their  conscience  to  do  so,  ani 
they  remained  in  their  glorious  ignorau>:<». 
In  1824  we  had  the  first  schools  worthy  of 
the  name,  but  as  there  was  no  public  money 
given  them,  they  could  not  work  very  wall. 
In  1837  our  rights  were  still  not  recognized 
and  the  Protestant  minority  had  still  con- 
trol of  the  public  funds.  In  1841  the  fti-st 
move  was  made  towards  giving  our  people 
a  schools  system  which  they  could  support, 
and  in  1846  we  had  our  separate  school  sys- 
tem established,  and  our  French  Canadian 
people  could  go  to  schools  where  their  rights 
were  recognized  and  which  they  could  at.- 
tend  without  a  blush  of  shame.  Considering 
that  we  started  our  school  only  in  1846,  we 
have  made  marvellous  progress  and  to-day 
our  system  is  at  the  head  of  the  whole  con- 
federation. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Is  that  so?  I  understand 
tne  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  their  school 
system  is  at  the  head  of  the  confederation 
to-day,  and  I  assume  that  refers  to  the 
intelligence  of  the  people. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  If  my  hon.  friend 
would  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  re- 
ports of  public  instruction  of  Quebec  he 
would  learn  many  things  which  he  will 
never  see  In  the  Orange  '  Sentinel.' 

Mr.  SPROULE.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  mem- 
ber, if  I  am  not  improperly  interrupting 
him — and  I  do  not  wish  to  do  that — to  ex- 
plain one  point  ?  He  speaks  of  what  he 
calls  the  superior  educational  system  of 
Quebec.  And,  if  I  followed  him  closely, 
this  system  has  been  In  operation  since 
1846 — that  is,  for  two  generations  at  least. 
How  is  It,  then,  that  in  spite  of  the  excel- 
lence of  the  system,  statistics  show  that 
while  the  number  of  those  who  can  read 
and  write  is,  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
72  per  cent ;  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  75 
Mr.  A.  LAVBRONB. 


per  cent ;  in  New  Brunswick,  70  per  cent ; 
in  Nova  Scotia,  72  per  cent ;  and  In  On- 
tario, 80  per  cent,  Quebec  has  only  67  per 
cent — only  67  out  of  every  100  people  who 
can  read  or  write  ?  These  figures  do  not 
indicate  that  this  system  has  succeeded 
very  well  in  doing  away  with  Illiteracy  in 
the  province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  am  very  glad  that 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  asked  me 
that  question.  I  will  try  to  enlighten  him 
r  little  further.  I  said  that  our  system  of 
schools  in  Quebec  was  started  in  1846.  But 
it  was  not  in  full  operation  until  1855.  And 
then,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr. 
Bourassa)  has  rightly  put  it,  the  people 
were  for  a  long  time  very  cautious  about 
the  schools.  They  bad  long  been  tyrannized 
over,  and  they  saw  in  the  schools,  as  they 
thought,  an  instrument  to  rob  them  of  what 
they  held  dear — their  language  and  their  in- 
stitutions. Therefore,  it  was  only  slowly 
and  with  great  caution  that  they  accepted 
the  work  of  the  schools.  But  In  1855  the 
system  was  at  work  almost  as  completely 
as  it  is  to-day.  As  to  overcoming  illiteracy, 
we  have  made  greater  progress  in  Quebec 
than  in  any  other  province.  Let  ine  give 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  the  figures. 
In  1871,  In  Quebec,  there  were  of  illiterates 
—people  who  could  neither  read  nor  write — 
35-93  per  cent  of  the  population.  In  1891 
only  29-05  per  cent  of  the  population  were 
illiterate.  Thus  in  the  twenty  years  we 
have  made  progress  to  the  extent  of  6-89  per 
cent  In  Ontario,  in  1871,  there  were  7-90  per 
cent  of  the  people  who  could  neither  read 
nor  write.  In  1891  this  had  been  reduced 
to  7-05  per  cent,  showing  progress  to  the 
extent  of  only  0  ■•".">  per  cent.  In  New  Bruns- 
wick, where  there  are  no  separate  schools, 
they  had,  in  1871,  14-45  per  cent  of  illiter- 
ates, and  in  1891  the  proportion  was  14-99 
per  cent,  or  an  absolute  retrogression  to  the 
extent  of  -54  per  cent.  I  do  not  say  that 
we  lead  confederation  In  the  proportion  of 
our  people  who  can  read  or  write  ;  but  1 
do  say  that  we  lead  in  the  progress  that 
we  have  made  in  extending  the  blessings  of 
education. 

Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  tell  us  that  we 
should  have  in  the  Northwest  a  national 
system  of  schools.  Sir,  do  you  call  it  a 
national  system  of  schools  which  is  opposed 
to  the  conscience  of  40  per  cent  of  the  na- 
tion ?  Do  you  call  those  national  schools 
against  which  40  per  cent  of  the  nation 
have  fought  for  more  than  a  century  ?  I 
say  that  what  these  hon.  gentlemen  call 
national  schools  are  anti-national  schools, 
because  they  are  forced  upon  40  per  cent 
of  the  people  against  their  will ;  I  say  that 
what  you  call  free  schools  are  the  exact 
reverse  of  free,  because  they  deny  the  liber- 
ty of  the  individual  and  make  him  a  9lare 
in  the  hands  of  the  state.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  told  us  that 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  a  Protestant  boy 
was  obliged  to  go  to  a  Catholic  school.  But 
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is  it  not  a  fact  that  where  our  Protestant 
brothers  are  In  the  majority  in  any  part  of 
the  province  of  Quebec  they  can  have  a 
separate  school  of  their  own  ?   Is  it  not  a 
fact  that,  even  though  In  any  district  they 
may  be  in  the  minority,  they  can  establish 
a  separate  school  if  they  have  the  certain 
small  number  required  by  the  law  ?  And 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  even  where  the  Protest- 
ants have  not  the  legally  required  number, 
the  French  Canadians  are  broad  enough  to 
allow  their  Protestant  brethren  to  have 
schools  of  their  own  ?   But  Is  It  not  a  fact 
— and  I  wish  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto  were  here  to  answer1 — that  where- 
ever  the  Catholics  are  in  a  majority  in  any 
district  in  the  Northwest,  they  have  not  the 
right  to  establish  a  separate  school,  but  are 
obliged  to  go  to  the  public  schools  ?  The 
treatment  metetl  out  to  the  minority  in 
Quebec  and  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
cannot  be  compared.    Sir,  It  is  as  bad  to 
force*  the  Catholic  to  send  his  child  to  a 
school  where  no  religion  is  taught  as  to 
force  him  to  send  that  child  to  a  school 
where  a  religion  opposed  to  his  own  Is 
taught.    That  is  the  Catholic  .doctrine  ;  I 
wish  that  my  hon.  friend  would  understand 
it  ouce  for  all.  We  object,  not  only  to  being 
obliged  to  send  Catholic  children  to  Pro- 
testant schools,  but  to  being  obliged  to  send 
them  to  schools  where  no  religion  is  taught 
Sir,  as  a  French  Canadian  who  has  studied 
and  learned  something  of  British  institu- 
tions, and  who  is  loyal  to  the  institutions 
given  this  Dominion  by  the  mother  coun- 
try, because  he  has  studied  them  and  be- 
lieves in  them,  I  may  ask  my  hon.  friend 
from  North  Toronto  what  is  British  liberty 
if  the  Catholics  are  not  allowed  to  have 
their  own  schools  ?    Is  not  that  political 
liberty  the  pride  of  Englishmen,  inclusive 
and  widely  tolerant  ?    Is  it  a  selfish  and 
narrow  liberty,  In  some  sort  Protestant 
and  privileged,  and  which  is  only  a  means 
to  better  shackle  some  of  the  people  with 
the  heavy  chains  of  an  intolerable  despot- 
Ism?  Where  Is  the  British  liberty,  I  ask  these 
hon.  gentlemen,  If  the  minority,  because  it 
is  a  minority,  cannot  enjoy  the  liberties 
which  were  promised  them  in  the  name  of 
the  Sovereign,  and  which  have  been  formal- 
ly  declared    in    the    mandates   of  that 
Sovereign  ?  Sir,  if  this  House  were  to  fol- 
low racial  appeals,  the  appeals  made  to  pre- 
judice by  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Grey, 
!t  would  only  serve  to  remind  us  that  we 
were  the  vanquished  in  1759. 

Mr.  SPROUI/B.  I  desire  at  once  and 
flatly  to  contradict  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  A. 
Lavergne),  and  to  repeat,  what  I  have  said 
before,  that  I  never  made  an  appeal  to  either 
race  or  religion.  I  call  upon  the  hon.  mem- 
ber to  withdraw  his  statement. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  expected  that 
denial,  and  now  I  am  going  to  prove  what 
I  have  said.  There  is  a  newspaper  called 
the  '  Sentinel '  published  in  Toronto.  It 
claims  to  be  the  organ  of  the  Orange  Order, 


with  which,  I  understand,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  has  something  to  do. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything 
against  the  character  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sproule).  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  it  Is 
true,  that  he  has  a  bad  reputation,  I  must 
say  ;  but  we  who  know  him  know  that  he 
is  a  good  man,  and  know  that  he  would  not 
hurt  a  fly.  But  in  my  province  we  are 
often  asked  :  '  You  know  the  member  for 
East  Grey  better  than  we  do  ;  is  it  not 
true  that  the  Yellow  Pope  has  certain 
Peter's  pence  and  is  obliged  to  earn  his 
money,  and  that  is  why  he  is  so  violent 
against  the  Catholics  and  the  Romish 
Church.  In  this  organ  of  the  Orange  Order 
— the  '  Yellow  Hierarchy,'  as  my  hon.  friend 
from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  calls  it — in  its 
Issue  of  March  16th,  1905,  I  find  Brother  D. 
Pritchard,  grand  treasurer,  quoted  as  fol- 
lows : 

I  have  always  been  an  advocate  for  public 
schools,  believing  that  by  the  national  schools 
more  than  by  any  other  means  we  may  hope 
to  build  up  a  united  people.  One  school  and 
one  language  taught  In  the  same  should  be  the 
motto  of  every  loyal  Canadian. 

And  he  adds,  the  English  language  is  to 
be  the  one  to  be  taught.  Well,  Sir,  what 
does  that  mean  ?  Does  it  mean  that  the 
French  language,  which  is  an  official  lan: 
guage  in  Canada  as  well  as  the  English,  is 
to  be  abolished  by  the  Orange  order  when 
they  get  into  power  ?  I  can  make  nothing 
else  out  of  it  On  February  23,  1905,  the 
Reverend  Brother  Hughes— no,  not  Reverned 
Brother  Hughes,  M.P.,  at  a  banquet  in 
Brantford,  gave  the  history  of  the  Orange 
movement  and  its  fight  against  the  Romish 
church,  and  asked  all  the  members  to  main- 
tain their  principles,  even  if  the  occasion 
demanded  that  they  fought  for  them.  Well. 
Sir,  I  do  not  say  that  a  man  has  not  a  right 
to  fight  for  his  principles,  but  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  the  hon.  gentleman  means  a  con- 
stitutional fight  I  am  afraid  that  he  is 
appealing  to  the  Orange  lodges  to  fight  an- 
other battle  of  the.  Boyne.  Well,  here  Is 
something  more.  If  there  is  one  right  of  a 
British  subject  which  has  been  claimed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  on  many 
occasions  during  this  session,  it  is  the  right 
of  petition.  After  the  province  of  Quebec 
began  to  petition  like  British  subjects  for 
the  maintenance  of  separate  schools  in  the 
Northwest  the  '  Orange  Sentinel '  of  March 
23.  1905.  contained  the  following,  under  the 
title,  '  The  glove  is  thrown  down  ': 

After  saying  that  '  It  was  Quebec  assuming  to 
dictate  to  the  Dominion,  or  rather  Is  the  arbi- 
trary and  intolerant  ecclesiastical  oligarchy 
dominating  Quebec;  making  a  supreme  effort  to 
tyranlze  the  democracy  and  the  Protestants 
In  Canada,'  It  says  : 

The  gauntlet  will  be  taken  up,  the  fight  will 
be  accepted.  For  our  own  part  we  are  right 
glad  that  it  has  been  precipitated  just  now. 
Sooner  or  later  it  had  to  come,  and  the  sooner 
the  better  for  all  concerned.   Sooner  or  later 
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thfre  was  bound  to  be  a  struggle — a  fight  to  a 
finish  

It  goes  on  to  ask  the  Protestants  to  unite 
and  destroy  Rome  and  Quebec.  Now,  Sir,  Is 
not  that  language  an  appeal  to  racial  pre- 
judices ?  Is  it  not  an  appeal  to  religious 
prejudices  ?  Is  It  not  designed  to  set  race 
against  race,  creeed  against  creed  ?  Sir,  we 
saw  in  the  paper  which  is  the  organ  of  the 
organization  of  which  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  is  the  Grand  Master,  language 
such  as  I  have  quoted,  and  am  I  not  right 
therefore  in  saying  that  the  hon.  gentleman, 
if  not  in  this  House,  at  least  in  his  paper, 
has  made  appeals  to  racial  and  religious 
prejudices. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  never  had  any  interest 
in  the  '  Orange  Sentinel '  to  the  value  of  one 
cent,  and  I  have  no  more  relationship  to  It 
except  as  a  member  of  the  Orange  order, 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  hmself.  Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  think  it  proper  and  fair  to 
hold  the  member  for  Bast  Grey  responsible 
for  the  sentiments  of  every  one  who  writes 
in  the  'Orange  Sentinel'?  The  hon.  gentle- 
man made  a  personal  charge  against  me. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  He  first  made  a 
charge  against  me,  now  he  has  transferred 
it  to  some  one  else.  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  if  he,  as  Grand  Mas- 
ter of  all  the  Orange  lodges  of  Canada,  has 
repudiated  their  organ,  the  '  Orange  Sen- 
tinel'? Is  not  the  'Orange  Sentinel'  the 
written  expression  of  the  deliberations  of 
the  Orange  lodges  of  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada ?  Is  not  the  '  Orange  Sentinel '  the 
organ  of  the  Grand  Master  of  the  Orange 
organization  as  well  as  the  organ  of  private 
members  ?  I  did  not  know  that  it  had  been 
repudiated  by  the  Grand  Master,  and  I  want 
to  know  if  the  grand  master  repudiates  it 
to-day. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tle man  if  he  and  his  friends  have  repu- 
diated the  course  of  the  Toronto  '  Globe ' 
lately  in  regard  to  the  Autonomy  Bill  ? 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  repudiate  it  en- 
tirely. My  hon.  friend  has  no  right  to  an- 
swer one  question  by  asking  another.  I 
have  answered  the  hon.  gentleman  frankly 
and  clearly,  and  I  ask  him  to  answer  me  in 
the  same  manner.  I  said  I  repudiated  the 
course  of  the  '  Globe,'  and  I  want  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  to  say  with  equal 
frankness  if  he  repudiates  the  '  Orange  Sen- 
tinel.' 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  member  for  East 
Grey  is  not  attacking  the  '  Sentinel '  for 
what  it  said. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  I  cannot  know  whe- 
ther the  yellow  pope  speaks  ex  cathedra  or 
not  Well,  Sir,  not  only  are  we  the  sub- 
jects of  racial  appeals,  but  we  are  called 
upon  to  remember  that  we  were  vanquished 
in  1759.  When  I  was  reading  the  history 
of  Canada  not  long  ago  I  came  across  the 
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!  story  of  a  French  Canadian,  Du  Calvet  who 
I  was  arrested  in  Quebec  In  1781,  and  was  im- 
|  prisoned  without  a  trial.    When  I  was  read- 
'  ing  his  words  I  was  reminded  of  the  course 
of  the  '  Orange  Sentinel  *  In  taunting  the 
French  Canadians  with  having  been  van- 
quished in  1759.    Here  are  the  words  of 
Du  Calvet,  written  in  London  in  1781  : 

How  sad  it  was  to  be  vanquished  !  If  it  only 
cost  the  blood  which  is  shed  on  the  battle  field, 
the  wound  would  be  very  deep,  very  sore,  it 
would  bleed  many  years,  but  time  could  cure  it. 
But  to  be  condemned  to  feel  perpetually  the 
hand  of  the  conqueror  pounding  on  your  should- 
er, but  to  be  perpetually  a  slave,  under  the 
power  of  the  most  constitutional  sovereign,  of 
the  freest  people  on  earth,  it  is  too  much. 

Sir,  that  is  the  position  in  which  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  wish  to  place 
us  to-day.  That  Is  the  position  in  which 
their  yellow  papers  wish  to  place  us  to-day. 
But  I  want  to  remind  hon.  members  -oppo- 
site that  in  this  compact  of  confederation 
we  are  not  slaves  but  partners.  In  the  com- 
pact of  confederation  we  took  our  part,  and 
in  that  compact  the  French  Canadians  are 
treated  as  partners.  We  have  been  loyal 
to  British  institutions  and  we  have  been 
loyal  to  the  Canadian  constitution.  We  claim 
the  right  to  be  treated  as  fellow-citizens,  as 
compatriots. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  We  have  no  desire  to 
treat  you  otherwise. 

Mr.  A.  LAVERGNE.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  said  that  when  this  law 
was  passed  war  would  begin  in  the  North- 
west. These  hon.  gentlemen  are  always 
ready  to  accept  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
when  that  opinion  is  against  separate 
schools,  but  when  that  opinion  Is  in  favour  of 
separate  Schools  then  they  talk  of  war  and 
rebellion  against  the  sovereign  authority  of 
this  parliament.  I  say  that  if  separate 
schools  were  withheld  from  the  people  of 
the  Northwest  it  would  be  an  injustice  done 
against  the  Catholics  of  the  Dominion,  an 
injustice  which  is  not  deserved  by  the 
Catholics  and  French  Canadians  of  this 
Dominion. 

But,  Sir,  what  can  we  do  then  ?  We  can 
make  a  constitutional  fight  You  never 
heard  the  members  from  Quebec  of  the 
hierarchy,  or  the  priests  of  Quebec  talking 
of  war  and  rebellion.  You  have  never 
heard  from  the  pulpits  of  our  churches  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  in  other 
churches  or  in  lodges.  We  submit  to  the 
law.  We  may  oppose  the  law,  we  may 
conduct  a  constitutional  agitation  against 
it,  but  you  never  heard  on  our  side  talk  of 
war  or  rebellion  because  the  majority  was 
against  us.  We  respect  the  majority,  but 
it  is  strange  to  observe  the  attitude  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
When  they  have  the  majority  with  them  they 
claim  that  the  majority  has  every  right  but 
when  the  majority  is  against  them  they 
say  that  they  will  make  war  against  the 
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majority.  There  is  only  one  right  that  I 
do  not  recognize  In  the  majority  and  that 
is  the  right  to  bring  compulsion  to  bear 
upon  me  in  a  matter  of  conscience.  If 
there  are  three  or  four  men  against  me  I 
say  they  have  no  right  to  endeavour  to  force 
me  to  do  something  which  I  feel  that  I 
cannot  conscientiously  do.  Therefore,  I  say 
in  conclusion  that  In  view  of  all  the  facts 
we  should  give  to  the  minority  In  the  North- 
west Territories  their  rights  generously,  not 
the  shadow  of  justice,  not  the  mere  form  of 
liberty.  We  are  told  that  there  are  only 
ten  or  twelve  separate  schools  in  the  North- 
west Territories.  Well,  Sir,  I  claim  that 
if  there  was  only  one  separate  school  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  we  should  Just  the 
same  render  justice  to-  the  minority  in  respect 
to  that  one  school.  Is  it  that  the  principle  of 
liberty  and  of  right  13  to  be  decided  on 
the  ground  of  the  strength  of  those  claim- 
ing it  to  obtain  and  maintain  it  ?  1  say ; 
that  we  should  give  right  to  those  to  whom  | 
It  is  due  and  not  only  to  those  who  have  i 
the  strength  to  maintain  their  rights.  If  | 
there  were  only  one  separate  school  In 
the  Northwest  Territories  we  would  be 
obliged  to  do  the  minority  justice  the  same 
as  if  there  were  a  hundred  separate 
schools.  But,  there  Is  more  than  one  and : 
there  would  be  even  more  than  there  are" 
to-day  if  by  the  ordinances  of  the  North- 
west Territories  the  Catholics  were  not 
forced  to  send  their  children  to  the  public 
schools.  If  the  ordinances  which  have  been 
adopted  in  the  Northwest  Territories  pre- 
vent Catholics  from  constituting  separate 
schools,  I  think  it  Is  unfair  and  unjust  to 
use  that  as  an  argument  against  them  and 
to  say  that  there  are  not  enough  separate 
schools  and  that  therefore  we  should  not 
render  them  the  justice  to  which  they  are 
entitled.  Give  generously  to  the  minority  In 
the  Northwest  the  right  which  are  due  them. 
Give  them  these  rights  first,  because  by  so 
doing  we  are  carrying  out  the  principles  of 
liberty.  Give  them  these  rights  because  we 
owe  some  gratitude  to  the  province  of  Que- 
bec. And  here,  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  statement  which  I  am  sure 
my  bon.  friend  from  Bast  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
will  not  deny.  On  the  12th  July,  1002,  which 
is  a  great  day,  Mr.  Robinson  who  was  then 
the  member  for  West  Elgin,  speaking  to  the 
Orangemen  in  St.  Thomas,  Ontario,  said : 

We  know  that  the  French  of  Lower  Canada 
have  kept  this  vast  Dominion  to  the  British 
empire  ;  for  If  these  Frenchmen  had  not  been 
faithful  to  this  country  you  Orangemen  listening 
to  me  would  not  have  room  enough  to  stand 
here  together. 

If  this  opinion  could  be  expressed  to 
the  Orangemen  standing  togeher,  I  say 
this  country  should  do  justice  to  the  min- 
ority of  the  Northwest  Territories  «nd 
should  In  this  way  signify  its  great  gratitude 
to  the  hierarchy  which  is  not  the  awful  spee- 
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tre  it  has  been  painted  in  the  Toronto- 
'World,'  but  which  is  the  hierarchy  which- 
has  kept  its  people  faithful  to  the  British 
Crown  on  many  an  occasion  as  my  hon. 
friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  has 
said.  I  wish  to  take  the  part  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Labelle  who  has  been  attacked 
In  the  Ontario  papers  lately  and  to  say  that 
ho  belongs  to  a  family  which  has  always 
been  loyal  to  the  British  Crown.  When  the 
English  Protestant  minority  of  Quebec  In 
1776  did  not  know  which  way  to  turn, 
when  as  we  say  in  French,  they  did  not 
know  whether  to  cry  '  Vive  la  Ligue '  or 
'Vive  Le  Roi,'  the  great  grandfather  of  my 
hon.  friend  was  on  the  side  of  the  British 
Crown  and  against  the  American  rebels 
and  with  another  French  Canadian,  La- 
raothe,  he  carried  despatches  from  Montreal 
through  the  American  lines  to  the  English 
general  in  Quebec.  .Another  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen,  Boucbette,  brought  the  English 
governor  into  the  besieged  city  of  Quebec. 
Ever  since  those  days  in  1760  when  Canada 
was  ceded  to  the  British  Crown  we  have 
kept  our  compact  (faithfully,  and  I  main- 
tain that  we  have  a  right  to  claim  that 
justice  should  be  done  to  us  as  we  have  de- 
served. In  finishing  my  speech,  which  I  can- 
not help  but  feel  has  been  too  lengthy,  I  de- 
sire to  make  a  comparison.  Not  far  from 
here  is  the  great  river  St.  Lawrence  which 
separates  us  from  the  Anglo-Saxon  Republic 
to  the  south.  Sweeping  past  the  foot  of 
the  bill  upon  which  this  building  stands  is 
the  Ottawa  river  which  separates  the  French 
province  of  Quebec  from  the  English  pro- 
vince of  Ontario.  These  two  rivers  con- 
verge near  the  city  of  Montreal  and  for  a 
long  time  their  waters  run  together  with- 
out mixing.  On  the  one  side  we  have  the 
dark  coloured  waters  of  the  Ottawa  river 
and  on  the  other  the  silvery,  bright  waters 
ct  the  St  Lawrence.  They  float  together 
to  a  common  destiny.  Is  not  that  the  image 
of  this  Dominion  of  ours  ?  We  have  two 
nations  floating  together,  not  mixing  the 
one  with  the  other ;  on  the  one  side  the 
French  race,  on  the  other  side  the  English 
nation,  on  the  one  side  the  Protestant  creed, 
on  the  other  side  the  Catholic  creed.  Well, 
Sir,  could  we  not  model  this  country  after 
these  beautiful  rivers  of  ours  ?  Could  we 
not  together  float  away  to  a  common  destiny 
without  mixing,  without  amalgamating  the 
one  with  the  other,  and  if  we  do  I  predict 
for  this  country,  which  is  my  country  and 
to  which  I  am  as  loyal  as  any  man,  a  glor- 
ious destiny  and  in  the  name  of  nations  a 
glorious  immortality. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES  (Victoria  and  Hall- 
burton).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  compliment  the 
young  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Laver- 
gue)  on  the  very  able  address  which  be  has 
given  to  the  House.  I  must  bear  testimony 
to  the  fact,  Sir,  that  not  only  do  our  French 
Canadian  people  speak  their  own  language 
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with  purity,  but  once  they  become  masters 
ol  the  English  language  they  place  at  a 
disadvantage  those  of  us  who  can  speak 
but  one  language. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  You  will  have  to  go  to 
a  separate  school. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Yes,  If  you  want  to 
bt  on  an  equal  footing  there. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  sure  that 
cur  young  friend  was  educated  In  a  national 
ecbool.  If  the  same  harmony  could  be 
maintained  In  regard  to  the  affairs  of  this 
country  as  that  which  has  been  manifested 
by  our  young  friend  in  regard  to  the  English 
and  the  French  languages,  the  people -of 
Canada  might  look  forward  to  a  great  fu- 
ture for  tbis  Dominion.  Unfortunately  we 
find  that  gentlemen  who  speak  that  lang- 
uage, who  are  of  that  grand  race,  a  race 
with  which  I  claim  kindred  just  as  much 
as  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  displaying  a  different 
spirit  outside  of  this  House.  If  these  gentle- 
men would  be  moderate  and  show  the  same 
spirit  on  the  platforms  and  hustings  in  Que- 
bec and  up  and  down  the  side  roads  of  that 
province,  and  If  they  would  confine  them- 
selves to  the  same  tone  as  that  in  which 
tbey  address  this  House  it  would  augur 
well  for  the  future  of  this  country.  One 
would  Imagine  from  the  remarks  of  the 
young  speaker,  that  we  were  discussing  the 
1-rovinee  of  Quebec.  I  understand  that  these 
Bills  with  which  we  are  dealing  are  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  two  new  provinces  in 
the  Northwest  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
and  that  the  province  of  Quebec  has  nothing 
to  do  with  this  any  more  than  any  other 
province  in  the  Dominion.  No  attack  is 
being  made  on  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
the  province  of  Quebec  ;  these  rights  and 
liberties  are  guaranteed  by  the  articles  of 
conquest  and  by  the  Confederation  Act. 

The  question  now  before  the  House,  sim- 
mered down  to  a  nut  shell  is  as  to  the  au- 
thority, the  duty,  the  policy  of  this  parlia- 
ment to  enforce  separate  schools  on  the 
Northwest  Territories.  The  right  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  government  told  us  that  this 
was  a  question  of  the  constitution,  but  bis 
colleagues  have  told  us  that  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  in  any  sense  what- 
ever. One  of  the  ministers  ventured  to  think 
that  vested  rights  should  be  considered  but 
that  plea  was  abandoned  when  it  was  found 
that  although  the  Roman  Catholics  have  had 
every  facility  for  years  to  establish  separate 
schools  there  are  only  ten  such  separate 
schools  as  compared  with  over  1,000  public 
schools  in  the  Northwest  Territories.  There- 
fore, the  question  simmers  itself  down  to 
one  of  policy.  Now,  let  us  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  it  was  our  clear  duty  under  the 
constitution  to  establish  separate  schools, 
would  our  best  method  be  to  proceed  with 
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a  bludgeon  in  the  shape  of  this  Act  of  par- 
liament held  over  the  people  of  the  North- 
west to  force 'separate  schools  upon  them  V 
Would  it  not  be  better  to  omit  from  this 
Bill  altogether  any  provision  with  regard 
to  separate  schools,  and  leave  it  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  new  provinces  to  carry  out  the 
constitution,  for  until  the  first  meeting  of 
the  legislative  assembly  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces the  Act  of  1873  will  be  continued  in 
force,  and  would  remain  in  force  unless  re- 
pealed by  the  assembly.  Sir,  when  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  becomes  law  it 
will  force  on  the  people  of  the  new  pro- 
vinces the  full  enactment  of  the  School 
Act  of  1873,  and  nothing  but  mischief 
can  result.  If  the  Prime  Minister  is 
right  in  his  argument,  that  by  the  con- 
stitution we  are  bound  to  give  the  new  pro- 
vinces separate  schools,  then  the  provinces 
cannot  repeal  this  law  and  it  will  stand  for 
ever  on  the  statute-books.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  has  any  confidence  in  his  conten- 
tion, why  should  he  not  withdraw  his  edu- 
cational clause  altogether  from  the  Act  and 
avoid  all  the  bickering,  the  heart  burnings, 
the  contentious  spirit  that  permeates  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  to-day.  If  it  is  a  question 
of  policy,  and  we  maintain  that  it  Is,  then 
coercion — I  think  that  is  the  proper  term  to 
use  in  relation  to  this  clause — coercion  is  not 
fn  conformity  with  provincial  rights ;  it 
transgresses  the  principle  of  provincial 
rights  at  the  very  outset.  Tbis  Is  not  good 
legislation,  as  I  shall  prove  from  the  Prime 
Minister's  own  lips.  It  interferes  with  the 
rights  of  man  as  well  as  with  the  rights  of 
provinces,  but  over  and  above  all  tbis  ques- 
tion of  coercion  there  stands  another  issue. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  instructed  the 
House  on  some  of  the  principles  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  ;  he  has  told  us  that 
in  addition  to  the  pure  question  of  religion 
there  is  the  great  question  of  dogma  which 
enters  into  the  notion  of  those  that  hold  that 
faith.  With  the  question  of  religion,  with 
the  relationship  existing  between  a  man's 
conscience  and  his  God  I  have  nothing  to 
do.  I  never  allowed  any  other  man  to  in- 
terfere in  the  relationship  existing  between 
my  conscience  and  my  God,  and  I  never  in- 
sulted any  man  by  interfering  with  him  in 
that  respect.  But  in  relation  of  the  question 
of  dogma,  that  is  the  business  end  of  the 
proposition,  and  when  any  church  corpor- 
ation— be  it  Methodist,  Roman  Catholic, 
Presbyterian  or  any  other — just  the  same 
as  any  railway  corporation  comes  before  the 
people  of  this  country  for  legislation,  it  is 
the  bounden  duty  of  every  man  who  com- 
mands his  own  self  respect  to  deal  with  it, 
not  on  the  sentimental  Issue,  not  to  bow 
down  before  the  cry  that  the  church  Is  be- 
hind the  organization  ;  but  to  deal  with  it  on 
the  basis  of  what  is  right  and  what  is 
wrong,  and  considering  what  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  of 
her  entire  people.  On  these  lines  I  purpose 
dealing  with  this  question.   Taking  it  as  a 
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question  of  dogma,  as  one  who  does  not  want 
to  grow  up. in  enmity  with  bis  Roman  Catho- 
lic neighbour  ;  as  one  who  does  not  want  to 
pass  through  the  world  with  the  people 
divided  on  creed  lines,  I  maintain  that  when 
we  coerce  the  provinces  to  accept  these 
separate  schools,  we  are  retarding  for  ever 
the  wheels  of  progress  and  the  upbuilding 
of  the  national  life  within  these  provinces. 
I  do  not  think  the  union  of  church  and  state 
is  for  the  best  interests  of  humanity.  The 
uations  of  the  old  land  have  given  it  up, 
and  why  this  young  country  should  adopt 
the  fads  and  practices  that  have  been  dis- 
carded in  Europe  is  beyond  my  comprehen- 
sion. I  am  opposed  to  this  parliament  forc- 
ing on  any  province,  against  its  will,  a  union 
of  church  and  state.  By  the  enactment  of 
this  law,  this  parliament  is  placing  a  blanket 
mortgage  on  the  two  provinces  of  the  North- 
west which  will  remain  on  them  to  the  end 
of  time  and  which  can  never  be  paid  off. 
I  object  in  general  terms  to  this  legislation. 
It  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  a  free  parlia- 
ment ;  it  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  a  free 
people.  I  am  afraid  that  I  shall  not  be  able 
to  bring  to  bear  on  this  great  question  the 
deeply  sanctified  and  the  emotional  Christian 
spirit  displayed  by  the  Prime  Minister  ;  nor 
the  stern,  defiant,  aggressive  militant  Chris- 
tianity of  the  Minister  of  Justice  ;  nor  the 
humility  and  the  contrition  the  holy-dread 
and  sackcloth-and-ashes  demeanour  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance ;  nor  the  fervid  sancti- 
moniousness and  brotherly  love  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Customs  ;  nor  the  speculative  re- 
ligion  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Who  wrote  that 
for  you  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  composed  that 
myself  after  observing  the  exhibition  made 
by  the  ministers.  I  may  say,  Sir,  that  I  got 
it  in  a  reflective  mood,  and  after  the  beauti- 
ful exhibition  of  christian  spirit  and  brother- 
ly love  displayed  here  one  evening  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  I  went  home  and  re- 
flected and  this  is  the  result. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  You  ehould  reflect 
oftener. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Perhaps  so.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  on  that  occasion  dis- 
played on  the  floor  of  parliament  all  the  old 
time  characteristics  of  the  Champlain  street 
youngster,  and  he  displayed  them  to  the 
great  edification  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. Nor,  Sir,  can  I  bring  to  bear  on  this 
•question  the  speculative  opinions  of  the  Post- 
master General,  who  has  bad  such  an  ample 
training  working  band  in  hand  with  the 
Protestant  Protective  Association  organiz- 
ation of  the  province  of  Ontario  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  many  constitu- 
encies. Nor  can  I  bring  to  bear  on  this  sub- 
ject the  illogical  fanticism  or  the  sparkling 
distortion  of  established  facts  displayed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa). 
I  shall  endeavour  to  discuss  these  questions 
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without  any  appeal  to  prejudice,  but  simply 
on  the  basis  of  what  are  the  facts,  and  what 
Is  for  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
Territories  which  are  being  erected  into  two 
provinces,  and  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
people  of  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Now,  I  trust  that  the  Prime  Minister  will 
excuse  me  for  bringing  to  his  mind  some,  of 
his  old  speeches.  In  this  connection,  I  may 
say  that  the  young  gentleman  from  Mont- 
magny  (Mr.  Lavergne)  struck  the  Prime  Min- 
ister a  very  heavy  blow  beneath  the  belt 
when,  in  referring  to  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto,  he  said  that  a  man  of  prin- 
ciples always  stuck  to  his  principles,  and 
never  wavered.  While  saying  that,  he  looked 
across  to  this  side  of  the  House,  but  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  heart 
of  hearts,  felt  that  the  reflection  was  upon 
himself  and  his  friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  who  have  been  'everything  by  turns 
and  nothing  long,'  and  who  have  never 
known  where  they  stood  on  questions  of 
principle.  On  March  3,  1896,  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister,  as  reported  In  '  Hansard ' 
at  page  2737-8  addressing  the  leader  of  the 
government  of  that  day  said  : 

The  hon.  gentleman  is  aware — more  than  any- 
body else,  perhaps,  he  ought  to  be  aware — that 
in  a  community  with  a  free  government,  in  a 
free  country  like  this,  upon  any  question  in- 
volving different  conceptions  of  what  is  right 
or  wrong,  different  standards  of  what  Is  Just  or 
unjust,  it  is  the  part  of  statesmanship  not  to 
force  the  views  of  any  section,  but  to  endeavour 
to  bring  them  ail  to  a  uniform  standard  and  a 
uniform  conception  of  what  is  right. 

I  heartily  commend  these  words  to  the 
Prime  Minister  to-day.  What  are  the  facts 
in  regard  to  this  question  ?  The  Hudson 
Bay  Territory  was  taken  over  by  the  impe- 
rial authorities  and  transferred  by  them  to 
the  Canadian  authorities.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  a  description  of  those  vast  territories 
and  their  latent  resources,  and  the  great 
wealth  that  lies  there  to  be  deve- 
loped. These  are  all  well  known  to 
nil  the  members  of  this  House.  Those 
territories  were  united  with  the  Dominion 
ol  Canada,  and  in  that  Act  of  union,  al- 
though it  was  known  and  intended  that  they 
were  sooner  or  later  to  be  erected  into  pro- 
vinces, there  was  no  mention  of  separate 
schools.  They  were  given  a  constitution  by 
the  Dominion  parliament,  and,  Inasmuch  as 
the  few  people  living  in  the  territories  spoke 
the  French  language,  the  people  of  Canada 
allowed  them  to  have  their  own  schools. 
That,  and  that  alone,  was  the  reason  why 
those  schools  were  given  to  thos?  people 
without  any  serious  opposition.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Montmagny  is  in  error  in  say- 
ing that  it  was  thought  at  that  time  that 
those  territories  were  going  to  be.-ome 
French  and  Roman  Catholic.  It  was  under- 
stood that  there  would  be  a  large  French 
settlement  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  territories,  the  under- 
standing from  one  end  of  the  Domlniou  to 
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the  other,— and  our  friends  In  Quebec  know 
it,  and  they  know  it  to-day,— was  that  they 
would  become  settled  by  a  large  English- 
speaking  population.  That  was  one  reason 
why  our  French  friends  at  that  time  claim- 
ed that  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  should 
be  enlarged,  so  that  it,  being  regai-ded  to  a 
large  extent  as  a  French  province,  would 
have  more  room  for  development ;  but  the 
expectation  was  that  the  new  territories 
wouid  become  English.  They  were  given  sep- 
arate schools  more  on  the  ground  of  lan- 
guage than  of  creed.  The  teachers  in  those 
schools  were  principally  the  priests  of  the 
various  localities.  There  were  only  five  or 
six  hundred  families  in  all  the  territories. 

A  comparison  has  been  drawn  between  the 
separate  schools  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  those  of  the  province  of  Ontario.  We 
are  told  that  the  English  minority  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  were  granted  certain 
privileges.  Let  me  tell  the  hon.  member 
for  Labelle  and  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  that  the  concession  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  was  not  to  the  English  minority, 
but  to  the  French  Roman  Catholic  majority. 
At  the  time  of  the  conquest  they  were 
granted  the  rights  and  liberties  that  bad 
been  won  under  the  auspices  of  the  gentle- 
man under  whom  my  good  friend  from  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  gets  the  credit  of  serv- 
ing, whose  memory  he  reveres— William 
Prince  of  Orange.  It  was  William  Prince 
of  Orange  <who  gave  to  the  British  nation 
the  liberties  they  enjoy  to-day  ;  and  when 
Quebec  capituJated,  the  liberties  which  had 
been  guaranteed  to  humanity  of  all  creeds 
and  all  races  were  given  to  the  people  of 
the  province  of  Quebec,  and  have  been  reli- 
giously observed  from  that  day  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  And  let  me  tell  the  hon.  member 
for  Labelle  and  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  that  if  any  one  undertakes  to  de- 
prive our  French  Canadian  fellow  country- 
men in  the  province  of  Quebec,  of  the  slight- 
est liberty  that  has  been  granted  to  them 
under  the  British  constitution,  my  good 
friend  the  member  for  East  Grey  is  sworn 
to  marshall  his  boys  and  go  down  to  their 
relief,  not  to  their  injury. 

Mr.  BUREAU.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  So  that  my  good 
friend  from  Three  Rivers  (Mr.  Bureau)  need 
not  have  any  nightmares  about  the  orange- 
men  from  the  province  of  Ontario.  When 
Ontario  and  Quebec  became  parts  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  each  had  its  own 
separate  school  system  established  by  law. 
When  New  Brunswick  became  part  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  it  bad  its  own  school 
system  established  by  the  votes  of  its  own 
people.  When  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  came  in,  each  had  its  own 
school  system  established  by  the  votes  of 
its  own  people.  The  Northwest  Territories 
occupy  an  entirely  different  position.  They 
came  into  the  Dominion  away  back  In  1870. 
They  had  no  school  system  anterior  to  the 
Mr.  SAM.  HUOHSS. 


union.  The  school  system  that  was  given 
to  them,  was  given  without  a  vote  by  a 
human  being  in  those  territories,  and  that 
system  has  been  continued  ever  since ;  the 
only  difference  being  that  when  they  became 
organized  and  were  represented  in  this  par- 
liament, their  representatives  had  a  voice 
in  the  making  of  the  laws  which  applied  to 
them.  At  the  present  time  we  are  not  unit- 
ing those  territories  to  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  ;  we  are  only  transforming  them  into 
provinces,  and  the  people  of  the  whole  of 
Canada  have  the  making  of  their  charter, 
not  the  people  of  the  territories  themselves. 
Wbat  we  contend  is  that  in  granting  them 
I  their  charter,  we  must  apply  the  British 
!  North  America  Act,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
j  establishment  of  provinces. 
'  That  is  the  point  of  difference  we  make 
between  the  union  of  the  Territories  as 
such  with  confederation  and  their  entry 
into  it  as  provinces.  There  is  no  union  of 
the  Territories,  as  provinces,  with  confed- 
eration. They  came  into  confederation  as 
Territories,  and  their  creation  as  provinces 
is  merely  a  development.  I  chanced  to  be 
in  the  Northwest  during  the  months  of  De- 
cember and  November  when  the  question  of 
the  new  autonomy1  Bills  was  being  discussed. 
As  1  passed  along,  I  beard  mention  of  mys- 
terious trips  taken  by  the  First  Minister 
here  and  there  throughout  the  country,  but 
not  taken  where  he  could  consult  his  Fin- 
ance Minister  or  his  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior or  his  following  in  the  House  or  Mr. 
Haultain  and  his  cabinet  in  the  Territories. 
It  was  understood  then  that  there  was  ques- 
tion of  a  clause  being  put  into  the  measure 
creating  the  new  provinces,  fastening  upon 
these  provinces  separate  schools.  Last  De- 
cember, when  that  probability  was  mentioned 
to  the  followers  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
in  this  House,  they  scoffed  at  the  idea.  They 
said  that  he  who  had  been  the  champion  or 
provincial  autonomy  in  1896,  who  had  de- 
claimed then  against  the  coercion  of  Mani- 
toba, who  had  advocated  the  policy  of  hands 
off  Manitoba,  was  not  likely  to  consent  to 
anything  which  would  fetter  these  new  pro- 
vinces and  prevent  them  from  working  out 
freely  their  own  destinies  along  the  lines  h* 
had  laid  down  with  regard  to  Manitoba  In 
1896.  In  that  year  of  1896,  I  considered  It 
my  duty  to  oppose  the  Bill  of  my  own  lead- 
er (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  Just  as  I  opposed  the 
resolution  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  and 
I  opposed  both  on  the  ground  that  I  would 
vote  against  any  attempt  to  coerce  Mani- 
toba. On  that  occasion  I  took  a  unique 
position  and  have  seen  no  ground  for  chang- 
ing any  of  the  sentiments  I  then  uttered. 
I  took  the  ground  then  that  the  province  of 
Manitoba  should  be  free,  that  the  people 
there  were  eminently  well  fitted  to  work  out 
their  own  destiny,  and  should  not  be  fet- 
tered or  hampered  by  the  federal  power  In 
that  work  ;  and  I  would  have  supported  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion,  had 
his  resolution  tallied  with  his  professions  In 
the  country.     But  his  declaration  to  the 
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province  of  Quebec  then  was  :  Pat  me  In 
power  and  I  will  give  the  minority  in  Mani- 
toba greater  privileges  than  they  can  pos- 
sibly secure  from  a  Tory  government.  I 
will  give  them  a  Bill  tbat  will  be  of  some 
service  ;  while  in  the  provinces  of  Manitoba 
and  Ontario,  the  cry  of  himself  and  his  col- 
leagues was  :  Hands  off  Manitoba  ;  no 
coercion  of  free  men  in  the  west ;  we  must 
never  bow  to  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
of  the  province  of  Quebec  ;  but  must  show 
ourselves  free  men.  Much  as  I  wished  to 
follow  my  right  hon.  friend  on  that  occa- 
sion, there  was  such  great  divergence  be- 
tween the  position  be  took  in  Quebec  and 
that  which  he  took  elsewhere  that  I  was 
not  prepared  to  give  him  the  opportunity 
of  coercing  Manitoba  and  consequently 
voted  against  his  resolution  as  I  did  against 
the  Bill  of  my  own  leader.  The  stand  I 
then  took  was  that  if  the  people  of  that  pro- 
vince wanted  separate  schools,  let  them  es- 
tablish that  system  themselves  ;  but  if  they 
did  not,  I  was  determined  to  defeat  any  at- 
tempt to  place  upon  that  province  the  bur- 
den of  separate  schools  against  its  will. 

We  may  very  well  ask  whence  comes  this  i 
demand  for  this  clause  in  the  Bill.    I  have  j 
pointed  out  that  the  moment  those  Terri-  j 
tories  become  provinces,  they  have  the  Act 
of  1875  on  their  statutes.    Supposing    the  . 
educational  clauses  should  be  withdrawn  en- 
tirely from  this  measure,  the  Act  of  1875 1 
will  still  remain.    Therefore  if  the  conten- , 
tion  of  the  First  Minister  be  right,  if  the 
Act  of  1873  is  the  constitution  in  those  'Per- ', 
ritories  to-day  and  will  be  the  constitution ' 
of  those  provinces  when  created,  what  has  [ 
he  to  fear  V    If  on  the  other  hand,  the  con- ! 
tention  of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  is  correct  and  it  will  be  within 
the  powers  of  those  provinces  to  abrogate 
that  law  if  they  choose,  why  insist  upon  i 
embodying  it  in  this  Bill.    The  Act  of  the  | 
First  Minister  is.  I  submit,  irritating,  illegal 
and  unconstitutional. 

The  right  hon.  gentleman  did  not  consult 
his  Finance  Minister  in  relation  to  the  fin- 
ancial clauses  nor  did  he  consult  bis  Minister 
of  the  Interior  with  regard  to  the  education- ! 
al  clause.    He  did  not  consult  the  men  be- 
hind him  with  regard  to  this  measure.  I 
am  told  that  he  did  not  dare  to  cal*  his  party  ' 
together  in  caucus  and  consult  them.  Whom 
then  did  he  consult?    Is  there  any  truth  In  ' 
the  rumour  that  my  right  hon.  friend  had 
for  his  adviser  a  gentleman  who  does  not 
owe  allegiance  to  the  Dominion  and  that 
he  takes  trips  to  the  shores  of  the  Hideau 
and  there  receives  his  inspiration  1   I  have  i 
not  the  slightest  fault    to  find  with  any 
church— either  the  Church  of  Rome  or  the 
Methodist  church  which  Is  my  own  or  any 
other— for  taking  all  it  can  get  from  weak-  i 
backed  politicians.    Any  church  will  do  that.  1 
We  have  seen  iu  the  province  of  Ontario, 
Protestant  churches  taking  sops  from  the 
provincial  government  and  giving  In  return 
their  support  to  the  government.    We  have  1 


seen  the  hierarchy  of  Rome  do  the  same 
thing— and  I  make  use  of  that  word  in  the 
same  sense  as  hon.  gentlemen  in  that  church 
use  It.  The  churches  are  just  the  same  as 
electric  companies  and  railway  companies 
and  other  corporations.  They  will  take  all 
they  can  get  and  ask  for  more.  It  Is  not  the 
hierarchy  of  Rome  but  the  leader  of  the 
government  and  his  colleagues  whom  the 
people  will  hold  responsible,  and  it  is  they 
who  will  have  to  stand  the  consequences. 
For  my  part  I  do  not  blame  the  churches 
for  taking  all  they  can  get  from  weak-backed 
and  weak-kneed  politicians. 

In  his  speech  introducing  the  BUI  now  be- 
fore the  House,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  al- 
luded to  the  separate  schools  in  the  United 
States,  and  I  must  say  tbat,  as  an  old  pub- 
lic school  teacher,  my  blood  boiled  when  he 
referred  to  that  system  in  the  United  States 
in  the  way  he  did,  and  Incidentally  con- 
demned public  schools  the  world  over.  In 
the  past  the  right  hon.  gentleman  was  more 
less  inclined  to  look  to  American  institu- 
tions. In  the  old  days  we  had  him  and  his 
followers  looking  to  Washington  until  they 
got  turned  down,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
whatever  may  be  or  may  have  been  his 
views  with  regard  to  that  great  nation  in 
the  past,  he  will  not  dispute  one  word  I  am 
about  to  quote  from  a  well  known  authority 
regarding  the  value  of  the  public  schools  of 
that  country.  But  before  doing  that,  I  may 
take  the  liberty  of  quoting  what  Mr.  Morley, 
a  friend  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  says 
in  the  10th  Century  of  the  great  American 
republic.  In  a  recent  issue  of  that  review, 
Mr.  Morley  says  : 

Of  a  democracy  originally  British,  the  most 
astonishing  and  triumphant  achievement  so  far 
has  been  the  persevering  absorption  and  incor- 
poration across  the  Atlantic  of  a  ceaseless  tor- 
rent of  heterogeneous  elements  from  every 
point  of  the  compass  into  one  united,  stable, 
industrious  and  pacific  state  with  eighty  mil- 
lions of  population,  combining  the  centralized 
concert  of  a  federal  system  with  local  independ- 
ence, and  uniting  collective  energy  with  the 
encouragement  of  individual  freedom.  How  does 
this  stand  in  comparison  with  the  Roman  em- 
pire, or  Romanian  church,  or  the  Bysantine 
empire,  or  Russia,  or  Charles  the  Great,  or 
Napoleon  ? 

These  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Morley  about 
the  great  republic  to  the  south  of  us— a  re- 
public which  has  taught  the  world  how  to 
mould  together  the  different  elements  of 
various  nationalities.  In  that  country  are 
to  be  found  nationalities  from  Europe,  who 
have  been  under  the  rule  of  parochial  schools 
as  well  as  those  who  have  not  been  brought 
up  under  that  system,  and  by  means  of  the 
welding  influence  of  the  American  public 
school  system  all  these  various  peoples  have 
become  consolidated  Into  one  compact 
nation. 

These  are  the  people  that  have  been 
made  by  the  public  schools  of  the  United 
States.  Now  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  giving 
from  the  addresses  of  some  of  the  president* 
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of  the  United  States  certain  brief  quotations  ; 
to  show  what  the  chief  magistrates  of  that 
republic  have  thought  of  public  schools. 
I  do  this  not  to  attack  the  religion  of  any 
tody  of  people,  for  the  question  of  dogma 
has  nothing  to  do  with  religion.    If  any 
man  is  interfered  with  in  the  free  exercise 
of  his  religion,  that  Interference  should  not 
for  a  moment  be  permitted.   If  in  a  matter 
of  conscience  any  one  were  to  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  right  hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister, I  would  be  ready  to  resent  that  inter- 
ference and  to  put  the  one  interfering  In 
Lis  proper  place.    But,  If  the  Prime  Min-  [ 
ister  says  :    This  is  my  dogma  and  you  I 
must  bow  to  it,  and  if  we  do  bow  to  It,  what  I 
limit  can  we  place  upon  demands  of  this 
kind  ?    Why,  we  should  see  repeated  over  ■ 
and  over  the  humiliating  spectacle  of  the  I 
Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  who  says: 
w<?  must  yield  because  forty-oue  per  cent  | 
of  the  people  demand  it.    And  next  month  ! 
they  may  demand  something  else,  and  so  on  ; 
we  must  yield  again  and  again  upon  the 
plea  that  it  is  a  question  of  dogma,  until  the 
liberties  which  our  ancestors  suffered  so 
mui'h  to  gain  for  us  are  taken  from  us  at  the 
I  ehest  of  men  who  are  more  anxious  to 
hang  on  to  office  than  they  are  to  stand 
by  a  principle.     Martin  Van  Buren,  the 
eighth  president  of  the  United  States— 1837- 
Wl- said  : 

The  national  will  is  the  supreme  law  of  the 
republic.  In  no  country  has  education  been  so 
widely  diffused.  All  forms  of  reHgion  have 
united  for  the  first  time  to  diffuse  charity  and 
plely,  because  for  the  first  time  In  the  history 
of  nations  all  have  been  totally  untrammelled 
and  absolutely  free.  j 
And  James  K. .Polk,  eleventh  president — 
1S4.V1840— said  :  I 

N'o  union  exists  between  church  and  state, 
and  perfect  freedom  of  opinion  is  guaranteed 
to  all   sects  and  creeds.     Who    shall    assign  I 
limits  to  the  achievements  of  free  minds  and  I 
free  hands  under  the  protection  of  this  glorious  , 
union  ?    No  treason  to  mankind  since  the  or-  | 
ganization  of  society  would  be  equal  In  atrocity  1 
to  that  of  him  who  would  lift  his  hand  to  de- 
stroy it.  | 

These  are  the  sentiments  of  that  president 
ot    the   United   States   in   relation  to  the 
great  public  school  system  that,  even  at  that 1 
time,  half  a  century  ago  had  raised  the  down- 
trodden and  disinherited  people  of  Europe  | 
who  were  flocking  to  the  shores  of  the , 
United  States  and  made  them  what  the  i 
lAilmighty   intended  they  should  be,  not 
slaves,  but  creatures  made  in  the  image  of , 
Cod  and  ready  to  take  a  part  in  the  upbuild- ' 
inj:  of  a  great  nation. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    Does  the  lion,  gentle-  J 
man  (Mr.  Sain.  Hughes)  believe  that  Sails- ' 
bury  and  Gladstone  were  wrong  and  these 
presidents  of  the  United  States  right  ?  I 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.   I  am  ready  to  dis- ' 
cuss  Salisbury  and  Gladstone,  and  Balfour 1 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


and  Chamberlain  too.  These  men  take  con- 
ditions as  they  exist.  But  Great  Britain  Is 
developing.  Besides,  Britain  Is  a  more 
densely  settled  country  than  Canada.  The 
circumstances  are  entirely  different  

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Why  should  that  make 
a  difference  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  Liberals  of 
England  do  not  like  religious  schools. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  if  he 
thinks  that  England  is  behind  the  United 
States  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  England  is  behind 
(lie  United  States  in  the  matter  of  educa- 
tion, undoubtedly.  England  Is  the  mother 
of  nations  ;  it  is  to  her  we  owe  the  great 
federations  of  the  world,  the  application  of 
the  principle  of  central  control  in  common 
matters  with  local  control  in  local  matters. 
The  United  States  is  the  next  nation,  and, 
iu  spite  of  great  drawbacks  

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  England  is  the  greatest 
nation  in  the  world  in  spite  of  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  says. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  That  is  an  entirely 
different  sentiment  from  the  one  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lemieux)  expressed  in 
Quebec  in  lSOfi.  when  he  stood  before  the 
French  Canauinns  and  said  :  Are  you  going 
to  vote  for  Tupper  and  the  Tories,  who  spent 
$3.0<>O.UOO  for  guns,  and  who  are  ready  to 
send  your  sons  to  fight  Britain's  battle* 
abroad  ?  That  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
said,  and  it  was  proven  iu  this  House. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  re- 
fers to,  but  if  he  speaks  of  the  Transvaal 
War  

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  No,  I  speak  of  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lemieux)  said — in 
the  election  campaign  of  1896.  Let  me  re- 
call to  his  mind  what  he  said— I  know  It 
almost  sounds  as  if  he  were  irresponsible 
at  the  time.  The  then  member  for  Sher- 
biookc  standing  in  this  House,  pointing  his 
linger  at. the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lemieux) 
said  :  Instead  of  being  here  preaching  loy- 
alty you  ought  to  be  behind  the  prison  bars 
for  treason.  This  he  shid  to  the  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Lemieux)  iu  my  own  hearing, 
and  in  that  of  many  members  now  In  this 
House.  And  what  was  the  reason  ?  Be- 
cause the  hon.  gentleman  had  appealed  to 
the  prejudices  of  the  people  of  Quebec  say- 
ing :  Will  you  vote  for  Tupper  and  Tories, 
who  spent  $3,000,000  of  the  people's  money 
to  buy  rifles  and  who  will  send  your  sons 
to  fight  Britain's  battles  ? 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes)  is  wholly  astray.  I  never 
held  any  such  language.  I  never  met  the 
l.on.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Worth- 
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ington)  in  that  campaign.  But  I  did  meet 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster)  

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  refer  to  Mr. 
Mcintosh,  who  formerly  represented  Sher- 
brooke  in  this  House. 

Mr.  LEMIEDX.  I  never  met  Mr.  Mcintosh 
on  the  platform.  I  spoke  once  in  the  county 
of  Sherbrooke  

Mr.  BENNETT.    Bear,  hear. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Yes,  I  spoke  once  in  the 
county  of  Sherbrooke.  And  if  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Xorth  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  then, 
I  think,  the  member  for  King's,  New  Bruns- 
wick, 'were  here,  I  would  ask  him  to  corro- 
borate what  I  say.  I  spoke  in  English,  but 
I  never  used  such  language  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  attributes  to  me. 
I  would  not  dare  to  speak  in  that  way  in 
the  province  of  Quebec — I  should  be  afraid 
of  being  stoned  by  my  fellow-countrymen 
if  I  did  so.  But  I  am  sorry  to  see  an  ultra 
loyalist  placing  Great  Britain  behind  the 
United  States.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes) 
siiy  such  a  thing. 

Mr.  SAM  HUGHES.  I  was  not  stating 
what  I  heard  myself.  I  snid  that  the  former 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke,  Mr.  Mcintosh 
had  pointed  his  finger  at  the  present  Solici- 
tor General  and  told  him  from  his  place  in 
this  House  that,  instead  of  being  here 
and  pleaching  loyalty  he  should  be  behind 
the  bars  of  a  jail  for  treason.  These 
ate  matters  for  them  to  settle  among  them- 
selves. I  will  proceed  with  the  quotations 
I  was  giving  from  the  presidents  of  the 
United  States  on  the  subject  of  common 
schools  and  public  education.  Millard  Fill- 
more, the  thirteenth  president— 1850-1S53— 
said  : 

Our  common  schools  are  diffusing  intelligence 
among  the  people  and  our  industry  is  fast  ac- 
cumulating the  comforts  and  luxuries  of  life. 

And  Andrew  Johnston  the  seventeenth 
president — 1S03-1S00— said  : 

Here  more  and  more  care  is  given  to  provide 
education  for  every  one  born  ou  our  soil.  Here 
religion,  released  from  political  connection 
with  the  civil  government,  refuses  to  subserve 
the  craft  of  statesmen,  and  becomes  in  its  in- 
dependence the  spiritual  life  of  the  people. 
Here  toleration  is'  extended  to  every  opinion, 
in  the  quiet  certainty  that  truth  needs  only  a 
fair  field  to  secure  the  victory. 

Let  me  commend  the  words  of  this  dis- 
tinguished president  to  the  right  hon.  Prime 
Minister  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  These  words 
of  the  different  presidents  show  that,  step 
by  step,  as  the  great  republic  advanced,  as 
it  became  broader,  stronger  and  more  inclus- 
ive, it  was  able  to  assimilate  more  of  the 
disinherited  masses  of  Europe,  even  in  their 
Ignorance  and  filth.  And  there  is  one  cause 
for  this  regenerative  power  of  the  United 


States,  a  power  that  no  other  nation  has 
been  able  to  show.  That  power  was  due 
to  the  public  school  system  of  the  United 
(States.  Ulysses  S.  Grant,  the  eighteenth 
president— 1869-1877— said : 

We  are  blessed  with  peace  at  home,  with 
facilities  for  every  mortal  to  acquire  an  educa- 
tion ;  with  Institutions  closing  to  none  the 
avenues  to  fame,  or  any  blessing  to  fortune 
that  may  be  coveted  ;  with  freedom  of  the  pul- 
pit, the  press,  and  the  school. 

Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  the  nineteenth  presi- 
dent—1877-1881— said  : 

To  education  more  than  to  any  other  agency 
we  are  to  look  as  the  resource  for  the  advance- 
ment of  the  people  in  the  requisite  knowledge 
and  appreciation  of  their  rights  and  responsi- 
bilities as  citizens,  and  I  desire  to  repeat  the 
suggestion  contained  In  my  former  message  in 
behalf  of  the  enactment  of  appropriate  measures 
by  congress  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
with  national  aid  the  local  systems  of  educa- 
tion in  the  several  states. 

The  sanctity  of  marriage  and  the  family  re- 
lation are  the  corner-stone  of  our  American 
society  and  civilization.  Religious  liberty  and 
the  separation  of  church  and  state  are  among 
the  elementary  Ideas  of  free  Institutions. 

They  develop  the  individuality  of  the  citi- 
zen, and  we  find  in  the  history  of  the  United 
.States  a  struggle  between  the  individual 
man  on  one  hand  and  a  control  by  corpora- 
tions on  the  other.  Benjamin  Harrison 
says: 

The  masses  of  our  people  are  better  fed, 
clothed  and  housed  than  their  fathers  were. 
The  facilities  for  popular  education  have  been 
vastly  enlarged  and  more  generally  diffused. 

Another  testimony  to  the  upbuilding  of  a 
great  people  by  the  free  public  school,  where 
Koman  Catholic  and  Protestant,  Jew  and 
Gentile  children  sit  side  by  side  in  the 
schools,  never  asking  the  question  to  what 
creed  each  belongs  or  what  relationship 
exists  between  each  one's  conscience  and 
his  God,  but  all  working  together  as  Am- 
ericans, or  as  Canadians,  shoulder  to  should- 
er in  achieving  the  great  destiny  that  is 
ahead  of  us.    Win.  McKinley  said: 

A  grave  peril  to  the  republic  would  be  a 
citizenship  too  ignorant  to  understand,  or  too 
vicious  to  appreciate,  the  great  value  and  bene- 
ficence of  our  institutions  and  laws,  and  against 
all  who  come  here  and  make  war  upon  them, 
our  gates  must  be  promptly  and  tightly  closed. 
Nor  must  we  be  unmindful  of  the  need  of  Im- 
provement among  our  citizens,  but  with  the 
zeal  of  our  forefathers  encourage  the  spread  of 
knowledge  and  free  education. 

Our  hope  is  the  public  schools  and  In  the 
university. 

I  may  say  that  at  the  time  these  words 
were  uttered  a  movement  was  going  on 
hostile  to  the  public  schools,  such  as  the 
movement  we  find  now  going  on  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  it  was  against 
this  movement  that  President  McKinley 
raised  a  warning  voice,  saying  to  people 
who  came  from  foreign  lands  that  they 
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must  observe  the  Institutions  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  President  Roosevelt 
the  other  day— and  he  cannot  be  charged 
with  being  an  enemy  of  any  church— one  of 
the  most  tolerant  and  broad-minded  gentle- 
men who  have  ever  been  honoured  with  the 
position  of  chief  magistrate  of  the  United 
States  says  : 

We  have  no  room  tor  any  people  who  do  not 
act  and  vote  simply  as  Americans,  and  as  noth- 
ing else.  Moreover,  we  have  as  little  use  for 
people  who  carry  religious  prejudices  into  their 
politics  as  for  those  who  carry  prejudices  of 
caste  or  nationality.  We  stand  unalterably  in 
favour  of  the  public  school  system  in  its  en- 
tirety. We  believe  that  English,  and  no  other 
language,  is  that  in  which  all  the  school  exer- 
cise should  be  conducted.  We  are  against  any 
division  of  the  school  fund  and  against  any 
appropriation  of  public  money  for  sectarian 
purposes.  We  are  against  any  recognition  what- 
ever by  the  state  In  any  shape  or  form  of  state- 
aided  parochial  schools.  But  we  are  equally 
opposed  to  any  discrimination  against  or  for 
a  man  because  of  his  creed. 

We  all  say  'amen'  to  that. 

We  demand  that  all  citizens,  Protestant  and 
Catholics,  Jew  and  Gentile,  shall  have  fair 
treatment  in  every  way  ;  that  all  alike  shall 
have  their  rights  guaranteed  them.  The  very 
reasons  that  make  us  unqualified  in  our  oppo- 
sition to  state-aided  sectarian  schools  make  us 
equally  bent  that  in  the  management  of  our 
public  schools,  the  adherents  of  each  creed 
shall  be  given  exact  and  equal  Justice,  wholly 
without  regard  to  their  religious  affiliations  ; 
that  trustees,  superintendents,  teachers,  schol- 
ars, all  alike,  shall  be  treated  without  any 
reference  whatsoever  to  the  creed  they  pro- 
fess. The  immigrant  must  learn  that  we  exact 
full  religious  toleration  and  the  complete  sepa- 
ration of  church  and  state.  He  must  revere 
only  our  flag  ;  not  only  must  it  come  first,  but 
no  other  flag  should  even  come  second.  He 
must  learn  to  celebrate  the  fourth  of  July  In- 
stead of  St.  Patrick's  day.  Those  (foreigners) 
who  become  Americanized  have  furnished  to 
our  history  a  multitude  of  honourable  names  ; 
those  who  did  not  become  Americanized  form 
to  the  present  day  an  unimportant  body  of  no 
significance  in  American  existence.  Thus  it 
has  ever  been  with  all  people  who  have  come 
hither,  of  whatever  stock  or  blood.  The  same 
thing  is  true  of  all  churches.  A  church  which 
remains  foreign,  in  language  or  spirit,  is 
doomed. 

These  are  the  words  of  President  Roose- 
velt, and  I  commend  them  to  the  First  Min- 
ister. I  believe  that  In  his  heart  of  hearts 
these  are  the  sentiments  of  the  First  Min- 
ister, and  at  one  time  I  believe  they  actu- 
ated him,  and  that  even  now,  if  he  allowed 
his  better  judgment  to  rule  him,  he  would 
rise  up  and  give  utterance  to  those  senti- 
ments. Now,  Sir,  having  given  these  quo- 
tations from  some  Protestant  authorities, 
I  will  come  to  an  Irishman— the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  prick  up  his  ears  a  little— for  the 
gentleman  I  am  going  to  quote  is  editor  of 
the  organ  of  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hiber- 
nians, a  paper  published  In  the  city  of  Chi- 
cago. He  is  a  distinguished  Roman 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


Catholic  citizen  of  Chicago,  by  the  name 
of  Hon.  John  F.  Flnerty,  a  member 
of  Congress,  I  believe,  or  a  senator,  and 
I  commend  his  utterances  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  because  he  speaks  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  country  rather  than  in  favour 
of  a  church;  I  commend  his  sentiments  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice  who  has  been  junk- 
ettlng  around  at  the  expense  of  Canada, 
going  to  Rome  and  elsewhere  In  the  Interest 
of  a  section  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  tolerant  and  broad- 
minded  sentiments  of  Mr.  Flnerty  will  ap- 
peal to  that  hon.  gentleman.  And  I  may 
say  in  passing  that  I  see  our  good  friend 
has  sold  his  stock  in  the  'Soleil,'  which  has 
been  telling  the  people  of  Canada  that  there 
will  be  no  compromise  on  this  school  ques- 
tion. So  we  may  expect  that  he  will  not 
take  the  extreme  interest  In  that  subject 
henceforward  that  he  has  In  the  past.  Mr. 
Finerty  says: 

la  brief,  then,  we  say  to  all  whom  it  may  con- 
cern :  Let  American  institutions  severely  alone, 
and  do  not  kindle  the  flames  of  a  bigot  hell  in 
this  grand  country  by  seeking  after  the  unat- 
tainable. 

These  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Finerty, 
speaking  in  the  city  of  Chicago  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  I  will  read  them 
again: 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
mau  know  that  Mr.  Flnerty  belongs  to  the 
Olan-ua-Gael? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    I  am  merely  say- 
|  ing  that  even  an  extreme  man  like  Mr.  Fin- 
'  erty,  and  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael— 
|  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is,  I  am  not  a 
'  member  of  the  order,  so  I  do  not  know;  the 
1  hon.  gentleman  possibly  knows— and  I  accept 
him  as  authority  upon  that  point — I  am 
merely  saying  that  though  he  may  be  a 
member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael,  he  holds  these 
views  on  this  great  question,  and  I  quote 
them  as  the  views  of  a  broad  and  tolerant 
citizen  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith  In  the 
United  States  : 

In  brief,  then,  we  say  to  all  whom  it  may  con- 
cern :  Let  American  institutions  severely 
alone,  and  do  not  kindle  the  flames  of  a  blgoc 
hell  in  this  grand  country  by  seeking  after  the 
unattainable.  Always  bear  In  mind,  that  the 
vast  majority  of  the  American  people,  of  all 
creeds,  will  stand  by  their  country,  her  consti- 
tution, her  laws  and  her  Institutions.  Any 
evasion  of  either  by  any  outside  force  whatever 
will  mean  war.  What  man,  what  set  of  men 
would  be  fatuous  enough  to  bring  such  a  curse 
upon  this  land  ? 

Continuing  Mr.  Finerty  says: 

We  believe  in  the  American  non-sectarian 
j  public  school. 

These  are  the  words  of  an  Irishman  and 
—I  take  the  word  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
'  —no,  the  prospective  Minister  of  Justice, 
I  the  present  Solicitor  General— that  Mr.  Fin- 
1  erty  is  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael: 
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We  believe  in  the  American  non-sectarian 
public  school,  and  we  believe  In  educating  the 
youth  of  all  races  side  by  side,  so  that  they 
may  grow  up  as  friends,  trusting  each  other, 
not  as  enemies  suspicious  of  one  another.  We 
believe  K  would  be  a  fatal  mistake  to  have  the 
American  public  schools  run,  or  controlled,  by 
ecclesiastics  of  any  creed.  As  It  stands,  the 
Catholic,  the  Protestant,  the  Dissenter,  the 
Jew,  and  the  Confucian  drink  at  the  same  deep 
fountain  of  knowledge.  All  have  their  separate 
religious  instruction  where  it  properly  belongs 
— in  the  church,  the  temple  and  the  Sunday 
school.  If  the  latter  is  not  provided  by  any 
particular  church,  the  fault  lies  with  the  church, 
not  with  the  state,  the  parents  or  the  children. 

These  are  the  views  of  a  prominent  Irish 
Roman  Catholic  of  the  city  of  Chicago,  the  : 
editor  of  the  organ  of  the  Ancient  Order  of  , 
Hibernians,  and,  as  the  Minister  of  Justice  | 
says,  a  member  of  the  Clan  Na  Gael  Society.  I 
When  General  Grant  felt  that  he  was  at 
death's  door,  when  the  fatal  disease  that 
was  wearing  his  life  away  had  made  Itself  ! 
manifest,  and  when  he  knew  that  his  hours 
were  numbered,  he  issued  a  mandate  to  the  . 
people  of  the  United  States.   I  shall  give  it , 
to  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  :  i 

I  suggest  for  your  earnest  consideration,  and  ' 
most  earnestly  recommend  it,  that  a  constitu-  > 
tional  amendment  be  submitted  to  the  leglsla-  | 
tures  of  the  several  states  for  ratification,  mak- 
ing it  the  duty  of  each  of  the  several  states  to  I 
establish  and  for  ever  maintain  free  public  < 
schools  adequate  to  the  education  of  all  the  I 
children  in  the  rudimentary  branches  within 
their  respective  limits,   irrespective  of  sex, 
colour,  birth-place  or  religions  ;  forbidding  the 
teaching  In  said  schools  of  religious,  atheistic, 
or  pagan  tenets  ;  and  prohibiting  the  granting 
of  any  school  funds  or  school  taxes,  or  any 
part  thereof,  either  by  legislative,  municipal  or 
other  authority,  for  the  benefit  or  aid,  directly 
or  Indirectly,  of  any  religious  sect  or  denomina- 
tion, or  in  aid  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  other 
object  of  any  nature  or  kind  whatever. 

As  this  will  be  the  last  annual  message  which 
I  shall  have  the  honour  of  transmitting  to 
■congress  before  my  successor  is  chosen,  I  will 
repeat  or  recapitulate  the  questions  which  I 
deem  of  vital  importance  which  may  be  legis- 
lated upon  or  settled  at  this  session.  First, 
that  the  states  shall  be  required  to  afford  the  • 
opportunity  of  a  good  common  education  to 
every  child  within  their  limits  ;    second,  no  j 
sectarian  tenets  shall  ever  be  taught  in  any  , 
school  supported  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  ■ 
state,  nation,  or  by  the  proceeds  of  any  tax 
levied   upon   any   community  ;    third,  declare 
church  and  state  for  ever  separate  and  distinct, 
but  each  free  within  their  proper  spheres.  ' 

Were  those  sentiments  to  be  uttered  in  I 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  we  would  find  , 
some  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  raising  the  cry  of  intolerance 
against  those  who  gave  voice  to  such  senti-  , 
meuts.    These  are  the  sentiments  which 
have  made  the  United  States  a  nation  that 
it  is  to-day.    The  perversion  of  these  senti- 
ments, as  it  has  been  carried  out  in  prac-  ; 
tice  in  European  countries,  has  kept  the  , 
people  hewers  of  wo,>d  and-  drawers  of  j 
water  to  the  aristocracies  of  those  lauds. 


Speaking  of  perversion  and  the  cry  of  in- 
tolerance, I  do  not  charge  the  hon.  member 
for  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McKenzie)  with  any 
intentional  perversion,  but  in  quoting  my 
hon.  friend  from  Qu'Appelle  (Mr.  Lake) 
last  evening,  I  think  he  put  a  wrong  con- 
struction upon  his  words.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Qu'Appelle  had  said : 

I  Intend  to  claim  the  privilege  of  briefly  put- 
ting on  record  the  views  which  I  hold  with  re- 
gard to  this  question.  After  nearly  twenty-two 
years  residence  in  the  Northwest  Territories, 
I  believe  firmly  that  the  public  school  system 
as  at  present  administered  is  the  one  best 
suited  to  the  needs  of  the  country. 

Then  the  hon.  member  for  Cape  Breton 
went  on  to  say  : 

He  says  that  he  has  had  twenty-two  years  ex- 
perience In  the  Northwest,  that  he  has  seen 
many  changes  and  that  this  law  which  is  now 
on  the  statute-book  has  given  satisfaction  to 
that  country. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  member 
had  read  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Qu'Appelle,  but  what  my  hon.  friend  from 
Qu'Appelle  referred  to  distinctly  and  clearly 
was  the  public  school  system  and  not  the 
separate  school  system.  I  believe  from  what 
I  know  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  would 
not  wilfully  misrepresent  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Has  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes)  ever  heard  from  any  quarter 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  a  protest 
against  the  existing  school  system  there  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  puople  took  the 
school  system  as  it  was  provided  for  them 
in  the  Northwest  Territories.  They  never 
had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  any  opinion 
iu  regard  to  it.  The  separate  school  system 
of  the  Northwest  Territories  has  been  pro- 
vided for  them  by  the  people  of  the  eastern 
provinces,  and  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  I  have  heard,  and  he  has  heard,  and 
will  hear,  protests  against  the  authority  and 
tyranny  of  this  parliament  In  attempting  to 
dictate  to  the  Northwest  Territories. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  per- 
mit me,  I  will  say  that  he  cannot  get  the 
liou.  member  for  Qu'Appelle  to  say  that 
there  is  aiiy  protest  against,  or  any  dis- 
satisfaction in  the  Territories  with  the 
school  system. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Qu'Appelle  gave  utterance  the  other 
night  to  his  views  on  this  question,  which 
I  may  say  are  very  much  more  satisfactory 
to  the  people  of  this  country  than  the  utter- 
ances of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Assinl- 
boia.  The  right  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment went  on  to  speak  of  crime  iu  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada.  I  am  not  going  to  take 
that  up.  Unfortunately,  there  Is  too  much 
crime  both  In  Canada  and  in  the  United 
•States,  but  by  a  strange  coincidence  the 
very  day  on  which  my  right  hou.  friend 
made  that  statement  I  saw  on  the  bulletin 
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board  a  notice  of  two  murders  In  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada.  You  can  scarcely  take 
up  a  paper  without  seeing  that  in  some 
part  of  this  Dominion  some  poor  unfortun- 
ate wretch  has,  in  a  fit  of  passion,  com- 
mitted murder.  Considering  that  there  Is 
such  a  lack  of  respect  for  institutions,  such 
a  lack  of  respect  for  professions  and  such  a 
lack  of  respect  for  public  honour,  the 
mystery  to  me  is  that  there  is  not  more 
crime  than  that  which  is  committed  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  J5j?eaking  of  divorces, 
I  was  a  little  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
First  Minister  should  touch  on  that  ques- 
tion, lie  knows  very  well  that  the  cost 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is  a  barrier  to 
divorces.  lie  knows  that  the  facility  in 
this  country  is  not  as  great  as  It  Is  in  many 
states  of  the  union  for  divorces.  He  knows 
that  in  Canada  mediation  very  often  comes 
in.  Friends  of  the  persons  concerned  and 
church  diguitaries  step  in  and  prevent  a 
consummation  of  divorces  ;  and  he  knows 
that  if  there  Is  one  thing  that  characterizes 
Canada,  it  is  the  goodness  of  the  women  of 
Canada  In  forgiving  the  derelictions  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  the  men.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  there  is  some  cause  for  divorce  in  Can- 
ada, and  that,  if  the  good  women  of  this 
■country  wished  it,  they  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  securing  just  as  many  di- 
vorces as  they  have  in  the  United  States. 
Then  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  read  us 
a  lecture  on  unity  and  harmony  in  his  own 
gentlemanly  way.  He  is  always  gentleman- 
ly. He  always  throws  down  the  gauntlet 
and  leaves  his  radical  friends  behind  him  to 
create  an  agitation  while  he  stands  and 
looks  on  with  calm  and  placid  demeanour, 
regretting,  of  course,  the  excesses  of  his 
followers,  and  cries  intolerance  against 
those  who  opiwse  him.  But  we  remember 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  friends  in  18.%,  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  other  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 
House,  when  the  right  hon.  First  Minister 
himself  threatened  that  If  he  had  been  on 
1  lie  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  he  would 
have  shouldered  his  musket,  because  of  the 
supposed  wrongs  of  the  half-breeds  of  that 
country.  A  lot  of  laud  grabbers  and  laud 
sharks,  knowing  that  the  half-breeds  had 
obtained  their  scrip  in  Manitoba  after  the 
first  rebellion,  knowing  that  these  half- 
breeds  bad  gone  out  and  settled  in  certain 
other  spots  in  the  remote  west  and  were 
claiming  scrip  again,  and  desiring  to  get 
control  of  that  scrip,  they  kept  urging  them 
to  raise  a  row  and  make  a  demand  for  the 
issue  of  the  scrip.  The  government  of  that 
time,  after  consultation  with  the  bishops 
and  clergy  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
they  being  the  best  educated  men  of  that 
country  In  that  time,  and  after  consultation 
with  the  officers  of  the  mounted  police,  de- 
termined, on  the  advice  of  and  by  the  re- 
quest of  these  officials  and  clergy,  to  issue 
no  more  scrip.  They  said  :  No  ;  we  will 
uot  Issue  scrip  again.  You  will  sell  your 
scrip  for  a  bottle  of  whisky,  you  will  sell 
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it  for  a  dollar  or  two,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
week  you  will  be  as  poor  as  you  were  be- 
fore ;  but  we  will  give  you  your  scrip  on 
condition  that  you  settle  on  the  land.  This 
was  done  at  the  request  of  the  authorities 
of  the  church  and  the  police.  The  only  ex- 
cuse they  had  for  rebellion  was  that  when 
they  did  settle  on  the  land  they  want- 
ed the  old  river  survey  Instead  of  the 
mile-square  survey  proposed  by  the  Domin- 
ion government ;  and  from  that  hour  to  this 
these  gentlemen  have  been  unable  to  find 
one  cause  for  rebellion  other  than  as  to  the 
particular  form  the  survey  should  take.  But 
the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister  said  on 
that  occasion  that  if  he  had  been  on  the 
banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  he  would  have 
shouldered  his  musket  and  fought  for  the 
liberties  of  the  people. 

Mr.  LiEMIEUX.  He  would  not  have  writ- 
ten letters  home  about  it. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  reported  as  having  said  that.  The  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  In  his 
speech  referred  some  fifteen  or  twenty  times 
to  the  question  of  rebellion.  Let  me  Inform 
the  Solicitor  General  that  some  of  us  who 
have  done  a  little  talk  of  rebellion  have  not 
been  afraid  and  are  not  afraid  to  back  up 
our  opinions  by  facing  the  music  ;  we  do- 
not  simply  stand  away  off  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  at  a  safe  distance  from  danger 
and  do  the  talking  and  writing. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  The  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sam  Hughes)  must  have  known  my 
brother  who  served  Canada  and  the  em- 
pire in  South  Africa,  came  back  with  his 
medals,  but  he  did  not  write  any  self- 
glorifying  letters  from  the  battle  fields. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  glad  there 
are  some  loyal  men  in  the  family  of  the  hon- 
ourable gentleman  in  Quebec. 

Mr.  "D.  D.  McKENZIE.  Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sam  Hughes)  point  out  a 
single  man  in  the  province  of  Quebec  who 
is   not  loyal  ?   The  hon.   gentleman  has 

j  taken  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  he 
was  glad  to  know  there  were  some  loyal 
men  in  Quebec  ;  does  he  know  any  disloyal 

]  men  In  Quebec  ? 

]     Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.      Does    my  hon. 

friend  come  from  Quebec?  I  think  he  comes 

from  Cape  Breton. 
Mr.  D.  D.  .McKENZIE.  I  come  from  Cape 

Breton,  and  I  am  a  Canadian,  Sir,  and  I 
i  hope  I  am  broad  enough  to  treat  my  fellow 

Canadians  everywhere  with  respect 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  My  hon.  friend 
wants  to  know  if  you  can  tell  us  what  Is 
the  law  on  the  subject.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie)  did  not  give  us 
all  his  brief  last  night,  and  perhaps  be  wants 
to  deal  with  that  aspect  of  the  case  now. 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKENZIE.  I  will  be  very 
pleased  at  any  time  to  deal  very  briefly  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes). 
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Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  We  find  the  First 
Minister,  not  satisfied  with  these  Inflamma- 
tory cries  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  com- 
ing to  the  province  of  Ontario  and  seeking 
to  inflame  the  public  of  that  province  along 
other  lines  when  he  cried:  'Hands  off  Mani- 
toba; down  with  Tupper  and  his  Tory 
friends,'  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  And 
yet  he  stands  up  here  to-day  preaching  unity 
and  harmony  while  at  the  same  time  he 
throws  Into  the  arena  of  Dominion  politics 
the  greatest  Are  brand  that  has  ever  for  the 
last  thirty  years  been  thrown  before  the 
people  of  Canada.  My  hon.  friend  from 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  been  charged 
with  being  intolerant.  Why,  Sir,  I  have 
been  surprised  at  the  tolerance  displayed 
by  that  hon.  gentleman  in  his  speeches  in 
this  House  and  in  his  speeches  out  of  the 
House.  He  has  displayed  a  spirit  of  Chris- 
tian fortitude— Jf  I  may  use  the  term,  al- 
though I  am  not  much  of  a  judge  in  this 
line— he  has  displayed  a  spirit  of  tolerance 
which  I  commend  to  my  friends  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  ' 

It  is  not  my  intention,  Sir,  to  discuss  the 
constitutional  aspect  of  the  question.  The 
leader  of  the  opposition  dealt  with  that 
phase,  and  no  gentleman  of  any  standing 
in  law  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  or  in 
the  country  has  dared  to  lay  a  finger  upon 
his  argument.  Minister  after  minister  arose 
and  they  practically  had  to  admit  that  the 
contention  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
in  his  interpretation  of  the  law  was  abso- 
lutely correct.  Our  good  friend  the  Prime 
Minister  claimed  that  he  stood  on  the  rock 
of  the  constitution,  but  after  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  got  through  with  him  it  turn- 
ed out  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had 
landed  on  a  mud  bank.  It  is  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  who  stands  on  the  rock  of 
the  constitution  and  who  in  doing  so  pro- 
claims his  adhesion  to  the  principles  of 
equity  and  justice  and  fair  play  for  all.  The 
leader  of  the  opposition  gives  to  every  free 
man  settling  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
a  fee  simple  deed  to  liberty;  the  leader  of 
the  government  would  blanket  mortgage 
the  charter  of  every  settler.  The  leader  of 
the  apposition  reposes  confidence  in  the  peo- 
ple and  shows  his  faith  in  his  fellow  man; 
the  leader  of  the  government  mistrusts  the 
west;  mistrusts  the  people  of  Canada  and 
he  places  a  handicap  on  these  new  provinces 
for  the  placing  of  which  he  has  no  mandate 
from  the  electorate.  The  leader  of  the  op- 
position regards  his  commission  from  the 
freemen  of  Canada  as  a  sacred  trust  and 
grants  to  each  of  his  followers  full  liberty 
to  vote  as  he  chooses  on  this  question;  the 
leader  of  the  government  refused  to  place 
this  issue  before  the  electors  at  the  last 
election,  for  he  ignores  the  people  of  Canada. 
The  leader  of  the  government  also  ignores  the 
territorial  government  led  by  Premier  Haul- 
tain,  who  not  long  since  had  his  policy  on 
this  question  endorsed  by  the  people  of  the 
west.   The  leader  of  the  government  ignor- 


ed the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior,  the  re- 
sponsible minister  from  the  district,  for  he 
consulted  only  the  Minister  of  Justice  and 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  leader  of  the 
government  ignored  the  Minister  of  Finance 
in  relation  to  the  great  financial  Issues  In- 
volved, and  he  hastened  the  Bill  into  this 
House  so  as  to  get  the  party  committed  to 
it  while  the  minister  was  on  his  way  from  a 
foreign  land.  The  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment Ignored  even  his  party  caucus,  because 
he  knew  he  dare  not  consult  It;  he  Ignored 
his  colleagues  in  the  cabinet,  consulting 
only  the  gentleman  who  had  the  manipula- 
tion of  the  affairs  from  the  beginning;  he 
trampled  the  commission  of  the  people  of 
Canada  under  his  feet  and  cast  to  the  winds 
his  boasted  love  of  the  English  constitution, 
believing  that  his  followers  would  meekly 
vote  as  he  commanded. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES  (Victoria  and  Hali- 
bm-toii).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  delighted  to" see 
that  there  is  one  good  representative  of  the 
cabinet  present  (Hon.  Mr.  Prfifontaine)  to 
take  charge,  I  presume,  of  the  business  be- 
fore the  House.  Before  recess  I  was  point- 
ing out  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
stood  on  the  principle  of  equal  rights  and 
equal  laws  for  all,  and  special  privileges  for 
none,  whereas  the  leader  of  the  government 
took  the  position  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
this  parliament  to  coerce  the  new  provinces 
in  the  matter  of  education— in  other  words, 
to  establish  in  those  provinces  a  union  of 
church  and  state.  The  maxim  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  was:  Is  it  right,  is  it  just 
is  it  fair  to  those  splendid  people  in  the 
west,  for  this  parliament,  representing  as 
it  does  all  Canada,  to  seek  to  enforce  upon 
them  the  will  of  people  who  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  schools  in  that 
country,  who  should  have  nothing  to  do 
with  tiieiu,  and  who  are  not  justified  under 
the  laws  or  the  constitution  in  interfering 
with  them  ?  The  leader  of  the  government 
takes  for  granted,  as  is  stated  in  the  press 
and  hinted  at  In  the  addresses  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite,  that  the  excitement  over 
this  question  will  soon  pass  away,  and  that 
In  a  few  weeks  all  this  discussion  will  be 
forgotten.  Let  me  tell  the  First  Minister 
that  down  deep  in  the  hearts  of  his  country- 
men, those  who  support  him  as  well  as  those 
who  oppose  him,  is  the  conviction  that  he 
lias  made  the  mistake  of  his  lifetime — that 
he  lias  destroyed  the  high  opinion  in  which 
he  was  held  by  a  great  many  of  the  people 
ot  this  country,  who  had  absolute  faith  In 
his  struggles  for  liberty  in  1896  and  on  other 
occasions  in  the  history  of  this  country. 

The  Minister  of  Justice  in  replying  to  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  abandoned  the 
ground  of  the  constitution  and  the  ground 
of  vested  rights,  and  stood  simply  on  the 
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foundation  rock  that  forty-one  per  cent  of 
the  -people  of  this  country  demanded  these 
schools  and  were  going  to  get  them.  Let 
me  tell  the  Minister  of  Justice,  in  the  first 
place,  that  not  forty-one  per  cent,  and  I  be- 
lieve not  ten  per  cent,  of  the  people  of  this 
country  demand  this  class  of  schools.  Simi- 
lar assertions  are  sometimes  made  in  the 
United  States  by  gentlemen  who  hope  by 
that  means  to  advance  their  own  political 
ends,  to  the  effect  that  a  large  percentage  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  people  of  the  United 
States  are  in  favour  of  parochial  or  separate 
schools  instead  of  public  schools.  I  shall 
take  the  liberty  of  quoting  to  the  House, 
not  my  own  authority,  but  the  authority  of 
one  of  the  cleanest  and  best  Roman  Catholic 
priests  that  has  ever  graced  a  pulpit.  I  refer 
to  the  Reverend  Jeremiah  Crowley,  of  the 
city  of  Chicago,  who  says  : 

Catholic  public  school  opponents  declare 
that  at  least  one-third  of  the  American 
people  favour  their  position.  I  deny  It.  I  am 
morally  certain  that  not  Ave  per  cent  of  the 
Catholic  men  of  America  endorse  at  heart  the 
parochial  school.  They  may  send  their  chil- 
dren to  the  parochial  school  to  keep  peace  in 
the  family  and  to  avoid  an  open  rupture  with 
the  parish  rector  ;  they  may  be  induced  to  pass 
resolutions  of  approval  of  the  parochial  school 
in  their  lodges  and  conventions  ;  but  If  it  ever 
becomes  a  matter  of  blood  not  one  per  cent, 
of  them  will  be  found  outside  of  the  ranks  of 
the  defenders  of  the  American  public  school. 
If  a  perfectly  free  ballot  could  be  cast  the 
Catholic  men  of  America  for  the  perpetuity  or 
suppression  of  the  parochial  school,  it  would 
be  suppressed  by  an  astounding  majority.  The 
plain  Catholic  layman  knows  that  the  public 
school  is  vastly  superior  to  the  parochial 
school  in  Us  methods,  equipment  and  pedagogic 
talent.  They  know,  too,  that  the  public  Is  the 
poor  man's  school.  They  know  that  the  public 
school  prepares,  as  no  other  can,  their  children 
for  the  keen  struggle  of  American  life  and  the 
stern  duties  of  American  citizenship. 

Bishop  Spanldiug,  a  high  dignitary  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  church  in  the  United  States 
says  : 

Fifty  years  ago  there  was  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  amongst  Catholics  in  this  country 
about  the  religious  (parochial)  school.  Un- 
fortunately the  clean  prelates  and  priests  of 
'  fifty  years  ago  '  were  whipped  into  line,  and 
the  unpatriotic  and  ruinous  course  of  attacking 
the  public  schools  prevailed.  * 

I  have  some  expressions  of  opinion  also 
from  gentlemen  occupying  very  good  posi- 
tions in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  as  to  whe- 
ther forty  per  cent  of  the  people  of  Canada  j 
are  in  favour  of  separate  schools.  I  quote 
from  an  article  in  the  Woodstock  '  Daily  Ex- 
press '  of  Wednesday,  March  8,  l'JOo,  writ- 
ten, I  am  informed,  by  a  Roman  Catholic, 
the  editor  of  the  newspaper  being  himself 
of  that  faith.  I  may  say  that  a  contributor 
to  this  paper  had  criticised  the  action  of  the 
government  in  relation  to  these  Autonomy 
Bills  and  that  the  '  Catholic  Record '  of  Lon- 
don, Out.,  had  attacked  him.  and  this  is  the 
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reply  of  the  Roman  Catholic  editor  of  the 
'  Express ': 

What  the  freely  expressed  opinion  of  Roman 
Catholics  would  be  with  reference  to  separate 
schools  is  a  matter  of  speculation,  and  our 
contributor  has  as  much  right  to  his  opinion 
as  the  editor  of  the  '  Catholic  Record  '  has  to 
his.  The  very  fact  that  Roman  Catholic  rate- 
payers are  not  Invited  to  express  an  opinion 
preparatory  to  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
school  may  be  interpreted  as  meaning  either 
that  their  opinion  is  not  considered  of  any 
great  value,  or  that  the  bishops  are  afraid  to 
trust  an  appeal  to  it.  If  our  contributor  was 
so  very  far  wrong  In  his  opinion,  why  is  it 
that  Roman  Catholic  ratepayers  are  not  con- 
sulted about  the  establishment  of  separate 
schools  ?  Why  Is  It  that  in  so  many  cases  they 
are  permitted  no  more  say  in  the  management 
of  separate  schools  than  is  necessary  to  give 
an  appearance  of  compliance  with  the  law  ? 
Why  is  it  that  the  bishop  deems  it  necessary 
to  Invoke  the  spiritual  powers  of  a  church  to 
compel  support  and  attendance  ?  Why  are 
Roman  Catholic  ratepayers  not  allowed  the  use 
of  the  ballot  in  the  election  of  trustees  ?  Why 
are  the  trustees,  in  some  cases  at  least,  not 
allowed  to  act  after  they  are  elected  ?  Is  it 
bigotry  to  draw  attention  to  these  facts  ?  It 
seems  to  us  that  the  '  Catholic  Record  '  would 
be  showing  more  respect  for  intelligent  Roman 
Catholic  sentiment  by  dealing  squarely  with 
the  facts  than  by  imputing  motives. 

Further  on  the  '  Express  '  says  : 

The  state  has  assumed  the  responsibility  of 
providing  for  the  education  of  the  people  up  to 
a  certain  point.  To  discharge  its  obligations 
properly  the  state  should  guarantee  that  the 
schools  should  be  free  and  open  to  all,  Prot- 
estant and  Catholic.  Jew  and  Gentile.  The 
state  does  not  interfere  with  any  religious 
denomination  ;  it  leaves  all  free  to  teach  what 
doctrines  they  will  and  how  they  will  ;  the 
denominations,  on  their  part,  should  leave  the 
state  free  In  the  matter  of  secular  education. 
The  duty  of  a  state  is  to  encourage  the  child- 
ren of  all  creeds  and  races  to  grow  up  together, 
as  Canadian  citizens.  Surely  it  is  not  bigotry 
for  a  public  journal  to  work  for  the  removal 
of  differences,  dissensions  and  prejudices  in  a 
country  whose  destiny  depends  on  the  ability 
and  willingnes  of  all  her  people  to  live  and 
work  together  in  harmony. 

These  views  of  Roman  Catholic  writers 
in  the  province  of  Ontario  refute  the  utter- 
ance of  the  Minister  of  Justice  made  before 
this  House  in  tones  of  defiance,  that  forty- 
one  per  cent  of  the  people  of  this  country 
demand  these  schools  and  are  going  to  get 
them.  Let  me  tell  the  Minister  of  Justice 
that  a  percentage  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  away  back  in  1861,  de- 
cided that  they  would  have  certain  rights, 
and  they  sought  to  enforce  their  will  by 
arms  ;  they  sought  to  disrupt  the  uuion  ;  but 
the  union  to-day  is  stronger  than  It  ever- 
was.  And  let  me  tell  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice that  he  cannot  get  forty-one  per  cent,  or 
even  a  corporal's  guard  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  follow  him  in  any  racial  and  re- 
ligious cry,  or  in  any  racial  or  religious 
struggle  iii  order  to  plant  separate  schools 
in  the  Northwest  of  Canada. 
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Should  he  undertake  it.  the  result  will  be 
that  Canada  -will  be  bound  together  more 
closely  just  as  the  United  States  has  been, 
since  the  great  civil  war,  than  it  ever  was 
before.  The  Minister  of  Justice  will  find 
that  he  has  not  caused  the  slightest  tremour 
in  the  hearts  or  minds  of  the  people  by 
threatening  rebellion  and  the  destruction  of 
the  constitution,  as  he  did  when  he  said  41 
per  cent  of  our  people  would  have  their  way 
in  this  matter  or  there  would  be  trouble. 
The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance  slid  off 
the  rock  of  the  constitution  and  took  to  the 
water,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  has  pointed  out. 

Mr.  BENNETT.    He  got  thrown  in. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Yes,  he  was  thrown 
in  but  clung  to  the  cabinet,  and  when  he 
stood  up  in  this  House  and  made  the  plea 
he  did,  he  presented  the  most  abject,  pitiable 
spectacle  it  has  ever  been  my  privilege  to 
witness  in  this  parliament,  and  this  is  the 
sixteenth  session  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
occupying  a  seat  in  it.  Just  fancy  the  man 
who  made  the  welkin  ring  from  one  end  of 
the  Dominion  to  the  other  in  1896  against 
any  interference  with  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba, who  has  been  quoted  often  in  this 
House  as  against  any  coercion  of  any  pro- 
vince— just  fancy  this  man,  when  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  issue  of  his  own  crea- 
tion, renouncing  every  shred  of  principle  he 
then  stood  for.  Shall  I  quote  his  language  V 
I  really  do  not  think  it  necessary,  and  I  do 
not  like  to  see  it  any  oftener  than  I  can  help 
in  the  pages  of  '  Hansard.'  But  what  was 
the  pitiable  plea  he  made  ?  Oh,  he  said,  if 
we  don't  accept  this  clause  the  First  Min- 
ister will  have  to  resign  and  we  will  be  all 
out  in  the  cold.  That  was  the  sum  and  sub- 
stance of  his  remarks.  Why,  the  whale  and 
Jonah  were  not  in  it  compared  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  principles.  The  whale 
merely  swallowed  Jonah,  but  the  Finance 
Minister  swallowed  both  himself  and  what- 
ever principles  he  ever  had.  He  pointed  out 
that  In  Nova  Scotia  the  Roman  Catholics  were 
handsomely  used  by  the  Protestant  majority, 
but  in  the  next  breath  he  turned  around  and 
said  we  cannot  trust  the  people  of  the  North- 
west to  do  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  in 
those  new  provinces  what  is  being  done  to 
that  same  minority  in  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia.  That  was  the  result  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's logic.  I  might  remind  him  of  an 
old  expression  taken  from  the  same  au- 
thority as  he  quoted  from  : 

The  man  who  sella  his  freedom  in  exchange 
for  broth  shall  make  eternal  servitude  his  fate. 

Both  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  practically  threatened  civil 
war  when  they  stated  that  because  41  per 
cent  of  the  people  of  this  country  wanted 
to  control  the  schools  in  a  certain  way,  for- 
sooth we  must  yield  to  them.  Where  would 
government  begin  and  end  If  such  a  princi- 
ple were  to  be  recognized  ?   It  would  have 


been  a  thousand  times  better  for  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  if  he  had  quietly  remained 
on  the  ocean  until  this  matter  was  finally 
settled,  and  still  kept  to  the  water,  rather 
than  have  made  the  exhibition  he  did  in  this 
House.  How  a  minister  who  has  sworn  to 
give  advice  to  His  Majesty's  representatives 
according  to  the  dictates  of  his  conscience 
can  remain  in  the  cabinet  after  publicly 
enunciating  the  principles  he  expressed  here, 
passes  my  comprehension.  Had  that  bon. 
gentleman  done  his  duty,  the  First  Minister 
would  very  quickly  have  found  a  way  out  of 
the  difficulty.  Had  he  stood  to  his  guns 
with  the  solid  province  of  Nova  Scotia  at 
his  back  and  supported  by  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  with  the  solid  North- 
west behind  him,  the  First  Minister  would 
never  have  dared  to  resign  and  go  to  tie 
country,  but  would  at  once  have  removed 
the  difficulty  and  left  the  people  ■  of  the 
Northwest  free  to  deal  with  their  own 
schools.  Had  he  adopted  the  motto  taken 
from  his  own  favourite  author,  he  would 
have  been  by  long  odds  the  most  popular 
man  in  this  country.  If  he  bad  taken  the 
motto ; 

Freedom  sternly  said  : 

I  shun  no  pang. 

No  strife  beneath  the  sun, 

Where  human  rights  are  staked  and  won. 

He  would  have  been  master  of  the  admini- 
stration to-day  in  place  of  meriting  the  con- 
tempt of  every  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Personally  I  have  always  been 
opposed  to  the  Introduction  of  religion  into 
politics  and  have  always  endeavoured  to 
keep  the  two  apart.  But  at  times  religious 
contentions  have  been  forced  on  us,  as  I 
shall  point  out  later  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa).  In  the 
province  of  Ontario  we  have  had,  on  the 
question  of  separate  schools,  an  agitation, 
prompted  by  differences,  to  have  the  im- 
proper amendments  made  to  our  school  law 
removed.  I  stood  up  in  that  fight  and  we 
won  and  prevented  tbese  improper  amend- 
ments being  perpetuated  and  put  into 
practice  in  our  province.  I  remember  well 
pointing  out  that  if  every  adviser  of  Sir 
Oliver  Mowat  were  a  member  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church,  it  did  not  matter  so  long 
as  he  was  chosen  on  the  ground  of  fitness 
and  ability,  but  that  no  one  should  be  chosen 
for  a  cabinet  position  simply  because  he  hap- 
pened to  be  an  Irishman  or  a  Scotchman  or 
a  Frenchman  or  an  Englishman  and  a  mem- 
ber of  a  certain  church.  Let  ability  be  the 
test,  I  contended,  and  there  would  be  no 
trouble.  But  on  all  these  matters,  there 
are  demagogues  who  take  advantage  of 
national  and  religious  prejudices,  men  who 
have  no  qualifications  or  fitness  for  public 
office  other  than  that  they  handle  the 
Irish  vote  in  this  locality,  or  the  French 
vote  in  another  locality,  or  some  other  votes 
somewhere  else  ;  and  these  are  the  men  who 
have  gained  ascendency  in  the  Liberal  party 
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from  tbe  days  as  far  back  as  1837.  It  is 
this  class  of  politicians  who  create  these  re- 
ligious and  racial  agitations  throughout  the 
country,  hoping  thereby  to  gain  a  promi- 
nence which  they  cannot  achieve  in  any 
other  way.  But  it  is  not  necessary  for  the 
men  of  any  race  or  religion  in  Canada  to 
resort  to  that  kind  of  thing.  There  are 
plenty  of  Irishmen,  Scotchmen  and  French- 
men and  men  of  every  nationality  who  can 
command  the  respect  of  their  fellow  country- 
men without  resorting  to  such  pernicious 
methods.  We  had  another  exhibition  of 
these  methods  in  the  person  of  the  Minister 
of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson).  On  one  oc- 
casion, when  speaking  in  the  city  of  Brant- 
ford,  that  magnificent  voice  of  bis  was 
raised  to  such  a  pitch  that  just  as  the  audi- 
ence left  the  building,  tbe  roof  fell  in.  Well, 
the  only  resemblance  between  tbe  Minister 
of  Customs  of  to-day  and  the  Minister  of 
Customs  of  years  gone  by  is  that  sonorous 
voice  of  his.  It  was  heard  in  Ontario  in 
1896,  when  he  exclaimed  in  stentorian  tones: 
Hands  off  Manitoba  ;  down  with  Tupper  and 
the  Church  of  Rome ;  we  will  never  be 
ruled  by  the  Bishops  of  Rome  ;  let  the  free 
men  of  the  west  show  their  independence. 
The  newspaper  speeches  and  posters  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  reeked  with  this  sort 
of  thing. 

And  he  stood  up  here  saying  in  effect : 
Pity  the  sorrows  of  a  poor  old  man  who 
wants  to  hold  on  to  office  ;  who  has  been 
for  thirty-two  years  in  the  saddle — I  think 
that  was  what  he  said — with  the  First 
Minister,  and  has  learned  to  love  him.  Well, 
these  are  great  constitutional  reasons  why 
two  provinces  of  this  Dominion  should  be 
tied  hand  and  foot  for  all  time  to  come. 
In  some  of  his  speeches,  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  wont  to  quote  those  grand  old  words 
from  Junius,  which  the  Toronto  '  Globe ' 
years  ago  adopted  for  its  motto :  '  The 
subject  who  Is  truly  loyal  to  the  chief  magis- 
trate will  neither  advise  nor  submit  to 
arbitrary  measures.'  But  there  was  not  a 
word  of  independence  from  him  the  other 
night.  It  was  only  :  Let  me  hold  down  my 
job  In  the  custom-house  ;  keep  the  ship  to- 
gether and  keep  ner  off  the  rocks  ;  I  have 
been  thirty-two  years  In  the  saddle  with  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  I  love  the  dear  old  man; 
and  I  am  not  fit  for  much  else.  Let  me  fell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  rule  of  life  is 
that  men  go  down  and  give  place  to  others. 
In  politics,  as  In  every  walk  of  life  In  which 
there  is  struggle,  men  disappear.  But  the 
sun  rises  and  sets  and  the  men  are  soon 
forgotten.  Had  these  hon.  gentlemen  stood 
to  the  constitution  there  would  have  been 
no  danger  of  the  Prime  Minister  going  out 
of  office  on  this  question,  no  danger  of  tbe 
government  being  broken  up.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  would  have  been  much  stronger 
than  it  is  to-day.  Had  they  done  this,  tbe 
acting  Minister  of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Hy- 
man)  would  not  have  been  afraid  to  face 
his  electors ;  Centre  Toronto  would  not 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


have  gone  by  default ;  ,the  government 
would  not  have  been  obliged  to  dangle  jobs 
before  the  eyes  of  their  partisans  from  the 
Northwest  Territories;  and,  as  I  am  remind- 
ed, the  tomato  man  of  the  party,  the  mem- 
ber for  Centre  York  (Mr.  Campbell)  could 
have  been  made  Minister  of  Agriculture  and 
need  not  have  been  afraid,  on  this  account, 
to  face  his  electors.  Not  a  constituency  in 
the  country  but  would  have  supported  the 
government  on  this  subject  Men  come  and 
go  ;  members  of  this  House  appear  and 
pass.  And  when  every  man  who  has  occu- 
pied a  place  in  this  House  shall  have  pass- 
ed and  been  forgotten,  the  principles  that 
are  being  discussed  to-day  will  live  ;  the 
principles— or  lack  of  principles— that  are 
'being  fastened  upon  the  people  of  the  new 
provinces  will  remain  to  remind  the  future 
generation  of  those 

Patriots  self-bound  to  the  stake  of  office. 
Martyrs  for.  their  country's  sake, 
Who  fill,  themselves,  the  hungry  jaws  of  fate 
And  by  their  loss  of  manhood  save  the  state. 

Now,  Sir,  we  all  admire  the  open  fearless 
dare-devil  rather  than  the  sneak ;  we  ad- 
mire tbe  man  who  holds  up  a  train  or,  flying 
the  black  flag,  orders  the  merchantman  to 
heave  to,  but  we  despise  the  man  who  slinks 
around  by  the  back  door  to  commit  some 
petty  theft.  Therefore,  it  was  a  refreshing 
thing  to  see  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Sifton)  stand  up  and  to  bear  him  bold- 
ly and  brazenly  admit  that  the  whole  policy 
of  the  government  was  wrong,  that  there 
was  no  question  of  the  constitution  in  it, 
no  question  of  vested  rights  or  control  by 
this  parliament,  nor  could  there  be  any 
question  of  policy,  for  it  was  a  wrong  policy. 
He  said  in  effect :  I  do  not  believe  in  separ- 
ate schools,  but  I  want  to  keep  the  old 
aggregation  together,  and  I  will  see  them 
through.  I  have  nqt  before  me  the  oath  of 
office  taken  by  that  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sifton)  as  a  member  of  parliament — he  had 
the  decency  to  resign  bis  position  in  the 
cabinet  before  he  made  the  speech  to  which 
I  have  referred — but  I  would  recommend 
him  to  walk  into  the  clerk's  room  and  read 
it.  And  if.  in  the  light  of  that  oath,  he 
can  reconcile  bis  speech  and  his  vote,  he 
will  prove  himself  able  to  turn  a  shorter 
corner  than  I  think  he  can. 

The  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bour- 
assa),  who  is  now  conveniently  out  of  the 
House,  is  credited  with  having  written  cer- 
tain articles  for  '  La  Natlonaliste,'  warning 
the  ex-Mlnlster  of  the  Interior  of  his  duty 
to  support  the  party,  and  warning  him  that 
if  he  persisted  In  wrecking  this  government 
some  very  unpleasant  things  would  be 
brought  before  the  public.  It  is  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  know  what  it  Is  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Bourassa)  referred  to.  We 
want  him  to  stand  up  in  this  House,  to 
show  himself  brave  for  once  in  his  life, 
and  let  the  public  know  what  was  meant 
by  this  threat  that  brought  the  ex-Mlnlster 
of  the  Interior  so  quickly  back  into  line.  I 
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suppose  that  occasion  will  be  found,  later  on, 
to  inquire  further  into  this  matter.  A  friend 
■of  mine,  always  a  great  admirer  of  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  dropped  me  a  line 
the  other  day.   He  says  : 

I  am  reading  carefully  all  that  is  being  said 
and  done  these  days  at  Ottawa.  The  situation 
is  simply  appalling.  The  people  are  perplexed 
and  confounded.  This  Is  the  boldest  card  ever 
played  in  Canada,  and  I  am  afraid  that  it  will 
■win.  I  am  anxiously  waiting  Sifton's  speech 
in  the  papers  to-morrow.  My  present  notion 
is,  that  he  will  go  back  to  Laurler.  If  he  does 
my  suspicion  is,  that  the  whole  thing  was  a 
fake  from  the  beginning.  He  did  not  '  go  *  out, 
but  was  '  sent '  out  for  the  purpose  of  leading 
the  westerners  back.  He  recalls  the  artful 
method  resorted  to  by  Armour  of  Chicago,  in 
leading  his  wild  steers  from  the  ranches  up  to 
the  slaughter  house.  As  they  smell  danger 
from  afar.  Armour  keeps  a  large  Mexican  steer, 
fat  and  sleek,  which  he  has  trained  to  rush  into 
the  bolting  stubborn  throng,  frolic  round  and 
play  up  '  big '  for  a  few  minutes,  then  he  takes 
the  lead  straight  for  the  slaughter  house,  when 
all  the  others  follow  ;  the  gates  close  behind, 
and  the  big  brute  quietly  steps  to  one  side  into 
a  stall  for  a  fine  feed  of  boiled  oats. 

The  next  day,  on  March  25th.  he  wrote 
again.    He  said : 

I  have  just  read  Sifton's  speech.  I  forgot  to 
tell  you  that  the  boys  around  Armour's  call 
that  big  steer  Judas. 

Mow,  let  me  quote  an  extract  or  two  from 
the  Reverend  Jeremiah  Crowley,  a  Roman 
Catholic  priest  of  the  city  of  Chicago.  Re- 
cently the  government  of  France,  which 
has  been  Roman  Catholic  from  time  im- 
memorial and  which  had  a  concordat  with 
Rome,  has  abolished  that  concordat  and  has 
expelled  certain  religious  orders  in  that 
country.  The  Reverend  Mr.  Crowley,  him- 
self a  Roman  Catholic  priest  in  good  stand- 
ing, against  whom  his  most  malignant 
enemy  has  not  been  able  to  produce  a  single 
charge  as  to  either  his  moral  or  spiritual  con- 
duct, points  out  that  these  members  of  these 
religious  orders  come,  in  large  numbers  to 
the  continent  of  America  and  are  encour- 
aged by  the  higher  authorities  of  the  church, 
and  that  they  work  against  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  as 
well  as  against  the  public  schools  of  the 
United  States.  And  he  closes  his  argument 
upon  that  subject  with  these  words  : 

I  submit  to  the  American  people  this  ques- 
tion :  Is  it  to  the  best  interests  of  the  nation 
that  a  multitude  (now  over  a  million)  of  Its 
•children  should  receive  their  secular  education 
in  schools  which,  for  their  highest  supervision, 
are  subject  to  ecclesiastics  whose  perpetual  re- 
sidence is  in  Europe,  who  have  never  seen  the 
shores  of  America,  who  are  strangers  to  our 
language,  our  customs  and  our  laws,  and  who 
attack  Americanisms  ? 

This  is  a  quotation  from  that  gentleman. 
I  will  now  come  to  some  of  my  Irish  fellow 
countrymen,  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
who  have  expressed  very  strong  opinions  on 
these  matters.    In  the  United  States,  as 


well  as  in  Canada,  there  is  an  organized 
attempt  to  force  clerical  schools  upon  the 
people.  There  is  there  what  is  called  a 
federation  of  church  societies  who  are  en- 
gaged in  this  work,  openly,  there  is  no  se- 
cret about  it.  I  know  that  it  is  customary 
for  some  people  to  speak  with  bated  breath 
and  bowed  head  when  speaking  of  corpo- 
rations ;  but  a  corporation  is  a  corporation 
the  world  over,  whether  in  the  United 
States  or  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  As  I 
say  there  is  in  the  United  States  a  union 
of  Roman  Catholic  church  societies  whose 
openly  proclaimed  object  is  to  bring  this 
question  into  the  politics  of  the  country, 
au,l  to  create  a  great  middle  party  if  pos- 
sible, and  thus  to  force  the  two  parties  in 
the  United  States  to  come  to  its  terms 
Now,  a  number  of  prominent  Irishmen  have 
been  consulted  on  this  matter,  Irish  Roman 
Catholics,  and  I  will  give  quotations  from 
a  few  of  them.  Here  is  one  from  Mr.  John 
i.  Kelly  a  leading  resident  and  business 
man  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin- 
these  quotations  are  all  from  the  residents 
of  the  city  of  Milwaukee.   Mr.  Kelly  says  : 

„„m.Caitb0"C  P°IitlcaI  Party  or  a  Protestant 
political  party  or  a  socialist  political  party 
has  no  place  In  this  country. 

Mr.  John  Toohey,  another  Irishman  : 
I  am  utterly  opposed  to  the  taking  of  any 
steps  in  this  country  that  will  have  a  tendency 
lLhrrfd8U  ,the  dlfferent  denominations  against 
each  other  in  government*!  affairs.  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  the  confederation  of  all  Catholic  so- 
cieties into  one  grand  body  as  proposed,  would 
be  one  of  the  gravest  mistakes  that  the  Catho- 
lics of  this  country  ever  made.  It  would  be  a 
step  backwards,  one  that  would  do  the  church 
more  harm  than  good.  It  naturally  would  be- 
get counter  sectarian  political  action 


Mr.  John  F.  Donovan  : 

•u1.0??  ?e,e  no  rea30n  'or  any  organization  of 
that  kind  In  America.  Catholics  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make  as  to  their  treatment  by  legis- 
latures or  by  citizens  generally.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  that  we  are  receiving  all  that 
we  can  decently  expect  or  demand. 

J.  H.  Kopmeier  : 

While  I  know  the  motives  and  purposes  of  its 
organizers  are  praiseworthy  and  commendable 
I  am  convinced  that  the  federation  movement 
will  stir  up  feeling  and  latent  bigotry,  defeat 
Its  own  purposes,  and  injure  Catholics  indivi- 
dually and  collectively.  A  Catholic  movement 
of  this  nature  will  beget  a  counter  movement 
which  will  do  us  Irretrievable  injury. 

C.  M.  Scanlon  : 

At  the  launching  of  the  movement.  Bishop 
McFaul  advocated  that  it  be  a  factor  In  poll- 
tics,  and  from  that  time  down  to  its  last  meet- 
ing it  has  been  dabbling  In  politics.  Its  con- 
ventions uttered  loud  protests  against  phantom 
wrongs  and  passed  resolutions  that  have  served 
no  other  purpose  than  to  record  its  blunders 
and  bring  reproach  upon  the  church. 

These  are  the  opinions  of  leading  men  In 
reference  to  this  organization,  given  on  July 
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2,  1904.  This  organization  had  just  been 
perfected,  and  is  throwing  itself  into  the 
arena  of  politics.  In  this  same  work,  this 
Roman  Catholic  priest  says  : 

I  love  my  church,  and  (or  this  reason  I  am 
fighting  these  organizations  in  it. 

This  gentleman  conies  to  the  front  and 
boldly  proclaims  the  object  of  this  move- 
ment—the same  movement  I  presume  that 
we  find  in  Canada,  with  a  similar  object  in 
view. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  That  is  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  demonstrate. 

Mr.  SAM  HUGHES  (reading)  : 

The  fact  is  that  priests  and  prelates  hope  to 
establish  in  the  United  States  a  Catholic  party 
modelled  after  the  Centre  party  in  the  German 
Reichstag,  and  to  make  the  Catholic  societies 
the  nucleus  of  such  a  party. 

And  he  points  out : 

They  think  thej;  can  work  It  out  in  this  way  : 
Set  afoot  a  movement  for  a  division  of  the 
school  fund.  That  movement  to  mean  anything 
must  exert  Itself  In  securing  pledges  from  can- 
didates for  the  legislature.  Neither  Republi- 
can nor  Democratic  candidates  will  give  such 
pledges. 

I  will  not  go  into  details,  but  I  will  say 
that  these  gentlemen  are  openly  

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  That  is  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Well,  the  same 
jrame  is  going  on  here. 

There  is  an  open,  notorious  and  virulent  hos- 
tility of  priests  and  prelates  at  home  and  abroad 
towards  the  public  school. 

Then  be  goes  on  and  shows  what  their 
tactics  are. 

1.  Bringing  of  the  public  school  Into  contempt 
by  characterizing  it  as  '  Godless,'  '  vicious,'  '  a 
sink  of  corruption.' 

Have  we  heard  any  arguments  like  that 
in  this  House  ?   I  think  we  have. 

2.  The  securing  for  the  Catholic  parochial 
schools  the  largest  possible  share  of  the  public 
school  tax  funds. 

Have  we  heard  anything  of  that  kind 
in  this  House  ?   I  think  we  have. 

3.  The  encouragement  of  other  sects  to  start 
sectarian  schools  and  to  demand  public  moneys 
in  payment  for  the  secular  education  of  the 
children. 

4.  The  securing  of  a  Catholic  majority  on  pub- 
lic school  boards  and  on  the  teaching  staff  of 
the  public  schools  in  the  hope  of  being  able 
thereby  to  lower  the  tone  of  instruction  and 
discipline  in  the  public  schools  and  thus  bring 
the  public  schools  Into  disfavour. 

5.  Securing  the  employmnt  of  nuns  and  monks 
as  public  school  teachers. 

And  so  on,  page  after  page.    I  commend 
the  book  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.    It  is 
written  by  Rev.  Mr.  Crowley,  of  Chicago, 
and  if  our  hon.  friends  will  send  for  it  be 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


will  be  delighted  to  send  it  to  them.  He 

says  : 

A  hurricane  of  hate  Is  brewing.  I  love  the 
Catholic  church,  and  to  save  her  from  destruc- 
tion In  America  I  write  this  book. 

This  is  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Crowley  him- 
self. 

Mr.  J.  J.  HUGHES.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  in  very  good  company.  The  man  he 
is  quoting  has  no  authority  whatever  to 
speak  for  any  one  but  himself.  It  is  not 
worth  while  to  take  much  notice  of  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  says,  but  he  is  really  mak- 
ing statements  that  have  no  foundation  in 
fact  when  he  says  that  that  man  has  au- 
thority to  speak  for  anybody. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  merely  tell- 
ing what  this  gentleman  says,  and  I  chal- 
lenge my  hon.  friend,  and  he  may  bunt 
from  now  till  the  morning  of  the  resurrec- 
tion, to  point  out  one  solitary  objection  to 
this  gentleman,  either  to  his  personal  or  his 
ecclesiastical  position,  which  will  reflect  upon 
his  character.  Now,  we  are  told  that  in 
Canada  this  does  not  apply.  I  will  read  an 
article  from  the  Bobcaygeon  '  Independent,  * 
whose  editor  is  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  who 
says  : 

Mr.  Laurier,  in  forcing  the  separate  schools 
on  the  northwest,  cannot  be  thoroughly  aware 
of  what  he  is  doing.  The  moment  that  BUI 
passes  a  movement  will  be  inaugurated  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Northwest  to  the  States 
A  break-up  of  confederation,  and  annexation 
means  an  end  of  French  domination  and  a  clean 
sweep  of  separate  schools. 

This  is  from  a  Liberal  and  a  Roman  Cath- 
olic, the  editor  of  the  Bobcaygeon  'Inde- 
pendent,' in  the  province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  Is  that  an  authority  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  He  is  a  very  good 
authority. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  I  am  Informed  that  he 
Is  a  pro-Boer. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Well,  he  is  In  good 
company.  I  am  told  that  my  hon.  friend 
the  Solicitor  General  was  a  pro-Boer.  I  am 
told  that  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for 
Montsnagny  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  also  ex- 
pressed himself  in  very  strong  terms  against 
the  action  of  the  British  government  in  the 
South  African  war  ;  and  other  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  have  very  strong  views  in 
favour  of  the  Boers— anything  so  long  as 
they  can  bit  the  British  empire.  Now,  Sir, 
I  stated  to-day,  as  one  of  the  offences  of 
these  gentlemen  against  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  that  they  had  destroyed  all  respect 
for  public  principles  in  this  Dominion.  We 
have  seen  them  on  the  trade  question,  we 
have  seen  them  on  every  question,  box  the 
compass  to  suit  their  own  purpose,  in  various 
I  ways  they  have  proved  themselves  true  op- 
portunists, with  the  result  that  the  public 
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conscience  In  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to-day 

is  at  the  lowest  stage  it  has  ever  been  in  the 
history  of  Canada. 

Public  sentiment  is  gone,  honour  is-  prac- 
tically gone,  and  now  they  are  endeavour- 
ing to  disrupt  and  smash  up  our  public 
school  system  and  when  any  faon.  gentle- 
man stands  up  and  opposes  them  the  cry 
of  intolerance  is  raised.  If  a  man  stands  by 
his  rights  and  opposes  these  iniquities,  why 
he  is  intolerant.  These  are  the  charges  that 
are  made  by  certain  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  from  time  to  time. 
More  than  that,  we  have  seen  the  hon.  Post- 
master General  (Sir  William  Mulock)  stand 
up  and  in  place  of  replying  to  the  argument 
advanced  by  my  friend  from  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  read  a  lot  of  rigmarole  stuff, 
debates  in  other  Houses  and  adverse  critic- 
ism of  my  hon.  friend  the  ex-MInlster  of 
Finance  and  we  have  seen  that  sort  of 
thing  going  on  day  after  day  in  this  House. 
We  had  the  lion,  member  from  Ottawa  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  the  other  night  standing  up  adver- 
sely and  unfairly  criticising  my  hon.  frlenJ 
from  North  Toronto  and  bringing  in  argu- 
ments that  had  no  force  or  effect  and  no 
bearing  on  the  question  before  the  House. 
That  has  been  the  policy  of  these  hon.  gen- 
tlemen throughout.  They  do  not  meet  ar- 
gument with  argument  or  fact  with  fact, 
but  seek  like  ink  fish  to  cover  the  trail  by 
improper  references.  This  Is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  what  is  right;  it  is  simply  a  question 
of  what  Is  expedient.  Abandon  your  princi- 
ples, look  to  your  pocket  and  position  no 
matter  who  is  injured.  These  are  the  max- 
ims of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Pay  no 
attention  to  the  pledges  given  to  the  people. 
They  are  made  to  be  broken.  The  max- 
ims of  the  government  are  simply  trampled 
under  foot.  The  principles  for  which  free- 
men have  fought  In  all  ages  are  taken  as 
naught.  Secret  intrigue  takes  the  place  of 
free  discussion  and  free  conference  among 
the  members  of  the  government  and  among 
the  members  of  the  party.  Is  there  a  min- 
ister in -his  place  to-night  who  can  stand  up 
and  conscientiously  say  that  he  was  con- 
sulted about  that  clause?  A  great  party 
following  the  principles  of  constitutional 
and  responsible  government  and  yet,  be- 
sides a  paltry  little  committee  of  the  cabinet, 
not  Sne  member  of  the  government,  not  one 
of  their  following  in  the  House,  not  one 
member  of  the  territorial  legislature  and 
not  one  of  the  members  from  the  west,  al- 
though only  fresh  from  the  country,  Is  con- 
sulted as  to  this  clause,  although  it  is  said 
that  we  are  living  under  constitutional  gov- 
ernment. Why,  the  Czar  of  Russia,  sur- 
rounded by  the  grand  dukes,  would  not  at- 
tempt to  pass  that  sort  of  legislation.  It  Is 
worse  than  taxation  without  representation 
which  caused  the  American  war.  Now,  the 
policy  laid  down  by  the  First  Minister,  as 
well  as  the  second  or  amended  clause,  im- 
poses the  will  of  other  portions  of  Canada 
on  the  western  freemen.  It  imposes  It  in 
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defiance  of  the  constitution  of  the  country 
and  it  establishes  a  principle  of  federal  in- 
terference in  purely  provincial  matters  which 
has  always  been  avoided  in  connection  with 
the  government  In  Canada  heretofore.  It 
establishes  separate  schools  in  the  North- 
west Territories  and  perpetuates  the  union 
of  church  and  state  in  that  great  country. 

Now,  we  have  heard  our  hon.  friend  from 
Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  point  out,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  a  great  many  tblngs, 
some  of  them  nonsensical  and  many  of  them 
very  untrue  and  incorrect.  I  shall  take  the 
opportunity  of  running  through  a  few  of  the 
choice  extracts  from  bis  speech.  In  one 
of  these  he  makes  an  appeal  to  the  English- 
speaking  majority  in  this  country  and  says: 
Consider  what  the  French  Canadians  in  the 
past  have  done  for  -the  development  of  this 
country.  He  makes  the  same  mistake  as 
the  hon.  member  from  Montmagny  (Mr. 
Lavergne)  of  believing  that  we  are  dealing 
with  the  province  of  Quebec,  or  that  the 
whole  Dominion  is  the  province  of  Quebec, 
or  vice  versa,  the  province  of  Quebec  is  the 
whole  Dominion.  Let  me  inform  him  that 
the  province  of  Quebec  is  only  a  portion  of 
the  Dominion,  and  a  very  small  portion,  al- 
though a  very  important  one.   He  says  that: 

Sir,  when  the  English  settlers  of  His  Majesty 
were  still  on  the  banks  ot  the  Atlantic  and  had 
not  crossed  the  Ohio  and  the  Missouri,  French 
Canadian  priests,  French  Canadian  traders  and 
settlers  had  opened  up  that  country. 

Slightly  exaggerated,  but  let  me  tell  that 
hon.  gentleman  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
schools  which  he  Is  advocating  to-day  and 
the  system  which  he  is  endeavouring  to  per- 
petuate in  this  country  the  continent  of 
North  America  would  largely  have  been 
under  the  control  of  the  French  people  to- 
day. Anterior  to  the  date  referred  to  by 
him  free  Frenchmen  had  planted  colonies  In 
Brazil,  in  the  coast  of  Florida,  Georgia  and 
the  Carolinas,  prosperous  colonies  of  free 
Frenchmen,  but  these  colonies  were  blotted 
out  by  the  connivance  of  the  French  gov- 
ernment engineered  by  the  same  system 
that  he  wishes  to  perpetuate  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  the  label  over  the 
graves  of  the  thousands  of  men  who  were 
massacred  in  cold  blood  was  this:  '  This  is 
not  done  as  to  ITrenchmen,  but  as  to  Luth- 
erans.' Had  it  not  been  for  the  interference 
of  an  organization  such  as  he  is  endeavour- 
ing to  force  on  the  west  the  whole  contin- 
ent of  North  America  would  have  been  col- 
onized by  free  Frenchmen— the  word 
'French'  means  free— and  we  would  not  have 
had  the  Improper  struggles  that  are  now 
dividing  this  country.  I  commend  these 
notions  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle. 
Another  point  he  dwelt  upon  was  this— 
I  shall  not  take  up  his  reference  to  rebel- 
lion to  any  great  extent— but  he  spoke  about 
twenty  times  in  reference  to  rebellion— the 
rebellion  in  the  Northwest  Territories  of 
1885,  the  rebellion  In  Manitoba— and  he 
seemed  to  regret  that  there  did  not  spring: 
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up  another  rebellion  In  1892.  Take  the  re- 
bellion of  1885;  as  I  explained  this  after- 
noon, when  the  government  wanted  the  few 
settlers  at  the  village  of  Batoche  to  take  the 
square  mile  survey  in  place  of  the  long  sur- 
vey a  rebellion  broke  out.  This  hon.  gen- 
tleman claims  that  rebellion  was  justified, 
and  he  regrets  that  he  did  not  bring  on  a 
rebellion  in  Manitoba  at  the  time  the  Mani- 
toba Act  was  passed  abolishing  separate 
schools  there.  There  are  occasions  when 
rebellions  are  just.  I  think  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  Territories  fully  appreciate  their 
position  and  that  they  will  make  it  rather 
warm  for  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  and 
the  government  of  Canada  in  connection 
wifeu  this  Bill,  first  by  a  constitutional  agita- 
tion, and  then,  if  it  is  found  out  that  this 
government,  in  spite  of  the  constitution,  are 
determined  to  insist  upon  forcing  this 
clause  upon  them,  1  think  it  would  be  ad- 
visable for  them  to  take  the  management  of 
their  own  schools  for  their  own  ends. 

Further  on  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
says: 

When  you  speak  of  the  liberty  granted  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  to  go  into  a  non-sectarian 
school,  there  is  no  such  a  thing  as  liberty. 

I  have  shown  by  expressions  of  opinion 
from  the  best  Roman  Catholics  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada  and  from  some  of  the 
finest  Roman  Catholics  in  the  province  of 
Ontario,  that  he  is  not  talking  for  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  of  either  Canada  or 
the  United  States,  and  I  shall  give  him  one 
extract  further  from  the  Rev.  J.  O'Donovan 
—another  gentleman  and  Roman  Catholic 
Irishman,  by  the  way— who  takes  the  ground 
that  public  schools  are  what  the  people 
want.    lie  says  : 

But  the  statement  that  state  secular  educa- 
tion has  this  effect  has  never  been  proved. 
In  fact  when  one  tests  it  by  one's  own  experi- 
ence in  the  immediate  circle  of  one's  acquain- 
tances the  assertion  proves  baseless.  Several 
of  my  friends  were  educated  in  non-Catholic 
schools  and  colleges  without  the  slightest  in- 
jury to  their  faith. 

I  do  not  know  the  gentleman  who  writes 
this  article  

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.   Ask  the  member  for 
Jacques  Carlier  and  he  will    tell  you   all  i 
about  him.  | 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  have  this  to  say,  | 
however,  that  if  this  gentleman  were  not! 
what  he  should  be  the  public  would  mighty  I 
soon  know  all  about  him.  The  hon.  member  I 
for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  gois  on  to  say  :  j 


When,  by  any  measure  in  this  House  or  in 
any  provincial  parliament  you  force  a  Roman 
Catholic  to  send  his  children  to  a  non-sectarian 
school,  you  are  committing  an  act  of  injustice 
Just  as  direct.  Just  as  much  against  the  con- 
science of  the  Roman  Catholic,  as  if  you  would 
force  the  Protestant  minority  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  to  contribute  to  Roman  Catholic 
denominational  schools. 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


Here  we  have  this  young  gentleman  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  schools  ;  be  Is  a 
bachelor  I  believe,  and  it  is  peculiar  that 
we  tmd  that  those  most  ready  to  give  an 
opinion  on  bow  to  manage  children  are  gen- 
erally old  bachelors,  aged  maiden  ladies,  or 
persons  who  have  no  children.  The  member 
for  Labelle  further  says  : 

We  ask  you  to  stand  by  us  and  give  the  same 
protection  to  the  Catholics  of  the  western  pro- 
vince that  the  Protestants  have  In  the  east. 

He  goes  on  to  talk  about  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  he 
praises  them,  but  these  two  statesmen  never 
had  a  more  bitter  opponent  than  the  mem- 
ber for  Labelle.  He  calls  these  schools 
Godless,  and  we  have  heard  a  great  deal 
about  Godliness  and  holiness  although  we 
do  not  see  such  an  awful  lot  of  it  I  have 
always  observed  that :  Holy  life  is  more 
than  rite,  and  spirit  more  than  letter.  You 
can  step  into  a  school  where  the  Bible  is 
read  and  prayers  are  recited  and  religious 
instruction  given,  but  when  you  have  not 
the  proper  spirit  evidenced  in  the  life  of  the 
teacher  you-  have  no  Godliness.  Place  a 
school  in  charge  of  an  honest-hearted,  clean 
young  fellow  or  any  one  of  the  thousands 
of  noble  young  women  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  and 
Sir.  the  very  atmosphere  of  that  school  is 
holiness,  purity  and  Godliness.  To  talk 
about  these  being  Godless  schools  where  the 
noble  young  women  of  this  country  are  In 
control  is  absolute  nonsence.  This  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bourassa)  speaks  of  his  entry  into 
the  arena  of  Ontario  provincial  politics,  and 
he  says  : 

I  was  but  a  boy  at  the  time,  but  I  was  proud  to 
stand  by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  and  help  in  his 
campaign  for  justice  and  equality. 

Well,  let  us  see  what  this  campaign  of 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat's  was,  for  justice  and 
equality.  The  Protestants  of  Ontario  never 
attempted  to  prevent  the  Roman  Catholics 
perpetuating  the  separate  schools,  nor  did 
they  ever  attempt  to  do  away  with  separate 
schools  in  that  province.  What  they  did 
object  to  was  the  illegal,  unfair,  and  unequal 
concessions  given  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
that  province,  and  I  am  very  much  surprised 
to  find  that  this  gentleman  who  tells #us  he 
was  but  a  boy  at  the  time,  started  out  In 
such  a  bad  cause  as  to  advocate  the  cam- 
paign of  Sir  Oliver  Mowat.  One  of  the 
things  that  grated  on  the  ears  of  Protestants 
was,  that  we  were  classed  with  the  negroes, 
because  the  third  section  of  the  Act  says  : 

Protestant  and  coloured  separate  schools,  may 
be  established  in  the  province  of  Ontario. 

We  were  classed  with  the  darkey.  AVhere 
we  were  in  the  minority  and  the  negroes 
were  in  the  minority  we  could  form  sep- 
arate schools,  and  that  is  one  of  the  things 
we  objected  to.  Another  thing  we  objected 
to  was  this  :  Where  -\  ProtesUnt  separate 
school  was  established  In  the  province  of 
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Ontario,  all  that  required  to  be  done  to 
break  that  school  up  would  be  that  a  Pro- 
testant teacher  should  be  engaged  In  the 
school  section  adjoining.  The  people  after 
having  gone  to  the  expense  of  building  a 
school  and  taxing  themselves  to  engage  a 
teacher,  if  the  school  section  from  which 
they  had  separated  themselves  engaged  a 
Protestant  teacher  that  instant  their  school 
closed  up  and  the  people  were  put  to  great 
loss.  Section  8  of  the  Ontario  Act  says  : 

No  Protestant  separate  school  shall  be  al- 
lowed in  any  school  section,  except  when  the 
teacher  of  the  public  school  In  such  section  Is 
a  Roman  Catholic. 

If  the  adjoining  school  section  engaged  a 
Protestant  teacher  It  closed  up  the  Protest- 
ant separate  school,  and  the  people  were 
out  the  money  they  paid  for  it.  We  fought 
against  these  things  in  Ontario  and  we  were 
right  in  fighting  against  them.  We  fought 
against  this  injustice  and  we  were  called 
intolerant  and  fanatical  in  the  press  and  on 
the  public  platform,  but  we  stood  to  the 
tight  and  although  as  history  shows,  we 
were  swindled  out  of  election  after  election, 
we  taught  the  people  of  that  province  what 
it  is  to  be  freemen.  Another  injustice  was 
this  :  There  is  a  clause  in  the  Ontario  Act, 
and  it  is  a  good  one,  which  allows  a  Pro- 
testant tenant  of  Catholic  property  to  deter- 
mine that  his  taxes  shall  got  to  the  public 
school,  and  the  Catholic  tenant  of  Protestant 
property  to  determine  that  his  taxes  shall 
go  to  the  separate  school.  We  never  ob- 
jected to  that  in  principle,  but  when  I  tell 
you  that  my  own  taxes  for  two  years  went 
to  the  separate  schools  you  will  see  that 
there  was  a  necessity  for  a  change  in  the 
law.    The  clause  in  the  Act  is  as  follows  : 

Every  person  paying  rates  whether  as  pro- 
prietor or  tenant,  who  by  himself  or  his  agent, 
on  or  before  the  first  day  of  March  in  any  year, 
gives  to  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  notice 
In  writing  that  he  is  a  Roman  Catholic  and 
supporter  of  a  separate  school,  situated  In  the 
said  municipality,  or  in  a  municipality  con- 
tiguous thereto,  shall  be  exempted  from  the 
payment  of  all  rates  imposed  for  the  support 
of  public  schools. 

We  objected  to  that  because  the  Catholic 
landlord  could  give  notice  that  he  wanted 
the  tuxes  applied  to  the  separate  school  and 
for  years  in  the  province  of  Ontario  that 
was  done,  and  although  the  Roman  Catholic 
tenant  of  a  Protestant  property  could  send 
his  taxes  to  the  separate  school  the  Pro- 
testant tenant  of  Catholic  property  could 
not  in  very  many  cases  do  so.  I  will  give 
you  another  instance:  At  the  village  of  Dow- 
neyville  in  the  county  which  I  have  the  hon- 
our to  represent,  the  people  were  living  in 
peace  and  harmony  until  a  few  monthe  ago. 
There  were  only  four  Protestant  families  in 
the  whole  school  section  and  some  forty  odd 
Roman  Catholic  families.  Thirteen  or  fif- 
teen of  these  Roman  Catholic  families  yield- 
ed to  the  infiuence  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergyman  of  the  place  and  they  went  in  for 
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a  separate  school.  The  balance  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  people  objected  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  the  separate  school,  but 
they  were  all  obliged  to  come  into  line  and 
to-day  there  are  four  Protestant  families  In 
that  school  section  who  cannot  afford  to  get 
a  teacher  of  their  own,  and  who  either  can- 
not send  their  children  to  school  or  have 
to  drive  them  miles  to  an  adjoining  section. 
And  because  we  objected  to  this  sort  of 
thing  some  gentlemen  stand  up  and  brand 
us  as  intolerant  and  tyrannical,  and  not  fn 
favour  of  equal  rights  to  all.  Such  a  state- 
ment is  absurd.  Another  assertion  made  by 
the  member  for  Labette  was  this  : 

I  wish  to  be  able  to  point  out  to  all  men  that 
here  Is  laid  down  In  our  constitution  the  clear 
written  principle  that  equal  Justice  exists  for 
all  and  that  Catholics  as  well  as  Protestants 
have  the  right  to  live  in  this  country. 

Will  he  point  to  any  Protestant  country 
where  Protestants  and  Catholics  have  not 
the  right  to  live  side  by  side  ?  Will  he  point 
to  any  country  over  which  the  British  ilag 
floats  where  liberty  is  not  equally  given  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  subject  ? 
That  is  one  of  the  principles  for  which  my 
lion,  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  who  sits  beside  me 
contends.  We  have  heard  some  jeering 
about  him  lately,  but  he  is  a  man  who  din- 
ing his  life  has  striven  for  that  principle. 
.My  uon.  friend  (Mr.  Sproule)  is  head  of  an 
order  in  which  he  as  well  as  the  humblest 
in  its  ranks  is  sworn  to  give  to  his  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  as  he  claims  for  himself.  Is 
there  anything  tyrannical  or  intolerant  in 
that  ?  You  cannot  show,  in  the  history  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  where  any  gentle- 
man pretending  to  live  up  to  the  principles 
[  have  enunciated  has  refused  to  grant  what 
I  have  stated.  I  could  show  in  the  city  of 
Hull,  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  the  Protes- 
tant stock  of  four  companies — the  IS.  B. 
Eddy  Company,  the  Ottawa  and  Hull  Power 
Company,  the  Gilmour  and  Hughson  Com- 
pany and  the  George  Matthews  Company — 
every  member  of  all  these  companies  being 
Protestant,  pay  $8,900.50  of  taxes,  of  which 
the  Protestant  schools  of  Hull  receive  only 
.«61>5.  In  the  province  of  Ontario,  were  this 
stock  held  by  companies,  every  dollar  of 
taxes  upon  that  stock  would  go  to  the 
support  of  the  Roman  Catholic  schools,  if 
the  stockholders  were  Roman  Catholics. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMEUS.  .  If  my  hou.  friend 
will  permit  me,  to-day  that  stock  may  be  in 
the  bands  of  Protestants,  and  to-morrow  it 
may  be  in  the  hands  of  Catholics  ;  nntl 
where  would  you  be  if  there  were  not  a  law 
to  distribute  the  taxes  proportionately  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  There  is  a  certain 
date  fixed  by  statute  in  the  province  ot 
Ontario  on  which  it  is  determined  where  the 
taxes  shall  go. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  In  this  instance  it 
is  not  a  partnership  of  persons,  but  a  part- 
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nership  of  interests,  in  which  anybody  may 
have  a  share  in  the  stock.  In  the  case  of  a 
partnership  of  persons,  you  would  take  into 
consideration,  the  religion  of  the  persons, 
but  not  in  a  partnership  of  interests. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  am  only  pointing 
out  that  in  the  province  of  Ontario,  were  this 
slock  held  by  people  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith,  every  dollar  of  taxes  on  that  stock 
would  go  to  the  support  of  separate  schools. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMEKS.  Yes,  but  any  stock 
can  be  sold  to  any  person. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  And  any  business 
can  be  sole',  just  the  same.  In  the  Montreal 
•  Gazette '  of  March  125,  1905,  I  And  that  a 
gentleman  of  the  name  of  Alderman  Deser- 
res  ro.se  and  said  : 

I  have  secured  from  the  city  comptroller,  a 
statement  showing  the  following  proportion 
of  commercial  property  owned  In  the  city: 

Roman  Catholics  i  634,900 

Protestants   5,577.800 

Neutral   21,522,420 

The  amount  which  the  Protestant  business 
houses  have  to  pay  to  the  '  neutral '  fund 
exceeds  by  $4, 900,000  that  paid  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  business  houses.  This  sum  at  40 
cents  a  hundred  dollars,  gives  a  sum  of  $19,600, 
which  divided  prj  rata  according  to  population, 
gives  the  Roman  Catholic  schools  the  sum  of 
116,200,  which  according  to  the  claims  of  my 
fellow  alderman  should  belong  to  the  Prot- 
estant panel. 

I  am  merely  pointing  out  that  the  Protes- 
tant  majority  of  the  province  of  Ontario 
have  been  unjuutly  charged — not  that  we 
care  anything  about  it — with  being  intoler- 
ant, I  assert  that  the  laws  in  Ontario  are 
more  favourable  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
minority  there  than  the  laws  of  Quebec  are 
to  the  Protestant  minority  of  that  province. 

If  my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  were  to 
remove  from  his  speech  all  that  he  says 
about  rebellion,  toleration  and  intolerance, 
there  would  be  a  very  little  left  of  it.  He 
makes  the  mistake  of  supposing  that  the 
privileges  of  the  English-speaking  people  of 
Quebec  were  granted  to  them.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  concessions  were  granted  to  the 
French  people  of  that  province,  as  England 
always  grants  concessions  to  any  people  in 
any  country  where  she  has  the  management 
of  affairs — the  right  to  use  their  language 
and  the  right  to  observe  whatever  religion 
they  choose  to  follow.  Those  concessions 
the  British  government  granted  to  our 
French  friends  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
and  all  honour  to  her  for  so  doing.  And, 
should  any  attempt  ever  be  made  to  deprive 
our  fellow-countrymen  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  of  the  right  to  use  their  own  langu- 
age or  their  right  to  worship  Almighty  God 
according  to  the  dictates  of  their  own  con- 
sciences, they  may  rest  assured  that  my 
hon.  friend  here  (Mr.  Sproule)  would  be  one 
Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES. 


of  the  first  to  go  down  and  resist  any  such 
injustice  to  them. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Hear,  hear. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  do  not  want  to 
hurt  the  feelings  of  my  good  friend  from 
La  belle.  His  history,  of  course,  was  absurd. 
All  through  his  address  he  talks  as  if  the 
people  of  Quebec,  and  they  only,  owned  the 
Northwest.  The  French  Canadians  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  toleration,  intolerance — 
these  •  are  the  stock-in-trade  arguments  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.    He  says  : 

I  may  remind  my  English-speaking  friends 
that  three  centuries  before  there  was  anything 
like  English  civilization,  Catholic  Spain  had 
covered  the  world  not  only  with  physical  power, 
but  with  civilization  and  enlightenment — with 
schools  of  higher  education  and  primary 
education  and  with  a  knowledge  of  all  human 
sciences  that  were  available  at  that  time  that 
no  nation  has  since  surpassed. 

Let  me  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  Spain 
has  not  been  in  existence  for  more  than  five 
hundred  years.  Prior  to  that  time  Spain 
was  made  up  of  a  lot  of  free  republics,  and 
later  free  monarchies. 

Mr.  L.  T.  HEMERS.   What  date  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  At  the  close  of  the 
fifteenth  century.  It  was  not  through  the 
schools  of  Catholic  Spain  that  the  arts  and 
sciences  and  learning  were  maintained  there, 
but  through  the  schools  established  by  the 
Moors  in  the  old  Iberian  peninsula,  before 
the  dark  ages  swept  over  Europe.  The  hou. 
gentleman  is  entirely  wrong  in  his  history. 
Another  mistake  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Labelle  was  in  speaking  of  the  United 
States,  where,  he  said  : 

People  recognize  that  what  must  save  the 
United  States  from  the  social  plague  which  is 
going  to  involve  all  nations  between  the  crush- 
ing burden  of  capitalism  and  the  equally  crush- 
ing burden  of  standing  armies,  is  the  influence 
of  the  Catholic  Church  on  the  working  classes. 

Well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  be- 
little his  Roman  Catholic  co-religionists,  it 
is  none  of  my  funeral  ;  but  let  me  tell  him 
that  I  would  hesitate  a  long  time  before 
I  would  offer  to  the  Roman  Catholic  people 
such  an  insult.  In  the  United  States  there 
are  only  10,000,000  Roman  Catholics  to  70.- 
000,000  who  are  not  Roman  Catholics,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  these  10,000.000 
are  going  to  lead  the  anarchical,  socialistic 
and  revolutinary  movements,  he  is  paying 
a  poor  compliment  to  the  people  of  that 
faith. 

I  would  not  dream  of  Insulting  the  Ro- 
tuaii  Catholic  people  in  any  such  way.  Let 
•  cc  tell  linn  that  what  is  going  to  save  the 
I ' n i ted  Stjitos  is  her  free  public  school  edu- 
cation, given  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  that  great  nation,  and  not  any 
church  or  system  of  separate  schools.  He 
says  that  never  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
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or 'in  any  part  of  tbe  country  In  which 
Catholics  have  any  control,  do  we  find 
the  display  of  passion  and  prejudice  we  are 
now  witnessing  among  those  who  advocate 
public  schools  against  separate  schools.  Well, 
I  do  not  believe  in  quoting  newspaper 
against  newspaper  or  speech  against  speech, 
but  you  can  take  every  minister  of  this 
government  and  you  can  quote  any  speech 
of  his  one  year  against  another  speech 
the  following  year,  any  time  within  the 
last  fifteen  years.  And  no  papers  have  been 
more  active  than  papers  supporting  the 
government  in  the  province  of  Quebec — 
which  I  presume  are  Roman  Catholic  papers 
—in  exciting  religious  and  race  antagonism. 
You  will  find  them  excelling  in  charging  all 
sorts  of  intolerance  against  the  Protestants 
of  Ontario,  and  you  will  find  men  like  the 
hon.  member  for  Labelle  going  through  that 
province  and  appealing  to  the  fanaticism 
and  prejudices  of  that  magnificent  people. 
I  have  every  faith  in  that  people,  but  we 
must  admit  that  they  are  not  as  well  posted 
in  public  affairs  as  they  should  be.  I 
regret  that  we  have  no  Ohapleau  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  to-day  to  set  the  people 
right  and  counteract  the  schemes  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  I  remember  when  the 
late  Sir  Joseph  Chapleau  stood  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  and  faced  the  demagogues 
of  the  Liberal  parity,  led  by  the  late  Mr. 
Mercier,  who  sought  to  inflame  the  public 
mind  of  that  province  In  connection  with 
the  Northwest  rebellion  and  other  matters. 
I  regret  that  to-day  there  is  not  one 
to  take  the  place  of  that  great  states- 
man and  stem  the  torrent  of  fanatic- 
ism which  is  being  spread  throughout 
that  province  by  the  demagogues  of 
the  Liberal  party.  But  I  am  confident 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  Quebec  people 
will  yet  assert  itself  and  that  in  a  short 
time  they  will  realize  how  they  have  been 
misled  and  told  fairy  tales  in  connection 
with  the  treatment  of  that  province  by  the 
British  people.  When  the  people  of  Quebec 
find  out  how  they  have  been  bamboozled 
and  humbugged  by  men  like  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Labelle,  they  will  place  no  more  faith 
in  that  type  of  man,  but  stand  by  principle 
rather  than  appeals  to  prejudice. 

When  Lord  Aylmer  was  Governor,  there 
was  an  address  presented  to  the  King  which 
was  signed  by  a  number  of  French  and 
English-speaking  people. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.  What  book  are  you  read- 
ing from  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  From  McMullen's 
History  of  Canada,  a  very  good  authentic 
work. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    Lord  Ayliner  said  : 

To  be  stigmatized  as  a  foreigner,  said  he. 
while  treading  the  soil  of  a  British  colony, 


sounds  strange  to  tbe  ears  of  an  Englishman. 
Those  who  make  use  of  the  term  should  be 
emphatically  told,  that  in  every  quarter  of  the 
world  where  the  British  flag  flies  every  British 
subject  is  always  at  home. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Mr.  John  Neilson, 
who  was  the  publisher  of  the  Quebec  '  Gaz- 
ette '  and  the  '  Nestor  of  Reform '  in  Low- 
er Canada,  was  stigmatized  by  the  Liberal 
leaders  as  a  foreigner  because  he  refused 
to  endorse  the  treasonable  sentiments  of 
Mr.  Papineau  and  those  who  signed  the  nine- 
ty-two resolutions.  This  is  what  he  said 
of  the  ninety-two  resolutions  : 

But  they  have  not  only  usurped  authority 
which  was  not  given  to  them,  and  produced  all 
the  consequences  before  stated  ;  they  have  ex- 
cited to  sedition,  rebellion  and  treason.  Their 
92  resolutions  of  last  winter  are  a  long  de- 
clamatory address  to  the  passions  and  pre- 
judices of  the  majority  of  the  people,  whom 
they  formally  designate  and  class  in  these 
resolutions  as  of  French  origin,  in  contradis- 
tinction to  British  or  foreign  origin.  They 
grossly  insulted  and  falsely  accuse  individuals, 
public  authorities,  and  whole  bodies  of  men. 
in  aid  of  their  attempted  usurpation  on  the 
established  constitution  and  the  rights  of  their 
constituents.  They  tell  the  people  that  they 
have  been  subject  to  a  long  series  of  in- 
justice and  oppression  under  the  British  gov- 
ernment. 

Just  like  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa).  We  have  exactly 
the  same  whine  made  by  demagogues  ap- 
pealing to  the  people,  we  have  had  this  for 
nearly  a  century,  and  It  is  about  time  Bojme 
one  undertook  to  educate  the  people. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMERS.  Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman contend  that  the  people  of  Quebec 
had  then  no  grievance  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  contend  that  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada  then  were  infinitely 
better  off  than  corresponding  people  In  any 
other  part  of  the  world. 

Mr.  L.  P.  DEMDRS.  That  is  not  an  ans- 
wer. 

Mr.  RAM.  HUGHES.  The  people  of  Eng- 
and  at  that  time  had  not  the  liberty  of 
government  they  have  to-day. 

They  tell  the  people  that  they  have  been 
subjected  to  a  long  series  of  injustice  and 
oppression  under  the  British  government — that 
allegiance  and  protection  are  correlative  obli- 
gations— refer  to  the  example  of  the  United 
States — and  finally  threaten  to  seek  a  remedy 
elsewhere,  if  their  demands  are  not  granted 
by  the  British  parliament.  If  there  is  a  man 
of  unsophisticated  mind  and  common  honesty, 
who  has  read  or  will  read  the  92  resolutions, 
and  say,  before  God  and  man,  that  such  Is  not 
the  bent  and  character  of  these  resolutions, 
then  I  will  consent  that  these  latter  allegations 
against  the  members  of  the  late  House  ot 
Assembly  should  be  taken  as  not  proven. 

These  were  the  opinions  of  a  Liberal  who 
had  fought  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  these 
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gentlemen  In  the  province  of  Quebec  In  the 
olden  days.  The  object  of  these  gentlemen, 
Sir,  in  those  days  was  agitation  just  as  it 
is  the  object,  of  these  demagogues  to-day. 
The  hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
endeavoured  to  prove  the  other  day  that 
the  agitation  in  favour  of  Independence  or 
the  establishment  of  a  republic  was  not  due 
to  Papineau.  But  In  the  heat  of  debate  in 
18355,  Mr.  Papineau  forgot  his  ordinary  pru- 
dence and  avowed  himself  a  republican  in 
principle.  He  said  : 

The  time  had  gone  by  when  Europe  could 
give  monarchies  to  America.  On  the  contrary 
the  time  Is  now  approaching  when  America 
will  give  republics  to  Europe. 

This  is  the  sort  of  stuff  our  good  friends 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  have  been  fed 
upon  all  these  long  years,  and  unfortunately 
the  plain  truth,  except  at  very  brief  Inter- 
vals when  men  like  Chapleau  stood  well  to 
the  front,  has  never  been  placed  before 
them. 

Mr.  IjBMIEUX.  In  the  good  city  of 
Toronto  does  my  hon.  friend  not  know  there 
is  a  gentleman  named  Goldwin  Smith  who 
advocates  political  union  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  have  never  said 
that  we  have  not  gentlemen  in  the  English- 
speaking  provinces  who  profess  these  senti- 
ments, but  what  I  do  say  is  that  when  men 
like  Goldwin  Smith  come  to  the  front  and 
advocate  such  doctrines,  they  are  answered 
by  gentlemen  who  speak  and  write  the 
English  language.  But  when  men  advocat- 
ing such  theories  go  through  the  province  of 
Quebec,  our  friends  bow  before  them  and 
wait  for  a  reaction  to  set  in  when  the  peo- 
ple of  that  province  will  find  out  for  them- 
selves the  true  facts  of  the  situation.  Speak- 
ing of  the  agitation  in  favour  of  toleration 
and  the  rights  of  the  people  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing,  the  historian  points  out  on 
page  44  that  indignation  meetings  were  held 
in  various  parts  of  the  province  at  which 
violent  resolutions  were  passed,  and  at  these 
meetings  Mr.  Papineau  was  the  chief  orator, 
and  was  escorted  by  his  countrymen  from 
one  district  to  another. 

Again  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny 
(Mr.  a.  Lavergne)  as  well  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Labelle,  dilated  a.t  length  on  the 
injustice  of  the  Britishers  after  they  had 
conquered  that  country.  I  wish  to  point 
out,  and  to  prove,  that  the  British  people 
used  the  people  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
exactly  as  they  have  used  the  people  of 
every  country  they  have  conquered,  they 
used  them  as  liberally  as  the  people  them- 
selves wished  to  be  used,  and  finally  the 
imperial  government  gave  to  the  people  of 
Quebec  liberties  that  they  had  never  asked 
for  and  did  not  want.   This  historian  says  : 

Before  the  conquest  Canada  was  a  purely  mili- 
tary colony,  and  subjected  like  France,  to  a 
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despotism  of  a  most  exacting  and  imperious 
character.  While  the  custom  of  the  Parisian 
tribunals,  and  the  edicts  of  the  French  monarch, 
formed  the  statute  law  of  the  country,  Its  ad- 
ministration was  confided  to  a  governor  and  an 
intendant,  who,  unchecked  by  a  public  press, 
and  having  the  patronage  of  the  whole  colony 
completely  at  their  disposal,  usually  acted  upon 
the  caprice  of  the  moment,  and  were  generally 
to  set  public  opinion,  such  as  it  was,  completely 
at  defiance.  Having  thus  means  to  provide  for 
the  more  educated,  they  either  silenced  or  en- 
listed on  their  side  every  person  of  influence. 
The  common  people,  steeped  in  the  grossest  Ig- 
norance, and  oppressed  by  feudal  exactions  sub- 
mitted without  a  murmur,  from  long  habit,  to 
the  arrogant  claims  and  pretensions  of  their 
seigneurs  and  also  of  the  public  officials.  The 
meanest  officer  of  the  government  was  regarded 
with  the  most  slavish  fear,  and  his  mandate 
promptly  obeyed,  while  their  superiors  were 
generally  looked  upon  by  the  habitants  as 
almost  beings  of  a  higher  order  In  creation  to 
themselves.  By  these  they  were  treated  with 
the  greatest  severity.  In  the  law  courts,  as  we 
have  already  seen,  the  torture  was  frequently 
applied,  while,  by  the  military  authorities,  they 
were  compelled  to  serve  as  soldiers  without 
pay.  and  in  every  condition  of  life  taught  that 
the  one  cardinal  virtue  was  a  blind  and  implicit 
obedience  to  those  in  power. 

This  was  the  condition  of  this  splendid 
people  when  the  British  government  took 
hold  of  the  province  of  Quebec  in  1763.  as 
portrayed  by  an  eminent  French  clergyman 
at  the  time. 

The  people,  ignorant,  and  what  was  worse, 
contented  In  their  ignorance,  looked  upon  their 
own  laws  and  customs  as  equally  admirable  and 
excellent,  and,  like  the  Chinese,  regarded  the 
rest  of  the  world,  France  alone  excepted,  as 
'  outside  barbarians.' 

Then  there  is  the  testimony  of  clergymen 
and  others  writing  about  the  country.  I 
will  quote  only  one  of  them— the  Duke  de 
Rochefoucault  : 

No  Canadian  has  just  grounds  of  complaint 
against  the  British  government.  They  acknow- 
ledge they  are  better  treated  now  than  ever, 
but  they  love  the  French — forget  them  nol, 
long  after  them,  hope  for  their  arrival,  and 
will  always  love  them.  In  their  estimation  a 
Frenchman  Is  a  being  much  superior  to  the 
native  of  Great  Britain.  The  farmers  are  a 
frugal  set  of  people,  but  ignorant  and  lazy. 

These  are  the  words  of  a  Frenchman,  writ- 
ing of  these  people  after  a  visit  to  Canada 
forty  years  after  the  British  conquest.  Then 
an  American  writer  of  that  time,  the  dis- 
tinguished scholar  Silllman,  says  : 

It  is  questionable  whether  any  conquered 
country  was  ever  better  treated  by  its  conquer- 
ors than  Canada  ;  the  people  were  left  in  com- 
plete possession  of  their  religion,  and  the  re- 
venues for  its  support,  as  well  as  their  pro- 
perty, laws,  customs  and  manners,  and  even 
the  defence  of  their  country  is  no  expense  to 
them. 

Then  what  becomes  of  the  cry  of  these 
hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  people  were  ground 
down  under  the  heel  of  the  British  govern- 
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ment  and  the  British  aristocrats  ?  No  coun- 
try has  ever  been  more  justly  treated  than 
was  French  Canada  under  the  British  gov- 
ernment. Here  is  another  extract  that  will 
show  the  conduct  of  the  British  government: 

The  impolitic  desire  of  the  home  government 
to  preserve  the  French  element  distinct  from 
the  British,  as  a  safeguard  against  future  revo- 
lution, completely  destroyed  this  prospect  

Referring  to  the  amalgamation  of  the 
two  peoples. 

 and  precipitated  the  consequences  it  sought 

to  avoid,  aside  from  preventing  the  gradual 
amalgamation  of  the  two  races.  For  a  brief 
space,  however,  the  British  inhabitants  were 
lulled  into  security  by  the  moderation  of  the 
French  Canadians. 

So,  it  was  the  British  government  them- 
selves who  first  insisted  upon  these  people 
taking  nn  active  part  in  the  management 
of  their  own  affairs. 

Air.  LEMIEUX.  Has  my  hon.  friend 
(.Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  lost  sight  of  the  little 
rebellion  that  took  place  in  Upper  Canada  ? 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  I  have  not  come 
near  the  rebellion  in  Upper  Canada  yet,  or 
near  the  rebellion  in  Lower  Canada  either, 
but  I  am  gradually  coming  to  it. 

But  no  sooner  had  the  French  Canadian 
'leaders  become  fully  aware  of  the  nature  of 
the  power  with  which  they  had  been  invested, 
than  they  gradually  excluded  persons  of  Bri- 
tish origin  from  the  House,  until  only  some 
three  or  four  remained. 

And  this  was  under  the  progenitor  of  the 
lion,  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa). 
And  that  hon  .gentleman  has  the  hardihood 
to  stand  up  in  this  House  and  preach  about 
the  tolerance  of  the  French  Canadian  peo- 
ple. Thank  fortune  that  they  have  been 
tolerant.  But  it  does  not  belong  to  the 
Liberal  party  or  the  family  of  Papineau  to 
boast  of  tolerance. 

The  French,  instead  of  the  English,  now  be- 
came altogether  the  dominant  language,  and 
assumed  the  aggressive  in  the  most  decided 
manner.  If  a  person  of  British  origin  aspired 
to  political  influence,  he  had  to  cast  aside 
every  predilection  of  birth  and  education, 
connect  himself  wholly  with  the  French  Cana- 
dians, and  also  learn  their  language. 

This,  Sir,  under  the  rule  and  management 
of  the  progenitor  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle.  Yet  that  hon.  gentleman  will  get 
up  and  prate  about  the  tolerance  shown  by 
the  French  Canadian  people.  As  I  have 
snid.  French  Canadians  are  a  tolerant  peo- 
ple, but  the  family  of  Papineau  has  no  share 
or  part  in  that  tolerance. 

Prior  to  the  formation  of  the  Papineau  party, 
no  systematic  attempt  had  been  made  to  ex- 
cite the  prejudices  of  the  masses  against  the 
natives  of  British  origin. 

Another  factor  against  the  hon.  gentle- 
man.   And  further  on  : 


Nor  is  there  any  ground  whatever  for  the 
supposition  that  the  conduct  of  the  French 
Canadians  during  the  war  with  the  United 
States  arose  from  a  feeling  of  loyalty  to  Great 
Britain. 

Now,  I  just  want  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  pure  agitator  and 
that  he  has  not  given  this  House  or  this 
country  in  his  addresses,  from  one  end  of  it 
to  the  other,  the  facts  of  the  conduct  of  a 
certain  wing  of 'the  Liberal  party  of  Lower 
Canada  towards  the  English-speaking  people 
of  this  country : 

But,  although  the  French  Canadians  were 
apparently  the  Liberal  party  of  Lower  Canada, 
owing  to  the  manner  in  which  they  advocated 
reforms  in  question  of  a  purely  British  char- 
acter, while  at  the  same  time  they  clung  ten- 
aciously to  almost  every  abuse  of  French  origin, 
the  citizens  of  the  other  race  were  the  real 
reformers.  The  very  constitution  Itself,  the 
first  great  measure  of  reform  was  the  result 
of  their  solicitation  

So  these  Britishers  could  not  have  been  so 
bad.  They  had  to  force  these  liberties  upon 
the  French  Canadian  people. 

 and  the  fact  of  the  province  having  been 

divided  was  not  owing  to  them,  as  the  able 
protest,  at  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
of  Lymburner  clearly  shows,  but  to  the  blind 
infatuation  of  the  imperial  government.  They 
were  foremost  in  all  great  public  measures  of 
utility,  in  the  building  of  steamboats,  in  com- 
merce, In  agricultural  improvements,  In  liberal 
educational  measures  

And  yet,  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  con- 
tended that  the  British  government  had 
kept  these  people  in  subjection  and  in  igno- 
rance, when  the  facts  show  that  the  British 
government  had  to  force  educational  meas- 
ures upon  them. 

 In  the  social  elevation   of   the  industrial 

classes,  and  thus  kept  full  pace  with  the  pro- 
gressive spirit  of  the  age.   The  great  majority 
of  the  French  Canadian  population,  on  the 
other  hand,  clung  to  ancient  prejudices,  to 
|  ancient  customs,   to  ancient   laws,  with  the 
,  unreasoning  tenacity  of  an  uneducated  and  non- 
I  progressive  people. 

These  are  the  words  of  the  historian  I 
I  have  quoted  and  they  cannot  be  contradicted 
!  or  gainsaid.  I  want  to  point  out  that  what  the 
!  province  of  Quebec  has  always  wanted  was 
|  a  free  man,  a  ni&n  who  would  stand  to  the 
'  front  and  lead  that  magnificent  province  and 
|  that  splendid  people  and  let  them  know  the 
i  facts  as  to  the  splendid  treatment  meted  out 
.  to  them  by  the  British  government  in  the 
days  gone  by. 

|    This  was  under  the  regime  of  Papineau, 
I  the  grandfather,  I  believe,  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa).  Speaking 
of  toleration,  the  writer  says  : 

In  order  to  check  the  settlement  of  the  east- 
ern townships  by  British  immigration,  it  was 
persistently  refused  to  make  grants  for  roads 
therein,  for  the  administration  of  justice,  for 
registry  offices,  or  even  to  permit  of  their 
parliamentary  representation. 
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Why,  I  am  satisfied  that  half  of  our 
French  Canadian  fellow-countrymen  before 
me  never  knew  that  such  tyranny  had  been 
practised  towards  the  English  people  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  by  tbe  ancestor  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Labelle.  They  did  not 
know  that  it  was  possible  that  men  who 
now  go  round  prating  of  tolerance  could 
have  bad  any  connection  with  such  tyran- 
nical acts. 

While  Papineau  and  his  followers  were  de- 
claiming against  the  tyranny  of  being  taxed 
without  representation,  they  deliberately  dis- 
franchised for  years  80,000  English-speaking 
settlers  in  the  Eastern  Townships  region,  lying 
between  Salmon  River  and  Lake  Memphre- 
magog;  and  who,  until  1830,  had  no  voice  what- 
ever In  making  the  laws  by  which  they  were 
governed  or  in  expending  the  taxes  which  they 
paid.  And  when  parliamentary  representa- 
tion was  at  last  reluctantly  conceded  them,  it 
was  so  hedged  about  by  restriction  and  ad- 
verse conditions  as  to  be  of  little  comparative 
value.  In  some  cases  when  English-speaking 
electors  could  not  be  otherwise  obstructed  in 
the  exercise  of  their  franchise,  polling  places 
were  established  at  distances  ranging  from 
thirty  to  fifty  miles  from  their  settlements. 

So  an  elector  had  to  travel,  under  the  be- 
nign rule  of  these  gentlemen,  from  thirty  to 
fifty  miles  in  order  to  record  his  vote. 
Is  there  a  French  Canadian  before  me  who 
knew  that  such  exactions  were  practised 
upon  the  British  people  of  Quebec  ?  I  trust 
that  when  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
agalu  traverses  the  province  of  Quebec, 
seeking  to  inflame  the  honest  peasantry  of 
that  province,  he  will  be  met  by  honest 
French  Canadians  themselves  who  will  tell 
him  that  he  is  not  taking  the  proper  course, 
who  will  tell  him  to  go  back  home  and  re- 
main there  and  give  up  his  demagoguelsm. 
Another  point : 

They  made  Immigration  from  the  British 
islands  

Mark  you,  that  Is  the  Papineau  party,  the 
party  of  toleration. 

They  made  immigration  from  the  British 
Islands  a  standing  grievance,  maintained  that 
they  alone  had  the  right  to  the  soil,  continued 
their  wretched  mode  of  agriculture,  save  in  the 
limited  area  where  the  example  and  success  of 
good  Scotch  farming  had  led  them  to  make  some 
Improvements,  disliked  all  nations  but  France, 
and.  as  a  safeguard  against  the  Innovations 
and  language  of  neighbouring  Anglo-Saxon 
people,  would,  were  it  possible,  surround  them- 
selves with  a  Chinese  wall  of  excluslveness. 

The  conduct  of  the  lion,  member  for  La- 
belle  to-day  shows  that  he  is  a  direct  lineal 
descendant  of  his  ancestor.  Now,  Sir,  I  find 
here  a  description  of  Papineau.  and  in  many 
respects  it  resembles  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  to-day  : 

It  Is  evident  that  Papineau,  the  great  master 
spirit  of  the  crisis,  had  never  carefully  gauged 
the  probable  results.  He  was  a  brilliant  orator, 
but  no  statesman  ;  a  clever  partisan  leader,  but 
a  miserable  general  officer  ;  a  braggart  in  the 
forum,  a  coward  in  the  field.  He  excited  a 
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storm  which  he  neither  knew  how  to  allay  nor 
direct.  Nor  had  Papineau  the  excuse  of  youth 
to  plead  In  extenuation  of  his  folly.  In  1837 
he  was  38  years  of  age,  a  period  of  life  when 
the  intellect  stands  at  its  meridian.  In  height 
he  was  of  the  middle  size;  a  man  of  good 
presence;  with  features  of  a  Hebrew  caste; 
while  his  heavy  dark  eyebrows  shaded,  in  a 
higher  arch  than  usual,  a  keen  lustrous  eye 
of  quick  and  penetrating  glance.  He  appeared 
to  be  formed  by  nature  for  the  eloquent  agita- 
tor, but  ndt  for  the  wise  or  prudent  legislator  ; 
to  act  upon  the  passions  and  prejudices  of  his 
ignorant  or  unreflecting  countrymen,  not  to 
make  them  happier,  wiser  or  better.  Familiar 
with  French  literature  and  all  the  old  lore  of 
La  Nouvelle  France,  he  appealed  to  the  feelings 
and  prejudices  of  his  countrymen  with  ir- 
resistible effect,  and  completely  carried  them 
captive  by  the  force  of  his  oratorical  and  con- 
versational powers.  But  while  Papineau 
thoroughly  understood  the  people  of  his  own 
province  he  knew  very  little  of  the  people 
of  Upper  Canada;  and  appeared  to  be  wholly 
Ignorant  of  the  feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  Queen 
and  constitution  which  then  ran  like  a  deep 
undercurrent  beneath  their  political  squabbles. 

There  we  have  a  description  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  under  the  rule  and  subject 
to  the  agitation  of  the  great  Papineau  fami- 
ly. I  trust  we  will  never  again  see  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  or  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  other  agitations  started  by  these 
gentlemen.  The  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
has  inflamed  tbe  minds  of  the  people  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  and  has  attempted  to 
justify  himself  by  preaching  the  same  stuff 
in  other  provinces.  He  recently  spoke  in 
the  city  of  Toronto,  and  I  was  asked  by  a 
gentleman  who  heard  him  If  it  was  not 
scandalous  fthat  such  things  could  have 
been  allowed  In  the  province  of  Quebec  as 
had  been  described  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  ;  he  really  believed  tbe  statements 
that  the  member  for  Labelle  had  been  mak- 
ing. I  want  tbe  people  of  this  country  to 
know  what  the  facts  were  under  a  Liberal 
agitation  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
that,  in  place  of  their  having  any  just  com- 
plaint against  our  English-speaking  fellow- 
countr>men,  the  reverse  was  the  case  under 
the  agitation  carried  on  by  Liberal  leaders 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  in  tbe  old  days. 
I  trust  these  days  will  never  return. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  disposed  pretty  well  of 
the  various  points  which  it  was  my  inten- 
tion to  discuss.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  people  of  Ontario  are  tolerant. 
I  have  shown  that  the  government  practi- 
cally admit  now  that  they  have  no  case 
under  the  constitution  for  their  school 
clauses  of  the  Autonomy  Bill,  that  they  are 
simply  governed  by  policy.  I  have  shown 
that  by  putting  this  law  on  the  statute- 
book  without  these  educational  clauses  in- 
serted the  separate  school  law  of  1875  will 
remain  the  law  in  the  new  provinces.  Then 
if.  as  the  Prime  Minister  asserts,  the  con- 
stitution gives  them  the  right  to  separate 
schools,  that  law  must  remain  on  the  statute- 
book  :  but  if  the  constitution  does  not  de- 
mand that  separate  schools  shall  be  per- 
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petuated,  then  it  rests  with  the  free  will  of 
the  legislatures  of  the  Northwest  either  to 
perpetuate  the  present  system  or  to  change 
it.  It  stands  to  common  sense  that  if  the 
law  is  as  mild  and  as  gentle  and  as  in- 
offensive as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  it 
is,  no  legislature  in  the  new  provinces  is 
going  to  step  in  and  take  away  from  the 
people  the  small  measure  of  separate  schools 
tbat  is  given  them  under  that  constitution. 
Remove  tbe  objection  and  you  preserve  the 
self-respect  and  honour  of  the  people  of 
those  great  Territories ;  perpetuate  coer- 
cion, and  you  bring  about  a  struggle  in 
every  province  of  the  Dominion,  because 
the  people  of  -the  province  of  Quebec 
are  by  no  means  a  unit  in  favour  of  coer- 
cion. .  They  have  shown  in  1890  that 
they  are  not  in  favour  of  coercion, 
and  if  you  give  them  an  opportunity,  I 
believe  they  will  show  again  that 
they  are  not  in  favour  of  coercion  no 
more  than  are  the  people  of  Ontario. 
There  is  not  even  a  suggestion  of  tyranny 
and  the  freemen  of  Quebec  will  not  hesitate 
to  record  their  votes  against  tyranny  just 
the  same  as  the  freemen  of  Ontario.  I  have 
no  further  desire  to  discuss  this  matter  until 
It  reaches  the  committee  stage  but  I  would 
appeal,  as  I  appealed  In  the  earlier  part  of 
my  address,  to  the  right  hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister to  remove  this  coercive  clause.  If  his 
contention  Is  right  he  has  all  be  wants  in  the 
Bill  without  the  coercion  at  all.  If  bis  con- 
tention is  wrong  I  want  to  point  out  to  him 
that  the  Act  of  1875  will  be  part  of  the  laws 
of  the  new  provinces  until  the  legislatures 
meet  and  change  it  and  it  must  be  supposed 
tbat  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  in  these 
Territories  will  have  a  far  greater  chance 
of  succeeding  by  the  kindly  means  I  have 
outlined  than  they  will  by  attempting  co- 
ercion of  that  country. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TURRIFF  (East  Asslniboia). 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  deals   particularly   with   the  part 
of  the  country  that  I.  come  from,  and 
as  I   represent  one  of  the   largest  and 
most  populous  districts  there,   I  do  not 
feel   that   I  would   be  justified  in  cast- 
ing a  silent  vote  on  this  measure.    I  would 
therefore  ask  the  indulgence  of  tills  House 
for  a  short  time — and  it  shall  be  a  very  short 
time — while  I  give  the  reasons  why  I  in- 
tend to  give  this  Bill  my  full  and  hearty 
support.    I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Snm.  Hughes)  who  has  just  i 
spoken  through  his    long    and  rambling 
speech.    He  has  gone  all  over  the  United  ; 
States,  he  has  gone  all  over  the  British  Isles, 
he  has  gone  through  the  provinces  of  On- 
tario, Quebec  and  Manitoba  and  he  has  dealt  [ 
with  almost  every  subject  under  the  sun  j 
except  those  subjects  which  are  mentioned  i 
in  the  Bill  which  we  are  now  discussing.   I  j 
intend  to  discuss  the  subjects  which  are  men- 
tioned in  this  Bill.    During  the  discussion  i 
that  has  taken  place,  so  far  I  have  noticed 


ou  the  part  of  almost  everybody  who  has 
spoken  a  desire  to  make  this  a  school  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  for  one  moment  to  mini- 
mize the  importance  of  tbe  school  clauses  of 
this  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  I  would  say  tbat 
they  are  very  Important.  The  education  of 
the  youth  of  any  country  Is  of  the  first  im- 
portance, but  this  is  only  one  of  the  subjects 
dealt  with  by  this  Bill  and  there  are  others 
of  equal,  and  to  my  mind  as  a  representa- 
tive of  that  western  country  of  even  greater 
Importance.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  notice  that  hon. 
members  from  other  provinces,  especially 
from  the  province  of  Ontario,  seem  to  take 
a  tremendous  interest  In  that  particular 
question.  I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  hon. 
members  do  not  treat  this  question  from  a 
local  standpoint,  but  I  would  think  that 
when  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territor- 
ies are  satisfied  it  ought  to  be  pretty  good 
ground  why  the  people  of  the  other  pro- 
vinces should  also  be  satisfied. 

Some  time  ago,  before  this  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time,  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  was  very  anxious 
to  have  the  matter  dtecussed,  and  so  was 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr. 
Foster),  and  we  heard  a  great  deal  about 
dissension  in  the  government  ranks  from 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto.  But, 
Mr.  Speaker,  we  do  not  hear  very 
much  about  that  now.  Why  ?  Because 
the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  of  this 
country  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier),  is  com- 
ing before  the  country  and  before  this 
House  with  this  Bill  with  practically  a  solid 
support  behind  his  back.  We  do  not  hear 
anything  about  dissension  now  simply  be- 
cause when  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
came  down  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  he  was  not  able  to  say  that  he  was  lead- 
ing the  opposition.  He  said  that  he  was 
leading  himself  and  that  was  all  he  was 
doing  because  every  hon.  member  behind 
'him  was  going  his  own  way.  The  members 
from  the  Northwest  have  been  criticised,  and 
criticised  very  severely,  especially  before  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  North  Toronto.  We  were  told  we 
were  simply  a  flock  of  sheep,  that  we  were 
dumb,  that  we  had  been  muzzled,  that  we 
had  been  told  by  the  right  hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister to  get  out  of  the  House  so  that  we 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  say  anything — 
This  was  before  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  apparently  was  fishing 
for  information  and  on  that  occasion 
he  seemed  to  be  endeavouring  to  show  hon. 
members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  how 
better  he  could  flsh  than  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  who  was  sitting  be- 
side him.  He  criticised  us  very  severely  and 
while  he  was  calling  us  dumb  followers  I 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  would  have 
been  well  for  him  if  some  kind  friend  had 
put  a  muzzle  on  him  on  some  occasions  in 
the  past  so  that  he  would  not  have  been  in 
the  position  that  he  is  in  to-day  of  having 
his  old  leader  in  the  other  House  giving  the 
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correct  record  of  some  of  the  things  that  had 
taken  place  and  putting  him  in  the  very 
awkward  position  before  the  people  of  the 
country  of  having  given  an  incorrect  state- 
ment of  the  facts.  Ou  that  occasion  he  also 
told  us  that  he  had  great  pity  for  the  North- 
west Territories— no  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
not  a  friend  in  the  government  and  all  the 
members  from'  the  Northwest  dumb  and 
muzzled.  Within  live  minutes  after  making 
that  assertion  he  made  the  assertion  that 
the  terms  granted  to  the  Territories  by  these 
Bills  were  so  good,  were  so  liberal,  were  so 
magnanimous  that  they  would  bring  every 
other  province  knocking  at  the  door  of  the 
Dominion  for  better  terms.  If  the  Northwest 
Territories  had  not  any  member  in  the  gov- 
ernment and  had  not  any  friends  in  the  gov- 
ernment and  if  the  Northwest  members  did 
not  do  anything  to  help  the  Territories,  they 
have  not  fared  very  badly  according  to  that 
hon.  gentleman. 

On  that  occasion  he  was  very  anxious  that 
the  portfolio  of  the  Interior  should  be  filled 
and,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  just  want  to  say  that 
he  Is  not  half  as  sorry  as  the  members  from 
the  Northwest  Territories  are  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  is  no 
longer  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  Why  V 
Simply  because  we  members  from  the  west 
know  better  than  any  other  class  of  men  in 
this  country  just  what  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories and  what  Canada  has  lost  by  that 
bon.  gentleman  not  being  a  member  of  the 
government.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  going 
to  that  western  country  in  1878,  just  in  the 
month  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  came  into 
power,  and  I  know  what  the  conditions  were. 
We  know  what  their  rule  was  for  eighteen 
long  years.  We  saw  the  Canadian  Paciiic 
Railway  built  through  that  country,  we  saw 
thousands  and  millions  of  dollars  expended, 
we  saw  thousands  and  thousands  of  work- 
men brought  into  that  country  and  we  saw 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  expended 
per  annum  in  bringing  in  Immigrants.  What 
was  the  result  ?  The  government  of  Sir 
John  Macdonald  spent  money  with  a  lavish 
hand  In  bringing  in  immigrants  but  they 
passed  laws  and  regulations  of  such  a 
nature  and  carried  them  out  in  such  a  man- 
ner that  they  drove  the  people  out  of  the 
country.  That  was  the  result  of  their  ad- 
ministration for  eighteen  long  yeprs.  But. 
in  1806  a  brighter  day  dawned  for  Canada 
and  especially  for  the  Northwest  Territories 
and  if  ever  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment did  one  good  day's  work  for  Can- 
ada he  did  it  on  the  day  that  he  appaimed 
the  Hon.  Clifford  Sifton  as  the  member  of 
his  cabinet  representing  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. What  has  taken  place  since  that 
day  about  eight  years  ago  ?  The  whole  his- 
tory and  the  whole  development  of  that 
country  have  undergone  a  change  and  you 
would  not  know  the  west  now  comparing  it 
with  what  it  rras  eight  years  ago. 

Just  to  give  an  instance  that  can  be  read- 
ily understood  by  every  lion,  member  of  the 
Mr.  TURRIFF. 


House,  I  may  say  that  at  that  time  we  had 
four  members  in  this  House  from  the  North- 
west Territories.    In  1901,  when  the  census 
was  taken,  we  were  entitled  to  six  mem- 
bers, and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  House 
of  Commons  here  thought  they  were  doing 
a  very  generous  act,  as  in  fact  they  were, 
when  they  gave  us  ten  members  instead  of 
six.   But,  if  we  had  representation  by  popu- 
lation in  this  House  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories would  be  represented  by  not  ten  mem- 
bers but  by  fifteen.    Whatever  advantage 
lias  been  obtained  for  the  Northwest  in 
the  past  has  been  brought  about  largely  by 
the  active  and  energetic  work  of  the  ex-Min- 
ister  of  the  Interior.    And. -Sir,  I  am  sure  I 
will  meet  with  the  approval  of  every  mem- 
ber from  the  west  when  I  say,  that  nothing 
would  please  us  better  than  if  it  could  hap- 
j  pen  that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Sifton  were  again  to 
:  take  up  his  portfolio.    I  believe  every  mem- 
,  ber  from  the  west  will  agree  with  me  that 
|  we  have  not  another  man  who  is  in  the  same 
,  class  as  he  is,  as  regards  ability  for  carry- 
ing on  that  work  in  the  west  and  benefiting 
!  the  country  generally. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.     The  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  may  point 
,  over  to  this  side  of  the  House,  but  I  ven- 
.  lure  to  say  that  neither  the  hon.  member  for 
,  Edmonton  (Mr.  Oliver)  nor  the  hon.  member 
I  for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott),  or  any 
other  man  from  the  west  will  for  a  moment 
disagree  with  me,  when  I  say,  that  there  is 
no  other  man  in  the  Liberal  party,  or  In 
the  Conservative  party  either,  in  the  west, 
or  in  any  other  part  of  Canada,  who  is  able 
to  take  the  place  of  Mr.  Sifton  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  west — not  even  the  hon. 
member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean). 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Why  is  he  not 
here  to-night  to  accept  your  compliment  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.    I  would  say  further,  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton) 
is  too  young  a  man  and  too  able  a  man 
|  that  Canada  should  lose  his  services.    It  is 
I  our  hope,  we  Liberals  at  ali  events,  that 
'  the  country  will  be  able  to  avail  Itself  of 
]  his    services    before    long,  and    that  in 
'  the    interests    of    the    whole  Dominion 
]  of    Canada    we   shall    long    retain  him. 
When  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto 
(Mr.    Foster)    was    recently    fishing  for 
'  information,    he    talked    about  dangling 
the    portfolio    of    the    Interior,  and  sena- 
torshlps.    before   the    members    from  the 
Northwest  in  order  to  get  their  support  for 
this  Bill.    Let  me  tell  him  that  there  is  no 
member  from  the  west  who  is  not  supporting 
this  Bill  on  its  merits,  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fosterj  went  very  far  astray  when 
he  made  the  assertion  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred.   But,  of  course,  he  ought  to  know  ; 
he  has  been  in  the  government  and  he  has 
been  out  of  the  government  and  he  went 
back  into  the  government  and  he  probably 
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is  in  a  first-class  position  to  say  that  cabi- 
net positions  are  the  price  for  men  support- 
ing certain  measures ;  but  in  the  present 
instance  I  can  tell  him  that  such  a  thing 
does  not  exist. 

In  dealing  with  the  provisions  contained 
in  this  Bill,  I  shall  first  take  up  the  ques- 
tion of  the  division  of  the  Territories  into 
two  .provinces.  When  we  had  our  first  inter- 
view with  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  was 
asked  whether  I  favoured  one  or  two  pro- 
vinces, my  reply  was  that  I  favoured  two 
provinces.    But  I  want  to  say,  with  all  due 
respect  to  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier,  that  even  if  he  to-day  wanted  to  extend 
the  province  of  Manitoba  west,  he  could  not 
do  it  and  there  is  nobody  else  in  this  country 
who  can  do  it.   The  people  in  the  Northwest 
Territories— in    eastern    Assiniboia  espe- 
cially, and  my  constituency  runs  for  144 
miles  along  the  boundary    of  Manitoba- 
would  not  tolerate  it.   Talk  about  agitation 
--there  has  been  no  agitation  whatever  in 
the  west  over  this  school  question,  but  if 
this  government  or  any  other  government 
or  any  power  on  earth  tried  to  coerce  us 
into  the  province  of  Manitoba,  you  would 
see  an  agitation  that  would  be  remem- 
bered.   The  first  mistake  that  was  made  In 
defining  the  boundaries  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba  was  made  by  the  Conservative 
government.  These  gentlemen  opposite  now 
endeavour  to  put  the  blame  on  this  govern- 
ment or  on  the  leader  of  this  government 
tor  not  extending  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
but  the  real  blame  rests  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.  During 
the  years  between  1884  and  1896  many  of  us 
were  in  favour  of  extending  Manitoba  away 
up  west  to  Moosejaw,  and  the  matter  was 
discussed  not  only  among  the  settlers,  but 
iimong  the  more  prominent  politicians  of 
that  territory.  When  a  brighter  day  dawned 
in  1896,  and  we  thought  that  possibly  we 
would  be  able  to  have  this  mistake  of  the 
Conservative  government  remedied,  as  well 
as  a  great  many  other  mistakes  of  theirs, 
tne  matter  was  discussed  very  fully  in  the 
west,  and  a  year  or  two   afterwards  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Manitoba  was  invited  to 
toast  Assiniboia  to  discuss  the  question.  A 
meeting  was  held  at  Indian  Head  and  Mr. 
Itoblin  advocated  his  case,  and  Mr.  Haul 
tain,  one  of  his  own  political  friends,  took 
the  other  side.    And,  because  the  Hon.  Mr. 
ivoblin  got  the  worst  of  the  debate  he  lost 
his  temper  a  little  bit,  and  with  some  of 
those  characteristics  of  his  that  we  in  the 
west  are  familiar  with,  he  undertook  to 
threaten  the  people  of  East  Assiniboia  and 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  as  to  what  would 
happen  if  we  did  not  agree  to  join  the  pro- 
'  vince  of  Manitoba.    He  told  us  that  if  we 
persisted  in  remaining  a  part  of  Manitoba, 
men  Manitoba  would  regulate  our  freight 
rates  and  would  not  allow  us  to  build  rail 
roads  across  that  province,  thus  endeavouring 
to  coerce  us  into  joining  with  Manitoba.  On 
that  occasion,  for  ever  was  lost  the  chance 


of  the  eastern  portion  of  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories joining  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
because  we  would  not  be  coerced  then  and 
we  will  not  be  coerced  now.  That  was,  how- 
ever, only  a  sentimental  reason.    We  ob- 
jected to  being  annexed  to  any  province 
which  would  elect  as  prime  minister  a  man 
who  harboured  the  thought,  that  because  we 
did  not  agree  with  him  he  would  coerce  us 
by  increasing  our  freight  rates  and  prevent- 
ing us  from  building  railroads.  But,  If  we  ob- 
jected on  that  ground,  we  objected  ten  times 
more  to  being  annexed  to  a  province  which 
would  elect  a  premier,  who  having  harbour- 
ed such  a  thought  had  not  any  more  sense 
than  to  give  expression  to  it.   There  is  an- 
other  and    a    far     greater    reason  why 
we  object  now  to  being  annexed  to  the 
province   of    Manitoba,    and    it   Is    this : 
We  in  the  Northwest  Territories  are  being 
formed  into  new  provinces,  without  any 
debt,  and  we  are  getting  a  large  debt  anoy- 
ance.   The  province  of  Manitoba  had  m 
1898  liabilities  amounting  to  about  $7,000,- 
000 ;    but  since  that  time  those  liabilities 
have  been  increased  to  nearly  $30,000,000. 
The  province  of  Manitoba  has  given  guar- 
antees to  one  railway  company  alone  to 
the  extent  of  between  $19,000,000  and  $20,- 
000,000.    Bo  that  it  would  be  absurd  to 
suppose  that  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  would  desire  to  join  with  the 
people  of  Manitoba,  with  these  great  la- 
bilities resting  upon  them..    Even  during 
the  last  session  of  the  Manitoba  legislature 
guarantees  amounting  to  some  $2,000,000  or 
$3,000,000  were  given  to  the  same  railway 
company,  one  of  which  was  for  terminals 
in  the  citv  of  Winnipeg.    Did  anybody  ever 
hear  of  such  a  thing  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  before  ?   You  may  search  the  legis- 
lation of  any  other  province  in  the  Domin- 
ion, and  you  will  not  find  such  a  thing. 
I  noticed  in  the  Bill  that  passed  through  the 
legislature  that  there  was  also  a  guarantee 
of  bonds  for  $10,000  a  mile  on  an  old  track 
seven  miles  long  running  Into  a  gravel  pit 
from  one  of  the  branch  lines  of  the  same 
railway.    These  are  the  ways  In  which  the 
province  of  Manitoba  is  piling  up  its  lia- 
bilities, and  this  is  the  reason  we  would  not 
listen  to  the  proposition  of  that  province  to 
enlarge  its  boundaries  westward.    So  that 
if  the  province  of  Manitoba  is  not  enlarged 
towards  the  west,  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Dominion.  The  mem- 
bers from  the  west  are  prepared  to  ta*e 
the  responsibility  of  standing  iu  the  way  of 
that  extension.    A  little  while  ago  two  of 
the  Manitoba  ministers  were  down  here, 
and  one  of  the  reasons  they  gave  why 
Manitoba  should  have  all  the  country  north 
was  that  it  had  always  governed  that  coun- 
trv.   That  is  not  a  proper  statement  of  the 
ease.    It  is  true,  the  Lieutenant-Governor 
of  Manitoba  had  jurisdiction  there ;  but 
he  was  paid  out  of  the  Dominion  treasury 
for  all  the  expenditure  in  connection  with 
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that  uuorganized  territory.  They  also  claim- 
ed that  the  magistrates  of  Manitoba  had 
jurisdiction  there.  They  bad  ;  but  the  ma- 
gistrates of  the  Northwest  Territories  had 
equal  jurisdiction.  The  people  of  the  North- 
west have  no  objection  to  the  province  of 
Manitoba  being  extended  to  the  north.  In 
fact,  they  think  that  right  and  proper,  and 
will  not  stand  in  the  way.  But  if  the 
province  of  Manitoba  wants  to  get  all  the 
territory  to  the  north  of  Manitoba,  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  and  if  the  people  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec  are  satisfied  that  their  hinter- 
land should  go  to  Manitoba,  well  and  good  ; 
there  will  be  no  objection  raised  by  the 
people  of  Saskatchewan.  But  a  portion  of 
the  old  district  of  Saskatchewan  has  been 
left  out  of  the  proposed  province  of  Sas- 
katchewan, and  has  been  left  in  the  unor- 
ganized territory,  and  on  that  territory  we 
have  not  relinquished  our  claim.  There 
are  a  number  of  settlers  there  who  have  a 
right  to  be  consulted  ;  and  we  propose 
when  the  time  comes,  to  make  a  claim  to 
have  our  province  extended  to  Hudson  bay. 
We  also  want  a  port  on  Hudson  bay.  The 
Territories  have  far  more  interest  in  the 
Hudson  bay  route  than  the  province  of 
Manitoba  can  have.  If  you  take  a  point  In 
the  centre  of  the  wheat-growiug  por- 
tion of  Manitoba,  you  will  find  that  It 
is  as  near  to  navigation  on  Lake  Superior 
as  it  is  to  Hudson  bay  ;  but  when  you  take 
the  centre  of  the  wheat-growing  portion  of 
the  Northwest  Territories,  you  will  find 
that  a  line  drawn  from  there  to  Port  Arthur 
or  Fort  William  is  nearly  double  the  length 
of  a  line  from  the  same  point  to  n  port  on 
Hudson  bay.  Not  that  I  think  it  makes 
much  difference  whether  that  port  happens 
to  be  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  or  in 
any  other  province.  I  do  not  agree  with 
Hie  remarks  made  by  the  premier  of  Mani- 
toba on  that  subject  at  all.  At  the  same 
time,  that  part  of  Hudson  bay  is  nearer 
to  our  province  ;  and  as  there  is  an  Im- 
mense const  line  there,  there  will  be  plenty 
of  room  for  each  of  the  provinces— Mani- 
toba. Ontario,  Quebec  and  Saskatchewan— 
to  have  a  good  sea  frontage  on  Hudson  bay. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  I  understand  the  hon. 
memlier  correctly,  he  is  showing  the  im- 
portance to  the  Northwest  Territories  of 
having  a  port  on  Hudson  bay.  The  Bill  does 
not  provide  for  that  ;  and  yet  I  under- 
stood the  lion,  gentleman  to  s:iy  that  the 
l.eople  of  the  Northwest  were  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  What  I  snid  was  that  a 
part  of  the  old  district  of  Saskatchewan 
had  been  left  out  of  the  new  province  of 
Saskatchewan  ;  it  litis  not  been  given  to 
Manitoba,  but  lias  been  attached  to  the  un- 
organized district  of  Keewntin  ;  and,  when 
the  time  comes,  which  was  foreshadowed 
by  the  Priino^  Minister,  when  Quebec.  On- 
tario. Manitoba  and  Saskatchewan  will  be 
Mr.  TLRRIFF. 


consulted,  we  will  make  our  claim  to  have 
our  boundary  extended  to  the  shores  of 
Hudson  bay. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Why  do  you  not  do  it 
now  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  For  one  reason,  because 
we  are  running  this  thing  now.  When  my 
lion,  friend,  after  doing  penance  for  another 
ten  or  fifteen  years,  may  come  back  to 
power,  he  will  have  the  pleasure  of  doing 
things  as  he  has  done  in  the  past. 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Not  If  he  has  lived  on 
the  pap  of  office,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
I  done  under  the  present  administration. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Well,  I  lived  for  five  years 
under  a  government  salary,  and  I  never 
worked  as  hard  in  my  life  as  I  did  during 
those  live  years,  and  I  never  in  my  life 
earned  money  better  than  I  did  then.  What 
is  more,  I  gave  good  value  for  the  money 
that  was  paid  me.  I  was  paid  $3,000  a 
year  for  doing  well  the  work  that  the  man 
appointed  by  the  hon.  gentleman's  govern- 
ment was  paid  $5,000  for  doing  badly.  I  did 
more  work  in  one  year  than  he  ever  did  in 
live.  It  comes  with  111  grace  from  the  hon. 
member  to  accuse  me  of  living  on  govern- 
ment pap.  I  never  lived  on  govern- 
ment pap.  I  worked  for  my  money.  I  was 
offered  the  position  aud  refused  it ;  I  was 
offered  It  a  second  time  and  accepted  it ; 
and  I  resigned  it  of  my  own  free  will,  and 
ngaiust  the  wishes  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior. 

.Mr.  SPROULE.  A  man  who  writes  his 
own  certificates  of  character  is  extremely 
modest. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  The  hon.  member  for 
.Varquette  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  took  a  fling  at 
the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior  because  he 
had  not  said  anything  about  the  extension  of 
the  boundaries  of  Manitoba.  The  ex-Min- 
ister of  the  Interior  knows  better  than  the 
lion,  member  for  Marquette  that  the  rights 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba  are  absolutfcJy 
safe  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man who  leads  the  government  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  ami  that  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  have  anything  at  all  to  say  about 
J  that.  The  other  day,  when  the  hon.  member 
!  for  Calgary  (Mr.  SI.  S.  McCarthy)  was  criti- 
cising the  government  for  the  manner  in 
|  which  it  divided  the  country  into  two  pro- 
'  viuces.  he  claimed  that  the  line  of  division 
should  have  been  sixty  miles  further  east.  It 
seems  to  me  that  my  hon.  friend  is  a  great 
deal  more  anxious  to  favour  the  district  of 
Calgary  than  to  get  a  proper  dividing  line, 
lie  said  himself  that  the  only  difference  in 
the  areas  was  about  8,000  square  miles, 
whereas  if  you  put  the  dividing  line  sixty 
miles  further  east  the  difference  would  be 
~.">,000  square  miles.  Well,  I  do  not  think 
that  if  you  were  to  try  for  a  month,  you 
would  get  a  more  reasonable  and  fair  di- 
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viding  line  than  the  fourth  meridian.  It 
is  a  well-known  line,  and  in  that  respect 
more  acceptable  than  any  of  the  lines  be- 
tween the  different,  ranges.  One  of  the 
reasons  advanced  by  my  hon.  friend  was 
that  this  dividing  line  would  not  include  all 
the  ranching  country  in  the  western  pro- 
vince ;  but,  Sir,  the  ranching  country  ex- 
tends right  down  to  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba. I  have  in  my  own  constituency,  with- 
in thirty  or  forty  miles  of  Manitoba,  dozens 
of  men  who  have  made  their  living  the 
last  fifteen  or  twenty  years  in  ranching— 
men  who  do  not  grow  any  grain,  but  de- 
pend solely  on  the  raising  of  cattle,  and 
whose  cattle  are  let  loose  all  summer  and 
branded  just  as  they  are  up  in  southern 
Alberta.  So  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
wanted  to  make  the  western  province  wide 
enough  to  take  in  all  the  ranches,  he  would 
have  had  to  bring  it  down  to  the  borders  of 
Manitoba.  In  addition,  let  me  say  that, 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  country,  gained  in 
the  course  of  twenty-seven  years'  residence 
there,  during  six  years  of  which  I  was  Com- 
missioner of  Dominion  Lands,  the  two  new 
provinces  are  about  as  nearly  equal  as  any 
one  could  wish,  not  only  in  area,  but  in  their 
capacity  for  supporting  population.  To 
prove  that,  all  I  need  say  is  this,  that  the 
different  railway  companies  which  had  the 
right  to  select  railway  lands  all  over  that 
country,  have  selected  13,000,000  of  acres  in 
the  proposed  province  of  Saskatchewan  and 
12,000,000  in  the  proposed  province  of  Al- 
berta ;  and,  from  my  own  knowledge,  I 
know  they  would  have  selected  a  good  deal 
less  in  Saskatchewan  and  more  in  Alberta, 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  there  are  more 
railways  under  construction  in  the  new  pro- 
vince of  Saskatchewan  than  in  its  twin  sister 
Alberta,  so  that  the  lands  in  the  former, 
though  in  some  respects  not  us  good-  as  in 
the  latter,  are  on  that  account  more  saleable. 
In  the  two  provinces,  therefore,  the  area  of 
grain-growing  land  is  about  equal.  In  ad- 
dition, we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  province  of  Alberta  has  the  greatest 
deposit  of  coal  of  any  country  in  the  world. 
I  do  not  think  that  even  British  Columbia 
has  as  great  coal  deposits  as  are  to  be  found 
in  Alberta.  Wherever  you  go  into  the  Rocky 
mountains,  from  the  American  boundary 
right  up  to  the  Peace  river  pass,  vast  de- 
posits of  coal  have  been  discovered.  Right 
in  the  Crow's  Nest  pass  there  are  seams  of 
from  ten  to  seventy  feet  In  thickness  of 
bituminous  coal,  and  for  hundreds  of  miles 
we  find  large  deposits  of  coal  right  up  to 
Edmonton,  the  Peace  river  pass,  so  that  out- 
side the  agricultural  wealth  of  that  country, 
you  will  have  in  the  years  to  come  large 
settlements  growing  up  all  along  the  Rockies 
owing  to  the  coal  Industries  there.  All 
along  the  Rockies,  especially  north  of  the 
main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
there  are  also  thousands  of  miles  of  valuable 
spruce  and  fir  now  beginning  to  be  exploit- 
ed, so  that  in  a  few  years  that  country  will 


be  able  to  supply  all  the  timber  required 
by  the  settlers  in  the  prairie  country  and  in 
the  east.  So  that,  although  the  proposed 
province  of  Alberta  may  have  from  6,000  to 
8.000  miles  less  of  area  than  its  twin  sister 
Saskatchewan,  the  deficiency  is  more  than 
made  up  by  its  coal  deposits  and  timber 
limits.  In  making  this  comparison,  I  am 
not  taking  into  consideration  the  great 
Peace  river  country.  I  do  not  know  per- 
sonally what  that  country  may  be.  I  have 
heard  reports  good  and  bad  about  it  ;  but  I 
want  to  say  this,  that  after  an  experience 
of  twenty-seven  years,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  is  no  one  part  of  the 
Northwest,  from  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba 
to  the  Rocky  mountains,  which  does  not  turn 
out  better  than  expected  the  more  we  learn 
about  it.  I  have  found  that  to  be  the  invari- 
able result.  In  that  district  where  I  have 
lived  many  years,  the  Moose  mountain  coun- 
try, I  remember  fifteen  years  ago  the  people 
of  Manitoba  said  you  could  not  grow  any 
wheat,  because  it  was  too  dry,  yet  there  is 
no  finer  wheat-growing  country  in  the  Ter- 
ritories to-day.  Why,  in  the  first  few  years 
of  grain-growing  around  Regina,  there  was 
more  wheat  sown  than  was  reaped,  and  yet 
'there  is  to-day  no  finer  wheat  country  than 
the  immense  plain  around  that  city.  Only 
ten  years  ago,  if  I  were  asked  myself  if 
wheat  could  be  grown  in  southern  Alberta, 
I  would  have  said  no  ;  but  what  is  the  case 
to-day  ?  We  have  thousands  and  thousands 
of  acres  of  the  finest  wheat-growing  there 
every  year.  In  fact,  all  over  the  country 
you  will  find  that  the  more  you  learn  about 
it  the  better  it  turns  out  There  are  vast 
stretches  in  the  new  province  of  Alberta 
which,  a  few  years  ago,  were  looked  upon 
as  suitable  only  for  ranching,  but  which 
will  be  producing  good  crops  of  wheat  every 
year  within  a  very  short  period.  In  that 
whole  country  of  Saskatchewan  and  Al- 
berta there  is  not  an  acre,  generally  speak- 
ing, which,  if  not  adapted  for  wheat-grow- 
ing, Is  not  good  for  cattle  or  the  grazing  of 
horses,  so  that  there  is  practically  not  a 
waste  acre  in  all  that  country. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
financial  question.  That,  I  notice,  is  a  mat- 
ter which  has  scarcely  been  touched  by  hon. 
members  opposite,  but  which  is  neverthe- 
less of  great  importance  to  us  in  the  Terri- 
tories. In  my  opinion,  the  government  has 
started  us  out  very  fairly.  In  fact,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  said 
that  all  the  other  provinces  would  be  knock- 
ing at  the  door  of  the  federal  administration 
because  of  the  good  terms  we  had  received. 
On  that  point  I  do  not  agree  with  him,  be- 
cause, in  my  judgment,  we  are  being  given 
pretty  much  the  same  terms  as  were  granted 
the  other  provinces.  Each  of  our  new  pro- 
vinces is  to  get  $50,000  for  civil  government. 
The  province  of  Ontario  gets  $80,000,  Quebec 
$70,000  and  the  lower  provinces,  with  the 
exception  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  get 
$50,000  each.    So  that  I  do  not  see  any 
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ground  for  complaint  in  that  respect.  We 
get  a  debt  allowance  on  our  population  the 
same  as  is  given  the  other  provinces,  so 
that  there  is  no  ground  of  complaint  there. 
We  get  a  per  capita  allowance  of  80  cents 
on  our  population  up  to  800,000.  There 
might  perhaps  be  some  criticism  of  that  ar- 
rangement, because  the  lower  provinces, 
Manitoba  and  British  Columbia  only  get  a 
per  capita  grant  up  to  a  population  of  400,- 
000,  whereas  Ontario  gets  it  based  on  a 
population  of  1,400,000  and  Quebec  on  a 
population  a  little  less.  These  two  pro- 
vinces get  it  on  the  population  they  had 
when  they  entered  confederation.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  there  can  be  any  rea- 
sonable ground  for  criticism  because  our 
limit  of  population  has  been  increased  to 
800.000  while  some  of  the  other  pro- 
vinces had  theirs  left  at  400,000. 
They  came  into  confederation  some  thirty- 
seven  years  ago,  and  it  has  taken  all  these 
years  for  them  to  get  up  to  the  limit  of 
population.  Nova  Scotia  Is  the  only  prov- 
ince of  the  three  that  has  passed  the  limit, 
and  it  is  only  by  a  narrow  margin.  So  that 
the  limitation  of  population  on  which  we  re- 
ceive 80c.  per  capita  will  be  reached  in  om- 
province  in  very  much  less  time  than  thirty- 
seven  years;  in  fact,  we  expect  that  in  a 
few  years  we  shall  h&ve  reached  that  poi>u 
lation.  I,  for  one,  have  never  been  able  to 
understand  why  this  limit  has  been  placed 
on  any  of  the  provinces;  I  cannot  see  whv 
that  80c.  per  capita  bhould  not  be  paid  to 
each  of  the  provinces  on  their  actual  popu- 
lation. Every  additional  inhabitant  coming 
into  these  provinces  pay,  roughly  speaking, 
$10  yearly  into  the  revenues  of  the  Domin- 
ion government;  and  I  do  not  ku<->v  any 
good  reason  why  80c.  of  that  should  not  go 
back  to  the  province  for  the  carrying  on 
of  provincial  work,  and  if,  in  the  future 
the  oilier  provinces  shall  make  a  demand 
on  this  government  to  have  that  per  capita 
grant  paid  on  their  actual  population.  I 
should  think  they  would  be  within  their 
rights,  and  also  that  the  Dominion  would 
be  perfectly  justified  in  granting  that  de- 
maud.  And  I  am  sure  that  the  provinces 
of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  would  take 
exactly  the  same  view  in  asking  that  the  per 
capita  grant  bo  made  on  the  actual  popula- 
tion of  each  province.  I  believe  that  in  this 
matter  there  is  not  much  to  complain  of. 
Now,  as  to  what  we  get  In  lieu  of  our  lauds 
—which,  I  suppose,  is  what  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  was  re- 
ferring to.  I,  for  one,  am  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  arrangement  made.  I  think  it-  is 
a  better  arrangement  than  to  have  handed 
over  the  lands  to  the  provinces.  That  was 
made  clear  by  the  hon.  member  from  Ed- 
monton (Mr.  Oliver),  who  showed  with  ab- 
solute clearness  that  the  ideas  of  the  two 
governments,  the  provincial  and  the  Domin- 
ion, would  be  absolutely  different,  that  If 
the  lands  were  handed  over  to  the  provinces 
they  must  use  them  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
ducing immediate  revenue,  whereas  by 
Mr.  TURRIFF. 


keeping  the  lands  lu  the  hands  of  the  Do- 
minion government  they   would  be  used 
rattier  to  fill  up  the  country  and  not  neces- 
sarily for  the  taking,  of  the  last  dollar  out 
of  the  lands.  But,  If  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment should  decide  to  change  their  policy 
and  dispose  of  the  odd  sections,  keeping  the 
;  even  sections  absolutely  for  the  poor  man's 
'  homestead,  if  they  should  decide  to  sell 
!  the  lands  for  instance,  as  they  sell '  their 
I  school  lands,  they  will  eventually  accumu- 
late a  fund  from  these  lands  the  Interest 
on  which  will  pay  the  subsidy  they  are  giv- 
ing to  the  provinces  In  lieu  of  the  lands, 
j  So,  it  appears  to  me,  It  Is  a  good  arrange- 
ment for  the  province  and  a  good  arrange- 
i  ment  for  the  Dominion.    It  is  a  particularly 
good  arrangement  for  the  provinces  in  this 
respect,  that  the  revenue  is  a  net  revenue, 
I  the  provinces  have  no  expenses  in  connec- 
|  Hon  with  the  administration  of  the  lands, 
and  It  is  a  revenue  that  grows  with  the  in- 
I  crease  of  population.    We  only  get  the  full 

■  revenue  from  the  lands  when  we  have  a 
population  of  1,200,000  in  each  of  these  pro- 

I  viuces.  So,  having  it  in  this  shape,  I  think 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  can  congratulate 

I  themselves  upon  having  received  fair  and 
handsome  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Dominion  government,  and  that  the  Domin- 
ion government  has  also  made  a  bargain 
that  is  absolutely  justifiable.  I  am  pleased 
to  say  that  there  has  been  very  little 
criticism  in  connection  with  this  phase 
of  the  matter.  One  thing  I  might  point 
out  is  tljat  there  is  no  danger  of  the 
public  domain,  the  source  of  revenue,  being 
squandered.  Now,  I  would  not  for  a  mo- 
ment allow  that  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  are  not  as  well  able  to  look  after 
their  own  affairs  as  are  any  other  people 
in  the  Dominion.  But  there  is  this  fact 
that'  we  must  all  acknowledge— that  In  the 
past  the  different  railway  companies  have 
managed  to  get  bonuses  and  guarantees  out 
of  practically  every  province  in  the  Domin- 
ion. I  cannot  say  how  It  is  in  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  but  I  know  how  It  is  in  every 
other  province  in  the  Dominion.    Take,  for 

|  instance,  the  province  of  Manitoba.  As  I 

■  said  a  little  while  ago  they  have  gone  secur- 
[  ity  for  between  $19,000,000  and  $20,000,000 

for  one  railway  company  alone.  That  rail- 
way may  be  all  right,  but  we  know  what 
the  history  of  railway  companies  has  been. 
There  is  always  a  chance  of  that  liability 
being  called  upon.  We  know  what  British 
Columbia  has  done  in  giving  away  large 
tracts  of  laud  and  coal  ami  timber  bonuses 
to  railways.  We  know  what  the  lower 
provinces  and  Quebec  and  Ontario  have 
given  in  cash  or  guarantees.  And  we  know 
that  the  Northwest  Territories  have  been 
for  years  getting  hundreds  of  miles  of  rail- 
ways throughout  its  length  and  breadth 
without  the  cost  of  a  single  dollar  to  the 
province  in  any  way;  and  if  the  people  of 
the  Territories  will  have  the  sense  to  stand 
firm  and  not  give  any  grants  to  the  railway 
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companies  they  will  get  the  railways  built 
just  as  well  and  just  as  quickly  and  just  as 
nearly  where  they  want  them  as  if  they  were 
giving  guarantees  or  cash  bonuses  to  the 
railway  companies.  So,  these  provinces  are 
starting  out  with  everything  in  their  favour, 
and  here  I  wish  to  say  that  the  government 
as  conducted  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
for  many  years  past  by  Mr.  Haultain  has 
been  iu  every  respect  a  good  and  satisfac- 
tory government  for  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories. And  I  have  no  doubt  that  who?v«v 
may  be  called  upon  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment in  the  new  provinces  will  carry  It  on 
In  the  same  manner;  but,  not  owning  their 
own  lands,  they  will  not  have  the  same 
temptation,  and  they  will  not  have  these 
magnates  after  them  every  day  trying  to 
get  bonuses  and  guarantees  as  would  be 
the  case  if  the  provinces  were  the  owners 
of  the  public  lands.  I  notice  now  that  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
are  very  anxious  to  hand  over  the  lands  to 
the  governments  of  the  new  provinces.  But 
what  lias  been  the  record  of  these  hon.  gen- 
tlemen V  When  the  province  of  Manitoba 
asked  for  its  own  lands,  these  gentlemen 
refused.  If  they  were  so  anxious  to  con- 
serve the  lands  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
for  the  people  of  these  Territories,  why  did 
they  give  away  to  railroads  millions  and 
millions  of  acres  of  those  lands?  I  do  not 
say  so  much  about  the  land  grant  given  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  for  in  those 
days  it  was  difficult  to  get  a  road  built 
through  that  part  of  the  country,  because 
we  did  not  know  it  as  well  as  we  do  now. 
But,  since  then,  miiUons  of  acres  of  lands  in 
the  Northwest  have  been  given  away  as 
bonuses  for  the  building  of  railways  in 
Manitoba.  If  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  are  so  anxious  as  they  appear  to  be  to 
conserve  the  lauds  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories for  the  people  of  those  Territories, 
why  did  they  act  In  that  manner?  It  comes 
with  a  bad  grace  from  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite to  talk  of  handing  over  the  lands  to 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  when  they 
themselves  gave  away  millions  of  acres  of 
the  choicest  of  our  lands  to  railway  com- 
panies. We  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  in 
addition,  must  pay  our  share  of  the  cash 
bounties  given  to  railways  in  every  part  of 
the  country. 

Now,  I  said  when  I  started  that  I  would 
be  ouly  a  short  time,  and  I  am  going  to  try 
and  keep  my  word.  I  wish  now  to  deal  very 
briefly  with  the  school  question.  As  I  said 
before,  I  think  this  question  has  been  given  a 
great  deal  too  much  prominence.  And  I 
want  to  say  that  I  believe  the  reason  why 
we  have  an  agitation  of  any  kind  is  absol- 
utely from  the  lack  o>f  knowledge  on  the  part 
of  the  people  In  the  east  of  the  class  of 
schools  which  we  have  in  the  Northwest 
Territories. 

1  believe  if  every  Protestant  clergyman  in 
Canada  and  every  newspaper  editor  knew 
the  class  of  schools  we  have  to-day  in  the 


Northwest  Territories,  this  agitation  would 
cease.    We  have  heard  this  question  dis- 
cussed week  in  and  week  out,  I  have  listen- 
ed to  it  hour  after  hour,  and  it  has  all  been 
t'bout  separate  schools.    Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  aware  that  among  Protestants  we  have 
been  accustomed  for  the  past  fifteen  or 
twenty  years  to  think  of  a  separate  school 
as  something  very  bad.    But  whatever  the 
separate  schools  may  be  In  Ontario,  or 
may  have  been  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
or  in  the  Northwest  Territories  in  former 
days,  we  are  not  dealing  with  that  class  of 
schools  at  the  present  time.    Let  us  deal 
with  separate  schools  such  as  they  exist  In 
I  the  Northwest  Territories  at  the  present 
1  day,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  If  their  true 
j  character  were  known  this  agitation  would 
;  drop  at  once.    But  I  do  not  think  that  is 
I  tne  object  of  a  good  many,  it  is  not  the  ob- 
|  ject  of  some  hon.  members  on  the  other  side 
I  of  this  House,  their  object  is  to  keep  up 
the  agitation  in  order  to  make  some  poli- 
1  tical  capital  out  of  it.    As  one  hon.  geutle- 
I  man  opposite  said  to  nfe  the  other  day  : 
You  fellows  came  in  on  this  question  be- 
|  fore,  and  we  are  coming  in  on  it  now.  And 
judging  by  the  actions  of  hon.  gentlemen 
|  opposite,  it  looks  very  much  as  if  he  were 
'  right. 

,  Mr.  SPROULE.  If  that  logic  is  correct, 
,  the  government  is  going  to  burst  up. 

I  Mr.  TURRIFF.  That  is  what  one  of  the 
|  lion,  gentleman's  own  supporters  said. 

|  Mr.  SPROULE.  And  the  hon.  gentleman 
■  says  it  looks  as  if  he  were  right. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  said  it  looked  as  if  the 
|  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  and  his  friends 
,  were  keeping  up  the  agitation  for  that  pur- 
!  pose— that  is  what  I  meant  to  say. 
j  Mr.  SPROULE.  I  desire  to  tell  the  hon. 
I  gentleman  that  there  is  not  one  word  of  truth 

in  that.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
I  stood  exactly  for  the  same  principle  in  1896. 

;uid  foupht  in  company  with  gentlemen  who 
1  occupy  the  Treasury  benches  to-day  for  the 

same  principle,  and  he  is  standing  by  it 

still. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  know  this,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  has  gone  out  of 
his  way  to  agitate  the  people  in  the  North- 
west Territories. . 

'     Mr.  SPROULE.    That  is  not  so. 

1  Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  know  he  has  had 
(printed  petition  forms  sent  out  to  the  North- 

.  west  Territories  to  be  signed  and  sent  back 
to  him,  in  opposition  to  separate  schools. 

<     Mr.  SPROULE.    No,  not  at  all. 

i  Mr.  TURRIFF.  Well,  he  mentioned  sep- 
'  nrate  schools  in  those  petitions. 

mi-.  SPROULE.   Not  a  word.  Allow  me  to 
1  correct  the  hon.  gentleman,  there  is  not  a 
word  iu  them  about  separate  schools. 

j  Mr.  TURRIFF.  Well,  that  is  exactly 
what  I  object  to,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen 
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have  not  the  courage  to  come  out  and  say 
what  they  mean,  they  are  hiding  behind  the 
rock  of  the  constitution,  so  that  -when  an  elec- 
tion comes  on  they  can  go  into  the  province 
of  Quebec  and  say  :  We  voted  against  the 
government  because  the  government  was  not 
going  far  enough,  was  not  giving  you  the 
separate  schools  you  were  entitled  to  under 
the  constitution  ;  then  they  can  go  into  the 
province  of  Ontario  and  say :  We  voted 
against  the  government  because  we  wanted 
to  leave  the  new  provinces  the  power  to  do 
what  they  pleased,  as  the  member  for  Jac- 
ques Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  said  the  other  day, 
so  that  they  may  wipe  out  the  last  vestige 
of  the  rights  given  under  the  Act  of  1875. 
That  is  what  I  object  to— these  hon.  gentle- 
men have  not  the  courage  to  come  out 
openly  and  say  what  they  mean.  We,  on 
tuis  side  of  the  House,  say  what  we  propose 
to  do,  and  if  we  are  doing  wrong  we  can 
be  punished  for  it.  But  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite don't  want  to  take  that  position,  they 
want  to  hide  behind  the  constitution. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  did  his  leader  say 
about  standing  on  the  constitution  ?  What 
was  he  hiding  behind  1 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Yes,  my  leader  said  he 
was  standing  on  the  constitution,  the  leader 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  said  he  was  stand- 
ing on  the  constitution,  while  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Jacques  Cartier  said  the  constitu- 
tion was  altogether  a  different  thing  from 
what  his  leader  had  described  it.  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  says  the  constitution  means  something 
else ;  and  our  friends  opposite  quote  Mr. 
Cbristopner  Robinson's  opinion  which  shows 
a  still  further  difference.  Now,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  know  anything  about  constitu- 
tional law,  and  the  only  difference  between 
myself  and  the  great  lawyers  on  the  other 
side  of  tlie  House  is  that  while  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  constitutional  law,  I 
am  well  aware  of  the  fact.  Now,  Sir,  there 
has  not  been  a  single  word  said  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  about  separate  schools 
in  tiic  Northwest  since  this  discussion  start- 
ed, and  I  propose  to  say  something  about 
them.  I  know  what  they  have  been  for  a 
long  time  back.  Over  twenty  years  ago  I 
was  a  member  of  the  Territorial  legislature 
when  the  first  school  ordinance  was  passed 
in  1884,  passed  under  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories Act  of  1875.  Previously  to  1802  we 
had  a  system  of  separate  schools,  the  same 
kind  of  schools  they  had  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba.  Those  schools  were  not  satis- 
factory,; everybody  knows  that ;  they  were 
not  even  satisfactory  to  our  Roman  Catholic 
friends  and  ratepayers.  They  were  not  sa- 
tisfied with  the  class  of  schools  given  them, 
and  were  as  anxious  to  have  them  changed 
as  anybody  else.  In  the  year  1802  the  local 
legislature,  under  Mr.  Haultain.  changed  the 
old  system,  and  from  that  year  up  to  the 
present  day  there  has  not  been  one  word  of 
protest  heard  against  the  schools  from 
the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories, 

Mr.  TURRIFF 


no  protest  has  been  made  either  to  the  local 
legislature  or  to  this  government.  If  that 
school  system  had  not  been  satisfactory,  do 
you  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  would  not  have 
been  an  agitation  ?  Won't  you  think  the 
Northwest  people  would  have  been  appeal- 
ing to  this  House  ?  The  people  of  the  North- 
west are  accustomed  at  all  times  to  kick 
vigorously  when  they  think  that  things  are 
not  right. 

The  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
are  accustomed  to  kick  very  vigorously  to  the 
Northwest  legislature  if  things  are  not  right, 
and  I  want  to  say  again  that  since  1892, 
since  the  present  law  was  passed,  there  has 
never  been  a  word  of  complaint  from  Pro- 
testants or  Catholics  or  from  the  Northwest 
government  in  any  shape  or  form,  or  any 
statement  that  the  law  was  not  a  good  one. 
I  say  that  the  law  as  it  exists  in  the  North- 
west Territories  to-day — and  it  Is  the  only 
law  that  we  are  putting  in  force — is  the 
most  satisfactory  law  that  you  can  get, 
because  we  have  proof  of  it  in  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  in  force  for  thirteen  years  with- 
out ever  a  complaint  having  been  made. 
What  does  that  law  give  them  ?  As 
the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Monk)  stated  the  other  day,  if 
church  schools  were  what  were  given 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  in  the  North- 
west Territories  by  the  Act  of  1875,  there 
Is  only  a  small  vestige  of  them  left,  and 
for  this  reason  :  That  the  separate  Catholic 
school  In  the  Northwest,  or  the  public  Ca- 
tholic school— It  does  not  matter  much  which 
— is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  public 
school.  It  is  exactly  the  same  as  a  public 
school.  The  teachers  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
separate  school  must  attend  the  same  normal 
school  and  get  the  same  certificates  exactly 
as  the  teachers  in  the  public  schools.  The 
school  has  to  be  inspected  before  any 
grant  can  be  paid,  by  a  public  school  In- 
spector. The  only  difference  Is  that  In  the 
first  and  second  readers  the  text  is  a  little 
different,  but  even  these  books  have  to  be 
authorized  by  the  Minister  of  Education. 
There  is  uo  church  or  clerical  control  in  any 
shape,  form  or  manner  over  the  Catholic 
separate  schools  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories to-day.  They  are  all  under  the  control 
of  the  local  legislature,  every  one  of  them, 
and  the  only  difference — and  it  is  not  much 
of  a  difference  either,  because  the  public 
schools  have  the  same  right  if  they  choose 
to  use  it— is  that  between  half-past  three 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  and  four,  they  may 
impart  religious  instruction.  Now,  I  am 
going  to  ask  in  this  Canada  of  ours,  in  this 
British  colony,  in  this  country  that  Is  sup- 
posed to  take  Its  Institutions  from  our 
mother  country,  from  that  mother  country 
where  they  are  liberal  and  broad-minded, 
if  there  is  a  Protestant  amongst  us  who 
would  say  that  he  would  do  away  with  the 
right  of  our  Roman  Catholic  friends  In 
their  own  schools  to  teach  their  children  and 
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to  give  thein  religious  instruction  if  they  so ,  or  clerical  schools  there,  but  they  bring 
desire  for  half  an  hour  after  half  past  three  forward  all  the  arguments  that  can  be 
o'clock  ?  I  represent  a  constituency,  which, ,  to  separate  schools  in  other  parts  of  Can- 
while  it  is  not  the  largest  in  area,  is  one  ada,  and  they  argue  as  if  they  applied  to  the 
of  the  most  populous  districts  in  the  North- 1  Northwest  Territories,  and  as  I  said  be- 
west.  In  my  district  they  have  234  schools. '  fore  all  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  get  Into 
and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  one  per  cent  I  power  in  this  question  and  for  no  other 
ot  the  people  in  that  country  who  will  ob-  purpose  whatever.  The  schools  we  have  in 
ject  or  ever  did  object  to  their  Roman  the  Northwest  Territories,  I  will  venture 
Catholic  fellow  citizens  giving  half  an  hour's  to  say,  are  absolutely  satisfactory  to  95 
religious  instruction  in  their  own  schools  per  cent  of  the  whole  population,  both  Ca- 
lf they  so  desire.  When  this  matter  Is  ex- 1  tholic  and  Protestant.  As  I  stated  the  other 
plained  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  night  when  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Territories,  when  they  understand  that  no  Asslniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  was  speaking,  I  held 
change  is  being  made,  that  this  is  simply  I  thirty-nine  meetings  during  the  campaign, 
carrying  into  effect  and  continuing  the  exist- 1  At  every  one  of  these  meetings  the  ques- 
ing  state  of  affairs  that  they  have  brought  i  tion  of  provincial  autonomy  was  discussed 
about  by  the  ordinances  that  they  have  i  and  a  number  of  these  meetings  were  held 
themselves  passed  and  that  they  have  work- ,  in  the  school-houses  and  at  no  meeting  from 
ed  under  for  the  last  thirteen  years,  when  ,  the  beginning  to  the  end  did  any  man,  Ro- 
they  find  out  that  this  Is  all  that  is  being '  man  Catholic  or  Protestant,  mention  the 
done,  you  will  not  be  able  to  get  up  an  agita-  subject  of  separate  schools.  Why  ?  Be- 
tion  against  the  continuance  of  that  state  of  <  cause  they  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
affairs.  I  want  to  say  here  that  personally  j  school  system  that  exists.  Just  to  show  the 
I  am  not  in  favour  of.  separate  schools.  House  that  many  of  the  people  there  are  not 
i  think  it  would  be  better  if  all  the  child-  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  are  any  separ- 
reu  went  to  the  public  schools,  but  these  1  ate  school's— there  are  only  nine  Roman  Ca- 
separate  schools  in  the  Northwest  Terrltor- 1  tholic  separate  schools  in  working  or- 
ies  are  so  near  public  schools  that  I  do  not 1  der  in  the  Northwest  Territories  to- 
think  it  is  worth  while  making  any  trouble  j  day — since  the  question  has  been  up 
over  it.  It  must  be  remembered  that  this  for  discussion  I  received  a  letter  from 
is  not  a  Catholic  country,  that  it  is  not  a  a  prominent  gentleman  in  my  con- 
Protestant  country,  but  that  It  is  a  country '  stituency  asking  me  to  vote  against  sepa- 
in  which  Catholics  and  Protestants  live  to- !  rate  schools  and  for  the  continuance  of  the 
gether  and  in  which  there  are  nearly  as ,  present  satisfactory  system  of  schools  that 
many  Catholics  as  Protestants,  and  I  say  exists  in  the  Northwest  Territories.  I  may 
that  it  would  be  beneath  the  generosity,  to  say,  further,  that  the  only  separate  school 
put  it  on  no  other  ground,  of  the  Protestant  j  that  Is  In  working  order  In  my  constituency 
majority,  after  making  the  school  a  good  >  out  of  over  200  Is  almost  at  this  gentleman's 
school,  a  public  school  in  every  respect,  to ;  door.  It  is  near  his  own  town  where 
turn  around  and  say  :  Because  we  have !  he  lives.  So,  you  will  see  that  the  school  sys- 
flfty-eight  per  cent  of  the  population  and  you  j  tern  we  have  in  the  northwest  Territories  Is 
have  only  forty-two  per  cent  we  will  not'  absolutely  satisfactory  to  the  people  there.  I 
allow  you  even  to  impart  half  an  hour's '  know  the  argument  is  made  :  Why  not 
religious  instruction  to  your  children  after  :  trust  the  people  of  the  Northwest  ?  Well, 
half  past  three,  before  they  go  home.  A  I  would  be  very  glad  to  do  that,  because  I 
great  deal  of  the  argument  that  has  been  !  think  that  they  would  not  change  the  system 
addressed  to  the  House  from  the  other  side ,  we  have.  Mr.  Haultaln  has  stated  that  if 
lias  been  against  separate  schools.  I  do ;  he  were  a  dictator  to-morrow  he  would  not 
not  wish  to  make  very  much  use  of  the  argu-  ]  change  the  system.  When  Mr.  Haultain 
ments  presented  by  hon.  gentlemen  from  i  prepared  his  draft  Bill  what  did  he  do  ? 
this  side  of  the  House,  but  I  think  the  point  ]  Mr.  Haultain  proposed  in  that  draft  Bill 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Edmonton  .  to  give  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  separ- 
(Mr.  Oliver)  is  worth  emphasizing,  and  that  \  ate  schools  as  they  existed  under  the  Act 
was  that  if  there  was  any  objection  to  of  1875  and  prior  to  1892.  He  put  that  down 
separate  schools  by  hon.  members  on  the  ,  iu  plain  black  and  white  In  his  draft  Bill, 
other  side  of  the  House,  why  have  they  t  and  no  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
not  during  the  last  twenty  years  come  for-  House  can  contradict  the  assertion.  After 
ward  and  had  the  Northwest  Territories  J  preparing  that  Bill.  Mr.  Haultain  appealed 
Act  of  1875  amended  ?  It  was  open  to  j  to  the  country,  and  he  was  returned  be- 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of .  the  i  cause  the  people  of  the  Territories  were 
House,  but  no,  they  had  nothing  at  all  to  I  satisfied  with  the  school  system.  When  Mr.' 
say  about  it,  they  left  it  exactly  as  it  was,  |  Haultain  passed  his  ordinance  iu  1802.  he 
but  now.  when  action  is  being  taken  in  the  j  was  not  at  all  certain,  (and  other  members 
Northwest,  they  come  forward  with  the  of  the  legislature  shared  his  uncertainty) 
argument  against  separate  schools,  not  the  that  the  passaga  of  the  ordinance  did  not  ex- 
schools  that  exist  In  the  Northwest  Ter- 1  cced  his  powers.  However,  the  fact  that 
ritories.  because  we  have  no  ecclesiastical   the  law  of  1S!>2  has  since  remained  in  force 
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is  some  evidence  that  it  was  not  passed  in 
exi  css  of  the  powers  conferred  on  the  legis- 
lature. At  all  events  the  school  law  of  the 
Territories  as  it  exists  to-day  Is  absolutely 
a  school  law  that  has  been  given  to  the 
people  by  their  own  representatives  in  their 
own  legislature.  It  has  been  absolutely  sat- 
isfactory, and  if  the  people  of  Canada, 
especially  the  people  of  Ontario,  knew  just 
exactly  what  that  school  system  is,  there 
would  be  no  complaint  against  it.  I  ask 
the  people  of  Ontario  to  leave  it  to  the 
people  of  the  Northwest,  and  if  the  people 
of  the  Northwest,  through  their  local  legis- 
lature and  through  their  members  in  ihls 
parliament  are  satisfied  with  the  existing, 
conditions — and  I  think  these  conditions 
are  about  as  nearly  right  as  you  can  pos- 
sibly get  them  -then,  what  necessity  is  there 
for  the  people  of  Ontario  agitating  the  ques- 
tion ? 

We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  edu- 
cation in  the  province  of  Quebec.  I  was 
born  and  brought  up  and  lived  in  that  pro- 
vince until  I  reached  the  age  of  manhood. 
What  education  I  received  in  school  I  re- 
ceived at  a  public  school  in  a  small  Scottish 
settlement  surrounded  by  French  Canadians 
and  Roman  Catholics  for  a  hundred  miles 
east  and  west.  To  that  school  down  there 
we  paid  our  own  taxes,  we  paid  not  one 
cent  of  taxes  to  any  other  school,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  majority  left  us  absolutely 
free  to  do  just  as  we  liked.  I  don't  forget 
that. 

Mr.  SCOTT.    You  had  autonomy  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Yes,  the  Protestant  mi- 
nority had  full  autonomy  there.  There  was 
the  greatest  tolerance  towards  us  ;  intoler- 
ance I  never  saw  iu  any  shape  or  form  in 
that  province.  Would  it  not  be  very  small 
on  the  part  of  us  Protestants  because  we 
are  in  the  majority  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories, that  we  should  not  give  some  free- 
dom to  the  Roman  Catholic  minority.  The 
member  for  west  Asslniboia  has  pointed  out 
that  when  the  Act  of  1875  was  passed  in  this 
parliament  its  intention  was  as  much  to  pro- 
tect Protestants  as  to  protect  Roman  Catho- 
lics, because  at  that  date  nobody  knew 
whether  the  majority  in  the  Northwest  was 
going  to  be  Protestant  or  going  to  be  Roman 
Catholic.  And,  because  the  Protestants  now 
happen  to  be  in  the  majority,  are  we  going 
to  deprive  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of 
the  protection  which  the  federal  parliament 
in  its  wisdom  gave  to  the  minority  ?  Al- 
though the  Act  of  1875  was  passed  by  a 
Liberal  government  it  was  assented  to  un- 
animously by  every  member  of  the  Conser- 
vative party  then  in  opposition.  I  am  not 
well  versed  in  constitutional  law,  but  there 
is  tliis  that  cannot  be  denied  :  that  from 
1875  to  the  present  day  the  Roman  Catholic 
minority  have  had  the  right  to  have  separate 
schools  in  the  Territories.  I  believe  that  their 
rights  were  diminished  by  the  ordinance  of 
Mr.  TURRIFF. 


1892,  but  at  all  events  the  minority  have  had 
the  right  to  separate  schools  from  1875  to 
the  present  time.  Would  it  be  fair  or  would 
it  be  reasonable  on  our  part  ;  when  we  have 
made  these  schools  practically  public  schools, 
when  we  have  eliminated  all  clerical  aud 
church  control,  when  we  have  made  these 
schools  In  every  respect  equal  to  the  public 
schools,  when  we  know  that  there  our 
Roman  Catholic  children  will  get  the  same 
sound  education  they  get  in  the  public 
schools  ;  would  It  be  fair,  would  it  be  gener- 
ous to  wipe  out, — as  the  hon.  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  has  said— the  last  shred  of 
the  rights  of  the  minority  conferred  upon 
them  in  1875  ?  I  claim  that  It  would  be 
neither  just  nor  fair,  and  in  saying  this  I 
am  voicing  the  sentiments  of  my  constituents 
with  possibly  the  exception  of  an  odd  man 
here  and  there,  and  that  only  because  during 
the  last  month  or  so  efforts  have  been  made 
to  make  the  people  believe  that  we  are  now 
fastening  a  system  of  separate  schools  ou 
them.  If  I  understand  the  matter  aright, 
what  we  are  doing  is  fastening  a  system  of 
public  schools  on  the  Territories,  and  we  are 
makiug  it  clear  that  if  the  Conservatives 
come  into  power  ten  or  fifteen  years  from 
now,  they  will  not  be  able  to  do  to  the  Ter- 
ritories what  they  tried  to  do  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  The  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  said  that  the 
class  of  immigrants  coming  into  this  country 
were  chiefly  noted  for  ignorance,  dirt  and 
tilth,  I  have  had  something  to  do  with  the 
immigrants  coming  into  Canada  for  the  past 
few  years,  and  I  know  whereof  I  speak.  I 
presume  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  refer 
to  the  Immigrants  from  the  British  Isles  or 
from  the  United  States,  but  I  can  say  

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Turriff)  is  doing  the  member  for  Victoria  an 
injustice.  The  member  for  Victoria  (Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes)  referred  to  the  immigration 
coming  to  the  United  States  for  years  and 
years,  and  he  pointed  out  what  the  system 
of  schools  In  that  country  had  accomplished 
in  the  fusion  of  the  races. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  would  be  the  last  man 
in  the  House  to  misrepresent  a  member,  and 
especially  in  his  absence.  As  I  could  not 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman  very  well  from  the 
seat  which  I  occupied,  possibly  I  may  have 
misunderstood  him,  so  that  I  shall  not  speak 
further  on  that  point.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  taken  up  more  time  than  I  Intended, 
but  in  conclusion  I  wish  to  say  that  I  would 
ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  not  to  push  this 
agitation  further.  If  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site think  that  we  Liberal  members  from  the 
west  do  not  represent  tlie  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  though 
I  claim  that  we  do,  I  make  this  proposition 
to  them.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Haultain  is  working 
in  unison  with  them,  is  trying  to  help  them 
out  in  every  way,  is  doing  his  utmost  to 
make  this  a  party  question  in  the  Northwest. 
Let  them  get  Mr.  Haultain  to  call  his  lcgis- 
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lature  together  and  test  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories  on  this 
question.  If  he  calls  the  legislature  to- 
gether, either  as  it  stands  at  present,  or  with 
the  vacant  seats  filled,  I  venture  to  say  that 
he  will  not  have  a  majority  when  he  tries 
to  make  a  party  question  out  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Could  not  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen's friends  make  a  better  test  than 
that  by  appointing  a  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior and  sending  him  back  for  re-election  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  The  hon.  the  First  Min- 
ister said  the  other  day  in  my  hearing  that 
he  would  appoint  a  Minister  of  the  Interior 
within  three  months  ;  and  when  that  time 
comes,  if  he  chooses  one  of  the  members 
from  the  Northwest  Territories  and  he  goes 
back  for  re-election,  I  promise  you  that, 
whoever  he  may  be,  he  will  come  back  here 
with  a  larger  majority  than  he  had  on  the 
3rd  of  November  last. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Let  them  hold  this  Bill 
until  that  election  takes  place,  and  see  what 
the  public  sentiment  Is  in  the  west. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  Do  not  be  a  bit  alarmed 
about  It ;  you  will  get  plenty  of  it  before 
you  are  through. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  storm  centre  of 
alarm  is  further  west  to-day. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  We  heard  a  great  deal 
of  talk  like  this  in  connection  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific.  We  were  told  in  my  consti- 
tuency that  we  were  not  going  to  be  able 
to  save  our  deposit ;  but  what  was  the  re- 
sult ?  Seven  of  the  Liberal  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  from  the  Northwest  have 
each  an  average  majority  of  over  1,200 
votes. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  ask 
our  hon.  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  drop  this  agitation.  Come  down 
to  common  sense,  and  let  us  deal  with  the 
Bill  that  is  now  before  parliament. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Would  it  not  be  well 
to  give  that  advice  to  the  Toronto  '  Globe '  ? 

Mi-.  TURRIFF.  Let  us  get  on  with  the 
work  of  the  country.  Let  us  start  these 
new  provinces  without  hampering  them 
with  an  agitation  such  as  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  trying  to  work  up.  Instead  of 
that,  let  us  leave  them  to  devote  their  time 
and  energies  to  developing  the  great  natural 
resources  that  Providence  has  blessed  them 
with,  and  in  a  short  time  you  will  see  them 
two  of  the  greatest  and  most  populous, 
liberal  and  broad-minded  provinces  that  ex- 
ist in  the  Canadian  confederacy. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  In  assenting  to  the  mo- 
tion, I  should  like  to  be  permitted  to  make 
:i  remark.  Although  we  have  had  numerous 
speeches  on  this  question,  I  am  advised  that 
there  are  still  more  numerous  speeches  to 
follow,  a  very  large  number  of  members 
122} 
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desiring  to  address  the  House.  If  that  be 
!  the  fact,  we  are  likely  to  have  a  protracted 
debate  even  under  the  best  conditions,  and  I 
i  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  work  a 
;  little  harder  and  sit  a  little  later.  There- 
fore, I  hope  that  if  a  motion  like  this  is 
|  hereafter  made  at  this  early  hour,  It  may 
I  not  be  pressed,  but  we  may  ait  a  little  later 
i  and  get  the  debate  finished. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  adjourn- 
ed at  11.20  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  April  5,  1905. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  129)  to  amend  an  Act  respecting 
certain  patents  of  Wm.  A.  Damen. — Mr. 
Campbell. 

QUESTIONS. 

DREDGING  THE  MIMINEGASH  RIVER. 
Mr.  LDFURGEY— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  government  to 
have  any  dredging  done  on  the  Mlmlnegash 
river  this  coming  spring  or  summer  ? 

2.  If  any  dredging  is  to  be  done,  when  will 
the  work  commence  ? 

Hon.  C.  S.  HYMAN  (Acting  Minister  of 
Public  Works).  The  matter  is  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment. 

STEAMER  '  SEQUIN.' 
Mr.  BENNETT  asked: 

1.  Has  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies purchased  the  steamer  '  Sequin  '  ? 

2.  If  so,  what  is  the  date  of  purchase  ? 

3.  What  is  the  name  of  the  vendors  ? 

4.  What  was  the  consideration  paid  ? 

Hon.  R.  PREFONTAINE  (Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries).  To  the  first  question 
the  answer  Is  no,  and  the  same  answer  ap- 
plies to  all  the  other  questions. 

EXTENSION  OF  THE  BOUNDARIES  OF 
MANITOBA. 

On  the  Orders  of  the  Day  being  called, 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  I  beg  to  lay  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  a  return  supplementary  to  the 
i  return  which  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  on  Monday  last  with  respect  to  the 
claims  of  the  government  of  Manitoba  for 
an  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  that  pro- 
vince. At  the  same  time  I  move  that  the 
rules  of  the  House  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  return  be  printed  forthwith. 
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Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Might  I  inquire 
whether  the  letter  of  the  23rd  of  February, 
which  I  observe  in  the  public  press,  is  in- 
cluded in  the  document  brought  down  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No;  I  shall 
have  to  refer  to  that  in  a  moment.  In  mak- 
ing this  motion,  I  desire  to  make  a  state- 
ment. I  desire  at  this  moment  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  state- 
ment which  was  published  this  morn- 
ing in  the  newspapers  of  the  city, 
and  which  I  understand  has  been  published 
in  all  the  press  of  Canada.  This  statement 
is  made  by  Mr.  Rogers,  a  member  of  the 
Manitoba  government,  concerning  the  action 
taken  by  myself  and  by  my  colleagues  upon 
an  application  made  some  time  ago  by  the 
government  of  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
under  instructions  from  the  legislature  of 
that  province,  for  an  extension  of  its  boun- 
daries. I  may  aay  at  once  that  it  will  be 
my  duty,  so  far  as  the  action  of  the  govern- 
ment is  concerned  in  this  matter,  to  give 
the  statement  a  direct,  an  absolute  and  a 
categorical  denial.  In  order  that  there  may 
be  no  misunderstanding,  I  think  it  is  better 
that  I  should  read  to  the  House,  and  there- 
fore place  upon  the  records,  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Rogers,  as  I  find  it  in  the  '  Citizen.' 
It  is  as  follows  : 

On  February  13,  we  received  a  formal  invita- 
tion by  telegraph  from  Sir  Wilfrid  to  oome 
to  Ottawa  as  soon  as  convenient.  We  left  on 
February  14  and  arrived  on  the  afternoon  of 
the  16th,  when  we  received  a  letter  from  Sir 
WiKrid  at  the  Russell  House  saying  that  he 
would  be  pleased  to  meet  us  at  his  office  at 
mid-day  on  Friday,  the  17th. 

During  that  interview  we  presented  the 
claims  of  the  province  as  urgently  and  strongly 
as  possible.  In  reply  Sir  Wilfrid  said  that  If 
we  would  be  good  enough  to  remain  in  Ottawa 
for  three  or  four  days  he  would  again  send 
for  us  and  would  then  be  in  a  position  to  give 
us  an  answer. 

In  three  days'  time.on  February  20,a  letter  was 
received  from  Monseigneur  Sbarretti,  asking  for 
a  conference.  This  invitation  was  accepted  and 
His  Excellency  then  presented  the  following 
memorandum,  remarking  that  if  we  would 
place  this  on  the  statute-book  of  our  province 
it  would  greatly  facilitate  an  early  settlement 
of  our  mission,  the  fixing  of  our  boundaries, 
which  would  be  extended  to  the  shores  of 
Hudson  bay.  His  Excellency  further  added 
that  our  failure  to  act  in  the  past  had  preju- 
diced our  claim  for  extension  westward.  The 
following  is  a  copy  of  His  Excellency's  memo- 
randum, containing  the  proposeu  amendment  to 
the  Manitoba  School  Act: 

MQR.  SBARRETTI'S  MEMORANDUM. 
"  Add  to  section  125. — (b). — And  when  in 
any  city  or  town  there  shall  be  thirty  or  more 
Roman  Catholic  children  and  also  thirty  or 
more  non-Roman  Catholic  children,  or  in  any 
village  more  than  fifteen  of  each  of  such 
classes,  the  trustees  shall,  If  requested  by  a 
petition  of  parents  or  guardians  of  such  num- 
ber of  such  classes,  provide  separate  accom- 
modation for  each  of  such  classes  and  employ 
for  them  respectively  Roman  Catholic  and 
non-Roman  Catholic  teachers. 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


"Add  to  section  49. — (b) — And  when  in  any 
district  there  shall  be  fifteen  or  more  Roman 
Catholic  children  and  fifteen  or  more  non- 
Roman  Catholic  children,  the  trustees  shall, 
if  required  by  a  petition  of  parents  or  guard- 
ians of  such  number  of  either  of  such  classes, 
provide  separate  accommodation  for  each  of 
such  classes  and  employ  for  thom  respectively 
Roman  Catholic  and  non-Roman  Catholic 
teachers." 

DELAYING  WITH  A  PURPOSE. 

Notwithstanding  Sir  Wilfrid's  invitation  and 
our  interview,  followed  by  his  promise  of  which 
he  was  reminded  by  our  letter,  strange  to 
say,  up  to  this  very  hour  we  have  had  no  reply 
to  ours  of  February  23.  What  more  natural 
conclusion  can  be  arrived  at  than  that  Sir 
Wilfrid  is  simply  killing  time  and  making 
pretexts  in  order  that  the  polite  invitation 
of  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  could  be  acted  upon 
by  Manitoba. 

In  this  way,  of  course,  Sir  Wilfrid  thinks 
he  can  secure  a  political  advantage  for  his 
friends  in  this  province.  This  is  a  palpable 
political  trick,  which  be  Is  quite  capable  of 
undertaking,  with  the  view  to  force  the  local 
government  to  do  something  which  would  be 
resented  by  the  people  and  by  this  means  he 
hopes  to  reinstate  his  Liberal  friends  in  power 
here.  I,  for  one,  promise  to  take  no  chances  In 
allowing  Sir  Wilfrid  or  any  person  else  to  take 
advantage  of  us  by  any  underhanded  scheme 
of  this  sort.  All  I  ask  is  that  every  citizen  of 
the  province  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  opinion  by  his  vote  as  a  protest 
against  continued  delay.  I  deny  the  right  of 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  and  Monseigneur  Sbarretti 
to  undertake  to  mix  up  the  matter  of  separate 
schools  with  that  of  the  extension  of  our  bound- 
aries, and  I  am  sure  that  in  so  doing  they  do  not 
reflect  the  wishes  of  either  Roman  Catholics 
or  Protestants  in  the  province.  It  ill-be- 
comes the  '  Olobe  '  to  make  this  charge  against 
the  government  of  Manitoba,  when  the  only 
persons  affected  are -Sir  Wilfrid  and  Monsei- 
gneur Sbarretti. 

LAURIER'S  DOUBLE-DEALING. 

We  have  no  desire  in  Manitoba  for  double- 
dealing  about  this  or  any  other  question.  This, 
however,  appears  to  be  a  favourite  course  of 
Sir  Wilfrid.  For  example,  in  1896  he  signed  an 
official  statement  declaring  himself  to  be  en- 
titled to  credit  for  the  final  settlement  of  the 
Manitoba  school  question,  while  Immediately 
following  we  find  from  the  correspondence 
brought  down  In  the  parliament  of  Canada  the 
following  extract  from  a  letter  to  Cardinal 
Rampolla.  which  he  has  never  denied: 

'  It  is  desirable.  If  not  necessary,  that  the 
mission  of  Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val  should 
be  renewed  or  rather  continued,  and  that  he 
should  be  present  in  the  midst  of  us  for  a  more 
or  less  prolonged  time  as  the  accredited  re- 
presentative of  the  Holy  See.' 

It  will  be  remembered  that  Monseigneur 
Merry  Del  Val  was  appointed  Papal  delegate 
by  His  Holiness  the  Pope  on  the  petition  of  Sir 
Wilfrid  and  forty  odd  members  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada.  The  petition  was  presented  to 
His  Holiness  by  Mr.  Fltzpatrlck  and  further 
urged  by  the  Canadian  legal  representative  in 
London,  England,  Charles  Russell,  who  was 
afterwards  instructed  to  go  to  Rome  as  Sir 
Wilfrid's  representative,  and  who,  on  November 
26,  1897,  addressed  the  following  to  Cardinal 
Rampolla,  secretary  of  state  to  the  Pope. 
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'I  have  just  arrived  at  Rome  once  more  at  the 
urgent  request  of  the  Catholic  members  of  the 
government  and  parliament  of  Canada.  My 
Instructions  enjoin  me  to  again  renew  to  Tour 
Eminence  the  desire  which  I  had  already  the 
honour  to  express  to  you,  that  His  Holiness 
will  be  pleased  to  nominate  a  permanent  dele- 
gate to  Canada  as  representative  of  His  Holi- 
ness who  would  reside  on  the  spot  but  would 
be  outside  all  local  Interests.' 

So  that  by  this  plain  arrangement  a  dele- 
gate was  appointed  who  was  regarded  as 
necessary  on  account  of  differences  of  opinion 
which  existed  at  that  time  between  Sir  Wilfrid 
and  certain  of  his  following  as  to  his  official 
signed  statement  declaring  he  was  a  party  to 
the  final  settlement  of  the  Manitoba  school 
question.  Here  again,  we  have  the  hand  of  Sir 
Wilfrid  engaged  in  double-dealing  in  this  mat- 
ter as  is  evidenced  by  his  assurance  to  Cardi- 
nal Rampolla  through  Mr.  Russell,  the  Can- 
adian legal  representative,  who  wrote  to  His 
Eminence  as  follows,  presenting  Sir  Wilfrid's 
side  of  the  case  at  Rome: 

We  do  not  solicit  His  Holiness  to  sanction 
as  perfect  the  concessions  obtained,  but  that  In 
His  wisdom  he  will  be  pleased  to  regard  them 
as  a  beginning  of  justice.  ^ 

Now,  this  to  my  mind  is  conclusive  that  Sir 
Wilfrid  In  combination,  with  Monseigneur 
Sbarrettl  had  hoped  by  their  present  course  to 
carry  out  the  promise  given  through  their  accre- 
dited representative,  Mr.  Charles  Russell,  in  this 
underhand  way.  In  view  of  the  foregoing. 
I  am  sure  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  owes  it  to 
the  people  of  this  province  to  at  once  give  a 
reason  why  we  are  not  entitled  to  im- 
mediate consideration  and  action  other  than 
the  flimsy  excuse  which  he  has  already  himself 
created  in  his  Invitation  to  Mr.  Whitney  to  ad- 
vance a  claim  to  some  portion  of  Keewatln 
which  did  not  form  part  of  old  Canada. 

It  is  certainly  idle  for  any  person  to  assume 
that  Monseigneur  Sbarrettl,  occupying  the  posi- 
tion he  does,  would  press  me  to  make  the  sug- 
gestion of  terms  and  conditions  which  he  did 
without  the  full  knowledge  and  consent  of  Sir 
Wilfrid  and  his  colleagues.  And  on  the  other 
hand  Sir  Wilfrid's  attitude  carries  with  it 
evidence  of  a  full  knowledge  of  arrangement, 
as  is  evident  by  his  creation  of  excuses  for 
delay  as  well  as  his  failure  to  give  reason  or 
cause  for  same,  and  further  by  his  unfairness 
in  bringing  down  one  side  of  the  case  and  at- 
tempting to  secure  a  prejudicement  from  the 
people  without  their  having  Manitoba's  reply 
to  his  minute  of  council  of  March  21,  which 
was  received  by  this  government  on  March  28 
and  replied  to  on  March  31. 

■Can  you  give  us  your  reply  for  publication  ? 
Mr.  Rogers  was  asked. 

No,  because  it  can  only  be  made  public 
through  the  usual  channel,  that  of  being  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  and  Sir  Wilfrid  is 
at  perfect  liberty  and  should  do  this  at  once. 

Before  I  proceed  any  further,  I  may  say 
at  once,  referring  to  the  whole  tenor  of 
this  document,  that  In  so  far  as  there  is 
a  charge  that  there  was  an  understanding 
between  Monseigneur  Sbarrettl  and  my- 
self to  have  the  school  question  considered 
In  connection  with  the  extension  of  the 
boundaries  of  Manitoba,  there  Is  not  a  sha- 
dow nor  a  tittle  of  truth  in  it.  Mr.  Rogers 
uses  this  language  : 


It  is  certainly  idle  for  any  person  to  assume 
that  Monslgneur  Sbarrettl,  occupying  the  posi- 
tion he  does,  would  presume  to  make  the  sug- 
gestion of  terms  and  conditions  which  he  did 
without  the  full  knowledge  and  consent  of  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  and  his  colleagues. 

I  assert  that  if  Mr.  Rogers  states  that 
Monseigneur  Sbarrettl  did  press  him  to 
make  the  suggestion  of  terms  and 
conditions  which  he  says  Monseigneur 
Sbarrettl  Add  with  my  knowledge,  he 
states  something  which  is  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  truth.  If  that  has  taken 
place  it  has  taken  place  wholly  without  my 
knowledge  and  without  my  participation, 
and  I  never  heard  of  it  in  any  way  what- 
ever until  last  Saturday,  when  the  matter 
was  brought  to  my  notice  by  a  telegram 
from  the  Toronto  '  Globe.'  Then  Mr.  Rogers 
goes  on  to  say  : 

And,  on  the  other  hand,  Sir  Wilfrid's  attitude 
carries  with  it  evidence  of  a  full  knowledge  of 
arrangement,  as  is  evident  by  his  creation  of 
excuses  for  delay,  as  well  as  his  failure  to 
give  reason  or  cause  for  same  and  further  by 
his  unfairness  in  bringing  down  one  side  of  the 
case  and  attempting  to  secure  a  prejudgment 
from  the  people  without  their  having  Manitoba's 
reply  to  his  minute  of  council  of  March  21. 
which  was  received  by  this  government  on 
March  28,  and  replied  to  on  March  31. 

On  Monday  last,  which  was  the  3rd  of 
April,  I  brought  down  to  this  House  a  re- 
turn to  an  address  moved  for  some  time  ago 
by  the  hon.  member '  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Roche),  asking  for  copies  of  all  correspon- 
dence that  had  taken  place  between  the 
government  of  Manitoba  and  this  gov: 
eminent  on  the  subject  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba. 
The  last  paper  upon  thds  return  was 
the  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  our 
reply  to  the  prayer  of  the  Manitoba  govern- 
ment. We  have  received  since  that  time  a 
further  rejoinder  by  Manitoba  to  our  reply. 
We  did  not  bring  it  down  on  Monday  with 
the  return,  because  we  had  not  then  re- 
ceived it.  It  arrived  at  the  Privy  Council 
office  only  yesterday.  1  at  once  gave  orders 
to  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Council  to.  have 
it  prepared  for  presentation  to  the  House 
and  I  have  to-day  laid  It  on  the  table  of 
the  House.  In  all  this  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  any  intention  to  conceal  anything. 
There  was  nothing  to  conceal,  this  was  a 
public  document.  Then  I  see  by  the  corre- 
spondence that  the  order  of  the  Manitoba 
•government  was  passed  on  the  31st  of 
March,  which  was  last  Friday.  It  was 
sent  to  us  on  the  following  day,  Saturday, 
it  could  not  therefore  get  here  until  yes- 
terday morning,  and  as  soon  as  it  was  re- 
ceived by  us,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  I 
gave  instructions  to  have  it  prepared  and 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  House,  so  as  to 
form  part  of  the  correspondence  which  the 
people  of  this  country  have  a  right  to  have 
before  them.  Now,  I  pass  to  another  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Rogers  : 
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In  three  days'  time  

I  shall  come  back  to  this. 

 February  20,  a  letter  was  received  from  His 

Excellency,  Monseigneur  Sbarretti,  asking  for  a 
conference.  This  invitation  was  accepted,  and 
His  Excellency  then  presented  the  folTdwing 
memorandum,  remarking  that  if  we  would  place 
this  on  the  statute-book  of  our  province  that 
It  would  greatly  facilitate  an  early  settlement 
of  our  mission,  the  fixing  of  our  boundaries, 
which  would  be  extended  to  the  shores  of  Hud- 
son bay.  His  Excellency  further  added  that 
our  failure  to  act  in  the  past  had  prejudiced 
our  claim  for  extension  westward. 

According  to  this  statement,  it  appears 
that  Mr.  Rogers  and  Mr.  Colin  Campbell, 
who  were  the  delegates  of  the  Manitoba 
government,  had  a  conference  with  Mon- 
seigneur Sbarretti,  the  Papal  ablegate. 
There  has  been  a  rumour  in  the  press — not 
in  the  press,  but  at  all  events,  about  the 
corridors  of  this  House — that  this  confer- 
ence had  been  brought  about  by  means  of 
one  of  my  colleagues.  I  have  to  say  to 
the  House,  and  I  have  the  authority  of  my 
colleague  for  this,  that  there  never  was  any 
conference  brought  about  by  him  between 
the  delegates  and  Monseigneur  Sbarretti, 
and  I  have  to  make  the  further  statement 
that  neither  myself  nor  any  of  my  col- 
leagues were  the  intermediaries  between 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  and  the  delegates  of 
Manitoba.  If  there  has  been  such  a  con- 
ference how  it  came  about  I  cannot  say. 
Perhaps  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  may  have 
had  previous  communication  with  these 
gentlemen;  I  do  not  know.  Perhaps  he 
knew  them  and  perhaps  that  is  the  reason 
why  he  called  upon  them  to  have  a  con- 
ference. At  all  events,  it  Is  no  concern  of 
mine.  I  know  nothing,  and  I  never  knew 
anything  of  it  until  this  day,  nor  did  the 
government.  What  conversation  took  place 
between  the  papal  ablegate,  Mr.  Rogers 
and  Mr.  Colin  Campbell  I  do  not  know. 
This  is  a  question,  perhaps,  as  to  which 
there  may  be  something  later  on;  I  do  not 
know.  But,  I  take  the  statement  as  I  find 
It  here,  and  upon  this  statement  I  have  the 
right  to  make  some  comments  which  may 
throw  some  light,  perhaps,  on  what  has 
taken  place.  Mr.  Rogers  says  that  the 
ablegate  made  this  remark  : 

This  invitation  was  accepted  and  His  Ex- 
cellency then  presented  the  following  memo- 
randum, remarking  that  if  we  would  place  this 
on  the  statute-book  of  our  province  it  would 
greatly  facilitate  an  early  settlement  of  our 
mission,  the  fixing  of  our  boundaries,  which 
would  be  extended  to  the  shores  of  Hudson 
bay. 

As  to  that,  I  have  no  reason  to  make  any 
comment,  because  that  is  a  thing  as  to 
which  I  know  nothing.  Then  Mr.  Rogers 
goes  on  to  say  : 

His  Excellency  further  added  that  our  failure 
to  act  in  the  past  had  prejudiced  our  claim  for 
extension  westward. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


Well,  Sir,  I  cannot  conceive  how  the  papal 
ablegate,  or  anybody  else,  could  have  stated 
that  the  failure  of  the  province  of  Manitoba 
to  amend  the  School  Act  prevented  the  ex- 
tension of  its  boundaries  westward  and 
that  if  such  had  been  done  it  would  have 
facilitated  this  extension.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  it  Is  possible  that  such  a  state- 
ment could  have  been  made,  considering  the 
fact  that  since  the  month  of  July,  1806. 
when  we  came  Into  office,  up  to  the  month  of 
January,  1905,  we  never  received  from  the 
government  of  Manitoba  a  communication 
asking  for  the  extension  of  the  boundaries 
of  that  province.  There  may  have  been  re- 
solutions passed  by  the  legislature,  asking 
for  the  extension  of  their  boundaries;  I  do 
not  know.  I  am  told  that  there  have  been, 
and  I  have  seen  In  the  press  that  resolu- 
tions were  passed  in  1901,  that  resolutions 
were  passed  also,  as  I  understand,  in  1902, 
and  resolutions  were  passed,  I  know,  in 
1905.  In  1905,  these  resolutions  were  fol- 
lowed by  executive  action,  they  were  called 
to  our  attention,  but  neither  in  1901  nor 
in  1902,  were  these  resolutions  passed  by 
the  legislature  of  Manitoba,  followed  by 
executive  action  or  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  government  of  Canada.  This  morn- 
ing, when  I  read  the  Interview  with  Mr. 
Rogers,  I  asked  myself  if  my  memory  was 
at  fault,  and  if  there  had  been  any  com- 
munication sent  to  us,  which,  in  the  multi- 
tude of  things  with  which  we  are  called 
upon  to  deal,  I  might  have  forgotten.  I  in- 
quired of  my  colleagues  if  they  had  any 
recollection  of  any  such  communication  be- 
ing sent  to  us,  and  they  all  answered  me 
they  bad  no  such  recollection.  I  then  in- 
quired from  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Council 
if  there  was  anything  in  the  archives  of 
the  department  which  would  show  that 
any  such  communication  had  been  received 
by  us,  and  I  received  this  memorandum 
from  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Council. 

From  June,  189«,  to  January,  1905,  there  is 
no  record  in  the  Privy  Council  office  of  a  claim 
advanced  by  the  province  of  Manitoba  for  the 
extension  of  its  boundaries.  In  May,  1902,  there 
was  a  protest  from  the  Northwest  Territories 
against  the  extension  of  the  boundaries  c!  the 
province  of  Manitoba. 

Now,  Sir,  with  these  preliminary  remarks 
I  shall  proceed  to  give  my  version  of  what 
took  place  between  Mr.  Colin  Campbell  and 
Mr.  Rogers,  and  us,  when  they  came  here 
as  delegates  from  the  government  of  Mani- 
toba. I  shall  take  in  the  first  place  the 
following  statement  made  by  Mr.  Rogers  : 

On  February  13th  we  received  a  formal  in- 
vitation by  telegraph  from  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
to  come  to  Ottawa  as  soon  as  convenient.  We 
left  on  February  14th  and  arrived  on  afternoon 
of  the  16th,  when  we  received  a  letter  from 
Sir  Wilfrid  at  the  Russell  House,  saying  that  be 
would  be  pleased  to  meet  us  at  his  office  at 
mid-day  on  Friday  the  17th. 

In  this  statement  there  is  nothing  which 
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is  not  in  accordance  with  the  truth,  but 
it  is  not  the  whole  truth.  It  leaves  the 
impression  that  we  took  the  initiative  of  our 
own  accord  to  have  these  gentlemen  come 
from  Manitoba  to  discuss  that  matter  with 
us,  whereas  the  truth  is,  that  we  simply 
responded  to  an  invitation  which  came  to 
us  from  the  government  of  Manitoba.  I  have 
brought  here  the  whole  correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  upon  this  subject.  I 
stated  a  moment  ago  that  from  the  month  of 
June,  1896  to  the  month  of  January,  1905,  we 
had  not  received  a  communication  from 
the  government  of  Manitoba  asking  for  the 
extension  of  their  boundaries,  and  I  repeat 
the  statement.  The  first  communication  we 
received  upon  this  subject  Is  the  following: 
Department  of  the  Provincial  Secretary, 
Winnipeg,  Man. 

January  20th,  1905. 
Right  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  G<C.M.G.. 

President  of  the  King's  Privy  Council  for 
Canada,  Ottawa,  Ont. 
Sir, — The  government  of  Manitoba,  on  a  mo- 
tion of  the  legislative  assembly,  has  to-day  for- 
warded to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General, 
a  memorial  relating  to  the  extension  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  province,  and  I  am  directed 
to  write  you  and  request  that  you  will  be 
pleased  to  appoint  an  early  date  for  receiving 
a  deputation  from  the  government  of  Manitoba 
in  relation  to  the  matter.    It  would  be  appre- 
ciated it  such  a  date  could  be  named  for  the 
first  or  second  week  in  February. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

D.   H.  McFADDEN. 

Provincial  Secretary. 
To  this  letter  I  answered  in  the  following 
terms  : 

Ottawa,  24th  January,  1906. 

Dear  Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  favour  of  the  20th  instant, 
informing  me  that  the  legislative  assembly  has 
forwarded  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral in  Council,  a  memorial  relating  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  boundaries  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  and  asking  to  have  a  date  fixed  for 
receiving  a  deputation  from  the  government  of 
Manitoba  in  connection  with  this  matter. 

The  memorial  has  not  yet  been  received  at 
the  office  of  the  Privy  Council.  I  shall  bring 
your  request  to  the  attention  of  the  govern- 
ment as  soon  as  possible  after  its  receipt,  and 
will  communicate  with  you  again  later  on. 

Tours  very  sincerely, 

WILFRID  LAURIER. 

Hon.  D.  H.  McFadden, 

Manitoba. 

In  accordance  with  the  promise  there 
made,  when  we  had  received  the  memorial 
from  the  government  of  Manitoba,  I  brought 
it  to  the  attention  of  the  Privy  Council,  and 
C  was  authorized  to  send  the  following  tele- 
gram : 

Ottawa,  13th  February,  1905. 
Hon.  D.  H.  McFadden, 

Winnipeg,  Manitboa. 
With  reference  to  your  last  memorial  re  ex- 
tension of  limits,  will  be  glad  to  receive  your 
delegation  at  any  time  convenient  to  you. 

WILFRID  LAURIER. 


That  telegram  is  dated  the  13th  of  Febr- 
uary, and  on  the  same  day  I  received  the 
following  telegram  from  Mr.  McFadden  : 

Winnipeg,  Man.,  13th  February,  1905. 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler, 
Ottawa,  Ont. 
Replying  to  your  telegram  of  even  date,  Hon. 
Messrs.  Rogers  and  Campbell  have  been  ap- 
pointed to  confer  with  your  government  regard- 
ing extension  of  boundaries.    They  leave  here 
to-morrow,  will  reach  Ottawa  Thursday  16th. 
Kindly  notify  them  at  Russell  House  as  to  time 
and  place-  for  interview  suitable  to  your  own 
convenience. 

D.   H.  McFADDEN. 

In  accordance  with  this  last  telegram  in- 
viting me  to  fix  a  time  and  to  inform  Mr. 
Campbell  and  Mr.  Rogers  at  what  time 
we  would  be  ready  to  receive  them,  I  caus- 
ed my  secretary  in  compliance  with  their 
desire,  on  the  10th  of  February  to  send 
the  following  letter  : 

Ottawa,  16th  February,  1905. 
Dear  Sir,— Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  will  be  glad  to 
receive  you  to-morrow  the  17th  instant  at  12.30 
o'clock  in  his  offlcfc,  Privy  Council. 

Yours  respectfully. 
(Sgd.)  RODOLPHE  BOUDREAO. 

Private  Secretary. 

That  was  on  the  16th  of  February,  and 
on  the  following  day  accordingly,  there 
took  place  at  my  office  the  interview  with 
the  delegates  from  Manitoba.  There  had 
been  a  subcommittee  of  the  Privy  Council 
appointed  to  receive  the  delegates,  and  the 
ministers  present  on  that  occasion  were, 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral and  myself  ;  I  think  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  present,  but  of  that  I  am  not 
quite  sure. 

I  take  now  the  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers 
as  to  what  took  place  then.  Mr.  R5gers 
says  : 

During  that  Interview  we  presented  the  claim 
of  the  province  as  urgently  and  strongly  as  pos- 
sible. In  reply  Sir  Wilfrid  said,  that  If  we 
would  be  good  enough  to  remain  in  Ottawa  for 
three  or  four  days  he  would  again  send  for  us 
and  would  then  be  in  a  position  to  give  us  an 
answer. 

As  to  the  latter  statement  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  my  memory  is  not  In  accordance 
with  the  memory  of  Mr.  Rogers.    I  do  not 

ant  to  make  any  imputation,  but  I  flatter 
myself  that  I  have  a  pretty  good  memory 
and  my  memory  is  corroborated  by  that 
of  my  colleagues.  What  took  place  was 
this :  We  heard  the  petition  presented 
to  us  by  the  delegates  from  Manitoba.  Mr. 
Rogers  was  the  spokesman.  I  do  not  think 
Mr.  Campbell  said  anything  at  all,  but  if 
he  did  he  took  a  very  Indifferent  part  in 
the  discussion  which  was  mainly  carried 
rn  by  Mr.  Rogers.  He  presented  to  us  a 
repetition  of  all  the  claims  which  are 
advanced  in  the  state  paper  now  on  the 
table  of  the  House.    Hp  asked  that  the 
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boundaries  of  the  province  should  be  ex- 
tended westward,  northward  and  eastward- 
westward,  that  it  should  have  a  part  of  the 
new  province  of  Saskatchewan,  a  part  of 
the  districts  of  Assinibola  and  Saskatche- 
wan ;  northward,  that  they  should  have  the 
territory  towards  the  north,  and  eastward 
towards  Hudson  bay.  I  may  say  at  ouce 
that  we  discussed  this  at  some  length,  in 
fact  at  considerable  length.  When  Mr. 
Rogers  advanced  the  claim  on  behalf  of 
Manitoba,  that  its  boundaries  should  be  ex- 
tended westward  and  include  part  of  the 
present  districts  of  Assiniboia  and  Sas- 
katchewan, we  presented  to  Mr.  Rogers  what 
seemed  to  be  a  very  strong  objection  to 
that.  We  told  Mr.  Rogers  in  fact :  that 
this  claim  bad  been  considered  by  the 
government  of  Sir  Johu  Macdouald  in  188-1 
and  had  uot  been  granted  ;  that  the  reasons 
which  existed  in  1884  for  refusing  the  pray- 
er of  Manitoba  were  far  stronger  to-day 
than  they  were  then  :  that  at  that  time 
that  part  of  the  Territories  was  in  its 
infancy,  but  that  at  present  it  had 
a  considerable  population,  as  advanc- 
ed as  the  population  of  Manitoba. 
That  there  was  the  objection  further: 
that  the  elegislature  of  the  Territor- 
ies had  protested  against  its  being 
annexed  to  Manitoba,  and  therefore  we  did 
not  see  how  it  was  possible  to  grant  that 
part  of  the  prayer  of  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba. With  regard  to  the  uorthern  portion 
of  the  district  of  Saskatchewan,  we  said 
to  Mr.  Rogers  and  to  his  colleague.  Mr. 
Campbell  :  we  do  not  know  that  there  is 
any  objection  to  granting  you  the  upper 
portion  of  the  district  of  Saskatchewan  ; 
it  is  true  that  we  understand  there  is  an 
objection  raised,  but  it  is  a  question  which 
can  be  discussed  later  on  ;  at  ail  events, 
we  do  not  intend  to  introduce  this  part  of  I 
the  territory  of  Saskatchewan  into  the ' 
new  provinces  and  we  had  better  leave  It 
for  further  discussion. 

When  it  came  to  n  discussion  on  the  ex- 
tension of  the  boundary  eastward,  towards 
Hudson  bay,  my  colleague  the  Postmaster 
General,  who  was  with  me  then,  at  once 
took  strong  objections  to  that  claim  of  Mani- 
toba. He  stated  that  In  his  opinion  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  the  province  of  Ontario 
that  that  claim  should  be  considered  unless 
the  province  of  Ontario  had  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  it  with  the  province  of  Manitoba. 
That  was  on  the  17th  of  February.  I  do 
not  remember  that  I  said  to  Mr.  Rogers  and 
Mr.  Campbell  that  If  they  were  to  wait  for 
some  days  we  would  ajrain  send  for  them 
and  be  in  a  position  to  give  them  an  answer. 
What  I  distinctly  remember  stating,  as  it 
was  my  duty  to  do.  was  that  their  represen- 
tations would  bo  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Council,  and  that  probably  they  would 
get  an  answer  at  an  early  date.  More  1 
than  this  I  do  not  remember  stating.  I 
and  I  do  not  think  I  did.  The  two 
Bills  for  the  creation  of  the  provinces  of 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURTER 


Saskatchewan  and  Alberta  were  introduced 
on  the  following  Tuesday,  the  21st  of  Feb- 
ruary. Both  Mr.  Rogers  and  Mr.  Campbell 
were  present  on  the  floor  of  this  House  and 
heard  the  statement  I  then  made.  That 
statement  was  that  I  had  the  authority  of 
my  colleagues  to  say  that  we  could  not  see 
our  way  to  extend  the  boundaries  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba  westward,  for  the 
reasons  which  I  have  just  given,  that  we  had 
reserved  the  northern  portion  of  the  district 
of  Saskatchewan  for  future  action,  and  that 
with  regard  to  extending  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba  to  Hudson  bay  we  were  of  opin- 
ion that  the  province  of  Ontario  and  the 
province  of  Quebec  should  be  consulted. 
Mr.  Rogers  beard  this  statement,  and,  there- 
fore, knew  what  was  the  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernment on  that  question. 

This  shows  one  thing,  that  this  policy  of 
ours  was  settled  then  and  there,  without  in- 
terference from  anybody,  without  participa- 
tion by  anybody.  We  settled  our  own  busi- 
ness according  to  our  lights.  We  told  the 
province  of  Manitoba  that  we  could  not  ex- 
tend its  boundaries  westward  for  the  rea- 
sons we  gave,  and  on  that  decision  we 
took  our  stand  before  this  House  and  main- 
tained it.  But  we  stated  we  were  prepared 
to  consider  the  claim  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba  for  extension  northward  towards 
Hudson  bay  in  connection  with  the  claims 
of  the  new  province  of  Saskatchewan  and 
the  proviuces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  Since 
that  time  we  have  embodied  these  views  in 
a  Minute  of  Council,  which  has  been  com- 
municated to  the  'Manitoba  government. 
There  is  no  difference  between  the  Minute 
of  Council  and  the  statement  I  made  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  on  the  21st  of  February 
except  this,  that  in  the  Minute  of  Council, 
after  having  given  the  matter  due  considera- 
tion, we  take  the  view  that  there  is  no  rea- 
son for  calling  the  province  of  Quebec  to 
that  conference,  because  it  is  not  sufficient- 
ly Interested  in  the  matter;  but  we  declare 
our  readiness.  Immediately  after  the  creat- 
ion of  the  new  provinces,  to  have  a  confer- 
ence, in  Which  the  provinces  of  Saskatche- 
wan, Ontario  and  Manitoba  will  be  repre- 
sented. That  is  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  now  stands. 

My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion has  called  my  attention  to  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Rogers  of  the  23rd  of  February.  That 
letter  is  not  in  the  interview  as  reported 
in  the  'Citizen.'  but  I  found  it  In  another 
paper,  the  Toronto  'Star'  of  yesterday,  and 
is  as  follows: 

Russell  House,  Ottawa,  February  2S,  1906. 
Sir, — As  we  find  it  necessary  to  leave  Ottawa 
to-morrow,  we  desire  to  refer  to  our  Interview 
ot  Friday,  the  17t*,  respecting  Manitoba's  claim 
for  extension  of  her  boundaries  westward  and 
northward,  when  you  were  good  enough  to  sug- 
gest that  if  we  would  come  here  for  two  or 
three  days  you  would  be  in  a  position  to  give 
us  an  answer  respecting  same.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent, however,  we  have  heard  nothing  further 
from  you.  excepting  your  statement  in  parlla- 
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merit  on  Tuesday  last,  when  introducing  your 
Autonomy  Bills,  which  we  presume  represents 
your  fixed  and  final  decision  as  to  westward 
boundary. 

In  view  of  Manitoba's  very  strong  claims,  as 
presented  to  you  In  the  memorial  unanimously 
passed  by  our  legislature,  and  supported  and 
supplemented  in  our  interview,  we  must  enter, 
on  behalf  of  the  province,  our  firm  protest 
against  your  decision  in  refusing  to  grant  the 
prayer  of  our  request,  extension  of  our  boun- 
daries westward,  and  exceedingly  regret  that 
apparently  local  considerations  have  deprived 
Manitoba  of  what  she  rightfully  regards  as  a 
most  Just  claim. 

Respecting  extension  northward,  we  most  re- 
spectfully urge  It  on  you  that  this  should  en- 
gage your  consideration  and  attention  during 
the  present  session. 

We,  of  course,  most  emphatically  deny  the 
right  of  Quebec  and  Ontario  having  further  to 
say  in  respect  to  the  extension  of  our  boundar- 
ies north  to  James  bay,  or  that  they  could  ad- 
vance any  claim  worthy  of  consideration  that 
would  necessitate  delay  in  attaching  this  terri- 
tory immediately  to  Manitoba. 

We  regard  this  as  exclusively  a  matter  for 
settlement  between  our  government  and  Mani- 
toba. We  sincerely  trust  that  upon  further  con- 
sideration you  may  see  your  way  clear  to  grant 
the  request  we  make  on  behalf  of  a  united  pro- 
vince. 

Yours  faithfully, 

(Sgd.)  R.  ROGERS. 

My  lion,  .friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion asked  me  a  moment  ago  why  this  let- 
ter was  not  included  in  the  correspondence 
that  has  been  brought  down.    The  answer 
is,  that  I  have  not  received  that  letter.    It  , 
is  not  of  very  great  consequence  In  view  of  ! 
the  facts.    It  is  simply  a  letter  of  protest ;  j 
it  adds  nothing  at  all  to  the  facts;  but  I  | 
did  not  receive  It.    This  morning  I  asked 
my  secretary  to  search  and  see  whether  or  | 
not  it  had  been  received.    I  have  no  re-  i 
membrance  of  having  received  it  and  it  is  ! 
not  on  file.   I  have  brought  everything  that  j 
there  is  on  file  on  this  question.  Moreover, 
I  do  not  think  it  matters  very  much  whether 
Mr.  Rogers  wrote  or  did  not  write  that  let-  , 
ter,  in  view  of  the  interview  he  gave  and 
which  was  published  in  the  'Citizen'  of  the  I 
20tJb  of  February  last  upon  this  very  point.  1 
In  that  interview  Mr.  Rogers  stated  to  the  j 
reporter:  ! 

Mr.  Campbell  and  myself  have  been  appointed 
to  come  bere  to  plead  for  what  is  considered  i 
by  Manitoba  to  be  her  just  claims,  before  the 
government  who  are  the  tribunal  in  the  case, 
and  whose  decision  must  be  final. 

When  do  you  expect  a  decision  ? 

I  presume  that  when  the  BUI  which  is  pro-  i 
mised  for  Tuesday  next  is  brought  down,  it  will  , 
represent  the  government's  decision  in  the  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  Rogers  was  present  on  the  floor  of  \ 
this  House  on  the  21st  of  February  and  j 
beard  me  state  the  decision  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  therefore  there  was  not  much  | 
occasion  for  him  to  write  two  days  later  , 
asking  for  a  decision.  But  this  point  is  of  , 
no  consequence.    I  mention  it  simply  as  a  1 


reason  why  the  letter  was  not  Included  in 
the  correspondence. 

I  have  only  one  word  more  to  say  about 
the  extraordinary  interview  of  Mr.  Rogers. 
I  will  read  again  a  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers 
which  appears  in  the  'Citizen'  under  the 
heading  'Laurier's  Double  Dealing.'  Mr. 
Rogers  says: 

We  have  no  desire  in  Manitoba  for  double 
dealing  about  this  or  any  other  question.  This, 
however,  appears  to  be  a  favourite  course  of  Sir 
Wilfrid.  For  example,  in  1896  he  signed  an 
official  statement  declaring  himself  to  be  en- 
titled to  credit  for  the  final  settlement  of  the 
Manitoba  school  question,  while  immediately 
following  we  find  from  the  correspondence 
brought  down  in  the  parliament  of  Canada  the 
following  extract  from  a  letter  to  Cardinal 
Rampolla,  which  he  has  never  denied. 

I  have  only  two  observations  to  make  on 
this.  I  do  not  know  to  what  Mr.  Rogers 
refers  when  he  says  that  1  signed  an  official 
statement  declaring  myself  to  be  entitled 
to  credit  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  Mani- 
toba school  question.  It  is  not  of  any  con- 
sequence, but  I  do  not  know  what  Mr. 
Rogers  means  when  he  says  that.  In  the 
statement  immediately  following,  the  im- 
pression is  conveyed  that  the  Canadian  gov- 
ernment brought  down  correspondence  be- 
tween the  government  of  Canada  and  Cardi- 
nal Rampolla.  There  is  no  such  thing  in 
fact.  The  government  of  Canada  never  had 
any  correspondence  with  Cardinal  Rampolla 
and  never  brought  down  any  correspon- 
dence, because  there  was  none  to  bring 
down.  What  is  true  is  that  In  1896  my 
self  and  several  of  my  co-religionists,  hav- 
ing some  difficulties  in  our  own  church,  ap- 
pealed to  the  authorities  of  our  own  church 
to  settle  them.  There  was  nothing  more 
than  that.  We  did  It,  not  as  a  government, 
but  simply  as  men  belonging  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  church.  We  had  trouble  over  mat- 
ters of  ecclesiastical  policy,  and  we  ap- 
pealed to  the  supreme  arbiter  in  our  church 
to  determine  these  matters.  There  was 
nothing  more  or  less.  On  this  occasion  I 
have  nothing  more  to  say,  but  I  thought  that 
under  the  circumstances  I  owed  it  to  myself 
and  the  House  simply  to  make  a  statement 
of  the  facts  as  they  are. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  simply  wish 
to  supplement  briefly  some  of  the  remarks 
that  have  fallen  from  my  right  hou.  leader. 
The  communication  from  Mr.  Rogers  con- 
tains a  statement  to  the  effect  that  at  the 
invitation  of  His  Excellency  Mouseigueur 
Sbarretti,  he  waited  upon  him,  and  that  on 
that  occasion  the  Papal  ablegate  said  that 
if  they  would  make  some  concessions,  the 
mission  of  the  Manitoba  representatives 
would  likely  be  successful.  That  mission 
was  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  bound- 
aries of  that  province  extended  to  the  shores 
of  Hudson  bay.  It  was  suggested  that  the 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  Manitoba  securing 
the  extension  could,  in  some  way  or  other  be 
removed  if  some  concessions  were  made  by 
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the  Manitoba  government  on  the  school 
question.    To  that  point  I  wish  to  address ! 
myself  for  a  moment.    I  was  requested  by  i 
the  First  Minister  to  attend  the  meeting  of 
the  17th  of  February  at  which  were  present , 
the  gentlemen  named  by  him.    I  did  not 
know  before  going  the  object  of  the  meeting. ! 
I  was  aware  that  the  Manitoba  government  j 
had  sent  to  this  administration  a  memorial 
requesting,  among  other  things,  the  exten-  ; 
sion  of  its  boundaries  northward  to  Hudson  , 
bay.   The  words  of  the  memorial  are  liter- 
ally '  northward  to  Hudson  bay.'    I  attend-  j 
ed  that  meeting  and  there  were  present  Mr. 
Colin  Campbell,  Mr.  Rogers,  the  premier  and 
perhaps  the  Minister  of  Justice.  , 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear.  | 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.    The  Minister  j 
of  Justice  was  not  present,  so  far  as  my  ' 
lecollection  goes,  during  the  time  I  was 
there.    A  few  minutes  after  I  arrived  Mr. 
Rogers, — who  was  the  only  minister  from  1 
Manitoba  who  spoke — explained  that  his 
government  desired   the   extension  of   the  , 
boundaries  of  Manitoba  easterly  to  the  Hud- 
son bay  and  northerly.   The  memorial  said ' 
northerly,  and  when  he  explained  that  they  j 
desired  an  extension  easterly  to  Hudson  bay, . 
so  as  to  include  territory  at  the  mouth  of  the  I 
Churchill  river  and  the  Nelson  river,  I  at  ' 
once  observed  that  be  was  asking  to  extend  | 
the  territory  of  Manitoba  easterly  In  a  direc-  I 
tion  which  would  perhaps  interest  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario  as  well.    Up  to  that  mom- 
ent, when  it  was  only  proposed,  so  far  as  i 
the  memorial  went,  to  extend   Manitoba  j 
northerly, — although  they  may  have  intended 
north  easterly  to  come  out  at  Hudson  bay- 
it  did  not  occur  to  me  that  the  desire  was  to  I 
go  to  the  mouths  of  those  two  rivers.  There- 
fore so  soon  as  that  object  was  known  to 
me,  I  said  that  the  province  of  Ontario 
would  have  the  right  to  be  heard  before  we 
could  adjudicate  upon  that  point  or  form 
any  opinion  upon  it.    Mr.  Rogers  took  the 
ground  that  the  province  of  Ontario  had  no  j 
right  or  claim  to  any  territory  lying  north  | 
of  that  province  and  adjacent  to  Mani- ; 
tolm's  easterly  limit,  and  therefore  had  no 
right  to  be  heard.    I  controverted  that  view  i 
and  explained  that  I  could  not  agree  to  it. 
He  said  if  you  will  allow  me  I  can  satisfy 
you  that  Ontario  has  no  right  to  be  heard.  ' 
I  replied  that  it  would  be  a  waste  of  time 
to  try  and  convert  me  on  that  point  and 
that,  speaking  as  a  minister  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario,  I  must  insist  upon  that 
province  being  heard  before  this  question 
is  gone  into.  j 
I  did  not  succeed  in  influencing  the  Mani- , 
toba  representatives  and  I  turned  to  the  j 
premier  and  informed  him  that,  as  a  min-  , 
Ister  coming  from  Ontario,  I  was  not  pre- 
pared to  discuss  these  questions  affecting  ' 
the  rights  of  Ontario  until  the  government  of 
that  province  was  present  and  could  sub-  | 
mlt  Its  case.    Upon  that  statement  I  with- 
drew from  the  meeting,  and  I  am  told 
Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 


that  the  claim  for  extension  to  Hudson  bay 
then  and  there  ceased  for  the  time  being. 
I  take  the  ground  to-day,  as  a  minister  from 
Ontario,  without  expressing  any  opinion  as 
to  how  the  territory  should  be  divided,  that 
our  province  is  entitled  to  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  its  case  before  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada  deals  with  it.  In  my  opin- 
ion it  is  quite  possible  to  make  a  fair  dis- 
tribution, so  that  Ontario  may  be  able  to 
acquire  a  deep  sea  harbour  and  Manitoba 
be  similarly  equipped  on  the  Hudson  bay. 
Our  territory  extends  to  James  bay  but  I  be- 
lieve James  bay  is  shallow  and  not  suitable 
for  ocean  navigation,  whereas  when  you 
go  to  the  west  coast  of  Hudson  bay,  you 
have  two  possible  ports,  one  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Nelson  river,  which  with  dredging 
may  be  made  a  very  good  sea  harbour,  and 
it  might  be  regarded  by  the  two  provinces 
as  a  fair  division  of  territory  if  Manitoba 
were  given  a  harbour  at  mouth  of  the 
Churchill  river  and  Ontario  at  Nelson 
river.  That  was  the  idea  that  went  through 
my  mind  when  I  heard  of  this  claim  ;  and  so 
far  as  the  Papal  Ablegate  is  concerned,  the 
statement  made  in  this  newspaper  is  the 
first  intimation  I  have  that  he  took  any  part 
in  the  adjustment  of  the  boundaries  of  On- 
tario. Long  before  the  interview  in  question, 
I  had  given,  sa  far  as  a  minister  from  On- 
tario could  do  so,  a  decision  as  to  the  atti- 
tude I  assumed  on  that  question,  and  that 
was  that  until  the  province  of  Ontario  could 
be  heard,  no  conclusion  could  be  come  to. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carletou,  Ont.)  I 
have  very  little  to  say  in  respect  of  what 
has  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister.  I  am 
glad  to  know  that  the  Prime  Minister  to-day 
has  not  adhered  to  that  reticence  which  has 
characterized  him  on  similar  occasions  in 
the  immediate  past,  and  I  suppose  that  it 
might  be  fair  to  assume,  that  if  he  had 
as  good  a  case  with  respect  to  the  Ignoring 
of  his  Minister  of  the  Interior  and  his  Min- 
ister of  Finance  in  regard  to  important 
measures  as  that  which  he  has  made  to- 
day, with  regard  to  the  matter  with  which 
ue  has  dealt,  he  would  have  given  us  an 
explanation  that  has  not  yet  been  made 
with  reference  to  the  Introduction  of  this 
Bill  without  even  consultation  with  these 
two  gentlemen.  It  is  gratifying  to 
know  that  although  two  members  of 
his  own  government  could  not  be  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  the  Postmaster  General  has  been 
so  strenuous  In  his  advocacy  of  the  rights 
of  his  province  of  Ontario  that  the  minis- 
ters of  that  province  had  to  be  consulted. 
However,  there  is  an  old  proverb  tiiat  chn- 
rity  well  understood  begins  at  home,  and 
possibly  the  rights  of  ministers  to  be  heard 
with  regard  to  Important  matters  to  be 
dealt  with  by  parliament  may  be  extended 
not  only  to  the  provincial  ministers  of  On- 
tario, but  to  ministers  of  this  very  adminis- 
tration. 
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I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  letter 
of  the  23rd  of  February  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to  to-dny  except  that  I  received  a 
telegram  only  this  morning  from  the  at- 
torney general  of  Manitoba,  who  evidently 
had  observed  that  this  letter  had  not  been 
included  in  the  documents  brought  down, 
and  he  asked  me  to  mention  the  matter  to 
the  Prime  Minister  and  to  see  that  it  was 
brought  down  with  the  other  documents. 
That  is  the  only  knowledge  I  have  with 
regard  to  it  and  it  is  quite  evident  that  Mr. 
itogers  and  Mr.  Campbell  were  thoroughly 
under  the  impression  that  that  letter  had 
not  only  been  sent,  but  had  been  received 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  Assuming  that  that 
letter  was  written  and  should  have  been 
received  it  seems  to  bear  out  very  strongly 
the  view  which  Mr.  Rogers  had  expressed 
in  the  interview  alluded  to  by  the  Prime 
Minister.    He  says  : 

Sir,  as  we  And  it  necessary  to  leave  Ottawa 
to-morrow,  we  desire  to  refer  to  our  interview 
of  Friday,  the  17th.  respecting  Manitoba's 
claim  for  extension  of  her  boundaries  westward 
and  northward,  when  you  were  good  enough 
to  suggest  that  if  we  would  come  here  for  two 
or  three  days  you  would  be  in  a  position  to 
give  us  an  answer  respecting  same. 

They  remained  here  not  only  two  or  three  | 
days,  but  as  the  letter  shows  until  the  23rd  , 
of  February,  and  they  departed  without  re-  j 
ceiving  any  answer  or  any  intimation  j 
beyond  that.  But  they  received  an  Intinia-  j 
tion  from  His  Excellency  Monseigneur  Sbar-  ; 
rettl  which  has  been  dealt  with  by  the  i 
Prime  Minister  and  by.  Mr.  Rogers  in  his 
interview.  As  to  that  I  have  nothing  to 
say  to-day  nor  have  I  anything  to  say 
with  regard  to  the  whole  situation,  although 
it  may  afford  an  opportunity  for  a  little 
more  debate  later  on.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Prime  Minister  which 
has  been  made  ih  consequence  of  the  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Rogers  might  well  have  been 
made  at  some  earlier  date.  My  right  hon. 
friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  is  surely  not 
unaware  that  in  two  very  important  jour- 
nals, one  of  which  at  least  is  in  very  close 
touch  with  the  administration  and  is  sup- 
posed to  have  been  controlled  up  to  a  day 
or  two  ago  by  a  very  prominent  member  of 
this  administration,  this  very  reason  has 
been  put  forward.  I  would  think  that  when 
a  distinct  rumour  of  that  kind  is  heralded 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this 
country  it  might  have  been  well  for  the 
Prime  Minister  at  an  earlier  date  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  contradicting  that  which 
he  has  so  strongly  contradicted  to-day.  He 
knows  that  every  prominent  journal  in  Can- 
ada has  published  words  which  are  to  he 
found  in  the  Northwest  '  Review,'  in  the 
later  part  of  February  or  early  in  March 
and  which  are  as  follows  : 

Two  days  after  the  '  Telegram '  had  trumpet- 
ed abroad  the  Hon.  Robert  Rogers'  great  hopes 
for  the  western  extension  of  Manitoba,  the 
same  wise  and  prophetic  journal  deplores  the 


fact  that  there  will  be  no  Buch  extension  in 
any  direction.  But  it  omits  to  give  the  reason 
thereof.  The  only  obstacle  to  the  territorial 
expansion  of  our  province  is  its  iniquitous  and 
cruel  school  system.  Not  even  the  wildest  cor- 
ner of  any  unorganized  territory  will  consent  to 
saddle  itself  with  such  a  tyranny.  Manitoba 
must  be  content  to  remain  small  and  mean  so 
long  as  it  maintains  Its  small  and  mean  school 
policy. 

That  is  a  pretty  direct  statement.  In  so 
ruany  words  it  says  that  until  Manitoba  ni- 
ters its  schools  policy  It  shall  not  have  Its 
boundaries  extended  in  any  direction.  That 
or  a  similar  statement  in  the  press  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
my  right  hon.  friend  paid  some  attention  to 
it  then,  but  did  not  pay  attention  to  it  in 
this  connection.  I  have  observed  his  words 
carefully.  He  said  there  was  no  Intention  on 
the  part  of  this  administration  to  attempt 
tiny  remedial  legislation  with  respect  to 
schools  in  Manitoba,  tout  I  did  not  observe  in 
my  right  hon.  friend's  remarks  on  that  oc- 
casion any  suggestion  that  the  statement  I 
have  read  was  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion, may  I  observe  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  might  have  been  better 
in  the  interests  of  the  whole  country  that 
some  such  utterance  as  that  which  he  has 
made  to-day  should  have  been  made  in  eon- 
sequence  of  the  statement  in  the  press  to 
i  which  I  have  referred  ?  In  a  journal,  con- 
i  trolled  as  It  Is  said— I  know  not  with  what 
j  truth— by  a  member  of  the  administration 
i  until  within  the  last  two  or  three  days,  the 
I  same  statement  is  made  in  very  specific 
;  language,  and  it  is  right  to  observe  also 
that  this  journal  claims  to  be  the  special 
mouthpiece  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier).  He  has  disclaimed 
that  and  I  accept  his  disclaimer  to  the  full. 
He  says  he  is  not  interested  in  that  journal, 
but  the  journal  itself  declares  that  it  is  the 
organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  that  it  is 
under  the  direction  and  absolute  control  of 
hir  Wilfrid  Laurier.  That  journal  has  said  : 

The  school  legislation  of  the  little  pro- 
vince  

That  is  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

 is  not  of  a  nature  to  attract  Immigrants 

who  people  the  districts.  The  "Northwest  has 
its  separate  schools,  Manitoba  has  abolished 
them. 

Every  good  act  has  Its  reward,  every  bad  act 
Its  chastisement. 

Manitoba  will  remain  lowest  with  her  pre- 
tentious law. 
A  little  before  that  the  same  paper  says 

In  proportion  to  her  big  sisters  Manitoba  will 
count  as  little  more  than  a  large  county. 

In  view  of  these  suggestions,  they  are 
more  than  suggestions,  in  view  of  these  dir- 
ect statements,  one  of  them  made  by  a 
journal  supposed  to  be  under  the  control  of 
a  very  prominent  member  of  the  adminis- 
tration, and  claiming  for  itself  to  be  under 
the  absolute  direction  and  control  of  the 
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right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
in  view  of  all  this,  might  I  not  respectfully 
inquire  whether  it  would  not  have  been  well 
for  the  right  hon.  gentleman  on  an  earlier 
occasion  than  that  which  he  has  selected  to 
have  made  to  the  country  the  statement 
which  he  has  made  to-day. 

I  have  nothing  to  say  with  regard  to  the 
position  which  is  said  to  have  been  assumed 
by  His  Excellency  Monselgneur  Sbarretti. 
He  is  not  in  any  sense  responsible  to  this 
parliament,  he  is  responsible  only  to  his 
ecclesiastical  superiors  in  authority.  The 
only  persons  who  are  in  any  way  respon- 
sible to  this  parliament  are  the  government 
of  this  country,  and  I  thought  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  to-day  might  have  gone  a  little 
further  than  he  did  go.  He  knows  as  'well 
as  any  of  the  rest  of  us,  that  it  has  been 
rumoured  throughout  this  country,  not  only 
rumoured  but  stated  in  the  public  press 
that  there  were  negotiations  with  His  Ex- 
cellency with  regard  to  education  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  if  not  In  Manitoba. 
My  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
did  not  see  fit  to  touch  that  question  at  all 
to-day  and  I  suppose  when  he  thinks  a  pro- 
per occasion  arises  he  -will  deal  with  it,  but 
in  the  meantime  I  may  call  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  statements  to  that 
effect  are  being  made  in  the  press 
of  the  country  ;  upon  what  authority 
I  do  not  know.  All  I  do  know  is 
this,  that  when  statements  made  in  a  very 
much  less  direct  manner,  and  on  very  slight 
foundation  were  current  in  1895  and  1896, 
with  regard  to  the  Conservative  administra- 
tion of  those  days  my  hon.  friend  was  al- 
ways ready  to  come  forward  and  ask  for 
ministerial  explanations  and  if  necessary  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
order  that  they  might  be  discussed. 

In  view  of  the  attitude  which  he  saw  fit 
to  adopt  ten  years  ago,  we  might  have  ex- 
pected that  he  would  have  gone  a  little 
further  to-day  when  he  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  circumstances.  As  I 
said  before,  the  matter  may  perhaps  require 
to  be  discussed  a  little  further.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  Intend- 
ed to  bring  it  up  to-day  in  this  somewhat 
extended  form.  If  necessary,  it  may  be 
brought  up  and  discussed  on  a  future  oc- 
casion. 

Mr.  W.  D.  STAPLES  (Macdonald).  I 
want  to  call  attention  for  a  moment  to  that 
mysterious  letter  of  the  23rd  of  February. 
I  think  I  can  bring  testimony  to  show  where 
this  letter  went,  and  I  think  I  can  trace 
it  to  the  right  hori.  the  First  Minister's 
own  residence.  Now,  on  the  23rd  of  Feb- 
ruary the  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers,  after  writing 
this  letter,  asked  me  to  see  that  it  got  over 
to  the  hon.  the  First  Minister.  I  rang  the 
bell  from  room  No.  6,  and  there  came  a 
messenger  named  Julius  Beaulieu.  I  gave 
the  letter  to  him,  and  he  said  he  would 
deliver  it  He  says  now  there  is  no  doubt 
but  that  he  did  deliver  the  letter.  Surely 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORPTSN. 


we  are  living  in  a  mysterious  age,  myster- 
ious things  are  taking  place  every  day, 
and  this  is  one  of  them.  I  wish  to  call  the 
right  hon.  gentleman's  attention  to  another 
statement  he  made.  He  told  us  to-day  that 
his  memory  is  as  fresh  now  as  It  was  in  his 
younger  days.  He  stated  that  the  Hon. 
Colin  Campbell  was  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  on  the  22nd  day  of  February  when 
these  Bills  were  Introduced,  which  is  not  the 
case.  I  may  add  regarding  that  letter  that 
I  have  been  down  and  consulted  the  records 
in  the  messengers  department  in  this  build- 
ing, which  show  that  this  wonderful  letter 
went  from  room  No.  6.  and  that  it  was  de- 
livered to  the  messenger  at  about  the  time 
that  the  messenger  states,  it  was  carried  to 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  residence  on  that 
particular  day,  and  they  show  that  it  went 
from  that  particular  room. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  want  to  cor- 
rect my  hon.  friend.  I  stated  that  Mr. 
Rogers  was  here  on  the  21st  of  February, 
and  I  am  sure  of  that ;  and  I  stated  that 
Mr.  Campbell  was  here  also,  but  I  was  not 
so  sure  of  that  and  that  is  what  I  said.  In 
regard  to  the  letter  that  was  sent  to  my 
House,  I  think  that  If  it  was  sent  to  my 
house  it  must  have  gone  astray  somewhere, 
because  I  have  never  seen  it.  I  really  did 
not  suppose  that  anybody  would  suspect  that 
I  would  make  an  inaccurate  statement  in 
regard  to  that. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  I  in- 
tend for  a  few  moments  to  refer  to  and  com- 
ment upon  the  statement  made  here  to-day. 
On  February  27th  I  brought  to  the  attention 
of  this  House  the  very  question  referred  to 
just  now  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition, 
when  I  read  a  declaration  of  the  French 
newspaper  called  '  Le  Soleil ,'  saying  it  was 
the  organ  of  the  government,  and  I  also  read 
its  editorial,  which  declared  that  Manitoba 
wes  being. punished  by  a  denial  of  extension 
of  her  western  or  other  boundaries  because 
of  her  school  laws.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  repudiated  all  that.  He  said 
there  was  no  intention  of  punishing  Mani- 
toba, and  he  made  light  of  the  state- 
ments I  made.  But  since  then  it  ha9 
come  out  that  that  newspaper  was  his 
newspaper,  at  least  it  has  never  been  denied, 
and  a  colleague  of  his.  according  to  a  state- 
ment In  the  papers,  transferred  the  other  day 
a  large  portion  of  the  shares  he  held  in  that 
paper  to  a  senator  who  is  a  supporter  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman.  It  has  been  shown 
by  other  quotations  from  papers  supporting 
the  government  that  little  Manitoba  was 
being  punished  for  her  iniquitious  school 
legislation,  there  is  no  doubt  about  that 
Now  comes  the  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers,  and  his 
statement  has  been  read  here  to-day  and 
remains  undenied  in  a  great  many  re- 
spects so  far  as  the  Prime  Minister 
is  concerned.  Mr.  Rogers  says  that  he 
received  a  letter  from  the  Archbishop  of 
Ephesus,  Monselgneur  Sbarretti.  and  there 
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is  no  denial  of  that ;  there  Is  no  denial  of 
the  fact  that  he  waited  upon  the  Apostolic 
delegate  at  his  residence.  There  is  another 
statement  that  the  Papal  ablegate  presented 
to  him  these  amendments  which  he  desired 
to  be  put  in  the  school  law  of  Manitoba, 
and  that  is  the  question  before  the  people 
of  Canada  to-day.  Did  this  Archbishop  of 
Epbesus,  the  delegate  Apostolic  to  Canada, 
this  delegate  of  the  Pope— did  he  pre- 
sent these  amendments  to  one  of  the 
ministers  of  the  province  of  Manitoba? 
-And  what  were  they  ?  They  were  in  the 
shape  of  a  command  that  members  of 
the  government  of  Manitoba  should  stultify 
themselves  by  making  provision  in  the  law 
iu  Manitoba  for  a  separate  school  establish- 
ment, after  it  had  been  refused  by  the  legis- 
lature an'i  by  the  people  of  that  country, 
find  after  the  right  hon.  gentleman  bad  re- 
fused to  pass  remedial  legislation  or  to  take 
any  hand  in  securing  remedial  legislation 
for  the  Catholic  minority  of  that  province. 
Well,  that  much  has  been  proved.  What 
more  has  been  proved  ?  What  more  has 
not  been  denied  here  to-day  ?  What  is 
singular  Is  that  which  has  not  been  denied. 
Probably  the  right  hon.  gentleman  Is  in  no 
position  to  deny  it.    Mr.  Rogers  says  : 

This  invitation  was  accepted  and  His  Excel- 
lency then  presented  the  following  memo- 
randum, remarking  that  if  we  would  place  this 
on  the  statute-book  of  our  province  it  would 
greatly  facilitate  an  early  settlement  of  our 
mission,  the  fixing  of  our  boundaries,  which 
would  be  extended  to  the  shores  of  Hudson 
bay.  His  Excellency  further  added  that  our 
failure  to  acf  in  the  past  had  prejudiced  our 
claim  for  extension  westward. 

Now  Is  that  true  or  is  it  not  ?  Is  it  true 
that  the  delegate  of  the  Pope  told  this  mem- 
ber of  the  Manitoba  government  that  their 
failure  to  act  in  the  past  had  prevented  an 
extension  of  their  western  boundary,  and 
that  if  they  would  give  him  this  remedial 
legislation  now— for  it  is  remedial  legisla- 
tion that  he  was  seeking— they  would  get 
their  request  for  an  extension  to  the 
north.  The  people  of  Canada  want  to 
know  to-day  if  that  statement  was  really 
made.  There  has  been  no  denial  of  it  to- 
day. The  Prime  Minister  says  he  cannot 
deny  it,  but  the  people  of  Canada  want  to 
know  If  it  is  true  before  any  such  Bill  as  that 
now  before  the  House  is  passed.  What  more 
took  place  ?  There  has  been  no  denial  to 
another  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers,  namely, 
that  this  office  of  Papal  delegate  to  Canada 
was  created  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
or  rather  was  created  at  their  request— there 
is  no  denial  of  that  It  is  known  now  to 
all  the  people  of  this  country  that  we  have 
a  Papal  delegate  here  at  the  request  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  and  that  is  proved  in 
this  very  document. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MT'LOCK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  misstating  the 
facts  if  he  means  by  '  hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite '  the  government. 


Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  did  not  say  that, 
I  said  gentlemen  sitting  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  are  responsible  for  this 
Papal  delegate  being  here. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  I  suppose  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  feel  at  liberty  to  at- 
tend to  his  own  church  without  the  permis- 
sion of  parliament  ? 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  Let  me  read  what 
Mr.  Rogers  says.  The  following  extract  has 
not  been  denied  : 

It  is  desirable,  if  not  necessary,  that  the  mis- 
sion of  Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val  should  be  or 
rather  continued,  and  that  he  should  be  pre- 
sent in  the  midst  of  us  for  a  more  or  less  pro- 
longed time  as  the  accredited  representative 
of  the  Holy  See. 

The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  as  Mr.  Chas. 
Fitzpatrick,  and  the  right  hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister, as  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  and  forty  other 
colleagues  of  theirs  in  this  House  made  the 
representation  to  the  Holy  See  and  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  though  acting  as 
Mr.  Chas.  Fitzpatrick,  asked  that  this  dele- 
gate should  be  sent  to  Canada.  The  state- 
ment is  here  and  it  is  not  denied. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman can  read  the  petition.  The  petition 
of  the  Catholic  members  was  read  in  this 
House. 


I  know  and  it 


Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN, 
proves  that  statement. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  And  then,  the 
legal  agent  of  this  government  in  London 
was  used  as  a  missionary  to  go  to  Rome  to 
have  this  appointment  confirmed. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  How  much  did  it 
cost  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  do  not  know. 
This  is  an  extract  from  the  letter  that  Mr. 
Russell  presented  in  Rome  : 

I  have  Just  arrived  at  Rome  once  more  at  the 
urgent  request  of  the  Catholic  members  of  the 
government  and  parliament  of  Canada.  My  in- 
structions enjoin  me  to  again  renew  to  Tour 
Eminence  the  desire  which  I  had  already  the 
honour  to  express  to  you,  that  His  Holiness  will 
be  pleased  to  nominate  a  permanent  delegate 
to  Canada  as  a  representative  of  His  Holiness, 
who  would  reside  on  the  spot,  but  would  be 
outside  all  local  Interests. 

That  Is  not  denied.  Then,  what  else  fol- 
lows ?  Mr.  Russell,  the  Canadian  legal  re- 
presentative, wrote  to  His  Eminence  as  fol- 
lows : 

We  do  not  solicit  His  Holiness  to  sanction  as 
perfect  the  concessions  obtained,  but  that  in  his 
wisdom  he  will  be  pleased  to  regard  them  as 
a  beginning  of  justice. 

Now,  that  is  a  very  important  statement. 
The  beginning  of  justice  took  place  in  1896. 
The  completion  of  justice  is  taking  place 
in  1905,  when  the  west  is  to  be  fettered  in 
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regard  to  her  school  freedom.  In  addition  I 
wish  to  refer  to  another  thing.  Does  not 
the  right  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  view  of 
responsible  government,  in  the  full  concep- 
tion we  have  of  responsible  government  in 
this  country  and  in  England,  consider  that 
be  is  responsible  for  that  delegate  being 
here  and  responsible  for  his  conduct  in  this 
country  just  as  much  as  if  he  were  one  of 
his  own  administration,  or  one  of  his  own 
civil  service  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues  laugh,  but  < 
they  brought  that  high  dignitary  here.  He 
came  at  their  request  and  for  all  the  things 
that  he  does  in  connection  with  the  politics 
and  education  of  this  country  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  will  And  that  he  is  held  respon- 
sible, and  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  is  respon- 
sible, within  the  full  meaning  of  the  Bri- 
tish constitution. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  He  has  not  denied 
his  responsibility.  , 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Now,  we  have 
had  it  very  clearly  pointed  out  in  this  de- 
bate so  far  that  the  ablegate  is  here  at  the 
request  of  the  government. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  is  not 
correct.  He  is  not  here  at  the  request  of 
the  government. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  He  is  here  at  the 
request  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Some  gentle- 
men. 

Mr.  W.  V.  MACLEAN.  He  is  here,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Russell's  statement,  which 
has  never  been  denied,  at  the  request  of 
members  of  the  government  of  Canada  and 
at  the  request  of  members  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  and  I  say,  and  I  say  It  In  1 
the  hearing  of  the  people  of  Canada,  that 
the  government  of  the  day  are  responsible 
because  all  the  members  of  the  government 
are  responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  Individ- 
ual members  of  the  government  and  every  . 
member  who  sits  behind  them  and  supports 
the  government  is  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  government  in  this  matter.  We 
referred  to  Russian  rule  the  other  day.  They 
have  the  procurator  general  of  the  Holy 
Synod  in  Russia,  and  it  looks  now  to  me  as 
if  the  Papal  ablegate  in  this  country  occu- 
pies the  same  position  as  a  member  of  this 
government.  Any  way  the  evidence  of  that 
is  not  denied  ;  it  has  not  been  denied  to-day. 
The  Papal  ablegate  has  had  an  opportunity 
day  after  day  of  denying  it.  For  some  rea- 
son he  has  not  seen  lit  to  deny  it  and  un- 
less he  does  deny  It,  it  will  be  taken  as  true 
that  he  did  have  that  conversation  with 
Mr.  Rogers,  that  he  did  press  the  acceptance 
of  these  two  amendments  upon  them,  that 
he  did  tell  them  that  if  they  did  accept 
them  they  would  find  that  their  boundaries 
Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN. 


would  be  extended  to  the  north,  and  that 
the  reason  that  their  boundaries  had  not 
been  extended  to  the  west  was  because  of 
their  school  legislation.  This  is  something 
that  the  people  want  an  explanation  of.  It 
is  something  of  which  no  explanation  has 
been  given  here  to-day  and  if  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  thinks  that  this 
is  to  pass  off  with  the  explanation  made 
here  to-day  he  greatly  misunderstands  the 
situation  of  this  country.  There  Is  a  poli- 
tical crisis  in  this  country,  there  is  a  feeling 
of  unrest  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  pre- 
tend to  ignore  but  it  Is  here,  it  must  be 
dealt  with  and  there  is  nothing  that  con- 
'  firms  it  so  much  as  the  timidity  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  They  are  afraid  to  do 
'  anything.  They  cannot  fill  the  vacancies  In 
their  cabinet.  They  cannot  send  the  hon. 
member  for  London  (Mr.  Hyman)  back  for 
the  endorsation  of  his  constituents,  they  are 
doing  everything  that  men  who  have  done 
wrong  and  fear  public  censure  could  do,  but 
they  are  not  discharging  their  duty  as  they 
ought  to  discharge  it. 

I  do  not  know  that  the  right  hon.  leader 
of  the  government  made  it  clear  whether 
any  of  his  colleagues  had  been  in  consulta- 
tion with  the  Papal  ablegate  or  not,  but 
let  us  recall  what  took  place.  It  is  well  to 
bear  in  mind  that  there  are  two  faiths  in 
this  country  ;  there  Is  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith  and  there  Is  the  Protestant  faith,  and 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  keeping  faith  be- 
tween the  two  faiths  in  this  country.  How 
did  tlils  Bill  come  before  parliament  as  far 
as  we  know  from  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  here  ?  The  right  hon.  leader 
of  the  government,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State, 
three  co-religionists,  one  with  the  other  drew 
up  this  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Order. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Shame. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Now  let  me  make 
my  statement.  The  hon.  Postmaster  Gen- 
earl  (Sir  William  Mulock)  and  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Customs  (Mr.  Paterson),  who 
are  supposed  to  represent  Ontario  opinion, 
as  far  as  we  know,  were  not  present  when 
it  was  drawn  up.  Then,  we  have  the  fur- 
ther statement  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  <Mr.  Fielding)  and  the  hon.  ex-Min- 
ister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Slfton),  both  men 
who  were  supposed  to  represent  the  Pro- 
testant faith  in  the  government,— I  suppose 
there_  has  been  some  recognition  of  religion 
in  the  formation  of  the  cabinet— were  not 
consulted.  But,  on  the  contrary,  by  some 
process  of  stealth,  it  was  got  past  them. 
There  is  no  accounting  for  that,  but  the 
fact  remains  that  legislation  was  actually 
introduced  by  three  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment, and  I  am  not  saying  anything  as 
reflecting  on  their  religion  in  any  way 
whatsoever,  but  they  happen  to  be  of  one 
religion,  and  they  did  not  consult  with  their 
colleagues  before  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  is  quite 
untrue. 

Mr.  FISHER.    Absolutely  untrue. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Well,  it  has  not 
been  denied. 

Mr.  FISHER.    It  is  denied  now. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  has  been  de- 
nied over  and  over  again  by  the  premier. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  It  has  been  ad- 
mitted that  the  hon.  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior knew  nothing  about  it  and  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  says  he  knew  nothing  j 
about  it  and  they  both  have  said  in  the 
House  that  practically  that  Bill  was  intro- 
duced by  stealth. 

Mr.  FISHER.    Not  so. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  They  have  not. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  will  leave  It  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  explain. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  You  need  not 
lie  about  it. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Then,  another 
thing  ;  by  stealth  it  was  taken  past  the 
members  of  the  west,  by  stealth  it  was 
taken  past  the  representatives  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and 
by  stealth  it  was  taken  past  the  caucus  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  so  that,  as  far  as 
we  know,  this  Bill  got  into  this  House  un- 
der the  circumstances  which  I  have  stated 
here  to-day.  Now  then,  there  is  another 
thing  and  I  want  to  deal  with  these  ques- 
tions as  they  have  been  stated  here  and  as 
they  are.  I  take  the  full  responsibility  for 
every  thing  I  say.  There  Is  evidence  now 
in  this  country  that  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man is  paying  his  political  debts  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  civil  and  educational  rights  of 
the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  That  is  an  im- 
putation that  the  hon.  member  should  not 
make. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  don't  think,  Mr. 
Speaker  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  is  an  offen- 
sive imputation  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  not  make. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Take  It  back. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  My  ruling  must 
not  be  discussed  ;  if  I  am  wrong  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  his  remedy. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Will  you  please 
tell  me  the  statement  to  which  you  object  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  wisli 
to  call  your  judgment  in  question,  but  if 
the  point  you  make  is  that  the  hon.  member 
for  South  York  is  out  of  order  in  saying 
that  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Minister  is 
paying  his  political  debts,  it  seems  to  me 
that  is  straining  the  rule. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
White),  as  I  understand  it,  misconceives 
what  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean) has  said.  As  I  understood  him,  he 
said  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  attempt- 
ing to  pay  his  political  debts  by  sacrificing 
the  civil  rights  of  the  people. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  And  the  educa- 
tional rights  of  the  people. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  my  judgment  and 
under  my  ruling,  that  is  an  offensive  state- 
ment in  reference  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  must  withdraw. 
If  I  am  wrong  in  that,  he  has  his  remedy. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Withdraw. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
must  bow  and  withdraw,  and  I  will  have 
an  opportunity  elsewhere  of  saying  what 
my  opinion  is.  And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
want  to  say  this,  that  we  have  government 
in  this  country  

Mr.  SAM  HUGHES.  Don't  let  them  bluff 
you  Billy. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order,  please;  or  I 
will  be  obliged  to  name  you  (Mr.  Sam. 
Hughes). 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will 
not  be  


Order  ;    you  must  sit 


Order.  Expel 


Mr.  SPEAKER, 
down. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS, 
him. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  am  again  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  when  I  call  a  gentleman 
to  order  who  says  to  another  member  who  is 
speaking,  directing  his  reference  to  the 
Speaker  :   Don't  let  him  bluff  you. 


Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  will  modify  it. 
Mr.  SPEAKER.    Withdraw  it. 


Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.   I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.   I  rise  to  take  the  full  responsibility 
in  this  House  for  what  I  have  said.   I  say 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    Which  state-  ;  that  the  member  for  South  York  ought  not 
ment  ?  j  to  be  bluffed  by  any  authority  in  this  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.    As  I  understand,  when  ;     Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order, 
you  are  out  of  order  and  I  have  directed  ,    ^      h      MEMBERS.  Order, 
you  to  do  so,  you  will  withdraw  the  state- : 

ment  which  is  out  of  order.  j    Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.    I  assume  the  full 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    What  statement '  responsibility  for  it. 
do  you  object  to  ?    I  said  the  right  hon.  I    Mr.  SPEAKER.    Order,  or  I  will  be 
gentleman  is  paying  his  political  debts  '  obliged  to  name  you. 
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Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Do  all  the  naming 
you  like. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Pshaw. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  will  happen  if  you  [ 
are  named  ?  Will  he  call  out :  '  Colonel  ' 
Sam.  Hughes '  ?  ] 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  My  opinion  is, 
and  I  take  the  full  responsibility  for  saying 
it.  and  I  intend  to  say  it  from  one  end  of 
this  country  to  the  other,  that  the  govern- 
ment of  this  country  is  to-day  due  to  two 
things.  The  governvnent  of  this  country  is 
to-day  due  to  a  combination  between  a 
solid  Quebec  and  a  corporation  Interest  in 
this  country,  which  is  centred  In  Toronto. 
And  what  happened  here  the  other  night  in 
regard  to  the  municipal  rights  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa  is  one  instance  of  it.  ; 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Yes,  it  is  one  j 
instance  where  the  municipal  rights  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Nonsense.  j 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    Yes  ;  the  muni-  j 
c-ipal  rights  of  the  people  of  Ontario  were  | 
in  question  here  the  other  night,  and  there 
was  a  vote  of  eighty  against  them,  and 
forty-one  of  that  eighty  came  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.   And  this  legislation  which 
is  brought  here  to-day,  this  proposal  to  put 
fetters  on  the  people  of  the  west  in  regard  | 
to  their  educational  authority,  is  a  contri-  . 
bution  to  the  demand  from  a  solid  Quebec  j 
that  the  people  of  the  Northwest  shall  be  I 
deprived  of  their  educational  rights.  The 
people  of  the  Northwest  are  here  asking  for 
educational  freedom,  and  I  do  not  believe 
they  will  get  three  or  five  votes  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.   It  Is  evident  that  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  is  going  out  of  its  way  j 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Nonsense. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.   It  is  evident  that  1 
the  province  of  Quebec  Is  going  out  of  its 
way  to  put  fetters  on  and  manacle  the  peo- 1 
pie  of  the  west  and  deprive  them  of  their  \ 
rights  under  the  constitution. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Why  don't  you  march  | 
ou  Quebec  right  off  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Just  let  me  bring  : 
out  an  instance  that  shows  it.  The  province  | 
of  Manitoba  has  been  denied  an  extension  i 
of  her  boundaries  at  the  instigation  of  the  I 
province  of  Quebec.  J 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    Prove  it 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.   I  will  prove  it  in  ' 
this  way  :  that  a  solid  Quebec  within  two  | 
or  three  members  will  vote  for  this  iniquit- 
ous proposition  in  regard  to  the  autonomy 
of  the  Northwest. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 
Mr.  SPEAKER. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  allow  me  to  put  a  question  to 
him  ?  Speaking  of  the  demand  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  to  extend  its  boundary 
easterly  to  Hudson  bay,  does  he  say,  or 
does  he  not,  that  the  province  of  Ontario 
should  be  heard  before  such  a  request  is 
conceded  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  will  not  deny 
that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  And  when  the 
Postmaster  General  said  that  the  province 
of  Ontario  ought  to  be  consulted  in  regard 
to  a  few  waste  acres,  what  about  the  peo- 
ple of  the  west,  and  the  minister  from  the 
west,  and  the  government  of  the  west,  not 
being  consulted  in  regard  to  their  civil  and 
educational  liberties  ?  What  Is  a  bit  of 
land  to  a  man's  educational  rights  ?  What 
is  a  bit  of  land  to  a  man's  freedom  and 
religious  liberty  ?  Coining  back  to  the  other 
issue.  When  the  little  province  of  Manitoba 
iisked  for  an  extension  to  the  west,  '  Le 
Soleil '  of  Quebec  denied  that  request,  and 
gave  as  a  reason  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Ob. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Let  me  give  you 
another  reason  which  also  comes  from  the 
province  of  Quebec.  If  Manitoba  were 
allowed  to  extend  her  boundaries  to  the 
west,  that  portion  of  the  new  territory 
brought  into  Manitoba  would  have  no  se- 
parate schools  and  that  portion  of  the  Ter- 
ritories which  remained  in  the  new  pro- 
vinces would  have  the  right  to  separate 
schools'  under  this  legislation. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.    I  beg  leave  to  ask  a 
question. 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  The  province  of  Quebec 
has  not  the  first  thing  to  do,  one  way  or 
the  other,  with  the  extension  of  Manitoba 
to  the  west  

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  he  wanted  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  want  to  ask  what  evi- 
dence he  has  that  the  province  of  Quebec 
would  prevent  the  extension  of  Manitoba  to 
the  west  ?  It  is  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tories who  object  to  the  extension  of  Mani- 
toba westward. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  province  of 
Quebec  made  the  statement  here  through 
one  of  its  members  that  they  helped  to  pay 
for  that  land  in  the  west,  and  they  have 
as  much  to  say  about  it  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Turriff). 

Mr.  INGRAM.    Which  land  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  am  not  going 
to  discuss  private  ownership  of  land  in  this 
House.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  made  it 
clear  
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Some  bou.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oil ;  where  ? 

Mr.  AV.  P.  MACLEAN.  The  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  like  to  throw  out  their  gibes 
and  their  founts,  put  it  Is  clear  that  if  the 
province  of  Manitoba  had  been  extended 
westward,  even  if  it  were  only  one  meri- 
dian, it  would  hare  knocked  the  constitu- 
tional argument  of  the  Prime  Minister  into 
a  cocked  hat.  And  if  Manitoba  were  ex- 
tended westward,  that  portion  included  in  it 
would  be  free  from  this  separate  school 
clause.  Now,  then,  I  want  to  deal  with  the 
solid  Quebec  and  what  they  are  doing  in 
regard  to  this  ■  school  question.  This  is  a 
question  that  never  should  have  come  into 
this  House.  It  is  a  local  question  which 
could  be  settled  in  a  local  way,  and  which 
should  not  be  spread  out  in  the  Dominion 
parliament  as  a  federal  issue.  It  should 
have  been  settled  in  the  province  ;  it  should 
have  been  left  to  the  west 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman should  discuss  the  Bill  which  is  now 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  is  the  rule. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Take  it  up  to  Centre 
Toronto. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  Then  I  have  this 
to  say,  that  this  Bill  which  Is  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion  here  to-day  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  If  hon.  gentle- 
men will  have  It  that  way,  I  will  leave 
It  with  them  ;  but  I  have  this  to  say  in 
conclusion,  that  any  legislation  which  is  at- 
tempted in  this  House  in  regard  to  this 
matter  will  receive  whatever  opposition  I 
can  command,  and  the  opposition  of  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  members  from 
Ontario.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  is  near 
the  exhaustion  of  his  supplies,  and,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  wish  to  tell  him  now 
that  no  legislation  of  the  character  that  he 
lias  Introduced  without  consulting  the  peo- 
ple of  the  west  will  be  allowed  to  go  through 
committee  or  any  other  stage  as  long  as  I 
am  able  to  oppose  it,  with  some  others  who 
will  be  associated  with  me  in  that  work. 
This  legislation  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  There  will  be  meetings 
held  in  this  country  from  one  end  to  the 
other. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    Hold  them  now. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  All  right.  Hon. 
gentlemen  may  make  these  statements  here  ; 
but  let  them  come  out  on  the  platform  with 
me,  and  see  who  will  get  a  hearing.  Let 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  open  a  constituency 
in  the  west  if  he  dare.  Let  him  put  up  his 
candidate  in  Centre  Toronto  to  justify  the 
statements  made  here  to  day.  Let  the  Post- 
master General  dare  to  face  a  meeting  in 
the  city  of  Toronto.  He  dare  not  go  even 
123 


Into  his  own  constituency  of  North  York 
and  discuss  this  BUI.  I  will  go  into  North 
York  and  discuss  it  before  his  own  electors. 
I  challenge  him  now  to  name  the  day  and 
the  place  in  North  York  where  he  will  dis- 
cuss this  measure  with  me.  Or  I  will  resign 
my  seat  if  he  will  resign  his  seat,  and  I 
will  run  against  him  In  North  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  repeat  that  I  will  resign  my 
seat  in  South  York  and  run  against  the 
Postmaster  General  In  North  York  where  he 
bad  a  majority  of  nearly  one  thousand. 
And  I  challenge  the  meniber  for  London 
(Mr.  Hyman)  to  resign  his  seat,  and  I  will 
go  and  run  against  him  there.  I  challenge- 
my  hon.  friend  from  Centre  York  (Mr. 
Campbell)  to  do  the  same.  That  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  have  been  to-day  In  the  cabinet 
but  for  this  legislation  ;  but  because  of 
this  legislation  his  career  is  absolutely 
wound  up,  and  be  dare  not  resign  his  seat. 
But  If  he  does,  I  will  resign  mine  and  run 
against  him  in  Centre  York.  Yes,  I  will 
go  further  :  I  will  resign  my  seat,  and  I 
will  run  in  Oxford  if  the  government 
care  to  make  a  vacancy  there,  and  I 
will  make  only  the  one  Issue,  the  abandon- 
ment of  provincial  rights  by  this  govern- 
ment, which  at  one  time  professed  to  be 
the  champion  of  provincial  rights.  Later 
on  1  Intend  to  expand  much  more  fully  on 
this  question,  when  I  suppose  I  shall  be, 
more  in  order  than  I  am  to-day.  But  I 
do  now  challenge  the  Prime  Minister  and 
those  who  sit  alongside  of  him.  Where  is 
the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick> 
who  Is  implicated  In  these  statements,  and 
who  ought  to  be  here  to-day  ?  I  expect 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  this  matter  to-morrow.  I  expect 
them  to  go  to  the  Papal  ablegate,  who  is 
here  at  their  request,  and  get  from  him 
a  statement  which  will  clear  them  of  the 
charge  made  to-day.  The  denial  which  has 
been  made  is  no  denial.  It  Is  not  even  an 
explanation  to  the  country,  which  to-day  is 
demanding  that  an  answer  be  made  to  the 
statement  made  in  that  letter  of  Mr.  Rogers 
and  no  answer  is  forthcoming.  The  people 
■n  ant  to  know  If  those  two  propositions  were 
submitted  to  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
of  Manitoba.  The  people  want  to  know  If 
there  was  a  reference  In  that  Interview  to 
the  question  of  the  Manitoba  boundaries  ; 
and,  if  it  is  true,  they  want  to  know  what 
the  government  of  Canada  Intend  to  do. 
We  know  what  President  Cleveland  did' 
with  the  British  ambassador.  The  moment 
he  was  trapped  into  making  a  statement 
which  he  should  not  have  made,  President 
Cleveland  gave  him  his  passport.  I  say 
that  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  as  a  member 
of  the  Dominion  government,  and  the  forty 
members  of  parliament  who  Were  associated 
with  him,  are  bound  to  send  Mr.  Russell  to- 
Rome,  even  at  the  expense  of  the  Dominion, 
to  ask  for  the  recall  of  this  Italian  priest 
who  has  had  the  temerity  to  Interfere  with- 
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the  government  of  tbls  country.  Hon.  gen 
tiemeu  may  laugh  ;  but  we  all  know  what 
King  John  said — and  let  me  tell  these  bon. 
gentlemen  that  this  is  my  sentiment — that 
*  no  Italian  priest  shall  tithe  or  toll  in  our 
-dominions.'  Now,  there  is  a  proposal  to  toll 
and  titbe  in  our  dominions  by  an  outside 
influence.  The  Prime  Minister  knows  that 
his  statement  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  facts  when  be  said  that  there  was  no 
intention  to  interfere  with  the  Dominion 
school  lands.  There  is  practically  an  in- 
tention to  interfere  with  the  Dominion 
school  lands,  and  there  is  a  proposition  to 
toll  and  tithe  in  our  domains  by  an  outside 
influence.  I  leave  bon.  gentlemen  to  ex- 
plain this  matter  before  the  country.  They 
have  not  explained  it  to-day  ;  I  do  not 
believe  they  can  explain  it.  I  challenge 
tbem  to  attempt  to  explain  it  before  tbls 
House.  I  challenge  tbem  to  come  out  on 
the  public  platform  and  try  to  explain  the 
statements  that  have  been  made  here  to- 
day. 

Mr.  H.  H.  MILLER.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  has  to- 
day quoted  Shakespeare.  I  would  like  to 
iemiud  him  of  another  quotation,  the  words 
of  one  Shakespearian  character  to  another: 

Get  thee  glass  eyes,  and,  like  a  scurvy  politi- 
cian. 

Seem  to  see  the  things  thou  dost  not. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker  :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  thought,  when  you 
were  so  earnest  in  the  discharge  of  your 
duty  to  protect  the  good  name  of  members 
of  this  House,  that  the  same  earnestness 
would  have  characterized  your  conduct  to- 
wards the  bon.  gentleman  who  has  referred 
to  me. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
bad  beard  distinctly,  be  would  have  heard 
me  call  that  hon.  gentleman  to  order  also. 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  Then  I  must  ask 
-the  bon.  the  Speaker  to  call  on  the  bon.  mem- 
ber to  withdraw  the  statement. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Take  it  back. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  call  on  the  bon.  mem- 
1>er  who  applied  the  term  '  scurvy  politician' 
to  the  hon.  member  for  South  York  to  with- 
draw the  term. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  beg  to  explain  that  I 
made  no  accusation. 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Withdraw. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  beg  to  withdraw  the 
•quotation,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HENRI  BOURASSA  (Labelle).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  no  intention  of  following 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P. 
Maclean)  through  the  rambling  speech  wbicb 
*we  have  just  beard.  I  desire  simply  to  ask 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN. 


hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  they  really  intend 
to  fasten  on  the  parliament  of  Canada  such 
a  reputation  that  in  any  civilized  country  we 
would  be  looked  upon  as  not  worthy  of  en- 
Joying  liberty  of  speech  and  representative 
institutions.  In  Russia  where  there  Is  no 
such  thing  as  representative  government,  no 
sane,  no  decent  man  would  think  of  getting 
up  before  any  audience  of  peasants,  de- 
prived of  the  most  primary  education,  and 
make  Such  an  onslaught  on  the  representa- 
tive of  His  Holiness  the  Pope  as  has  been 
made  in  this  House.  Why,  all  the  civilized 
nations  of  the  world  entertain  relations 
with  the  head  of  the  Catholic  church.  The 
Protestant  government  of  England  enter- 
tains direct  and  official  relations  with  the 
Pope.  The  Protestant  government  of  Germ- 
any, tbe  Orthodox  government  of  Russia- — 
in  fact  all  the  governments  of  the  world,  in- 
cluding the  government  of  Washington, 
enter tu in  official  relations  with  the  Pope, 
and  no  citizen  of  any  one  of  these  countries 
would  think  for  a  moment  that  it  wa.s  any 
discredit  to  his  country  that  it  should  hold 
relations  with  the  highest  moral  authority 
acknowledged  by  the  greatest  number  of 
men  in  this  world  at  present.  The  hon. 
member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P.  Maclean) 
has  challenged  tbe  Postmaster  General  and 
other  members  of  this  government  and  of 
parliament  to  go  and  make  an  election  In 
their  respective  counties  and  to  meet  him  on 
the  public  platform.  But  on  what  ground, 
Sir,  does  be  invite  tbem  to  make  the  elec- 
tion ?  On  the  ground  of  provincial  rights. 
He  bad  not  even  the  courage  to  say  what 
really  was  the  ground  on  which  he  wanted 
to  make  the  contest.  If  he  had  stated  the 
true  grounds  on  which  he  would  care  to  run 
an  election,  he  would  have  stated  grounds 
which  might  have  been  of  some  use  in 
England  300  years  ago  but  would  not  be 
tolerated  In  any  civilized  country  to-day — 
the  ground  of  no  popery  and  no  romisb 
domination.  That  is  the  cry  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  like  to  raise.  And  that  is  the 
kind  of  cry,  as  things  have  been  going,  the 
past  few  weeks,  which  tbe  leader  of  the 
opposition  will  be  charged  with  encouraging. 
That  is  the  cry  which  the  leader  of  a  once 
respected  party  in  the  Dominion  is  lending 
himself  to. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  charged  with 
that  perhaps  by  the  bon.  gentleman  but  I 
absolutely  deny  that  anything  of  the  kind 
can  be  taken  from  any  word  I  have  spoken. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  The  leader  of  the 
opposition  has  got  into  this  unfortunate  posi- 
tion that  he  is  not  even  capable  of  either 
standing  for  or  against  anything  wbich  is 
going  on  in  his  party.  He  will  not  be 
charged  with  being  the  direct  author  or  pro- 
moter of  all  the  offensive  and  silly  things 
which  are  being  stated  in  tbe  organs  of  bis 
party  and  by  some  members  of  bis  party, 
but  be  will  be  charged  with  not  having  tbe 
courage  and  tbe  manliness  of  standing  up 
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and  denouncing  such  an  infamous  policy. 
And  at  a  moment  like  this,  when  such  ap- 
peals are  being  made  to  the  worst  passions 
of  the  people,  the  leaders  of  great  parties 
who  hare  not  the  courage  to  stand  up  against 
this  current  of  opinion  and  check  the  fanati- 
cism of  their  partisans,  are  as  responsible 
as  if  they  were  the  authors  of  them.  Let 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  opposition  consult 
some  of  his  best  and  most  enlightened 
friends.  Let  him  have  a  conversation  upon 
this  question — I  will  not  say  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Jacques  Cartler  (Mr.  Monk)  or 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauhamois  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron), who  have  shown  by  their  speeches 
that  they  bad  the  courage  to  separate  from 
their  party  upon  a  question  like  this  and 
stand  for  truth  and  justice  and  fair-play— 
but  I  will  say  to  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion :  let  him  consult  the  most  enlightened 
Protestant  members  of  his  party,  those  men 
who  have  been  educated  In  the  political 
school  of  the  late  Sir  John  Macdonaid,  and 
ask  them  If  the  Conservative  party  is  follow- 
ing a  wise  and  a  good  course  in  allowing 
itself  to  be  dragged  down  to  such  depths  of 
political  infamy,  as  it  is  being  dragged  into 
by  the  Toronto  '  News '  and  the  Toronto 
'  World,'  and  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  and  the  member  for  South  ¥ork 
and  the  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
(Mr.  Sam.  Hughes).  These  gentlemen  may 
meet  with  some  success  for  a  little  while ; 
but  as  a  French  Canadian,  who  has  gone 
time  and  again  Into  the  province  of  Ontario, 
I  have  too  much  respect  for  the  good  people 
of  that  province  to  think  that  even  if  they 
may  get  excited  a  little  while  by  such  wild 
.  appeals,  they  will  stand  for  any  such  policy. 
The  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  has  defied  any  member  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  go  and  meet  him  on  the  public 
platform  in  the  province  of  Ontario.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  ready  to  accept  that  chal- 
lenge. I  am  ready  to  meet  the  hon.  member 
for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  or  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  or 
even  the  hon.  and  gallant  member  for  Vic- 
toria and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes) 
even  with  his  man  Turpin  behind  him — I 
am  ready  to  go  and  discuss  the  issue  with 
these  gentlemen  before  any  audience  in  the 
province  of  Ontario.  I  do  not  say  that  I 
would  gather  votes  ;  but  I  say  that  If  any 
man  In  this  House,  whether  French  or 
English-speaking,  Protestant  or  Catholic, 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  would  go  and  ap- 
peal to  the  common  sense  and  spirit  of  fair- 
play  of  the  people  of  Ontario  he  would,  if 
not  gain  votes,  at  least  get  a  good  hearing. 
And  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  the  long 
run,  when  the  heat  of  passion  had  subsided, 
lie  might  even  ask  for  some  votes  on  such 
a  ground. 

As  regards  the  propriety  and  the  advisa- 
bility of  the  presence  of  a  Papal  delegate  in 
this  country,  I  need  not  speak  at  length.  I 
need  only  mention,  as  I  have  done,  that  all 
governments  of  civilized  nations  entertain 
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direct  official  relations  with  the  Pope.  My 
hon.  friend  the  Postmaster  General  has 
said  that  this  government  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  appointment  of  the  Papal  delegate. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  that  is  perfectly  true. 
But  even  if  the  government  of  Canada  had 
requested  the  Pope  to  send  a  delegate  to  this 
country,  would  that  be  a  greater  sin  than  is 
committed  by  other  governments  at  Wash- 
ington, Berlin,  St.  Petersburg,  Vienna  Y 
Even  the  present  anti-clerical  French  gov- 
ernment at  Paris,  though  the  official  rela- 
tions have  been  broken  off,  keep  relations 
with  an  unofficial  representative  of  the  Holy 
See. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   And  in  London. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  No,  I  do  not  think  there 
is  an  official  ablegate  in  London.  But  I  un- 
derstand there  is  an  accredited  representa- 
tive of  His  Holiness  there  who  keeps  up  re- 
lations between  the  British  government  and 
the  head  of  the  church.  But  the  talents  of 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  have  been  wasted.  He  should 
have  gone  to  the  old  country  some  years  ago, 
when,  through  the  representative  of  the 
British  government  In  Rome — not  the  repre- 
sentative accredited  to  the  King  of  Italy  but 
the  representative  accredited  to  the  Pope— 
the  British  government  entered  into  negotia- 
tions with  His  Holiness  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  better  understanding  between  the 
Irish  party  and  the  government  of  England. 
Even  in  that  small  section  of  the  British 
empire  from  which,  if  I  know  anything  of 
their  origin,  my  hon.  friends  from  South 
York  and  Victoria  and  Haliburton  come, 
there  arose  no  cry  of  dissent  to  that  proceed- 
ing. Even  the  Ulster  Orangemen  were  not 
prepared  to  find  any  fault  if,  through  the 
pacifying  Influence  of  His  Holiness,  the  Irish 
people  could  be  brought  to  a  better  under- 
standing with  the  King  of  England.  My 
hon.  friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  at  the  beginning  of  the  session 
made  a  plea  for  greater  autonomy  for  Can- 
ada. Sir,  the  people  of  Canada  would  not 
be  worthy  of  greater  autonomy  If  one  great 
political  party  of  this  country,  which  once 
held  the  reins  of  the  government  for  years 
and  which  may  again  occupy  office,  has -no 
better  understanding  of  what  constitutes 
the  dignity  of  a  nation,  no  better  appreci- 
ation of  the  feelings  of  two  millions  of  their 
fellow-citizens,  and  no  better  sense  of  the 
manner  in  which  a  respectable  government 
should  conduct  the  business  of  a  self-reliant 
and  self-respecting  people,  especially  in  their 
relations  with  foreign  powers.  And  if  the 
government  of  the  Pope  was  for  a  time  a 
foreign  government  from  a  temporal  point 
of  view,  it  is  to-day  no  longer  a  temporal 
government  but  only  a  high  moral  govern- 
ment, guiding  the  spiritual  affairs  of  300,- 
000,000  of  human  beings,  among  which  are 
12,000,000  respectable,  law-abiding  British 
subjects,  including  2,000,000  Canadians  of 
different  origins.    It  is  unworthy  of  mem- 
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bers  of  this  House,  of  representatives  of  a 
great  party,  and  representatives  of  a  great 
province  such  as  the  province  of  Ontario,  to 
come  here  and  by  means  of  innuendoes  and 
Insinuations  and  accusations  which  they 
have  not  the  courage  to  make  openly  from 
their  seats  in  parliament,  to  try  and  excite 
religious  strife.  I  say  tbey  dare  not  make 
these  openly  because  when  you  pin  them 
down  to  the  crucial  point,  they  say  :  Oh 
yes,  you  are  ruled  by  the  Pope,  and  you  are 
under  French  domination,  but  what  we  are 
ready  to  discuss  in  this  House  Is  provincial 
rights  and  constitutional  principles.  They 
are  prepared  to  lead  the  people  of  Ontario 
to  vote  for  provincial  rights,  but  to  do  so 
animated  by  anti-Popish,  anti-French  feel- 
ings. 

With  reference  to  the  request  made  by 
the  Catholic  members  of  the  Liberal  party 
to  the  Pope  for  the  nomination  of  a  Papal 
ablegate,  I  have  no  shame  In  saying  that 
I  have  taken  my  share  in  that  action;  I 
have  signed  the  document,  and  I  have  no 
shame  either  as  a  French  Canadian,  a  Ca- 
tholic, a  British  subject,  or  a  member  of 
this  House,  for  so  doing.  Sir,  knowing  and 
appreciating  as  I  do  the  liberty  I  enjoy  as 
a  British  subject,  under  the  British  Crown, 
I  was  proud  to  ask  the  highest  moral  au- 
thority of  the  church  to  which  I  belong 
to  send  here  a  Papal  ablegate  who  would 
see  that  good  and  proper  relations  existed 
between  the  clergy  and  laity  of  Quebec,  to 
see  that  relations  between  the  clergy  and 
laity  would  be  such  that  there  would  not 
be  any  cause  of  misunderstanding  such  as 
those  which  occurred  at  certain  times  in 
the  past.  The  cause  which  Induced  the 
Liberal  Catholic  members  of  this  House 
to  seek  the  appointment  of  an  ablegate  here 
was  that  we  could  not  see  eye  to  eye  with 
a  certain  part  of  our  clergy  as  to  the  right 
way  of  dealing  with  certain  political  ques- 
tions. And,  Sir,  in  that  respect  I  want  to 
remind  the  House  of  the  words  of  one  of 
the  greatest  Protestant  writers  and  philoso- 
phers of  the  nineteenth  century,  who  has 
said  that  the  Catholic  church  was  a  great 
school  of  respect.  Appealing  to  the  head 
of  the  church,  we  found  Justice,  enlighten- 
ment, breadth  of  view  and  respect  for  the 
rights  of  the  people.  At  one  time  or  an- 
other there  was  trouble  between  the  clergy 
and  people  of  Quebec.  Hon.  gentlemen  op- 
posite are  always  talking  about  the  priest- 
ridden  people  of  Quebec,  about  the  clerical 
domination  under  which  the  poor  habitant 
Is  resting;  but,  Sir,  do  you  know  that  we 
never  stood  from  our  clergy  the  kind  of 
sermons  and  political  Interference  that  has 
been  going  on  for  the  last  month  In  On- 
tario ?  For  what  reason  did  we  ask  the 
Pope  to  send  an  ablegate  out  here  1  Ex- 
actly to  prevent  what  is  going  on  now  in 
the  province  of  Ontario.  And  this  was  not 
the  first  time  that  an  ablegate  was  sent  to 
Canada.  The  same  thing  was  done  in  1876 
and  later  on  in  the  80's.  But  how  was  It  in 
Mr.  BOURASSA. 


those  days  ?  The  arch-defenders  of  British 
citizenship  and  of  loyalty  to  Protestantism 
never  raised  their  voices  against  the  rela- 
tions which  existed  between  the  Catholics 
of  the  province  of  Quebec  and  the  Pope. 
Why  ?  Because  of  political  reasons;  be- 
cause In  those  days  the  people  of  Quebec 
and  the  majority  of  the  Catholic  people 
kept  them  in  the  fats  of  office.  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  to  see  that  a  question  which  is  put  on 
this  high  ground  of  national  feeling  and 
fidelity  to  religious  principle  must  after 
all  be  brought  to  that  very  low  placed  feel- 
ing of  a  thirst  for  office.  These  gentlemen, 
having  found  that  their  fiscal  policy  was  of 
no  influence  with  the  people,  that  the  coun- 
try bad  no  confidence  in  them,  thought  that 
there  was  in  this  country  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  people  who  would  still  believe  in 
the  old  tales  about  the  Gunpowder  Plot,  the 
Guy  Fawkes  conspiracy,  and  other  matters 
that  were  taught  150  years  ago,  but  which 
the  poorest  schoolmaster  In  England  would 
be  ashamed  of  mentioning,  except  possibly 
as  the  remnant  of  a  legend  which  existed 
in  the  times  of  credulity  In  that  country. 
That  may  appear  to  be  exaggerated.  But 
not  later  than  a  few  days  ago  I  read  in  a 
newspaper  that  proposes  to  enlighten  the 
people  of  Canada,  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  the  same  conspiracy,  the  same  dark 
and  sinister  organization  and  the  same  pow- 
erful people  who  are  now  trying  to  shackle 
the  people  of  tbe  west,  that  same  power 
of  the  province  of  Quebec,  headed  by  the 
hierarchy  that  was  trying  to  prevent  the 
free  people  of  the  west  from  enjoying  their 
liberty,  could  be  related  to  tbe  same  man, 
to  the  same  power  and  the  same  influences 
that  brought  about  the  Gunpowder  conspir- 
acy !  I  have  seen  that  statement  printed 
in  the  columns  of  either  the  '  News '  or  the 
'  World,'  because  these  two  papers  consti- 
tute a  pair,  and  I  cannot  say  which  is  the 
silliest.  But,  Sir,  even  when  I  read  such 
things,  printed  In  the  twentieth  century, 
in  leading  newspapers,  published  In  a  city 
like  Toronto,  and  in  a  province  like  Ontario, 
I  refuse  to  believe  that  you  would  find  a 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ontario  who  would 
believe  such  silly  talk.  I  cannot  believe  it, 
and  I  must  say  that  the  member  for  South 
York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean),  in  the  allusions 
he  has  made  to-day,  just  as  in  the  cartoons 
which  are  published  every  day  in  his  news- 
paper, is  simply  putting  on  his  province  the 
greatest  slur  that  could  be  cast  on  it  by 
any  man.  Sir,  If  I  would  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  say  that  the  province  of  Ontario 
is  filled  with  a  population  of  ignorant  peo- 
ple, with  a  drown-trodden  people  under  the 
control  of  the  Methodist  ministers,  by 
which  you  could  organize  any  kind  of  con- 
spiracy to  deprive  the  Catholic  church  of 
their  power,  to  unthrone  the  Pope  and 
prevent  the  priests  of  the  province  of  Que- 
bec from  saying  mass,  I  would  not  be  say- 
ing, more  silly  things  than  you  read  every 
day  In  three  or  four  columns  of  the  '  World ' 
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or  the  '  News.'  These  newspapers  are  try- 
ing to  create  outside  of  Ontario  the  impres- 
sion that  Ontario  is  one  of  the  most  ignor- 
ant places  on  earth.  I  refuse  to  believe 
that.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  a  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ontario  can  be  carried  by 
such  an  appeal.  If  any  constituency  in 
Ontario  should  be  opened,  I  would  be  pre- 
pared to  enter  it,  and  unless  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean), 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Haliburton  {Mr. 
Sam.  Hughes),  with  his  man  Turpin  and 
the  seventeen  men  who  took  General  de 
Villiers  and  let  him  skip  off  the  next  morn- 
ing— unless  these  two  gentlemen  would 
come  together  and  throw  stones  at  me,  I  do 
not  think  I  would  be  prevented  from  speak- 
ing in  Ontario,  standing  for  the  rights  of 
my  people,  for  the  rights  of  justice  in  this 
country;  standing  for  the  good  reputation 
of  our  country,  and  saying  that  it  is  just 
as  legitimate  for  the  Catholics  to  have  here 
a  representative  of  the  highest  spiritual  au- 
thority on  earth,  as  it  is  legitimate  for  the 
government  of  any  civilized  country  to  have 
a  representative  of  the  Pope,  to  have  an 
ablegate  to  look  after  what  ?  Not  to  look 
after  political  questions,  but  to  look  after 
th«  interests  of  the  church.  And  what  are 
the  interests  of  the  church  in  any  country  ? 
The  interests  of  the  church  include  every- 
thing which  looks  to  the  development  of 
the  religion  to  which  that  church  belongs 
and  all  such  things  must  be  looked  after  by 
that  Papal  ablegate. 

I  know  nothing  of  what  may  have  oc- 
curred between  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  and 
Mr.  Rogers,  and  I  think  it  Is  most  absurd 
to  come  into  this  House  and  ask  any  mem- 
ber of  the  federal  House  to  give  an  account 
of  what  may  have  occurred  between  the 
Papal  ablegate  and  a  member  of  the  Mani- 
toba cabinet.  If  the  hon.  member  for  South 
York  was  so  excited  over  the  liberties  of 
the  people  of  Canada,  be  should  have  bad 
some  friend  in  the  Manitoba  house  to  raise 
the  question  and  put  Mr.  Rogers  on  trial 
in  Manitoba,  before  the  people  of  that 
province,  to  whom  he  is  responsible.  If, 
Sir,  it  is  such  a  nasty  thing  for  the  Catho- 
lics to  have  called  for  an  ablegate  to  come 
into  this  country  to  look  after  their  own 
affairs,  after  their  own  Interests  as  Catho- 
lics, how  is  it  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  has  noth- 
ing to  say  against  Mr.  Rogers,  a  Protestant 
statesman,  who  comes  here  and  entertains 
relations  with  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  ?  If 
it  was  a  sin,  and  a  sin  for  which  any  man 
in  this  House  should  be  arraigned  before 
the  people  of  Canada,  if  it  was  a  sin  for 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  for  Mr.  Brodeur,  for 
Mr.  Lemieux,  for  Mr.  Boura6sa,  or  any 
other  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  to  ask 
tlie  Pope  to  send  a  representative  to  look 
after  their  own  affairs,  then  what  a  crime 
Las  been  committed  by  a  member  of  the 
Manitoba  government  and  of  the  legislative 
•assembly   of   Manitoba,  by  a  Protestant 


statesman,  In  having  an  interview  with 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  ?  I  do  not  suppose 
that  Mr.  Rogers  was  troubled  In  his  con- 
science and  wanted  to  get  absolution  for 
his  sins.  So  I  presume  that  he  visited  His 
Excellency,  acting  in  his  official  and  poli- 
tical capacity.  Therefore,  If  anybody  must 
be  denounced  before  the  Protestantism  of 
this  country,  if  anybody  must  be  denounced 
before  the  crowds  of  the  county  of  South 
York,  and  must  be  burned  or  brought  to 
the  scaffold,  it  is  Mr.  Rogers,  member  of 
the  Manitoba  government.  But,  Sir,  no,  I 
would  never  think  of  making  that  kind  of 
appeal;  I  acknowledge  Mr.  Rogers'  right  to 
go  and  meet  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  and 
have  a  conversation  with  him.  If  the  mem- 
ber for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
and  the  member  for  Victoria  and  Haliburton 
(Mr.  Sam  Hughes),  would  go  and  see  Mon- 
seigneur Sbarretti  and  talk  with  him,  I 
think  it  would  do  them  a  great  deal  of 
good — If  any  improvement  is  possible  for 
those  gentlemen — I  am  sure  It  would  do 
them  good.  As  for  the  bon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  I  do  not  think 
any  improvement  is  possible  with  him,  be- 
cause I  think  he  is  desperately  sincere. 

But,  coming  back  to  our  action  in  having 
a  Papal  ablegate  to  be  appointed,  we  did 
it  because  we  thought  it  was  our  duty  to  do 
it.  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  has  succeeded 
Monseigneur  Falconio  in  the  same  capacity 
that  Monseigneur  Martinelll  exercised  at 
Washington  where  he  has  been  succeeded  by 
Monseigneur  Falconio  transferred  from  Ot- 
tawa. These  prelates  have  been  here  re- 
presenting the  church,  to  look  after  the  In- 
terests of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Canada. 
As  I  have  said,  I  know  nothing  of  what 
passed  between  Mr.  Rogers  and  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti,  and  I  would  advise  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  South  York  to  call  on  them  If  he 
wants  to  know  what  transpired  between 
them.  But  suppose  that  Monseigneur  Sbar- 
retti did  discuss  with  Mr.  Rogers  the  rights 
of  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba,  suppose  he 
did  ask  Mr.  Rogers  to  do  something  for  the 
Catholics  of  Manitoba,  where  in  the  name 
of  justice  and  common  sense  is  there  any- 
thing wrong  In  that?  Here  is  a  dignitary 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  sent  here  to 
look  after  the  interests  of  the  people  belong- 
ing to  bis  church,  and  what  harm  is  there 
in  his  meeting  another  gentleman  and  ask- 
ing him  if  something  could  not  be  done  for 
the  interests  of  his  people?  Now,  we  have 
in  this  city  a  consul  from  the  United  States, 
he  Is  here  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
American  people  living  In  this  country  and 
the  interests  of  American  citizens  who  may 
be  trading  in  this  country;  suppose  he  finds 
something  in  our  tariff  which  he  thinks  Is 
prejudicial  to  their  interests,  would  it  be  a 
great  sin  for  that  gentleman  to  meet  the 
Minister  of  Trade  aud  Commerce  and  ask 
if  some  change  could  not  be  made?  Sh\ 
it  is  about  time  that  we  should  look  at  these 
questions  from  a  common  sense  point  of 
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view,  and  with  greater  breadth  of  mind. 
Monselgneur  Sbarretti,  In  discussing  with 
Mr.  Rogers  the  interests  of  the  Catholics 
of  Manitoba,  was  not  only  acting  within 
his  rights,  but  was  fulfilling  his  duty.  As 
I  said,  I  have  not  the  slightest  knowledge  of 
what  took  place  between  them;  but  the  idea 
of  hon.  gentlemen  getting  up  in  this  House 
and  talking  about  a  conspiracy  of  the  hier- 
archy, about  the  dark  and  sinister  designs 
of  the  church,  because  a  member  of  the 
local  legislature  of  Manitoba  has  thought  fit 
to  hold  an  interview  with  the  representative 
of  -the  highest  spiritual  power  in  our  church, 
I  say  that  it  is  entirely  unworthy  of  the 
dignity  of  a  member  of  this  House  and  the 
representative  of  a  free  people. 

Hon.  PETER  WHITE  (North  Renfrew). 
I  am  sure  that  if  the  object  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  was  to 
raise  this  discussion  out  of  the  rut  into 
which  he  says  it  has  fallen,  the  region  of 
race  and  reMgion  he  has  signally  failed 
In  doing  so ;  because  during  all  the 
long  years  in  which  I  have  sat  In  par- 
liament I  do  not  think  I  ever  listened  to  a 
more  Inflammatory  speech;  than  that  to 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  has  just 
treated  this  House.  For  my  own  part,  speak- 
ing as'  a  Protestant  and  as  a  representative 
of  an  Ontario  constituency,  I  have  to  say, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me, 
that  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
bringing  of  a  Papal  delegate  here  to  super- 
Intend  file  religious  affairs  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.  For  my  own  part  I  have  a  great 
admiration  for  the  moral  teaching  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  although  I  do  not  believe 
In  its  tenets.  But  I  do  say  >as  a  citizen  of 
this  country  that  when  the  allegation  is 
made  that  the  Papal  delegate,  who  comes 
here  properly  enough  to  fulfil  the  purpose 
for  which  he  was  brought— though  the  man- 
ner In  which  he  was  brought  might  not  be 
acceptable  to  many  of  us  who  sit  ou  this 
side  of  the  House — though  he  came  here 
properly  enough  to  supervise  the  affairs  of 
the  church  of  which  be  is  a  distinguished 
dignitary;  but  I  say  that  when  it  is  alleged 
by  the  newspapers  and  by  a  leading  mem- 
ber of  the  government  of  Manitoba,  that 
that  gentleman  has  interfered  in  a  matter 
that  does  not  belong  to  the  domain  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  at  all,  then  I  say  that  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  at  all  events 
those  of  us  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  have  a  right  to  complain.  Now, 
Sir,  what  are  the  facts  in  relation  to  this 
matter?  I  am  not  here  to  relate  the  facts, 
because  I  do  not  know  them.  I  accept  to 
the  fullest  extent  the  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  government  that 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  these  negotiations 
going  on  between  the  Papal  delegate  and  the 
representatives  of  the  province  of  Manitoba; 
but  I  say  that  If  these  negotiations  did  go 
on  according  to  the  allegation  that  has 
been  made,  then  Monseigneur  Sbarretti 
ought  not  to  remain  in  this  country  a  single 
Mr.  BOURASSA. 


hour  longer  than  those  gentlemen  who  secur- 
ed his  presence  here  can  manage  to  effect 
his  recall  by  communicating  with  his  su- 
perior In  Rome.  I  think  It  Is  their  duty,  it 
is  the  duty  of  those  forty  members  of  this 
parliament  who  secured  his  presence  here, 
and  especially  Is  it  the  duty  of  the  leader 
of  .the  government,  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  at  once  to  communicate  with  the 
head  of  the  church  In  Rome  and  secure  the 
recall  of  that  gentleman— If,  I  say,  It  be 
proven  that  these  allegations  made  with  re- 
gard to  him  are  true. 

Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  say  one  word  with 
reference  to  a  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  respecting  the  hon.  lead- 
er of  the  opposition.  The  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  said  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the  op- 
position had  no  opinions  of  bis  own,  that 
his  opinions  were  simply  moulded  by  those 
who  were  following  him  in  this  House.  I 
think,  Sir,  it  ill  becomes  any  supporter  of 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  this  government  to 
make  a  statement  of  that  kind  with  regard 
to  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  when  we 
know  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from  the  mouth  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
government  himself,  that  his  policy  with  re- 
gard to  those  important  Bills  which  are  now 
under  discussion,  was  changed  and  modi- 
fled  to  a  material  degree  by  the  pressure  of 
his  followers  in  this  House.  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
that  I  have  been  obliged  to  rise  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind.  But  I  thought  It  my  duty 
to  do  so,  and  I  consider  I  bold  moderate 
views  both  political  and  religious.  I  have 
no  objection  to  any  man's  political  or  religi- 
ous views,  but  I  do  think  that  it  is  an  unfor- 
tunate thing  that  an  hon.  gentleman  like 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  should  take 
the  course  which  he  has  taken  here  to-day 
and  that  he  should  accuse  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  of  endeavouring 
to  inflame  the  public  mind  in  this  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  hear  some  hon.  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House  laugh. 
What  was  the  object  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  York  (Mr.  Maclean)  had  in  mak- 
ing the  proposition  that  he  made  to  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  ?  He  had  a  right  to 
call  in  question  the  conditions  that  exist 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  House.  He  bad 
a  right  to  express  his  opinion  that  the  fail- 
ure of  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  tilling  the  vacancy  In  the  port- 
folio of  the  Interior  and  in  filling  the  posi- 
tion which  has  practically  been  vacant  In 
the  Public  Works  Department  and  be  bad 
the  right  to  assume  that  the  failure  of  the 
right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  government  to 
All  these  positions  was  because  he  feared 
public  opinion  in  the  country.  It  was.  I 
assume,  because  he  took  the  ground  that 
the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  government 
fears  to  open  any  constituency  In  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario,  or  in  any  of  the  English 
speaking  provinces    at  the  present  time. 
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that  my  hon.  friend  made  the  challenge  that 
be  did  make  to  bon.  members  on  tbe  other 
side  of  tbe  House.  As  I  stated  a  moment 
ago,  I  am  loth  to  discuss  a  question  of  this 
kind.  I  bare  no  desire  whatever  to  discuss 
a  question  which  raises  distinctions  of  creed 
or  nationality.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  as 
one  people  throughout  this  country  and  I 
may  say  this  for  the  province  of  Ontario 
to  which  I  belong  that  whatever  may  be  the 
opinions  of  our  hon.  friends  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  they  will  find  as  much  lib- 
erality and  toleration  in  Ontario  as  can  be 
found  in  any  part  of  the  world. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  did  not  intend  to  say  anything 
on  this  subject,  just  now,  but  for  the 
frequent  references  to  myself  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa). 
They  were  very  pointed.  Whether  he 
considered  them  offensive  or  not,  to 
my  judgment,  tbey  were  offensive,  and 
they  were  uncalled  for  and  nothing  on 
my  part,  as  far  as  my  judgment  en- 
ables me  to  determine,  would  justify  the 
references  which  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
'to  me.  He  started  out  by  asking  a  very 
siguificent  question  :  Are  we  like  the  serfs 
of  Russia  that  we  have  not  freedom  of 
speech  in  this  House  ?  Are  we  ?  The  ex- 
hibition we  had  for  the  following  twenty 
minutes  is  the  best  answer  I  can  give  to 
that  question,  because,  If  there  ever  was 
in  any  civilized  country  in  the  world,  a  de- 
sire to  restrict  freedom  of  speech  tbe  tirades 
to  which  he  has  treated  this  House,  ought 
to  have  induced  this  House  not  to  have  lis- 
tened to  him.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
and  his  party  are  opposing  the  Pope.  What 
justification  had  he  for  that  statement  ? 
What  word  was  ever  said  from  this  side 
of  tbe  House  that  would  justify  that  state- 
ment ?  Not  a  single  word  that  I  have  beard 
and  none  that  I  am  aware  of.  But,  be  says 
that  we  are  opposing  his  church.  Was 
there  anything  said  in  tbe  shape  of  abuse 
of  his  church  ?  There  is  no  desire  or  in- 
tention to  abuse  his  church,  but  our  desire 
is  to  give  that  church  its  rights  the  same 
as  every  other  church  In  the  country  and 
to  respect  its  rights  as  much  as  we  respect 
the  rights  of  every  other  church.  Then, 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  :  Has  not  every 
civilized  government  in  the  world  its  Papal 
representative,  Its  ambassador  ?  He  asks 
the  question  which  I  can  answer  by  telling 
him  that  there  is  not  one  in  France  to-day. 
Diplomatic  relations  have  been  broken  off. 
Then,  why  should  the  hon.  member  for  La- 
bell  stand  up  and  say  that  we  are  worse 
than  France,  that  we  are  worse  than  Eng- 
land and  that  we  are  worse  than  other 
countries  ?  I  could  point  to  many  coun- 
tries, even  Italy  itself,  In  which  diplomatic 
relations  do  not  exist  between  the  Pope  and 
the  government.  Do  they  exist  in  the 
United  States  ?     Not  at  all.    There  Is,  It 


is  true,  a  Papal  representative,  but  to  deal 
with  the  church,  not  to  negotiate  with  the- 
state,  aud  he  has  no  relationship  with  toe- 
government  of  tbe  United  States  and  doe» 
not  pretend  to  exercise  any  authority  over^ 
or  to  assume  the  right  to  dictate  or  to  ne- 
gotiate with  the  government  in  regard  to- 
matters  of  state.  So  that,  in  no  civilized 
country  that  he  has  mentioned  is  these  a 
condition  known  to  exist  which  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  claims  is  all  right  in  this  coun- 
try. There  are  a  few  questions  which  I 
think  you  might  reasonably  ask.  We  know 
that  mere  is  a  Papal  delegate  here.  That 
is  a  self  evident  fact,  but  we  might  ask 
the  question  :  Who  brought  blm  here  ? 
Some  one  has  stated  that  it  was  the  pre- 
sent government  Well,  I  think  that  was 
too  wide  ;  I  would  say  that  the  Reform 
party  brought  him  here.  Tbe  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier)  does  not  deny  that  he  was  one  of  the 
forty  who  sent  an  application  to  the  Pope 
to  send  a  delegate  here.  We  are  not  object- 
ing to  it  and  do  not  object  to  it  if  be  con- 
fines bis  duties  to  the  work  that  the  right 
bon.  gentleman  told  us  was  the  work  for 
which  he  was  brought  here.  What  was  he 
brought  here  for  ?  What  did  he  come  for  ? 
Tbe  right  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  what 
he  came  for.  There  was  a  difference  be- 
tween us  and  the  bishops  of  our  church  and 
it  was  to  settle  disputes  between  the  Roman 
Catholic  people  and  their  clergy.  If  he 
confines  his  operations  to  that  I  say  we 
have  no  reasonable  ground  for  complaint 
He  has  a  right  to  be  here  and  remain  in  this 
country  just  as  long  as  he  likes  and  so  far 
as  lie  can  succeed  in  readjusting  the  differ- 
ences between  the  Roman  Catholic  people 
and  their  bishops  it  is  nothing  that  concerns 
us  and  we  do  not  desire  to  interfere  with 
liiin  in  any  way.  Has  he  confined  bis  oper- 
ations to  that  line  1  This  is  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  Canada  that  we  have  had 
such  an  ablegate.  Commencing  with  Mon- 
seigneur  Mery  Del  Val,  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  stated  that  we  have  bat  several 
of  them  before.  I  believe  there  was  one 
away  back  in  tbe  eighties  but  it  was 
scarcely  found  out  he  was  In  the  country 
until  he  was  out  of  the  country.-  The  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  does  not  wait  to  hear 
any  criticism  that  may  be  made  of  his  re- 
marks or  to  answer  any  questions  that  may 
be  asked  of  him.  We  know  that  he  Is  a  re- 
markably valiant  man  and  that  he  displays 
a  great  deal  of  that  peculiar  grace  which  is 
indicative  of  courage.  But  he  seems  al- 
ways to  exemplify  the  old  saying  that : 
He  who  fights  aud  ruus  away 
May  -live  to  fight  another  day, 
for  every  time  he  finishes  speakiug  be  gets 
up  and  clears  from  tbe  House.  He  has 
not  the  moral  courage  to  sit  there  and  listen 
to  the  replies  to  his  tirades  or  answer  the 
questions  that  may  be  asked  him.  Therefore, 
he  ought  to  be  tbe  last  one  to  talk  about 
a  lack  of  courage.     But,  what  are  the 
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duties  of  this  Papal  delegate  ?  We  were 
told  that  his  duties  were  to  settle  differ- 
ences between  the  Roman  Catholic  people 
and  the  church  and  as  long  as  he  confines 
himself  to  those  duties  we  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make.  It  Is  a  fact  well  known  in 
this  country  that  in  1896  there  was  a  differ- 
ence between  the  present  Reform  party,  or 
at  least  one  portion  of  that  party,  the 
Roman  Catholic  element  of  the  party,  and 
the  bishops  in  regard  to  the  school  question 
and  it  was  said  that  the  Papal  delegate  was 
brought  here  for  the  purpose  of  settling  that 
difficulty.  So  long  as  he  attempted  to  set- 
tle that  difficulty  you  heard  no  complaint 
from  any  Protestant  In  this  country  as  to 
what  he  was  doing  and  no  complaint  that 
he  was  here.  But,  is  he  confining  himself 
to  the  interests  of  the  church  ?  The  hon. 
member  for  Labelle  says  that  he  has  a  per- 
fect right  in  the  interests  of  his  church  and 
of  his  co-religionists  to  take  part  in  anything 
which  is  going  on  and  in  which  that  church 
is  directly  interested.  In  my  judgment  he 
has  uo  right  to  go  the  distance  that  it  Is 
alleged  he  has  gone.  Now,  It  Is  said  some- 
times, and  I  think  correctly  said,  that  eter- 
nal vigilance  is  the  price  of  liberty. 

The  history  of  the  ages  has  taught  that 
lesson  over  and  over  again,  and  the  maxim  is 
as  true  to-day  as  when  it  was  first  an- 
nounced. The  complete  separation  of  church 
and  state  is  another  principle  recognized  in 
the  history  of  the  English  parliament  long 
ago.  That  principle  was  adopted  in  consti- 
tutional government,  and  we  are  trying  to 
live  up  to  it  and  we  desire  to  carry  It  out  to 
the  fullest  extent.  When  we  took  the  clergy 
reserve  la  nils  from  the  church  and 
distributed  them  for  the  benefit  of  the 
state  we  asserted  that  principle  because 
we  desired  there  should  be  no  sem- 
blance of  connection  between  church 
and  state.  We  declared  that  every  church 
should  stand  on  its  own  footing  and  we  >have, 
lived  up  to  that  according  to  the  best  of  our 
judgment.  But  as  I  said,  eternal  vigilance 
is  toe  price  of  liberty,  and  when  we  see  any 
encroachment  on  that  principle  we  are  bound 
to  draw  attention  to  it  in  the  interests  of 
our  constitutional  rights  and  in  the  interest 
of  our  constituents.  That  is  what  we  are 
,  doing  to-day.  Since  the  settlement  of  the 
clergy  reserve  lands  we  have  not  had  that 
question  up  until  to-day,  when  it  comes  for- 
ward again  in  a  different  way  in  connection 
with  the  presence  of  the  Papal  ablegate 
here.  We  fought  against  the  contention  of 
the  church  in  1896,  because  we  believed  it 
was  the, church  that  was  making  the  fight 
against  the  rights  of  the  people  of  Manitoba. 
The  Prime  Minister  and  his  friends  joined 
with  us  in  that  fight,  and  I  stood  up  here 
day  after  day  and  night  after  night  to  de- 
fend the  rights  of  the  people  against  im- 
proper interference.  I  am  glad  to  know  I 
had  the  assistance  and  support  of  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier  and  his  friends  In  that  fight, 
With  his  sunny  ways  and  bis  diplomatic 
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ability  he  succeeded  in  arranging  that  trouble 
and  bringing  about  conciliation  and  har- 
mony where  they  did  not  exist  before.  But 
it  was  out  of  that  incident  that  grew  the 
troubles  which  Induced  him  to  bring  this 
Papal  delegate  here.   Is  there  not  to-day  in- 
terference by  the  church  with  the  rights  of 
the   state  ?     Can   we   believe  what  ap- 
pears in  the  newspapers  of  this  city  from  day 
to  day,  that  every  time  there  has  been  a 
crisis  in  connection  with  this  Bill  the  Prime 
Minister  has  visited  that  Papal  delegate  and 
every  change  that  has  been  made  has  been 
made  with  his  knowledge  and  on  bis  ad- 
vice.   We  are  told  that  the  BiH  was  sub- 
mitted to  him  and  that  the  Bill  was  satisfac- 
tory to  him  or  otherwise  it  would  not  have 
been  introduced  into  this  House.  Then 
there  is  the  strange  coincidence  that  on  the 
13th  of  February,  the  Manitoba  delegates 
were  invited  down  here  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  extending  the  boundaries  of  Mani- 
toba ;  on  Uie  16th  they  reached  here ;  on 
the  17th  they  had  a  conference  with  the 
Prime  Minister  who  asked  them  to  remain 
four  or  five  days  when  they  would  get  an 
intimation  as  to  the  position  of  the  govern-' 
ment.    They  remained  in  obedience  to  that 
request  and  though  he  said  he  denied  cer- 
tain statements  categorically  and  in  toto  he 
did  not  as  a  matter  of  fact  deny  some  of 
them  categorically.   He  does  not  deny  that 
lie  asked  Mr.  Rogers  to  remain  here.  And 
what  happened.    On  the  17th  of  February 
they  had  a  conference,  on  the  20th  they  were 
invited  by  the  Papal  delegate  to  visit  him, 
and  on  the  21st  the  Bill  was  introduced.  I 
noticed  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  coach- 
ing the  member  for  Labelle  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Robert  Rogers  and 
Mr.  Colin  Campbell  were  wtth  the  Papal 
delegate  trying  to  negotiate  with  him.  But, 
Sir,  they  were  there  in  answer  to  a  respect- 
ful invitation  to  visit  him.    Did  they  not 
show  respect  for  the  high  position  he  occu- 
pied ?  Did  they  not  show  the  ordinary  cour- 
tesy which  one  man  would  show  to  another 
when  they  accepted  that  invitation  and  went 
there  not  knowing  the  purpose  for  which 
they  were  Invited.    He  told  them  that  if 
they  would  amend  their  law  and  give  sep- 
arate schools  to  Manitoba,  they  could  have 
the  boundary  question  settled  at  once,  but 
they  would  not  agree  to  that  and  the  Bill 
was  introduced  the  very  next  day.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  nothing  about  the  ex- 
tension of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  when 
lie  introduced  the  Bill,  except  to  say  that  it 
could  not  be  done,  and  he  did  not  deign  the 
courtesy  of  a  reply  to  the  Manitoba  dele- 
gates. The  Prime  Minister  has  told  us  that 
he  did  not  remember  receiving  a  letter  from 
the  Manitoba  delegates  written  on  the  23rd 
of  February  asking  for  a  reply,  and  It  turns 
out  that  that  letter  was  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister's  house.    I  will  not  say  that  his 
letter  reached  the  hands  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter because  it  may  never  have  reached  his 
hands,  but  at  all  events  it  verifies  the  state- 
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meat  made  by  Mr.  Robert  Rogers,  that 
from  that  day  to  this  they  have  never  re- 
ceived the  reply  they  believed  they  were  en- 
titled to.  Was  that  the  way  to  treat  the 
accredited  representatives  of  the  Manitoba 
government  ?  Is  that  complimentary  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  federal 
parliament  of  his  ministers.  It  is  not.  I 
assume  that  the  statements  made  in  the 
newspaper  is  correct  because  the  First  Min- 
ister did  not  deny  it,  and  the  next  step  was 
that  there  was  an  invitation  to  the  premier 
of  Ontario  to  set  up  a  claim  for  a  portion  of 
that  territory. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  deny  it  now. 
I  never  wrote  to  Mr.  Whitney. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  inferred  from  what  ap- 
peared in  the  paper  'that  by  some  means  or 
other  there  was  an  intimation  conveyed  to 
Mr.  Whitney  that  it  was  desired  that  he 
should  put  up  some  claim.  At  all  events 
the  suggestion  was  made  in  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
he  had  friends  enough  to  bring  that  to  the 
attention  of  Mr.  Whitney.  At  all  events,  On- 
tario set  up  a  claim  and  this  government 
to«ik  advantage  of  that  to  say  :  We  cannot 
settle  the  boundary  of  Manitoba  because 
Ontario  has  set  up  a  claim  to  that  territory. 
Why  did  the  First  Minister  say  that  a  set- 
tlement could  only  be  reached  after  a  con- 
ference between  Quebec,  Ontario  and  Man- 
itoba ?  What  interest  had  Quebec  in  it ; 
it  did  not  touch  the  boundaries  of  that  pro- 
vince in  any  way.  However,  the  Prime 
Minister  since  abandoned  that  contention. 
\\  e  do  find  however,  that  according  to  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Robert  Rogers,  the  boun- 
daries of  Manitoba  are  not  extended  because 
Manitoba  will  not  grant  separate  schools  ; 
and  we  find  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  were  submitted  to  that  ablegate— if 
we  can  believe  what  appears  in  the  press, 
fasten  separate  schools  on  these  new  pro- 
vinces for  all  time  to  come.  That  Bill  was 
only  accepted  by  the  members  from  the  west 
when  some  amendments  were  proposed, 
whk-h  amendments  were  submitted  to  the 
Papal  delegate  and  approved  of  by  him  be- 
fore they  were  submitted  to  parliament. 

Then  I  ask  is  this  Papal  ablegate  going 
beyond  his  duty  ?  Is  he  Interfering  with 
the  rights  of  the  state  ?  In  my  judgment 
he  is.  So  long  as  he  confines  himself  to  the 
rights  of  his  church,  we  have  not  a  word  to 
say  against  him  ;  but  we  respectfully  deny 
the  right  of  any  dignitary  representing  that 
church,  for  which  we  have  the  greatest 
respect,  or  representing  any  other  church, 
to  come  here  and  interfere  with  the  rights 
of  the  state.  Iu  the  name  of  this  country 
we  protest  against  it ;  in  the  name  of  con- 
stitutional government,  which  we  represent, 
we  protest  against  it.  Who  has  been  re- 
sponsible for  this  unprecedented  act  ?  The 
present  government  and  their  friends  of 
the  Reform  party.  They  brought  him  here, 
and  they  have  not  put  a  single  check  upon 


him,  so  far  as  we  know.  I  need  not  go 
into  the  history  of  his  being  here ;  but  I 
want  to  ask  one  very  important  question. 
When  all  these  negotiations  were  going  on 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  and  when  the  knowl- 
edge that  the  Papal  ablegate  was  taking  a 
particular  interest  in  it  was  so  apparent, 
where  were  the  Protestant  members  of  the 
cabinet  ?  Where  was  the  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms (Mr.  Paterson)  who  took  such  an  in- 
terest in  the  subject  the  other  night?  Where 
was  tho  Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding), 
who  made  such  a  pitiable  excuse  for  the  Bill, 
and  declared  that  government  could  not  be 
carried  on  in  this  country  if  it  were  de- 
feated, because  there  would  have  to  be  a 
Protestant  government  formed  ?  Where 
was  the  lynx-eyed  Postmaster  General  (Sir 
William  Mulock),  the  only  Protestant  re- 
presentative on  that  subcommittee  to  which 
the  Bill  was  submitted  ?  Where  is  there 
any  evidence  that  he  lodged  any  protest 
against  the  improper  interference  of  the 
Papal  ablegate  t  Where  was  the  Minister 
of  Trade  and  Commerce  (Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wright)  ?  And,  lastly,  where  was  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton),  who 
fought  so  vigorously  before  against  inter- 
ference with  the  rights  of  Manitoba  ?  It 
is  true,  he  lodged  his  protest  against  the 
government  and  went  out  as  a  rebuke  to 
them  for  their  improper  conduct ;  but  to 
day  he  is  silenced,  he  is  chloroformed.  And 
the  other  ministers  seem  to  be  chloroformed, 
for  we  have  not  a  word  from  them. 
Who  among  them  represents  the  great  Pro- 
testant element  of  this  country  ?  You  can 
speak  freely  on  behalf  of  the  other  side  ; 
but  if  you  raise  your  voice  as  a  Protestant, 
it  would  seem  as  if  you  were  almost  a  fugi- 
tive from  justice.  That  is  the  kind  of  tol- 
eration that  we  are  treated  to  in  this 
House.  It  is  toleration  all  on  one  side, 
with  no  evidence  of  any  on  the  other  side. 
Let  us  have  a  little  more  of  it  "on  that  side. 
Let  charity  begin  at  home.  Let  our  Roman 
Catholic  friends  stow  some  charity  and  tol- 
erance towards  those  opposed  to  them,  and 
then  they  will  have  very  much  less  trouble 
in  this  country.  I  do  not  wish  to  continue 
this  discussion  longer,  but  I  did  wish  to  say, 
and  I  repeat  it,  that  we  are  to-day  as  firmly 
opposed  to  church  interference  with  the 
state  as  we  ever  were  iu  this  country.  It 
must  come  to  an  end,  and  it  must  come  to 
an  end  now.  What  is  the  logical  sequence 
of  all  this  ?  It  is  admitted,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances justify  the  conclusion,  that 
Manitoba's  boundary  is  not  extended  be- 
cause of  the  interference  of  the  Papal  able- 
gate. There  is  no  doubt  about  it  whatever. 
Then,  let  the  government  say  that  as  a  pro- 
test against  that  interference  they  will 
extend  the  boundary  of  Manitoba,  and  here- 
by show  that  the  state  is  the  supreme 
arbiter  in  this  country,  and  the  province  of 
Manitoba  will  get  its  rights.  Until  that  is 
done,  there  will  be  a  lingering  suspicion  in 
the  minds  of  the  Canadian  people  that  the 
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Papal  ablegate  did  Interfere,  not  only  with 
that  question,  but  with  tbe  other  Important 
question  that  is  engaging  the  attention  of 
parliament  at  the  present  time,  the  question 
'of  granting  autonomy  to  the  new  provinces  In 
the  Northwest,  and  the  educational  clauses 
In  connection  therewith. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
on  a  personal  matter.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  was  this 
afternoon  called  to  order  on  a  certain  point. 
After  some  hesitation,  he  obeyed  the  ruling 
of  the  chair  and  proceeded  with  the  discus- 
sion, when  the  hon.  gentlemen  behind  the 
First  Minister,  who  are  a  little  too  prone  to 
make  unseemly  interruptions,  not  only  to 
the  hon.  member  for  South  York  but  to 
other  members  of  this  House  interrupted 
the  hon.  gentleman.  He  paused,  when  I 
said  to  him  :  '  Don't  let  them  bluff  you,' 
I  take  the  responsibility  of  the  words  I 
used,  and  I  was  justified  in  saying  what  I 
did.  My  remark  had  no  reference  to  tbe 
Speaker,  and  I  protest  against  being  called 
to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  words  ae  I  distinctly 
heard  them  were  :  '  Don't  let  him  bluff  you.' 
If  the  hon.  member  now  says  that  his  refer- 
ence was  not  to  the  Speaker,  I  accept  his 
statement ;  but  at  the  time  it  was  perfectly 
clear  to  me  that  the  reference  was  to  my- 
self. I  desire  aleo  to  say  that  interruptions 
are  becoming  a  little  too  frequent,  not  only 
from  the  side  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, but  also  from  the  bon.  gentleman's 
own  side,  and  from  himself. 

Mr.  SAM.  HUGHES.  The  only  interrup- 
tion I  made  to-day  was  perfectly  legitimate 
and  within  my  right,  and  therefore  I  must 
protest  against  being  called  to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  accepted  the  hon. 
gentleman's  statement.  The  only  point  is 
that  the  hon;  gentleman  should  have  called 
the  attention  of  t<he  House  to  that  at  the 
moment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY. 

House  again  in  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  45) 
respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  of 
Canada— Mr.  Macdonald. 

Hon.  H.  R.  EMMERSON  (Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals).  There  will  appear 
on  the  order  paper  to-morrow  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  General  Railway  Act  and  enable  tbe 
government  to  take  running  rights  over 
the  Canada  Atlantic  from  Parry  Sound  to 
Coteau — in  fact  over  the  lines  controlled 
by  the  Canada  Atlantic  to-day,  and  known 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


as  the  Canada  Atlantic  system,  and  also  over 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  from  Coteau  to  its 
terminus  at  Montreal.  The  compensation 
is  to  be  fixed  by  the  Railway  Commission 
and  also  tbe  regulations  for  running  tbe 
Intercolonial  Railway  trains.  It  is  propos- 
ed that  the  rates  between  Montreal  and 
Parry  Sound  will  be  subject  to  the  control 
of  that  Commission,  but  that  Commission 
will  not  control  the  rates  over  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  from  Montreal  east.  The 
right  to  use  the  terminals  and  also  con- 
struct Its  own  terminals  at  Parry  Sound 
will  be  given  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Might  I  ask  the 
lion,  minister  if  it  is  the  intention  to  have 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  compete  with 
the  other  railways  and  accept  freight  at 
Georgian  bay  ports  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  Intercolonial  will 
have  running  rights  and  control  Its  own 
liains,  subject  to  the  order  and  direction  of 
the  Railway  Commission. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Is  it  the  policy 
of  tbe  government  to  go  into  the  trans- 
portation business  by  means  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  and  accept  freight  at  the 
Georgian  bay  terminal  of  the  Canada  At- 
lantic ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  will  be  the  policy  of 
the  government  to  use  this  portion  of  the 
line  together  with  the  present  system",  tak- 
ing freight  from  the  lakes  to  Canadian  sea- 
board at  Montreal,  Quebec,  Halifax,  St. 
John  and  possibly  Sydney. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Is  it  the  policy  of 
of  tbe  government  to  take  similar  rights 
for  the  Canadian  Northern  over  the  Canada 
Atlantic  portion  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  This  Bill  bag  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Canadian  Northern. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  are  the  terms 
upon  wbicb  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to 
acquire  the  running  rights  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  compensation  is  to 
be  ttxed  by  the  Railway  Commission.  The 
tariff  from  Parry  Sound  to  Montreal  will  be 
subject  to  the  Railway  Commission,  but  it 
is  not  proposed  to  place  the  present  system 
of  the  .Intercolonial  Railway  under  tbe  con- 
trol of  that  commission. 

Mr.  R.  L;  BORDEN.  Is  it  the  inten- 
tion to  operate  a  through  line  from  Parry 
Sound  to  Halifax  or  St.  John,  as  the  case 
may  be  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Yes,  to  run  Intercol- 
onial trains  right  through. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  the  Railway  Act 
is  to  apply  to  the  portion  between  Parry 
Sound  and  Montreal,  how  are  through  rates 
to  be  fixed  from  Parry  Sound  to  Halifax 
and  St.  John  ? 
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Mr.  EMMBRSON.  The  through  rates  will 
not  be  subject  to  the  Railway  Commission 
but  be  regulated  as  the  rates  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  are  at  present.  The  Rail- 
way Commission  will  only  have  control  over 
the  rates  from  Parry  Sound  to  Montreal, 
We  give  the  Railway  Commission  control 
over  that  portion  because  it  comes  into 
competition  with  other  lines  running  over 
the  same  system. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Of  course,  I  sup- 
pose there  is  competition  from  Montreal  to 
Halifax  and  St  John  at  the  present  time 
between  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  Not  over  the  same 
track. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Between  the  same 
termini ;  and  I  do  not  see  that  their  using 
the  same  track  really  affects  the  principle. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   I  think  it  does. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  make  that  clear  to  us,  but 
for  the  moment  I  cannot  understand  it.  If 
you  have  one  route  from  Montreal  which 
reaches  St.  John  by  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way and  another  route  which  reaches  from 
St.  John  to  Montreal  by  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway,  and  they  are  competing  ;  and 
if  it  is  a  good  principle  where  there  is  com- 
petition with  the  government  road  that  the 
Railway  Commission  should  have  jurisdic- 
tion, I  would  think  that  It  would  logically 
follow,  necessarily  follow,  that  the  Railway 
Commission  should  have  jurisdiction  over 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I  should  think 
that  would  be  au  exact  deduction  from  the 
hon.  gentleman's  premises,  not  only  a  logical 
deduction,  but  a  necessary  deduction.  That 
is  a  matter  for  some  discussion  perhaps. 
What  I  do  not  understand  in  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's statement  is  this :  How  can  we 
operate  from  Parry  Sound  to  Halifax  or  St. 
John  as  a  through  line — and  apparently  it 
is  only  with  through  trafllc  we  are  dealing  ; 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  explained  that 
we  are  to  do  local  business  on  the  line  be- 
tween Montreal  and  Parry  Sound — I  am 
dealing  now  only  with  through  rates,  and  I 
do  not  yet  understand,  notwithstanding  the 
hon.  gentleman's  explanation,  how  it  is  that 
for  a  portion  of  that  through  route  the  Rail- 
way Commission,  under  the  Railway  Act, 
shall  have  jurisdiction  and  over  the  rest  of 
the  line  it  shall  not  have  jurisdiction.  Of 
course,  I  quite  understand  that  so  far  as 
the  operation  of  trains  is  concerned,  there 
might  be  jurisdiction  of  the  Railway  Com- 
mission over  one  part  and  not  over  another 
part,  but  it  Is  not  over  trains  and  over  the 
operation  of  the  road  alone  that  the  Rail- 
way Commission  exercises  its  jurisdiction. 
It  also  exercises  jurisdiction  as  to  rates 
and  as  to  a  great  many  other  matters.  What 
I  am  trying  to  ascertain  from  my  hon.  friend 
is  how  the  Railway  Commission  is  to  act 
in  the  fixing  of  a  through  rate  from  Parry 


Sound  to  Halifax  or  St.  John,  when  it  has 
jurisdiction  only  over  a  part  of  the  line. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will,  of  course,  remem- 
ber that  the  Railway  Commission  has  not 
only  the  right  to  fix  a  maximum  rate,  but 
has  a  right  also  to  fix  a  minimum  rate.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  government 
will  fix  the  rate.  Well,  if  the  government 
fixes  the  rate  the  Railway  Commission  can- 
not. There  would  be  two  inconsistent  Juris- 
dictions. Suppose,  for  example,  the  Railway 
Commission  fixes  a  minimum  rate  from 
Parry  Sound  to  Halifax  or  St.  John  over 
some  other  route,  or  from  some  point  on 
the  Georgian  bay,  which  may  be  fairly  com- 
pared with  Parry  Sound,  to  Halifax  or  St. 
John.  How  is  the  Railway  Commission  to 
deal  with  the  situation  if  it  has  jurisdic- 
tion, so  far  as  the  Intercolonial  is  concern- 
ed, only  from  Parry  Sound  to  Montreal  1 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  would  be  a  very 
anomalous  position  to  have  two  railways 
running  over  the  same  track,  one  subject 
to  the  Railway  Commission  a»  to  rates  and 
the  other  not  so  subject  The  through  rate 
is  now  regulated  to  the  sea-board  by  the  Rail- 
way Commission  and  it  is  proportionate,  in 
accordance  with  the  mileage.  It  will  be 
safe,  and  I  think  in  all  interests,  to  have 
the  road  as  between  the  Georgian  bay  and 
Montreal  regulated  by  the  commission  in 
the  same  way  as  other  railways  are  regulat- 
ed. The  government,  which  controls  the 
railway  from  Montreal  to  Halifax,  St.  John 
and  maritime  points,  always  has  had  in  its 
own  hands  the  regulation  of  that  rate,'  so 
that  the  other  railways  in  seeking  the  sea- 
board could  not  take  any  advantage  ;  and 
there  would  seem,  to  me  at  least,  to  be  no 
good  reason  why  we  should  depart  from  the 
principle  which  has  heretofore  been  follow- 
ed with  respect  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, that  is,  leaving  that  matter  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  government. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  must  confess  that 
my  lion,  friend  has  not  yet  made  himself 
very  clear.  The  Intercolonial  Railway  for 
a  part  of  the  distance  between  Montreal  and 
Halifax  already  runs  over  a  leased  line  ;  it 
is  true  it  is  only  a  few  miles — thirty-five  or 
forty — over  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  subject  to  an 
agreement.  , 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  That  is  under  a 
lease. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  say  that  is  subject 
to  a  certain  agreement. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    I  know. 

Mr.  EMMBRSON.  This  is  on  a  different 
basis. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  This  will  be  subject 
to  a  certain  agreement  also,  which  is  to  be 
made  between  the  government  and  the  Can- 
ada Atlantic  Railway.  My  hon.  friend  seeks 
to  differentiate  the  case  on  this  new  ground. 
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I  point  out  to  him  that  where  the  Intercolo- 
nial Railway  is  running  over  that  leased 
line,  it  is  not  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Railway  Commission,  and  therefore  the 
analogy  which  he  seeks  to  establish 
does  not  seem  to  hold  good.  I  still  do  not 
understand  how  the  Railway  Commission  is 
to  exercise  Jurisdiction  over  the  through 
rates  from  Parry  Sound  to  Halifax  or  St. 
John,  and  yet  have  jurisdiction,  according 
to  the  hon.  gentleman's  statement,  only  over 
that  portion  of  the  line  from  Parry  Sound 
to  Montreal.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  the 
reason  why  the  government  proposes  to 
make  this  leased  line — because  it  is  in  effect 
a  leased  line  from  Montreal  to  Parry  Sound 
— subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Railway 
Commission,  so  far  as  it  is  operated  by  tHe 
Intercolonial  Railway,  is  because  there  is 
competition  over  the  same  line  by  a  private 
company,  a  railway  company  which  owns 
that  line.  I  pointed  out  to  him,  and  I  do 
not  think  he  has  answered  it,  that  the 
question  of  competition  does  not  depend 
upon  running  over  the  same  line  of  rails. 
There  is  as  much  competition,  and 
as  strong  competition,  perhaps,  If  you 
have  the  compering  line  operating  over 
different  rails  ;  so  there  does  not  seem  to 
be  any  good  reason,  on  that  ground  for 
adopting  the  course  which  he  says  the  gov- 
ernment is  about  to  pursue.  I  must  confess 
that  it  seems  to  me  that  the  government 
proposals  at  the  present  time  are  in  an  ex- 
ceedingly crude  condition,  or  else  my  hon. 
friend  has  not  taken  the  trouble  to  explain 
thein  very  carefully  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  It  may  be  my  fault  or 
it  may  be  the  hon.  gentleman's  fault  if  there 
is  a  misunderstanding.  The  position  of  the 
line  from  Ste.  Rosalie  junction  to  Montreal 
is  very  different  from  the  one  now  proposed  ; 
there  it  is  fixed  in  advance.  The  rates  are 
apportioned  under  an  agreement,  the 
running  of  trains  is  all  fixed,  and  all  these 
things  are  arranged  in  a  more  definite  way 
than  could  be  done  if  It  were  left  to  the 
future.  There  is  a  certain  fixed  rental  paid. 
The  proposal  with  respect  to  the  line  from 
Montreal  to  Georgian  bay  is  very  different. 
There  the  two  lines  will  come  in  competi- 
tion, and  the  question  of  running  on  the 
tracks  will  be  determined  by  the  commis- 
sion. That  is  already  determined  with  re- 
spect to  the  Grand  Trunk  from  Montreal  to 
Ste.  Rosalie.  The  rates  should  be  uniform, 
they  should  be  apportioned  uniformly,  and 
the  Intercolonial  can  fix  its  proportion  be- 
tween Montreal  and  the  sea-board  with- 
out regard  to  the  commission,  and  in  that 
way  it  seems  to  me  that  a  greater  protec- 
tion is  given  to  the  export  trade  of  Canada 
than  would  be  given  if  you  left  it  in  the 
other  way.  The  object  is  to  secure  traffic 
for  the  Canadian  seaport.  We  try  to  get 
a  portion  of  it  at  least,  and  that  can  only 
be  accomplished  satisfactorily,  in  my  judg- 
ment, by  the  course  proposed. 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Will  the  Railway 
Commission,  or  the  government,  fix  the 
through  rate  from  Parry  Sound  to  St  John  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  Is  fixed  by  the 
Railway  Commission,  that  Is  uniform  over 
all  lines  connecting  with  our  Canadian  sea- 
board. It  Is  only  with  respect  to  the 
apportionment  that  would  go  to  the  Grand 
Trunk,  In  so  far  as  it  went  over  the  rails 
o.  the  Grand  Trunk  between  Parry  Sound 
and  Montreal,  that  the  commission  will 
deal.  Beyond  that  it  is  the  subject  mat- 
ter for  determination  by  the  government 
which  operates  the  Intercolonial. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Do  I  understand 
then  that  the  Grand  Trunk  'Railway  Is  to 
be  paid  by  the  government  for  the  operation 
of  the  line  from  Parry  Sound  to  Montreal, 
by  an  apportionment  of  the  rates  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  is  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Railway  Commission  ;  It  may 
be  in  one  form  or  another.  But  my  hon. 
friend  must  have  realized  that  there  is  al- 
ways a  difficulty  between  railways  as  rest 
pects  apportionments,  and  In  order  to  have 
this  uniform  between  montreal  and  the 
lake  ports  it  is  necessary  to  place  all 
railways  connecting  those  two  points  under 
the  control  of  the  Railway  Commission. 
Beyond  that  it  is  a  matter  which  it  seems 
to  me  should  be  left  to  the  determination 
of  the  government  Itself,  because  the  two 
will  only  be  operated  together  In  order  to 
protect  the  tariff  rates  as  between  the  sea- 
board and  the  lake  ports. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  I  understand  the  min- 
ister to  say  that  by  this  legislation  he  is 
taking  running  rights  over  the  irons  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  from  Parry  Sound 
to  Montreal.  I  also  understood  the  minister 
to  say  that  the  through  rate  from  Parry 
Sound  to  the  Atlantic  ports  would  be  fixed 
by  the  Railway  Commission.  I  understood) 
the  minister  to  say  previously  to  that,  that 
the  freight  rate  from  Parry  Sound  to  Mon- 
ti eal  would  be  fixed  by  the  Railway  Com- 
mission. Now  would  the  minister  tell  us 
which  is  the  correct  statement  ?  If  it  is 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Railway  Commission  from: 
Parry  Sound  to  Montreal,  then  the  govern- 
ment must  adjust  its  charges  from  Montreal 
to  the  Atlantic  sea-board  according  to  the 
adjustment  of  the  Railway  Commission  from 
Parry  Sound  to  Montreal. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  Both  statements  made 
by  me  were  correct,  and  they  are  not  In- 
consistent. The  object  of  this  legislation 
is'to  secure  this  traffic  for  the  maritime  sea- 
ports and  for  the  St.  Lawrence  in  summer. 
Now  in  order  to  do  that  it  is  necessary  to 
have  some  uniformity  with  respect  to  rates 
between  Parry  Sound  and  the  St.  Lawrence; 
beyond  that  the  government  has  complete 
control  and  can  regulate  the  rates  and  re- 
gulate the  apportionment.    If  we  were  to 
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place  the  Intercolonial  as  respects  these 
rates  under  tbe  Railway  Commission,  that 
would  affect  the  government  of  tbe  Inter- 
colonial as  it  now  stands,  and  would  affect 
tbe  local  rates  as  well. 

Mr.  STOCKTON.  Would  the  minister 
say  how  It  could  possibly  affect  the  local 
rates  when  the  object  is  to  secure  through 
freight  from  Parry  Sound  to  the  Atlantic 
ports  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  If  you  put  it  under  the 
control  of  the  Railway  Commission,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  some  hon.  gentlemen, 
then  you  would  affect  the  local  rates  over 
tbe  present  portion  of  the  Intercolonial. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Making  them  higher  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  am  not  going  to 
say,  I  do  not  know ;  they  may  be  affected 
either  way.  But  at  any  rate,  whatever  gov- 
ernment Is  controlling  the  Intercolonial  is 
supposed  to  run  the  road  In  the  interest  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  INC  RAM.  Is  that  the  objection  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  to  allowing  the  com- 
mission to  control  the  rates  on  tbe  Inter- 
colonial, because  the  commission  might  in- 
crease the  rates  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  question  does 
not  arise. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  question  does  arise. 
The  hon.  gentleman  talks  about  pro  rata 
rates  as  between  Parry  Sound  and  Mon- 
treal, and  says  tbey  will  be  entitled  to  pro 
rata  rates  between  those  points,  as  the 
government  would  be  entitled  to  them  over 
the  Intercolonial  on  a  long  haul.  I  venture 
to  make  this  statement  in  the  House  now, 
that  the  government  will  not  receive  pro 
rata  rates  on  their  portion  of  the  line,  they 
will  not  get  the  same  rates  as  they  will  over 
that  portion  from  Montreal  to  Parry  Sound 
controlled  by  the  commission.  When  the 
test  comes  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  my 
statement  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Might  I  ask  the 
minister  what  the  mileage  is,  roughly,  of  the 
Canada  Atlantic  Railway  over  which  he 
proposes  to  take  running  rights  ?  Would 
he  also  say,  when  he  announced  it  as  the 
intention  of  tbe  government  to  have  their 
own  terminals,  whether  that  would  Include 
the  erection  of  elevators  on  the  Georgian 
bay  ports  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  When  the  Bill  is  In- 
troduced and  I  have  occasion  to  explain 
the  details,  I  will  have  the  Information  the 
hon.  gentlemau  asks  for. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  While  I  do  not  propose 
to  object  to  the  Bill,  I  wish  to  call  the 
minister's  attention  to  tbe  plan  that  was 
formulated  a  few  years  ago  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  which  I  regret  was  not  carried 
into  effect,  with  regard  to  certain  railway 


rights  In  that  portion  of  the  country.  What 
1  refer  to  is  this  :  The  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  are  owners  of  a  line  of  rail-i 
way  running  from  Midland  to  Peterborough; 
and  when  the  Hon.  Mr.  Tarte  was  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  he  visited  the  town  of 
Midland  and  announced  that  it  was  then 
the  policy  of  the  government,  acting  con- 
jointly with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  Grand  Trunk,  to  acquire  certain 
rights  over  that  line  from  Peterborough  to 
Midland.  That  would  place  both  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
!u  touch  with  the  Georgian  bay.  The  honj 
gentleman  may  recall  the  fact  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs  directly  from 
Montreal,  passing  Peterborough  on  to  To- 
ronto. Any  grain  that  may  be  carried  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  their  port 
at  Owen  Sound,  is  thus  carried  to  Toronto, 
then  to  Peterborough  and  on  eastward  to 
Montreal.  The  Grand  Trunk  has  several 
towns  on  the  Georgian  bay  which  are  fed 
by  the  grain  trade,  namely,  Meaford,  Col- 
llngwood  and  Midland,  and  lines  run- 
ning through  those  points  carry  grain  to 
Peterborough  and  thence  on  to  the  main 
line  of  the  Grand  'Trunk.  Now,  the  min- 
ister has  not  stated,  and  of  course  it  is  not 
fair  that  the  House  should  expect  him  to 
state,  what  remuneration  or  profit  be  ex- 
pects will  be  paid  by  the  government  for 
running  rights  over  these  lines  commonly 
known  as  the  Booth  system.  From  Parry 
Sound  to  Ottawa  tbe  distance  Is  263  miles. 
While  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  dis- 
paraging of  the  Canada  Atlantic  Railway 
system,  I  think  it  will  be  conceded  that  the 
line  is  not  now  up  to  the  standard  for  tbe 
carriage  of  heavy  trains,  and  of  necessity 
a  large  amount  of  money  will  have  to  be 
spent  by  the  Grand  Trunk,  acting  conjointly 
with  the  government,  in  order  to  bring 
this  road  up  to  toe  standard. 

That  mileage  will  be  263  miles  and  a  large 
amount  of  money  would  have  of  necessity 
to  be  expended  in  that  behalf.  If  the  gov- 
ernment—and I  am  only  throwing  this  out 
at  the  present  time  as  a  suggestion  for  their 
consideration— would  acquire  running  rights 
over  the  branch  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way from  Midland  to  Peterborough  they 
would  then  have  to  pay  a  portion  of  the 
cost  of  improving  that  road.  The  mileage 
of  that  road,  I  think,  is  somewhere  near 
100  miles,  so  that  only  100  miles  of  railway 
would  have  to  be  Improved  at  the  cost  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Dominion  as 
against  203  miles  from  Parry  Sound  to  Ot- 
tawa. Let  me  point  this  out  to  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  that  be- 
tween Ottawa  and  Parry  Sound  there  is 
practically  an  unbroken  waste  of  country. 
There  is  not  a  town  on  the  whole  system, 
although  there  are  villages  of  considerable 
Importance,  whereas,  between  Midland  and 
Peterborough  there  are  large  towns.  There 
are  the  towns  of  Orlllia,  Peterborough  and 
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Lindsay,  all  towns  doing  a  large  amount  of 
business  and  there  are  also  numerous  vil- 
lages to  which  I  need  not  particularly  refer. 
If  it  is  going  to  be  the  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment to  pay  to  the  Grand  Trunk  .Railway 
Company,  and  they  must  of  necessity  pay 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  this  connection,  it 
means  that  Canada  is  going  to  assist  to  the 
extent  of  improving  203  miles  a  railway 
which  is  not  to-day  up  to  the  same  stand- 
ard of  excellence  as  the  line  between  Peter- 
borough and  Midland  and  which  is  170  odd 
miles  longer.  Whether  the  Canada  Atlantic 
Railway  or  the  Midland  division  is  utilized, 
the  Grand  Truuk  will  be  benefited,  but  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  have  a  more 
beneficial  interest  in  the  government  adopt- 
ing the  Midland  division  because  Instead  of 
carrying  grain  from  Owen  Sound  to  Toron- 
to and  from  Toronto  to  Peterborough,  a  dis- 
tance of  some  225  miles,  they  will  carry  it 
by  the  short  haul  from  Midland  to  Peter- 
borough and  then  strike  their  main  line  at 
that  point.  The  matter  is  of  great  interest 
to  all  those  counties  through  which  this 
division  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  runs— 
Simcoe,  Victoria  and  _  Peterborough.  My 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Cochrane)  also  suggests  the 
county  of  Northumberland  for  the  reason 
that  there  is  a  line  from  Peterborough  to 
Belleville  and  by  reason  of  that  fact  it  will 
also  interest  the  county  of  Hastings  with 
the  considerable  city  of  Belleville.  There 
is  a  branch  line  of  the  Grand  Truuk  from 
Peterborough  to  Belleville  and  the  bulk  of 
t lie  grain  carried  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way from  Georgian  Bay  ports  is  carried  to 
Peterborough  and  is  then  in  turn  carried  to 
Belleville  over  this  road  which  is  known,  I 
believe,  as  the  Grand  Junction  Railway. 
But,  there  are  other  advantages  In  the  gov- 
ernment utilizing  the  Midland  division  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  a  noticeable  fea- 
ture of  which  would  be  th«  very  desirable 
harbour  they  would  become  possessed  of.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals  has  been  at  Depot 
Harbour,  the  terminus  of  the  Canada  At- 
lantic Railway,  but  if  he  has  he  will  bear 
me  out  in  saying  that  it  Is  a  harbour  that 
has  accommodation  of  the  most  limited  na- 
ture. The  bay  is  haidly  over  a  quarter  of 
a  mile  In  length,  and  the  amount  of  dock- 
age for  boats  is  of  the  most  limited  char- 
acter, while  at  Midland,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  with  fore- 
sight, have  practically  possessed  themselves 
of  the  bulk  of  the  witter  frontage,  there  is 
to-day  dockage  not  only  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
and  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  but  probably 
for  half  a  dozen  other  lines.  A  line  of  ele- 
vators could  be  erected  at  that  point  pro- 
bably with  a  frontage  of  nearly  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  with  the  necessary  water 
depth  sufficient  to  make  the  harbour  acces- 
sible to  the  largest  vessel  on  the  lake.  There 
is  another  advantage  to  be  had  too  It  is  ap- 
Mr.  BBNXETT. 


proachable  at  all  times,  and  that  there 
are  no  rocks  or  shoals  outlying.  If  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  happened 
to  be  in  the  House  the  other  evening,  and  he 
in  all  probability  was,  when  the  estimates 
of  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
were  being  passed  in  respect  to  the  buoy 
service,  he  will  know  that  It  costs  some 
$2,500  a  year  to  properly  light  and  buoy 
the  vessels  coming  into  Depot  Harbour. 
Again,  let  me  point  out  that  if  you  utilize 
the  port  of  Depot  Harbour,  you  do  not  Im- 
prove the  facilities,  or  advance  the  inter- 
ests of  any  other  harbour  on  the  Georgian 
bay.  It  is  confined  strictly  and  solely  to 
Depot  Harbour,  but,  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
you  should  adopt  the  policy  of  government 
control,  or  government  Interference,  or  what- 
ever you  may  term  it, .  in  reference  to  the 
Midland  division  of  the  Grand  Trunk,  just 
as  soon  as  that  line  leaves  Midland  on  its 
way  to  Peterborough  you  interest  not  only 
the  town  of  Midland  but  the  towns  of  Col- 
lingwood  and  Meaford,  and  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  minister  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  these  are 
towns  of  considerable  importance.  The 
town  of  Collingwood  has  a  large  established 
trade,  it  has  a  large  passenger  trade  with 
well  established  lines  of  steamers  which 
have  been  running  for  a  number  of  years. 
The  government  has  expended  a  large 
amount  of  money  and  a  large  amount  of 
money  has  also  "been  expended  at  Meaford. 
These  two  harbours  are  greatly  to  be  bene- 
fited by  the  trade  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific which,  if  everything  turns  out  as  has 
been  prophesied,  will  be  very  considerable. 
We  all  hope  It  will  grow  into  millions  and 
millions  and  it  cannot  with  any  great  ad- 
vantage be  all  carried  by  way  of  Depot 
Harbour,  while  on  the  other  hand,  by  the 
government  acquiring  or  being  Interested  in 
the  Midland  division  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  you  will  then  have  accessible  har- 
bours at  Collingwood,  Meaford  and  Midland, 
all  three,  as  against  this  single  harbour.  I 
hope  the  bon.  minister  will  lay  the  view 
which  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee 
before  his  colleagues  and  when  the  matter 
does  come  up  In  the  House  again  I  will  en- 
deavour to  place  my  views  before  the  House, 
and  I  trust  that  hon.  gentlemen  represent- 
ing districts  along  the  line  of  the  Midland 
division  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and 
those  interested  in  different  points  on  the 
Georgian  bay  will  press  strongly  for  the 
adoption  of  the  scheme  of  utilizing  the  Mid- 
land division  of  the  Grand  Trunk  between 
Peterborough  and  Midland  rather  than 
spending  a  large  sum  of  money  on  this  263 
miles  of  railway  between  Depot  Harbour 
and  Ottawa.  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  min- 
ister that  the  country  through  which  the 
Canada  Atlantic  Railway  passes  is  practi- 
cally a  barren  country ;  It  is  not  an  agri- 
cultural country.  You  never  can  expect  to 
have  any  local  trade  along  that  railway. 
That  is  patent  to-day  owing  to  the  fact  that 
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no  towns  have  been  formed.  Some  lumber- 
ing has  been  carried  on  but  this  is  almost 
at  an  end  and  the  lumbering  operations  will 
soon  cease.  The  Canada  Atlantic  Railway 
will  therefore  only  be  used  mainly  as  a 
through  grain  carrying  route.  But  as  a 
grain  carrying  route  it  will  be  more  desir- 
able to  utilize  the  line  of  communication 
between  Midland  and  Peterborough  from  a 
point  which  is  common  to  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  and  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, utilizing  all  the  ports  of  the  Georgian 
bay  which  have  had  large  expenditures  of 
money  made  upon  them  and  at  which  there 
are  towns  of  very  considerable  Importance. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  it  proposed  that 
the  government  shall  engage  in  local  busi- 
ness on  the  line  between  Montreal  and  Parry 
Sound  ? 

Mr.  BMMERSON.  I  think  I  have  fulfilled 
my  promise  in  making  a  general  announce- 
ment to  the  House  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
government.  On  Friday,  when  the  Bill  is 
introduced,  I  will  explain  all  the  details  and 
give  my  lion,  friend  the  information  which 
he  asks. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  answer  one  or  two  other  mat- 
ters—Just as  he  sees  fit— if  he  is  not  prepared 
to  answer  now  he  can  give  us  the  informa- 
tion on  Friday. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  would  prefer  to  do 
it  on  Friday. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man were  ready  to  furnish  the  information 
now  we  could  digest  it  a  little  better  by 
Friday.  The  question  of  whether  or  not 
the  government  should  do  local  business  or 
only  purely  through  business  ought  to  be 
one  of  the  first  things  to  engage  attention 
before  entering  upon  a  project  of  this  kind. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  terms 
of  every  description  are  to  be  left  to  the 
Railway  Commission. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  The  running  arrange- 
ments ;  the  same  as  respects  other  roads. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  is  the  scheme 
exactly  ?  Is  it  that  the  government  will 
run  its  own  trains  over  the  line  from  Mon- 
treal to  Parry  Sound  ;  is  that  the  idea  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  That  would  be  the 
Idea. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Is  it  proposed  to 
establish  divisional  points  and  keep  train 
crews  at  different  places,  and  operate  the 
road  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  if  it  were 
a  government  road  ? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  So  far  as  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  trains  are  concerned. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Then  you  will  have 
to  do  pretty  much  everything  you  would 
hare  to  do  if  you  had  bought  the  line  out- 
right and  were  operating  it. 


Mr  EMMERSON.  I  would  prefer  to  ans- 
wer these  questions  later.  The  regulations 
are*  fixed  as  to  the  working  of  trains  in  res- 
pect of  other  roads,  and  it  would  not  neces- 
sarily be  that  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
would  keep  certain  officials  along  the  line. 
It  may  be  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
will  operate  it  in  so  far  as  the  despatching 
of  the  trains  is  concerned.  I  do  not  think 
there  will  necessarily  be  two  sets  of  officials, 
but  that  is  all  left  to  the  commission. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  see  how 
everything  can  be  left  to  the  commission 
because  the  commission  cannot  make  a 
bargain  for  the  two  parties  without  know- 
ing what  the  ideas  of  the  parties  are.  You 
cannot  transfer  all  the  responsibility  to  the 
Railway  Commission  ;  there  must  be  some 
basis  of  an  agreement  for  them  to  go  on.  I 
would  suppose  that  these  matters  must  have 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  government 
before  they  decided  upon  a  policy  of  this 
kind.  As  I  gather  from  the  hon.  gentleman, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  establish  divisional 
points  and  to  operate  the  road  as  If  It  were 
actually  a  railway  leased  to  or  owned 
by  the  government.  What  special  advan- 
tage is  there  in  an  arrangement  of  this  kind 
under  which  we  must  divide  rates  between 
Montreal  and  Parry  Sound  ?  What  is  the 
special  advantage  of  such  an  arrangement, 
over  an  arrangement  by  which  the  govern- 
ment would  acquire  the  line  from  Parry 
Sound  to  Halifax  and  operate  it  as  its  own 
line  ?  We  were  told  by  the  Prime  Minister 
when  he  spoke  in  Toronto,  that  the  objec- 
tion to  the  government  acquiring  this  very 
line  was  that  the  whole  system  of  the  opera- 
tion of  government  railways  is  a  vicious  one. 
Are  we  to  adopt  that  vicious  system  be- 
tween Montreal  and  Parry  Sound,  or,  does 
the  Minister  of  Railways  suggest  that  we 
are  to  adopt  some  system  which  does  not 
merit  the  appelation  conferred  on  it  by  the 
Prime  Minister  when  he  was  justifying  the 
refusal  of  his  government  to  extend  the 
present  system  of  government  railways, 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  assigned  another 
reason — and  it  concerns  a  matter  which 
must  certainly  have  engaged  the  attention 
of  the  government  before  entering  upon 
this  policy— that  reason  was,  that  If  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  were  extended  to  Parry 
Sound  it  would  be  necessary  to  employ  an 
army  of  canvassers  to  gather  traffic  in  the 
west.  The  arrangement  which  the  Minister 
of  Railways  now  proposes  is,  to  operate  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  from  Parry  Sound 
to  Halifax  In  competition  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
will  have  its  connections  in  the  west  and  it 
will  have  a  great  many  officials  canvassing 
for  traffic  for  that  railway,  a  work  into 
which  the  Prime  Minister  thought  the  gov- 
ernment could  not  very  well  enter.  What 
expectation  has  the  government  of  any  con- 
siderable traffic  coming  over  this  line  if  it 
does  not  send  into  the  west  men  to  canvass 
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for  traffic  in  opposition  to  the  canvassers 
for  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.  The  Prime 
Minister  also  took  the  ground  last  session, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  steamers 
on  the  lakes  if  the  railway  were  to  be  made 
successful.  Does  the  government  now  pro- 
pose to  engage  in  the  operation  of  steamers 
upon  the  lakes— a  proposal  which  was 
laughed  to  scorn  by  the  Prime  Minister,  by 
the  Postmaster  General,  and  by  very  many 
other  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
Surely  the  government  is  not  leaping  hap- 
hazard Into  this  matter  without  considering 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  the  Prime  Min- 
ister and  his  colleagues  were  so  certain 
about  last  session,  when  there  was  a  pro- 
posal that  the  government  should  acquire 
and  operate  the  Canada  Atlantic  from  Mon- 
treal to  Parry  Sound.  Has  the  Minister  of 
Railways  any  report  from  his  engineer  as 
to  whether  or  not  these  things  are  necessary  V 
Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  report  from 
his  engineer  or  from  any  expert  in  the  de- 
partment, which  would  indicate  whether  or 
not  the  proposed  operation  of  this  line  will 
be  profitable  and  will  tend  to  reduce  the 
deficits  which  have  prevailed  in  the  past  on 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  ?  Has  the  hon. 
gentleman  any  information  which  would 
indicate  to  the  House  whether  the  opera- 
tion of  that  line  will  reduce  these  deficits  or 
will  on  the  contrary  increase  the  margin  be- 
tween receipts  and  expenditure  ?  Surely  it 
cannot  be  possible  that  the  government  have 
entered  upon  a  policy  of  this  kind  without 
taking  these  things  into  consideration.  Al- 
though the  minister  does  purpose  making  an 
explanation  later  on,  I  would  suppose  that 
at  the  present  time  it  would  not  be  out  of 
place  for  him  to  give  a  few  words  of  ex- 
planation on  the  points  which  I  have  men- 
tioned. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Carried. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  seems  the  minister 
does  not  deign  to  reply.  Is  it  possible  that 
he  does  not  think  it  worth  while  to  answer  ? 
This  Bill  has  stood  several  times  in  the 
absence  of  the  minister,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  when  it  was  reached  he  would  an- 
nounce the  policy  of  the  government  with 
regard  to  these  railways. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  And  why  that  policy 
was  adopted. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
give  us  practically  ni  Information  and  he 
wishes  to  delay  doing  so  until  some  other 
Bill  is  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.   It  is  nine  o'clock. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  am  quite  willing  to 
sit  down  and  allow  the  minister  to  give  the 
information  if  he  will  do  so;  but  I  want  to 
draw  his  attention  to  another  matter.  I 
think  it  was  no  answer  to  the  remarks 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Simcoe  (Mr. 
Lennox)  to  say  that  the  road  would  require 
to  be  Improved.    I  Inferred  from  the  tenor 

Mr.  R.  h.  BORDEN. 


of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  minister  that  the 
government  were  going  to  share  in  the  cost 
of  the  improvements.  Is  that  so,  or  does 
the  Grand  Trunk  make  all  the  required  im- 
provements itself,  and  then  allow  the  Inter- 
colonial to  use  the  improved  road?  If  the 
government  are  going  to  share  in  the  cost 
of  the  improvements,  are  they  going  to 
bring  the  Intercolonial  under  the  operation 
of  the  Railway  Act?  I  understood  that  the 
Railway  Act  did  not  apply  to  the  Inter- 
colonial. The  hon.  minister  tells  us  that 
under  the  arrangement  that  is  to  be  made, 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  will  be  subject 
to  the  Railway  Commission,  and  the  Rail- 
way Commission  will  act  under  the  author- 
ity given  to  them  by  the  Railway  Act  If 
the  Railway  Act  does  not  apply  to  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway,  how  can  it  as  one  of 
the  contracting  parties  carry  on  negotia- 
tions? Will  the  hon.  minister  be  good 
enough  to  tells  us  that? 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  would  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  minister  to  this  fact,  that 
the  mileage  by  the  Canada  Atlantic  from 
Depot  Harbour  to  Montreal  is  practically 
the  same  as  the  mileage  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
system  from  Montreal  to  Midland;  and  when 
it  Is  considered  that  you  will  have  to  act 
in  co-operation  with  the  Grand  Trunk  over 
a  distance  of  170  miles  more  of  railway 
than  if  you  utilized  the  Midland  division, 
you  can  imagine  what  will  be  the  amount  of 
that  increased  cost.  Let  me  also  call  the 
attention  of  the  minister  to  this  fact,  that 
the  Canadian  Northern  Railway  Company 
is  building  a  line  approaching  the  town  of 
Orillia,  so  that  if  the  Midland  division  of 
the  Grand  Trunk,  which  I  suggested  should 
be  utilized  by  the  government  in  co-opera- 
tion with  the  Grand  Trunk,  is  utilized,  the 
Canadian  Northern  would  also  have  access 
to  the  city  of  Toronto  from  the  Georgian 
bay  by  running  over  thirty  miles  of  the 
Midland  railway. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  want  to  say,  before 
the  Chairman  leaves  the  chair,  that  if  this 
is  the  treatment  that  is  going  to  be  meted 
out  to  this  side  of  the  House  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Railways,  we  had  better  under- 
stand it  at  once.  If  we  ask  questions  which 
we  have  a  perfect  right  to  ask  and  which  it 
Is  the  duty  of  the  minister  to  answer,  and 
if  he  does  not  deign  to  answer  them,  then 
I  think  we  had  better  know  it  and  govern 
ourselves  accordingly. 

Mr.  EMMERSON.  I  want  to  say  in  reply 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  explained  simply 
the  general  policy  of  the  government,  and 
I  said  that  when  the  Bill  was  Introduced 
I  would  then  be  in  a  position  to  furnish 
answers  to  all  reasonable  questions  that 
might  be  put  to  me.  If  it  were  not  nine 
o'clock  and  my  hon.  friend's  questions  had 
had  come  a  little  earlier,  perhaps  he  would 
not  have  attacked  me  as  he  has  done  for 
not  answering.  I  think  I  pay  proper  cour- 
tesy to  all  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite;  I 
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answer  their  questions  if  it  is  In  my  power 
to  do  so;  but  it  seemed  to  me  that  we  should 
not  discuss  this  Bill  now,  and  that  when  the 
Bill  of  which  I  have  given  notice  comes  up 
we  could  then  fully  discuss  that. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  asked  two  questions, 
which  I  respectfully  submit  were  fair:  was 
the  government  prepared  to  share  in  the 
expense  of  the  betterment  of  the  road  and 
would  these  come  under  the  Railway  Com- 
mission, and,  i<  so,  how  could  the  Railway 
Act  be  made  to  apply  to  a  railway  to  which 
it  was  not  intended  to  apply.  Were  not 
these  questions  entitled  to  an  answer,  and 
how  long  would  it  take  to  answer  them? 
I  say  I  was  not  treated  with  courtesy. 

The  hour  for  private  bills  having  ex- 
pired the  Speaker  took  the  chair. 

PROVINCIAL  GOVERNMENT  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST.  • 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfried  Laurier  for 
the  second  reading  of  BUI  (No.  69),  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  thereto. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON  (Lennox  and  Ad- 
dington).  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Bill  now  under 
discussion  is  one  of  tiie  most  important 
measures  that  have  come  before  this  House 
since  I  have  bad  the  honour  of  a  seat  In  it, 
and  I  feel  that  It  ie  my  duty  to  have  some- 
things to  say  upon  it,  representing  as  I  do 
one  of  the  old  rural  constituencies  of  the 
province  of  Ontario.  For  many  years  no  Bill 
has  attracted  so  much  public  attention  as 
this  Bill,  perhaps  more  especially  because  of 
the  school  clause  contained  in  it.  But  be- 
fore I  come  to  the  school  clause,  I  want  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  division  of  the 
Territory  that  has  been  made  by  the  gov- 
ernment. In  the  first  place,  I  think  the  gov- 
ernment, before  the  last  general  election, 
fully  Intended  to  divide  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories and  give  them  provincial  autonomy, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  have  said  something  to  the  public  on  the 
subject,  so  that  the  public  would  have  had 
some  understanding  of  the  measure,  instead 
of  having  to  go  it  blind,  as  they  did  on  that 
occasion.  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  had  been  known  to  the  peo- 
ple, there  are  a  good  many  constituencies 
Doth  in  the  province  of  Ontario  and  In  the 
western  country  that  would  have  been  very 
differently  represented  In  this  House  from 
what  they  are  now.  There  was  some  cor- 
respondence, I  believe,  with  Mr.  Haultain, 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Territories,  but, 
so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn,  there 
was  not  one  word  in  that  correspondence 
with  reference  to  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
although  there  was  a  promise  that  at  this 
session  of  parliament  a  Bill  would  be  in- 
troduced granting  autonomy  to  the  North- 
west provinces.  I  am  not  at  all  disposed 
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to  agree  with  the  government  in  the  division 
the3"  have  made,  creating  two  provinces- 
out  of  the  Northwest  Territories  and  leav- 
ing Manitoba  with  its  present  area.  I  think 
that  it  is  most  unfair  to  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  which,  if  left  as  it  is  at  present, 
will  be  crippled  for  all  time  to  come.  Mani- 
toba being  the  oldest  province  of  that  west- 
ern country  ought  to  exercise  Its  full  pro- 
portion of  influence  In  the  Dominion,  which 
it  can  never  do  if  it  is,  as  It  were,  simply  a 
postage  stamp  on  the  map  of  Canada.  I 
have  heard  accusations ,  made  against  the 
government— and  I  do  not  like  to  say  harsh 
things  unless  I  am  positive  they  are  true; 
but  a  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
course  pursued  by  Manitoba  with  regard  to 
separate  schools  having  something  to  do 
with  her  not  being  able  to  get  her  territory 
enlarged.  .There  is  no  doubt  that  the  prov- 
ince of  Manitoba  should  be  enlarged  and 
very  greatly  enlarged.  If  the  government 
had  considered  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
west Territories  together,  and  had  formed 
them  into  two  provinces  instead  of  three, 
it  would  have  been  a  far  better  arrange- 
ment. 

Not  only  that,  but  they  would  not  have 
been  unduly  large  if  we  bad  made  two 
provinces  of  what  are  now  three,  or  will 
be  after  the  1st  July,  should  these  Bills 
carry.  The  two  new  provinces  contain 
500,000  miles,  and  if  we  adde^  to  them  the 
73,000  miles  that  Manitoba  contains,  that 
would  simply  make  573,000  miles  altoge- 
ther. Divide  that  by  two,  and  you  would 
have  two  provinces,  each  with  286,500  miles, 
as  compared  with  British  Columbia,  which 
has  372,620  miles,  Quebec,  which  has  351,- 
873,  and  Ontario,  260,862  miles.  You  can 
easily  see,  therefore,  that  if  the  government 
had  taken  into  consideration  the  desirabil- 
ity of  having  only  two  provinces  instead  of 
three,  neither  of  the  two  would  have  been 
unduly  large.  Then  consider  what  an 
amount  of  money  would  have  been  saved 
by  this  means.  In  fact,  the  complaint  in 
this  country  for  a  great  many  years  has 
been  that  we  have  too  much  government 
and  that  our  people  are  paying  too  much 
for  government  I  think  it  is  pretty  gener- 
ally conceded  that  it  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  maritime  provinces  to  have 
only  one  local  government  instead  of  three. 
It  that  were  the  case,  they  would  be  quite 
as  strong,  or  even  stronger  In  this  House, 
than  they  are  now,  as  three  separate  pro- 
vinces each  with  its  own  administration. 
When  dealing  with  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories, the  government  should  have  bad  a 
view  to  the  future  and  have  taken  warn- 
ing by  the  experience  of  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces. Instead  of  having  the  small  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  and  two  other  large  pro- 
vinces, we  could  then  have  two  fairly  large 
provinces.  But  in  consequence  of  the  pol- 
icy of  the  government,  the  province  of 
Manitoba  will  always  be  Inferior  to  the 
others. 
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I  have  no  particular  fault  to  find  with 
the  $50,000  given  for  the  support  of  the 
government  and  legislature  in  each  of  the 
new  provinces,  or  the  8\1  cents  per  head 
•on  the  estimated  population  of  250,000.  I 
think  perhaps  that  these  grants  are  fairly 
reasonable,  and  I  do  not  suppose  there  is 
a  man  in  this  House  who  would  want  to 
deal  by  these  provinces  in  any  oner  way 
than  fairly  and  squarely  and  with  the  view 
of  assisting  them  In  every  possible  manner. 
But  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  policy 
of  the  government  with  reference  to  the 
lands.  The  lands  naturally  belong  to  the 
provinces.  In  agreeing  to  pay  each  of  the 
provinces  a  certain  amount  for  its  lands, 
we  really  concede  that  they  belong  to  them. 
The  only  plea  I  have  heard  why  the  lands 
are  not  given  to  the  provinces  is  "that  that 
would  Interfere  with  our  Immigration  pol- 
icy. With  that  view  I  entirely  disagree. 
I  have  taken  pains  to  find  out  what  ar- 
rangements were  made  with  the  older  pro- 
vinces with  regard  to  immigration,  and  1 
find  that  there  has  been  no  difficulty  ex- 
perienced In  bringing  immigrants  to  this 
country  and  locating  them  wherever  the 
government  thought  best.  Is  it  likely  that 
the  new  provinces,  which  will  be  deeply 
Interested  in  attracting  settlers,  would  not 
be  as  much  alive  to  the  necessity  of  get- 
ting In  population  as  possibly  can  be  the 
Dominion  government  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  provinces  could  administer  their 
own  public  lands  better  than  we  can  and 
would  be  more  interested  in  securing  a  good 
class  of  settlers.  I  have  had  occasion  to 
speak  several  timos  with  reference  to  the 
immigration  into  Canada,  and  the  fault  I. 
have  found  is  not  that  we  are  getting  too 
many  Immigrants,  but  too  many  of  an  in- 
ferior class.  Only  the  other  day,  the  On- 
tario inspector  of  asylums  said  that  in  the 
Brockville  Lunatic  Asylum,  out  of  the  six 
hundred  lunatics,  sixty  were  Immigrants, 
or  ten  per  cent  of  the  whole,  which  is  en- 
tirely out  of  proportion  to  the  number  of 
immigrants  located  in  that  section  of  the 
country.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  amounts  that  have 
been  realized  by  the  Dominion  government 
from  time  to  time  on  the  sale  of  public 
lands,  but  I  wiill  content  myself  with  saying 
that  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  policy  of 
the  Dominion  keeping  these  lands.  I  think 
it  would  be  better  to  at  once  hand  them 
over  to  the  provinces  and  let  the  provinces 
administer  them  as  they  see  fit.  Let  me 
give  here  the  figures  showing  what  we  have 
received  from  the  sale  of  lands,  and  I  take 
those  which  were  gflven  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Western  Assinlboia  (Mr.  Scott)  the 
other  day.  They  will  be  found  in  his 
speech  on  page  3007  of  '  Hansard.'  From 
1870  to  1880,  the  administration  of  Crown 
lands  in  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  cost 
$1,244,490.34  in  excess  of  receipts.  In  the 
years  1881  to  1890  the  accounts  show  $753,- 
576.53  in  excess  of  revenue.  In  the  years 
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from  1891  to  1900  there  was  agadn  an  ex- 
cess of  expenditure  amounting  to  $184,- 
398.95.  In  the  years  from  1901  to  1904, 
there  was  an  excess  of  expenditure  over  re- 
ceipts of  $11,733.49.  Taking  the  whole  per- 
iod from  1870  up  to  date,  therefore,  the 
administration  of  lands  in  the  Northwest 
has  cost  this  Dominion  $687,055.25  in  excess 
of  receipts,  to  which  must  be  added  re- 
funds amounting  to  $329,950,  making  a 
total  of.  $1,017,005.25  of  deficit.  I  fall  to 
see  how  the  government  arrived  at  the 
amount  they  could  give  as  a  payment  for 
these  lands.  They  claim  that  there  are 
twenty-five  millions  of  acres  of  land  to 
each  province,  which  are  worth  $37,500,000, 
and  on  which  of  course  they  pay  Interest 
from  time  to  time  until  it  reaches  a  cer- 
tain amount.  I  do  not  see  why  the  gov- 
ernment took  it  Into  their  heads  to  keep 
these  lands  when  it  costs  more  to  adminis- 
ter then!  than  we  are  getting  out  of  them. 
I  hope  that  the  government  will  reconsider 
this  question,  but  I  can  quite  understand 
why  the  hon.  member  for  Edmonton  (Mr. 
Oliver)  should  have  declared  that  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  this  arrangement 
provided  the  government  kept  the  lands  for 
the  settlers.  We  can  quite  understand  that 
position.  The  province  gets  the  benefit  of 
the  lands  inasmuch  as  it  gets  the  people 
who  settle  on  them,  and  it  gets  the  money 
besides,  while  we  are  giving  away  our 
lands  from  time  to  time,  but  continuing  for 
all  time  to  pay  that  subsidy. 

There  is  another  point.  The  right  hon. 
the  First  Minister  based  his  whole  argument 
for  submitting  this  legislation  to  the  House, 
especially  clause  16  dealing  with  separate 
schools,  on  constitutional  grounds.  If  1 
understood  birn  rightly,  he  claimed  that  he 
had  to  do  this  because  the  constitution  de- 
manded it.  That  is  not  the  way,  Sir,  that  I 
understand  the  constitution,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  is  the  way  this  House  under- 
stands it.  Not  only  that  but  I  think  he  used 
synonymously  the  names  '  province '  and 
'  territory.'  He  used  the  words  '  province  ' 
and  '  territory '  as  if  they  were  synonyms. 
I  can  quite  understand  that  if  these  had 
been  provinces  it  might  have  been  that  we 
would  have  had  to  give  these  rights  but  as 
they  are  territories  1  think  it  is  quite  differ- 
ent. We  have  been  trying  for  a  good  while 
to  induce  Newfoundland  to  come  into  the 
Dominion.  We  have  been  anxious  at  times 
for  this  and  I  think  we  would  be  glad  at 
any  time  to  have  her  come  In  because  that 
would  round  off  the  Dominion,  and  it  is  a 
province  which  we  very  much  desire  to  have. 
If  it  had  been  a  territory  we  would  not  hare 
had  to  ask  their  consent ;  we  would  simply 
have  brought  them  In  under  the  constitution. 
That  is  what  we  are  doing,  as  I  understand, 
with  the  provinces  in  the  west.  We  are  not 
obliged  to  ask  their  consent  to  bring  them 
in  ;  we  simply  pass  an  Act  and  they  come 
in  of  necessity  and  we  give  them  such  terms 
as  the  constitution  provides  unless  we  see  fit 
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to  give  them  extra  terms  by  tbe  legislation 
of  this  House.  Tbe  thing  tbnt  is  important 
in  this  matter  is  that  whatever-Act  we  pass 
now,  so  far  as  I  have  understood  the  debate 
will  be  permanent  so  far  as  this  parliament 
is  concerned,  and  any  change  that  is  made 
will  have  to  be  made  by  the  imperial  parlia- 
ment. It  is  important,  therefore,  that  we 
should  go  slowly  ;  and  it  Is  very  important 
that  this  should '  be  debated  from  every 
standpoint,  because  if  we  make  a  mistake 
now  it  will  be  a  lasting  mistake.  The  Prime 
Minister  when  he  brought  this  Bill  down 
said  that  there  were  four  subjects  which 
dominated  all  tbe  others.   The  first  was  : 

How  many  provinces  should  be  admitted  into 
the  contederation  coming  from  the  Northwest 
Territories — one,  or  two  or  more  ? 

They  have  decided  on  two,  and  have  ap- 
parently decided  to  leave  Manitoba  as  it  is, 
so  far  as  any  -extension  west  is  concerned. 

Then  the  next  question  was  : 

In  whom  should  be  vested  the  ownership  of 
the  public  lands  ? 

They  decided  that  they  would  keep  the 
land.  The  only  advantage  I  can  see  in  their 
keeping  the  lands  is  that  they  will  be  able 
to  use  them  for  political  influence.  It  will 
uot  be  any  advantage  to  us  from  a  financial 
or  any  other  standpoint. 

What  should  be  the  financial  terms  to  be 
granted  to  these  new  provinces  ? 

They  have  been  liberal,  but  I  certainly 
would  not  have  complained  of  that  if  they 
bad  not  kept  the  lands  and  then  the  premier 
said  : 

And  the  fourth  and  not  the  least  important 
br  any  means  was  the  question  of  the  school 
system  which  would  be  introduced— not  intro- 
duced because  it  was  introduced  long  ago,  but 
should  be  continued  in  the  Territories. 

That  I  think  is  where  the  premier  made  a 
mistake  ;  that  is  where  he  talks  of  these 
Territories  as  though  they  were  provinces 
cud  as  though  we  were  bound  to  retain  these 
Acts  with  reference  to  separate  schools  in 
the  Territories  just  as  if  they  had  been  pro- 
vinces. If  I  understood  the  legal  arguments 
which  have  been  advanced  in  this  House  at 
all,  I  think  that  does  not  apply.  Then,  Sir, 
we  had  a  speech  from  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  on  the  con- 
stitutional side  of  tbe  question,  and  I  think 
that  every  one  wbo  heard  that  speech  and 
every  one  who  has  read  it  will  concede  that 
lie  really  put  tbe  Prime  Minister  out  of 
business  so  far  as  the  constitutional  aspect 
of  the  case  Is  concerned.  I  fully  expected 
that  when  our  leader  had  finished  speaking 
they  would  have  put  up  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice to  answer  him  and  certainly  they  would 
have  done  so  If  the  contention  of  the  First 
Minister  bad  been  right  because  then  the 
Minister  of  Justice  would  have  been  able  to 
down  our  leader,  but  he  is  not  easily  dawned. 
To  my  great  surprise  they  put  up  the  Miu- 
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ister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding)  and  I  was 
further  surprised  by  the  admissions  he  made. 
He  differed  entirely  from  the  very  beginning 
with  his  leader.   He  said  : 

My  right  hon.  friend  the  First  Minister  has 
not  declared  that  it  Is  not  within  tbe  power  of 
this  parliament  to  make  a  change.  He  has  not 
declared  that  there  is  any  legal  or  binding  ob- 
ligation resting  on  the  parliament  of  Canada 
to  re-enact  tbe  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1875. 

I  think  that  is  exactly  opposed  to  what 
the  leader  of  the  government  contended  for, 
and  I  think  that  if  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment had  felt  that  be  was  strong  in  his 
position  after  be  had  beard  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Carleton  who  leads  the 
opposition  (Mr.  It.  L.  Borden)  he  certainly 
would  have  answered  him  in  like  manner, 
that  is,  he  would  have  appointed  a  legal  gen- 
tleman to  answer  the  opposition  leader.  I 
find  also  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  is  not 
in  favour  of  separate  schools.  He  said  that  if 
he  had  his  way  personally,  speaking  for  him- 
self he  would  not  go  in  for  separate  schools, 
he  would  leave  that  word  '  separate '  out  of 
all  schools.  Then  be  went  on  to  tell  us  that 
they  had  no  separate  schools  by  law  in  Nova 
Scotia,  and  he  said  that  this  was  owing  to 
the  good  fellowship  that  existed  between 
the  people  there,  because  they  divided  up. 
Where  there  was  a  strong  minority  they  had 
their  schools,  they  bad  their  teachers,  I  be- 
lieve with  the  same  examination  as  those 
for  public  schools,  but  although  they  bad 
not  a  separate  school  by-law  they  had  by  the 
consent  of  the  majority  In  that  province. 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  tbis  Bill  which 
has  been  introduced  will  not  tend  to  make  it 
easier  to  have  separate  schools  in  tbe  west- 
ern provinces  than  it  would  have  been  to 
have  them  without  it.  My  own  impression  is 
that  when  you  try  to  force  a  man  to  do 
something  he  does  not  want  to  do  you  will 
have  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  in  making  him 
do  it.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  to  tell  us  that  they  have  had 
no  difficulty  in  the  last  few  years  with  refer- 
ence to  separate  schools.  If  that  is  the  case 
I  do  uot  see  why  they  want  this  enactment. 
Tbe  separate  schools  do  not  appear  to  have 
been  a  great  success  in  that  country  any- 
way. I  believe  there  are  only  about  a  dozen 
of  tbem.  all  told,  nine  Roman  Catholic  and 
two  or  three  Protestant.  These  Protestant 
schools  are  as  much  separate  schools,  I  pre- 
sume, as  the  others. 

I  took  some  notes  of  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Scott) 
and  I  was  astonished  at  the  state  of  things 
existing  In  that  country.  I  was  especially 
surprised  at  his  construing  of  tbe  Act  now 
before  tbe  House. 

We  are  proposing  to  make  these  people  fully 
responsible  for  their  own  self-government  In 
the  Important  matters  of  education,  public 
works  and  all  affairs  of  Internal  development. 

Tbe  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia 
(Mr.  Scott)  seemed  to  think  that  there  was 
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no  difference  between  the  public  schools  of 
that  country  and  the  separate  schools.  Well 
there  seems  to  be  a  difference  according  to 
the  gentleman  who  spoke  last  night,  a  slight 
difference  at  least.  The  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Scott)  found  a  good  deal  of  fault  with  the 
headlines  that  are  published  in  some  news- 
papers in  Ontario.    For  instance  : 

A  free  west,  a  common  school,  provincial 
rights  and  religious  equality. 

He  did  not  seem  to  think  that  was  a  good 
thing  to  publish  in  any  part  of  this  country. 
I  think  they  are  sentiments  that  even  be 
might  endorse  although  he  may  support  this 
Bill,  if  he  does  I  am  of  opinion  that  he  will 
not  be  voting  for  all  these  sentiments.  He 
seems  to  differ  with  me.   He  says  : 

Articles  and  inflammatory  cartoons  under 
that  motto  have  led  the  Innocent  citizens  to  be- 
lieve that  the  proposals  of  the  government  are 
entirely  in  the  teeth  of  this  motto.  I  say  that 
every  item  proposed  by  the  government  is  In 

strict  observance  of  these  principles  

A  common  school — that  is  Just  what  we  are 
asked  to  vote  for  in  this  proposition  ;  a  non- 
sectarian  school,  absolutely  under  state  control. 
A  free  west — that  Is  a  reasonably  free  west  ; 
Just  as  free  as  Ontario. 

Now,  if  it  is  no  freer  than  Ontario,  It 
has  to  have  separate  schools,  because  by  the 
constitution  which  we  have  we  are  bound  to 
maintain  separate  schools,  but  we  do  not) 
maintain  them  in  every  part  of  the  country.  I 
am  proud  to  say  that  I  live  in  a  town  where 
we  do  not  have  any  separate  schools.  We 
had  a  separate  school  a  good  many  years' 
ago,  but  the  people  got  tired  of  it,  and  away1 
back  in  1875,  before  the  law  compelled  us 
to  put  a  Roman  Catholic  on  the  high  school 
board,  by  common  consent  the  town  coun- 
cil, of  which  I  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
member,  asked  the  Roman  Catholics  to  name 
a  man  to  represent  them  on  the  high  school 
board.  He  was  put  on,  and  I  think  he  has 
been  a  member  of  the  school  board  ever 
since.  We  employ  a  certain  number  of 
Roman  Catholic  teachers  in  our  schools, 
and  we  have  had  no  trouble  whatever,  we 
1-ave  lived  in  peace  and  harmony,  which 
is  the  kind  of  thing  I  would  like  to  see  all 
over  this  country.  I  think  when  our  boys 
and  girls  grow  up  and  attend  school  to- 
gether, they  come  to  know  one  another, 
and  they  forget  for  the  time  being  what 
particular  sect  each  one  may  belong  to. 
They  grow  up  to  respect  one  another,  and 
to  live  together  as  Christian  people  ought 
to  live,  In  my  Judgment.  A  free  common 
school  under  state  control  is  what  my  hon. 
friend  calls  It  Then  the  hon.  member  for 
Beauharnols  asked  the  question  : 

Mr.  BERGERON.  What  is  the  difference  be- 
tween the  two  schools  then  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Not  any  difference,  only  the  one 
I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Where  is  the  separate 
school  then  ? 

Mr.  U.  WILSON. 


Mr.  SCOTT.  It  is  certainly  a  separate  school, 
though  it  is  not  a  religious  school. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  may  be  in  a  different, 
building,  but  it  is  the  same  school. 

Mr.  SCOTT.   It  is  the  same  class  of  school. 

Now  the  fiou.  member  for  East  Asslnl- 
boia  (Mr.  Turriff)  spoke  last  night,  and  he 
said  : 

The  only  difference  is  that  in  the  first  and  sec- 
ond readers  the  text  is  a  little  different,  but 
even  these  books  have  to  be  authorized  by  the 
Minister  of  Education.  There  is  no  church  or 
clerical  control  in  any  shape,  form  or  manner 
over  the  Catholic  schools  in  the  Northwest 
Territories  to-day. 

Now  we  have  one  gentleman  saying  there 
is  no  difference  whatever,  and  another  gen- 
tleman admitting  that  there  is  a  difference 
in  the  two  first  books  that  the  children  use. 
And  there  may  be  others.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  quoted  some  things,  and  I  have 
not  been  able  to  understand  why  he  quoted 
them,  unless  It  was  to  obtain  tiie  good  op- 
inion of  his  leader ;  because  there  Is  a 
vacancy  In  the  cabinet,  we  have  no  Minister 
of  the  Interior  at  the  present  time,  and  as 
a  matter  of  course  they  will  have  to  take 
a  man  from  the  west.  I  do  not  object  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  can  get  the  posi- 
tion, but  I  fear  he  will  have  a  good  deal  of 
trouble  in  getting  elected.    Now  he  said  : 

I  have  a  communication  from  an  important 
body,  the  Baptist  convention  of  Manitoba  and 
the  Territories,  the  third  clause  of  wblch  is  as 
follows  : 

This  is  a  scheme  which  will  promote  discord 
and  defeat  one  of  the  main  purposes  of  public 
school  education,  which  is  the  unification  of  all 
classes.  A  confederation  cannot  be  sound  in 
which  the  elements  lack  the  first  essential  of 
harmony. 

Now,  why  he  should  quote  that  communi- 
cation as  a  reason  for  voting  for  the  Bill, 
I  cannot  understand,  because  if  I  bad  a  com- 
munication like  that  sent  to  me  I  would 
think  that  they  wanted  me  to  vote  the 
other  way.  But  I  noticed  that  after  he 
got  through  his  leader  went  up  and  shook 
bands  with  him,  and  I  wondered  whether 
it  was  on  account  of  the  amount  of  scrap 
book  material  he  used,  or  on  account  of  his 
independence  of  the  people  he  represented. 
Again  be  said  : 

Another  petition  very  largely  signed  contains 
the  following  : 

We,  the  undersigned  citizens,  respectfully 
urge  you  to  use  all  influence  you  may  have 
against  the  separate  school  clause  In  the  Bill 
now  before  parliament. 

That  is  another  reason  why  he  should 
vote  for  that  Bill. 

In  a  petition  dated  March  7th,  from  the  Min- 
isterial Association  of  Winnipeg,  the  second 
clause  reads  as  follows  : 

Whereas  the  rights  of  the  minority  are  suffi- 
ciently protected  by  the  Britlsb  North  America 
Act  in  any  particular  case. 
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That  is  another  reason  he  gave  for  sup- 
potting  the  Bill.  For  myself  I  do  not  see 
anything  in  any  of  these  petitions  that  would 
induce  any  member  of  this  House  to  sup- 
port the  Bill  before  parliameut  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  I  think  the  very  reverse  Is  the 
case.  I  said  in  the  beginning  that  this 
Bill  had  caused  more  contention  than  any 
other  Bill  that  has  been  before  this  House 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
it,  and  I  think  that  is  true.  We  had  notice 
to-day  from  a  gentleman  in  this  House  that 
there  was  going  to  be  a  large  number  of 
public  meetings  all  over  this  country  in 
the  near  future.  There  was  a  large  public 
meeting  in  Toronto  a  few  days  ago,  a  good 
many  speakers  took  part,  and  I  Judge  from 
what  I  see  reported  that  they  were  all  Lib- 
erals except  one,  and  he  was  an  indepen- 
dent, I  suppose,  the  hon.  member  for  North1 
Simcoe  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy).  He  said  he 
was  an  independent,  and  I  am  bound  (to 
take  his  word  for  it  The  gentleman  who 
occupied  the  chair  at  that  meeting  Is  a  Lib- 
eral, I  think  no  person  who  lives  in  To- 
ronto and  knows  anything  about  the  public 
men  there  will  dispute  that  he  Is  a  Liberal 
of  the  Liberals.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Stapleton 
Caldecott.  He  said  himself  before  the  meet- 
ing was  over  that  as  Paul  called  himself, 
a  Hebrew  of  the  Hebrews,  so  he,  Mr.  Calde- 
cott, was  a  Grit  of  the  Grits.  He  is  re- 
ported to  have  said  : 

We  must  make  no  mistake,  and  it  we  pass 
the  clause  as  brought  before  us  by  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  we  should  make  a  most  tremendous 
mistake.  (Hear,  bear).  What  he  proposes  is 
open  to  most  serious  objection,  and  for  myself, 
with  my  previous  admiration  for  this  man,  giv- 
ing him  my  hearty  service  as  a  model  states- 
man, for  the  moment  I  have  lost  my  respect 
for  his  judgment.  (Hear,  hear).  He  has  sought, 
almost  in  an  Indecent  manner,  to  thrust  upon 
this  people  a  piece  of  legislation  they  will 
never  submit  to.  What  have  our  Ontario  cabi- 
net ministers  been  doing  in  the  meanwhile  ? 
(Hear,  hear).  What  is  the  reason  for  their 
silence  ?  Are  we  to  take  it  that  they  are  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  1 

Well,  Sir,  the  Minister  of  Customs  took  a 
fling  at  that  gentleman,  he  said  he  did  not 
think  the  First  Minister  would  suffer  much 
because  he  had  lost  the  respect  of  that 
gentleman,  but  he  did  not  respect  Mr.  Calde- 
cott's  judgment  because,  he  said,  a  man 
who  knew  anything  about  parliamentary 
practice  would  know  that  if  a  minister  stays 
iu  a  government  he.  must  agree  with  the 
doings  of  that  government.  Well,  there 
was  another  gentleman  who  spoke  at  that 
meeting,  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe, 
(Mr.  Leightou  McCarthy)  and  let  me  read 
what  he  said  : 

Since  the  date  of  the  introduction  of  these 
Bills,  there  has  arisen  a  huge  wave  of  public 
opinion,  and  would  you  believe  It  ?  It  has 
reached  as  far  as  Ottawa,  it  was  wafted  there 
ia  some  particular  way,  it  has  caused  much  ex- 


citement— acute  situations,  resignations  have 
taken  place,  and  rumors  of  more. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  under  that  state  of 
things,  Mr.  Caldecott  must  not  be  blamed 
much  If  he  did  not  know  exactly  where  the 
Ontario  ministers  were  of  the  opinion  that 
they  did  not  know  themselves  exactly  where 
they  were  at  first.  After  this  Bill  was  in- 
troduced, any  person  looking  over  on  to  the 
other  side  of  the  House  could  see  that  there 
was  pretty  general  confusion  everywhere, 
and  I  think  if  a  vote  had  been  taken  then, 
we  would  have  had  no  Liberal  government 
at  the  present  time.  Bnt  when  the  shepherd 
got  back,  you  know,  and  when  they  changed 
the  wording  of  the  clause  without  changing 
the  meaning,  as  a  matter  of  course  they  bad 
an  excuse  to  come  back.  That  is  all  it 
amounted  to. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Are  you  not  sorry  that 
j  ou  did  not  have  to  vote  then  ? 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  1  know,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  York  will 
be  glad  at  the  next  election  lif  there  are  a 
good  many  men  in  this  riding  who  will  not 
have  votes.  You  may  fool  them  once  or 
twice,  but  you  cannot  fool  them  all  the  time. 
You  remember  that  the  hon.  gentleman  got 
in  once  on  higher  duties  on  vegetables.  Then 
he  got  out,  of  that  by  saying  that  he  could 
not  induce  the  government  to  do  what  he 
wanted  them  to  do.  I  do  not  know  what 
lie  will  do  the  next  time. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.   He  is  here  any  way. 

Mr.  WILSON.  That  1s  about  as  good  an 
argument  as  the  right  hon.  First  Minister 
once  gave  us  when  he  said  :  We  are  here, 
and  you  are  there ;  what  are  you  going  to 
do  about  It  1 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  did  you  do  about 
it  ? 

Mr.  U.  WILSON.  We  ran  again  and  got 
beaten.  There  was  another  gentleman  at 
that  meeting,  Dr.  Goggin,  who  made  a  very 
strong  speech.  Some  say  he  is  a  Tory  and 
some  say  he  is  a  Liberal.  I  do  not  know 
what  he  was  or  what  he  is,  but  I  will  read 
an  extract  from  what  he  said,  as  follows  : 

I  take  It  that  we  meet  here  to-night  as  a 
body  of  Liberals,  intent  upon  setting  before 
our  party  our  views  on  this  subject,  whether 
they  be  right  or  wrong.  This  I  believe  is  one 
of  the  qualifications  of  a  good  party  man.  We 
are  not  here  as  a  body  of  Conservatives  intent 
upon  making  capital  for  ourselves.  We  are  not 
here  as  a  body  of  Orangemen  trying  to  arrest 
Romanism. 

It  Is  most  unfortunate  that  the  question  was 
ever  raised.  The  responsibility  for  the  state 
of  the  public  opinion  now  existing  In  the  west 
does  not  rest  upon  the  people  of  Ontario,  or  of 
any  other  province,  but  upon  that  fraction  of 
the  cabinet  at  Ottawa  who  manufactured  those 
educational  clauses  for  the  people  of  the  Do- 
minion without  the  knowledge  of  those  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet  most  concerned  therewith. 
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I  ought  to  have  said,  perhaps,  earlier  In 
my  speech  that  I  ain  strongly  of  the  opi- 
nion that  bad  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
(Mr.  Fielding)  and  the  hon.  ex-JIinister  of 
the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  been  here  we  cer- 
tainly would  not  'have  seen  the  Bill  we  have 
seen  introduced  into  this  House.  I  think  we 
never  would  have  seen  these  educational 
clauses  in  it.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  the 
light  hon.  First  Minister  had  been  well 
advised,  and  I  am  afraid  he  was  not,  these 
clauses  would  have  been  left  out  and  the 
'•onstitution  that  the  British  North  America 
Act  provides  for  these  provinces  would  have 
gone  into  operation  without  any  let  or  hin- 
drance from  this  parliament.  It  does  seem 
to  me  that  Idiot  would  have  been  the  fairest 
thing  to  do.  We  wpuld  have  saved  all  this 
discussion  and  all  this  bad  feeling.  We 
would  not  have  seen  what  we  are  seeing 
every  day  here— a  debate  on  a  question  that 
we  really  ought  to  have  nothing  to  do  with 
because  we  ought  to  be  willing  to  give  our 
fellow  subjects  the  same  rights  as  we  claim 
for  ourselves.  I  notice  that  the  hon.  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  and  even  some  hon.  gentlemen  from 
the  Northwest  have  stated  that  if  the  deci- 
sion were  left  to  them  whether  there  should 
be  separate  schools  or  not  they  would  not 
have  them,  but  rather  than  have  this  gov- 
ernment go  out  of  office,  rather  than  have  the 
possibility  of  a  Liberal  Conservative  admin- 
istration they  would  bury  their  principles, 
have  three,  or  four,  or  five  years  In  parlia- 
ment and  take  the  chance  of  the  people  for- 
getting what  they  have  done.  It  seems  to 
me  from  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Fin- 
ance Minister  in  this  House  that  those  were 
the  tactics  which  were  pursued  In  the  cau- 
cus. When  this  was  brought  before  the  mem- 
bers in  caucus  they  said  to  them  :  If  you 
vote  us  out  there  will  be  a  general  election, 
you  will  have  all  the  odium  of  this  Bill  and 
the  Tories  will  beat  you  ;  you  had  better 
vote  for  it  and  stay  In. 

Now,  there  was  a  pretty  strong  resolution 
passed  at  this  meeting.  I  have  not  heard  it 
read  in  the  House  up  to  this  time.  It  ap- 
peared in  the  Toronto  'News'  on  the  21st 
March,  1905.  I  do  not  suppose  I  dare  men- 
tion that  name  in  this  House. 

At  the  mass  meeting  held  in  the  Massey  Hall 
last  evening  to  protest  against  the  school  clause 
of  the  Autonomy  Bill  the  following  resolution 
was  moved  by  Mr.  D.  E.  Thomson,  seconded  by 
Rev.  Dr.  Mllligan,  and  carried  unanimously  : 

I  do  not  suppose  that  any  one  will  accuse 
Dr.  Thomson  or  Dr.  Mllligan  of  being 
Tories.  I  have  the  pleasure  of  an  acquain- 
tance with  Dr.  Mllligan  and  I  regard  him  as 
a  very  fine  man,  but  a  great  Liberal  and  I 
am  informed  that  D.  E.  Thomson  is  quite  as 
strong  a  Liberal  as  Dr.  Mllligan. 

Whereas  it  Is  of  vital  importance  to  Canada 
that  the  new  provinces  about  to  be  established 
shall  be  left  free  to  shape  their  own  educa- 
tional policy  in  accordance  with  the  needs  of 
the  future,  as  these  shall  develop  ; 
Mr.  U.  WILSON. 


Be  it  therefore  resolved,  that  this  meeting 
emphatically  protests  against  the  enactment  of 
section  16  of  the  present  Autonomy  Bills,  or 
any  other  provisions  Inconsistent  with  their 
constitutional  freedom  in  this  regard  ; 

Be  it  further  resolved,  that,  since  the  elec- 
tors have  had  no  opportunity  to  pass  upon  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  school  clauses  of  the 
Bills  now  before  parliament,  the  government 
should  : 

(a)  Abandon  the  clauses,  or 

(b)  Appeal  to  the  country  on  the  measure,  or 

(c)  Defer  action  entirely  until  after  the  next 
general  election. 

And  be  it  ordered  that  copies  of  this  resolu- 
tion be  forwarded  to  the  Honourable  the  Prime 
Minister  and  to  the  city  members  of  the  House. 

That  Is,  in  my  judgment,  a  pretty  strong 
resolution  to  be  passed  at  a  public  meeting  by 
reformers.  I  do  not  care  whether  they  were 
reformers  or  not,  they  were  citizens  of  this 
country,  but  the  men  who  moved  and 
seconded  this  resolution  were  reformers 
beyond  all  doubt.  Then,  there  was  Mr. 
Willlsoii,  the  editor  of  the  '  News,*  a  great 
admirer  in  other  days  of  Uie  present  Prime 
Minister.  He  wrote  his  life  and,  I  have  no 
doubt,  he  gave  him  as  favourable  a  charac- 
ter ns  could  well  be  given.  I  do  not  wish 
to  detract  from  it  but  if  he  writes  another 
\olume  it  will  be  a  very  different  volume 
from  those  which  he  has  written.  I  have 
here  quite  a  number  of  extracts.  I  have 
an  extract  from  a  statement  of  the  Hon. 
David  Mills,  who  was  the  great  constitu- 
tional authority  of  this  House  at  one  time 
and  who  afterwards  occupied  a  seat  on  the 
Supreme  Court  bench.  I  have  another  from 
a  statement  by  Sir  Louis  Davles,  once  n 
prominent  member  of  the  Liberal  party  in 
this  House,  and  who  has  also  been  elevated 
to  the  Supreme  Court  bench.  Both  of  these 
gentlemen  tell  us  that  when  the  time  comes 
to  create  provinces  in  our  great  Northwest 
that  will  be  the  time  for  them  as  provinces 
tc  initiate  their  own  school  system.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  by  reading  all  of  these 
quotations,  but  there  are  one  or  two  that  I 
cannot  refrain  from  giving.  My  time  is 
about  up  and  I  do  not  intend,  as  the  speeches 
have  generally  been  long,  to  follow  the  bad 
example  that  has  been  set  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  This  Is  a  comment  by  the  Tor- 
onto '  News '  of  11th  March,  1905  : 

The  remedial  legislation  of  1896  had  some 
warrant  in  the  constitution  ;  the  present  legis- 
lation has  none.  It  Is  a  gratuitous  seeking  for 
trouble  which  could  easily  be  avoided. 

That  the  antagonism  to  forcing  separate 
schools  on  the  west  should  come  from  Liberal 
sources  can  easily  be  understood.  The  Liberal 
party  is  threatened  with  a  far  greater  disaster 
than  loss  of  power.  It  is  threatened  with  the 
loss  of  the  principles  to  which  It  owes  its 
vitality. 

The  measures  now  before  the  people  were 
not  in  issue  in  the  general  election,  and  par- 
liament has  no  popular  mandate  to  place  them 
on  the  statute-book. 

I  daresay  this  was  written  by  the  gentle*- 
man  who  wrote  the  life  of  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir 
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Wilfrid  Laurier,  Prime  Minister  of  Canada. 
I  sball  not  quote  extracts  from  papers  which 
have  been  opposed  to  the  Liberal  party  here- 
tofore ;  I  am  reading  from  the  newspapers 
which  have  always  supported  the  Liberal 
party,  and  if  I  had  time  I  could  read  a) 
good  many  extracts  from  the  '  Globe  '—I 
was  going  to  say  I  could  read  the  whole 
'  Globe ' — denouncing  the  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernment on  this  question.  The  '  Globe,'  in 
its  turn,  has  been  denounced  by  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite,  but  their  denunciation  is 
because  the  '  Globe '  stood  by  Liberal  prin- 
ciples which  the  Liberal  party  have  re- 
canted. Take  the  Toronto  'Saturday  Night"; 
Mr.  Sheppard  has  been  for  many  years  a 
great  admirer  of  the  present  Liberal  leader, 
and  he  has  said  a  good  many  kind  things' 
of  that  right  hon.  gentleman,  but  on  the 
11th  of  March,  190.1,  Mr.  Sheppard  wrote 
thus  : 

No  legislation  is  too  wild,  unpatriotic  or  in- 
defensible to  be  regarded  as  a  possibility  under 
a  government  which  repudiates  its  most  solemn 
professions,  and  deliberately  plots  to  force 
upon  the  people  the  thing  which  it  came  into 
power  pledged  to  oppose. 

Any  man  who  places  the  will  of  the  priest  ol 
his  church  above  the  will  of  the  people  who 
made  him  what  he  is,  can  not  be  trusted.  And 
the  hierarchy  demands  and  exacts  implicit 
obedience  from  its  subjects. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  placed  before  the 
House  some  of  the  views  I  entertain  on  this 
subject.  Personally  I  am  strongly  opposed 
to  separate  schools  and  have  always  been. 
1  left  my  party  in  1800,  and  voted  with  the 
present  Prime  Minister  for  six  months  hoist 
of  the  Remedial  Bill,  and  I  did  that  against 
the  strong  remonstrance  of  my  leader. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  got  into  bad 
company. 

Mr.  URIAH  WILSON.  No ;  the  Prime 
Minister  was  all  right  in  189«,  but  the  trou- 
ble is  that  he  has  changed  his  principles 
since,  and  1  can  no  longer  follow  him  in 
endeavouring  to  maintain  provincial  rights. 
In  1895,  I  stood  for  provincial  rights,  and  I 
stand  for  provincial  rights  to-day.  Ever 
since  I  was  a  boy,  I  have  heard  the  Liberal 
party  fighting  for  provincial  rights,  but  the 
Liberal  party  no  longer  has  that  plank  In 
its  platform.  We  all  remember  the  diffi- 
culties between  Upper  and  Lower  Canada 
before  confederation,  when  one  province 
wauted  representation  by  population,  and 
the  other  did  not.  We  remember  the  diffi- 
culties that  arose  until  the  crisis  came  that 
we  could  not  govern  the  country  properly, 
and  a  solution  was  sought  in  confederation. 
Was  not  the  understanding  at  confederation 
that  every  province  should  be  left  to  do  its 
own  business  and  that  the  federal  parlia- 
ment should  only  do  the  general  business  of 
the  country.  Why  is  there  a  change  made 
in  that  compact  now  ?  I  say  Sir,  that  as 
honourable  men  we  are  bound  to  carry  out 
the  compact  of  confederation  and  to  pursue 
the  policy  which  the  fathers  of  confedera- 


tion have  laid  down  as  the  principles  of  the 
constitution  of  our  country. 

Mr.  H.  S.  BE  LAND  (Beauce).  Mr.  Speak- 
•er,  I  feel  satisfied  that  however  long  may 
be  my  public  career  in  this  parliament.  I 
shall  never  be  called  upon  to  address  the 
House  of  Commons  of  Canada  on  a  ques- 
tion of  greater  importance  than  this.  Let 
me  say  at  the  outset  of  my  remarks,  which 
I  hope  will  be  brief,  that  having  but  slight 
experience  as  a  debater,  having  no  legal 
training  whatever,  I  being  a  pbysiciau,  and 
having  but  a  very  imperfect  command  of 
the  English  language,  I  feel  that  I  must 
crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  This 
subject  is  one  which  should  be  approached 
with  a  deep  sentiment  of  patriotism,  and 
with  the  spirit  which  animated  the  illus- 
trious fathers  of  confederation  when  they 
met  to  endeavour  to  devise  a  scheme  under 
which  the  people  of  the  British  possessions 
in  North  America  might  live  together 
in  union,  happiness  and  prosperity.  It 
should  be  gratifying  to  every  true  Canadian 
that  in  the  evolution  of  our  national  history 
we  are  in  this  Canadian  parliament  to-day 
discussing  a  measure  to  create  two  new 
provinces  in  our  splendid  Northwest  domain. 
The  Northwest  Territories  were  discovered 
long  ago  by  French  settlers  and  French  ad- 
venturers chiefly.  Thirty  years  ago  these 
Territories  bad  a  population  of  only  500 
white  people,  and  it  is  claimed  to-day  (and 
the  claim  is  well  founded)  that  these  Terri- 
tories are  now  settled  by  500,000  frugal, 
sturdy  and  industrious  people,  who  are  ask- 
ing to  be  admitted  Into  confederation  and 
to  enjoy  the  full  privileges  of  statehood  and 
self-government.  The  years  of  1903  and 
1905  will  go  down  in  Canadian  history  as 
memorable  years,  because  they  are  identified 
with  the  introduction  into  the  Canadian  par- 
liament of  two  enactments,  the  most  im- 
portant in  the  history  of  our  country— I  re- 
fer to  the  creation  of  provinces  in  the  North- 
west Territories  with  their  untold  and  un- 
imagined  possibilities,  and  the  measure  pro- 
viding for  tlie  building  of  the  National 
Transcontinental  Railway.  When  our  child- 
ren and  our  childrens'  children  read  the  iiis- 
story  of  these  years,  they  will  feel  that  the 
venerated  statesman  who  leads  the  Liberal 
party,  who  lends  this  House,  and  1  make 
bold  to  say,  who  leads  this  country,  has 
associated  his  name  with  two  epoch  mark- 
ing events,  they  will  feel  Sir,  that  these 
measures  mark  an  era  In  the  progress  of  our 
country,  and  that  entitle  the  great  states- 
man who  fathered  them  to  rank  amongst 
the  foremost  patriots  of  this  country  of 
ours.  " 

Now,  Sir,  many  important  questions  are 
involved  in  this  Autonomy  Bill.  And  while 
the  question  as  to  the  number  of  provinces 
to  be  created,  the  financial  aid  to  be  given 
them,  and  the  location  of  the  capital,  have 
met  with  very  little  criticism,  the  land  and 
educational  clauses  of  the  Bill  have  excited 
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much  comment;  although  In  my  opinion 
they  have  received,  and  are  receiving  the 
warmest  support  of  the  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada.  Nevertheless  the  land  clause, 
and  especially  the  educational  clause,  have 
encountered  very  bitter  opposition  from 
some  quarters. 

With  regard  to  the  lands,  It  has  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition, 
in  that  very  able  statement  which  he  pre- 
sented to  us  the  other  day,  that  It  was  im- 
portant and  in  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution  that  the  lands  of 
the  Northwest  Territories  should  be  handed 
over  tc  the  new  provinces.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  to  take  exception  to  that  view  of  the 
question,  because  I  believe  that  it  is  the 
part  of  wisdom  for  this  government  to  re- 
tain control  of  the  lands,  apart  front  the 
consideration  which  was  offered  to  us  the 
other  day  by  the  ex-Minister  of  the  In- 
terior (Mr.  Slfton).  that,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  an  effective  immigration  policy,  it 
was  not  wise  to  have  two  or  more  govern- 
ments dealing  with  It.  There  is  another 
iconslderation,  and  that  is  the  following : , 
The  moment  you  hand  over  to  the  new  pro- 
vinces the  control  of  their  lands,  you  leave 
them  face  to  face  with  two  propositions,  I 
which.  I  believe,  are-  contrary  to  each  other  I 
— the  creating  of  a  revenue  and  the.  main- 
taining of  an  efficient  immigration  policy. 
The  new  provinces,  If  possessed  of  the  lands, 
would  naturally  be  deprived  of  the  financial 
aid  extended  to  them  by  this  government 
in  lieu  of  the  lands.  They  would  have  to 
create  their  revenue  from  those  lauds  ;  and 
the  moment  you  increase  the  price  of  land 
you  hamper  immigration,  while  if  you  want 
to  promote  immigration  you  have  to  de- 
crease the  price  of  land. 

I  have  heard  some  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  say  that  the  pro- 
vinces of  Ontario  and  Quebec  have  the  con- 
trol of  their  lands.  Very  true,  Mr.  Speaker  ;  i 
but  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec 
should  not  be  considered  from  the  same 
point  of  view  as  the  Northwest  provinces, 
and  I  will  tell  you  why.  Because  there  are 
in  those  two  provinces  Immense  timber 
limits,  from  which  they  derive  a  very  large 
reveuue.  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  during 
the  last  year,  I  think  the  revenue  accruing 
from  the  Crown  lands  amounted  to  $600,- 
0(X» — not  from  the  sale  of  lands,  but  from 
the  stumpage  only.  The  situation  is  not  the 
.«ame  in  the  Northwest  Territories. 

There  is  another  point  of  view  from  which 
I  think  we  should  withhold  the  lands  from 
the  new  provinces,  that  Is  the  national  point 
of  view.  In  stating  this  opinion,  I  may  be 
taxed  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  with  being 
a  rtopist ;  I  may  be  told  that  I  am  dream- 
ing :  but  let  me  say  frankly  what  I  think. 
It  is  obvious  to  every  one  who  observes  the 
Northwest  Territories  to-day  that  the  loyal 
sentiment  which  prevails  there  is  pure, 
deep  and  large,  as  the  stately  rivers  which 
iuu  over  the  endless  prairies.  But  who 
knows  what  will  be  the  immigration  of 
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to-morrow  ?  There  are  to-day  half  a  mil- 
lion people  In  the  Northwest  Territories; 
how  many  will  you  find  in  twenty  or  thirty 
years  from  now  ?  Who  can  tell  ?  Perhaps 
two  million,  perhaps  three  million,  perhaps 
five  million,  perhaps  ten  or  twelve  million ; 
and  as  we  know  that  the  largest  foreign 
immigration  to-day  is  from  the  United  States, 
who  can  assure  this  House  and  this  country 
that  the  control  of  the  legislatures  in  the 
two  new  provinces  thirty  years  from  now 
will  not  be  in  the  hands  of  people  having 
a  greater  interest  in  the  country  to  the  south 
of  the  boundary  line  ?  And,  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  shall  have,  in  the  control  of  the  lands 
and  in  the  control  of  immigration,  perhaps 
not  a  complete  remedy,  but  certainly  a 
palliative.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  to 
us :  Hands  off  the  twins  ;  let  them  enjoy 
the  greatest  liberty  ;  give  them  all  their 
lands  and  the  largest  possible  autonomy. 
Well,  I  can  assure  my  hon.  friend  from  Bast 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  whom  I  am  glad  to  see 
in  his  seat,  that  In  that  future  time,  if  he 
wishes,  in  order  to  maintain  a  loyal  senti- 
ment in  the  Northwest  Territories,  the  ser- 
vices of  that  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  whom 
he  does  not  appear  to  like  very  much,  they 
will  be  found  as  usual  ready  to  support, 
day  and  night,  through  weeks  and  months 
and  years,  the  British  flag. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  may  tall  my  hon. 
friend  that,  contrary  to  his  opinion  or  be- 
lief, I  do  not  dislike  them  by  any  means. 
I  have  no  feeling  of  dislike  against  them. 

Mr.  B BLAND.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it 
Coming  to  what  is  known  in  the  country  as 
the  educational  clause  of  this  Bill,  it  is  a 
very  burning  question  and  a  question  of 
very  great  importance.  The  agitation  which 
has  been  aroused  over  that  clause  is  im- 
mense, and  we  all  regret  it  That  agita- 
tion is  so  intense  that  we  are  told  that  the 
provincial  government  of  Manitoba,  now  on 
its  last  legs,  is  seeking  to  get  a  new  lease 
of  office  out  of  It  Well,  the  educational 
clauses  of  this  measure  have  already  been 
discussed  a  good  deal  'n  this  country.  They 
have  encountered  very  bitter  opposition 
from  the  newspapers,  especially  in  that  en- 
lightened city  of  Toronto,  where  even  men 
who  used  to  be  ranked  amongst  the  fore- 
most Liberals  have  been  outspoken  in  their 
opposition  to  those  clauses,  and  they  have 
also  enjoyed  the  distinction  of  being  made 
the  subject  of  the  censorious  tongues  of  those 
who  ad&rn  the  pulpits  of  this  country.  There 
are  many  points  of  view  from  which  this 
important  question  may  be  considered. 
There  is  the  constitutional  point  of  view, 
there  is  the  provincial  autonomy  point  of 
view  ;  but  whatever  may  be  the  reasons  in- 
voked in  this  debate,  the  main  object  of 
those  who  are  making  to-day  a  solid  opposi- 
tion to  these  educational  clauses  is  nothing 
else  but  political  capital.  Before  proceed- 
ing further,  I  must  say  that  I  was  very 
much  surprised  the  other  night  when  I 
heard  the  eloquent  member  for  West  As- 
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siniboia  (Mr.  Scott)  state  in  this  House  that 
amongst  the  Protestant  population  of  tbis 
country  the  opinion  prevailed  that  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  Catholic  minority  had  been 
called  for  by  them.  Nothing  could  be  further 
from  the  truth.  The  educational  privileges 
-of  the  minorities  in  this  country  were  called 
for,  not  by  Catholics,  but  by  Protestants. 
They  -were  called  for  by  Mr.  Gait,  and  I 
will  go  further.  I  will  say  that  the  man 
who  had  every  authority  to  represent  the 
Catholic  population  of  this  country,  John 
Snndfield  Macdonald,  moved  a  resolution  In 
the  parliament  of  United  Canada  asking 
that  the  Catholic  minority  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Protestants  of  this  country, 
as  they  could  rely  on  the  good  faith  of  the 
Protestants — and  what  was  the  fate  of  that 
motion  1  It  was  defeated  by  a  vote  of  05 
to  8. 

You  have  heard,  Sir,  on  this  question 
-constitutional  authorities  ;  you  have  heard 
men  of  great  legal  training  ;  you  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  men  who  are 
professors  in  our  most  imputable  universi- 
ties ;  and  you  have  also  heard  men  whose 
profession  It  is  to  read  themselves  in 
national  and  international  problems.  We 
have  bad  in  this  House  on  the  con- 
stitutional question  the  spectacle  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  govern- 
ment differing  with  one  or  two  of  his 
ministers,  while  they  all  adopted  the 
same  course.  We  have  had  on  the  other 
side  o>f  the  House  the  spectacle  of  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  differing  in  toto 
from  his  first  lieutenant,  the  member  for 
Jacques  Cartler  (Mr.  Monk).  I  will  refrain 
from  going  any  further  Into  the  divergencies 
we  have  witnessed  In  this  House  regarding 
the  constitutional  aspects  of  the  question, 
and  will  present  on  that  aspect  the  point 
of  view  of  a  layman.  There  are  two  alter- 
natives, I  believe,  which  confront  every 
member  of  parliament  on  this  matter.  Are 
these  Territories  entering  confederation  to- 
day or  did  they  enter  the  union  In  the  year 
1870  ?  You  may  take  whichever  view  you 
prefer,  but  you  must  adopt  the  one  or  the 
oilier.  Either  they  entered  the  union  In 
1870  or  they  are  going  into  It  to-day.  If  they 
are  going  into  It  to-day,  article  93  is  very 
plain  : 

Nothing  in  any  such  law  shall  prejudicially 
affect  any  right  or  privilege  with  respect  to 
denominational  schools  which  any  class  of  per- 
sons have  by  law  in  the  province  at  the  union. 

Well,  if  we  take  the  alternative  that 
the  Northwest  Territories  are  going  into  the 
union  to-day,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  clause 
should  apply,  but  some  hon.  gentlemen,  I 
think  among  them  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion, contend  that  the  Territories  entered 
the  union  in  1870.  If  they  did,  what  is 
our  position  to-day  ?  Legislation  was  passed 
by  this  parliament  in  187").  in  the  full  exer- 
cise of  Its  powers,  creating  in  the  North- 
west   Teritories    a    system    of  separate 


schools  by  which  the  minorities  were  to  en- 
joy certain  privileges.  In  pursuance  of  that 
law,  ordinances  were  passed  in  the  Ter- 
ritories by  which  this  system  of  schools, 
was  amended  over  and  over  again.  What 
then  Is  our  position  to-day  ?  Are  we  go- 
lug  to  adopt  the  views  of  those  who  enact- 
ed that  law  of  1875  or  are  we  going  to 
repudiate  them  ?  I  think  that  when  we 
know  that  this  parliament  in  1875  passed 
a  law  conferring  upon  the  Catholic  minority 
certain  privileges,  and  that  that  law  has 
been  amended  by  the  legislature  of  the  Ter- 
ritories In  the  exercise  of  its  power— and 
we  must  admit  that  It  was  in  the  exercise 
of  its  power  so  long  as  these  ordinances 
have  not  been  repealed  by  this  parliament 
— I  submit  that  when  we  know  that,  our 
paramount  duty  Is  to  confirm  the  legislation 
passed  both  by  this  parliament  and  the 
legislature  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
This  is  the  layman's  point  of  view.  By 
adopting  this  course  we  put  an  end  to  Inter- 
minable Judicial  disputes  ;  and  if  only  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  had  adopted 
that  view,  as  he  seemed  to  be  about  to  adopt 
it  when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced  into 
this  House,  if  be  bad  left  aside  those  ele- 
ments of  his  party  who  are  opposed  to  any 
privilege  being  given  the  Catholic  minority, 
if  he  had  said  :  I  will  stand  with  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  in  upholding  legis- 
lation that  this  parliament  has  passed,  that 
men  like  Sir  Alexander  McKenzie,  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  Sir  Alexander  Campbell,  have 
supported — bad  he  adopted  the  view  ofl 
those  eminent  statesmen,  what  would  be 
the  position  to-day  ?  There  would  have 
been  no  agitation  of  any  importance  in 
this  country,  we  would  have  buried  for  ever 
the  old  feuds  which  I  say  have  been  a  curse 
to  the  nation  in  the  past. 

There  are  three  systems  of  schools;  first 
there  Is  the  system  of  separate  schools  with 
two  boards,  each  board  having  the  super- 
vision of  its  schools,  the  qualification  of 
teachers,  text  books,  inspection  and  so  on. 
The  type  of  these  schools  is  to  be  found  in 
the  province  of  Quebec.  There  Is  a  second 
system  of  schools  which  you  call  neutral 
or  godless  schools.  The  best  •illustration 
of  that  system  of  schools  is,  I  believe,  to 
be  found  in  the  United  States  of  America. 
There  is  a  third  system  of  schools  which 
may  be  called  either  separate  or  public 
schools,  which  are  under  one  single  board, 
and  in  which  religious  instruction  Is  al- 
lowed, according  to  the  wishes  of  the  par- 
ents. This  system,  I  believe,  is  the  one 
which  Is  In  force  in  the  Northwest  at  the 
present  moment.  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
the  other  day  was  fairly  conducted  all 
along  the  lines  that  church  influence  In 
the  schools  was  prejudicial  to  their  effi- 
ciency. He  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  in- 
formation which  he  has  gathered  permitted 
him  to  state  that  church  Influence,  clerical 
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schools.  In  France,  for  Instance,  had  pro- 
duced a  people  of  illiterates  and  atheists. 
He  will  likely  be  disposed  to  recognize  that 
he  has  been  led  into  error.  In  France 
there  are  very  few  atheists ;  there  are  a 
good  many  free-thinkers  

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  was  not  expressing  an 
opinion  on  that  at  all.  I  referred  to  what 
a  French  gentleman  had  told  me  was  the 
result  of  that  system.  I  was  using  his 
language,  not  my  own,  because  1  am  not 
competent  to  express  an  opinion  of  that 
kind,  never  having  visited  the  country  and 
knowing  little  about  it. 

Mr.  BE  LAND.  That  Is  exactly  what  I 
say,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  led 
into  eiTor. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  I  had  said  that  of 
France; 

Mr.  BELAND.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  said 
that  by  some  information  he  had  gathered 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  led  Into  error 
when  he  stated  that  In  France  there  was 
a  large  number  of  atheists.  For  my  part, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  discussing  this  ques- 
tion from  the  point  of  view  of  an  advocate 
of  separate  schools,  nor  from  the  point  of 
view  of  an  advocate  of  public  schools.  We 
are  not  called  upon  in  this  House  to  say 
whether  we  favour  the  one  or  the  other. 
We  are  discussing  a  Bill  which  provides 
for  religious  instruction  in  the  schools  In 
the  Northwest,  a  system  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Northwest  and  which  Is  in 
force  now.  Our  country  is  a  British  coun- 
try, our  institutions  are  modelled  after  the 
institutions  of  Great  Britain,  and  I  am 
very  sorry,  I  deeply  regret— I  say  It  sin- 
cerely— that  the  great  lines,  the  illuminat- 
ed paths-  which  have  been  set  for 
us  in  the  mother  country,  are  in  this 
debate  willingly  ignored.  Unshakable  at- 
tachment to  all  things  British,  be  they 
military,  be  they  political,  be  they 
social,  has  been  boasted  of  here,  especially 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  Is  but  a 
few  days  since  the  echoes  of  this  chamber 
were  disturbed  by  the  Imperialistic  elo- 
quence of.  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria 
and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes).  In  his 
footsteps  we  have  seen  the  hon.  member 
from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  and 
the  hon.  member  from  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule),  earnestly  and  honestly,  we  be- 
lieve, preaching  the  rapproachement,  closer 
relations  between  England  and  Canada.  It 
is  their  contention  that  British  institutions 
are  the  climax  of  perfection  for  a  consti- 
tutional country.  Why  in  the  name  of 
common  sense  was  the  British  school  sys- 
tem not  good  enough  for  them  ?  The 
French  Canadian  is  very  devoted  to  British 
Institutions,  and  I  make  bold  to  say  here 
that  if  my  countrymen,  my  compatriots  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  were  offered  to-day 
the  opportunity  to  sever  their  connection 
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from  Great  Britain,  if  they  were  offered 
independence,  if  they  were  offered  annexa- 
tion, if  they  were  offered  French  allegiance, 
I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitancy  to  sayl 
they  would  squarely  refuse  and  remains 
faithful  to  Great  Britain.  And  why,  Mn 
Speaker  ?  Because  as  was  said  so  elo) 
queutly  by  one  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site in  a  debate  a  few  years  ago,  Great  Brlj 
tain  has  distinguished  herself  at  home  and 
abroad  for  that  broad  spirit  of  good  faith 
and  toleration,  for  those  sacred  principles 
of  religious  equality  and  self-government. 
In  England  an  education  Act  was  recently 
introduced  providing  for  religious  Instruc- 
tion in  the  schools,  according  to  the  wishes 
of  the  parents.  By  whom  was  It  Intro- 
duced ?  By  men  like  Chamberlain,  by  men 
like  Balfour,  and  that  legislation  was  as- 
sailed, and  I  think  encountered  as  bitter 
an  opposition  as  this  legislation  Is  encoun- 
tering to-day.  Ministers  of  the  gospel  went 
as  far  as  to  say  that  the  state  was  in  dan- 
ger, that  the  primary  and  elementary  rights 
were  threatened,  that  the  birth  right  of  the 
British  citizen  was  at  stake,  that  It  was  a 
battle  for  life.  The  Solicitor  General  (Hon. 
Mr.  Lemleux)  the  other  night,  in  the  course 
of  a  very  able  speech,  read  to  this  House 
quotations  from  speeches  that  have  been 
delivered  in  England  by  Mr.  Chamberlain 
and  by  Mr.  Balfour.  I  shall  not  trouble 
the  House  by  reading  any  more  of  those 
speeches.  I  think  the  House  will  permit 
ine  to  make  an  allusion  to  a  reverend  gen- 
tleman in  England,  a  minister  of  the  Pres- 
byterian denomination,  Rev.  Archibald  La- 
niont,  of  St.  Paul's  Presbyterian  Chapel. 
Here  is  what  that  gentleman  said  : 

I  have  high  hopes  for  education  and  for  Pres- 
byterianism  and  for  future  Christianity  as  the 
result  of  the  advent  of  this  imperfect,  but  sub- 
stantially good,  Education  Bill,  and,  in  spite  of 
an  unreasoning  and  undignified  agitation  against 
it,  an  agitation  to  which,  as  I  deeply  deplore, 
my  own  beloved  church  has  thoughtlessly,  but 
I  hope  temporarily,  committed  herself.  I  fear 
that  in  most  of  our  Protestant  churches,  elo- 
quence of  speech  is  often  more  a  hindrance 
than  help  to  the  practical  solution  of  far- 
reaching  and  complex  questions.  It  often  puts 
men  unwittingly  in  a  false  pre-eminence,  so 
that  the  rank  and  file — the  common  people — 
are  misled  and  become  martyrs  by  mistake. 

This  should  be  read  to  some  of  the  reve- 
rend gentlemen  of  Ottawa  and  Toronto  who 
have  thought  it  proper  to  speak  from  the 
pulpit  against  the  educational  clauses  of  this 
Bill.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Bill  has  been 
adopted  in  England,  and  has  been  In  force 
for  a  couple  of  years,  and  it  has  given  entire 
satisfaction.  The  impression  that  must  pre- 
vail in  the  end  is  that  some  people  want 
more  religions  instruction  and  some  people 
want  less  religious  Instruction  than  this  Bill 
provides  ;  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  standing  here 
as  a  representative  In  parliament  of  a  coun- 
try of  43.000  souls.  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to 
uphold  the  constitution,  and  by  It  to  con- 
firm the  privileges,  be  they  large  or  be  they 
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small,  that  the  majority  enjoy  in  the  North- 
west Territories.  There  are  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  this  House, 
the  lion,  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
the  hon  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  P. 
Maclean)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
and  Haliburton  (Mr.  Sam.  Hughes)  who  pro- 
fess to  believe  that  religious  instruction 
should  be  done  away  with  in  the  schools. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  though  I  have  great  res- 
pect for  their  opinions,  I  must  say  without 
hesitation  that  if  those  three  gentlemen 
were  put  on  one  side,  and  on  the  other  side 
you  were  to  show  me  statesmen  like  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  like  Mr.  Gladstone.  like  Mr. 
Balfour,  like  Mr.  Guizot.  I  would  have  to 
throw  in  my  lot  with  the  great  Englishmen. 
Now,  Sir.  the  claim  has  been  made  in  this 
House  and  out  of  it  that  the  Liberal  party 
has  trampled  upon  provincial  rights  and 
provincial  autonomy,  that  it  has  abandoned 
its  principles  of  1896,  and  that  now  the  Lib- 
eral party  is  invading  provincial  rights  and 
provincial  autonomy.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
let  ine  refer  for  a  moment  to  what  took  place 
in  18SJ0.  What  was  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Prime  Minister  in  189(i.  when  he 
moved  the  six  months  hoist  of  the  Remedial 
Bill  ?  He  said  :  This  parliament  has  a 
right  to  Interfere  ;  the  remedy  lies  with  us, 
but  I  think  that  remedy  should  not  be 
applied  until  all  conciliatory  methods  have 
been  exhausted.  Now.  Sir,  in  1896  we  stood 
for  conciliation.  What  are  we  doing  today  ? 
We  are  still  standing  for  conciliation,  we 
stand  for  compromise  on  an  bonourabe 
basis. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Would  my  hon.  friend 
allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question  ?  Did  the 
solution  of  1896  settle  the  Manitoba  school 
question  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  minority? 

Mr.  B  ELAND.  It  did  settle  it  to  a  certain 
extent  which  appears  to  be  satisfactory  to 
the  minority.  It  may  not  be  satisfactory 
to  my  hon.  friend,  who  is  known  to  be  an 
ardent  and  devoted  supporter  of  the  Catholic 
church.  But  to  my  mind,  and  as  a  means 
establishing  peace  and  harmony  in  this 
country  between  the  different  elements,  it 
is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  hope  I  am  not  troubl- 
ing my  hon.  friend.  But  how  does  he  ex- 
plain this  trip  of  Mr.  Rogers  and  Mr.  Camp- 
bell down  here  to  secure  a  more  favourable 
settlement  for  the  minority  of  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Was  that  what 
Mr.  Rogers  and  Mr.  Campbell  came  for  1 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  what  we  were 
told  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  glad  to 
know  it. 

Mr.  BELAND.  I  think  I  can  satisfy 
the  hon  gentleman  on  that  point  Mr. 
Rogers  is  fond  of  notoriety,  he  desires  to 
make  himself  and  bis  party  some  politi- 


cal capital  in  Manitoba,  and  he  came  to 
meet  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  for  the  pur- 
pose, in  my  opinion,  of  procuring  some  ar- 
rangement by  which  he  hoped  to  capture 
the  Catholic  vote  of  Manitoba.  I  think  that 
the  object  of  Mr.  Rogers,  in  my  estimation, 
and  I  think  in  the  estimation  of  my  hon. 
friend  also,  was  to  make  political  capital. 
Now,  Sir,  who  is  making  a  claim  for  pro- 
vincial rights  to-day  ?  The  hon,  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  is  making,  from  the  rock 
of  the  constitution,  as  he  said,  a  fight  for 
provincial  rights.  We  hod  an  instance  the 
other  day  of  how  hon.  gentlemen  will  stand 
sometimes  for  provincial  rights  when  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  criticised  the  Bill 
that  was  introduced  a  few  days  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  and  when  he  was  asked 
whether  the  land  should  be  left  with  the 
provinces  or  with  the  federal  government, 
he  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  land  should 
go  to  the  provinces.  But  then  he  bethought 
himself,  I  suppose,  of  the  strong  objection, 
for  it  was  an  objection,  that  I  quoted  a 
minute  ago,  that  it  would  perhaps  iuterfei'e 
with  an  effective  immigration  policy.  But 
I  will  quote  his  own  words  : 

May  I  not  further  suggest  that  even  if  there 
were  any  danger— and  I  do  not  think  there  is— 
it  would  be  the  task  of  good  statesmanship  to 
have  inserted,  if  necessary,  a  provision  in  this 
Bill  with  regard  to  free  homesteads  and  the 
price  of  these  lands,  and  obtain  to  it  the  con- 
sent of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 

It  is  no  more  difficult  than  that. 

Provincial  rights,  provincial  autonomy  as 
long  as  it  serves  hie  purpose  !  But,  as  soon 
as  it  does  not  serve  his  purpose,  let  us  in- 
vade provincial  rights  and  send  a  postcard,— 
I  suppose  that  is  the  system  in  vogue  in 
Toronto  now — to  every  member  and  to 
every  citizen  in  the  Northwest  Territories 
saying  :  Do  you  approve  of  that  ?  If  he 
says  he  does,  all  right,  and  if  he  says  he 
does  not,  well,  where  will  he  be  ? 

We,  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  we,  the 
Catholic  minority  of  this  Dominion,  are 
hound  to  change  our  mind  as  to  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L  Borden). 
We  had  always  thought  that  he  was  a  broad 
minded  Englishman,  we  had  always  thought 
that  tie  was  animated  by  that  spirit  of  fair 
dealing  and  kindly  forbearance  that  have 
distinguished  English  Institutions  for  the 
last  fifty  years."  The  other  day  he  pro- 
nounced upon  us  a  beautiful  eulogy.  He 
said  that  ihe  had  traversed  the  province  of 
Quebec  from  one  end  to  the  other  and  that 
every  man  he  had  met  there  was  well  read, 
intelligent  and  sociable  and  a  moment  after- 
wards he  moved  the  amendment  which  is 
now  before  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
I  am  afraid,  has  missed  his  vocation.  He 
has  missed  his  profession.  He  should  have 
been  a  surgeon  because  he  would  have  made 
a  very  skilful  one.  When  I  listened  to  him 
I  could  not  refrain  from  thinking  that  when 
he  pronounced  that  enlogy,  when  he  uttered 
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those  words  in  praise  of  the  French  Cana- 
dian people  he  was  doing  the  work  of  a 
surgeon  before  the  operation — injecting  into 
the  tissues  an  analgesic  before  he  used 
the  scalpel.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  says  that  because  we 
have  tried  to  Invade  provincial  rights  we 
have  become  a  disrupted  and  disbanded 
party.  But,  for  a  moment  or  two  let  us 
examine  what  has  happened  on  the  other 
side.  The  moment  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  has  placed  his  constitutional  gun 
in  position  and  the  moment  he  has  fired  that 
gun  it  has  been  found  to  be  a  slate  gun.  It 
splits  to  pieces.  The  hon.  member  for  Jac- 
ques Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  mortally  wounded  ; 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) not  quite  so  badly  wounded.  The  list 
of  wounded  grows  every  day.  The  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  says  that 
the  weakness  of  the  Czar  of  Russia 
is  that  he  does  not  consult  his  people. 
Then,  I  might  retort :  What  is  the  weak- 
ness of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion ?  If  it  is  a  mistake  for  the  Czar 
of  Russia  not  to  consult  his  people  how 
much  greater  a  mistake  must  it  be  for  that 
lion,  gentleman  to  turn  his  gun  against  his 
own  lieutenants  and  his  own  regiment  ? 
But,  we  have  not  heard  so  far  in  this  House 
from  the  hon.  member  for  South  York  (Mr. 
Maclean).  He  will  be  coming  some  day  and 
making  a  plea  such  as  he  made  to-day  in 
favour  of  provincial  rights.  That  hon.  gen- 
tleman succeeded  in  the  not  very  remote 
past  in  making  himself  plainly  understood 
on  the  question  6f  provincial  rights.  It  was 
in  March,  1902.  What  did  the  hon.  member 
for  South  York  say  ?  He  was  speaking  in 
this  House  and  he  said  : 

Speaking  of  the  provinces,  I  have  not  a  mo- 
ment's hesitation  in  saying  that  the  result  of 
provincial  government  in  Canada  has  been 
detrimental  to  the  progress  of  the  country.  I 
say  that  the  interpretation  of  the  law  that  has 
been  given  by  the  English  Privy  Council  in  re- 
gard to  the  distribution  of  rights  as  between 
the  provinces  and  the  federal  power,  has  been 
against  the  interests  of  the  country  as  a  whole. 
That  I  regret.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Lanark  (Hon.  Mr.  Haggart)  that  some  day 
we  will  have  the  whole  jurisdiction  in  this  par- 
liament, and  in  some  way  we  will  work  it  out, 
and  in  some  way  we  will  Increase  the  federal 
power  and  wipe  out  gradually  the  provincial 
power.  w 

Who  would  believe  that  after  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  told  us  this  afternoon  ?  But, 
that  is  not  all.  He  said  something  else. 
Here  is  what  he  said  : 

Yet  we  are  told  that  there  is  no  hope  of 
progress,  that  the  main  thing  is  to  uphold 
local  rights.  That  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  of  Canada.  I  take  issue  with 
him  there.  The  thing  which  the  Conservative 
party  of  this  country  committed  itself  to  was 
to  build  up  a  nation,  with  a  unification  of  laws, 
If  that  was  possible,  and  that  this  country 
should  In  some  way  try  to  recover  the  federal 
power  which  has  been  lost  to  the  provinces  in 
the  past  few  years. 
Mr.  BELAXD. 


I  ask  my  hon.  friend  frankly  if  he  ap- 
proves of  that  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.    All  of  It 

Mr.  BELAND.  Well,  if  the  hon.  gentle- 
man says  he  approves  of  that,  I  have  noth- 
ing more  to  say.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  did  not  pose  as  the  champion 
of  provincial  rights  In  1896.  He  assumed 
a  different  position  then,  but  when  he  made 
his  speech  he  said  he  would  not  do  it  again, 
and  why  ?  Because  the  will  of  the  people 
and  particularly  the  expression  of  the  popu- 
lar will  in  Quebec  prevented  him  from  doing 
it.  Do  you  not  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  skill 
and  adroitness  of  that  argument  ?  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  only  said  that  at  the 
general  election  in  1896  the  people  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  went  against  his  position, 
while  we  know  better,  we  could  have  under- 
stood it,  but  he  mentioned  also  the  general 
elections  of  1900  and  1904  as  giving  an  ex- 
pression of  the  people  against  the  stand  he 
took  in  this  House  on  the  question  of  pro- 
vincial rights.  He  sought  to  escape  the  con- 
demnation which  was  placed  upon  the  Con- 
servative party  for  their  bad  administra- 
tion prior  to  that  day.  He  affects  to  be- 
lieve that  in  1896,  1900  and  1904  the  people 
voted  for  tlie  upholding  of  provincial  rights. 
He  counts  for  nothing  his  own  disastrous 
financial  administration.  He  counts  for 
nothing  the  scandals  of  his  party  during  the 
IS  years  of  their  regime.  He  counts  for 
nothing  the  stagnation  of  affairs,  the  in- 
effective immigration  policy  and  especially 
that  in  the  general  elections  in  1900  and 
1904  tue  people  gave  expression  to  the  con- 
tentment which  they  felt  under  the  pro- 
gressive policy  "that  our  great  leader  has 
introduced  into  this  country  and  which  he 
has  maintained. 

The  plea  for  provincial  rights  is  a  myth 
in  this  debate,  cold  political  calculation 
is  behind  it.  Men  like  the  leader  of 
the  opposition,  men  like  the  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  should 
rise  to  a  higher  level,  for  no  one  doubts 
in  his  heart  that  they  do  not  know  this 
plea  is  unfounded.  Intended  as  it  is  to 
appeal  strongly  to  the  highest  principles 
of  autonomy,  of  liberty,  and  of  equality  ; 
it  will  utterly  fail  in  its  results  when  the 
sound  reasoning  of  the  plain  people  of  tills 
country  is  applied  to  it.  I  have  spoken 
longer  than  I  expected,  but  I  ask  the  Hduse 
to  bear  with  me  a  few  moments  longer. 
There  have  been  very  strong  appeals  made 
to  religious  and  racial  prejudices  in  this 
country.  I  will  not  refer  to  the  circular 
sent  broadcast  by  the  member  for  East 
Grey  ;  1  will  not  refer  to  his  speech  in  this 
House,  though  he  uttered  some  very  regret- 
table words,  but  I  will  deal  for  a  moment 
and  a  moment  only  with  the  Huntingdon 
'  Gleaner '  which  he  quoted.  The  Hunting- 
don '  Gleaner '  I  may  say  is  a  paper  of  minor 
importance  in  the  province  of  Quebec;  it  is 
a  purely  local  paper,  and  from  the  extracts 
that  the  member  for  East  Grey  read  to  the 
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House  one  would  be  led  to  believe  that  the 
Protestant  people  In  the  province  of  Que- 
bec are  being  ill-treated.  Well,  here  is  the 
answer  I  have  to  give  to  the  Huntingdon 
•Gleaner';  I  shall  quote  the  words  of  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Weir,  a  man  of  higli  standing  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  and  a  representative 
of  the  Protestant  people  In  the  Quebec  cabi- 
net. Mr.  Weir  spoke  at  a  public  meeting  in 
Montreal ;  he  spoke  when  he  was  not  asked 
to  deal  with  the  question,  when  he  was  not 
solicited  to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  It. 
and  here  is  what  Mr.  Weir  said  : 

I,  being  the  son  of  a  Scotch  father  and  a 
Scotch  mother.  I,  a  Protestant,  have  always 
in  this  province  seen  not  only  our  rights  but 
our  remotest  wishes  respected.  I  challenge 
any  Protestant  to  say,  that  he  has  ever  been 
Ill-treated.  And  therefore,  when  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario  we  see  politicians  and 
bigots  appealing  to  racial  and  religious 
prejudices  in  order  to  deprive  the  minor- 
ity of  the  rights  to  which  they  are  constitu- 
tionally and  logically  entitled,  it  Is  our  im- 
perious duty  to  cry  shame,  and  to  stigmatize 
them. 

Let  me  refer  for  a  moment  or  two  to  some 
of  what  I  shall  call,  the  exaggerations  of 
language  in  the  newspapers  of  Ontario,  and 
Quebec  also — for  there  are  bigots  In  both 
provinces.  Here  Is  what  the  Toronto  'News ' 
writes  : 

It  Is  not  conceivable  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler, 
much  less  the  Protestant  members  of  his  cabi- 
net believe  they  are  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  That  they  have 
submitted  themselves  to  the  will  of  the  hier- 
archy of  Quebec  is  the  only  reasonable  expla- 
nation of  their  conduct. 

I  will  give  you  the  answer  to  that  from 
4  LEvenement '  of  Quebec,  an  organ  of  the 
Conservative  party  ;  the  leading  organ  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  the  district  of  Que- 
bec.   '  L'Eveneinent '  writes  : 

No,  no.  It  is  not  the  free  denominational 
schools  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  guaranteed  to 
the  Catholic  and  French  minority  of  the  Terri- 
tories ;  it  is  the  neutral  schools  which  are 
slaves  of  the  state.  This  is  the  truth,  the 
cruel  truth,  the  truth  undeniable  and  manifest. 

The  Toronto  '  World,'  the  organ  of  my 
right  hon.  friend— not  my  right  hon.  friend, 
but  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York,  I  shall 
quote  from  it.  I  must  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  I  had  great  trouble  in  finding  a  clip- 
ping from  the  Toronto  '  World '  that  I 
could,  with  any  sense  of  decency,  quote  to 
the  House,  when  that  paper  writes  against 
the  province  of  Quebec.  I  have  been  look- 
ing through  its  columns  for  some  time  and 
hardly  could  I  put  my  finger  upon  a  few! 
lines  which  would  be  quotable  in  this  House, 
but  few  as  they  are  I  will  read  them.  The 
Toronto  '  World  '  says  : 

The  new  provinces  are  to  be  stripped  of  their 
public  lands  and  compelled  to  submit  to  an  edu- 
cational system  modelled  under  the  artistic 
direction  of  the  Quebec  hierarchy. 


Let  me  give  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
York  the  answer  from  '  L'Evenenient,'  that 
same  Conservative  newspaper  In  Quebec, 
which  writing  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  says : 

When  one  has  seventy  of  a  majority,  he  does 
his  duty  or  he  falls  on  the  field  of  honour.  He 
does  not  need  to  betray  to  remain  In  power. 

And  when  '  L'Evenement '  talks  of  betray- 
ing, it  does  not  talk  of  betraying  Protes- 
tants; it  is  surely  talking  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler  betraying  Catholics.  But  there  is 
something  more  serious  than  all  that.  This 
afternoon  I  heard  the  member  for  East 
Grey  say  very  plainly  :  it  Is  about  time  tnat 
we  should  have  some  proof  of  that  toler- 
ation in  the  province  of  Quebec  which  Is 
so  much  talked  of.  Well,  I  will  try  to  give 
the  hon.  gentleman  a  few  proofs  of  that 
toleration  of  ours.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
admit  that  in  the  province  of  Quebec  

An  hon.  MEMBER.    He  will  not  admit 

it. 

Mr.  BELAND.  My  hon.  friend  who  sits 
beside  me  says  that  he  will  not  admit  it, 
but  the  member  for  East  Grey  is  fair,  and 
that  being  so  I  am  sure  that  when  he  hears 
what  I  have  to  say  he  will  stand  up  and 
declare  that  he  was  mistaken— honestly  mis- 
taken, but  mistaken  just  the  same.  Let 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  listen.  In 
this  House  we  have  twelve  Protestant  mem- 
bers from  the  province  of  Quebec.  We 
have  one  from  Argenteuil,  a  county  in  which 
the  Protestant  population  Is  7,800  and  the 
Catholic  population  8,100.  The  division  of 
Montreal,  St.  Antoine,  represented  by  my 
good  friend  Mr.  Bickerdike  

An  hon.  MEMBER.   Mr.  Ames. 

Mr.  BELAND.  Yes,  represented  by  '  Mr. 
Ames,  and  I  can  still  call  him  my  good 
friend  I  hope.  In  Montreal,  St.  Antoine,  the 
Protestant  population  is  22,000  and  the 
Catholic  population  is  24,000.  The  county 
of  Chateauguay,  represented  here  by 
my  good  friend  Mr.  Brown,  has  a  Pro- 
testant population  of  3,000  and  a  Catho- 
lic population  of  12,500.  The  county  of 
Compton,  represented  here  by  my  good 
friend  Mr.  Hunt,  has  a  Protestant  popula- 
tion of  10,500  and  a  Catholic  population  of 
15,000.  The  county  of  Huntingdon,  the  very 
county  in  which  that  newspaper  which  has 
been  quoted  by  my  hon.  friend  from  East 
Grey  is  published,  has  a  Protestant  popula- 
tion of  6,620.  and  a  Catholic  population 
of  7,200,  and  the  Catholic  majority 
sends  a  Protestant  representative  to  this 
House  in  the  person  of  my  hon.  friend 
Mr.  Walsh.  But  this  is  not  all.  I 
want  to  make  the  proof  of  our  toler- 
ation so  convincing  that  my  hon.  friend 
will  feel  obliged  to  stand  up  and  admit  it 
if  he  wants  to  be  fair.  The  county  of  Miss- 
isquoi,  with  a  Protestant  population  of  8,000 
and  a  Catholic  population  of  10,000,  sends 
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as  its  representative  to  this  House,  our  good 
frleud  Mr.  Meigs.  Montreal,  St.  Lawrence 
division,  which  is  represented  by  my  good 
friend  Mr.  Bickerdlke,  has  a  Protestant  pop- 
ulation of  10,000  and  a  Catholic  population 
of  30.000.  The  county  of  Pontiac,  which  Is 
represented  by  Mr.  Brabazon,  has  a  Pro- 
testant population  of  6,400  and  a  Catholic 
population  of  10,000.  Sherbrooke,  which  is 
represented  here  by  niy  good  friend  Dr. 
Worthiugtou,  has  a  Protestant  population  of 
7.000  and  a  Catholic  populaton  of  11,000. 
Stanstead,  which  is  represented  by  Mr. 
Lovell,  has  a  Protestant  population  of  9,000 
and  a  Catholic  population  of  9,500.  Shef- 
foid.  which  is  represented  by  our  eminent 
friend  Air.  Parmelee,  has  a  Protestant  popu- 
lation of  5.000  and  a  Catholic  population  of 
18,000,  and  I  do  not  blame  them  at  all  for 
electing  that  gentleman. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  me  ?  We  will  agree  that  that  is  the 
standing  of  the  two  religious  parties  in  the 
several  constituencies;  but  when  It  comes 
to  the  vote,  all  the  good  Protestants  will 
vote  for  this  Bill. 

Mr.  FIELDING.    Let  us  hope  so. 

Mr.  BEL.AND.  I  am  not  concerned  with 
that  at  all.  They  may  vote  as  they  please, 
and  I  am  sure  the  French  Canadian  people 
will  never  go  back  on  them  on  that  ac- 
count. Out  of  the  twelve  counties  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  which  are  represented 
in  this  House  by  Protestants,  there  is  ouly 
one  county  where  the  majority  is  Protes- 
tant, and  that  is  the  county  of  Brome  re- 
presented here  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  (Hon.  Mr.  Fisher). 

Now,  this  may  not  be  exactly .  fair:  It 
may  indicate  that  we  are  more  tolerant 
than  we  are  in  reality.  I  will  take  another 
point  of  view— that-  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  the  province.  According  to  the 
•  whole  population  of  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, the.  Protestants  would  be  entitled  in 
this  parliament  to  eight  representatives  : 
but  they  have  twelve.  What  does  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Grey  think  of  that  ?  The 
Evening  Telegram,'  of  Toronto,  which 
makes  a  specialty  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  tolerance  of  the  provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  has  the  following.: 

Ontario's  tolerance  Is  illustrated  in  the  ten- 
dency of  every  Roman  Catholic  who  represents 
a  Protestant  constituency  to  vote  as  a  liegeman 
of  his  church  rather  than  as  the  citizen  of  his 
country,  upon  questions  affecting  the  alms  of 
the  church. 

The  intolerance  of  Quebec  is  Illustrated  In 
the  spectacle  of  every  Protestant  representa- 
tive voting  with  an  eye  to  the  race  and  creed 
prejudices  of  Quebec,  and  with  vision  blinded 
to  the  principles  of  his  own  race  and  creed. 

Ontario's  treatment  of  the  minority  that  is 
over-represented  in  the  government,  over-repre- 
sented In  the  legislature,  is  not  equalled  by 
the  treatment  which  the  minority  receives  in 
any  other  commonwealth  on  earth. ' 
Mr.  BELAND. 


Ontario  can  match  her  alleged  intolerance 
against  the  boasted  tolerance  of  any  people  on 
earth.  It  is  an  outrage  that  such  a  province 
with  such  a  record  should  be  the  recipient  of 
lectures  on  toleration  from  the  bigots  of  Que- 
bec. 

Well,  let  us  see  if  It  is  true  that  Ontario 
can  match  her  tolerance  against  the  toler- 
ance of  Quebec.  In  Ontario  the  Protestant 
population  Is  1,800,000,  and  the  Catholic 
population  390.000.  On  that  basis  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ontario  are  entitled  to  72  mem- 
bers in  this  House  and  the  Catholics  to  14 
members.  What  is  the  representation  in 
reality  ?  Seveuty-nine  Protestants  aud 
seven  Catholics,  just  one-half  of  what  the 
Catholics  are  entitled  to  by  their  popula- 
tion. These  are  the  figures,  irrespective  of 
parties,  for  they  include  all  the  80  mem- 
bers from  the  province  of  Ontario. 

But  this  is  not  all.  Let  us  take  the  Do- 
minion as  a  whole,  and  see  how  the  repre- 
sentation stands.  According  to  their  popu- 
lation, the  Catholics  are  entitled  in  tills 
House  to  87  members,  and  we  have  how 
many  ?  Seventy-two.  I  hope  that  my 
good  friend  who  publishes  the  Toronto 
'  Telegram  '  will  publish  these  figures,  which 
are  exact,  being  based  on  the  census  of 
1901.  That  would  be  only  an  act  of  Jus- 
tice on  the  part  of  the  'Telegram,'  instead 
of  misrepresenting  the  people  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  as  it  has  done  In  the  past. 

I  wonder,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  the  average 
man  of  Ontario  thinks  when  he  reads  such 
articles  as  are  published  to-day  in  the  Tor- 
onto newspapers  ?  I  wonder  if  the  aver- 
age farmer  of  the  province  of  Ontario  has 
ever  been  taught  in  his  school— I  hope  he 
has — what  the  Catholic  clergy  have  done 
for  this  country  of  ours.  I  wonder  If  he 
has  been  taught  that  that  same  clergy  have 
rendered  eminent  and  inappreciable  services 
to  the  British  Crown  during  the  last  140 
years,  especially  in  the  acute  and  critical 
days  of  early  British  rule  in  America.  I 
wonder  if  he  has  been  taught  that,  if  he 
has  been  informed  of  the  Catholic  clergy's 
unshakable  loyalty  to  the  kings  and 
queens  of  Great  Britain  since  fate  went 
against  us  on  the  Plains  of  Abraham.  If 
the  good  farmers  of  the  province  of  On- 
tario were  taught  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  In  the  province  of  Quebec  have  re- 
sisted time  and  again  temptations  and  in- 
ducements to  tafe  part  in  agitations  for 
annexation;  if  he  were  taught  in  his  early 
days  what  education  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
colleges  and  universities  has  ■done  towards 
supplying  this  country  with  men  who  have 
gained  distinction  in  literature,  in  the  pro- 
fessions and  in  agriculture,  and  who,  every 
one  will  admit,  will  stand  comparison  with 
those  of  any  other  country;  if  he  knew  that 
the  great  idol  of  Ontario,  the  late  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  declared  on  a  memorable  oc- 
casion in  the  city  of  London,  that  amongst 
the  most  faithful  subjects  of  Her  Majesty 
In  JCanada  were  to  be  ranked  the  French 
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Canadian  Catholic  clergy  and  population; 
If  he  were  taught  In  the  schools  these 
things,  I  would  have  no  fear  for  the  result, 
and*  would  be  confident  that  he  would  re- 
sist any  malicious  appeals,  because  be  is 
a  moderate  man  and  a  man  who  ponders 
well  before  he  acts. 

Mr.   Speaker,    I    am    about    to  close. 
I  have  detained  the  House  longer  than  I 
intended,  but  I  find  I  must  claim  your  in-  i 
dulgence  a  little  longer.  1  say  it  is  of  vita) 
interest,  admittedly,  that  the  citizens  of  this  ; 
country  should  not  lose  sight  of  their  rights: ' 
but  It  is  far  more  important  that  they  should 
not  overlook  their  duties.   To  sum  up  my 
idea,  this  is  the  inevitable  conclusion  to 
which  we  must  arrive,  that  the  efforts  of  I 
statesmen  and  public  powers  shall  always  be  , 
vain  and  fruitless  if  they  are  not  founded' : 
on  the  spirit  of  good  faith  and  toleration,' ' 
on  that  broad  spirit  of  Christianity,  vivifyV 
ing  hundreds  of  thousands    of    firesides : 
throughout  this  great  land.   That  spirit  of, 
toleration  and  mutual  forbearance  between  i 
creeds  and  nationalities  in  the  great  west 
as  well  as  In  the  older  portions  of  our  be^ 
loved  country,  will  alone  give  that  social, : 
intellectual,  moral  and  material  foundation; 
without  which  no  nation  can  rise  to  perman-; 1 
eut  greatness.  ; 

Let  us  not  sheiter  ourselves  under  the 
flimsy  parapet  of  legal  technicalities  ;   and)  ■ 
if  ever  doubt  should  enter  our  minds,  If 
our  path  should  appear  full  of  dlnlcultieg, 
let  us  rise  to  the  great  responsibilities  of 
our  office  with  courage,  justice  and  a  spirit ', 
of  fair-dealing.    Let  us  Ignore  both  the  I 
zealot  and  the  bigot,  and  plant  our  feet  In' 
the  solid  ground  of  honourable  coinpro->' 
mise.   Let  us  above  all  remember  that  this 
is  a  land,  unparalleled,  perhaps,  and  certain- 
ly unsurpassed  for  its  Immense  resources,'1 
and  its  future  possibilities,  to  which  wet, 
invite  the  civilized  nations  of  the  old  world, 
and  if  we  desire  to  be  a  true  nation,  a 
worthy  product  of  the  20th  century,  we1 
must  be  prepared  to  sink  and  melt  our  in- 
dividual differences  in  the  warm  rays  of  the 
sun  of  Justice  and  liberty. 

Mr.  J.  BARR  (Dufferin).  As  tbe  hour 
Is  late,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  suggest  that; 
tbe  House  should  rise  and  would  beg  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  hon.  member  was 
not  present  last  evening  when  there  was, 
perhaps,  what  I  might  call  an  understand- 
ing tbat  we  should  sit  later  into  tbe  night. 
At  all  events  the  observation  was  made 
that  in  assenting  to  an  early  adjournment 
Inst  evening,  we  should,  in  order  that  this 
debate  should  be  advanced  in  a  reasonable 
way,  work  harder  and  sit  later,  and  I  think 
that  is  tbe  temper  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BARR.  I  must  of  course,  bow  to 
the  will  of  the  House.  I  should  not  attempt 
to  address  the  House  on  this  subject,  did 


I  not  think  it  was  my  bounden  duty  not  to 
give  a  silent  vote  on  this  Autonomy  Bill. 
In  voting,  as  I  Intend  to  do,  for  tbe  amend-' 
ment  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  I  dot 
not  wish  to  be  understood  as  being  opposed 
to  giving  to  the  fullest  extent  provincial 
rights  to  all  tbe  great  lone  land  of  the 
Northwest.  But  before  entering  upon  thet 
remarks  I  intend  to  make  on  the  Bill  itself, 
I  desire  for  a  short  time  to  follow  my  hon. 
f  i  leud  who  has  Just  sat  down.  I  was  pleased 
to  learn  tbat  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  a 
mwyer,  because  I  naturally  supposed  that 
he  would  take  pains  to  steer  clear  of  the 
constitutional  question  which  has  taken  up 
so  much  of  our  time.  I  think  we  might  well 
leave  that  question  to  be  threshed  out  by 
tbe  lawyers  who,  so  far  as  we  can  judge, 
will  leave  it  just  as  hazy  as  it  was  when 
they  entered  the  discussion.  And  after 
we  shall  have  heard  all  the  learned  argu- 
ments advanced  by  the  gentlemen  of  the) 
legal  profession  on  the  one  side  or  the 
otber,  1  have  no  doubt  that  we  shall  come 
back  to  the  same  conclusion  which  has  al- 
ways prevailed  in  the  past,  and  that  Is  that 
it  is  their  duty  to  make  black  appear  white 
and  right  wrong.  And  as  that  Is  part  of 
their  business,  I  am  glad  to  know  that  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  but  a  doctor.-  But  tiiere  Is 
one  thing  which  I  presume  every  bon.  gentle- 
man will  admit,  and  that  is  tbat  It  is  tbe 
duty  of  tbis  House  to  make  laws,  and  that, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
courts  to  interpret  them,  and  whether  we 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  this  Bill  is 
ultra  vires  or  otherwise,  I  presume  the  end 
will  be  that  it  will  have  to  go  to  the  Privy 
Council.  And  as  that  court  is  composed  of 
human  beings  w<bo  are  also  lawyers,  the 
probability  is  that  they  will  give  a  decision 
according  to  the  temper  in  which  they  are 
and  according  as  their  digestion  is  good 
or  bad.  We  shall  therefore  have  to  wait 
for  their  decision  to  decide  whether  this 
Bill  is  legal  or  not.  But  I  venture  to  say 
that  tbe  free  and  independent  elector,  the 
ordinary  man,  as  he  reads  the  92nd  clause 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  will  have 
no  hesitation  in  concluding  tbat  so  far  as 
education  Is  concerned,  that  is  a  question; 
which  has  to  be  left  to  the  province,  with, 
the  exception  that  this  parliament  has  the 
right  to  pass  a  remedial  law  In  the  event 
of  any  province  not  carrying  out  the  law  as" 
it  is  in  the  statute-books. 

My  hon.  friend  has  said  we  should  live 
in  peace  and  harmony.  We  all  agree  with 
that,  we  would  like  to  live  In  peace  and 
harmony  with  all  men  In  all  parts  of  this 
fair  Dominion  of  ours,  but  in  order  to  do 
that  we  have  rights  and  we  have  privileges 
which  we  must  guard  and  guard  safely. 
We  must  remember  that  the  majority  have 
rights  which  thef  should  exercise  just  as 
freely  as  do  the  minority.  My  hon.  friend 
attempted  to  make  a  point  against  the  lead- 
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er  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  and 
although  not  a  lawyer  he  endeavoured  to 
insinuate  that  we  on  this  side  have  not 
succeeded  in  our  argument  and  that  the 
legal  argument  of  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion had  been  a  failure.  I  shall  not  follow 
that  up  beyond  saying  that  we  are  all  proud 
of  the  leader  of  the  opposition."  We  feel 
that  we  have  one  man  here  who  is  not  only 
able  to  take  care  of  himself,  but  able  to 
sustain  the  combat  on  any  question  that 
comes  before  this  House,  legal  or  other- 
wise, and  to  hold  his  own  with  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  opposite  side.  He  has 
proved  this  to  be  the  case  In  the  past,  and 
I  venture  to  say  that  he  will  continue  to 
show  In  the  future  that  it  is  still  the  case. 
Then  we  have  the  member  for  North  To- 
ronto (Mr.  Foster)  whom  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
dreaded  In  the  past,  but  never  more  than 
at  the  present  time.  This  Is  shown  by  the 
very  fact  that  In  the  past  on  two  occasions 
when  he  was  defeated,  they  put  forth  every 
effort  of  the  government,  not  only  by  their 
voice  and  by  means  that  are  not  too  clear 
or  too  fair,  but  they  put  forth  their  money 
bags,  which  they  sent  to  all  parts  to  ac- 
complish the  work  to  an  extent  that  Is  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  and  to  the  mor- 
ality of  this  country.  My  hon.  friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Belaud)  tried  to 
make  a  point  out  of  the  fact  that  they  are 
more  liberal  in  Quebec  than  In  other  prov- 
inces. They  may  be,  looking  at  it  from  a 
religious  point  of  view,  but  when  we  look 
at  it  from  a  political  point  of  view  we 
must  know  that  there  are  some  reasons  why 
there  are  only  12  Conservatives  from  that 
province.  The  Conservatives  have  about 
100,000  votes  in  Quebec  while  the  Reform- 
ers have  only  about  130,000,  and  notwith- 
standing that  there  were  only  11  Conser- 
vatives returned  and  54  Reformers,  prov- 
ing beyond  a  doubt  that  there  was  some 
work  going  on  behind  the  scenes  that  was 
not  of  a  religious  nature.  I  might  point  to 
the  liberality  of  Ontario.  In  the  Conser- 
vative government  of  the  province  of  On- 
ario,  one  of  the  strongest  governments  the 
province  ever  had,  there  Is  for  the  first 
time  as  Minister  of  Public  Works  a  French 
Canadian,  and  we  have  as  Minister  of  Crown 
Lands  a  Roman  Catholic,  both  men  worthy 
of  the  positions  and  we  the  Conservatives  of 
the  province  of  Ontario  were  pleased  be- 
yond degree  when  we  saw  the  choice  which 
the  present  premier,  Hon.  Mr.  Whitney,  had 
made.  I  ask  you  to  point  to  such  liber- 
ality under  any  other  circumstances  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  I  had  the  vote  here 
It  would  be  found  that  so  far  as  their  re- 
presentatives are  concerned  the  Roman 
Catholics  have  received  a  fair  share  of  the 
vote  according  to  their  numbers  In  the  prov- 
ince of  Ontario,  particularly  In  connection 
with  the  Conservative  party.  In  looking 
over  the  votes  we  find  that  in  all  cases  they 
have  had  a  larger  representation  in  the 
Mr.  BARR. 


Conservative  ranks  than  they  have  had  in 
the  Reform  ranks,  proving  beyond  a  doubt 
that  the  Conservatives  on  all  occasions  have 
been  more  liberal  along  these  lines  than  the 
Reformers  have  been  in  the  past. 

I  was  rather  amused  to  see  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Belaud)  endeavouring  to  make  a  point 
against  the  hon.  member  for  South  York 
(Mr.  Maclean).  He  struggled  hard,  he  read 
'Hansard.'  and  read  it  with  all  the  ingenu- 
ity of  one  well  up  along  that  line.  He  read 
'Hansard'  to  prove  beyond  a  doubt  that  my 
hon.  friend  was  opposed  to  provincial  rights, 
but  he  did  not  tell  you  what  the  gist  of  that 
argument  was.  He  did  not  tell  you  what 
question  was  being  discussed  at  that  time, 
and  of  coui^se  we  all  know  that  there  are 
questions  in  connection  with  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  Dominion  and  those  of  the 
provinces  which  on  many  occasions  have 
overlapped;  they  have  not  been  well  defined 
and  great  injustice  has  on  many  occasions 
been  done  In  consequence.  Look,  for  in- 
stance, at  our  railways,  look  at  the  conflict 
of  jurisdiction  In  regard  to  charters  for" 
joint  stock  companies,  &c.  Here  they  are 
running  from  one  parliament  to  the  other 
obtaining  charters  of  different  kinds  when 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  different  parliaments 
in  that  respect  should  be  well  defined.  We 
find  that  hon.  gentlemen  were  discussing 
matters  in  connection  with  these  grievances 
and  that  the  discussion  had  nothing  to  do 
with  equal  rights  such  as  we  are  discussing 
here  to-night.  I  shall  not  follow  my  hon. 
friend  further  along  that  line,  but  I  shall 
dwell  now  for  a  few  moments  upon  the 
great  question  of  the  Bill  which  Is  before 
us  and  I  might  say  that  while  the  educa- 
tional question  is  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  there  is  great 
danger  under  existing  circumstances  that 
the  attention  of  the  people  of  Canada  will 
be  diverted  from  the  other  great  questions 
which  must  affect  that  country  In  the  future 
by  the  consideration  of  this  one  clause,  and 
it  may  not  be  until  after  this  becomes  law, 
it  may  not  be  until  it  is  beyond  remedy,  that 
we  will  have  discovered  mistakes  which 
will  then  be  beyond  recall.  I  look  upon  the 
question  of  the  number  of  provinces  as  one 
of  great  importance  and  one  which  cannot 
be  too  carefully  considered.  It  is  my  opin- 
ion that  it  would  have  been  much  better 
for  these  provinces  If  we  had  two  provinces 
instead  of  three.  It  would  have  been  much 
better  if  the  province  of  Manitoba  could 
have  been  extended  either  to  the  north  or 
west  or  east,  and  then  we  would  have  had 
one  province  west  of  that,  making  two  in 
place  of  three.  There  Is  no  doubt  that  Mani- 
toba as  she  is  constituted  to-day  will  be  at 
a  great  disadvantage  in  the  future.  It  Is 
a  small  province  of  73,000  square  miles, 
against  two  provinces  of  150,000  square 
miles  each.  I  submit  that  Manitoba  Is  not 
receiving  justice  and  before  I  have  finished 
I  shall  endeavour  to  show  why  this  Injustice 
is  being  done  to  her.   I  believe  It  would  be 
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better  to  have  two  provinces  In  place  of 
three.  We  know  that  the  more  populous  a 
province  is  the  more  expensive  its  admin- 
istration becomes.  At  the  present  time  in 
those  two  provinces  there  are  only  half  a 
million  people,  surely  not  more  than  enough 
for  one  province.  It  has  been  said  before, 
and  I  will  say  it  again,  that  we  are  very 
much  over-governed  In  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  We  have  more  representatives  in 
every  legislature  than  are  required.  We 
have  too  mnch  legislative  machinery.  So  I 
say  that  if  there  were  only  one  province  In- 
stead of  two  in  the  Northwest  one-half  less 
machinery  would  be  required.  Perhaps  there 
would  need  to  be  a  greater  number  of  re- 
presentatives, but  only  one  parliamentary 
building  would  be  required.  We  must  re- 
member that  to-day  we  are  laying  the  foun- 
dation of  what  will  probably  become  the 
two  greatest  provinces  in  this  fair  Domin- 
ion of  ours.  Although  they  have  only  500,- 
000  at  present,  in  less  than  two  decades,  cer- 
tainly in  less  than  a  qnater  of  a  century, 
there  will  be  10,000,000  or  20,000,000  In  that 
vast  country,  people  who  have  come  from 
many  parts  of  the  world  and  from  many 
nations,  mingling  together  and  forming  pro- 
bably the  brightest  and  most  Intelligent  peo- 
ple in  this  fair  Dominion.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  is  all  important  that  the  foun- 
dation should  be  strong  and  well  laid  and 
that  no  mistake  should  be  made.  As  for 
the  capitals  of  the  two  provinces,  whether 
they  are  to  be  Edmonton  or  Calgary  or  not, 
it  is  well  to  let  the  people  settle  that  ques- 
tion for  themselves. 

Now  with  reference  to  the  land  In  those 
provinces.  I  do  not  agree  with  some  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  who  have  spoken  on  this 
subject  I  believe  it  would  be  to  the  interest 
of  those  provinces  that  they  should  have  con- 
trol of  the  public  lands,  and  I  believe  it 
would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  Domluion  of 
Canada  to  leave  the  land  with  the  provinces. 
Quebec.  Ontario  and  all  the  other  provinces 
except  Manitoba  have  control  of  their  pnblic 
lands.  Manitoba  has  not,  because  circum- 
stances were  very  different  when  she  was 
created  a  province,  there  were  only  about 
12,000  souls  in  the  territory  now  forming 
Manitoba,  and  they  were  not  in  a  posltiou 
to  manage  their  own  affairs.  But  here  we 
have  500,000  people,  very  Intelligent,  and 
comprising  among  them  able  men  such  as 
have  composed  their  legislative  assemblies.  I 
freely  admit  that  the  Dominion  has  dealt 
liberally  with  them,  we  have  given  on  the 
whole  to  each  province,  $1,124,125.  That  Is 
a  large  sum  Indeed,  larger  than  the  revenue 
which  the  Dominion  will  get  out  of  the  land. 
At  the  same  time  it  is  not  sufficiently  large 
to  carry  on  the  administration  of  public 
affairs  as  it  should  be  carried  on.  I  have 
made  a  calculation  of  the  sums  we  are 
giving  those  provinces.  For  the  support  of 
the  government  and  legislature,  $50,000  ;  80 
cents  per  head  on  an  estimated  population 
of  250.000.  $200,000  ;  interest  at  5  per  cent  on 
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$38,107,508,  as  a  set-off  against  the  debt  of 
the  other  provinces  which  the  Dominion  as- 
sumed when  they  entered  confederation, 
$405,373.  We  are  also  to  pay  them  by  way 
of  compensation  for  public  lands,  $375,000 
yearly,  and  we  give  them  annually  for  ten 
years  $92,750  to  provide  for  the  construction 
of  the  necessary  public  buildings.  That  will 
be  increased  as  the  population  increases. 
When  the  population  reaches  800,000  the  two 
provinces  will  have  an  Income  of  $4,415,750. 
Now  I  submit  that  it  would  be  better  for 
the  provinces  to  keep  their  land,  the  Dom- 
inion of  Canada  will  not  make  that  much 
money  out  of  the  land,  and  the  payments 
we  are  making  to  those  provinces  will  be  a 
burden  on  this  Dominion  which  will  be  felt 
for  many  years  to  come.  I  contend  that 
it  would  be  better  for  the  province  to  keep 
the  land  because  It  would  be  administered 
much  better  aud  much  more  economically 
than  It  Is  at  the  present  time.  Take  the 
land  offices  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  I 
submit  that  many  of  them  are  perfect  cess- 
pools of  corruption,  and  I  speak  whereof  I 
know,  as  I  have  had  some  dealings  through 
agents  and  otherwise  with  these  land  offices, 
and  my  conclusion  is  that  they  are  not  con- 
ducted in  a  proper  manner.  For  instance, 
they  are  surrounded  by  heelers,  by  those 
who  have  claims  upon  the  government,  and 
the  result  is  that  when  an  actual  settler 
goes  there,  when  he  has  picked  out  his  land 
and  desires  to  place  bis  name  upon  it,  In- 
variably he  is  told  that  It  will  require  some 
consideration.  Now  If  the  business  was  pro- 
perly conducted,  they  would  be  able  to  say 
at  once  to  that  man  :  You  can  have  It,  or : 
It  is  sold.  But  that  is  not  the  course  pur- 
sued. He  is  annoyed,  and,  in  many  cases, 
he  has  to  settle  with  the  claims  of  some  other 
parties.  The  result  Is  hardships  to  the  actual 
settler,  to  the  Immigrant  coming  in  to  make 
his  home  there.  Many  of  them  do  not 
get  the  land  after  they  have  gone  to  much 
trouble  in  picking  it  out.  Whilst  that  is 
the  case  with  the  actual  settler,  it  is  much 
worse  with  the  prospector,  of  whom  there 
are  many,  they  are  the  most  important  class 
of  the  community.  I  speak  from  knowledge 
on  this  subject.  Prospectors  are  numerous 
there,  they  travel  all  over  the  country,  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  miles  exploring  the 
land,  digging  down  into  the  bowels  of  the 
earth  to  see  if  they  can  find  anything  that 
is  worth  taking  up.  When  they  make  ap- 
plication to  the  land  office.  In  almost  every 
case,  I  venture  to  say  in  ninety-nine  cases 
out  of  a  uundred.  they  are  told  that  It  Is 
impossible  to  decide  whether  that  land  Is 
taken  up  or  otherwise,  and  they  will  have 
to  wait  a  few  days. 

The  prospector  perhaps  spends  a  large 
sum  of  money  in  locating  the  land  which 
he  desires  to  obtain.  He  comes  back  in  a 
few  days  and  finds  three  or  four  bogus 
claims  made,  and  If  he  obtains  the  land 
by  paying  two  or  three  rake-ofTs  he  is  more 
fortunate  than  the  great  majority  of  pros- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3927 


COMMONS 


3923 


pectors  that  are  doing  business  in  that 
vast  country.  They  are  surrounded  by  the 
barnacles  that  are  sticking  to  these  land 
offices  like  barnacles  to  a  ship,  who  are 
looking  for  a  rake-off,  and  I  say  that  under 
these  circumstances  justice  cannot  be  done. 
There  are  in  that  country  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  this  class  of  men  who  are  be- 
coming rich  year  after  year  at  the  expense 
of  the  country.  Large  tracts  of  land  are 
sold  to  speculators  for  very  small  sums. 
There  is  a  condition  that  they  have  to  set- 
tle so  much  land,  but  this  is  not  always 
carried  out.  Different  arrangements  are 
made  and  the  result  is  that  the  country  is 
suffering  because  they  are  not  settling  the 
land  to  the  extent  that  it  should  be  settled, 
and  that  it  would  be  if  the  land  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  provinces.  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  is  to-day  a  state  of  corrup- 
tion in  that  country  that  could  not  exist 
for  one  day  if  the  lands  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  provinces.  I  venture  to  say,  and  in 
this  I  speak  whereof  I  know,  that  if  a  com- 
mission was  issued  and  if  an  examination 
were  made,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
state  of  affairs  is  much  worse  up  there 
than  I  have  described  it.  It  is  preventing 
settlement,  it  is  preventing  people  from 
going  in  there,  it  is  preventing  men  who 
are  prepared  to  invest  their  money  in  en- 
deavouring to  open  up  that  country  from 
making  the  ventures  which  they  otherwise 
would  make.  One  of  the  strongest  claims 
that  we  have  heard  put  forward  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  is  that  they  should  hold 
these  lands  in  order  that  they  may  control 
the  immigration  policy.  I  submit  that  if 
there  is  one  branch  of  the  administration 
which  these  provinces  should  have  in  their 
owu  hands,  it  is  immigration.  We  know 
that  immigration  may  prove  a  curse  or  a 
blessing.  If  we  have  immigrants  coming 
into  this  country  who  are  not  desirable, 
if  we  have  a  great  many  immigrants  who 
will  not  make  good  citizens,  who  are  phy- 
sically or  otherwise  unfit  to  undertake  the 
duties  of  citizenship  and  who  are  not  pre- 
pared to  earn  their  own  livelihood,  then 
I  say  these  lmmigrauts  will  prove  a  curse 
rather  than  a  blessing.  It  is  a  regrettable 
circumstance  that  we  bare  had  so  many 
immigrants  coming  Into  this  country  who 
are  utterly  unfit  to  earn  a  livelihood.  Many 
of  them  refuse  to  become  citizens,  and  I 
submit  that  an  immigrant,  let  him  come 
from  whatever  country  he  may,  If  he  is 
not  prepared  to  become  a  full-fledged  citi- 
zen and  to  fight  the  battles  of  this  country 
if  needs  be,  is  not  a  person  that  any  coun- 
try should  desire  to  bring  in.  It  is  a  re- 
markable fact  that  a  large  class  of  these 
immigrants  have  been  brought  into  this 
country  on  more  advantageous  terms  than 
those  granted  to  settlers  from  eastern  Can- 
ada. I  presuire  that  ore  of  the  'reasons 
why  such  great  interest  is  taken  in  this 
Bill  in  the  eastern  provinces  is  that  the 
people  residing  in  this  part  of  the  country 
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have  relatives  in  the  west,  that  many  of 
them  have  their  sons  and  daughters  up 
there,  worthy  sons  of  the  noble  sires  of 
Ontario,  Quebec  and  the  different  provinces 
of  this  Dominion,  but  notwithstanding  this 
fact  foreigners  and  others  have  been  ac- 
corded advantages  which  Canadian  settlers 
cannot  obtain  in  that  new  land.  That  is 
a  state  of  affairs,  which,  I  submit,  should 
not  exist  According  to  the  returns  of  the 
last  year,  we  brought  into  this  country 
134,223  immigrants,  of  whom  17,055  were 
under  twelve  years  of  age.  We  paid  for 
the  inspection  of  these  immigrants  to  medi- 
cal men,  a  total  of  $542,126,  or  $3.57  for  the 
inspection  of  each  immigrant.  Yet,  we  all 
know  that  to-day  there  are  hundreds  and 
thousands  physically  unfit  to  make  their 
living  in  this  country,  that  they  area 
charge  upon  the  Dominion  or  the  province 
where  they  are,  and  we  hear  from  the  chari- 
table institutions  all  over  this  Dominion 
that  the  greater  number  of  those  for  whom 
they  have  to  provide  are  the  immigrants 
that  are  brought  into  the  country.  We 
know  that  many  of  them  are  affected  with 
contagious  diseases,  that  many  are  affected 
with  eye  diseases,  that  they  have  had 
from  infancy,  and  that  if  the  medical  ex- 
amination had  been  as  thorough  as  it  should 
have  been,  the  state  of  affairs  that  we  find 
in  regard  to  immigration  could  not  exist 
Only  a  few  were  deported  last  year,  prov- 
ing beyond  a  doubt  that  whilst  we  have 
paid  large  sums  for  the  services  of  these 
medical  inspectors,  the  examinations  were 
not  such  as  should  have  been  made,  and 
that  those  who  to-day  are  imposing  the 
greatest  burden  upon  the  charitable  Institu- 
tions are  these  Immigrants,  tinder  these 
circumstances,  I  submit  we  have  a  state 
of  affairs  which  could  not  exist  if  the  pro- 
vinces bad  supervision  over  these  lands 
and  of  immigrant  work,  the  provinces  hav- 
ing much  more  interest  in  this  work  than 
the  Dominion  has.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  submit  that  it  would  be  much 
better  that  they  should  have  the  lands. 
They  could  make  more  out  of  them  and 
they  could  have  settlers  of  a  desirable  class 
coming  in  under  their  supervision.  Then, 
again,  I  submit  that  the  land  belongs  to 
the  provinces.  It  is  true  that  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  paid  £300,000  for  that  country, 
not  for  the  land,  but  for  the  right  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  to  hunt.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  the  land,  as  I  read  the 
British  North  America  Act  should  and  does 
belong  to  the  provinces.  If  the  other  pro- 
vinces require  all  the  land  they  can  get  in 
order  to  make  ends  meet,  if  they  require 
money,  and  if  they  run  in  debt  year  after 
year,  how  is  it  that  these  new  provinces 
with  the  amount  of  money  which  is  to  be 
placed  at  their  disposal,  will  be  able  to  im- 
prove that  country  as  they  should  ?  They 
have  to  provide  charitable  institutions  for 
that  unfortunate  class  that  is  rapidly  In- 
creasing In  all  countries,  the  insane.  They 
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have  to  provide  charitable  Institutions,  they 
have  to  build  roads  and  bridges  and  incur 
enormous  expense,  and  with  the  money  at 
their  disposal  it  Is  utterly  impossible  for 
them  to  build  up  that  country  as  they 
should.  If  the  province  of  Quebec  is  given 
its  lands,  why  should  not  these  new  pro- 
vinces ?  By  this  Bill  they  have  nothing  un- 
der the  land,  they  have  nothing  but  the 
free  air  of  heaven,  and  I  suppose  the  Do- 
minion government  would  have  grasped 
that  too  had  it  the  power.  Quebec  has 
no  surplus,  but  out  of  the  lands  of  the 
province  they  are  able  to  give  to  the  parent 
of  twelve  children  a  bounty  in  land  and 
money. 

Mr.  LEMIEUX.    Land  or  money. 

Mr.  BARR.  Very  well.  We  have  never 
advanced  that  far  in  Ontario,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  offer  that 
inducement  because  there  would  be  very 
few  to  take  advantage  of  it.  Ontario  has 
her  lands,  mines,  and  minerals  and  without 
them  that  province  would  have  been  starved 
years  ago.  Every  year  Ontario  has  found 
it  necessary  to  sell  from  her  timber  limits 
and  her  Crown  lands  and  to  obtain  large 
sums  out  of  her  mines  and  minerals.  Not- 
withstanding that  so  far  as  we  in  the  opposi- 
tion during  many  years  were  concerned  we 
never  were  able  to  find  a  surplus.  It  is  true 
that  the  Liberal  government  always  claimed 
they  had  a  surplus,  but  that  surplus  was 
mythical  as  mythical  could  be,  and  when 
the  books  are  now  thoroughly  audited  it  will 
be  proved  that  not  only  has  the  province 
not  a  surplus,  but  that  she  is  millions  of  dol- 
lars behind.  What  advantage  is  it  for  the 
new  provinces  to  have  borrowing  powers  if 
they  have  no  security  to  offer  ?  Had  It  not 
been  that  Ontario  could  obtain  a  revenue 
from  her  natural  resources,  years  ago  that 
l>ro\  luce  would  have  been  face  to  face  with 
direct  taxation  which  is  the  greatest  calam- 
ity that  could  possibly  happen  to  any  people, 
province  or  country,  and  under  this  Bill  that 
calamity  is  bound  to  overtake  the  new  pro- 
vinces. Manitoba  has  control  of  her  swamp 
lands  which  in  time  will  become  most  pro- 
ductive, and  from  them  she  derives  a  large 
income.  Why  should  Manitoba  have  the 
swamp  lands  and  the  new  provinces  be 
denied  them  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  in  the 
near  future  these  provinces  will  be  found 
coming  here  demanding  better  terms  and 
putting  up  sucli  a  strong  case  that  better 
terms  will  have  to  be  granted  no  matter 
what  government  is  in  power.  At  this  late 
hour  of  the  night  I  will  not  speak  as  long 
as  I  had  Intended,  but  I  shall  for  a  short 
time  discuss  that  vexed  question  of  separate 
schools  in  the  new  provinces,  which  Is  to-day 
agitating  the  mind  of  the  people  in  this  fair 
Dominion  as  no  other  question  has  for  many 
years.  It  Is  a  question  which  will  live, 
and  which  will  continue  to  increase  in  Im- 
portance, at  all  events  until  free  and  In- 
dependent electors  of  Canada  will  have 
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an  opportunity  to  make  themselves  heard 
on  It  We  have  had  the  legal  aspect  of  this 
question  discussed  day  after  day  and  while 
no  definite  decision  has  been  arrived  at,  no- 
body will  deny  that  if  the  government  had 
not  seen  fit  to  insert  the  separate  school 
clause,  there  would  have  been  no  agitation 
and'  the  people  of  the  new  provinces  could 
decide  on  the  question  according  to  the  dic- 
tates of  their  conscience  and  in  their  own 
best  interests.  It  is  not  necessary  to  dis- 
cuss here  whether  we  are  in  favour  of  sepa- 
rate schools  or  not.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
I  p.m  in  accord  with  a  number  of  those  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  who  have  an- 
nounced that  they  are  not  in  favour  of 
separate  schools.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
has  told  us  that  he  is  opposed  to  separate 
schools  ;  the  member  for  Edmonton  told  us, 
as  he  stated  many  times  on  the  public  plat- 
form that  he  was  opposed  to  separate 
schools.  He  is  an  old  war  horse  who  fought 
for  provincial  rights  in  the  past,  and  who 
stated  that  he  would  never  consent  that  sepa- 
rate schools  should  be  inflicted  on  the  North- 
west Territories,  but  now  he  has  changed  his 
mind,  like  many  others,  in  order  to  save 
his  party.  For  my  part  I  would  be  sorry 
to  deprive  any  people  of  their  Just  rights, 
but  the  people  of  the  new  provinces  them- 
selves know  best  what  rights  should  be 
respected.  It  has  been  argued  that  because 
we  have  separate  schools  In  Quebec  and 
Ontario  there  should  be  separate  schools 
in  the  new  provinces,  but  let  me  point  out 
that  they  have  no  separate  schools  in  Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land, Manitoba  or  British  Columbia.  We 
have  Manitoba  on  the  one  side  and  British 
Columbia  on  the  other,  free  to  regulate 
their  schools,  and  these  two  provinces 
wedged  in  between  them,  with  separate 
schools  forced  upon  them  for  all  time  to 
come— a  state  of  affairs  which  I  think  never 
should  have  existed. 

The  difference  between  the  separate 
schools  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  those  in 
the  new  provinces  in  this.  By  the  consent 
of  both  parties,  by  an  agreement  entered 
into  by  Quebec  and  Ontario,  after  due  con- 
sideration, separate  schools  were  establish- 
ed in  those  two  provinces  In  perpetuity,  and 
the  government  was  embodied  In  the  British 
North  America  Act  That  is  a  very  differ- 
ent position  from  the  position  occupied  by 
these  two  provinces.  When  they  obtained 
their  territorial  rights  they  were  in  their 
infancy  ;  they  were  the  wards  of  the  Do- 
minion government.  They  had  no  voice  In 
the  settlement  of  the  school  question  at 
that  time.  The  system  was  provided  for  in 
the  Bill  of  1875  after  much  discussion,  both 
In  this  House  and  in  the  Senate.  An  amend- 
ment was  moved,  I  think  by  the  late  Sen- 
ator Alkens  in  the  Senate,  but  was  defeated 
by  a  small  majority.  It  was  then  that  those 
memorable  words,  of  which  so  much  has 
been  made,  were  uttered  by  the  Hon.  George 
Brown,  to  the  effect  that  in  providing  for 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3931 


COMMONS 


3932 


separate  schools  in  the  Territorial  Bill,  they 
were  establishing  them  for  all  time  to  come. 
He  did  not  wish  to  imply  that  they  would 
have  to  be  placed  there ;  but,  being  a  far- 
seeing  man,  he  knew  that  the  fact  of  that 
provision  being  made  would  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  perpetuating  separate  schools  in 
those  provinces  ;  and  it  is  well  known  that 
he  was  always  opposed  to  separate  schools. 
Now,  what  guarantee  have  we  that  the 
separate  schools  in  these  two  provinces  will 
continue  as  they  are  at  the  present  time  ? 
I  submit  that  we  have  no  guarantee.  We 
find  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  very 
hazy,  so  much  so  that  lawyers  might  place 
very  different  interpretations  upon  it ;  and 
the  ordinances  only  guide  the  Territories, 
but  do  not  ensure  the  schools  as  they  now 
exist  being  continued  for  all  time  to  come. 
While  no  great  hardship  may  be  experienced 
at  the  present  time,  It  will  certainly  be  a 
hardship  to  the  majority  in  newly  settled 
districts  to  maintain  two  weak  and  sickly 
schools  where  there  might  be  one  vigorous 
and  healthy  school.  The  Territories  have 
no  guarantee  whatever  that  these  schools 
will  remain  for  all  time  to  come  as  they  are 
at  the  present  time.  I  suppose  they  could 
change  them  for  a  system  of  schools  similar 
to  what  exists  in  the  province  of  Ontario 
to-day.  According  to  a  judgment  given  by 
Mr.  Justice  McMahon  some  three  months 
ago,  there  are  one  hundred  and  five  teachers 
teaching  in  the  separate  schools  of  Ontario 
to-day  who  have  never  passed  a  legal  ex- 
amination. This  is  a  serious  state  of  affairs; 
and  yet  these  teachers  are  going  on  teach- 
ing month  after  month.  It  is  true  they  have 
appealed  the  case  to  a  higher  court,  and  I 
suppose  it  will  ultimately  go  to  the  Privy 
Council.  These  teachers  are  now  teaching 
contrary  to  the  law,  except  that  the  late 
government  gave  them  permits  to  teach  un- 
til a  decision  of  the  higher  court  could  be 
obtained.  Many  of  these  teachers  are  not 
educated.  It  is  said  that  many  of  them  are 
priests,  who  are  educated  ;  but  many  are 
ladies  and  others  who  have  bad  no  training 
whatever.  The  law  with  regard  to  separate 
schools  in  Ontario  has  been  changed  in 
many  ways.  For  instance,  the  law  provides 
that  all  taxes  paid  bj  corporations  must  be 
used  for  the  support  of  the  public  schools  ; 
but  a  private  Bill  was  passed  providing  that 
the  Sturgeon  Falls  1'ulp  Company  should 
divide  its  taxes  between  the  public  schools 
and  the  separate  schools.  If  that  state  of 
affairs  can  be  brought  about  in  the  province 
of  Ontario,  why  could  it  not  in  these  new 
provinces  ?  The  Minister  of  Customs  en- 
deavoured to  make  a  point,  against  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  Northwest  Territories,  par- 
ticularly against  Mr.  Haultain.  when  he 
used  these  words  : 

Talk  about  Mr.  Haultain  not  having  been  con- 
sulted. He  was  consulted  frequently,  but  it  he 
had  never  been  consulted  or  if  no  Northwest 
member  had  ever  been  consulted.  I  ask  what 
better  Indication  can  you  have  of  the  desire 
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of  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories 
than  their  own  legislation  ? 

The  legislation  to  which  the  Minister  of 
Customs  referred  was  a  law  of  the  North- 
west council,  of  which  Mr.  Haultain  was 
the  head,  particularly  a  law  based  on  the 
school  law  which  was  handed  down  to 
them  from  this  House.  The  law  set  forth 
that  there  should  be  au  advisory  board  com- 
posed of  not  less  than  two  Catholics  and 
lour  Protestants.  But  it  is  only  an  advi- 
sory board  :  it  is  not  clothed  with  any  power 
except  to  advise  the  Minister  of  Education, 
and  be  can  change  the  regulations  at  any 
time  ;  so  that  we  might  have  a  very  different 
state  of  affairs  in  the  near  future  from  what 
we  have  at  the  present  time.  To  my  mind 
it  seems  most  extraordinary  that  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Mr.  Sifton)  was 
not  consulted  and  more  extraordinary  still 
that  he  himself  did  not  make  it  a  point  to 
be  present  at  the  cabinet  meetings  when  this 
matter  was  being  decided.  He  well  knew 
that  these  Bills  were  being  prepared  and 
he  should  have  made  it  his  duty  to  impress 
on  his  colleagues  and  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man the  necessity  of  having  them  passed 
upon  by  him  before  they  were  finally  draft- 
ed. In  not  taking  this  action,  I  submit  be 
was  recreant  to  his  duty.  I  submit  that  he 
did  not  do  what  was  expected  of  him  by 
the  people  of  the  Northwest.  It  is  indeed 
extraordinary  that  on  the  subcommittee  of 
the  cabinet  which  undertook  to  frame  those 
Bills,  there  was  only  one  representative 
from  Ontario  while  there  were  three  from 
Quebec.  Mr.  Haultain,  the  premier  of  the 
Territories  was  not  consulted,  and  Mr.  Ro- 
gers from  Manitoba  informed  us  to-day  that 
neither  was  he  consulted,  and  we  must  con- 
clude that  it  was  decided  by  two  or  three 
representatives  from  Quebec  that  this  clause 
No.  lti  should  be  embodied  in  these  Bills. 
It  is  evident  that  the  First  Minister  took 
upon  himself  to  bring  down  these  Bills  and 
force  them  through  the  House  without  con- 
sulting his  colleagues,  proving  beyond  doubt 
that  we  have  to-day  in  this  country  a  one 
man  government.  Let  us  for  a  moment  look 
at  the  position  occupied  by  this  government 
to-day  as  compared  with  the  one  they  took 
in  lS'M.  In  the  election  of  1896,  the  position 
1  admit  was  a  unique  one.  The  late  govern- 
ment was  endeavouring  to  force  on  this 
House  remedial  legislation  against  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  The  right  hon.  gentle- 
man, who  was  then  leading  the  opposition, 
seized  that  opportunity  to  declare  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  that  if  he  were  returned 
to  power  lie  would  see  that  Manitoba  gave 
the  Catholic  minority  of  that  province  what 
they  desired.  That  was  the  stand  taken  by 
the  Quebec  wing  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man's party,  but  what  did  they  do  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  ?  In  the  elections  in 
I.StM;  in  that  province,  I  took  a  rather  active 
part  and  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  the 
First.  Minister  and  the  Postmaster  General 
on  several  occasions,  and  the  arrangement 
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they  entered  into  was  this.  The  First  "Min- 
ister went  up  to  the  western  part  of  Ontario 
and  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  late 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat  to  this  effect,  that  if  the 
Reform  party  were  returned  to  power — and 
the  signs  of  the  times  pointed  that  way— 
Air.  Mowat  would  resign  his  seat  in  the  local 
cabinet  and  take  office  as  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice in  the  Dominion.  Sir  Oliver,  being  a 
canny  Scotchman,  was  not  going  to  take 
any  chances  and  would  not  resign  his  pre- 
miership of  Ontario  until  it  was  certain 
that  the  Liberals  were  returned  to  power  in 
the  Dominion.  Contrary  to  his  protestations 
in  the  past,  that  the  provincial  government 
should  not  interfere  in  Dominion  elections, 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat  took  a  very  active  part 
in  those  elections,  and  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
meeting  him  on  several  platforms.  The  po- 
sition he  .then  took  was  this.  An  effort,  he 
said,  is  being  made  by  the  government  of 
the  Dominion  to  force  remedial  legislation 
upon  Manitoba  to  deprive  that  province  of 
its  rights,  and  I  ask  the  electors  of  Ontario 
to  look  back  at  my  past  history  and  say 
whether  I  have  not  on  all  occasions  stood  for 
equal  rights.  Have  I  not,  he  exclaimed, 
fought  the  battle  of  equal  rights  in  years 
gone  by,  have  I  not  fought  it  in  connection 
with  the  boundary  award  and  the  license 
question  and  fought  it  successfully.  And 
just  as  I  fought  it  in  the  past  in  the  local 
legislature,  so  I  shall,  when  I  enter  Domi- 
nion politics,  fight  for  the  rights,  not  only 
of  Manitoba  but  of  all  that  great  western 
country  ;  and  he  went  on  to  declare  that 
when  in  the  near  future  the  territories  would 
be  created  provinces,  he  would  see  that  equal 
tights  were  extended  to  them.  He  would 
never  agree  to  separate  schools  or  to  reme- 
dial legislation  for  the  purpose  of  forcing 
those  schools  upon  Manitoba  or  any  pro- 
vince in  the  great  lone  land.  And  if  the 
time  should  ever  come  when  he  would  not 
have  that  power,  he  would  resign  his  place 
in  the  House.  The  Postmaster  General  took 
the  same  ground.  He  declared  on  many  a 
platform  that  he  would  never  support  sep- 
arate schools  in  the  Dominion  and  would 
never  allow  remedial  legislation  to  be  forced 
on  Manitoba.  The  First  Minister  was  also 
ioud  in  his  denunciation  of  the  late  govern- 
ment. He  declared  that  he  had  stood  in 
this  House,  and  was  prepared  to  stand  in 
any  part  of  the  Dominion,  for  provincial 
rights,  and  that  he  would  never  allow  this 
remedial  legislation  to  be  placed  on  Mani- 
toba. He  would  never  shackle  any  pro- 
vince with  legislation  along  that  line.  He 
would  never  put  the  fetters  upon  any  of 
those  provinces,  he  was  opposed  to  separate 
schools,  he  was  pleased  to  know  that  they 
could  attend  school  together,  that  they  could 
go  to  the  polls  and  vote  together,  and  the 
result  was  that  all  these  statements  had 
their  effect  in  Ontario.  Seat  after  seat  that 
had  gone  Conservative  in  the  past  went  by 
overwhelming  majorities  to  the  Reform 
party  and  the  result  was  that  in  1890  the 


Reformers  were  surprised  at  the  large  vote 
which  they  received  in  Ontario.  They  ob- 
tained it  under  false  pretenses  in  the  way 
which  I  have  pointed  out.  I  ask  the  ques- 
tion how  have  they  been  able  to  swallow 
all  these  principles,  to  swallow  themselves 
and  to  come  here  to-day  after  making  these 
pledges  in  Ontario  and  endeavour  to  force 
separate  schools  upon  this  province,  although 
they  are  the  very  men  who  denounced  them 
in  the  past.  I  wonder  how  they  in  ten  years 
succeed  in  swallowing  all  these  promises. 
I  cannot  understand  it  unless  in  the  words 
of  the  poet : 

An  all-wise  and  ever-Indulging  Providence  has 
made  them  hollow. 

In  order  that  they  their  promises  might  swal- 
low. 

We  have  no  separate  schools  in  my  county. 
We  had  them  on  one  occasion  but  they  have 
all  disappeared.  After  a  trial  the  Roman 
Catholics  found  that  the  public  schools  were 
much  better  and  cheaper  than  the  separate 
schools.  It  has  been  pointed  out  to  us  in 
the  past  that  our  public  schools  are  Godless 
schools  ;  in  fact  some  speakers  almost  seem 
to  have  the  idea  that  as  far  as  the  Pro- 
testant religion  is  concerned  there  is  no  God 
in  that.  So  far  as  our  national  schools  are 
concerned  they  must  remember  that  we  had 
enacted  the  Ross  Bible  from  which  portions 
of  scriptures  were  to  be  read  each  day.  Re- 
ligious instruction  can  be  given  by  Minis- 
ters of  different  denominations  if  they  so 
desire  and  if  the  trustees  and  parents  desire 
it  and  this  is  very  often  done.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  submit  that  it  cannot  be 
charged  that  these  schools  are  Godless 
schools.  So  far  as  the  county  of  Dufferln 
is  concerned  they  do  not  want  separate, 
schools,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  that  is 
the  case  in  many  parts  of  the  province  as 
well.  I  have  here  a  resolution  which  was 
passed  In  my  county  regretting  that  a  pro- 
vision for  separate  schools  was  placed  in 
this  Bill.  I  have  here  also  the  statement 
of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  for  Mani- 
toba and  I  must  say  that  it  shows  a  most 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs  indeed.  We 
find  that  in  place  of  the  First  Minister  meet- 
ing these  delegates,  as  naturally  we  would 
expect,  they  were  met  by  the  Papal  dele- 
gate. We  have  no  objection  to  there  'being 
a  Papal  delegate  in  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada so  long  as  he  confines  his  services  to 
the  work  of  the  church,  but  just  as  soon 
as  he  interferes  in  our  educational  questions, 
then  I  say  the  line  must  be  drawn  and  we 
have  a  right  to  take  exception  to  his  action. 
It  has  been  going  the  rounds  for  many 
days  that  the  Papal  delegate  met  Mr. 
Rogers  and  Mr.  Campbell  by  appointment 
and  made  a  proposition  to  them.  The  pro- 
position was  that  they  should  place  a  clause 
in  the  Manitoba  school  law  that  where 
there  were  in  a  rural  district  fifteen 
Roman  Catholic  children  or  in  a  city  or 
town  thirty  Roman  Catholic  children  sep- 
arate rooms  must  be  provided  for  them 
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and  that  the  trustees  If  they  so  desired  It 
most  engage  a  teacher  of  their  religious 
persuasion.  Now  look  how  that  would  work 
out;  suppose  there  were  sixty  children  In 
the  district,  then  one-quarter  of  those 
would  have  one  teacher  and  the  other  forty 
or  forty-five  would  have  one  teacher,  yet 
under  that  direction  the  trustees  would  be 
required  to  pay  their  equal  share  of  taxes 
for  the  Catholic  teacher  who  was  only 
teaching  fifteen  children.  I  submit  that 
this  is  a  most  unjust  proposal  and  one  that 
should  not  be  entertained.  If  that  meet- 
ing was  not  brought  about  I  ask  why  the 
rumour  has  not  been  denied.  I  submit  that 
it  is  up  to  His  Excellency  that  he  should 
set  himself  right  upon  it.  Here  are  two 
men  holding  honourable  positions,  standing 
high  In  their  province,  men  who  have  the 
confidence  of  their  province,  and  they  state 
distinctly  that  that  meeting  took  place  and 
that  that  proposition  was  made.  Did  the 
First  Minister  know  about  that  meeting  or 
did  he  not  ?  That  is  the  question  to  be 
decided.  If  he  did  not  know  then  I  submit 
that  the  Papal  delegate  was  going  beyond 
his  proper  sphere  in  making  that  proposition 
and  therefore  taking  It  in  any  light  yort 
can  it  was  an  improper  thing  to  do ;  it  was 
wrong  to  make  the  proposition.  He  told 
them  according  to  this  report  that  if  they 
agreed  to  put  this  clause  In,  it  would  ex- 
pedite the  enlargement  of  the  province. 
What  does  that  mean  ?  Does  it  not  carry 
out  the  statements  that  have  been  made  in 
the  past  over  and  over  again  that  Manitoba 
need  not  expect  any  extension  of  territory 
unless  she  agreed  to  separate  schools,  and 
here  we  have  a  proposition  made  that  proves 
beyond  a  doubt  that  this  was  the  case.  I 
say  again  that  we  in  this  House  object  to 
any  interference  whatever  in  connection 
with  church  or  state.  We  refuse  to  allow 
any  foreign  potentate  to  take  any  part  in  our 
legislation  or  to  dictate  how  our  children 
shall  be  educated  in  any  part  of  this  fair 
Dominion  of  ours. 

Now  in  tills  age  of  the  world  when  churcli 
and  state  are  being  separated  in  France, 
we  In  Canada  are  binding  them  together! 
I  submit  that  Is  a  state  of  affairs  that  should 
not  exist,  ft  has  been  said  that  in  the, 
United  States,  because  they  have  national 
schools  where  no  religion  is  taught,  the 
people  have  become  unchristian,  and  we  are 
pointed  to  the  eastern  countries  where  state 
church  schools  have  existed  for  so  long.  I 
have  travelled  through  those  eastern  coun- 
tries myself,  I  have  seen  the  sun  rise  and 
set  in  many  lands,  and  in  travelling  through 
them  I  have  observed  the  way  in  which  the 
Sabbath  was  kept,  and  have  endeavoured  to 
learn  something  of  the  results  of  the  church* 
schools  which  prevail  there.  I  found  that 
those  eastern  countries  have  not  been  going 
ahead  as  the  United  States  has.  Spain  has 
had  church  schools  for  centuries,  and  to- 
day Spain  is  one  of  the  dying  nations  of 
the  world.  France  has  had  church  schoolsr 
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and  to-day  she  is  severing  all  connection 
between  church  and  state,  and  as  a  result 
of  establishing  national  schools  I  believe, 
we  will  see  France  rise  amongst  the  na-* 
tlons  of  the  world.  It  is  true  that  In  the 
United  States  where  there  are  no  separate' 
schools,  there  are  divorce  laws,  and  lynch- 
ings  and  many  other  problems  that  are 
difficult  to  solve ;  nevertheless  the  United 
States  stands  to-day  among  the  foremost 
nations  of  the  world.  As  regards  SabbatU 
observance,  It  is  In  those  countries  where 
church  schools  prevail  that  you  will  find  the 
Sabbath  most  generally  violated,  theatre 
going  and  all  kinds  of  amusements  are  car- 
ried on  on  that  day.  If  you  want  to  find  a 
Christian  nation  you  will  find  one  that  otH 
serves  the  Sabbath.  Where  will,  you  find 
the  Sabbath  as  well  observed  as  it  Is  in 
this  fair  Dominion  of  ours  ?  You  will  find 
it  observed  just  as  well  in  those  provinces 
that  have  national  schools  as  in  those  that 
have  separate  schools.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  there  is  any  difference.  But  I  think! 
we  can  boast  that  we  have  a  Christian  peo- 
ple in  this  Dominion,  who  observe  the  Sab- 
bath better  than  in  any  other  country  Int 
the  world. 

Therefore,  I  say,  that  in  building  up  this 
great  country  we  are  making  history,  and 
we  must  carefully  procure  the  greatest  free-* 
dom  to  the  greatest  number  of  people.  We 
must  give  those  new  provinces  provincial 
rights,  we  must  give  them  all  the  freedom 
they  have  a  right  to  expect  at  our  hands. 
Sir,  the  time  will  come,  whether  It  is  this 
year  or  next  year,  when  the  free  and  in- 
dependent electors  of  this  Dominion  will 
assert  themselves.  We  have  seen  petitions' 
coming  from  every  part  of  this  Dominion, 
the  table  has  groaned  beneath  their  weight. 
We  have  seen  public  meetings  passing  resol- 
utions in  almost  every  province  in  the! 
Dominion,  protesting  against  forcing  separ- 
ate schools  upon  these  new  provinces.  There 
is  an  awakening  amongst  the  free  and 
Independent  electors  such  as  never  existed  in 
this  Dominion  before,  and  it  will  go  on 
and  increase.  Exception  has  been  taken  to) 
the  petitions  that  have  been  presented  and 
to  the  public  meetings  that  have  been  held. 
Sir,  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  th« 
people  can  express  their  opinions  when 
no  election  is  going  on,  it  is  only  by  peti- 
tions and  by  public  meetings  passing  reso- 
lutions that  they  can  make  their  voice  heard. 
Then  we  find  that  the  newspapers  from  one 
end  of  this  Dominion  to  the  other,  except 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  have  condemned 
this  legislation.  The  'Globe,'  the  organ  of 
the  Reform  party,  is  just  as  strong  on  this 
question  as  the  Conservative  newspapers. 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  we  could  have  now* 
an  expression  of  opinion  at  the  polls,  we 
would  find  Reformers  and  Conservatives  go- 
ing to  the  polls  side  by  side  and  shoulder 
to  shoulder  in  every  constituency  in  Ontario; 
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to  vote  against  this  legislation  and  against 
the  present  government.  This  agitation  wilt 
not  die  out.  No  matter  whether  the  elec-> 
tions  come  on  in  one  year,  or  two  years,  of 
three  years,  or  four  years  from  now,  this 
is  a  live  question,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
so  far  as  the  province  of  Ontario  is  con-i 
cerned,  even  four  years  from  now,  this 
government  will  not  carry  half  a  dozen1 
seats.  I  venture  to  predict  that  the  same 
state  of  affairs  will  be  found  to  exist  lm 
Manitoba  and  in  those  two  new  provinces. 
The  present  government  will  find  that  the 
free  and  independent  electors  will  drive 
them  out  of  power  the  first  opportunity  that 
presents  itself. 


Hon.  CHAS.  FITZPATitICK  (Minister  of 
Justice) : 

1.  It  is  a  matter  of  public  notoriety, 
through  the  newspapers,  that  in  the  extradi- 
tion proceedings  against  John  F.  Gaynor 
and  Benjamin  D.  Greene,  a  paper  called  a 
'  recusation '  was  filed  against  Mr.  Lafon- 
talne,  the  Extradition  Commissioner ;  but 
the  government  has  no  official  notice  of 
any  such  proceeding.  The  question  of  the 
magistrate's  competency  is  now  before  the 
courts  for  judicial  determination. 

2.  When  the  matter  is  officially  before  the 
government,  it  will  be  time  to  say  what 
course  the  government  propose  taking  in 
regard  to  it. 


Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY  moved  the  ad-  !  EXTENSION  OF  THE  BOUNDARIES  OF 
journment  of  the  debate.  !  MANITOBA. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fielding,  House  ad- 
journed at  12.35  a.m.  Thursday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  April  6,  1905. 

The  SPEAK  EE  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 
EXTRADITION  CASES  AT  MONTREAL. 
Mr.  BERGERON— by  Mr.  Taylor— asked  : 

1.  How  many  extradition  cases,  demanded  by 
the  United  States,  have  come,  during  the  past 
eighteen  months,  before  the  extradition  com- 
missioner In  the  district  of  Montreal  ? 

2.  What  decision  was  given  In  each  case  ? 

3.  Before  which  commissioner  or  judge  did  the 
said  extradition  cases  come,  and  by  which  were 
they  decided  upon  ? 

Hon.  CHAS.  FITZPATRICK  (Minister  of 
Justice) : 

1.  Five  extradition  cases  demanded  by  the 
United  States  have  come,  during  the  past 
eighteen  months,  before  the  Extradition 
Commissioners  in  the  district  of  Montreal. 

2.  In  four  cases  the  prisoner  was  com- 
mitted to  await  extradition  ;  one  case  (Gay- 
nor and  Greene)  is  still  sub  judice. 

3.  All  before  Mr.  Commissioner  Lafon- 
taine. 

GAYNOR-GREENE  EXTRADITION. 
Mr.  BERGERON— by  Mr.  Taylor — asked  : 

1.  Is  the  government  aware  that,  during  the 
extradition  proceedings  against  John  F.  Gaynor 
and  Benjamin  D.  Greene,  a  recusation  for  al- 
leged reasons  was  taken  against  Mr.  Ulric  La- 
fomaine,  the  extradition  commissioner  ? 

2.  If  so.  what  course  does  the  government 
purpose  taking  In  regard  to  the  said  recusation? 


j    On  the  Orders  of  the  Day  being  called, 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN  (Carleton,  Ont.).  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
I  with  respect  to  a  matter  that  was  mentioned 
in  the  House  yesterday.  Let  me,  in  the  first 
place,  speak  of  the  letter  of  February  23rd, 
which  evidently  was  not  received  by  the 
Prime  Minister.    May  I  be  permitted  to 
say  that  I  understood  from  the  remarks  of 
I  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday  that  there 
!  was  rather  a  reflection  on  Mr.  Rogers  in  the 
I  suggestion  that  the  letter  had  not  been  re- 
.  celved.    I  rather  gathered  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  some  doubts  as  to  whether  or 
!  not  the  letter  was  written.   Perhaps  I  mis- 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  but 
it  is,  I  think,  right  to  say  that  very  ample 
j  evidence  was  forthcoming  of  the  writing 
.  and  of  the  sending  of  the  letter,  and  while 
we  at  once  accept  most  unreservedly  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  he 
j  did  not  receive  it,  still  I  would  think  that, 
I  under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be  a  per- 
I  fectiy  proper  thing  to  include  that  letter  in 
,  the  correspondence  which  is  about  to  be 
I  printed. 

•  Since  the  discussion  of  yesterday  a  state- 
!  ment  has  been  made  by  His  Excellency 
|  Monselgneur  Sbarrettl.  I  will  come  to  that 
i  a  little  later  on.  Let  me  say  that  I  know 
i  nothing  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
j  a  delegate  of  the  Holy  See  was  In  the  first 
!  place  brought  to  this  country  beyond  what 
I  has  been  stated  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
I  side  of  the  House,  who  are  well  qualified  to 
I  make  such  statements,  because  they  have 
'  personal  knowledge  of  that  which  they 
state. 

|  As  I  gather  from  them  the  Delegate  Apos- 
.  tollc  came  to  this  country  in  1897,  not  at 
the  instance  of  the  bishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church  in  Canada,  but  at  the  In- 
stance of  some  forty  Liberal  members  of 
parliament  who  are  members  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church.  I  understand  that  there 
was  no  demand  for  the  appointment  of  a 
delegate  by  the  bishops  or  clergy.  In  mak- 
ing that  statement,  of  course,  I  rely  entirely 
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on  what  has  been  said  by  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  by  the  right  lion.  Prime 
Minister,  by  the  hon.  member  for  La- 
belle  (Mr.  Bourassa)  and  others  who 
have  very  frankly  stated  the  position 
of  affairs  in  that  regard.  The  delegate  came 
to  this  country,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Labelle  has  stated,  because  there  was  a 
certain  misunderstanding  between  the  laity 
and  the  clergy  of  the  church.  I  understood 
him  to  say  that  the  difference  arose  in  con- 
nection with  the  Manitoba  school  question, 
which  was  made  a  political  question.  Thus, 
I  venture  to  suggest,  not  on  my  own 
authority  at  all,  but  from  what  has 
been  said  by  bon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  tbat  the  delegate  came 
to  this  country  In  the  first  place  on  account 
of  a  political  question  which  arose  in  this 
country  and  that  his  functions  have  been 
to  some  extent  at  least  political  and  per- 
haps more  political  than  ecclesiastical. 

Now  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  laid  a 
great  deal  of  stress  upon  the  fact  that  no  com- 
munication from  the  executive  of  Manitoba 
in  regard  to  the  boundary  question  had 
come  to  this  government  before  the  month 
of  January  last.  But,  my  hon.  friend  was 
not  unaware  that  that  question  had  been 
brought  up  in  the  Manitoba  legislature.  He 
was  not  unaware  tbat  resolutions,  unanim- 
ously concurred  in  by  his  own  political 
friends  in  Manitoba,  had  been  passed  by 
the  legislature  of  that  province  ;  and  when 
he  sent  his  letter  into  the  Northwest  in 
the  month  of  September  last  announcing 
that  new  provinces  would  be  created  in  the 
Northwest  Territories,  lie  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  question  would  be  to  the  fore 
as  soon  as  the  Bill  was  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  those  provinces.  There- 
fore, die  boundary  questiou  was  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes  to  the  fore,  and  very 
much  to  the  fore,  during  the  present  year 
in  connection  with  the  legislation  which  Is 
now  before  the  House  for  discussion  and 
in  connection  with  the  distribution  of  terri- 
tory attending  the  creation  of  these  prov- 
inces. It  has  been  very  much  to  the  fore 
during  the  last  few  months  especially. 

I  referred  yesterday  to  certain  press  com- 
ments on  the  subject,  but  I  did  not  refer  to 
them  very  fully.  I  will  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  mentioning  them  again,  because 
they  are  significant.  I  have  here  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  '  Northwest  Review  ,' 
published  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg.  I  am 
not  familiar  with  the  '  Northwest  Review  ; 
I  have  no  knowledge  except  what  is  stated 
in  the  press  in  regard  to  it.  Other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  are  more  familiar  with  that 
publication  can  speak  better  in  that  regard. 
1  am  about  to  read  a  statement  which  would 
attract  attention  coming  from  any  respon- 
sible source  in  this  country,  and  I  understand 
that  the  source  to  which  I  refer  is  a  very 
responsible  one  in  that  regard.  The  words 
of  the  •  Northwest  Review  '  are  as  follows  : 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN'. 


Two  days  after  the  '  Telegram '  had  trumpet- 
ed abroad  the  Hon.  Robert  Rogers'  great  hopes 
for  the  western  extension  of  Manitoba,  the  same 
wise  and  prophetic  journal  deplores  the  fact 
that  there  will  be  no  such  extension  in  any 
direction.  But  it  omits  to  give  the  reason 
thereof.  The  only  obstacle  to  the  territorial 
expansion  of  our  province  is  Its  Iniquitous  and 
cruel  school  system.  Xot  even  the.  wildest  cor- 
ner of  any  unorganized  territory  will  consent 
to  saddle  Itself  with  such  a  tyranny.  Manitoba 
must  be  content  to  remain  small  and  mean  so 
long  as  it  maintains  its  small  and  mean  school 
policy. 

Let  me  say  id  passing  that  that  small 
and  mean  school  policy  was  hailed  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment in  a  speech  In  this  House  in  1897.  as 
a  happy  solution  of  a  very  difficult  question 
and  one  which  he  pronounced  to  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  his  own  pro- 
vince.  He  said  in  regard  to  it : 

The  only  thing  I  care  for  is  that,  whereas, 
under  the  Act,  1890,  they  had  not  the  privilege 

I  of  teaching  their  own  religion  in  the  schools, 
by    the    concessions  which  have  been  made, 

I  whether  they  are  concessions  of  new  rights  or 
a  restoration  of  old  rights,  they  will  have  the 
right  hereafter  of  teaching  their  own  religion 
in  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

I    Further  on: 

I     Well,  the  moment  I  found  that  the  people  of 
'  Manitoba  was  ready  to  make  concessions  which 
practically  restored  to  the  Catholics  the  right 
of  teaching  the  French  language  and  of  teach- 
i  ing  their  own  religion  in  the  schools,  I  sub- 
'  mltted  to  my  fellow  countrymen  in  the  province 
'  of  Quebec  that  It  was  far  better  to  obtain 
I  those  concessions  by  negotiation  than  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  them  by  means  of  coercioa. 

,    Further  on: 

And  I  venture  at  this  moment  to  say  that 
I  there  is  not  a  man  In  the  province  of  Quebec. 

there  is  not  a  man  in  this  country,  who,  looking 
I  at  the  settlement  unbiassed  and  unprejudiced, 
•  will  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a 
i  happy  solution  of  a  very  difficult  situation  in- 
'  deed. 

I  hardly  think  t'uat  the  words  which  I 
;  have  quoted  from  the  '  Northwest  Review  ' 
,  are  applicable  to  the  happy  solution  of  a 
I  very  difficult  situation  which  was  referred 
to  by  my  right  hon.  friend  on  that  occasion. 
I  may  say  in  this  connection  that  some 
criticism  was  directed  against  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
account  of  his  statement  respecting  the  con- 
firmation or  approval  by  the  people  of  this 
country  of  that  settlement  In  the  elections  of 
1900  and  1904.  Why,  Sir,  my  rigtat  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  government,  In  1897, 
in  the  same  speech  to  which  I  have  referred, 
declared  tbat  there  was  ample  approval  and 
confirmation  of  the  settlement  by  the  three 
by-elections  which  had  taken  place  before 
the  time  at  which  he  spoke.  Surely,  if  in 
the  opinion  of  my  right  hon.  friend  three 
by-elections  were  a  sufficient  approval  of  that 
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settlement  so  auspiciously  made,  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Toronto  did  not  go  too  far 
the  other  day  when  he  made  the  remarks 
to  which  attention  has  been  drawn 
in  this  House.  Well,  what  further  ? 
The  'Northwest  Review '  is  not,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  under  the  control 
or  direction  of  the  government  or  any  mem- 
ber thereof,  but  there  Is  a  newspaper  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  which  declares  it- 
self to  be  the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  and 
to  be  under  the  direction  and  control  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment. I  quote  from  an  editorial  statement 
of  the  11th  of  February  last  in  that  journal, 
•Le  Soleil,'  published  In  the  city  of  Quebec: 

We  declare  once  for  all  that  '  Le  Soleil  '  Is 
the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  by  that 
fact  is  under  the  direction  and  absolute  control 
of  Sir  Wilfrid.  The  supporters  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
and  those  who  affirm  themselves  to  be  such, 
are  begged  to  take  notice  of  the  present  decla- 
ration. 

Now,  it  will  be  interesting  to  know 
whether  or  not  that  Is  a  plain,  clear,  unvar- 
nished falsehood  or  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  made  editori- 
ally in  the  columns  of  that  newspaper.  It 
has  been  stated,  and  stated  without  con- 
tradiction in  this  House  so  far  as  I  am 
aware— and  I  speak  under  correction  from 
the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  know  more  of  this  matter  than 
I  do— that  the  editorial  management  of  that 
journal  was  controlled  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr  Fitzpatrick). 
Further  than  that,  it  is  stated  that  now  the 
control  of  that  journal  has  passed  into  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Choquette,  a  gentleman  who, 
in  the  first  place,  was  a  follower  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  this  House,  who,  in  the 
next  place ,  was  appointed  by  my  right 
hon.  friend  to  an  important  judicial 
position  In  the  province  of  Quebec  and 
who.  immediately  before  the  last  election 
campaign,  descended  from  the  bench  for 
the  purpose  of  becoming  the  organizer  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec. There  is  an  editorial  article  in  this 
newspaper,  "Le  Soleil,'  of  4th  of  April  which 
I  will  translate  for  the  purpose  of  reading: 

The  '  L'Evenement '  announced  yesterday 
afternoon  that  '  Le  Soleil  '  had  been  bought  by 
the  Gouin-Turgeon  faction.  Our  contemporary 
made  a  mistake  ;  It  often  makes  mistakes. 
The  purchase  of  a  certain  number  of  shares  in 
the  '  Le  Soleil  '  Publishing  Company  by  the 
Hon.  Senator  Choquette  is  only  an  ordinary 
transaction  such  as  takes  place  every  day  in 
the  affairs  of  every  company.  As  to  our  jour- 
nal. It  remains  as  it  has  always  been,  the  organ 
of  the  Liberal  party,  and  in  the  future  as  in 
the  past  It  will  defend  the  policy  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  Liberal  party. 

Having  defined  as  far  as  we  can  define 
with  the  information  at  our  hand,  the  posi- 
tion of  '  Le  Soleil '  and  its  relation  to  the 


Liberal  party  in  this  country,  and  especi- 
ally to  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  let  us  observe  what  that  journal 
has  said  with  regard  to  this  boundary  ques- 
tion, because  it  is  sometimes  important  to 
consider  the  utterances  of  great  political 
organs  upon  political  questions.  It  Is  de- 
sirable in  the  proseut  instance  to  do  so,  in 
order  to  lead  up  to  the  incident  to  which  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  only  yesterday.  On 
the  17th  of  February  '  Le  Soleil '  editorially 
made  the  remarks,  which  have  been  trans- 
lated as  follows  : 

In  proportion  to  her  big  sisters  Manitoba  will 
count  as  little  more  than  a  large  county. 

This  Is  one  of  the  reasons  Invoked  by  Mani- 
toba's delegates  to  obtain  an  enlargement  of 
her  territory. 

There  is  another.  Quebec  and  Ontario  have 
extended  their  limits,  the  one  to  the  west,  the 
other  to  the  east,  to  attain  on  the  north  the 
shores  of  James  bay. 

Manitoba  aspires  to  the  shores  of  Hudson  bay, 
on  the  northeast.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
withdraw  her  boundaries  several  hundred  miles 
towards  the  north,  to  cut  the  district  of  Sas- 
katchewan and  Athabaska,  and  encircle  thatiot 
Keewattn. 

Manitoba  is  asking  for  treble  her  existing 
territory. 

This  enlargement  Is  hardly  possible. 

The  district  of  Saskatchewan  opposes  It,  at 
least  the  part  directly  Interested. 

The  finances  of  Manitoba  In  their  actual  state 
are  not  made  to  attract  the  free  'residents  of 
the  districts.  Manitoba  has  a  debt  of  $4,000,000. 
The  school  legislation  of  the  little  province  Is 
not  of  a  nature  to  attract  the  Immigrants  who 
people  the  districts.  The  Northwest  has  its 
separate  schools.  Manitoba  has  abolished  them. 

Every  good  act  has  its  reward,  every  bad  act 
its  chastisement. 

Manitoba  will  remain  lowest  with  her  pre- 
tentious law. 

Those,  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  are 
very  significant  words  coming  from  a  jour- 
ual  which  claims  to  be  under  the  actual  con- 
trol and  direction  of  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
I  man,  and  which  is  said— and  without  con- 
I  tradiction  up  to  the  present  time— which  is 
I  said  to  have  been  at  the  moment  of  these 
,  editorial  utterances,  under  the  direct  control 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Under  these  circumstances,  what  took 
place  ?   The  delegates  from  Manitoba  ar- 
rived in  Ottawa  on  the  16th  day  of  Febru- 
;  ary.    They  came  here  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  discussing  with  the  government  the 
1  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  ; 
i  they  met  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  the 
,  Postmaster  General,  and    perhaps  some 
j  other  members  of  the  cabinet.  According 
to  their  statement,  they  were  told  by  the 
!  right  hon.  gentleman  that  if  they  would 
I  remain  a  few  days  in  Ottawa  he  would  send 
|  for  them  again,  and  perhaps  be  prepared 
I  to  give  them  an  answer.    They  were  not 
sent  for  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  again 
'  although  they  remained  in  the  city  of  Ot- 
i  tawa  until  the  23rd  day  of  February.  I 
'  do  not  know  whether  the  exact  date  has 
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been  given,  but  before  they  left  Ottawa,  and 
some  time  between  tbe  20th  and  the  23rd 
of  February,  they  received  a  letter  from 
His  Excellency,  Monselgneur  Sbarretti.  I 
make  no  criticism  upon  His  Excellency  in 
extending  to  them  that  invitation;  I  make 
no  criticism  upon  them  for  courteously  ac- 
cepting that  invitation.  Let  us  consider, 
however,  how  far  the  situation  bad  devel- 
oped up  to  that  time.  Legislation  In  regard 
to  the  schools  in  the  Northwest  was  about 
being  brought  down;  it  even  then  had  just 
been  brought  down  by  tbe  administration — 
or  at  least  by  a  portion  of  the  administra- 
tion, because  two  members  of  the  adminis- 
tration had  not  been  consulted.  I  will  cor- 
rect myself  and  say  that  legislation  bad 
been  brought  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
In  the  name  of  the  whole  administration, 
but  with  the  authority  of  only  a  part  of 
the  administration.  It  is  true  that  we  had 
very  direct  avowals  from  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  from  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral yesterday,  that  they  were  thoroughly 
familiar  with  the  terms  of  the  legislation 
as  originally  brought  down  and  that  they 
thoroughly  approved  of  it  as  originally 
brought  down.  I  am  making  no  criticism 
so  far  as  tbey  are  concerned,  because  tbe 
Prime  Minister  certainly  bad  their  appro- 
val and  tbe  approval  of  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  but  he  bad  not  tbe  approval  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  nor  of  the  Minister 
of  tbe  Interior. 

I  do  not  know  to  what  extent  any  con- 
sultations had  been  had  with  His  Excel- 
lency in  regard  to  the  terms  of  this  legis- 
lation. Tbe  statement  has  been  made  in 
the  public  press — I  called  my  right  hon. 
friend's  attention  to  It  yesterday,  I  invited 
him  to  make  some  explanation  with  regard 
to  It — and  the  statement  has  been  made 
across  tbe  floor  of  the  House,  that  His  Ex- 
cellency had  been  consulted  with  regard 
to  tbe  terms  of  tbis  legislation.  I  am  not 
at  present  making  any  criticism  about  that; 
I  am  only  mentioning  it  to  lead  up  to  what 
follows,  because,  educational  matters  in  the 
Northwest  Territories  were  considered,  if  in 
these  consultations  it  is  a  little  difficult  to 
believe  that  the  schools  of  Manitoba  were 
absolutely  ignored  in  these  discussions  and 
that  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  were  never 
mentioned.  What  follows  ?  The  interview 
took  place.  I  made  no  comment  yesterday 
with  regard  to  that,  because  I  thought  it 
was  not  advisable  for  me  to  do  so,  as  we  had 
not  yet  the  version  of  His  Excellency  before 
us,  and  I  thought  we  were  entitled  to  have 
his  version  of  what  took  place  before  we 
should  make  much  comment  upon  this  par- 
ticular incident.  Last  night,  His  Excellency, 
I  believe,  gave  out  an  interview  which  has 
been  published  in  the  newspapers  of  to- 
day, and  I  will  follow  the  example  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  yesterday,  by  placing  tbe 
whole  of  that  interview  on  '  Hansard,'  In 
order  that  we  may  have  the  full  benefit 
of  the  explanation  that  has  been  given. 
Mr.  R.  It.  BORDEN. 


Monseigneur  Sbarretti  last  night  handed  out 
I  for  publication  tbe  following  statement  : 

I  think  it  my  duty  to  declare  that  the  press 
report  of  a  conference  with  the  Manitoba  dele- 
gates is  not  altogether  exact  and  that  it  is 
given  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  a  false  impres- 
sion on  the  minds  of  the  people. 

These  are  the  facts  : 

Taking  occasion  of  the  presence  In  Ottawa  of 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Campbell,  the  attorney-general  of 
Manitoba,  whom  I  had  met  In  a  friendly  way 
more  than  a  year  ago,  I  Invited  him  to  come  to 
see  me.  I  never  met  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers,  nor  did 
I  have  any  communication  with  him.  On  the 
evening  before  his  departure  for  the  west,  Feb- 
ruary 23rd,  Mr.  Campbell  came.  I  asked  him  if 
something  could  not  be  done  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Catholics  of  his  province  with 
respect  to  education.  I  pointed  out  that  In  the 
cities  of  Winnipeg  and  Brandon,  for  instance, 
the  Catholics  were  paying  double  taxes.  I  urged 
my  request  on  the  ground  of  fairness  and  jus- 
tice and  referring  to  his  mission  to  Ottawa  I 
remarked  that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Manitoba  government  some  action  on  these 
lines  would  be  politically  expedient  and  tend 
to  facilitate  tbe  accomplishment  of  hts  object, 
inasmuch  as  Catholics  in  any  territory  which 
might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba  would  naturally 
object  to  losing  the  right  they  had  to  separate 
schools  and  to  be  subjected  to  the  educational 
conditions  which  existed  in  Manitoba.  Mr. 
Campbell  then  asked  me  wliat  would  be  my  de- 
sire In  this  respect.  I  then  gave  him  the 
memorandum  which  has  already  appeared  in 
the  press. 

This  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  my  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Campbell.  The  federal  govern- 
ment had  absolutely  no  knowledge  of  it.  It 
was  a  private  conversation  and  simply  Intended 
to  express  a  suggestion  and  a  desire  that  the 
condition  of  the  Catholics  in  the  respect  I 
have  mentioned  would  be  improved.  Any  other 
assumption  or  interpretation  Is  altogether  un- 
founded. I  think  my  right  of  speaking  to  Mr. 
Campbell  in  a  private  way  and  on  my  own 
responsibility  cannot  be  disputed. 

I  notice  that  my  hon.  friends  opposite 
cheer  very  much  the  statement  of  His  Ex- 
cellency that  '  Catholics  in  any  territory 
which  might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba  would 
naturally  object  to  losing  tbe  right  they 
had  to  separate  schools,  and  to  be  sub- 
jected to  the  edx'.cational  conditions  which 
existed  In  Manitoba.'  That  Is  what  they 
cheer,  as  I  understand.  I  am  amazed  at 
these  hon.  gentlemen.  Tbe  other  day  we 
had  the  ex-Mtnister  of  the  Interior  rise  in 
his  place  and  publicly  thank  the  right  bon. 
Prime  Minister,  without  whose  aid,  be  said, 
the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  could  not  have 
been  deprived  of  those  rights— publicly 
thanked  tbe  right  hon.  gentleman  for  having 
come  to  the  aid  of  the  majority  in  Mani- 
toba and  prevented  the  Conservative  gov- 
ernment from  restoring  to  the  minority  those 
rights  of  which  they  had  been  deprived.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  declared  tbis  to 
be  a  happy  solution  of  a  difficult  situation; 
but  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cheer  the  ut- 
terance which  I  have  Just  quoted.  Their 
Attitude  is  a  little  Incomprehensible  to  my- 
self, and  I  think  it  must  be  Incomprehensible 
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to  any  reasonable  man  throughout  tbe  coun- 
try. 

Now,  let  us  observe  a  little  what  His  j 
Excellency  does  say.  He  Is  an  able  and  ac- : 
compllsbed  man,  brougbt  up  in  one  of  the1 
best  schools  of  diplomacy  in  the  world  ; 
a  diplomat ;   a  man  wbo,  I  am  sure,  would  ■ 
wake  no  suggestion,  to  Mr.  Campbell  or  to  | 
Mr.  Rogers,  which  he  did  not  feel  himself 
able  to  carry  out.    And  let  us  see  If  my  j 
hon.  friends  opposite  will  cheer  a  little  analy- 
sis of  what  His  Excellency  does  say  : 

I  remarked  that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Manitoba  government  some  action   on    these  I 
lines  would  be  politically  expedient  

Politically  expedient,  mark  you  

 and  tend  to  facilitate  the  accomplishment 

of  his  object,  inasmuch  as  Catholics  In  any 
territory  which  might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba 
would  naturally  object  to  losing  the  right  they 
had  to  separate  schools  and  to  be  subjected  to 
the  educational  conditions  which  existed  in 
Manitoba. 

Conditions  which  tbe  right  bon.  gentleman 
himself  stated  in  1897  were  absolutely  satis- 
factory not  only  to  himself,  but  to  the  peo- 
ple of  the  province  of  Quebec.  Politically 
expedient— what  does  that  mean  ?  Let  us 
consider  It  for  a  moment.  It  would  be 
politically  expedient  for  the  government  of 
Manitoba,  which  desired  an  extension  of  its 
boundaries,  to  make  certain  amendments 
to  that  law  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
declared  to  be  a  happy  solution  of  a  dif- 
ficult situation.  Politically  expedient— who 
had  the  power  to  extend  those  boundaries? 
The  government  of  this  country — hon.  gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  tbe  other  side  of  tbe 
House.  There  was  one  and  only  one  power  in 
this  country  that  could  deal  with  that  ques- 
tion, and  that  is  the  power  represented  by 
the  fourteen  or  fifteen  gentlemen  who  sit 
around  the  Council  board  of  Canada  ;  and 
His  Excellency  declared  that  'from  the 
point  of  view  of  tbe  Manitoba  government 
some  action  on  these  lines  would  be  politi- 
cally expedient.'  Now,  there  Is  only  onepos-  | 
sible  meaning  to  that,  and  it  is  this  ;  His  Ex-  I 
cellency  must  have  thoroughly  believed  that  ' 
be  bad  the  authority  to  suggest  to  these  { 
gentlemen  that  if  they  acceded  to  his  de-  i 
mand.  to  hie  request  with  regard  to  tbe  j 
school  laws  of  Manitoba,  there  would  be  ; 
such  an  extension  of  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba  as  the  government  of  that 
province  desired.  I  am  reluctant  to 
believe  that  His  Excellency  would  have 
made  any  such  suggestion  unless  he 
believed  he  bad  authority  of  some  kind. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  received  aut- 
hority from  or  had  any  discussion  with  the 
right  bon.  gentleman  or  with  any  other 
minister  of  the  Crown.  I  do  not  know 
whether  we  shall  receive  any  information 
or.  that  subject.  I  do  not  know"  whether 
my  right  hon.  friend  will  think  It  advis- 
able to  give  us  any  information.    I  do 


remember,  however,  that  after  the  right 
(■on.  gentleman  had  declared,  in  answer  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr. 
Monk)  and  In  answer  to  myself,  only  last 
session,  that  every  document  in  connection 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany had  been  brougbt  down,  the  Minister 
of  Finance  weeks  afterwards  read  a  docu- 
ment which  had  not  been  brougbt  down,  and 
used  it  for  the  purpose  of  debate ;  and 
the  government  justified  their  action  in 
that  regard  by  declaring  In  effect  that  if  a 
document  of  a  confidential  character  came 
into  their  possession,  they  were  perfectly 
justified  in  denying  In  this  House  that  any 
such  document  existed.  I  do  not  know  what 
denials  or  what  statements  we  sball  receive 
in  this  regard ;  but  it  is  Interesting  to 
observe  another  thing  in  this  statement  of 
His  Excellency,  and  It  is  this  :  that  there 
is  no  direct  statement  in  it,  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  observe,  that  he  did  not 
have  the  authority  which  he  assumed  on  that 
occasion.  He  has  said,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  has  said,  that  that  Interview  was 
not  arranged  on  behalf  of  the  government 
or  at  tbe  Instance  of  the  government ;  but 
1  do  not  observe  any  statement  of  His 
Excellency  that  he  did  not  consider  him- 
self to  have  authority  to  make  the  sug- 
gestion which  be  did  make  to  tbe  Hon.  Mr. 
Campbell  on  that  occasion.  If  there  was  a 
supposed  authority,  or  if  beyond  that  there 
was  real  authority  given  on  behalf  of  this 
government,  or  given  by  any  member  of  this 
government,  bow  does  the  action  of  the 
members  of  this  administration  contrast 
with  their  attitude  In  1896?  Then  their 
cry,  at  least  In  most  of  the  provinces  of 
Canada,  was :  No  coercion ;  hands  off 
Manitoba.  That  was  their  answer  to  a  re- 
medial order  and  remedial  legislation  pro- 
posed by  a  Conservative  administration  with- 
in the  strict  terms  of  the  constitution. 
But  what  has  been  suggested  might 
rightly  be  regarded,  I  think,  as  a  remedial 
order  of  another  type — as  a  remedial  order 
of  an  unconstitutional  and  unwarranted 
character ;  and  I  for  one  am  surprised  that 
upon  the  statement  of  His  Excellency,  which 
I  have  no  doubt  Is  atsolutely  accurate  in 
every  respect,  there  should  have  been  this 
suggestion  to  the  members  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

I  am  not  concerned  wth  the  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  His  Excellency  should 
be  recalled  ;  as  I  said  yesterday,  he  is  not 
responsible  to  us  In  any  sense,  he  is  res- 
ponsible only  to  his  superiors.  But  the  gov- 
ernment of  this  country  are  responsible  to 
us,  and  if  there  has  been  any  suggestion  of 
this  kind  by  or  on  behalf  of  tbe  govern- 
ment of  this  country,  or  by  or  on  behalf 
of  any  member  of  it,  then  I  say  the  coun- 
try will  demand,  and  I  think  the  people  will 
demand,  the  dismissal  or  retirement  of  any 
member  of  this  government  who  ventured  to 
confer  upon  His  Excellency  any  authority 
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of  that  kind.  His  Excellency  is  not  respon- 
sible to  us,  but  the  members  of  the  admin- 
istration are.  This  was  not  an  ecclesiastical 
matter,  it  concerned  no  ecclesiastical  mat- 
ters in  no  way  whatever,  it  was  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes  a  purely  political  matter, 
the  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  the  prov- 
ince of  Manitoba.  I  venture  to  think  that 
In  addition  to  the  explanations  which 
were  given  to  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday 
in  this  regard,  there  should  be  some  further 
explanations  made  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  to-day,  in  view  of  the  very  'frank 
statement  which  has  been  made  by  His  Ex- 
cellency, and  which  I  have  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  House.  I  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Kt.  Hon.  Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER  (Prime 
Minister).  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  exchange  of 
courtesies  which  usually  prevail  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  House,  it  has  been  cus- 
tomary up  to  this  time  for  my  hon.  friend, 
when  he  intended  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  in  order  to  bring  up  some  Im- 
portant question,  to  give  me  some  intima- 
tion of  his  intention  ;  but  my  hon.  friend, 
for  some  reason  of  his  own  which  I  do  not 
know,  has  thought  it  advisable  on  this  oc- 
casion to  depart  from  the  practice  hitherto 
followed  by  himself  and  by  his  predeces- 
sors. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Allow  me  to  say  to 
my  hon.  friend  that  I  received  no  intimation 
whatever  of  the  extended  remarks  which  be 
offered  to  the  House  yesterday. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  I  thought  it 
advisable  yesterday  to  give  no  notice  what- 
ever to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  intended  to 
make  a  statement  which  concerned  myself 
personally,  and  to  dispute  a  statement  which 
had  appeared  in  the  newspapers  on  a  pre- 
vious day.  Nor  did  I  believe,  nor  do  I  be- 
lieve yet,  when  a  member  of  this  House 
finds  himself  attacked  in  a  newspaper  in  a 
manner  which  he  thinks  is  unwarranted, 
that  he  requires  to  give  any  notice  of  his 
intention  to  rise  in  his  place  and  make  an 
explanation,  particularly  when  the  matter 
is  in  no  way  controversial.  It  is  also  the 
general  rule  that  when  a  member  of  the 
House  gives  his  word  in  contradiction  to 
alleged  facts  stated  In  a  newspaper,  his 
word  is  accepted,  nor  do  I  understand  my 
hon.  friend  to  dispute  that  rule.  But  to- 
day my  hon.  friend  has  thought  it  advis- 
able, for  reasons  of  his  own,  to  bring  up  a 
matter  which  is  essentially  controversial, 
because  it  implies  a  censure  by  the  House, 
and,  therefore,  I  would  have  expected  that 
the  usual  courtesy  would  have  been  extend- 
ed to  me.  Had  I  been  informed  of  bis  in- 
tention, perhaps  I  would  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion to  give  him  an  answer,  which  I  think  I 
can  give  him  nevertheless  on  this  occasion. 
I  must  say  that  in  the  multiplicity  of  busi- 
ness which  I  have  to  attend  to  I  had  read 
only  cursorily  the  statement  which  appear- 
ed In  the  newspapers,  given  by  His  Excel- 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


lency,  Monseigneur  Sbarretti,  the  Apostolic 
delegate,  and  which  my  hon.  friend  read  a 
moment  ago.    But  all  this  is  not  very  much 
to  the  point.    We  have  to-day,  according  to 
the  hon.  gentleman,  a  new  phase  of  this 
question,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  we  have 
a  new  phase,'  because  It  is  a  confirmation 
and  a  corroboration  of  the  statement  I  made 
yesterday  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  My 
hon.  friend  referred  to  my  statement  yes- 
terday that  up  to  the  month  of  January 
last  we  had  no  information,  no  official  In- 
formation, of  the  intention  of  Manitoba  to 
make  an  application  for  an  extension  of  her 
boundaries.    Why  did  I  do  that  ?  My  hon. 
friend,  for  a  reason,  explained  the  alleged 
interview  which  was  said  to  have  taken 
place  between  Mr.  Rogers,  Mr.  Campbell 
and  the  Apostolic  delegate.    In  that  Inter- 
view Monseigneur  Sbarretti  was  reported 
to  have  said  that  It  would  facilitate  matters 
if  these  gentlemen  wonld  consent  to  the  res- 
toration of  separate  schools  in  Manitoba, 
and  that  if  that  had  been  done  before  it 
would  have  facilitated  the  extension  of  their 
boundaries  towards  the  west.    Well,  Sir,  I 
stated  that  I  could  hardly  believe  that  His 
Excellency  could  have  used  such  language, 
because  then  and  there  Mr.  Rogers  would 
have  answered,  and  could  have  answered  to 
the  Apostolic  delegate  that  there  never  had 
been  by  the  government  of  Manitoba  any 
demand  upon  this  government  to  extend 
their  boundaries  prior  to  the  month  of  Jan- 
nary  last,  and  therefore  Monseigneur  Sbar- 
retti could  not,  in  my  judgment,  have  used 
such  language  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Rogers. 
Now  to-day  we  have  the  confirmation  of  my 
opinion   that  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  had 
never  spoken  in  that  way  to  Mr.  Rogers,  for 
the  very  good  and  obvious  reason  that  Mons- 
eigneur Sbarretti  never  saw   Mr.  Rogers. 
There  are  nfany  things  in  that  Interview- 
published  by  Mr.  Rogers  which  turn  out 
to  be  not  altogether  according  to  the  facts. 
You  have  the  impression  from  the  interview 
which  was  published    yesterday,  that  the 
Apostolic  delegate  bad  sent  an  invitation  to 
the  delegates  of  the  Manitoba  government 
who  were  in  Ottawa,  to  discuss  with  him 
this  question  of  the  extension  of  the  boun- 
daries of  the  province  of  Manitoba.   Is  that 
according  to  the  facts  as  we  know  them 
to-day?    No,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  invita- 
tion of  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  was  not  at 
all  extended  to  the  delegates  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Manitoba,  he  says  he  never  knew 
Mr.  Rogers ;  but  the  invitation  was  ex- 
tended, not  to  the  delegates,   but  to  Mr. 
Campbell  whom  he  knew  before,  and  whom 
he  treated  as  a  friend.    It  Is  a  very  differ- 
ent thing  to  have  an  official  interview  and 
conversation  with  the  delegates  of  a  gov- 
ernment, and  a  private  interview  and  con- 
versation between  His  Excellency  and  a 
gentleman  who  happened  to  be  In  Ottawa 
at  the  time,  and  who  was  a  member  of  the 
government  of  Manitoba. 
Now,  Sir,  there  are  many  things  alleged 
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in  this  interview  which  I  might  comment 
upon.  It  Is  quite  evident  from  the  explan- 
ation of  His  Excellency,  and  Is  indeed  ob- 
vious to  all,  that  this  interview  was  not  a 
public  discussion,  It  was  merely  a  friendly 
conversation  between  two  gentlemen  who 
had  met  together  to  discuss  a  question 
which  they  had  previously  discussed.  Now, 
my  hon.  friend  has  hinted,  or  has  attempted 
to  create  the  impression,  that  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  was  actuated  by  sinister 
motives  with  regard  to  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  uud  that  we  refused  to  extend 
her  boundaries  because  we  wished  to  punish 
the  province  of  Manitoba  for  having  abolish- 
ed separate  schools.  To  establish  his  point 
he  quotes  a  statement  in  a  Quebec  news- 
paper, the  '  Soleil,'  which  is  a  newspaper 
friendly  to  myself  and  which  claims  to  be 
my  organ. 

Sir,  it  is  very  strange  that  whenever  a 
newspaper  friendly  to  the  government  says 
something  which  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
is  favourable  to  themselves,  he  at  once 
holds  the  government  responsible  for  the 
statement.  Well,  does  he  hold  me  respon- 
sible, for  instance,  for  the  attitude  of  the 
'  Globe '  upon  this  occasion,  or  of  the  other 
newspapers  who  do  not  support  the  gov- 
ernment ?  And  if  I  am  not  to  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
•  Globe,'  why  in  the  name  of  common  sense 
should  I  be  held  responsible  for  the  opinion 
of  the  '  Soleil  ? '  There  would  be  Just  as 
much  reason  in  one  as  in  the  other.  '  Le 
Soleil '  is  a  paper  friendly  to  myself.  But, 
because  '  Le  Soleil '  is  friendly  to  myself 
and  wants  to  serve  me,  surely  it  does  not 
follow  that  under  any  circumstances,  I  am 
bound  to  be  responsible  for  everything  ap- 
pearing in  '  Le  Soleil,'  or  in  any  newspaper. 
It  would  be  absurd  to  say  that  because  men 
agree  upon  political  matters,  they  will  there- 
fore see  eye  to  eye  in  everything.  There 
are  other  matters  than  politics  on  which  men 
can  differ  In  opinion.  And  it  is,  to  my 
thinking,  a  position  unworthy  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  say  that  the 
government  should  be  supposed  to  have  been 
actuated  by  belief  in  a  certain  line  of  policy 
because  that  policy  was  supported  by  a 
certain  newspaper.  The  day  has  not  yet  come 
when  the  Canadian  government  must  look 
for  its  policy  or  the  ground  for  its  opinions 
to  newspapers,  however  respectable  those 
newspapers  may  be.  We  decide  these  mat- 
ters upon  our  own  dines  and  according  to 
our  best  Judgment.  But  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  endeavoured  to  convey  the  idea- 
he  did  not  say  it  in  so  many  words — that 
there  had  been  a  sort  of  understanding.  He 
did  not  use  the  word  '  conspiracy,'  but  he 
intended  to  convey  the  idea,  if  he  meant 
anything  at  all,  that  there  had  been  a  con- 
spiracy between  the  government  of  Can- 
ada,—and  in  particular  myself  and  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)— and  Mon- 
seigneur  Sbarretti  to  do  certain  things,— 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  extension  of  the 


boundaries  of  Manitoba  should  depend  on 
the  restoration  of  separate  schools  in  that 
province.  Why,  we  have  only  to  take  the 
facts  in  chronological  order  as  they  are 
known  to  have  occurred  to  show  how  un- 
founded, how  absolutely  unfounded,  how 
devoid  even  of  the  shadow  of  foundation, 
such  an  assertion  as  that  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  is.  What  are  the  facts  ?  As 
stated  yesterday,  we  received  in  the  month 
of  January,  towards  the  end  of  it,  the  re- 
quest of  the  Manitoba  government  for  a 
conference.  We  agreed  to  that  conference, 
and  it  took  place  on  the  17th  of  February. 
There  were  present  a  subcommittee  of  coun- 
cil and  the  question  was  discussed.  We 
told  the  delegates  that  they  should  have  an 
answer  at  an  early  day.  That  answer  they 
had  on  the  floor  of  this  House  four  days 
later,  on  the  21st  of  February,  when  I  Intro- 
duced the  Autonomy  Bills,  and  in  the  course 
of  my  explanation  stated  our  position  with 
regard  to  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  was 
clearly  defined.  It  was  two  days  after- 
wards, on  the  23rd  of  February,  that  the 
conference  took  place  between  His  Excel- 
lency Monseigneur  Sbarretti  and  Mr.  Camp- 
bell. When  that  conference  took  place,  the 
decision  of  this  government  was  already 
known.  We  had  stated  what  we  would  do. 
We  had  stated  that  we  would  reserve  the 
northern  portion  of  Saskatchewan  to  be  an- 
nexed to  Manitoba  or  not  as  circumstances 
might  suggest,  and  the  extension  of  the 
boundaries  should  take  place  to  Hudson 
bay  If  there  was  an  opportunity  to  do  so, 
after  conference.  The  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernment was  thus  determined,  and  could 
not  be  affected  by  anything  that  might 
take  place  in  the  conference  between  His 
Excellency  the  apostolic  delegate  and  Mr. 
Campbell.  But,  Sir,  there  is  more.  My 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  It.  L.  Borden)  wants  to 
know  whether  or  not  there  was  any  ques- 
tion between  the  government  of  Canada  and 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  as  to  the  extension 
of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba.  As  I  said  a 
moment  ago,  I  have  not  seen  the  state- 
ment of  His  Excellency,— I  have  not  read  it 
critically — but  the  answer  to  my  hon. 
friend's  question  he  already  has  before  him— 
he  has  only  to  read  that  statement.  He 
has  read  it,  and  in  it  he  finds  that  Monsei- 
gneur Sbarretti  says  explicitly  that  the  gov- 
ernment had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  his 
own  action.  That  ought  to  suit  the  purpose 
of  my  hon.  friend  and  ought  to  convince 
him  that  he  cannot  make  any  political  cap- 
ital on  that  line.  I  have  only  to  refer  to 
the  words  of  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  when 
he  says  himself — and  his  words  are  in  the 
memory  of  every  member  of  this  House- 
that  he  stated  to  Mr.  Campbell  that  if  they 
would  restore  the  separate  schools  In  Man- 
itoba, it  would  be  politically  expedient.  Why? 
In  what  manner  ?  In  respect  of-  any  action 
to  be  taken  by  this  government  ?  No  ;  but 
because  the  people  in  the  Territories  would 
then  have  no  objections  to  going  into  Man- 
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itoba.  There  you  have  the  whole  meaning 
of  this  matter  of  political  expediency. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  What  do  these 
hon.  gentlemen  mean  ?  Would  they  sug- 
gest that  there  is  something  behind  ?  They 
seek  to  prove  their  case  by  the  words  of 
the  Apostolic  delegate,  and  I  give  them  his 
words  making  clear  his  own  meaning.  It 
would  be,  politically  expedient.  Why  ?  On 
account  of  any  action  to  be  taken  here  ? 
No,  but  because  the  people  in  the  North- 
west Territories  who  were  affected  would 
have  no  objection  to  be  taken  into  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  That  is  all  there  is  in 
the  matter.  Vet,  in  the  face  of  a  statement 
so  obvious  as  this,  you  have  the  leader  of  a 
great  party  doing  his  best  to  show  that 
there  was  something  hidden  on  the  part  of 
the  government  of  Canada  in  this  matter. 
A  few  moments  ago  my  hon.  friend  said 
that  we  would  fight  this  question  out  else- 
where. I  accept  that  challenge  without  any 
qualification.  We  will  fight  out  this  ques- 
tion in  this  House.  We  will  fight  it  out  else- 
where. We  will  fight  It  out  on  the  charge 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  House.  I  have  no 
fear  about  the  result.  This  is  not  the  first 
lime  in  the  thirty  years  of  my  experience 
that  I  have  seen  the  Tory  party  playing 
this  part  of  endeavouring  to  arouse  the  pre- 
judices of  the  people.  We  shall  meet  again 
and  shall  discuss  this  question  elsewhere. 
In  the  meantime,  I  accept  the  challenge  of 
my  hon.  friend  that  we  are  responsible  to 
the  people  ;  and  that  responsibility  we  shall  | 
not  decline,  but  shall  meet  it  in  due  time. 

Hon.  GEORGE  E.  FOSTER  (North  Tor- 
onto). Mr.  Speaker,  the  unwonted  heat  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
developed  in  his  speech  was  unnecessary  to 
remind  us  of  the  weakness  of  his  argument 
in  the  opening,  and,  in  fact,  during  the 
greater  part,  of  his  remarks.  Though  so 
valiant,  though  he  has  fought  for  thirty 
years  and  Is  willing  to  fight  for  ever  so 
many  years  more,  he  found  himself  obliged 
to  plead  the  baby  act  in  the  very  first  sen- 
tence of  his  speech.  His  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden), 
he  said,  had  not  given  him  notice  that  he 
was  going  to  bring  this  new  and  unheard-of 
and  unexpected  question  before  the  House. 
And  this  great,  strong  man  of  battle  for 
thirty  years  endeavoured  to  make  a  little 
cheap  capital  against  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  by  Imputing  to  him 
a  want  of  courtesy.  But,  as  he  thinks  it 
over  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will  remember 
that  yesterday  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  gave  notice  that  he  would 
again  discuss  this  matter.  And  the  reason 
he  did  not  so  fully  discuss  it  yesterday  was 
that  there  had  been  no  word  uttered  by 
Monseigneur  Sbarrettl,  and,  for  very  good 
reasons  and  very  prudent  reasons,  I  think, 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  refused 
Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER. 


to  fulfil  the  whole  purpose  of  the  discussion 
until  Monseigneur  Sbarrettl  had  either  been 
heard  from  or  had  refused  to  say  anything 
nbout  this  matter.  So  that  I  do  not  think 
there  was  very  much  in  that  matter  of  lack 
of  courtesy.  My  right  hon.  friend  may  re- 
fine on  the  technical  point  but  he  certainly 
came  here  yesterday  fully  prepared  to  make 
as  much  as  he  possibly  could  out  of  this 
question  politically.  My  right  hon.  friend 
is,  I  have  no  doubt,  doing  some  thinking 
these  days. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  whether  he  and  his 
colleagues  and  his  followers  are  doing  much 
thinking  or  not  we  may  be  certain  that  the 
people  of  this  country  are  doing  some  think- 
ing these  days  and  I  must  say  there  is  good 
material  and  plenty  of  it.  But,  Sir,  let  us 
ask  now  what  my  right  hon.  friend  took 
such  pains  to  deny  yesterday.  He  took 
great  pains  to  deny  absolutely  and  categori- 
cally a  great  many  things  which  are  alto- 
gether of  secondary  importance.  For  in- 
stance he  made  a  point  against  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Rogers  because  be  said  that  they  had 
not  been  invited  on  the  initiative  of  the  Do- 
minion government  to  have  a  conference 
in  Ottawa  with  reference  to  the  extension 
or  the  boundaries.  Neither  did  Mr.  Rogers' 
statement  declare  that  the  invitation  was  on 
the  initiative  of  the  Dominion  government. 
It  might  have  been  implied  from  that  letter 
that  it  was  or  it  might  not,  but  in  all  con- 
science what  difference  did  it  make  whether 
the  invitation  went  from  my  right  hon. 
friend  in  reply  to  a  request  or  whether  it 
was  on  his  own  initiative.  As  far  as  the 
facts  of  the  case  go  what  difference  did  it 
make  ?  But  there  was  a  very  authoritative, 
a  very  absolute  and  a  very  much  cheered 
denial  on  the  part  of  my  right,  hon.  friend  of 
that  first  statement  made  by  Mr.  Rogers. 
He  thought  he  had  triumphantly  floored  his 
opponent  when  he  contended  that  the 
interview  had  not  taken  place  on  his  initia- 
tive. He  made  another  strong  point  in  con- 
nection with  the  interivew  in  that  the  Mani- 
toba government  had  from  1896  up  to  Janu- 
ary of  this  year  made  no  step  by  way  of 
initiative  towards  getting  an  extension  of 
their  boundaries.  The  Manitoba  government 
I  suppose  is  a  fairly  sensible  government. 
They  knew  that  their  legislature  bad  backed 
up  the  demand  for  an  extension  of  territory. 
It  had  done  it  once,  it  had  done  it  a  second 
time  and  possibly  a  third  time,  but 
a  claim  for  extension  of  territory  waits 
generally  for  the  favourable  period  and 
during  all  this  time  there  was  the 
prospect  of  the  erection  of  new  pro- 
vinces in  the  Northwest,  a  prospect 
coming  closer  to  fulfilment  and  It  was  felt 
that  the  time  when  the  Territories  were  to 
be  erected  into  provinces  would  be  an  oppor- 
tune moment  for  the  Manitoba  government 
to  press  for  an  extension  of  their  boundaries, 
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so  that  the  argument  based  upon  that  point 
was  scarcely  worth  the  time  it  took  to  state 
it.  It  was  within  the  right  of  the  Manitoba 
.government  to  choose  their  own  time  and 
the  time  chosen  was  that  of  the  approaching 
creation  of  provinces  in  the  west.  Then 
they  pressed  their  claim  and  I  say  that  was 
an  opportune  time.  The  right  hou.  gentle- 
man tried  to  make  something  out  of  the 
fact  that  he  stated  his  policy  with  reference 
to  the  extension  of  Manitoba's  boundaries 
on  February  21st,  and  that  therefore  there 
was  no  reason  at  all  for  any  person  no 
matter  what  his  position  to  attempt  to  gain 
influence  for  any  purpose  over  the  Manitoba 
government  by  holding  out  to  them  the  idea 
that  their  territories  might  be  enlarged.  I 
take  issue  with  my  right  hon.  friend  in  that 
respect.  He  did  not  state  in  detail  the  policy 
of  the  Dominion  government  with  reference 
to  the  extension  of  those  Territories,  lie 


tives  of  the  Manitoba  government  to  talk 
over  certain  matters  of  policy  1  Would  he  do' 
that  ?  In  what  way  could  any  conference 
take  place  between  these  gentlemen  that 
would  not  ncessarlly  be  a  private  confer- 
ence ?  But  it  was  not  private  in  this  sense 
that  both  of  the  contracting  parties  have 
thought  that  it  was  their  right  and  their  duty 
to  take  the  public  into  their  confidence  and 
to  tell  them  what  transpired  at  that  confer- 
ence. So  there  does  not  appear  to  be  much 
in  that  argument. 

There  were  certain  things  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  however  did  not  deny  and  they 
are  quite  as  remarkable  as  the  things  that 
he  did  deny.  He  has  been  told  times  with- 
out number  to  his  face  in  this  House  and 
he  has  not  once  risen  to  deny  it,  it  has  been 
\ery  courteously  brought  to  his  attention 
to-day  and  he  has  thoroughly  ignored  it,  that 
before  he  brought   down    his  educational 


simply  stated  that  they  did  not  propose  to  I  clause  on  February  21,  1905,  there  had  been 


extend  those  Territories  until  after  con-  i 
ference  with  other  provinces,  and  that  steps  | 
would  be  taken  at  once  or  as  soon  as  con- 1 
venient  to  call  the  representatives  of  the  , 
different  provinces  that  might  be  interested  | 
to  come  together  and  to  talk  this  matter  j 
over.   It  would  have  been  possible  to  extend 
the  Manitoba  boundaries  to  the  northwest, 
to  the  north  or  to  the  northeast  at  any  time;  \ 
these  districts  were  all  perfectly  open  and  | 
tbey  lay  there  with  all  their  possibilities.  1 
Let  us  come  to  one  other  point,  to  the  very 
small  point  that    was   taken   to-day  that  | 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti    did    not    see  Mr. 
Rogers,  he  did  not  know  Mr.  Rogers,  he  had 
no  conversation  with  Mr.  Rogers,  and  that 
therefore  the  whole  argument  was  against 
Mr.  Rogers.     My  right  hon.  friend  must 
have   taken   leave   of   his   senses.  Was 
the  Hon.  Colin  Campbell  down  here  on  a 
private  pleasure  trip  ?   Was  he  down  here 
as  a  private  citizen  ?    He  was  down  here 
with  his  colleague  Mr.  Rogers  as  a  delega- 
tion of  the  Manitoba  government  backed 
by  the  resolutions  of  their  legislature  as 
official  as  any  commission  could  be  made. 
They  were  here  on  an  official  visit  and  for 
an  official  occasion  and  it  does  not  matter 
a  single  bit  as  to  whether  this  conference 
was  had  with  Mr.  Rogers  or  Mr.  Campbell. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Or  with  the  two  of  them 
together. 

Some  hou.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh  ;  order. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  with  an  accredited 
representative  of  the  Manitoba  government. 
But  oh,  says  my  right  hon.  friend — and  this 
is  his  final  argument — this  was  a  private 
conference.  It  was  not  a  public  conference. 
In  what  way  would  a  conference  take  place  V 
Would  it  be  supposed  that  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti  would  put  an  advertisement  in  the 
newspapers,  would  send  a  bellman  about  the 


numerous  conferences  between  himself  and 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  with  reference  to  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill.  Will  the  premier 
deny  it  now  ?  He  does  not.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  you,  I  ask  this  House,  I  ask  the  people 
of  this  country  If  it  has  come  to  this  that  in 
Canada  the  representative  of  any  church  I 
do  not  care  what  it  is  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Through  its  accredited  high- 
est head— must  be  visited  by  the  premier  of 
this  country  before  he  dares  to  bring  down 
the  policy  to  be  adopted  for  the  Northwest 
provinces  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear.  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  .denied  it  yet.  Then  I  wish  to  ask 
one  other  question  to  aid  this  thoughtfulness 
that  I  am  sure  is  pervading  the  country  at 
the  present  moment.  Is  it  proper  for  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  as  leader  of  a  govern- 
ment to  have  frequent  conferences  with  the 
Papal  ablegate  in  Ottawa  with  reference  to 
a  dominant  part  of  his  policy  in  creating 
new  provinces  and  to  give  the  go-by  to  the 
representatives  of  the  people  of  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man did  not  consult  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  who  represented  the  North- 
west Territories,  who  was  their  sole 
representative  in  the  cabinet  in  reference  to 
the  educational  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
sits  in  abject  silence  and  allows  me  to  state 
here  in  the  House  endorsed  by  that  silence 
that  he  did  care  to  consult  the  Papal  delegate 
here  in  Ottawa.  The  right  hon.  leader  of  the 
government  did  not  consult  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Finance  (Mr.  Fielding).  Will  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  tell  me  now  whether 
he  consulted  on  that  educational  clause  more 
frequently  the  one  than  the  other,  his  Post- 
master General  or  the  Papal  ablegate  1 


streets  to  tell  everybody  that  at  a  certain  I  Why  all  this  trouble  and  talk  in  the  country 
hour  he  was  going  to  meet  the  represent-   because  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  goes  to  the 
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representative  of  the  Manitoba  government 
and  tries  to  get  somethng  for  his  people 
there  ?  Why  all  this  heated  denial,  this  hedg- 
ing, this  twisting,  this  turning,  In  respect 
of  a  province  which  Is  able  to  defend 
Itself,  which  has  the  absolute  legislative 
power  confirmed  by  the  highest  Judicial 
authority   In    the   British    empire,  which 
is   able   to   stand   up   like   a   man  and 
defend  itself,   if  it  wants  to  or  which 
is  able  like  a  free  man  to  give  what  it 
pleases  If  it  gives  It  out  of  Its  own  generosity 
and  good  will  ?   Why  all  this  fuss  about 
such  a  thing  as  that,  whilst,  when  it  comes  to 
a  question  of  Infants  In  arms,  the  wards 
of  my  right  hon.  friend,  when  their  man- 
hood and  their  rights  for  ever  are  to  be  given 
to  them  or  abridged  from  them,  my  rlgbt  bon. 
friend  Ignores  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
ignores  other  members  of  his  cabinet,  but 
consults  the  Papal  ablegate.   Now,  Sir,  de- 
spite the  fiery  and  incendiary  speech  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Labelle  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
which  may  be  repeated  here  to-day— I  do 
not  know— my  position  is  simply  this  that 
if  there  was  a  high  representative  of  the 
Methodist  church,  of  the  Anglican  church, 
of  the  Presbyterian  church  or  of  any  other 
church  in  this  country  who  was  here  in 
such  a  position  as  the  Papal  ablegate,  and  if 
he  were  consulted  in  the  same  way  I  should 
make  exactly  the  same  objection.  This 
country  is  not  going  to  have  any  semblance 
of  alliance  between  church  and  state.  The 
people  of  this  country  come  from  a  stock 
who  absolutely  denied  that  doctrine  years 
ago,  who  fought  for  its  overthrow  and  en- 
throned the  opposite  one  in  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  their  country,  and  the  people 
of    Canada    are   born   and   bred   to  the 
same   idea   and   they   will  stand   by  It. 
The    right    hon.    leader    of    me  govern- 
ment may  be  as  valiant  as  he  pleases 
but  I  tell   him  that  he  has  raised  by 
his  tortuous  course  a  question  in  this  coun- 
try which   far  transcends  the  Manitoba 
controversy.      Why  is  Monselgneur  Sbar- 
retti   here  ?  My    hon.    friend    (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)    gave  what    he    considered  he 
could  fairly  gather  from  what  he  knew  of 
the  circumstances  that  led  to  the  coming 
here  of  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  :   What  were 
they  ?   Dare  I  analyze  them  for  a  moment? 
I  think  we  may  take  the  risk  even  though 
the  hon.  member  for  Labelle  may  frown 
against  it.  I  ask  this  first  question  in  order 
to  clear  matters  :    Were  there  any  spiritual 
difficulties  between  the  bishops  and  clergy 
and  the  church  Catholic  of  this  country 
which  made  it  necessary  primarily  that  the 
Papal  ablegate  should  be  sent  to  this  coun- 
try ?   There  were  no  such.    It  has  so  been 
stated.    It  has  not  been  denied.    That  gen- 
tleman would  never  have  been  asked  for  as 
he  was  asked  for  in  his  own  handwriting  by 
the  right  lion,  gentleman  who  leads  this 
government  if  it  had  not  been  that  there 
was  trouble  in  the  Reform  camp,  that  there 
was  very  deep  seated  trouble  and  the  right 

Mr.  FOSTER. 


hon.  gentleman  conceived  that  It  would  be 
a  good  stroke  of  party  policy  to  bring  a  very 
celebrated,  distinguished  and  high  dignitary 
of  the  church— to  minister  to  his  spiritual 
consolation  ?  To  minister  to  the  spiritual 
needs  of  my  devout  friend  the  Minister  of 
Justice  ?  To  minister  even  to  the  clear 
white  conscience  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Labelle  ?  Oh,  no,  it  was  not  spiritual  con- 
solation they  wanted.  It  was  party  political 
consolation.  That  and  that  alone  was  the 
prime  motive  of  the  movement  for  bringing 
the  Papal  ablegate-  to  this  couotry.  Who 
brought  him  ?   Here  is  a  letter. 

Ottawa,  30th  October,  18&T. 
Eminence.— I  made  known  to  you  in  the  month 
ot  August  last,  when  Your  Eminence  did  me  the 
honour  to  grant  me  an  audience,  the  happy  re- 
sult which  the  mission  of  Monseigneur  Merry 
Del  Val  had  accomplished  among  the  Catholic's 
of  Canada,  and  the  profound  impression  which 
his  high  Christian  virtues  and  his  talents  as  a 
statesman—I  say  statesman,  and  the  expression 
Is  not  too  strong  

Not  spiritual  comforts,  but  statesmanship 

you  see  : 

 had  created  in  all  classes  of  our  population. 

Having  now  returned  to  my  country  for  seve- 
ral months,  I  wish  to  make  known  to  Your 
Eminence  that  if  these  happy  results  are  to  re- 
main permanent  and  efficacious,  it  Is  desirable 
if  not  necessary,  that  the  mission  of  Monseig- 
neur Merry  Del  Val  should  be  renewed,  or 
rather  continued,  and  that  he  should  be  present 
in  the  midst  of  us  for  a  more  or  less  prolonged 
time  as  the  accredited  representative  of  the 
Holy  See. 

I  have  established,  since  my  return,  that 
there  is  among  a  certain  class  of  Catholics  an 
underhand  agitation  against  the  work  accomp- 
lished by  Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val,  a  work 
of  pacification,  concord  and  union. 

The  same  reason  of  state  which  inspired  His 
Holiness  in  the  affairs  of  France,  and  which 
caused  him  to  prescribe  to  the  Catholics  of 
this  country  the  duty  of  abandoning  the  old 
strifes  of  the  past  

In  matters  of  religion  ?  In  matters  of 
church  polity  ?    Nothing  of  the  kind. 

 and  to  accept  the  state  of  things  agreed 

upon,  has  quite  as  much  force  in  Canada  as  in 
France. 

What  state  of  things  ?  A  spiritual  con- 
cordat between  the  bishops  or  settlement  of 
dissensions  amongst  the  lesser  clergy  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  Everybody  knows 
what  it  refers  to.  It  does  not  require  any 
interpretation  at  all. 

Such  is  the  opinion  of  a  great  number  of  the 
Catholics  amongst  us.  I  admit  that  It  is  not 
the  unanimous  opinion  ;  this  very  divergence 
of  opinion  only  renders  more  necessary  among 
us  the  presence  of  a  man  at  once  firm  and  con- 
ciliatory like  Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val,  and 
of  one  who  above  all  would  understand  all  the 
danger  there  is  of  exasperating  the  men  who 
are  sincere,  convinced,  and  who  wish  to  be 
faithful  to  their  duty  as  Catholics,  while  re- 
maining faithful  to  what  they  believe  to  be 
their  duties  as  citizens. 

May  I  be  permitted  to  ask  Your  Eminence 
to  be  good  enouxh  to  lay  these  conditions  be- 
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fore  His  Holiness,  while  assuring  him  at  the 
same  time  of  my  profound  respect  and  of  my 
filial  attachment. 

Accept,  Eminence,  the  expression  of  the  high 
consideration  with  which  I  remain. 

Now,  Sir,  that  letter  Is  signed  by  Wilfrid 
Laurier ;  H  was  written,  I  imagine,  to  His 
Eminence  Cardinal  Rampollo.  So  much  with 
reference  to  that. 

Let  us  carry  this  out  a  little  further. 
Not  only  was  this  letter  written  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  who  then  led  and  who 
now  leads  the  government,  but  a  certain 
counsel  was  arranged  for  who  was  accredit- 
ed and  instructed  by  this  government  to 
visit  Rome  and  to  bring  about  what  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  had  made  a  beginning 
of  in  the  letter  which  I  have  just  read.  The 
agent  whom  they  used  as  an  intermediary 
was  appointed  by  this  government  after 
they  had  dismissed— for  purposes  of  state 
I  wonder,  or  what  ? — one  of  the  best  and 
most  eminent  of  the  legal  counsel  that  this 
government  has' ever  had  in  the  city  of  Lon- 
don. On  the  2©th  of  November,  at  Rome, 
in  the  year  1897,  Mr.  Russell  writes  the  fol- 
lowing letter : 

Eminence, — I  have  Just  arrived  at  Rome  once 
again  at  the  urgent  request  of  the  Catholic 
members  of  the  government  and  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  in  whose  name  I  have  already 
presented  myself  to  you.  Although  I  have  come 
so  far  I  do  not  dare  to  present  myself  to  Tour 
Eminence,  because  I  would  not  in  the  least 
like  at  this  moment  to  seem  to  be  bringing 
pressure  to  bear  or  to  wish  to  Impede  the  com- 
plete liberty  of  His  Holiness.  Moreover,  I 
know  how  busy  Your  Eminence  is  and  I  remem- 
ber with  what  patience  Your  Eminence  has  so 
many  times  before  heard  our  representations 
on  the  subject  of  Manitoba,  which,  besides 
Your  Eminence  now  fully  understands. 

This  is  a  very  good  pointer  that  it  is  not 
spiritual  matters,  that  it  is  not  any  dis- 
agreement amongst  the  bishops  or  amongst 
the  clergy,  but  that  it  is  for  party  reasons, 
and  for  party  reasons  alone,  that  it  is  urged, 
reasons  arising  from  the  exigencies  of  the 
Reform  party. 

I  should  not  even  like  to  give  you  the  trouble 
to  read  this  letter  If  I  had  not  been  very  par- 
ticularly asked  to  go  to  Rome  by  those  whom 
I  represent,  and  who,  living  far  from  Rome,  do 
not  know  quite  what  to  do  in  order  to  plead 
teir  cause  and  fulfil  their  duty  to  the  Holy 
See. 

This  is  therefore  why  I  take  the  liberty  of 
writing  to  Your  Eminence  as  follows  : 

Some  days  ago  the  newspapers  caused  to  ap- 
pear an  Item  by  which  it  was  set  forth  that 
His  Holiness  had  published  a  letter  condemn- 
ing in  the  most  formal  terms  the  concessions 
obtained  for  the  Manitoba  schools. 

Obtained  by  whom  ?  By  whom  were 
these  concessions  obtained  ? 

A  few  days  afterwards  a  declaration  of  official 
appearance  made  it  known  that  no  such  letter 
existed. 

Although  not  resting  upon  any  foundation, 
the  publication  of  this  news  has  created  in 
126 


Canada  such  a  state  of  feeling  that  my  princi- 
pals thought  they  would  be  wanting  in  their 
duty  to  His  Holiness  if  they  did  not  bring  their 
respectful  representations  before  him. 

The  object  of  my  visit  is  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  Your  Eminence  to  the  subject  upon 
which  I  have  so  often  negotiated  

He  had  been  there  before  it  appears  and 
on  the  same  errand  ! 

 to  know  that  such  a  condemnation  would 

have  the  most  disastrous  effects  for  the  peace 
of  Canada  and  the  cause  of  Catholic  education 
in  this  country,  while  at  the  same  time  it 
would  sow  discord  among  the  Catholics  them- 
selves. 

Now,  this  is  the  gist  of  the  whole  matter. 

We  do  not  solicit  His  Holiness  to  sanction 
as  perfect  the  concessions  obtained,  but  that 
in  his  wisdom  he  will  be  pleased  to  regard 
them  as  a  beginning  of  Justice.  With  the  aid 
of  time  and  thanks  to  the  patient  work  of  per- 
suasion by  their  compatriots,  the  Catholics  of 
Manitoba  may  hope  to  obtain  satisfaction.  The 
condemnation  of  the  concession  made  would, 
at  the  present  hour,  render  (I  am  begged  to 
insist  upon  this  point)  

Begged  by  whom  ?  By  those  who  sent 
him  there ;  begged  by  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman and  those  who  sent  him  there. 

The  condemnation  of  the  concession  would,  at 
the  present  hour,  render  (I  am  begged  to  in- 
sist upon  this  point)  any  future  concessions 
impossible.  My  Instructions  enjoined  me  again 
to  renew  to  Your  Eminence  the  desire,  which 
I  had  already  the  honour  to  express  to  you,  that 
His  Holiness  will  be  pleased  to  name  a  per- 
manent delegate  in  Canada.  .The  representa- 
tive of  His  Holiness  would  reside  on  the  spot, 
but  would  be  outside  local  interests,  and  thus 
he  could  with  more  wisdom  guide  Catholics 
through  the  difficulties  which  they  have  to  sur- 
mount. 

There  is  another  point  which  I  dare  to  beg 
Your  Eminence  to  be  good  enough  to  consider. 

Almost  Immediately  when  the  Latin  text  of 
the  letter  of  the  Holy  Father  appears,  difficult 
and  even  contradictory  translations  will  appear 
and,  I  am  sure  of  it,  most  regrettable  discus- 
sions will  at  once  arise  as  to  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  words  of  His  Holiness:  In  order  to 
avoid  such  a  misfortune  may  I  be  permitted  to 
suggest  to  Your  Eminence  how  desirable  it 
would  be  that  the  Latin  text  should  be  ac- 
companied by  authorized  texts  in  French  and 
English.  This  procedure  has  been  followed,  If 
I  recollect  aright,  on  several  occasions  In  the 
case  of  France  and  of  England. 

I  shall  leave  Rome  on  Saturday,  till  that  day 
I  am  entirely  at  the  disposal  of  Your  Emi- 
nence. 

This  was  written  by  Mr.  Russell,  who,  as 
he  says,  acted  under  special  instructions  of 
the  Catholic  members  of  the  government 
including  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier. 

Mr.  FISHER.  May  I  ask  what  Is  the  hon. 
gentleman  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  quoting  from  a  re- 
turn brought  down  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Of  what  year  ? 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Or  was  it  a  question  put 
in  the  Senate  ?  Let  ine  see — you  will  find 
it  in  the  Senate  reports  of  1898,  page  678  ; 
part  of  it  Is  on  that  page  and  the  rest  of  it 
is  on  another  page. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Is  the  hon.  member  very 
sure  it  is  a  return  brought  down  to  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  took  it  from  a  question 
asked  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Is  It  from  a  speech 
made  by  Senator  Landry  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  rise  in  his  place  and  deny  that 
such  a  letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Russell  ? 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  put  a  fair  question  to 
the  hon.  gentleman.  He  said  it  was  a  re- 
turn which  had  been  brought  down  to  the 
Senate,  and  he  thus  implied  that  It  was 
brought  down  by  the  government.  I  ask 
him  is  it  a  return  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  I  found  it  was  not 
a  return,  and  I  stated  where  It  was  to  be 
found  and  what  it  was.  But  the  point  is 
not  whether  it  was  a  return,  or  an  answer 
to  a  question,  or  from  a  statement  made  by 
a  senator— the  point  is :  Was  that  letter 
written  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  as  I 
read  it  ?  If  it  was  not  written  by  him,  the 
right  hou.  gentleman  can  now  rise  and  deny 
it  Was  the  other  letter  which  I  have  read 
written  by  his  accredited  and  instructed  re- 
presentative, for  whose  expenses  the  Cana- 
dian public  treasury  paid  ?  Was  it  written 
by  him  or  was  it  not  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  will  deny  it,  then  that  settles  the 
controversy  ;  but  he  does  not  deny  it. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  letters  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Foster)  has  referred  to,  but  I  do  know  that 
Mr.  Russell's  expenses  were  not  paid  by 
the  Canadian  public. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  my  hon.  friend  says 
they  were  not  so  paid,  I  cheerfully  take  that 
statement  back,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  FIELDING.   Why  was  It  suggested  ? 

Mr.  BUREAU.  What  did  you  make  the 
assertion  for  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  heard  assertions 
made  in  this  House  

Mr.  BUREAU.    By  you. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  By  gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  as  to  which,  as  soon  as 
they  were  informed  they  were  not  true,  they 
Immediately  accepted  the  denial.  However, 
it  is  undeniable  that  Mr.  Russell  received 
money  from  this  government,  but  it  may 
have  been  for  other  services,  and  as  the 
Minister  of  Justice  says  It  was  not  for  this 
service,  I  unreservedly  accept  that  state- 
ment. It  matters  little  on  the  point  at  issue. 
Mr.  FISHER. 


Taking  these  letters  as  being  genuine,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  I  think  we  have 
found  thus  far  in  our  analysis  that  the  pre- 
sent Papal  ablegate  was  not  brought  here 
and  Is  not  here  to-day  on  account  of  spiri- 
tual difficulties  that  have  arisen  in  the  Cath- 
olic church  of  Canada. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Nor  asked  for  by  the 
bishops  or  clergy  of  Canada.  . 

•  Mr.  FOSTER.  This  also  is  suggested  to 
me  :  that  it  is  not  on  record  and  cannot  be 
substantiated,  that  such  a  personage  was 
asked  for  by  the  bishops  and  the  clergy  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  church  in  this  Domin- 
ion of  Canada.  If  that  is  wrong,  it  is  quite 
in  order  for  those  who  know  all  about  it 
to  deny  that  assumption;  but  as  it  is  not 
denied,  it  goes  to  strengthen  the  analysis 
I  am  making,  and  the  conclusion  that  'par 
consequence  *  the  only  reason  for  the  able- 
gate being  asked  to  come,  and  being  here 
to-day,  is  in  order  to  help  tlje  Reform  gov- 
ernment out  of  difficulties  into  which  they 
had  involved  themselves,  and  to  help  them 
out  of  that  confusion  and  trouble  by  the  In- 
tervention of  a  higher  dignitary  of  the  church. 
This  House  and  this  country  will  know  in 
a  moment  whether  that  inference  is  a  viol- 
ent one  or  a  fair  one.  Why,  in  the  whole 
tenor  of  those  letters,  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman's and  the  accredited  agent's,  there 
is  no  assumption  that  he  has  come  here 
for  spiritual  or  church  purposes.  It  is  all 
put  on  the  basis  of  political  or  state  rea- 
sons. What  were  the  difficulties  he  was 
to  settle  ?  If  they  had  put  it  honestly  in 
black  and  white,  they  would  have  said:  the 
difficulties  amongst  Reformers  and  between 
Reformers  and  Conservatives,  and  we  want 
a  high  dignity  of  the  church  to  come  here 
nnd  belj>  us  to  smooth  out  those  political 
difficulties. 

But  there  is  another  very  singular  thing 
which  Mr.  Russell  put  into  that  statement 
of  his  to  His  Eminence,  that  is,  that  his 
senders,  including  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
who  lends  the  government,  writing  in  1897, 
after  the  right  hon.  gentleman  had  declared 
that  he  had  settled  satisfactorily  the  Mani- 
toba school  question,  had  instructed  Mr. 
Russell  to  remind  His  Holiness  through  His 
Eminence  that  they  did  not  pretend  to  be- 
lieve that  '  the  concessions  were  perfect,  but 
they  begged  His  Holiness  to  take  them  as 
the  beginning  of  Justire.'  Now,  Sir,  is  that 
straightforward  conduct  ?  The  right  hon. 
gentleman,  I  said.  Is  paying  for  his  tor- 
tuous policy.  So  he  Is.  In  1896  he  saw  a 
bridge  by  which  he  could  get  into  power; 
he  was  anxious  to  cross  the  bridge;  he 
threw  bis  principles,  the  constitutional  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  had  prided  himself  so 
much,  to  the  winds;  he  also  threw  to  the 
winds  his  solicitude  for  the  Catholic  minor- 
ity In  Manitoba;  and  after  he  bad  crossed 
the  bridge  by  a  promise  to  more  than  one- 
half  of  this  Dominion  that  he  was  the 
champion  of  provincial  rights,  and  by  a 
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promise  to  the  forty-one  per  cent  which 
has  been  referred  to  in  this  House  that 
tie  would  give  them  something  more  and 
better  than  the  Tupper  government  could 
give  by  the  Remedial  Bill,  and  had  attained 
power  by  these  means,  he  negotiated  pri- 
vately or  publicly  with  the  Manitoba  gov- 
ernment, and  then  announced  to  the  coun- 
try that  he  had  settled  the  question.  As 
an  honourable  statesman,  he  ought  to  have 
allowed  it  to  remain  settled.  The  Manito- 
ba government  came  to  him  and  said  :  this 
is  our  utmost  concession  ;  and  if  he,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  took  it  as 
their  utmost  concession,  why  should  he  send 
an  agent  to  Rome  to  say  to  His  Holiness  : 
I  do  not  offer  this  concession  as  a  perfect 
settlement ;  it  is  only  the  beginning  of  jus- 
tice ;  send  out  your  highest  dignitary  to  re- 
side permanently  in  Ottawa,  so  that,  by  in- 
sistence, by  methods  proper  in  themselves 
from  our  standpoint,  he  can  bring  to  bear 
a  tireless,  resistless  pressure,  in  times  of 
party  stress,  in  time  of  provincial  trouble, 
when  a  government  has  a  small  support, 
may  be,  to  tide  them  over,  or  when  they 
are  exceedingly  anxious  to  get  their  rights 
in  point  of  territory,  he  shall  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  use  the  Influence  which  he  knows 
so  well  how  to  use,  and  backed  up  by  us 
at  the  proper  time  this  beginning  of 
Justice  may  blossom  out  into  the  perfect 
fulfilment  of  separate  schools  for  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba.  That  is  why  Monselg- 
neur  Sbarretti  is  here  to-day.  If  it  bad  not 
been  for  that  reason  and  that  policy  of 
conduct,  he  would  not  be  here  to-day.  What 
futile  reasoning  for  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man, after  thirty  years  of  political  battle, 
to  get  up  and  make  this  kind  of  defence 
before  the  country,  and  think  it  will  go 
down  with  the  people:  'Monseigneur  Sbar- 
retti did  what  he  was  brought  here  to  do; 
did  what  I  asked  him  to  be  sent  here  for; 
did  what  I  sent  an  agent  to  Rome  to  get 
him  appointed  to  do;  he  did  it,  but  he  had 
no  authority  from  me  to  deliver  the  goods.' 
Does  the  right  hon.  gentleman  see  the  two 
horns  of  his  dilemma  ?  You  brought  him 
here;  you  have  kept  him  here  for  those  five 
or  eight  years ;  you  brought  him  for  those 
purposes;  you  have  kept  him  for  those  pur- 
poses; and  when  he  comes  to  the  final,  cru- 
cial point,  and  uses  his  influence,  you  dis- 
own him.  If  that  is  not  cowardice,  then 
let  it  go  by  its  own  imputation. 

But  my  right  hon.  friend  does  worse  than 
that.  He  gets  up  before  this  House  and 
this  country,  and  says :  '  If  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti  made  that  promise  of  an  extension 
of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  as  a  politi- 
cal consideration  to  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba for  those  two  proposed  amendments, 
he  did  It  without  any  authority  or  any  well- 
grounded  hope  that  we  would  supplement 
his  promise.'  Come  now,  I  will  put  a  ques- 
tion to  my  right  hon.  friend  :  Suppose  that 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  had  obtained  those 
two  amendments  made  in  the  Manitoba  law, 
126} 


and  then  had  come  to  you  and  told  you 
what  he  had  done,  and  had  read  the  whole 
of  that  correspondence,  giving  the  ralson 
d'etre  of  his  being  here,  would  you  have  re- 
fused to  implement  it  ?  There  Is  a  question 
for  my  right  hon.  friend.  I  will  put  an- 
other, which  is  more  searching  still ;  When 
you  say  that  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  held 
out  a  political  consideration  to  the  envoys 
from  Manitoba,  and  that  he  had  no  right  to 
do  it,  what  estimate  do  you  place  on  Mon- 
seigneur Sbarretti  yourself?  I  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  a  high  dignitary  of  the  church, 
such  as  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  is,  a  man 
of  his  training  and  his  parts,  would  by  a 
trick  endeavour  to  get  two  amendments  for 
his  co-religionists  in  the  Manitoba  school 
law,  unless  he  knew  that  if  they  were 
granted,  the  other  thing  would  be.  Along 
what  by-ways  and  crooked  paths  the  right 
ion.  gentleman  is  forcing  himself  now,  as 
a  result  of  his  misdeeds,  to  tread  with  sor- 
row and  humiliation. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  no  more  to  say  on  this 
question  at  the  present  time,  except  to  re- 
iterate again  that  my  right  hon.  friend  may 
take  this  home  and  keep  it  The  people  of 
Canada  demand  that  there  shall  be  no  pos- 
sible alliance  between  church  and  state  in 
this  country.  A  bishop  of  the  Methodist 
church  has  no  more  right  to  be  consulted 
than  a  layman  of  the  Methodist  church 
in  reference  to  political  matters  In  this 
country.  And  so  with  reference  to  every 
other  representative  of  every  other  church. 
But  can  you  compare  a  bishop  of  the  Me- 
thodist church  or  a  bishop  of  the  Anglican 
church  with  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  ?  Who 
does  not  know  that,  with  my  right  hon. 
friend  in  power,  when  Monseigneur  Sbar- 
retti, representing  forty-one  per  cent  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  makes  a  plea,  he 
holds  out  a  hope,  through  his  authority  of 
a  fulfilment  that  can  be  given  by  no  other 
church  or  collection  of  churches  in  this 
country.  Now,  I  can  see  that  some  one 
will  rise  on  the  other  side  and  declare  that 
I  have  made  an  incendiary  speech.  Why, 
tbe  right  hon.  gentleman  himself,  seeing 
that  he  had  no  argument,  had  to  have  re- 
course to  that  kind  of  declamation,  and  it 
was  very  significant  of  the  weakness  of 
his  case.  For  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  him- 
self I  have  every  respect. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Ob,  oh. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Quite  a  number  of  skeptics 
on  that  side  of  tbe  House.  But  I  show 
my  respect  for  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  by 
clearing  him  of  the  imputations  which  the 
position  of  my  right  hon.  friend  fastens  up- 
on him.  So  far  as  the  Papal  ablegate's  pos- 
ition in  this  country  is  concerned,  so  far  as 
his  position  as  a  spiritual  envoy  from  the 
Church  of  Rome  is  concerned,  he  is  welcome 
to  this  country  may  be  stay  here  and  grow 
up  with  this  country  and  help  to  make 
It  great.  So  far  ae  his  mission  is  confined 
to  spiritual  purposes  in  his  own  church, 
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to  the  reconcilement  of  differences  of  doc- 
trine, or  of  polity,  or  of  church  govern- 
ment, or  anything  in  that  broad  domain,  no 
one  will  cavil  with  his  existence  here,  and 
no  one  but  will  wish  him  a  long  and  happy 
stay.  But  when  he  undertakes,  presuming 
on  the  ralson  d'etre  of  his  position  jn  this 
country,  to  set  up  a  claim  that  he  can 
interfere  in  the  politics  of  Canada  and  use 
inducements  by  his  interference,  then  I  say 
that  no  protest,  can  be  too  strong  against 
that,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  supported  by 
the  voice  of  Canada. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY  (North  Simcoe). 
One  thought  occurred  to  me  when  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Poster)  was 
addressing  this  House  :  How  long  is  he  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  the  principles  he  has  en- 
unciated this  afternoon  ?  Coming  fralm 
the  province  of  Ontario,  and  as  a  consti- 
tuent of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Toronto, 
I  have  a  right  to  ask  blm  this  :  Are  these 
clothes  which  he  puts  on  this  afternoon  to 
be  discarded  as  were  the  clothes  he  wore 
prior  to  1896  should  he  be  again  defeated  V 
If  he  was  speaking  sincerely  this  afternoon, 
I  would  welcome  his  declaration  and  would 
be  pleased  with  it.  But  I  have  heard  him 
stand  on  platforms'  in  -the  province  of 
Ontario  and  denounce  the  late  Dalton  Mc- 
Carthy for  the  views  which  he  entertained, 
I  have  heard  him  say  that  no  such  sec- 
tarian cry  as  Mr.  McCarthy  dared  to  raise 
would  ever  have  any  effect  in  this  country ; 
1  have  heard  him  say,  when  Mr.  McCarthy 
was  speaking  on  behalf  of  Manitoba  in 
another  school  case,  that  he  must  not  for- 
get minorities  ;  I  have  heard  him  say  that 
to  sit  in  a  Conservative  administration  he 
would  bury  those  principles,  and  he  did 
bury  them  from  1882  to  1896.  Therefore, 
I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  now  whether  he 
has  cast  off  for  ever  the  yoke  of  the  hierarchy 
under  which  he  lived  from  1S82  to  1896  ? 

■Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  I  have  sent  the  yoke 
over  to  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  My  hon.  friend 
will  find  out  about  the  yoke. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  see  he  wears  It  very 
gracefully. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  My  hon.  friend 
will  find  out  that  the  nigh  ox  is  hitched  on 
the  off  side.  He  need  not  talk  about  the 
yoke,  when  one  of  his  colleagues  who  now 
sits  beside  him,  hounded  Dalton  McCarthy 
from  one  end  of  Ontario  to  the  other,  saying 
that  he  was  not  worthy  to  be  called  a  Pro- 
testant champion,  because,  forsooth,  he  had 
a  Catholic  stepdaughter  who  lived  in  his 
house. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  May  I  ask  my  hon.  friend 
a  question  ?  Does  he  refer  to  me  when 
he  states  that  I  made  any  assertion  of 
that  kind  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER. 


Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  No,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  not  listening,  or  he  would  have 
heard  what  I  said.  1  said  bis  colleague 
who  sat  beside  him,  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor),  and  I  have  his  words 
here.  TTie  hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr. 
Ilaggart)  also  has  spoke  in  derogatory  terms 
of  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy.  I  say  that  the 
lion,  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  who  has  just 
made  this  appeal  this  afternoon,  did  live 
under  the  yoke  of  the  hierarchy  of  Quebec 
from  1882  to  1896. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Did  I  hear  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman aright  when  I  understood  him  to 
say  that  I  had  made  any  allusion  to  a  step- 
daughter ? 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  No,  no.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lanark,  speaking  at 
Brockville,  used  this  language  : 

Mr.  Haggart  dealt  at  great  length  with  the 
school  question,  and  then  launched  out  Into  a 
personal  attack  on  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy  whom 
he  called  '  that  little  gentleman.'  Mr.  McCarthy 
was.  the  minister  said,  putting  on  airs  and 
talking  about  different  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment, particularly  about  '  my  brilliant 
friends,'  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  Mr. 
Ives  and  Mr.  Wood.  None  were  better 
able  to  take  the  measure  of  a  jack-daw 
posing  in  borrowed  plumage  than  the  elec- 
tors of  the  country-  A  man  fighting  and  quar- 
relling In  small  courts  of  law  got  a  narrow  and 
contracted  intellect  which  unfitted  him  as  a 
statesman  or  a  representative  of  the  people. 
He  misht  be  able  to  torture  a  witness  in  the 
box.  What  did  he  know  beside,  law  ?  Did  he 
ever  make  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  was  listened  to  ?  He  posed  on  the  narrow 
grounds  of  bigotry  and  lived  upon  resentments. 

Those  are  the  words  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Lanark.  Now  why  do  I  say  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  North  Toronto  lived 
under  the  yoke  of  the  hierarchy  of  Que- 
bec from  1882  to  1896  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  What  do  you  call  the 
hierarchy  of  Quebec,  please  ? 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing disrespectfully  of  them,  I  am  speak- 
ing as  I  would  of  the  Synod  of  my  own 
church,  or  the  general  assembly  of  the 
Presbyterian  cburch.  The  hon.  member 
must  know  what  the  hierarchy  of  his  own 
church  is.  The  hon.  member  for  Labelle 
(Mr.  Bourassa)  spoke  of  It  the  .other  day. 
Now  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  from  North 
Toronto,  who  has  just  made  a  speech,  if  he 
was  sincere  ?  If  I  thought  he  was  sincere 
I  would  not  be  speaking  as  I  am  now. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  say,  hear,  hear,  but  I  tell  you  I 
come  from  a  stock  that  knows  what  It  is 
to  be  jeered  at,  just  as  you  are  Jeering  at 
me  now.  I  know  that  prior  to  T896  they 
hounded  us  from  one  end  of  Canada  to 
the  other.   They  spoke  disrespectfully  of  us, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


8965 


APRIL  C.  1005 


3966 


they  told  us  we  were  bigots,  they  told  us 
that  the  views  we  were  then  expressing, 
which  were  in  accord  with  their  own  views 
to-day,  were  not  sincere,  and  were  not  in 
:»ecord  with  our  convictions.  In  1896  when 
Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy  denned  bis  policy  on 
the  Jesuits  Estates  Bill,  what  was  the 
position  of  the  hon.  gentleman  then  ?  We 
then  pointed  out  to  them  that  they  were 
leading  to  the  very  trouble  that  exists  to- 
day, they  were  recognizing  in  that  Bill  a 
Papal  power  which  was  thereby  given  the 
right  and  power  to  dispose  of  some  millions 
of  the  peoples'  money  in  this  country.  These 
hon.  gentlemen,  who  take  another  position 
to-day,  said  then  :  Let  us  stand  by  pro- 
Aincial  rights,  toleration  and  moderation, 
let  that  go  on  as  it  is.  And  when  we  ob- 
jected to  the  dual  language  clause  in  the 
Territorial  Act,  and  in  the  Manitoba  Act, 
what  did  these  hon.  gentlemen  say  then? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   Who  are  'we.' 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Dalton  Mc- 
Carthy. I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  deny  that  I  have  a  right  to  say  '  we.'  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  deny 
that  I  have  the  right  to  say  '  we.'  The  hon. 
member  for  East  Northumberland  (Mr.  Coch- 
rane) will  remember  having  seen  me  in  some 
of  these  campaigns,  when  mud  was  thrown 
at  us  because  of  the  position  we  took. 
When  we  asked  you  not  to  coerce  Manitoba, 
were  you  acting  under  the  dictation  of  the 
Leirarchy  or  not  ?  I  say  most  explicitly 
you  were.  And  when  the  bishops  of  the 
Catholic  church  threatened  to  excommuni- 
cate the  opponents  of  the  Tupper  govern- 
ment, when  the  bishops  of  that  church 
talked  about  the  opponents  of  that  govern- 
ment as  '  hell-inspired  hypocrites.'  were  you 
acting  under  the  dictation  of  the  heirarchy 
or  not  ?  Were  you  under  the  yoke  of  the 
heirarchy  or  not  ? 

Mr.  LENNOX.  What  does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  L.  6.  McCarthy)  mean  by 
'  yoke '  ? 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Lennox)  wants  to  know,  I  will 
tell  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  allowed  that 
yoke  to  be  placed  upon  him  in  1S96,  when 
iie  contested  the  riding  of  North  Simcoe. 
The  hon.  gentleman  remembers  the  result, 
ond  I  do  not  want  to  rub  it  in  too  much,  as 
It  would  be  painful  to  him  to  recollect  that 
he  lost  his  deposit.  I  say  I  am  perfectly 
justified  in  what  I  have  said  so  far  ;  and  I 
point  out  that  tills  very  trouble  which  has 
takeu  place  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  ex-Minister  of  Finance  (Mr.  Foster) 
when  he  was  in  the  governments  of  Sir  John 
Macdonald  and  Sir  John  Thompson.  Mr. 
Dalton  McCarthy  urged  them  both  to  jret 
Tld  of  section  14  of  that  Act— Mr.  Dal- 
ton McCarthy  had  moved  to  have  it  re- 
pealed. But  the  hon.  gentleman  voted  in 
favour  of  allowing    it   to   remain  on  the 


statute-book,  and  that  is  largely  the  cause 
of  the  present  difficulty.  And  now,  forsooth, 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  Papal  dele- 
gate is  improperly  interfering  in  our  affairs. 
In  that  I  am  prepared  to  agree  with  him, 
and  I  do  agree  with  him.  But  I  want  sin- 
cerity. And,  if  I  do  nothing  more  than  draw 
attention  to  what  has  taken  place  In  the 
past  and  to  what  is  taking  place  now,  I 
shall  show  to  the  satisfaction  of  every 
reasonable  man  that  it  only  depends  on 
which  party  is  in  power,  because  whichever 
one  is  in  power  always  do  these  things, 
ifou  only  get  a  corporal's  guard  in  this 
House  to  vote  for  a  straight  motion  against 
any  such  position  as  is  being  taken  to-day. 
[  say  that  advisedly,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  knows  it. 
What  was  the  position  in  1896  ?  It  was 
this  :  The  hierarchy  of  Quebec  were  behind 
the  Tupper  government,  and  were  threaten- 
ing to  excommunicate  the  people  who  re- 
fused to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Tupper  gov- 
ernment at  their  dictation. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  No. 

Mr.  L.  G  MCCARTHY  .  My  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  says  'no.'  But  it  is  on  the 
records  of  '  Hansard  '  

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  is  on  the  records  as 
having  been  often  said,  but  never  proved. 

Mr.  L.  G.  .MCCARTHY.  What  about  Arch- 
bishop Cameron  of  Nova  Scotia,  who  spoke 
of  those  who  opposed  the  Tupper  govern- 
ment as  '  Hell-inspired  .hypocrites  '  ?  What 
about  Archbishop  Cleary,  of  Kingston,  and 
his  speeches  ?  What  about  Archbishop  La- 
fleche  ?  In  1896,  the  bishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church — the  heirarchy  of  that 
church — and  I  do  not  speak  disrespectfully 
of  them  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Well  what  is  the 
trouble  with  the  hon.  gentlemen  ? 


Mr.  FOSTER, 
there. 


The  trouble  is  all  over 


Mr.  l.  g.  McCarthy 

have  got  rid  of  it. 


I  am  glad  you 

Mr.  FOSTER.    We  are  all  right. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  be  is  all  right.  He  has  changed 
his  spots.  He  has  moved  from  St.  John. 
New  Brunswick,  to  Toronto,  where  the  senti- 
ment is  

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  ashamed  of 
North  Toronto. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker.  1 
wish  to  finish  the  line  I  was  on,  and  then 
I  will  deal  with  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Toronto.  I  say  that  in  1896,  at  the  dicta- 
tion of  the  heirarchy  of  Quebec,  you  en- 
deavoured to  coerce  Manitoba  
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Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  that  the  hou. 
gentleman  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy)  having 
made  a  straight  statement,  he  must  be  re- 
plied to  by  me,  or  I  am  in  danger  of  being 
held  to  acquelsce  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wishes  to  ask  a  question  

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  deny  absolutely  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  in  his  last  sentence,  and  I  ask  him  to 
withdraw  it  and  give  me  the  credit  I  demand 
for  sincerity   in  the  statement  I  made. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
miles  of  debate  require  that  a  member  of 
this  House  must  accept  the  denial  of  an- 
other member  on  a  personal  matter. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    That  is  all  I  want. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  I  accept  the  lion, 
gentleman's  statement.  And  I  change  my 
own  to  this  :  I  say  that  the  Tupper  admini- 
stration of  which  Mr.  Foster  was  a  mem- 
ber, were  endeavouring  to  force  through  this 
House  a  Bill  to  coerce  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba at  the  request  and  under  the  dictation 
of  the  heirarchy  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  FOSTER.    That  also  I  deny. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Foster)  denies  that,  but  I  am  not 
obliged  to  withdraw  my  statement.  I  will 
stand  by  it,  as  I  have  always  stood  by  it ; 
and  I  leave  it  to  a  discriminating  public 
to  judge  whether  it  is  true  or  not. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    You  stand  all  alone. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  Well,  it  Is  not 
the  first  time  that  a  McCarthy  has  stood 
alone  in  this  House  ;  and,  please  God,  if 
uecessary,  It  will  not  be  the  last.  I  say  that, 
in  1896 — and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
seem  to  like  me  to  get  too  close  to  that — we 
found  the  state  of  affairs  that  I  have  spoken 
of.  And  here  Is  the  peculiarity  of  the  situ- 
ation. In  that  year,  we  found  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  are  now  In  opposition  In  close 
alliance  with  the  bishops  of  the  church  of 
the  province  of  Quebec.  It  became  neces- 
sary, apparently,  if  justice  was  to  be  done,  for 
the  Papal  power  to  be  asked  to  interfere.  If 
we  are  to  believe  what  we  have  heard  with- 
in the  last  two  days,  the  Papal  delegate 
came  to  settle  some  difficulties — and  un- 
questionably they  were  difficulties  with  re- 
gard to  political  affairs, — between  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  and 
their  bishops.  If  the  Papal  delegate  Is  in- 
terfering I  declare  his  action  is  highly  im- 
proper and  I  denounce  It.  But,  I  want  this 
House  and  country  to  understand  that  if 
the  respective  parties  expect  to  make  capital 
out  of  it,  their  whole  record  on  the  subject 
should  be  considered.  Take  the  history  of 
Canada  from  confederation  down  to  the 
present  day,  and  how  many  members  have 
ever  stood  up  to  vote  squarely  on  an  issue 
of  this  kind  ?  Twenty-one,  I  believe,  is  the 
Mr.  l.  g.  McCarthy. 


largest  number  that  ever  united  to  prevent 
such  encroachments  as  these,  in  regard  to 
which,  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster) 
would  lead  us  to  believe, 'he  was  so  sincere 
In  protesting.  If  so  it  is  the  first  time  in 
twenty- three  years  that  he  has  so  spoken. 

Mr.  W.  H.  BENNETT  (East  Simcoe).  I  do 
not  know  that  I  need  say  much  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  member  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy)  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat.  That  hon.  gentle- 
man has  displayed  his  political  stock  in 
trade.  I  think  the  House  and  the  country 
will  acknowledge  that  the  late  Oalton  Mc- 
Carthy was  a  man  of  considerable  emi- 
nence both  at  the  bar  and  in  this  House.  His 
record  is  history.  But  I  do  not  know  that 
anybody  would  venture  to  express  a  belief 
that  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr. 
L.  G.  McCarthy)  will  ever  be  noticed  in  his- 
tory. The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  at  a  meet- 
ing in  Toronto  a  short  time  ago,  and  was  then 
very  boastful  of  his  Protestantism  and  of 
the  Protestantism  of  his  family  before  hiui. 
He  told  the  people  assembled  on  that  occa- 
sion that  the  cry  of  equal  rights  and  oppo- 
sition to  French  domination  in  Canada  was 
the  cry  he  had  always  raised  in  North  Sim- 
coe ;  that  on  that  policy  he  had  nailed  his, 
colours  to  the  mast  and  would  stand  or  fall 
by  them.  There  was  a  contest  last  fall  In 
North  Simcoe,  as  there  was  in  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion,  and  I  challenge  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  produce  a  sclntila  of  proof  that  he 
even  opened  his  mouth  upon  the  equal  rights 
question  or  any  such  question  as  he  has 
dealt  with  before  the  House  to-day. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bennett)  that  I  made 
no  such  statement  In  Toronto  as  that  he 
has  attributed  to  me  as  to  this  question 
been  in  issue  in  my  campaign  last  election. 
I  stated  that  In  the  first  and  second  cam- 
paigns it  was  an  issue.  But,  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wants  to  know  I  can  tell  him  that  I 
can  produce  evidence  that  I  stated  at 
Hawkestone.  in  the  township  of  Oro,  that  I 
was  certain  that  when  the  Bill  for  the  grant- 
ing of  autonomy  to  the  Northwest  came  up, 
the  school  question  would  again  arise. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  took  occasion  to  look 
up  the  file  of  a  Collingwood  newspaper  de- 
voted to  the  government,  and,  it  will  be  ap- 
parent to  any  body  reading  that  newspaper 
that  the  great  issue  in  North  Simcoe  last 
election  was  whether  or  not  the  Collingwood 
harbour  should  have  the  benefit  of  a  large 
grant  of  government  money.  And  that  was 
the  whole  question.  As  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy's)  political 
stock  in  trade  in  that  riding,  I  can  tell  the 
House  that  it  does  not  carry  the  people'  as 
his  late  uncle  used  to  do.  In  the  township  of 
Vespra  the  late  Dalton  McCarthy  used  to 
get  a  majority  of  about  one  hundred ;  the- 
hon.  member  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy)  was  in 
a  minority  of  thirty  in  the  last  election. 
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This  hon.  gentleman  was  in  a  minority 
of  thirty,  and  Sir,  this  hon.  gentleman  in- 
stead of  parading  this  racial  revenge  ques- 
tion and  this  religious  question  in  North 
Simcoe  is  always  toadying  to  the  other  ele- 
ment. He  had  an  appointment  to  make  in 
Barrie  a  little  while  ago  and,  expecting  that 
the  township  of  Tiny  which  has  a  large 
French  vote  would  be  attached  to  North 
Simcoe,  the  hon.  gentleman  threw  aside  all 
his  Protestant  friends  and  pushed  them 
over  in  favour  of  a  French  Canadian  Roman 
Catholic.  Will  the  hou.  gentleman  deny 
that  ?    I  think  he  won't. 

Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY.  I  will  deny  one 
part  of  it,  that  I  had  any  anticipation  that 
the  township  of  Tiny  was  going  into  North 
Simcoe.  I  will  admit  that  I  recommended 
the  appointment  of  Emile  Sevigny  as  care- 
taker of  the  public  building  in  Barrie  and 
1  am  not  ashamed  of  that  appointment. 

Air.  BENNETT.  That  shows  how  deep 
his  Protestantism  is.  He  had  his  friends 
riding  the  Protestant  horse  for  him  from 
end  to  end  of  the  riding  and  yet  they  all 
had  to  be  thrown  overboard  when  at  the 
last  moment  the  hon.  gentleman  driven  to 
the  wall— for  he  had  a  majority  of  only 
thirty  or  forty — was  in  this  position  that 
he  had  to  toady  to  the  Catholic  vote,  and 
he  dared  not  open  his  mouth  in  North  Sim- 
coe on  that  question,  and  had  he  dared  to 
do  so  he  would  not  be  here  to-day. 

Now  apart  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  what  is  all  this  question  about? 
It  is,  as  has  been  put  by  the  leader  of  the 
opposition,  a  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
any  member  of  this  government  is  respon- 
sible for  the  presence  of  the  Papal  delegate 
in  this  country  and  if  any  member  of  this 
government  or  of  the  government  as  a  whole 
commissioned  the  Papal  ablegate  to  have 
this  conference  with  Mr.  Colin  Campbell. 
We  heard  a  denial  yesterday  by  one  member 
of  the  government.  What  was  that  ?  When 
it  was  charged  by  some  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  that  the  government  of 
Canada  as  constituted  to-day  had  asked  for 
the  presence  of  the  Papal  ablegate  in  this 
country,  up  gravely  rose  the  Postmaster 
(ieneral  to  say  that  he  as  a  member  of  the 
government  had  not  asked  for  the  presence 
of  the  Papal  ablegate  here.  His  Excellency 
the  Papal  abfegate  does  not  say  that  he  did 
not  consult  some  member  of  the  govern- 
ment as  to  this  interview  with  Mr.  Colin 
Campbell.  He  makes  a  specific  statement 
that  he  was  not  instructed  by  the  govern- 
ment, but  he  did  not  make  the  statement 
that  some  hon.  member  of  this  cabinet  did 
not  nsk  him  to  have  that  interview  and 
there  Is  no  denial  by  every  member  of  the 
government  specifically  on  that  point.  It 
has  gone  forth  in  the  public  press,  it  has 
gone  forth  from  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion aud  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  in  all  these  negotiations  the 
premier,  day  in  and  day  out,  has  consulted 


the  Papal  ablegate  as  to  the  terms  of  this 
measure.  That  is  not  denied.  The  premier 
has  had  ample  opportunities  of  denying  it 
but  he  has  not  done  so.  The  position  of  the 
Papal  ablegate  is  reduced  to  this  that  he 
has  made  a  specific  denial  of  the  statement 
that  he  was  instructed  by  the  government, 
but  he  has  not  made  a  specific  denial  of 
the  statement  that  he  was  not  consulted 
by  some  member  of  it.  Every  one  admits 
the  ability  and  the  standing  of  the  Papal 
ablegate  in  the  church  of  which  he  is  so 
distinguished  a  member,  and  does  any  one 
believe  that  the  Papal  ablegate  would  be 
so  lost  to  any  sense  of  common  reason  that 
he  of  his  own  accord  and  off  his  own  bat, 
would  go  about  negotiating  as  he  has  been 
doing '!  I  am  not  going  to  traverse  the 
ground  that  has  been  gone  over  by  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Toronto  as  to  the 
equestrian  performances  of  the  premier  on 
this  question.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
played  this  game  of  fast  and  loose  on  this 
question  from  end  to  end  of  Canada.  He 
has  gone  before  Ontario  posing  as  a  per- 
fect Ajax  defying  the  lightning  as  one  who 
has  been  assailed  by  the  hierarchy,  and  ask- 
ing Protestant  votes  on  that  score.  It  Is 
amusing  to  read  the  utterances  of  that  hon. 
gentleman  in  Ontario  when  he  felt  that  he 
had  not  the  power  of  the  church  behind  him. 
Let  me  read  his  utterance  in  Toronto  on  a 
certain  occasion  when  be  thought  it  was 
necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  his  political 
party  to  make  a  bid  for  •Ontario  support. 
At  a  great  meeting  in  September,  18§9,  in 
Toronto  speaking  on  the  Jesuits  Estates 
Bill,  he  said  : 

Now  I  believe  that  the  whole  of  that"*Act 
would  have  passed  without  any  trouble  what- 
ever, but  for  the  fact  that  the  name  of  the  Pope 
is  prominently  introduced  in  it,  and  that  it 
was  construed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  mean  a 
thing  which  I  shall  presently  discuss — that  It 
was  putting  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope  over  the 
supremacy  of  the  Queen.  Gentlemen,  I  think  I 
put  the  question  fairly.  I  want  to  put  it  hon- 
estly and  to  discuss  it  manfully.  I  know  one 
thing,  I  know  enough  of  my  fellow  countrymen 
of  English  origin,  I  know  enough  of  English 
history,  I  know  enough  of  English  literature  to 
know  that  when  Shakespeare  put  into  the 
mouth  of  King  John  the  proud  words  which  he 
makes  him  address  the  Pope's  legate 
No  Italian  priest 

Shall  tithe  or  toll  in  our  Dominion. 

he  touched  the  British  heart  In  its  most  re- 
sponsive chord  (Cheers).  I  know  this,  that 
there  is  no  man  of  English  blood,  let  his  con- 
dition In  life  be  ever  so  humble,  let  his  range 
of  Information  be  ever  so  limited,  but  knows 
this  much  of  English  history  that  at  no  time 
would  the  English  people  or  English  sovereigns 
allow  the  sway  of  the  Pope  In  the  temporal 
affairs  of  England  (Cheers). 

And  cheers  greeted  that  too. 
Sir  WILFRID  LAI'RIER.    Hear.  hear. 
Mr.  BENNETT.   I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  would  go  down  into  Quebec 
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to-day  and  treat  in  that  slighting  manner 
the  Papal  ablegate  In  Canada  as  he  did  on 
that  occasion  in  Toronto.  In  the  speech,  as 
it  is  reported,  he  was  not  meeting  with  a 
very  responsive  welcome,  and  during  the 
course  of  his  address  certain  things  that  he 
mentioned  were  hissed  by  the  audience,  and 
he  saw  that  he  had  to  go  the  Protestant 
horse.  And  what  did  he  do  ?  He  made  ex- 
actly that  kind  of  an  appeal  knowing  of 
course  it  might  touch  the  palate  of  the 
crowd  although  he  was  ridiculing  the  church 
of  which  he  is  a  member.  The  right  bon. 
gentleman  then  as  usual  had  two  strings 
to  his  bow.  His  language  then  was  very 
different  from  that  in  his  address  at  a  great 
meeting  iu  the  province  of  Quebec  when 
he  said  that  he  thanked  God  there  was  not 
an  Orangeman  in  the  Liberal  party.  And 
how  they  cheered  hiin  to  the  echo  when  he 
volunteered  that  statement  voluntarily  to 
them  !  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  never 
denied  that  statement  since.  I  have  heard 
it  charged  in  this  House,  I  have  seen  gentle- 
men with  stacks  of  declarations  of  gentle- 
men who  were  present  and  what  was  the  re- 
sult, there  was  no  specific  denial  that  he 
had  made  those  statements.  The  fact  is  he 
has  been  pirouetting  on  both  toes  and  he 
is  where  he  is  to-day. 

As  far  as  this  meeting  between  these 
gentlemen  from  Manitoba  and  the  Papal 
ablegate  is  concerned,  I  have  only  this  to 
say  that  I  believe  the  Papal  ablegate  was 
quite  within  bis  commission  and  his  duties 
In  inviting  these  gentlemen  to  meet  him. 
He  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  that.  The 
Papal  delegate  came  to  this  country  at  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  political  friends  and  he  has  been  In 
close  touch  with  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
all  through  these  proceedings  and  has  had 
frequent  consultations  with  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  In  reference  to  the  terms  to  be 
contained  in  these  Bills.  These  statements 
have  all  gone  forth  specifically,  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  had  these  meetings 
and  the  right  lion,  gentleman  has  had  ample 
opportunity  to  deny  it  but  has  not  done  so. 
It  is  with  the  night  hon.  gentleman  that 
the  quarrel  of  the  people  of  this  country 
rests  and  not  with  the  Papal  ablegate  at 
all.  The  Papal  ablegate  has  a  perfect 
right  to  be  in  this  country  just  as  any  other 
gentleman  might  have  as  a  plenipotentiary  or 
ambassador  to  any  power,  but  I  do  say  that 
the  people  of  this  country  will  hold  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  and  the  members  of 
his  government  responsible  for  what  has 
gone  on.  Talk  about  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man leading  a  responsible  and  united  party 
which  is  behind  him  on  this  question.  Why 
it  is  openly  seen  by  the  attitude  of  the  On- 
tario members  not  only  of  the  cabinet,  but 
of  the  House  that  they  are  all  in  a  condi- 
tion of  doubt  and  fear  on  this  question. 
The  hon.  Postmaster  General  will  not  dare 
to  take  up  the  challenge  that  was  thrown 
to  him  by  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York 

Mr.  BENNETT. 


(Mr.  Maclean)  the  other  day  to  resign  bis 
seat  and  let  the  question  be  tested  in  the 
country.  The  hon.  member  for  London 
(Mr.  Hyman),  who  is  discharging  the  duties 
of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  has 
been  discharging  them  for  the  past  year, 
dare  not  go  to  the  city  of  London  for  re- 
election as  Minister  of  Public  Works.  Why? 
Because  of  this  incubus  of  the  school  ques- 
tion. I  need  not  refer  to  other  reasons 
that  deter  that  hon.  gentleman  from  going 
back  there,  but  if  the  school  question  were 
out  of  the  issue  altogether  I  doubt  very 
much  if  he  would  seek  a  contest  there.  The 
lion,  gentleman  dare  not  go  back  to  his  rid- 
ing and  face  this  school  question  as  it  pre- 
sents itself  to-day. 

The  people  of  Canada  have  no  quarrel 
with  the  Papal  ablegate.  They  have  no 
quarrel  with  the  powers  at  Rome  for  send- 
ing the  Papal  ablegate  here  to  do  what  he 
i  came  to  do.  He  came  here  to  try  and  get 
{ restitution  of  rights,  from  certain  gentlemen 
who  obtained  power  and  place  by  misrepre- 
sentation and  fraud  as  against  the  Roman 
Catholic  electors  of  this  country  which  some 
day  they  will  answer  for  and  must  answer 
for  and  the  people  are  biding  their  time  to 
get  even  with  them.  There  is  one  consola- 
tion for  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  upon  the 
treasury  benches  .  and  those  who  support 
them  and  that  is  that  they  will  have  the 
full  tenure  of  the  five  year  parliament  be- 
cause they  will  not  venture  to  test  public 
feeling  before  their  time  expires.  I  should 
not  have  risen  but  for  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe.  I  think  the 
House  is  tired  of  the  changes  rung  by  that 
hon.  gentleman  In  regard  to  the  part  which  he 
has  played  in  the  political  history  of  Canada. 
While  that  hon.  gentleman  dilates  at  great 
length  in  this  House  he  is  as  silent  as  a 
mouse  on  this  question  when  he  goes  into 
North  Simcoe.  I  have  had  placed  in  my  hand 
tne  issue  of  the  Toronto  newspaper  which 
published  the  speech  made  by  that  hon. 
gentleman  in  Toronto  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Massey  Hall  meeting  which  will  prove  that 
what  I  stated  was  actually  borne  out  by 
the  facts.  Speaking  at  that  meeting  Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy said : 

I  appealed  to  them  in  1900  and  again  was 
successful,  and  that  time  It  was  against  a  Con- 
servative, and  I  appealed  to  them  again  In  1904 
upon  the  same  ground  and  the  same  platform, 
and  was  again  sustained,  though,  I  regret  to 
say,  with  a  reduced  majority. 

'  The  hon.  gentleman  was  referring  to  this 
question.   He  redeemed  himself  to  some  ex- 
,  tent  by  at  last  saying  that  at  the  village  of 
i  llawiistone  he  mentioned  this  question.  The 
|  hon.  gentleman  did  not  acquire  much  dis- 
tinction from  having  held  a  meeting  at  that 
village  and  I  will  tell  you  why.    In  the 
first  place  the  meeting  held    by  him  at 
,  nawustone  was  held  a  night  or  two  before 
I  the  election.    I  niu  not  saying  it  dlsrespect- 
i  fullv  of  the  pople  of  Hawkstone.  but  Hawk- 
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atone  is  probably  one  of  the  most  Intensely 
Protestant  parts  of  Ontario,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  taking  advantage  of  the 
fact  to  crawl  down  to  the  Protestant  end 
of  the  riding  and  make  his  Protestant  ap- 
peal there  that  he  did  not  dare  make  in  the 
township  of  Floss  where  he  was  coquetting 
with  the  Catholic  vote. 

Hon.  bi'DNEY  A.  FISHER  (Minister  of 
Agriculture).  Mr.'  Speaker,  when  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  sat 
down  a  few  minutes  ago,  he  stated  that 
probably  he  would  be  accused  of  making  an 
inflammatory  speech.  I  can  only  take  it  that 
a  guilty  conscience  enabled  him  to  read  the 
minds  of  those  who  listened  to  the  speech  he 
made  for  certainly  he  was  right  in  describ- 
ing it  as  an  inflammatory  speech.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  in  that  speech,  certainly  tried  to 
inflame  the  minds  of  those  in  this  country 
who  distrust  or  dislike  the  Catholic  church 
and  the  Catholic  religion.  The  whole  tenor 
of  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech  was  such  as 
to  raise  Protestant  prejudice  and  Protestant 
feeling  against  this  government  because  he 
implied  that  this  government,  led  by  a 
Roman  Catholic,  was  In  constant  touch  with 
the  Roman  Catholic  church  In  regard  to 
secular  affairs  in  this  country.  The  hon. 
member  himself  on  former  occasions  has 
complained,  that  he  and  his  government 
when  he  was  in  the  government,  was  sub- 
jected to  similar  attacks,  not  to  similar  at- 
tacks by  Liberals  or  by  those  opposed  to 
him,  but  similar  attacks  from  the  ranks  of 
his  own  party  when  the  late  member  for 
West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  and  the  present 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
separated  themselves  from  the  Conservative 
party  ceased  their  support  of  the  Conserva- 
tive government  in  1896  and  tried,  as  mem- 
bers of  the  government  then  said,  to  raise 
I'rotestact  and  English  speaking  feeling 
against  the  government  at  that  time.  Sir,  I 
would  line  the  hon.  member  for  North  Tor- 
onto to  recall  a  speech  he  made  In  1896, 
when,  replying  to  an  interruption  from  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey,  he  used  these 
words,  and  I  think  perhaps  he  will  admit 
that  when  he  uttered  these  broad-minded 
words  he  was  more  of  a  statesman  than  he 
Is  to-day  in  making  what  he  himself  has 
characterized  as  an  inflammatory  speech. 
What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  then  say?  He 
was  not  then  representing  a  strong  Protes- 
tant constituency  in  the  Protestant  pro- 
vince of  Ontario,  but  he  was  a  member  of 
the  tneu  government  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
representing  the  maritime  provinces,  and 
he  said  this,  referring  to  a  speech  which  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  had  quoted  or 
alluded  to  as  his  authority  : 

It  made  by  Archbishop  Langevin  or  if  made 
by  ten  thousand  archbishops,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  yet  have  no  ground  In  logic  or  in 
truth  for  making  the  assertion  he  made  here 
the  other  day.  which  was,  not  that  Archbishop 
Langevin  did  not  agree  with  the  ordinance,  but 


that  the  government  held  It  in  abeyance  be- 
cause the  clergy  did  not  approve  of  It. 

Let  him  mark  these  words  and  let  the 
House  marks  these  words  and  see  how  well 
they  apply  to  the  speech  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman made  a  few  moments  ago. 

This  assertion,  carried  as  broadly  as  news- 
papers will  carry  his  speech,  was  meant,  and 
will  have  the  effect  of  raising  prejudice  and 
opposition  to  this  legislation  amongst  the  Pro- 
testant people  of  this  country,  and  fan  those 
fires  which  my  hon.  friends  there  and  my  hon. 
friends  here  so  much  deplore. 

I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  these 
words  to  heart  and  act  upon  them  instead 
of  acting  in  the  way  his  conduct  shows  he 
wishes  to  act  this  afternoon.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  based  the  whole  of  his  attack 
upon  this  government  and  upon  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  government 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  implications  and 
assumptions,  on  implications  and  assump- 
tions which  are  not  borne  out  by  the  inter- 
view of  Mr.  Rogers  and  which  are  still  less 
borne  out,  but  are  in  fact  absolutely  re- 
futed by  the  statement  Issued  by  the  Apos- 
tolic delegate.  The  hon.  gentleman  quoted 
some  words  from  Mr.  Rogers'  statement  and 
he  pointed  out  that  something  might  be  im- 
plied by  that  statement.  I  venture  to  say, 
Sir,  that  anybody  who  reads  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Rogers,  in  Winnipeg,  will  say  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  more  implied  in  that 
statement  than  there  is  actually  contained 
In  it,  and  that  there  is  an  evident  intention 
by  the  wording  of  the  statement  to  make  im- 
plications and  insinuations  that  the  gentle- 
man who  gave  that  statement  did  not  dare 
to  come  out  and  state  as  matters  of  fact. 
These  implications  and  insinuations  are  not 
founded  on  facts,  but  they  are  false  to  the 
record  and  they  are  untrue.  Sir,  the  very 
first  thing  that  would  strike  anybody  in 
reading  that  statement,  the  first  thing  which 
1  confess,  myself,  impressed  me  was  that 
Mr.  Rogers  had  met  the  ablegate  here  In 
Ottawa.  The  statement  contains  these  words: 

During  that  interview  we  presented  the 
claims  of  the  province  as  urgently  and  strongly 
as  possible.  In  reply  Sir  Wilfrid  said  that  if 
we  would  be  good  enough  to  remain  in  Ottawa 
for  three  or  four  days  he  would  again  send 
for  us  and  would  then  be  In  a  position  to  give 
us  an  answer. 

It  is  '  we,'  '  us.'   Then  it  continues  : 

In  three  days'  time,  on  February  20.  a  letter 
was  received  from  Monselgneur  Sbarretti,  ask- 
ing for  a  conference. 

Who  would  have  supposed  for  a  moment 
that  that  did  not  mean  asking  '  us ' 
for  a  conference  :  but.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  not  those  men  who  were  asked  for  a 
conference.  It  was  simply  a  private  letter 
from  the  delegate  asking  one  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, an  old  friend  of  his  who  had  dis- 
cussed this  question  before  with  him,  for  a 
private  interview.    The  Implication  and  the 
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insinuation  in  this  statement  are  not  sup- 
ported by  the  facts,  because  the  public  are 
led  to  believe  that  both  of  these  gentlemen 
were  invited  and  that  both  of  them  had 
gone. 

When  speaking  a  few  moments  ago,  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  laid  stress  upon  the 
assertion  that  he  did  not  know  yet  whether 
the  ablegate  had  had  authority  from  this 
government,  or  any  member  of  the  govern- 
ment, to  make  that  offer,  as  it  is  alleged, 
to  the  representative  of  the  Manitoba  gov- 
ernment Now,  at  the  very  moment  that 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  made  that  state- 
ment he  knew  that  yesterday  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  a  categorical  and  abso- 
lute denial  in  these  words : 

Before  I  proceed  any  further  I  may  say  at 
once  referring  to  the  whole  tenor  of  this  docu- 
ment, that  in  so  far  as  there  is  a  charge  that 
there  was  any  understanding  between  Monseig- 
neur  Sbarretti  and  myself  to  have  the  school 
question  considered  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
tension of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba,  there 
is  not  a  shadow  or  a  tittle  of  truth  In  it. 

When  the  leader  of  the  opposition  stated 
here  to-day  that  he  did  not  know  yet  whether 
Monseigneur  Sbarretti  had  authority  to 
make  that  statement,  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  have  known  that  yesterday  the  right 
hon.  the  leader  of  the  government  had  given 
this  denial,  but  yet  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion ignored  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  page  is  the 
hon.  gentleman  reading  from  1 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  reading  from  'Han- 
sard '  of  yesterday,  page  3837  just  about 
the  middle  of  the  page.  And  furthermore, 
when  the  leader  of  the  opposition  made  the 
statement  to-day,  be  must  have  seen  in  the 
'  Citizen '  of  this  morning  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti's  own  statement : 

'This  Is  the  sum  and  substance  of  my  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Campbell.  The  federal  govern- 
ment had  absolutely  no  knowledge  of  it. 

The  leader  of  the  opposition  is  unfair,  he 
is  disingenuous,  when  he  stated  this  after- 
noon that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  these 
denials,  and  that  he  was  at  liberty  to  as- 
sume that  there  had  been  collusion  and 
arrangement  between  the  government,  or 
any  member  of  the  government,  and  the 
Papal  ablegate.  In  view  of  the  denial  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  of  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti,  the  leader  of  the  opposition  this 
afternoon  allowed  the  impression  to  remain 
on  the  House  that  he  was  not  aware  yet, 
that  he  had  heard  no  denial  yet,  and  that 
the  public  were  still  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  members  of  the  government,  or  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  had  authorized  the 
statement  which  was  attributed  to  Mon- 
seigneur Sbarretti.  There  is  nothing  clear- 
er before  the  public  of  Canada  to-day  than 
the  fact  in  the  first  place,  that  the  govern- 
ment themselves,  through  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, had  stated  that  they  knew  nothing 
Mr.  FISHER. 


whatever  about  it,  that  no  authority  was 
ever  given  to  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  for  such 
a  proposal ;  and  further,  that  Monseigneur 
Sbarretti  himself  has  declared  that  the  gov- 
ernment had  no  information  of  or  connec- 
tion with  that  statement  on  bis  part  I 
therefore  say  that  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion was  disingenuous  and  unfair  to  the 
government  as  well  as  to  the  people  of  the 
country,  whom  he  trys  to  lead  away  from 
the  true  facts. 

An  impression  was  tried  to  be  created  this 
afternoon  that  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  government  was  inconsistent  in  the  fact 
that,  he  had  said  at  one  time  that  the  pre- 
sent school  arrangements  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba  were  satisfactory,  and  that  there 
bad  been  brought  about  by  his  interven- 
tion a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  Mani- 
toba school  question  ;  not  by  coercion,  not 
by  remedial  legislation,  but  by  conciliation 
and  negotiation. 

The  other  day,  when  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position was  criticising  the  Prime  Minister, 
he  used  several  adjectives,  and  one  state- 
ment he  made,  slurring  it  over  as  if  it  were 
a  matter  of  no  account  was  that  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  was  a  great  conciliator.  Sir,  I  do 
not  think  that  anybody  in  this  House  or 
in  this  country  has  ever  applied  a  truer  and 
more  apt  expression  towards  the  leader  of 
this  government.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  has 
stood  out,  not  only  among  the  public  men 
of  Canada,  but  among  the  public  men  of 
the  empire,  as  having  succeeded,  by  con- 
ciliation, in  solving  questions  which  no  coer- 
cion could  ever  solve.  I  venture  to  say  that 
in  the  history  of  Canada  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
will  be  held  up  as  the  brightest  example  of 
a  statesman  who,  without  coercion  or  force, 
has  been  able  to  bring  about  an  entente  cor- 
diale  between  .the  different  peoples,  the 
different  religions,  the  different  nationali- 
ties in  this  country,  and  who  has  been  able 
to  demonstrate  that  by  conciliation  majori- 
ties and  minorities  can  live  together  in 
peace  and  work  for  the  progress,  the  ad- 
vancement and  the  good  government  of  the 
country.  I  said  a  few  moments  ago  that  the 
intention  of  gentlemen  opposite  was  to 
show  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  was  incon- 
sistent. The  settlement  of  the  Manitoba 
school  question  was  the  settlement  of  a  diffi- 
culty under  a  certain  condition  at  that  time 
existing.  The  law  had  been  passed  by  the 
legislature  of  Manitoba,  there  were  difficul- 
ties then  existing,  and  the  settlement  was 
a  settlement  under  a  condition  of  affairs 
which  was  not  absolutely  satisfactory,  pro- 
bably, to  either  side.  The  Roman  Catholics 
of  Manitoba,  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Can- 
ada, would  have  liked  to  have  had  much 
more.  The  Protestant  element  would,  per- 
haps, like  to  exert  a  greater  influence  and 
to  have  taken  away  more  of  the  rights,  or 
the  privileges,  if  you  will,  of  the  Catholics 
in  Manitoba.  If  there  are  two  extremes 
warring  against  each  other,  irreconcilable  in 
most  cases  one  might  say,  but  who  are  will- 
ing and  ready,  by  conciliation,  to  come  to 
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a  common  standpoint  where  their  differences 
will  vanish,  both  sides  may  agree  to  a  fair 
and  just  and  equitable  compromise.  That 
was  the  basis  of  the  settlement  of  the  Mani- 
toba school  question.  3ut,  Sir,  to  say  that 
because  that  was  the  settlement,  and  that 
it  was  on  the  whole  satisfactory  to  both 
sides  of  the  controversy  at  that  time,  does 
not  mean  that  under  any  circumstances  in 
the  future,  or  under  a  new  condition  of 
affairs  existing  in  the  adjoining  new  pro- 
vinces, such  a  settlement  must  necessarily 
be  absolutely  satisfactory  for  ever.  We  have 
a  totally  different  condition  of  affairs  in  re- 
gard to  our  school  legislation  in  the  new 
provinces.  We  have  a  new  start  to  be  made. 
We  have  a  condition  of  affairs  existing  to- 
day in  these  Territories  which  gives  certain 
rights  to  the  minorities  in  the  way  of  se- 
parate schools.  To  maintain  these  rights  by 
our  legislation,  we  give  in  the  future  a 
guarantee  that  these  rights  shall  be  main- 
tained. Some  people  may  consider  that  the 
condition  in  the  Territories  is  not  better, 
nor  even  so  good,  as  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  Manitoba  to-day ;  but,  however  that 
may  be,  the  proposition  in  this  legislation 
is  a  settlement  of  the  question.  Perhaps, 
as  hi  the  case  of  Manitoba,  yon  may  call  It 
a  compromise,  and  probably  the  two  ex- 
tremes to  the  controversy  may  say  that  the 
legislation  we  propose  is  not  satisfactory, 
but  a  compromise  has  to  be  reached  between 
these  extremes.  You  cannot  get  a  compro- 
mise which  will  be  absolutely  acceptable 
to  the  extreme  adherents  of  one  side 
or  the  other,  but  you  may  get  a  compromise 
which  will  be  acceptable  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country-  I  believe  that  by  this  Bill  we  have 
attained  that  desirable  end. 

The  question  of  the  boundaries  of  Mani- 
toba has  been  discussed,  and  this  question 
is  perhaps  the  raison  d'etre  of  this  whole 
discussion  this  afternoon.  A  complaint  is 
made— perhaps  not  actually  made  by  any- 
body on  the  floor  of  this  House,  although 
it  is  implied— a  complaint  is  made  by  Mr. 
liogere  that  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  have 
not  been  moved  westward,  because  of  the 
dittieulties  connected  with  the  school  ques- 
tion. There  is  no  justification  whatever  for 
anv  such  statement.  There  are  newspaper 
rumours  of  all  kinds.  I  regret  to  say  that 
our  friends  opposite  in  their  press  are  quite 
equal  to  the  manufacture  of  newspaper 
rumours  of  all  kinds.  I  regret  to  say  that 
they  feed  on  these  rumours.  They  have 
not  much  else  to  feed  upon,  Mr.  Speaker. 
They  have  been  beaten  over  and  over  and 
over  again,  when  the  people  of  this  country 
have  been  appealed  to  and  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  pronouncing  on  their  policy 
and  their  utterances  in  comparison  with  our 
policy  and  our  utterances.  We  heard  just 
such  language  here  session  after  session  be- 
tween 1890  and  1900.  We  heard  that  the 
Liberal  government  was  to  be  swept  out 
of  power  in  1000  the  moment  the  people  had 


an  opportunity  of  judging  our  record  and 
our  policy.  We  all  know  the  result.  AH 
through  the  last  parliament  we  had  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  talking'  very  loudly  In 
this  House  about  what  they  were  going  to 
do  when  the  elections  came  on.  They  im- 
pressed a  good  many  people  in  the  country. 
They  are  loud-mouthed  and  denunciatory  ; 
and  they  are  like  some  people  who  think 
that  by  saying  a  thing  very  often  you  act- 
ually make  it  true.  But  the  result  of  the 
election  In  November,  1904,  showed  them 
that  their  loudest  denunciations  and  loudest 
assertions  were  mere  empty  wind,  and  the 
government  came  back  with  a  larger  ma- 
jority than  any  party  in  Canada  had  got 
in  many  years. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Where  was  their 
leader  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  1  will  not  say  anything 
about  that ;  I  do  not  wish  to  indulge  In  per- 
sonalities. But  in  that  connection  I  would 
like  to  refer  to  a  statement  which  I  saw 
In  a  Conservative  newspaper  within  the 
last  day  or  two — I  am  sorry  I  cannot  re- 
member which  paper  it  was.  The  state- 
ment was  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  the  people  of  Quebec  were  inferior  in 
intelligence  and  superior  in  bigotry  and  pre- 
judice to  the  people  of  Ontario.  It  is  easy 
enough  to  see  where  a  sentiment'  of  that 
kind  comes  from  ;  it  comes  from  the  dis- 
appointed ambitions  of  .men  who  tried  to  be 
elected  in  those  provinces  and  had  to  suffer 
the  defeat  which  their  party  and  their 
policy  deserved. 

There  is  one  thing  more  which  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  about ;  and,  coming  as  I 
do*  from  the  province  of  Quebec,  perhaps  I 
know  a  little  more  about  these  matters  than 
the  great  mass  of  English  speaking  or  Pro- 
testant members  of  this  House.  It  may  be 
a  little  delicate  for  one  who  does  not  be- 
long to  the  Roman  Catholic  church  to  speak 
about  the  action  of  Catholics  in  regard  to 
their  own  church,  or  about  the  ditlicnlties 
which  may  have  arisen  in  the  internal 
economy  of  that  church  in  this  country. 
But.  having  lived  among  the  Catholics  of 
the  province  of  Quebec,  it  may  not  be  out 
of  place'  for  me  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
regard  to  the  coming  of  the  Papal  ablegate. 
In  189(5  a  request  was  made  by  certain  peo- 
ple belonging  to  the  Catholic  church  for  a 
permanent  representative  of  the  Pope  in 
Canada.  That  was  not  the  first  time  that 
a  request  of  that  kind  had  been  placed  be- 
fore the  head  of  the  Catholic  church.  Those 
of  us  who  can  look  back  a  little  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  can  remember  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  In  the  province  of  Quebec 
before  1896.  We  can  remember  that  as 
long  ago  as  1876  there  was  an  election  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  in  which  It  was 
notorious  that  leading  dignitaries  of  the 
Catholic  church  took  an  active  part— such 
an  active  part  that  the  Tory  candidate  in 
that  election  was  elected  ;  such  an  active 
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part  that  certain  Liberals  who  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  interference  of  the  church  In 
secular  affairs,,  such  as  political  matters, 
made  a  protest  to  Rome,  and  asked  that  a 
delegate  should  be  sent  from  the  Pope  to 
regulate  those  affairs  within  the  Catholic 
church  in  Canada. 


Mr.  BERGERON, 
that  •'. 


What    election  was 


Mr.  FISHER.  It  was  the  election  of  Mr. 
Langevin,  in  Charlevois.  The  case  was  tried 
in  the  courts,  and  the  interference  of  the 
church  was  proved.  Somebody  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  a  little  while  ago  talked 
about  proof— when  was  proof  required,  when 
was  proof  given,  and  so  on.  I  think  it  was 
the  hou.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron). I  cannot  quote  the  exact  volume 
of  the  reports  in  which  that  case  appears  ; 
but  the  lion,  gentleman,  who  is  a  lawyer, 
can  find  it  himself,  and  he  will  see  that 
the  proof  was  given.  I  do  not  think  it  was 
the  only  case,  but  it  was  the  one  I  had  in 
my  mind  at  the  moment.  The  Papal  dele- 
gate was  sent  to  Canada,  not  to  interfere 
in  political  matters,  or  with  legislation,  but 
to  prevent  the  interference  in  political  mat- 
ters of  certain  dignitaries  of  the  church, 
whose  influence  it  was  well  known  had  been 
exerted. " 

An  hon.  MEMBER.   On  whose  behalf  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  My  hon.  friend  from  Beau- 
harnois can  remember.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  can  re- 
member. 1  daresay  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster),  if  he  searched 
his  historial  reminiscences,  could  remember. 
It  was  exerted  ou  behalf  of  the  Conserva- 
tive government,  who  for  long  years  carried 
a  large  majority  of  the  constituencies  In 
Quebec  by  reason  of  the  assistance  of  the 
Catholic  church,  and  only  by  reason  of  that 
assistance.  Coming  down  to  1890,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  was  a  member 
of  the  then  Conservative  government. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Sometimes. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Sometimes.  He  knows  that 
before  the  elections  of  1896,  there  were  cer- 
tain changes  in  that  government,  and  that 
the  gentlemen  who  were  chosen  to  fill  the 
places  naturally  given  to  the  province  of 
Quebec  were  well  known  to  be  representa- 
tives of  the  ultramontane  wing  of  the  Con- 
servative party  of  that  province  ;  and  It  is 
not  very  much  of  a  jump  for  me  to  suppose 
that  the  gentlemen  who  controlled  the  then 
Conservative  party  and  the  then  .Conserva- 
tive government  remembered  what  had  oc- 
curred in  days  gone  by,  when  Sir  John  Mac- 
dona  Id,  having  on  the  one  hand  the  Tory 
Orange  organization  of  the  province  of  On- 
tario, and  on  the  other  hand  the  Catholic 
church  organization  of  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, ruled  this  country  for  so  many  years 
by  means  of  that  unholy  alliance.  ' 
Mr.  FISHER. 


Mr.  BERGERON.  For  the  good  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  hon.  member  says  '  for 
the  good  of  the  country.'  I  can  only  point 
to  the  condition  of  the  country  in  1896. 
Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  must  admit  that 
it  was  for  the  evil  of  the  country  that  the 
government  were  then  carrying  on  the 
affairs  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Which  element  of  the 
combination  is  the  unholy  one  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  combination  was  un- 
holy, not  either  elements  of  it.  It  was  the 
alliance,  the  combination  of  the  two  sets  of 
people  who  held  diametrically  opposite 
views,  who  were  joined  together  in  an  un- 
holy alliance  to  keep  the  government  iu 
office.  My  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  re- 
belled against  it  himself,  he  found  it  quite 
beyond  endurance  ;  and  when,  in  1890  an 
effort  was  made  to  coerce  Manitoba  by  the 
government  of  which  the  member  for  North 
Toronto  was  a  member,  the  member  for  East 
Grey  and  others  rebelled  against  the  alli- 
ance, and  stepped  out  from  the  support  of 
that  party  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Very  much  like  the  hon. 
member  and  his  friends  who  fought  against 
the  church  and  took  it  into  court ;  now  they 
are  on  the  other  side  and  are  returning  to 
the  church.  They  want  to  appeal  to  both 
sides. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  means  by  referring  to  the 
church.  I  take  It  that  he  has  been  follow- 
ing the  lead  given  this  afternoon  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  and  the  member  for 
North  Toronto,  who  pretend  that  in  our  pre- 
sent legislation  we  have  been  consulting  the 
church,  and  going  to  the  heads  of  the  church 
for  permisson  to  introduce  this  legislation. 
That  has  been  denied  by  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  House,  and  denied  by  the  state- 
ment of  Monseigneur  Sbarretti  himself. 
Therefore  the  insinuation  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  makes  and  the  implication  sug- 
gested by  the  leader  of  the  opposition  and 
the  member  for  North  Toronto,  are  absolu- 
tely unfounded  and  untrue. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
he  did  not  know  what  I  meant:  I  was  re- 
ferring to  his  own  statement  when  he  told 
of  the  time  his  party  took  the  church  Into 
court  and  fought  the  church  ;  but  now  they 
are  entering  into  an  alliance  with  the  church 
and  getting  the  church  to  help  them. 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  is  what  I  deny,  the 
insinuation  which  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  colleagues  are  making  Is  absolutely  un- 
founded and  has  no  justification  in  any  form 
or  shape.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  1898  an  effort  was 
made  to  pursue  that  kind  of  policy,  the 
effort  was  made  by  the  then  government  to 
carry  the  province  of  Quebec  in  the  same 
way.    A  little  while  ago  the  member  for 
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North  Toronto,  in  opening  his  speech,  made 
a  remark  which  I  cannot  help  but  consider 
almost  offensive,  when  he  said  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  started  in  by  doing 
the  baby  act.   Now,  without  saying  any- 
thing about  the  delicacy  of  such  language, 
I  do  desire  however  to  state  that  if  ever 
there  was  a  man  in  Canada  who  has  never 
shown  the  white  feather  on  any  occasion 
when  he  required  to  take  courage,  to  take 
heart,  and  to  stand  before  the  people  and 
boldly  tell  them  what  they  should  do,  It  is 
the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  this  government. 
I  remember  when,  in  the  campaign  of  1890 
at  the  time  the  Manitoba  school  question  j 
was  before  the  country,  the  right  hon.  gen-  j 
tleman  went  down  into  his  own  constituency 
in  the  city  of  Quebec,  when  the  people  of  I 
that  province  were  more  or  less  excited  on  j 
the  question  which  was  then  occupying  all 
minds,  and  he  led  them  into  the  way  of  j 
peace,  he  showed  them  that  justice  and  i 
consideration  ought  to  be  given  to  provin-  ] 
cia)  rights  In  Manitoba  ;  and  in  the  ensu-  ; 
ing  elections  we  saw  that  by  hts  courage,  by  I 
the  justice  of  his  pleas,  and  the  justice  of  | 
his  position,  he  was  able  to  defeat  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  province  of  Quebec  itself,  I 
when  the  Conservative  party,  by  the  help  ] 
of  the  ultramontane  press  and  members, 
hoped  to  carry  the  province  by  an  enormous 
majority  in  favour  of  the  Tupper  govern- 
ment.  Sir,  there  never  has  been  in.  the  his- 
tory of  Canada  an  exhibition  of  greater 
moral  courage  and  of  greater  devotion  to 
duty,  whatever  the  cost  might  be.    I  re- 
member another  occasion  when  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  went  to  the  city  of  Toronto, 
at  a  time  there  was  an  agitation  being  car- 
ried on  throughout  the  province  of  Ontario . 
in  relation  to  the  Jesuit  Estates  Act.   The  J 
right  hon.  gentleman  faced  a  great  audience  i 
in  the  ultra  Protestant  city  of  Toronto,  and 
the  first  cheer  that  arose  during  his  speech . 
was  on  his  mentioning  the  name  of  Col. ! 
O'Brien,  who  was  then  supposed  to  be  the : 
champion  of  Protestantism  in  Ontario  ;  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  showed  that  audience 
the  justice  of  his  position,  and  the  actual  ' 
condition  of  affairs  in  the  province  of  Que- 1 
bee,  and  before  he  had  spoken  for  twenty 
minutes,  he  had  that  audience  in  the  hollow  i 
of  his  hand,  and  when  he  sat  down  he  re-  I 
ceived  an  applause  which  has  never  been  1 
equalled  in  that  great  Protestant  city  of , 
Toronto. 

Mr.  sriiOL'LE.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman why  they  do  not  put  up  a  candidate  j 
iu  that  city  to-day  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Because  we  do  not  want  j 
lo  give  you  and  your  friends  an  opportunity  i 
to  raise  fanatical  prejudices  on  this  ques-  { 
Uon.  Sir,  for  the  hon.  member  for  North  i 
Toronto  to  impute  cowardice  to  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  government,  is  going  from  , 
the  sublime  to  the  ridiculous. 

Mr.  SPROI'LE.  That  is  pretty  strong  | 
language.  I 


Mr.  FISHER.  The  ease  requires  strong 
language,  but  if  it  is  not  parliamentary,  I 
can'  withdraw  it.  but  nevertheless  I  want 
to  say  it.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  was 
charged  a  few  minutes  ago  with  having 
shown  heat  when  he  rose  to  speak  in  reply 
to  the  leader  of  the  opposition.  I  do  not 
wonder  that  one  who  has  seen  what  has 
been  going  on  here  during  the  last  few  days 
shows  heat ;  I  do  not  wonder  'that  a  man 
who  has  his  country's  good  at  heart  shows 
heat  when  he  sees  the  efforts  of  the  press 
of  a  great  party  In  this  country  devoting 
itself  to  stirring  up  religious  strife  and'  na- 
tional prejudice.  Sir,  heat  is  required  to  put 
down  such  action  as  that,  and  to  challenge 
it,  and  to  meet  It.  I  say  that  the  Liberal 
party  and  the  Liberal  government  are  ready 
at  all  times  to  light  such  a  policy  whenever 
it  is  attempted  to  be  carried  on  in  this  coun- 
try. Sir,  the  question  at  issue  is  the  false 
assertion  that  this  government  has  refused 
tc.  extend  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  west- 
ward because  of  the  school  question.  The 
right  hon.  leader  of  the  government,  in  in- 
troducing this  Bill  a  few  weeks  ago,  gave  a 
clear  and  explicit  statement  of  the  reasons 
why  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  could  not 
be  extended  to  the  westward,  and  in  that 
statement  and  those  reasons  there  was  not 
a  single  suggestion  that  the  boundary  ques- 
tion had  any  connection  whatever  with  the 
school  question.  The  reasons  were  explicit, 
and  they  are  shown  in  the  papers  laid  on 
tne  table  of  the  House.  The  reasons  given 
were  that  the  people  west  of  Manitoba  did 
not  wish  to  be  joined  to  Manitoba  and  pre- 
ferred to  be  in  the  new  provinces,  and  we 
had  to  consider  the  people  who  were  con- 
cerned rather  than  the  desire  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Manitoba.  And,  as  I  am  reminded 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Centre  York  (Mr. 
Campbell),  why  did  not  they  extend  it  in 
155&4,  when  Manitoba  made  the  request.  The 
reasons  given  then  were  very  much  as  they 
nave  been  given  now  in  the  answer  to  the 
memorial  of  the  government  of  Manitoba. 
Those  reasons  were  conclusive  with  the  Con- 
servative party  in  1884  :  they  are  doubly 
strong  to-day.  The  conditions  which  made 
the  westward  extension  undesirable  then 
have  been  Intensified  by  the  development  of 
the  country.  And  these  reasons,  and  these 
reasons  only,  caused  the  government  to  reply 
to  the  government  of  Manitoba  and  say  that 
the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  could  not  be 
extended  westward,  but  that  the  whole  of 
lhat  territory  must  go  into  the  two  new 
provinces.  It  is  assuming  a  great  deal— un- 
fortunately hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and 
their  press  live  on  assumptions  and  they 
therefore  must  assume  a  great  deal — but 
there  is  no  justification  for  the  assumption 
that  the  school  question  was  in  any  way 
connected  with  the  decision  of  the  govern- 
ment that  the  boundary  of  Manitoba  could 
not  be  extended  to  the  west.  I  will  not  deal 
with  this  question  longer.  I  regret  exceed- 
ingly that  to-day  and  yesterday,  as  several 
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times  before,*  the  time  of  the  House  has 
been  taken  up  in  dealing  with  these  ques- 
tion which  are  really  extraneous  to  the  legis- 
lation before  the  House,  and  the  bringing  up 
of  which  here  can  serve  only  one  purpose, 
and  that  purpose  is  the  continuance  of  the 
agitation  and  excitement  amongst  the  peo- 
ple and  the  stirring  up  of  prejudice  on  these 
questions. 

At  six  o'clock,  House  took  recess. 

After  Recess. 

House  resumed  at  eight  o'clock. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN  (South  York).  Mr. 
■Speaker,  in  taking  up  the  special  subject  of 
debate  this  evening  I  intend  to  read  another 
document  in  order  to  place  It  on  record,  a 
document  which  bears  very  pointedly  on 
the  question  that  has  been  raised.  It  is  a 
letter  that  was  sent  to  His  Holiness  the 
Pope  by  the  members  of  the  government 
and  toy  the  members  of  parliament,  and 
which  was  referred  to  in  the  remarks  which 
I  made  yesterday.  That  document,  which 
was  sent,  I  believe,  in  1896  or  1897,  was  as 
follows : — 

Most  Holy  Father,— We,  the  undersigned, 
members  of  the  Senate  and  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  and  represent- 
ing therein  the  Liberal  party,  present  our- 
selves before  Your  Holiness  as  respectful  and 
.devoted  children  of  holy  church,  to  complain 
of  the  existence  of  a  state  of  things  which, 
if  allowed  to  continue,  must  be  extremely 
dangerous  to  the  constitutional  liberties  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  to  the  interests  of  the 
church  Itself. 

Tour  Holiness  has  already  been  made  aware 
of  the  conduct  and  attitude  of  certain  pre- 
lates and  of  certain  members  of  the  secular 
clergy  who,  during  the  general  elections  in 
this  country,  In  the  month  of  June  last,  inter- 
vened in  a  violent  manner  in  restraint  of 
electoral  freedom,  taking  sides  openly  for  the 
Conservative  party,  and  going  so  far  as  to  de- 
clare guilty  of  grievous  sin  those  of  the 
electors  who  would  vote  for  the  candidates  of 
the  Liberal  party. 

Sincerely  attached  to  the  Institutions  of  our 
country,  which  ensure  to  us  Catholics  the 
most  complete  liberty,  we  respectfully  repre- 
sent to  Your  Holiness  that  these  democratic 
institutions  under  which  we  live,  and  for  which 
Your  Holiness  has  many  times  expressed  senti- 
ment of  admiration  and  confidence,  can  only 
exist  under  perfect  electoral  freedom. 

Far  be  it  from  us  to  refuse  to  the  clergy 
the  plenitude  of  civil  and  political  rights. 
The  priest  is  a  citizen,  and  we  would  not,  for 
a  single  instant,  deprive  him  of  the  right  of 
expressing  his  opinion  on  any  matter  submit- 
ted to  the  electorate  but  when  the  exercise 
of  that  right  develops  Into  violence,  and  when 
that  violence,  in  the  name  of  religion,  goes 
to  the  extent  of  making  a  grievous  sin  out  of 
a  purely  political  act,  there  is  an  abuse  of 
authority  of  which  the  consequences  cannot  but 
be  fatal,  not  only  to  constitutional  liberty, 
but  to  religion  itself. 

If.  In  a  country  such  as  ours,  with  a  population 
consisting  of  persons  of  various  creeds,  and 
Mr.  FISHER. 


wherein  the  Protestant  denominations  are  In  a 
majority,  Catholics  did  not  enjoy,  in  all  matters 
relating  to  legislation,  the  same  political  free- 
dom as  their  Protestant  fellow-countrymen, 
they  would  ipso  facto  be  placed  In  a  position 
of  Inferiority,  which  would  prevent  them  from 
taking  the  legitimate  part  which  they  are 
entitled  to  take  in  the  government  of  the 
country,  with  the  possibility,  moreover,  of 
conflicts  between  the  various  groups  of  the 
population,  which  history  shows  to  be  ever 
fraught  with  danger. 

Then  again,  an  active  and  violent  Interven- 
tion of  the  clergy  in  the  domain  of  political 
question  submitted  to  the  people  must,  of 
necessity,'  produce  against  a  great  mass  of 
the  Catholic  population  a  degree  of  irritation 
manifestly  and  prejudicial  to  that  respect 
which  religion  and  its  ministers  ever  inspire 
and  command.  Some  twenty  years  ago.  His 
Holiness  Pius  IX,  your  illustrious  and  la- 
mented predecessor  on  the  pontiflcial  throne, 
acting  through  the  Sacred  Congregation  of  the 
Propaganda,  deemed  It  his  duty  to  put  a  stop 
to  certain  abuses  of  a  similar  character,  and 
forbade  the  Intervention  of  the  clergy  in  poli- 
tics. This  prohibition  was  generally  respected 
so  long  as  His  Eminence  Cardinal  Taschereau 
was  able  to  guide  the  church  in  Canada,  but 
since  old  age  and  infirmities  have  paralyzed 
his  guiding  hand,  the  abuses  to  which  your 
Illustrious  predecessor  had  put  a  stop,  have 
begun  again,  and  threaten  once  more  to  create 
trouble  among  us,  and  to  compromise,  not 
only  Catholic  Interests  in  this  country,  but 
the  peace  and  harmony  which  should  exist  be- 
tween the  various  elements  of  our  population. 

Again  affirming  our  absolute  devotion  to  tbe 
faith  of  our  fathers  and  to  the  church  of  which 
your  are  the  supreme  head,  ,  affirming  our 
respect  and  attachment  for  tbe  person  of 
Your  Holiness,  our  attachment  to  the  interests 
of  our  country  and  to  the  Crown  of  Great 
Britain,  Its  aegis  and  protector,  we  beg  that 
Your  Holiness  will  renew  in  our  behalf  the 
most  wise  prescriptions  and  prohibitions  of 
your  predecessor  protect  the  consciences  of 
the  Catholic  electors,  and  thus  secure  peace 
In  our  country  by  the  union  of  religion  and  of 
liberty— a  union  which  Your  Holiness  has 
many  times  extolled  In  those  immortal  en- 
cyclicals whose  precious  teachings  we  desire  in 
all  things  to  follow;  and  lastly,  grant  to  the 
children  of  the  church  now  addressing  Your 
Holiness  the  apostolic  benediction. 

Hon.  Wilfrid  Laurler,  Premier  of  ■  Canada; 
Hon.  Joseph  Israel  Tarte,  Minister  of  Public 
Work;  Hon.  Charles  Fitzpatrlck,  Solicitor 
General;  Hon.  R.  W.  Scott,  Secretary  of  State; 
Hon.  C.  A.  Geoffrlon,  Minister  without  port- 
folio; Hon.  C.  A.  P.  Pelletier,  Speaker  of  fhe 
Senate;  Hon  J.  R.  Thlbaudeau,  senator;  h. 
Prefontaine,  M.P.;  O.  E.  Talbot,  M.P.;  C.  R. 
Devlin,  M.P.;  L.  B.  Brodeur,  M.P.;  L.  A.  C. 
Angers,  M.P.;  T.  M.  Guay,  M.  P.;  F.  Langell>r, 
M.P.  ;  C.  Beausolell,  M.P.  ;  R.  Lemleux, 
M.P.  ;  A.  A.  Bruneau,  M.P.  ;  J.  A.  C. 
Ethier,  M.P.;  B.  Monet,  M.P.;  M.  E.  Bernter, 
M.P.;  J.  A.  C.  Madore,  M.P.;  P.  V.  Savard, 
M.P.;  H.  G.  Carroll,  M.P.;  T.  Fortin,  M.P.; 
P.  A.  Choquette,  M.P.;  O.  Desmarals,  M.P.; 
C.  J.  Rlnfret,  M.P.;  G.  Turcotte,  M.P.;  J.  H. 
Legrls,  M.P.;  H.  S.  Harwood,  M.P.;  Joseph 
Lavergne,  M.P.;  H.  Dupuls,  M.P.;  C.  Bazinet, 
M.P.;  Joseph  Gauthier,  M.P.;  T.  Proulx,  M.P.; 
N.  A.  Belcourt,  M.P.:  J.  B.  R.  Flset,  M.P.; 
J.  H.  R.  Bourassa,  M.P.;  R.  M.  S.  Mignault, 
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H.P.;  A.  Bourbonnals,  M.P.;  C.  Poultot,  M.P.; 
Joseph  Godbout,  M.P.;  A.  M.  Dechene,  M.P. 

This  letter,  which  was  sent  by  the  forty 
immortals  of  this  country  to  His  Holiness 
the  Pope,  complained  of  certain  political 
grievances  which  they  had  in  this  country, 
supporting  the  request  already  made  that 
he  would  send  a  delegate  to  this  country 
to  look  after  their  Interests  and  to  protect 
them  from  what  is  here  set  forth,  namely, 
the  unfair  interference  of  the  clerics  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  with  the  rights  of  the 
electors,  and  especially  with  the  rights  of 
members  of  parliament.  I  must  say  that 
I  am  rather  disappointed  in  the  opinion  I 
had  formed  of  the  clergy  of  Quebec  after 
the  high  commendation  of  their  conduct 
given  by  the  member  for  Labelle  (Mr.  Bour- 
assa)  last  night,  when  I  see  that  he  has 
stigmatized,  more  than  any  one  I  know, 
with  these  forty  immortals  from  Quebec, 
the  clergy  of  that  province.  They  have 
charged  them  with  all  kinds  of  political  In- 
terference, they  charged  them  with  inter- 
fering with  the  rights  of  the  people  to  vote, 
and  they  asked  His  Holiness  to  interfere 
with  these  clergy  In  the  province  of  Que- 
bec, so  that  when  the  bon.  member  for  La- 
belle  says  that  members  from  Ontario  have 
been  throwing  stones  at  the  clergy  of  Que- 
bec, he  has  evidently  forgotten  that  he  and 
forty  others  signed  this  document  to  have 
a  delegate  sent  out  here  to  regulate  the 
clergy  of  the  province  of  Quebec.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  the  ablegate  was  sent  out  here  ; 
we  have  bad  three  or  four  of  them. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  understand  my  hon. 
friend  read  from  a  certain  petition  asking 
that  a  delegate  be  sent  here.  Would  be  be 
kind  enough  to  repeat  the  part  of  the  peti- 
tion in  which  that  was  included  ? 

Mr.  W.  P.  MACLEAN.  I  said  this  docu- 
ment set  out  the  grievances  and  that  other 
missions  and  presentations  made  at  Rome 
requested  a  delegate  to  be  sent  out  and 
especially  the  letter  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  asked  that  an  able- 
gate be  sent  to  this  country  and  he  was  sent. 
We  have  the  facts  that  these  gentlemen, 
all  engaged  in  politics,  after  stigmatizing 
the  clergy  of  Quebec,  undertook  a  mission 
to  Rome  to  get  His  Holiness'  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  an  ablegate  to  this  coun- 
try for  political  purposes,  that  that  ablegate 
has  practically  had  a  political  mission,  that 
that  ablegate  from  Rome  has  been  here  as 
an  appanage  of  the  Grit  machine  In  this 
country  and  that  especially  he  was  to  be 
the  Papal  policeman  with  a  big  stick  to  keep 
the  bishops  and  clergy  of  this  country  in 
order.  This  is  a  fair  inference  to  draw 
from  the  representations  that  were  made  to 
Rome  and  from  the  conduct  of  the  able- 
gate In  this  country.  I  know  It  for  a  fact— 
at  least  I  hare  seen  It  stated  and  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  denied— that  at  the  recent 
election  and  at  other  times  Liberal  candi- 
dates In  all  parts  of  the  country,  or  some 


of  them,  when  they  had  a  grievance  against 
any  of  the  clergy  of  the  church  of  Rome, 
Immediately  telephoned  to  the  big  police- 
man at  Ottawa  to  take  his  big  stick  and 
wire  back  disciplining  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergyman  who  dared  to  hold  an  opinion 
of  his  own  In  regard  to  politics. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Again  they  are 
laughing,  but  they  laugh  when  the  facts  are 
brought  home  to  them.  The  truth  is,  and 
It  is  admitted  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  this  Papal  ablegate  was  brought  to 
this  country  as  an  appanage  of  the  Grit 
inchine,  that  he  Is  the  policeman  with  the 
big  stick  to  discipline  the  bishops  and  the 
clergy  of  the  Roman  Catholic  church  and 
that  those  who,  more  than  any  one  else, 
stigmatized  the  hierarchy  and  clergy  of  Que- 
bec were  the  forty  Immortals  who  signed 
that  document  on  that  occasion. 

Now,  the  hon  Minister  of  Agriculture 
(Mr.  Fisher)  this  afternoon  got  rather  elo- 
quent wnd  grew  rather  warm  when  he 
charged  this  side  of  the  House  with  en- 
kindling the  flames  of  ill-feeling  in  this 
country.  I  want  to  know  who  lit  the  flame, 
who  set  the  heather  on  nre  over  this  ques- 
tion. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    You  did. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  say  that  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  of  tills  coun- 
try who  introduced  this  Bill  at  the  request 
of  a  solid  Quebec  to  coerce  the  minority 
in  regard  to  educational  matters  in  the 
Northwest  That  Is  what  caused  the  flame, 
that  is  what  lit  the  torch,  or  In  other  words, 
the  torch  was  carried  and  fired  the  moment 
tiie  right  bon.  gentleman  Introduced  that 
Bill. 

Mr.  BUREAU  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
tell  the  House  where  he  gets  his  authority 
for  the  statement  that  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced at  the  request  of  a  solid  Quebec? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  The  proof  posi- 
tive is  that  a  solid  Quebec  will  support  him. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  If  that  be  true  was  it 
Introduced  at  the  request  of  a  solid  Nova 
Scotia,  because,  a  solid  Nova  Scotia  will 
support  it  also? 

Mr.  W  F.  MACLEAN.  We  will  see  about 
that.  We  have  heard  about  a  bolt  in  Nova 
Scotia  over  this  Bill  and  we  will  hear  more 
of  It.  What  else  bas  fanned  the  flame? 
The  thing  that  fanned  the  flame  was  the  dis- 
covery by  the  great  Protestant  element  of 
this  country  that  the  right  hon.  Prime  Min- 
ister had  deceived  them.  He  told  them  by 
his  conduct  In  the  elections  of  1896  that 
the  Manitoba  question  had  been  settled, 
that  in  this  country  there  was  to  be  no 
more '  coercion,  .that  the  sunny  ways  had 
settled  this  question  and  these  people  took 
him  at  his  word.  They  accepted  the  pledge 
which  he  made  when,  as  the  hon.  Minister 
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of  Agriculture  said,  he  went  to  Toronto  in 
1889  and  made  that  speech  from  which  we 
had  a  quotation  this  afternoon,  that  speech 
in  which  he  said  that  'no  Italian  priest  shall 
tithe  or  toll  in  our  Dominion.'  He  went  to 
Toronto  and  made  that  speech  and  what  has 
fanned  the  flame  is  that  these  people  of 
Ontario  and  these  people  of  the  west  now 
find  that  <an  Italian  priest  is  in  this  country 
for  that  very  purpose  and  that  he  was 
brought  here  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 
The  fact  that  the  people  have  discovered 
all  these  things  has  helped  to  fan  the  flame. 
What  more  has  fanned  the  flame?  It  is 
the  discovery  of  how  this  BUI  was  Intro- 
duced into  parliament  In  so  far  as  it  has 
been  divulged  in  this  debate.  It  has  been 
proved  that  the  sub-committee  which  drew 
up  this  Bill  was  composed  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  no  one  else  as  far  as 
we  know.  Something  else  has  come  out 
this  afternoon  which  will  still  further  fan 
the  flame  and  It  is  that  the  Prime  Minister 
all  along  was  In  consultation  with  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Ephesus  aa  regards  this  school 
clause  and  as  regards  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba.  Is  it  not  enough  to  fan  the 
flame  when  the  great  Protestant  majority 
of  this  country,  the  59  per  cent,  find  that 
the  Bill  dealing  with  the  educational  liber- 
ties of  the  people  of  the  west  was  drawn, 
brought  forward  and  Introduced  Into  this 
parliament  by  these  three  members  of  the 
government  with  the  assistance  of  the  Papal 
ablegate  and  that  not  one  of  the  ministers 
who  represent  the  great  Protestant  body 
of  this  country  was  consulted,  but  that  they 
were  ignored  in  the  matter?  Is  not  that 
something  to  fan  the  flame? 

Mr.  EMMERSON.    That  Is  not  true. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Tben  it  rests 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  to  state  who  were 
there.  I  am  speaking  of  the  committee  now 
and  that  is  all  the  knowledge  we  have.  The 
hon  gentleman  is  there  to  Increase  our 
knowledge.  All  we  want  are  the  actual 
facts,  but,  so  far,  I  say  the  public  mind  is 
Inflamed  and  the  Protestant  mind  Is  justly 
inflamed  by  this  conduct.  What  further 
has  inflamed  the  public  mind?  What  has 
lighted  the  torch?  It  Is  the  constant  dis- 
covery of  duplicity  and  deception  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter.  The  flame  was 
still  further  fanned  by  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Rogers,  which  was  published  yesterday,  and 
we  know  what  was  in  that  letter.  We  know, 
according  to  Mr.  Itogers,  that  the  delegate 
from  Manitoba— and  we  will  have  to  con- 
fine it  now  to  the  Attorney  General  of  Mani- 
toba, Mr.  Campbell— was  asked  by  the  Papal 
ablegate  to  put  two  certain  clauses  in  the 
school  law  of  Manitoba.  It  was  intimated 
to  him  that  if  ihey  would  do  that  the  bound- 
aries of  his  province  would  be  extended  to 
the  north  and  It  was  also  stated  that  the 
reason  why  his  province  had  not  had  its 
boundaries  extended  to  the  west  was  be- 
Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN. 


cause  of  the  school  law  of  Manitoba.  Is  not 
that  something  to  inflame  the  public  mind, 
to  increase  this  fire  that  seems  to  be  burn- 
ing all  over  the  country?  But,  who  Is  doing 
it?  Is  it  being  done  by  tills  side  of  the 
House  or  by  the  Conservative  press?  Per- 
haps somewhat,  but  everything  that  Is  done 
is  based  on  these  revelations  of  duplicity, 
of  deception  and  of  ignoring  of  the  public 
right  and  the  right  of  the  people  of  the  west 
to  be  consulted  In  this  matter.  Again  I  ask, 
as  did  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto 
(Mr.  Foster)  this  afternoon,  if  the  Papal 
ablegate  was  to  be  consulted.  If  he  was  con- 
suited,  if  he  was  waited  upon,  as  he  was 
repeatedly  waited  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister,  and  If  this  matter  was  dis- 
cussed why  was  not  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  consulted,  why  was  not  the  Finance 
Minister  consulted,  why  was  not  Mr.  Haul- 
tain  consulted,  why  were  not  the  people  of 
the  west  consulted?  And  still  further  will 
the  public  mind  be  inflamed  to-day  when  it 
is  known,  as  it  knows  now,  that  practically 
the  statement  made  by  the  Papal  ablegate 
and  published  to-day  Is  a  confirmation  in 
substance  of  what  was  stated  in  Mr.  Rogers 
letter.  Here  is  the  crux  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter and  it  was  not  denied;  grant,  for  the 
moment,  that  the  Papal  ablegate  had  the 
right  to  discuss  the  school  question  In  this 
interview  with  the  Manitoba  minister,  he 
coupled  the  school  question  up  with  the 
boundary  question  where  he  had  no  juris- 
diction, but  where  apparently  he  claimed 
to  have  authority  to  propose  a  settlement 
of  the  school  question. 

There  Is  the  crux  ;  that  is  a  thing  that 
is  not  denied.  It  is  asserted  by  Mr.  Rogers, 
it  is  not  denied  by  the  ablegate  and  It  is  not 
denied  by  the  government  The  kernel  of 
the  whole  matter  lies  In  this  that  the  able- 
gate discussed  the  boundary  question  of 
Manitoba  in  connection  with  the  school  ques- 
tion. I  want  to  know  if  the  Minister  of 
Justice  had  night  interviews  or  any  other 
kind  of  interviews  with  the  Papal  ablegate  ? 
I  want  to  know  if  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  been  in  communication  with  the  Papal 
ablegate  ?  I  want  to  know  if  it  is  not  true 
that  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Papal 
ablegate,  were  daily  holding  interviews 
about  this  school  question  and  discussing 
the  matter  in  all  its  shapes  and  forms,  while 
the  people  of  the  west  and  the  minister  from 
the  west  and  Mr.  Haultain  were  ignored. 
Is  there  any  wonder  why  the  country  has 
been  fanned  into  flame  when  the  people 
discover  these  things  ?  I  would  like  to  know 
if  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  had  any  interviews  with  the 
Papal  ablegate.  I  do  not  suppose  they  will 
admit  it,  but  all  the  other  gentlemen  have 
to  admit  it ;  the  Prime  Minister  had  an 
opportunity  of  denying  it  and  he  did  not 
deny  it,  and  his  colleague  who  followed 
him  was  not  able  to  deny  it.  The  additional 
fact,  which  goes  to  the  public  to-morrow. 
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will  still  further  fan  the  flame,  when  it  is 
known  that  the  Papal  ablegate  was  in  the 
city  of  Ottawa  all  the  time  in  constant  con- 
sultation with  the  ministers,  and  that  those 
who  are  directly  interested  were  not  con- 
sulted. I  have  read  the  letter  which  the 
forty  immortals  seut  to  Rome,  asking  for 
protection  from  the  clericals  of  Quebec, 
and  the  letter  of  Mr.  Russell  has  also  been 
read  here.  This  evidence  proves  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  or  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  the 
private  individual,  induced  the  Holy  See  to 
send  an  ablegate  to  this  country  and  to 
send  him  here  for  a  political  purpose;  for  the 
political  purpose  of  being  the  policeman  with 
the  big  stick  to  regulate  the  clergy  of  Que- 
bec ;  and,  also  for  the  purpose  of  something 
else. 

Mr.  BUREAU.   What  is  it  ? 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  I  will  come  to 
that  in  a  moment,  but  1  say  now  to  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Canada  that  whether  act- 
ing as  an  individual  or  not,  if  he  induced 
the  Holy  See  to  send  an  ablegate  here  for 
the  political  purpose  whi<!h  is  confessed  in 
his  letter,  be  is  responsible  for  everything 
that  the  Papal  ablegate  has  done  in  connec- 
tion with  our  politics  in  this  country.  It  is 
now  confessed  that  the  Papal  ablegate  did 
interfere  in  our  polities.  He  submitted  to  the 
Manitoba  ministers  certain  clauses  he  wish- 
ed to  be  put  in  the  Bill  ;  he  told  them  if 
they  would  pass  these  clauses  they  might 
have  their  boundaries  extended,  and  that 
their  failure  to  give  relief  to  the  Catholics 
in  the  past  was  the  reason  why  an  exten- 
sion of  the  provincial  boundaries  was  den- 
ied. I  do  not  agree  with  all  that  has  been 
said  in  this  debate  as  to  the  right  of  the 
ablegate  to  be  here.  1  say  he  is  here  as  a 
political  agent  in  connection  with  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
government  and  its  supporters  are  respon- 
sible for  the  conduct  of  that  ablegate  in 
this  country.  It  is  up  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  either  to  endorse  what  the  ableg- 
ate did  in  that  interview  with  Mr. 
Campbell  or  to  repudiate  It,  and  if 
he  repudiates  it,  to  ask  for  the  recall 
of  the  Papal  ablegate.  We  are  told  as  a 
matter  of  fact  that  he  has  been  recalled  and 
that  he  is  to  leave  the  country— or  rather 
it  is  put  in  a  more  polite  way— that  he  is  to 
go  back  to  Rome  to  explain  his  conduct  in 
this  matter.  I  believe  they  are  most  anx- 
ious to  get  him  out  of  the  country  ;  I  believe 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  already  drawn 
up  bis  passports,  and  that  the  member  for 
Labelle  asked  to  be  allowed  to  drive  the 
hack  that  will  take  the  cardinal  to  the  sta- 
tion, and  that  the  Postmaster  General  is  to 
be  there  in  his  weeds,  to  weep  and  to  say  : 
not  au  revoir  but  adieu. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  And  the  member  for 
South  York  will  play  the  band. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  What  else  was  the 
ablegate  brought  into  Canada  for  ?  Mr. 
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Russell  wrote  in  connection  with  the  schoor 
question,  that  the  first  instalment  had  been 
granted,  but,  that  a  further  instalment  was 
to  come,  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  is  pledged  to  give  that 
other  Instalment  and  not  to  rest  until  he  re- 
stores the  school  rights  of  the  Catholics  of 
Manitoba,  and  also  gives  separate  schools  to 
the  Northwest  Territories.  It  Is  clear  that 
the  ablegate  has  been  brought  to  Canada 
for  two  purposes  :  to  discipline  the  clergy 
and  the  bishops  of  Quebec,  and  to  assist  the 
government  in  securing  separate  schools- 
for  the  Northwest.  And  he  has  been  work- 
ing on  these  lines  In  connection  and  in  con- 
junction with  the  government  and  there- 
fore the  government  is  responsible  for  every- 
thing he  has  done.  The  people  of  Canada 
will  hold  him  responsible  for  everything  he 
has  done,  until  they  either  repudiate  him 
and  ask  for  bis  withdrawal,  or  else  endorse 
his  conduct.  It  is  this  deception  that  has 
been  practised  all  through  in  connection  with 
our  public  affairs  that  has  set  the  spark 
into  a  flame  and  fired  the  heather  all  over 
Canada.  I  am  somewhat  of  a  protectionist 
and  so  is  the  member  for  Labelle,  who  is 
especially  a  protectionist  in  regard  to  mat- 
ters concerning  Quebec.  But  the  member 
for  Labelle  is  not  the  protectionist  I  am, 
for  I  am  in  favour  of  the  home  product  as 
regards  the  bishops  and  the  clergy  of  the 
country,  and  I  do  not  believe  in  bringing 
froni  the  outside  a  policeman  with  a  big  stick 
to  regulate  them.  I  believe  the  bishops  and 
the  clergy  of  the  province  of  Quebec  are 
able  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  cat  is  out  of 
the  bag. 

Mr.  W.  F.  MACLEAN.  Then,  gentlemen 
opposite,  who  pretend  to  be  the  great  cham- 
pions of  the  clergy  of  Quebec,  are  the  men 
who  asked  His  Holiness  to  send  over  an 
ablegate  who  would  regulate  them  and  keep 
them  in  their  place.  The  bishops  and  clergy 
of  the  province  of  Quebec  resent  this  con- 
duct of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  in  bringing 
in  a  prince  of  the  church  for  their  political 
purposes.  I  believe  to-day  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  hierarchy  of  Quebec  are 
not  rejoiced  to  see  what  has  happened,  but 
they  recognize  that  a  mistake  was  made 
and  that  things  will  be  better  in  the  future 
if  there  is  no  more  ablegate  in  this  country. 
I  think  it  has  been  made  clear  here  to-day 
that  the  ablegate  has  Interfered  improperly 
in  Canadian  politics,  and  it  has  been  made 
clear  that  everything  that  has  occurred  lu 
this  country,  which  has  inflamed  the  public 
mind,  is  the  direct  result  of  the  conduct 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  asserted 
that  they  had  settled  the  school  question, 
that  it  was  burled  for  all  time  and  they 
would  never  resurrect  it ;  yet  they  have 
been  guilty  of  that  very  thing.  Again  I 
tell  the  l'rime  Minister,  who  made  that 
quotation  in  a  speech  in  Toronto,  '  No  Ita- 
lian priest  shall  tithe  or  toll  In  these  Dora- 
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hiions,'  that  the  people  of  Toronto  have 
found  him  out  as  the  very  man  who  brought 
a  Papal  ablegate  to  this  country  for  that 
very  purpose.  This  is  the  Issue  before  this 
country,  and  I  leave  it  with  the  House  and 
the  country.  The  proposal  Is  to  establish  a 
connection  between  church  and  state  in  the 
new  provinces,  and  to  allow  a  denomina- 
tional interest  to  tithe  and  toll  the  school 
lands  of  those  two  free  provinces.  Hon. 
gentlemen  may  laugh  and  jeer  at  it,  but 
that  Is  the  issue  that  is  to  be  decided  in 
the  country.  It  may  be  laughed  at  In  this 
House  ;  but  every  man  from  Ontario,  every 
man  from  the  west — nay,  more,  every  man 
from  the  maritime  provinces— will  be  asked 
to  account  for  his  conduct  in  regard  to  this 
effort  which  is  being  made  to  establish  a 
connection  between  church  and  state,  and 
to  share  the  public  school  funds  of  this 
country  with  one  denomination  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  every  other.  Another  thing  which 
hon.  gentlemen  will  have  to  settle,  whether 
they  be  of  the  government  or  private  mem- 
bers, is  the  way  in  which  this  legislation  has 
been  introduced  into  this  House— how  only 
one  side  has  been  consulted  and  every  othef 
interest  has  been  ignored.  Sometimes  it  is 
necessary  to  say  a  word  in  the  interest  of 
a  majority.  There  Is  a  majority  of  fifty- 
nine  per  cent  in  this  country  that  is  en- 
titled to  fair-play,  and  that  majority  says 
to-day  that  it  has  not  been  given  that  fair- 
play  which  it  had  a  right  to  expect  from 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  when  that  majority 
gave  their  confidence  to  him,  and  when  he 
in  return  gave  a  pledge,  which  they  took 
from  him  on  his  honour,  and  which  pledge 
to-day  is  broken  and  in  the  dust.  That  is 
the  issue,  and  on  that  the  public  will  judge 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  fifty-nine  per 
cent  do  not  want  to  do  anything  unfair  to 
the  minority  ;  but  those  who  compose  that 
fifty-nine  per  cent  are  of  that  character 
.that  if  they  think  an  attempt  Is  being  made 
to  manacle  or  interfere  with  the  educa- 
tional freedom  of  those  great  provinces  in 
the  west,  they  will  resent  it.  All  that  the 
people  of  the  province  of  Ontario  say  to-day 
is  what  they  said  before.  They  said  in 
1896  :  Hands  off  Manitoba  ;  and  they  say 
again  to.  the  province  of  Quebec  :  Hands  off 
the  new  provinces  in  the  west ;  leave  them 
alone  ;  let  them  manage  their  own  affairs, 
especially  their  school  affairs,-  as  you  have 
full  liberty  to  manage  yours.  That  is  all 
they  say ;  and  if  the  fifty-nine  per  cent  of 
this  country  are  to  be  charged  with  fanning 
a  flame  and  stirring  up  creed  and  race  wars 
in  this  country,  I  say  it  is  not  just  to  make 
that  charge,  because  they  have  not  done  it ; 
but  they  have  said  to  the  government,  in  a 
fair  and  respectful  way  :  Leave  these  new 
provinces  to  settle  their  own  educational 
affairs.  On  the  other  band,  the  charge 
comes  home  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
tney  must  give  an  account  of  themselves  to 
the  people  of  Ontario.  Where  Is  the  Post- 
master General  to-day,  who  was  so  anxious 
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yesterday  to  repudiate  the  letter  of  the  forty 
immortals  ?  He  did  not  want  to  be  identi- 
fied with  it ;  and  yet  is  he  not  responsible, 
being  a  member  of  the  government,  for 
every  political  act  of  his  colleagues  ?  He 
is  trying  to  escape  the  responsibility,  but 
he  will  be  held  responsible  for  it,  and  so 
will  every  other  member  from  the  province 
of  Ontario. 

Now,  my  advice  to  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man is— not  that  I  want  to  see  him  force 
the  ablegate  out  of  the  country  ;  but  he  had 
better  have  an  explanation  from  the  able- 
gate, and  if  that  explanation  Is  not  satis- 
factory, he  must  repudiate  him.  Another 
thing  he  must  do,  and  1  tell  him  now ;  he 
must  withdraw  this  school  clause  from  that 
UiH.  That  Bill  will  never  pass  this  House 
or  this  parliament  in  its  present  shape.  Leave 
that  school  clause  out,  and  leave  the  courts 
to  interpret  what  the  constitutional  rights 
of  the  minority  in  the  province  are,  and  we 
in  Ontario  and  the  west  will  be  satisfied. 
That  is  all  we  want.  Bat  do  not  try  to  fet- 
ter when  you  have  no  right  to  fetter ;  do 
not  claim  constitutional!  interference  when 
you  have  no  right  to  interfere.  So  far  as  I 
am  able  to  prevent  it,  and  other  members  of 
this  House,  that  clause  will  never  go  on  the 
statue-book  of  this  country. 

Mr.  E.  M.  MAODONALD  (Pictou).  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  hon.  member  for  South  York 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  has  been  busily  en- 
gaged for  the  past  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
in  his  favourite  occupation  of  fanning  the 
flame  of  religious  discord  in  this  country  ; 
but  the  bellows  do  not  seem  to  be  working 
as  well  as  they  did  yesterday,  and  the  flame 
is  not  being  fanned  with  the  same  alacrity 
as  was  displayed  yesterday  afternoon.  My 
hon.  friend,  coming  from  the  premier  pro- 
vince, the  largest  province  of  this  Dom- 
inion, is  accustomed  to  speak,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  a  great  many  other  gen- 
tlemen who  come  ifrom  that  province, 
are  in  the  habit  of  speaking  of  On- 
tario as  if  it  were  the  whole  Dominion.  The 
time  was  in  the  history  of  this  country 
when  our  friends  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  claimed  to  be  the  national 
party,  the  party  which  stood  for  a  united 
Canada  all  round.  That  is  not  the  song  they 
sing  now.  We  hear  Ontario  spoken  of  as 
if  there  were  no  other  portion  of  this  whole 
.Dominion,  and  those  of  us  who  come  from 
the  maritime  provinces  and  the  province 
of  Quebec,  and  who,  in  the  exercise  of  our 
rights  as  members  of  parliament  venture  to 
express  our  views  on  matters  of  ordinary 
I  importance,  are  pilloried  by  the  Tory  news- 
papers as  being  more  liable  to  be  corrupted 
than  those  who  possess  the  high  ideals  of 
the  gentlemen  from  the  province  of  Ontario. 
Sir,  I  want  to  resent  any  such  imputation. 
We,  from  Nova  Scotia,  may  not  belong  to 
such  a  big  province  in  area  ;  but  we  come 
from  a  province  to  which  the  Tory  party 
were  forced  to  go  not  long  ago  in  despera- 
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tion  to  get  a  leader.  If  those  gentlemen  who 
sing  the  song  of  Ontario  so  smoothly  think 
their  province  is  the  premier  one,  how  is  It 
that  they  cannot  scare  up  a  leader  from 
among  the  men  they  send  to  this  House  ? 

All  this  excitement,  all  this  religious 
flame  that  my  hon.  friend  Speaks  about, 
comes  from  the  allegation  that  the  claim 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba  to  have  Its 
boundaries  enlarged  was  not  conceded  by 
the  Dominion  government  the  moment  It 
was  asserted,  because  there  was  inter- 
ference from  the  Papal  ablegate  In  this 
country.  That  is  the  charge  in  a  nutshell, 
and  I  want  to  examine  it  for  a  moment 
The  attitude  assumed  by  our  friends  from 
Manitoba  is  a  most  dictatorial  one.  With- 
out saying  a  word  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  having  an  enlargement  of  their 
boundaries  for  a  long  period  of  years,  they 
suddenly  woke  up  on  the  16th  of  January 
last  and  said  they  wanted  to  have  their 
boundaries  extended  west,  north  and  east, 
cutting  into  one  province,  asuming  a  large 
portion  of  territory  In  another,  and  taking 
out  of  the  new  provinces  to  be  constructed 
a  third  portion  of  territory.  They  want  to 
have  it  done  right  away,  not  a  moment  of 
hesitation.  No  interests  are  to  be  con- 
sidered, even  the  Interests  of  the  province 
of  Ontario  are  to  be  disregarded,  and  I 
assume  that  the  hon.  member  for  South 
York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  is  one  of  those 
who  agree  with  the  proposition  that  although 
Premier  Whitney  may  think  they  have  some 
claims,  yet  they  are  not  to  be  considered 
at  all  by  this  coterie  of  politicians  that 
happen  to  be  in  charge  and  who  are  just 
now  demanding  it  Let  me  say,  as  coming 
from  one  of  the  smaller  provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  that  they  also  have  a  right  to 
be  considered  in  regard  to  this  subject  The 
legislature  of  the  province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, minor  in  size,  though  important  as  a 
factor  in  the  confederation,  no  later  than 
a  month  ago  passed  a  strong  resolution  in 
which  they  represented  to  the  federal  gov- 
ernment that  on  this  question  of  the  accre- 
tion of  the  provinces  the  rights  of  the  smal- 
ler provinces  should  be  considered.  We 
hear  about  Manitoba  being  a  postage  stamp 
on  the  map.  Well,  we  who  come  from 
Nova  Scotia,  although  it  may  be  a  postage 
stamp  on  the  map,  we  come  as  one  of  the 
partners  In  this  confederation,  and  we  say 
that  we  have  the  same  interest  as  New 
Brunswick  to  be  considered  before  any  ad- 
dition is  made  to  the  territory  of  any  pro- 
vince. Let  me  remind  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  the  province  of  New  Brunswick,  through 
their  legislature,  asserted  no  less  than  a 
month  ago  that  by  reason  of  the  accretion  of 
the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  which 
was  made  a  few  years  ago,  their  position, 
as  regards  their  representation  In  this 
House  has  been  imperilled,  according  to 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  the 
Privy  Council,  for  all  time  to  come.  The 
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same  thing  may  occur  in  regard  to  Mani- 
toba. And  are  we  to  be  told  that  this  gov- 
ernment who  were  asked  on  the  17th  of 
February  to  add  to  the  territory  of  Mani- 
toba, because  they  took  four  days  to  ans- 
wer it,  and  answered  it  in  this  House,  are 
doing  this  at  the  dictation  of  the  hierarchy 
find  of  the  Papal  ablegate  to  this  country  ? 
I  say  that  the  federal  government  would 
be  recreant  to  the  interests  of  every  pro- 
vince in  this  Dominion  If  they  did  not 
hesitate  long  and  seriously  before  they  de- 
cided to  Increase  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba or  any  other  province  by  one  foot 
of  territory.  Now  these  are  the  facts  upon 
which  these  gentlemen  base  the  proposi- 
tion that  because  they  did  not  get,  in  four 
days  time,  what  they  asked  for,  that  there- 
fore there  is  some  interference  from  out- 
side. Our  friends  opposite  grow  almost 
hysterical  over  the  failure  of  the  govern- 
ment to  grant  these  demands,  which  every 
one  of  them,  on  deliberation,  will  concede 
are  demands  that  should  be  well  weighed 
as  affecting  the  rights  and  status  of  every 
province  in  this  confederation. 

Now  let  us  examine  somewhat  critically 
the  position  of  affairs  in  regard  to  this 
whole  question  over  which  the_hon.  mem- 
ber for  South  York  spoke  so  excitedly.  In 
the  province  of  Manitoba  the  premier  has 
been  negotiating  for  some  time  with  Arch- 
bishop Langevln  in  regard  to  the  postlon  of 
separate  schools  in  that  province.  It  is  evi- 
dent that  these  negotiations  conducted 
through  Archbishop  Langevln  have  reached 
the  Papal  ablegate.  These  negotiations 
were  initiated  by  the  Manitoba  government 
some  time  ago  and  Mr.  Campbell,  the  At- 
torney General  of  Manitoba,  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  Papal  ablegate  with  regard 
to  this  question.  Were  they  initiated  by 
this  government,  or  even  at  the  suggestion 
of  this  government  ?  The  statement  of 
facts  that  has  been  Issued  by  tills  buccaneer 
member  of  the  Manitoba  government  do  not 
contain  the  faintest  suggestion  that  these 
negotiations  were  initiated  by  any  member 
of  this  government  On  the  contrary,  we 
have  the  fact  stated  mat  the  Attorney 
General  of  Manitoba  consulted  with  the 
ablegate  a  year  ago ;  we  have  the  fact  as- 
serted and  not  denied  that  negotiations 
have  been  going  on  for  a  long  time  between 
the  premier  of  Manitoba  and  Archbishop 
Langevln  on  behalf  of  the  Papal  ablegate. 
Now  these  gentlemen  come  down  {o  Ottawa 
of  their  own  accord,  at  their  own  sug- 
gestion. Who  asked  them  to  come  ?  Did 
this  government  ask  them  to  come  ?  On 
the  contrary,  the  correspondence  laid  be- 
fore the  House  last  night  by  the  First 
Minister  showed  conclusively  that  when 
these  gentlemen  woke  up  on  the  18th  of 
January  they  wrote  to  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
and  asked  that  they  might  be  permitted 
to  come  down  and  discuss  this  question. 
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No  doubt,  at  the  instance  of  Premier  Rob- 
liu,  Attorney  General  Campbell  and  Mr. 
Rogers  Intended  to  see  the  ablegate  when 
they  came  down  here  In  regard  to  this 
school  question— there  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  about  it— and  they  did  go  and  see 
the  ablegate.  Now  what  took  place  ?  We 
have  a  statement  of  alleged  facts  given 
to  the  people  of  this  country.  Is  it  issued 
by  the  man  who  is  supposed  to  guide  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  by  the  premier  of  that 
province  ?  Does  he  venture  to  give  his 
official  sanction  to  any  statement  of  facts 
iu  regard  to  this  matter  ?  Not  at  all.  Is 
it  issued  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  the  man  who  had  the 
interview  with  the  ablegate  ?  If  we  are 
going  to  have  any  official  statement  as  to 
the  negotiotions,  as  to  what  was  said  and 
done,  and  If  we  are  going  to  have  this  flame 
of  religious  discord  fanned  in  this  country 
bjy  our  hon.  friends  opposite,  at  least  we 
should  expect  them  to  start  this  flame  ago- 
ing by  some  facts  based  upon  the  state- 
ment of  a  man  who  was  present  and  who 
took  part  in  the  interview.  Why,  Sir,  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  Is 
too  good  a  lawyer — and  we  recognize  him 
in  our  province  as  a  good  lawyer — he  is 
too  good  a  lawyer  not  to  know  that  hear- 
say testimony  is  not  worth  anything,  and 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers  upon  which 
all  this  flame  of  religious  discord  is  to  be 
started  up  is  the  worst  kind  of  hearsay 
testimony,  it  is  testimony  that  my  learned 
friend,  if  he  were  a  judge,  would  not  listen 
to  for  one  moment,  and  would  reject  if  it 
were  offered  in  evidence. 

Now  the  result  is  that  we  have  all  this 
excitement  based  upon  what  ?  Upon  a  state- 
ment of  facts  made  by  n  gentleman  in  regard 
to  certain  things  within  his  own  knowledge? 
No,  Sir,  mark  that.  While  we  have  been 
discussing  in  this  House  and  the  news- 
papers have  been  discussing  for  days  cer- 
tain alleged  facts  in  regard  to  certain  things, 
no  public  man  has  yet  ventured  to  state 
that  he  knows  anything  of  these  things  of 
his  own  knowledge.  But  we  have  this  hear- 
say statement,  and  hearsay  statements  as 
well  as  any  other  old  statement  are  sufficient 
material  just  now  for  certain  gentlemen  to 
fan  a  flame  of  religious  discord.  We  have 
in  addition  to  the  statement  two  insinu- 
ations. The  first  insinuation  is  that  Sir 
Wilfrid  wanted  time  to  enable  the  invita- 
tion of  the  Papal  ablegate  to  be  acted  upon. 
Well,  now,  what  do  we  find  ?  We  find  that 
the  Interview  with  the  premier  of  this  coun- 
try took  place  on  February  17,  we  find 
that  the  interview  with  the  ablegate  took 
place  on  February  23.  In  the  meantime  the 
policy  of  the  government  had  been  formu- 
lated in  regard  to  the  western  boundaries  of 
Manitoba,  and  it  was  announced  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country  what  the  policy  of 
the  government  was.  Could  it  be  possible, 
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is  It  reasonable  to  suggest  to  any  sane  man 
that  a  statement  made  two  days  after  an 
announcement  of  policy  in  this  House,  could 
be  taken  as  being  indicative  of  an  Intention 
to  have  anything  to  do  with,  or  any  influence 
upon,  this  government  in  determining  that 
policy  ?  Yet  that  Is  what  is  being  asserted. 
Then  we  are  told  that  the  ablegate's  sug- 
gestion was  made  with  the  full  knowledge 
and  consent  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  which 
is  the  second  insinuation.  And  what  do 
we  find  ?  We  find  that  the  premier  of  this 
country  solemnly  stated  yesterday  : 

I  assert  that  if  Mr.  Rogers  stated  that  Mon- 
selgneur  Sbarretti  did  press  him  to  make  the 
suggestion  of  terms  and  conditions  which  he 
says  Monselgneur  Sbarretti  did  with  my  knowl- 
edge, he  states  something  which  is  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  truth. 

Could  any  statement  be  more  categori- 
cally denied  than  that?  And  no  member 
of  this  House  ventures  for  one  moment  to 
declare  that  that  denial  should  not  be  ac- 
cepted with  the  fullest  credence.  Let  us 
look  at  what  the  ablegate  said  in  regard 
to  this  matter : 

This  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  my  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Campbell.  The  federal  govern- 
ment had  absolutely  no  knowledge  of  it. 

And  yet,  as  I  say,  upon  hearsay  testi- 
mony, upon  inferences  which  the  youngest 
child  would  not  draw  and  which  no  judge 
in  this  country  would  venture  to  think  of 
considering  in  a  case  tried  before  him,  this 
House  is  being  detained  to  listen  to  asser- 
tions such  as  we  have  heard  for  two  days 
past.  And  this  is  done,  because  hon  gentle- 
men opposite  have  been  eight  years  In  op- 
position and  have  exhausted  every  possible 
effort  to  tarnish  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
escutcheon  of  the  great  leader  of  the  Lib- 
eral party,  and  hope,  at  last,  by  this  roor- 
back, by  this  fool  story,  that  judge  and 
jury  would  not  hang  a  cat  upon,  to  mislead 
public  opinion. 

Let  us  look  at  this  statement,  the  only 
statement  of  fact  we  have  from  any  source 
as  to  what  went  on — every  hon.  member 
will  agree  that  Mr.  Rogers'  statement  must 
be  discarded  as  hearsay  testimony.  The 
ablegate  says  : 

I  never  met  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers,  nor  did  I  have 
any  communication  with  him. 

On  the  evening  before  his  departure  for  the 
west  (February  23),  Mr.  Campbell  came.  I 
asked  him  if  something  could  not  be  done  to- 
improve  the  condition  of  the  Catholics  of  hie 
province  with  respect  to  education.  I  pointed 
out  that  in  the  cities  of  Winnipeg  and  Brandon, 
for  Instance,  the  Catholics  were  paying  double 
taxes. 

I  urged  my  request  on  the  ground  of  fairness 
and  justice,  and  referring  to  his  mission  to 
Ottawa,  I  remarked  that,  from  the  view  of  the 
Manitoba  government,  some  action  on  these 
lines  would  be  a  political  expedient,  and  tend  to 
facilitate  the  accomplishment  of  his  object.  In- 
asmuch as  the  Catholics  In  any  territory  which. 
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might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba  would  naturally 
object  to  losing  the  right  they  had  to  separate 
schools,  and  to  be  subjected  to  the  educational 
conditions  which  existed  in  Manitoba. 

Mr.  Campbell  then  asked  me  what  would  be 
my  desire  In  this  respect. 

I  then  gave  him  the  memorandum  which  has 
already  appeared  in  the  press. 

My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  this  afternoon  en- 
deavoured to  build  an  argument  upon  a 
certain  construction  which  he  put  upon  the 
words  '  politically  expedient.'  Let  me  sub- 
mit to  the  reasonable  attention  of  the  House 
what  the  Inference  to  be  drawn  from  these 
words  is.  For  whom  was  this  to  be  'politi- 
cally expedient'  ?  Was  it  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  that,  for  the  third  time 
had  received  a  mandate  from  the  people, 
and  by  an  overwhelming  vote,  by  a  major- 
ity greater  than  ever  known  in  the  history 
of  the  country  ?  What  would  be  the  neces- 
sity for  this  government  to  descend  to  '  poli- 
tical expediency  '  ?  In  whose  interest  would 
the  course  suggested  be  'politically  expedi- 
ent '  then  ?  Unquestionably  in  that  of  the 
Manitoba  government,  the  government  that 
had  been  Interviewing  Archbishop  Lange- 
vin,  the  government  whose  Attorney  Gen- 
eral had  been  interviewing  the  ablegate 
endeavouring  to  arrange  to  obtain  poli- 
tical support — as  I  would  say,  if  I  were  to 
use  the  style  of  argument  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite— in  return  for  making  these  con- 
cessions. For  whom  else  could  it  be  'poli- 
tically expedient'  than  for  the  government 
that  was  talking  of  having  a  dissolution 
some  of  these  days,  and  was  looking  for 
political  support  ?  I  submit  that  the  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  friend  and  the  inference 
he  attempted  to  draw  were  wholly  unwar- 
ranted. Who  were  the  people  Who  were 
chasing  this  ablegate  In  relation  to  the 
schools  ?  Vvere  they  the  members  of  this 
government  ?  On  the  contrary,  the  indis- 
putable evidence  of  the  facts  before  us, 
shows  conclusively  who  were  engaging  In 
these  '  political  expedients.'  For,  what  does 
the  ablegate  say  ?  He  says  it  will  be  poli- 
tically expedient, 

 inasmuch  as  the  Catholics  in  anv  territory 

which  might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba  would 
naturally  object  to  losing  the  right  they  had  to 
separate  schools,  and  to  ba  subjected  to  the 
educational  conditions  which  existed  in  Mani- 
toba. 

For  whom  was  this  '  politically  expedi- 
ent'? For  the  government  that  wanted 
to  secure  the  support  and  sympathy  of  the 
people  of  the  Northwest  Territories,  so  that 
they  might  come  and  ask  to  be  joined  to 
Manitoba.  Surely  the  Inference  is  so  irre- 
sistible that  no  one  came  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  this  was  the  reason 
why  the  statement  was  made  that  it  was 
'politically  expedient'  for  the  Manitoba 
government.  And  the  story  of  this  matter 
has  not  yet  all  been  told  ?  We  have  not 
heard  from  Mr.  Roblln  yet.   This  forecastle 


member  of  the  administration,  who  is,  per- 
haps, playing  the  game  of  politics  for  his 
own  personal  advantage  

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Looking  for  Roblin's 
Job. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.— and  looking  for 
Roblin's  job,  as  an  hon.'  friend  suggests — 
when  we  come  to  get  the  whole  story  about 
this  political  pirate  from  Manitoba,  it  may 
be  found  that  there  are  some  little  things 
yet  to  be  said  that  will  not  be  heard  with 
very  great  satisfaction  by  our  friends  who 
have  raised  this  question. 

Now,  we  are  told,  In  the  light  of  facts 
such  as  I  have  outlined— outlined  fairly,  I 
submit — that  the  Protestant  feeling  in  this 
country  should  be  roused  against  this  gov- 
ernment and  against  the  leader.  That  is  the 
argument  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
been  making  and  to  whom  are  we  asked  to 
look  for  guidance?  To  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  who  leads  lie  op- 
position. Well,  that  hon.  gentleman  knows 
very  well  that  his  entrance  into  political 
life  was  signalized  by  the  advocacy  of  the 
coercion  of  the  province  of  Manitoba.  He 
knows  that  the  then  leader  of  the  Conser- 
vative party,  recognizing  his  legal  abilities, 
was  anxious  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
lend  those  abilities  to  the  advocacy  of  the 
cause  of  the  coercion  of  Manitoba,  to  which 
that  leader  was  then  committed.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  did  not  en- 
ter political  life  under  auspices  of  so  clear 
and  unequivocal  a  character  as  to  be  able 
to  hold  out  very  alluring  hopes  even  to  my 
hon.  friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean),  who  might  be  looking  for  a 
leader  on  this  question.  Or,  are  we  to  look 
to  our  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Foster)  who  ad- 
dressed us  this  afternoon  and  who  reads  us 
a  moral  lecture  every  time  he  gets  on  his 
feet  This  hon.  gentleman  assumes  a  high 
moral  attitude.  As  he  soars  above  ordinary 
mortals,  and  as  '  his  tongue  drops  manna, 
and  makes  the  worst  appear  the  better 
reason,'  lie  fancies  that  the  people  of  this 
country  are  deluded  by  the  sermonettes  he 
gives  us.  Why,  Sir,  what  is  the  political 
history  of  that  hon.  gentleman  ?  Born  in 
the  province  of  New  Brunswick,  represent- 
ing the  county  of  King's,  his  native  county, 
he  was  driven  thence  after  four  or  five 
years.  He  found  a  resting  place,  for  a 
moment,  in  the  county  of  York — but,  as  an 
hon.  friend  behind  me  remarks,  he  dare  not 
go  back.  He  flitted  about  St.  John  for  a 
while;  and  then  the  people  of  New  Bruns- 
wick took  summary  methods  of  dealing 
with  him  and  drove  him  away  politically, 
not  only  from  St.  John,  but  from  the  pro- 
vince of  New  Brunswick  for  ever.  And  die 
result  has  been  that  for  some  years  past 
he  has  been  a  political  Ishmaelite.  He  has, 
been  going  up  and  down  this  country  like 
a  lonely  pelican  of  the  wilderness,  like  a 
solitary  sparrow  on  the  housetop,  looking  for 
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some  nest  in  which  he  might  sit  and  from 
which  he  might  descant  npon  the  decay 
of  political  virtue  in  Canada.  At  last  he 
has  found,  in  an  adjoining  constituency  to 
that  of  my  hon.  friend  from  South  York 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean),  a  place  that  was  will- 
ing to  take  him  in.  And,  coming  back  to 
the  political  arena  once  more,  he  proceeds, 
absolutely  oblivious  to  the  past  record.  Like 
the  ostrich  he  puts  his  head  in  the  sand  and 
fancies  that  no  one  sees  what  is  going  on. 
Metaphorically  he  has  put  his  head  in  the 
sand  and  says  to  the  people  of  Canada  :  Do 
not  look  at  my  history  previous  to  1900,  but 
gaze  on  this  apostle  of  virtue,  this  George 
Eulas  Foster,  who  has  come  to  life  again. 
My  hon.  friend  who  descanted  upon  this 
question  so  glibly  was  a  leading  mem- 
ber of  the  former  government  of  this 
country.  He  talks  about  Italian  pre- 
lates who  are  going  to  take  tithes 
from  Interference  in  the  political  affairs 
of  this  country.  He  talks  with  great 
gllbness,  with  a  great  deal  of  energy  but 
my  hon.  friend  was  the  associate  of  gentle- 
men who  were  very  glad  not  so  many  years 
ago  to  look  to  these  gentlemen  for  aid  and 
comfort  and  were  fanning  the  flames  of  reli- 
gious discord— only  they  were  doing  busi- 
ness from  the  other  end  of  the  line.  What 
do  we  find  they  were  doing  in  those  days  ? 
The  history  is  embalmed  in  the  records  of 
our  courts.  I  refer  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
is  looking  for  data  on  which  to  discuss 
matters  likely  to  give  rise  to  discord  not  to 
take  hearsay  statements  from  buccaneer 
politicians  but  to  look  at  the  Supreme  Court 
reports  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  What  do 
we  find  that  the  associates  of  my  hon.  friend 
who  descants  on  political  virtue  to-day  were 
doing  in  the  past  when  he  blossomed  and 
flourished  as  a  minister  of  the  Crown  ?  We 
find  in  evidence  here  that  in  those  days  some 
of  the  clergy  in  the  province  of  Quebec  dis- 
cussed political  questions  in  this  way  : 

You  know  in  what  manner  the  serpent  found 
Sis  way  into  the  terrestrial  paradise,  with  what 
cunning  he  succeeded  in  convincing  Eve  that 
she  should  not  die,  nor  Adam  either,  by  eating 
of  the  forbidden  fruit.  You  all  know  what  took 
place  ;  the  serpent  was  the  cause  of  the  mis- 
fortunes that  are  weighing  upon  us.  In  the 
same  manner  Catholic  Liberalism  wishes  to 
And  its  way  into  the  paradise  of  the  church  to 
lead  her  children  to  fall.  Be  firm,  my  brethren, 
our  bishops  tell  us  that  it  is  no  longer  per- 
mitted to  be  conscientiously  a  Catholic  Liberal- 
be  careful  never  to  taste  the  fruit  of  the  tree 
Catholic  Liberal. 

These  are  the  injunctions  of  the  friends 
of  the  member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  days  gone  by.  Let  me  give  you  an- 
other quotation  from  the  same  case  to  show 
how  delightfully  consistent  he  is,  how  lovely 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Toronto  has  been, 
and  what  a  splendid  record  he  has  upon  this 
question.   What  do  we  find  ? 

Now.  If  sometimes  it  is  sinful  to  vote  In  a 
certain   way,    rather    than    in   another  way, 
Mr.  MACDONALD. 


it  cannot  be,  assuredly,  when  you  are 
voting  according  to  the  wise  counsels  of 
all  the  bishops  of  the  province  ;  and  If  it  is 
not  in  that  way.  It  must  be  in  the  opposite. 
However,  I  must  tell  you  that  if  you  are  voting 
for  a  Liberal  candidate,  not  believing  him  to  be 
so,  because  your  conscience  tells  you  that  he 
is  the  man  that  will  best  represent  your  in- 
terests in  parliament,  in  such  case  you  do  not 
sin.  But  If  you  know  that  he  is  a  Liberal,  you 
cannot  conscientiously  give  him  your  vote  ; 
you  are  sinning  by  favouring  a  man  who  sup- 
ports principles  condemned  by  the  church,  and 
you  assume  the  responsibility  of  the  evil  which 
that  candidate  may  do  In  the  application  of  the 
dangerous  principles  which  he  professes. 

Let  me  say  further  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  and  I  regret 
that  he  is  not  here— was  engaged  in  other 
political  matters  in  this  country  in  1896 
which  touched  on  religious  matters  and  fan- 
ning the  flames  of  religious  discord  was  a 
favourite  occupation  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  friends  in  those  days.  What  do  we 
find  was  the  battle  cry  of  our  Conservative 
friends  in  1896  in  Quebec  and  other  places 
in  this  country  ?  We  find  that  they  were 
aware  of  and  assented  to  the  issuing  of  a 
mandement  dealing  with  the  question  of 
how  people  should  vote.  In  a  sermon  of 
Bishop  Lafleche  In  1896,  after  quoting  the 
latter  part  of  the  speech  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier,  the  bishop  added  : 

•In  the  circumstances,  a  Catholic  could  not 
without  making  a  mortal  sin  vote  for  the 
leader  of  the  party  who  has  made  such  a  state- 
ment (referring  to  Sir  Wilfrid's  speech)  and 
for  the  partisans  who  support  blm  so  long  as 
they  will  not  have  publicly  repudiated  that 
error  and  taken  the  engagement  to  vote  for  a 
remedial  law  approved  by  the  bishops. 

This  is  the  record  of  the  member  for 
North  Toronto  in  1896,  a  record  which  he 
would  fain  forget.  And  of  course  he  tells 
us  to-day  that  as  long  as  the  grass  grows 
and  water  runs  he  is  not  going  to  do  the 
like  again.  The  only  difference  now  Is  that 
while  he  is  trying  to  carry  on  the  same 
frame  he  is  now  trying  to  work  upon  the 
Protestants  of  this  country  instead  of  on 
our  Roman  Catholic  friends.  And  he  tells 
us  he  Is  not  going  to  do  this  again  because 
he  was  beaten,  forsooth,  In  1896  and  In  1900 
and  in  1904.  That  is  not  the  Spartan-like 
virtue  of  the  old  heroes  who  when  they  fell 
down  got  up  again.  He  is  perfectly  willing 
to  desert  the  cause  which  did  not  give  him 
office  or  bring  him  satisfactory  results. 
There  is  only  one  thing  to  be  said  with  re- 
gard to  my  hon.  friend  and  it  Is  this  that 
the  men  who  sit  behind  him,  that  the  Con- 
servative party  in  this  country  found  him 
out  four  years  ago.  Down  in  New  Bruns- 
wick, they  knew  him  right  along  and  this 
year  when  the  opportunity  came  to  these 
men,  when  he  had  been  for  twenty  years 
in  political  life,  to  advance  him  to  a  position 
of  honour  and  leadership  in  that  party,  they 
knew  him  so  well  that  they  would  not  trust 
him,  hence  it  is  son  of  my  own  province  sits 
him,  hence  it  lis  a  son  of  my  own  province  sits 
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as  leader.  But  (fancy  the  humiliation  of 
this  old  political  veteran  who  has  to  sit  as 
second  to  a  man  many  years  his 
junior.  Let  me  say  that  when  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  or  any  man  In 
this  country  after  so  long  an  experience  in 
political  life  with  such  a  record  as 
ilits  talks  as  he  talks  in  this  House 
it  is  not  likely  that  the  Protestants  of  this 
country  will  have  the  slightest  faith  In  the 
assertions  or  statements  or  leadership  of  a 
.  man  of  that  kind.  Whom  are  we  asked  to 
follow  ?  We  are  asked  to  follow  my  hon. 
friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean). We  all  recognize  our  friend  from 
South  York,  the  W.  R.  Hearst  of  Canadian 
politics,  the  gentleman  who  runs  sensational 
journals.  He  is  a  well  known  advocate  of 
public  ownership,  and  he  Is  so  able  an  ad- 
vocate—and I  am  going  to  give  him  credit 
for  it— that  he  was  able  to  foist  it  on  his 
leader  and  his  party  and  enabled  them  to  get 
soundly  beaten  on  it  last  year.  My  hon. 
friend  who  comes  along  with  all  these  fet- 
ishes of  his,  according  to  the  eloquent  speech 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Beauce  (Mr.  Beland) 
lust  night,  not  so  many  years  ago  Instead 
of  being  a  stout  advocate  of  provincial 
rights,  an  expression  which  he  rolls  as  a 
sweet  morsel  under  his  tongue  to-day  was 
going  up  and  down  this  country  and  in  this 
House  demanding  a  strong  central  govern- 
ment, and  saying  that  the  intention  of  the 
fathers  of  confederation  was  that  power 
should  be  centred  In  the  federal  government 
in  Ottawa,  and  that  there  should  not  be 
found  in  the  various  centres  of  Canada 
little  legislatures  exercising  varied  powers 
but  that  everything  should  be  done  in  this 
great  central  body.  The  record  of  my  hon. 
friend  Is  hardly  as  inconsistent  as  that  of 
his  coadjutor  from  North  Toronto,  but  on 
this  question  of  provincial  rights  he  has  not 
much  license  to  speak  in  this  House  or  in 
this  country. 

Then  we  are  asked  to  follow  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  a  gen- 
tleman who  has  had  a  long  career  in  poll- 
tics  and  a  gentleman  whom  I  am  sure  we 
respect,  because  I  think  he  is  the  only 
one  of  the  four  that  believes  In  this  talk 
that  he  Is  giving  us.  I  am  free  to  say  that 
I  believe  that,  but  I  am  also  free  to  say 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bast  Grey  is  In 
very  strange  company.  Was  he  not  a  fol- 
lower of  old  Sir  John  ?  In  the  United 
States  it  used  to  be  the  proud  boast  of  men 
who  had  been  through  the  war  that  they 
had  fought  with  Grant  and  it  is  only  a  short 
time  in  Canada  since  the  Shibboleth  of  the 
Conservatives  was  that  they  had  been  with 
Sir  John.  Now  what  was  Sir  John's  his- 
tory on  this  question  of  provincial  rights  ? 
He  was  the  great  centralist  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  York  told  as.  Every 
one  knows  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  was 
not  a  federationist,  or  a  legislative  unionist, 
that  he  was  not  an  advocate  of  pro- 
vincial   powers,  or  of  the  recognition  of 


the  rights  of  provincial  legislatures  to  con-i 
trol  certain  questions,  merely  conceding  to 
them  those  questions  that  could  not  be  kept 
from  them.  Why,  the  day  was  when  the 
Conservative  powers  in  this  country  assert-1 
ed  that  the  King  was  not  present  in  a  pro-1 
vincial  legislature,  that  this  parliament  was 
the  only  power  that  had  the  right  to  pass 
license  laws,  and  we  all  recollect  the  occa- 
sion when  Sir  John  Macdonald  asserted  the 
right,  as  a  legislative  unionist,  of  this  fed- 
eral parliament  to  pass  a  Liquor  License 
Act  We  all  remember  the  time  when  he 
asserted  on  a  question  in  relation  to  the 
constitution  of  the  courts  the  right  of  the 
federal  government  to  appoint  King's  Coun- 
sel's. And  we  also  remember  that  in  the 
days  when  the  battle  went  on  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario,  the  little  tyrant,  as  they 
called  him,  manfully  withstood  the  efforts 
of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  and  some  other 
old  veterans  on  the  other  side  in  the 
House  who  sought  to  filch  from  On- 
tario her  rights,  legislatively  and  terri- 
torially, and  that  the  men  who  are 
now  claiming  to  represent  provincial  rights 
and  who  speak  about  them  as  if  they  were 
something  sacred  are  the  very  men  who 
spent  all  their  lives  battling  against  provin- 
cial rights  and  in  favour  of  the  centraliza- 
tion of  power.  Although  we  have  to  respect 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  because  he 
is  sincere,  I  am  sure  that  when  he  talks 
about  provincial  rights  he  must  feel  a 
twinge  of  regret  that  he  is  departing  from 
the  policy  of  the  old  leader  under  whom 
he  entered  politics  and  under  whose  poli- 
tical aegis  he  developed  in  this  parliament! 
There  was  not  an  hon.  gentleman  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  supported  Sir! 
John  Macdonald  who  knew  anything  about] 
provincial  rights.  The  word  sits  very* 
strangely  on  their  tongues.  They  were  never 
provincial  rights  people.  They  never  knew, 
what  provincial  rights  were,  and  yet  they 
are  coming  here  to-day  and  talking  about  a 
proposition  in  which  they  assert  that  the 
compact  recognized  by  Sir -John  Macdonald 
and  by  all  the  fathers  of  confederation  as 
being  the  essential  element  in  the  formation' 
of  this  confederacy,  namely,  that  the  rights 
of  minorities  in  all  the  provinces  of  this  Do- 
minion should  be  respected,  is  one  which 
shall  not  be  kept.  They  come  here  and  In  the 
name  of  provincial  rights  go  back  on  their 
record,  go  back  on  the  traditions  of  their 
old  leader  who  sleeps  in  Cataraqui  cemetery1 
at  Kingston,  they  forget  the  great  position 
that  he  once  occupied  in  this  parliament, 
and  there  are  none  so  poor  as  do  him  re- 
verence because  they  turn  to  those  proposi- 
tions that  were  advocated  by  bis  traditional 
opponent.  Sir  Oliver  Mowat.  Shall  we  fol- 
low these  men  to-day  upon  this  question  3 
Or  rthall  those  of  us.  who  represent  not  mere- 
ly what  may  be  called  Protestant  constitu- 
encies but  who  represent  constituencies,  even 
though  they  come  from  smaller  provinces. 
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where  people  are  guided  by  the  principle1 
that  here,  in  Canada,  the  lines  of  race  and 
religion  must  be  obliterated,  and  who  de- 
mand that  we  shall  be  Canadians  one  and 
all,  not  rather  follow  him,  who,  during  his 
long  life,  not  merely  on  the  testimony  of 
his  friends  but  on  the  testimony  of  those 
who  ought  to  be  his  friends,  but  who  have 
for  a  peculiar  reason,  become  opponents  of 
his,  battled  for  civil  and  religious  rights  in 
the  province  where  he  was  born  and  bred  ? 
I  want  to  know  If  there  Is  any  one  who  has 
studied  the  history  of  Canada  who  does  not 
recognize  that  great  leader  of  the  Liberal; 
party  every  year  of  whose  career  as  a  pjab-j 
lie  man  is  marked  by  progress  and  by  some] 
effort  on  behalf  of  the  rights  both  civil  and 
religious  of  the  provinces  of  this  confeder- 
ation.   But,  talking  about  the  ablegate  be- 
ing brought  to  this  country,  I  want  to  know! 
whether  there    is  a  man   who  will  say 
that    the   sons   of    the    Roman  Catholic 
church  who  had  suffered  by  reason  of  the 
tyranny  exercised  on  behalf  of  the  Conser- 
vative party  should  not  go  to  the  head  of 
their  church  and  ask  for  the  intervention 
of  that  dignitary  by  the  appointment  of  a 
representative  in  Canada  in  order  to  see  that 
the  system  of  interference  in  politics  which 
had  hitherto  prevailed  should  be  obliterated 
from  this  country.    That  is  why  the  able- 
gate came  to  Canada.    Everybody  knows 
that  is  so,  and  everybody  knows  that  the 
reason  why  Quebec  spoke  In  1890  as  she 
did  and  as  she  has  spoken  since  is  because 
the  great  heart  of  the  French  people  rose 
above  all  those  limitations  which  had  bound 
them  and  because  the  people  of  that  province 
recognized  tlmt  in  their  great  leader  they  had 
a  man  who  was  ever  ready  to  stand  for 
equal  rights  for  all  and  special  privileges 
for  none.    As  he  stood  for  the  rights  of 
the  provinces  in  1896  so  he  stands  to-day 
for  the  constitutional  rights  of  minorities 
and  the  recognition  of  the  principles  which 
the  confederation    compact   Involves  and 
which  were  embodied  In  the  constitution. 
But,  cries  such  as  we  have  heard  here  to- 
day are  not  new.-    My  little  province  down 
by  the  sea  has  not  turned  its  ear  to  any 
such  appeals  as  seem  to  avail  in  other  pori 
tions  of  Canada.    But,  in  the  county  from 
which  I  come  and  in    which  I  have  run 
three  federal  elections,  I  want  to  say  that 
In  every  fight  we  have  had    to  contend 
against  the  canvass  which  was  being  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Conservative  party  amongst 
the  Protestant  and  Presbyterian  section  of 
the  electors  in  these  words :    Surely  you 
will  not  vote  for  a  Frenchman  and  a  Roman 
Catholic  like  Laurier.    That  was  the  shib- 
boleth of  the  Conservative  party.    But,  our 
people  rose  above  that.    Our  people  recog- 
nized that  he  was  the  champion  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty  In  Canada,  that  he  was 
possessed  of  a  generous  mind,  that  he  was  a 
believer  in  all  that  was  going  to  make  Can- 
ada great  and  her  people  happy,  and  they 
jsent  a  unanimous  delegation  here  to  support 
Mr.  MACDONALD. 


him.  Let  me  say  that  we  are  unanimously 
behind  him  to-day  and  further  let  me  saji 
that  upon  this  question  we  know  In  whom/ 
we  believe.  We  are  not  asked  to  follow 
any  man  whose  record  Is  of  a  'character 
such  as  I  have  outlined  as  being  possessed 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  know 
that  when  the  excitement  upon  this  ques- 
tion passes  away  the  Protestant  people  of 
Canada  will  recognize  as  In  days  that  have 
gone,  that  in  our  great  leader  we  have  a 
pillar  in  the  storm,  a  man  who  has  stood 
above  all  these  cries  of  race  and  religion,  a 
man  who  rises  above  them  and  who  sees 
with  clear  vision  the  path  which  we  should 
follow  and  the  principles  by  which  we  should 
be  guided.  So,  I  say  that  when  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  comes  to  be  written 
our  children's  children  will  speak  of  the 
great  leader  of  the  Liberal  party  who  baa 
fought  the  battle  of  civil  and  religious  lib-" 
erty  and  who  has  stood  up  for  the  rights 
of  provinces  and  minorities  as  one  whose 
name  will  ever  shine  with  lustre  so  long 
as  Canada  has  a  history. 

Mr.  T.  S.  SPROULE  (East  Grey).  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  this  took  place  in  some  country) 
barnyard,  I  Imagine  I  could  hear  some  old 
farmer  saying  It  Is  not  the  first  time  that  he 
heard  a  great  deal  of  noise  and  cackling) 
for  a  very  small  egg.  The  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  (Mr.  Macdonald)  has  taken  an  hour 
to  enlighten  us  on  the  subject  before  the 
House  and  he  has  trotted  out  almost  every 
subject  under  the  sun  which  suggested  itself 
to  his  mind  but  he  has  studiously  avoided 
touching  the  question  before  the  House,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  quite  in  order  for  me 
to  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  read  the  question 
before  the  House  because  the  attention  of 
the  House  has  been  directed  to  everything1 
except  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  treated 
us  to  a  great  many  subjects  :  Roorbacks? 
cold  storage,  Mr.  Rogers'  statement  must  be 
discarded;  absolutely  untrue ;  sparrow  on 
the  house  tops  ;  pelican  In  the  wilderness  ; 
manna  dropping  from  the  tip  of  the  tongue} 
fanning  the  flames  of  religious  strife: — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  heai. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   Buccaneer  politicians  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.    SPROULE.     A    political  Ishmae- 
lite  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  These  are  a  few  of  the 
subjects  the  member  for  Pictou  dealt  with 
in  his  very  intelligent  way. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  presume  he  wishes  us 
to  imagine  that  we  are  looking  towards  the 
east,  and  we  see  the  silver  edged  lining  of 
the  cloud  which  betokens  the  rising  sun  of 
a  clear  day.  The  effort  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  enlighten  the  House  on  the  subject 
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reminds  me  of  a  story  I  beard  when  com- 
paratively a  boy,  of  a  would-be  celebrated 
•chemist,  who,  asked  to  demonstrate  a  propo- 
sition in  chemistry  said :  Well  boys,  you 
will  take  an  effervescent  and  you  add  a 
deliquescent  and  there  will  be  a  precipita- 
tion and  that  is  a  conglomeration,  and  that 
amounts  to  a  demonstration.  The  chemist 
defied  any  one  to  prove  the  proposition  more 
logically  than  that,  and  the  chemist's  demon- 
stration is  about  .on  a  par  with  the  demon' 
stration  we  have  bad  from  the  member  for 
Pictou.  It  was  a  conglomeration  in  the 
highest  sense  of  the  word.  He  told  us  that 
Ontario  thought  she  had  all  the  intelligence 
of  the  world,  but  that  we  were  not  above 
going  to  the  east  to  get  a  leader.  Well,  On- 
tario Is  like  Simple  Simon  ;  she  knows  a 
-good  thing  when  he  sees  it,  and  takes  It. 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear.  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  man  he  called  a 
political  Ismaelite  was  born  in  the  maritime 
provinces  but  they  discarded  him,  and  we 
accepted  him  with  gratitude  and  pleasure 
and  I  think  he  has  given  the  member  for 
Pictou  and  his  friends  one  of  the  best  drub- 
bings they  have  got  for  some  time.  Scrip- 
ture tells  us  that  It  was  from  the  east  the 
wise  men  came,  and  we  have  drawn  many 
a.  wise  man  from  the  east,  but  if  we  are  to 
judge  from  the  sample  we  heard  to-night  I 
can  assure  him  we  are  not  likely  to  make 
any  more  pilgrimages  east  in  search  of  wise 
men.  The  member  for  Pictou  said  that  Sir 
John  Macdonald  was  a  legislative  unionist 
and  that  the  member  for  East  Grey  who 
championed  political  rights  to-day  was  a 
great  admirer  of  his.  If  the  member  for 
Pictou  were  as  familiar  with  the  political 
history  of  this  House  as  he  seems  to  be  with 
the  barnyards  of  Nova  Scotia,  he  would 
know  that  the  member  of  East  Grey  dis- 
agreed with  Sir  John  Macdonald  on  many 
of  these  questions  in  regard  to  provincial 
rights,  and  that  the  member  for  East  Grey 
was  as  sincere  then  as  be  is  to-day  upon  the 
question  we  are  now  dealing  with.  ' 

The  fact  Is  admitted  that  the  Attorney 
General  of  Manitoba  had  visited  the  Papal 
ablegate.  Who  admitted  it  ?  The  member 
for  Pictou  made  the  pure  bald  statement 
without  anything  In  the  world  to  back  It  up 
so  far  as  we  know  except  his  own  imagina- 
tion  

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Would  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman permit  me  to  call  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  ablegate's  statement  shows 
that  Mr.  Campbell  visited  him. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Did  he  say  they  had  a 
conference  ?   He  incidentally  met  him. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Will  my  hon.  friend 
read  for  himself  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  ablegate  says :  1 
met  him  in  a  friendly  way  a  year  ago,  but 
there  Is  not  one  word  with  regard  to  a  con- 
ference ;  there  is  only  the  solitary  statement 


that  they  met  and  the  member  for  Pictou 
wove  out  the  rest  of  the  fairy  tale,  and  pre- 
sented it  to  the  House  as  a  fact.  The  mem- 
ber for  Pictou  tells  us  that  his  province  is 
not  opposed  to  provincial  rights.  No.  but  If 
he  represents  his  province,  Nova  Scotia  Is  op- 
posed to  the  extension  of  the  boundaries 
of  Manitoba  because  it  is  one  of  the  smaller 
provinces. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  The  attitude  adopt- 
ed on  that  question  was,  that  the  smaller 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  should  be  con- 
sulted before  the  boundaries  of  any  other 
province  in  the  confederation  were  ex- 
tended. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  was  not  that  the 
smaller  provinces  should  be  consulted,  but 
that  Nova  Scotia  as  a  small  province  was 
opposed  to  enlarging  other  provinces  be- 
cause it  would  make  Nova  Scotia  com- 
paratively smaller.  That  is  the  only  logical 
deduction  from  his  remarks.  The  hon. 
member  for  Pictou  told  us  that  the  hon. 
member  for  South  York  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
Is  singing  the  song  of  Ontario.  Yes,  be  is 
singing  the  song  of  Ontario,  and  Ontario  has 
sung  a  good  many  songs  and  they  have  all 
panned  out  well,  and  this  one  will  also.  He 
told  us  that  the  member  for  South  York  is 
fanning  flames  of  religious  strife.  Is  be  ? 
We  hear  that  from  every  hon.  gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  hear  the  weakling 
from  Cape  Breton  say  'hear,  hear.'  The 
only  two  things  he  can  do  is  to  say  'hear, 
hear '  and  ask  a  question. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  If  you  come 
down  I  will  be  ready  to  meet  you  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Cape  Breton  was  strong 
enough  to  defeat  the  leader  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  in  1896. 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  Is  starting  the 
member  for  the  west ;  is  he  after  another 
cinch  ? 

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  was  Just  remark- 
ing  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  cannot  hear  a  word 
the  hon.  gentleman  says.  He  is  good  at 
interrupting  ;  he  had  better  wait  

Mr.  TURRIFF.  I  want  to  answer  your 
question. 

Mr.  SPROULE! — because  if  It  Is  necessary 
I  may  direct  attention  to  him  In  a  way  that 
would  not  be  pleasant  to  him,  and  if  I  am 
driven  too  far  1  will  and  don't  forget  it. 
The  member  for  Pictou  says  that  the  Re- 
form party  are  fighting  for  the  rights  of  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


4007 


COMMONS 


4008 


people,  and  one  of  bis  friends  said  that  the 
Reform  party  fought  the  church  a  few  years 
ago,  and  that  it  even  took  the  church  to  the 
courts  and  that  this  is  an  evidence  that  the 
Reform  party  is  not  in  favour  of  a  Papal 
ablegate.  Perhaps  not,  but  it  was  the  Re- 
form party  that  brought  him  here.  The 
member  for  Pictou  told  us  that  we  on  this 
side  dislike  the  Catholics  and  the  Catholic 
church.  That  is  a  peculiar  assertion  on 
his  part ;  It  has  no  foundation  in  fact,  not 
the  slightest  in  the  world.  So  far  as  I  know 
and  I  verily  believe  It,  there  is  no  senti- 
ment of  dislike  here  either  for  a  Roman 
Catholic  or  the  Roman  Catholic  church.  We 
have  the  same  respect  and  veneration  for 
that  church  that  we  have  for  other  churches 
and  for  its  members  as  we  have  for  other 
members  of  the  community.  That  state- 
ment of  his  only  exists  in  his  imagination 
and  I  want  to  say  so.  What  is  the  gist  of 
all  this  discussion  this  afternoon  ?  The  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  gave  us  a  very  learned 
disquisition  but  be  never  touched  the  sub- 
ject. He  tried  to  draw  a  red  herring  across 
the  track  like  the  member  for  Pictou  who 
never  mentioned  the  issue  from  the  moment 
he  rose  till  he  sat  down.  He  tried  to  do  like 
that  little  fish  that  spouts  out  an  inky  fluid 
in  the  water  so  as  to  becloud  everything — 
I  see  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  is  leaving 
the  House  ;  the  sun  has  gone  down. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  I  will  come  back  to 
oblige  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   I  am  glad  he  came  back. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  You  will  find  me  no 
quitter  at  any  time. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Perhaps  I  was  doing  the 
lion,  gentleman  an  injustice.  Unlike  some 
of  his  friends  he  is  willing  to  stay  in  the 
chamber  and  hear  what  is  being  said.  Of 
all  the  speeches  made  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  none  of  them  touched  the  sub- 
ject at  all.  The  Prime  Minister  told  us  : 
we  will  fight  this  battle  to  the  end  upon  the 
very  line  upon  which  it  Is  brought  into  the 
House.  What  are  the  lines  on  which  the 
battle  was  brought  into  this  House  ?  What 
are  the  lines  to-day?  The  Interference  of 
the  church  with  the  state.  I  tell  him  that  we 
accept  the  challenge,  and  that  we  are  pre- 
pared to  meet  him  on  every  platform  In  the 
broad  Dominion  of  Canada.  He  will  find 
us  ready  for  the  battle,  and  willing  to  take 
our  share  in  it.  The  allegation  is  that  a  re- 
presentative of  the  church  has  improperly 
interfered  with  the  duties  of  the  state.  Who 
is  responsible  for  that  ?  Not  the  ablegate. 
He  Is  trying  to  do  his  duty,  and  I  do  not 
blame  him  ;  he  is  representing  his  church. 
Who  is  responsible  for  It  ?  The  men  who 
brought  him  here— brought  him  under  false 
pretenses  if  you  can  judge  from  the  his- 
tory of  the  ablegate  since  he  has  been  here. 
What  did  he  come  for  ?  To  reconcile  dif- 
ferences between  tbem  and  their  church 
that  they  were  unable  to  reconcile  for  tbem- 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


selves.  As  long  as  he  was  doing  that  we 
had  no  complaint  to  make.  Is  that  the 
work  he  Is  doing  to-day  ?  Not  at  all.  He 
has  gone  beyond  the  bounds  of  that  work, 
and  who  Is  responsible  for  it  ?  Who  is  to 
blame  ?  Is  it  the  ablegate  ?  No.  He  is 
reputed  to  be  an  able  statesman,  a 
diplomat,  and  he  was  brought  here  by  men 
who  think  themselves  statesmen,  but  who 
are  not  equal  to  the  occasion.  Who  are 
they  ?  The  Prime  Minister  was  the  first 
who  sent  to  Rome,  and  he  was  joined  by 
thirty-nine  of  his  supporters.  They  are  the 
parties  who  brought  the  ablegate  here,  who 
are  responsible  for  bis  being  here,  who  have 
been  using  him  since,  and  who  are  bring- 
ing discredit  on  their  church  by  the  capa- 
city in  which  they  are  employing  him.  I 
say  that  if  there  is  any  objection  to  what 
the  ablegate  has  done,  we  do  not  blame 
him,  and  have  not  a  word  to  say  against 
him  ;  but  we  blame  the  men  who  brought 
him  and  who  have  employed  him  in  that 
work.  They  are  the  parties  who  are  res- 
ponsible, and  they  are  the  parties  who  will 
be  brought  to  book  for  it  as  soon  as  Uio 
voice  of  the  people  of  Canada  has  an  op- 
portunity of  being  heard  on  the  subject. 
The  memories  of  the  people  of  Canada  are 
not  so  short  that  they  will  forget  It.  They 
will  not  forget  it  by  any  means.  I  ask 
again,  who  brought  him  here  ?  I  have  an- 
swered that  question,  and  can  my  answer 
be  denied  ?  Is  there  any  attempt  to  deny 
if?  Not  at  all.  There  is  and  always  has 
been  in  this  country  a  dread  of  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  church  with  the  state,  and  there 
will  be  the  same  dread  in  the  future ;  and 
when  we  see  the  first  indications  of  that 
interference  cropping  up,  we  want  to  stop 
it.  That  does  not  refer  to  one  church  more 
than  another.  When  I  say  church,  I  in- 
clude every  church,  and  we  are  ready  to 
fight  one  as  vigorously  as  another.  I  am 
speaking  of  a  principle  which  is  inherent 
in  the  constitution  of  the  British  empire. 
We  have  learned  long  since  of  the  painful 
effects  of  the  Interference  of  the  church 
with  the  rights  of  the  state.  That  question 
was  fought  out.  and  the  relative  duties  of 
each  was  assigned  to  it.  But  that  question 
is  'cropping  up  to-day,  and  who  are  res- 
ponsible for  it  ?  The  present  government ; 
they  are  the  parties  who  have  Introduced 
that  question.  We  are  told  that  there  is 
excitement  in  the  country  to-day.  If  there 
is,  what  is  the  occasion  of  it  ?  It  is  the 
danger  apprended  by  the  people  of  Canada 
that  we  are  going  to  have  the  issue  of  state 
and  church  to  fight  over  again.  That  is  why 
there  is  excitement ;  that  is  why  so  many 
letters  and  petitions  are  coming  to  Ottawa  ; 
that  is  why  there  is  such  an  Intense  feeling 
throughout  the  country  against  the  present 
government.  Is  there  to-day  any  Interfer- 
ence with  the  affairs  of  the  state  by  any 
church  ?  Need  I  ask  that  question  after 
the  information  that  has  been  given  to  this 
House  several  times  during  the  last  few 
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days?  My  answer  is,  yes,  there  is.  By 
•what  church?  By  the  representative  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  who  was  brought  here 
by  the  present  government.  What  impor- 
tant questions  of  state  are  under  the  con- 
sideration of  parliament  to-day?  There  are 
two.  One  relates  to  the  establishment  of 
new  provinces  In  the  west.  The  other  is 
the  question  of  whether  the  boundaries  of 
Manitoba  shall  be  extended.  These  are 
two  important  questions  which  the  state  Is 
dealing  with  to-day.  We  are  erecting  two 
new  provinces  and  giving  them  provincial 
rights  and  provincial  powers.  Then,  appli- 
cation is  being  made  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  for  the  extension  of  its 
boundaries,  so  that  it  may  be  of  a  size  pro- 
portionate to  the  other  provinces  around  it. 
It  is  much  smaller  to-day.  Let  me  deal 
first  with  the  question  of  erecting  these  new 
provinces.  One  of  the  duties  of  the  state 
is  to  assign  certain  rights  to  these  provinces, 
among  them  the  right  to  legislate  with  re- 
gard to  education.  The  state  is  exercising 
its  undoubted  right  to  pass  this  legislation 
in  this  House.  It  is  claimed,  and  not  de- 
nied—no hon.  gentleman  In  this  House  has 
dared  to  deny  it  up  to  the  present — that  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  submitted  to  the 
Papal  ablegate ;  that  several  conferences 
over  It  took  place  between  him  and  the  pre- 
mier, if  not  between  him  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice  and  the  Secretary  of  State  as 
well  ;  and  that  it  was  made  satisfactory  to 
His  Eminence  before  It  was  submitted  to 
parliament  or  the  country.  Is  that  inter- 
ference by  the  church  with  the  state  ?  Cer- 
tainly it  is. 

It  is  as  plain  as  anything  can  be,  and  it 
has  not  been  denied.  Attention  has  been 
drawn  to  It  several  times,  but  neither  the 
First  Minister  nor  the  Minister  of  Justice 
have  dared  to  get  up  in  this  House  and  deny 
it.  Therefore  we  assume  that  it  is  an  ad- 
mitted fact  because  there  Is  no  denial,  and 
if  there  was  any  ground  for  denial  there  Is 
no  doubt  the  denial  would  be  given.  It  Is 
afterwards  asserted  and  not  dented,  either, 
that  the  minister  in  the  cabinet  represent- 
ing Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  objected 
to  a  certain  provision  In  the  Bill— the  clauses 
relating  to  education — and  he  struck,  he 
left  the  cabinet,  and  carried  his  followers 
from  the  west  with  him.  It  was  shown  that 
there  was  trouble  ahead,  and  there  was  a 
proposal  to  amend  one  or  two  clauses  In  that 
Bill.  Several  conferences  took  place  with 
the  western  members  on  the  one  side  and 
the  premier,  and  with  whom  on  the 
other  ?  With  the  Papal  ablegate,  to 
see  If  they  could  make  some  arrange- 
ment that  would  suit  the  Papal  able- 
gate, and  at  the  same  time  suit  the  member 
for  Brandon  and  his  followers  In  the  west. 
Several  times  we  were  told  that  they  had 
reached  a  conclusion  satisfactory  to  both 
parties,  but  the  next  day  the  negotiations 
were  off  again.  So  we  were  kept  in  sus- 
pense day  after  day  for  nearly  two  weeks, 


until  finally  they  reached  a  conclusion  and 
it  was  announced  to  the  House.  But  the 
conclusion  was  not  announced  to  the  House 
•until  after  it  was  finally  submitted  to  the 
Papal  ablegate  and  was  found  to  be  satis- 
factory to  him.  Therefore,  I  again  ask  the 
question  :  Is  the  church  through  its  repre- 
sentative interfering  with  the  state,  is  it  or 
is  It  not  ?  Is  the  church  interfering  with 
the  duties  of  the  state,  with  the  policy 
of  the  state,  with  the  functions  of  the  state  ? 
I  say  It  is,  and  this  is  the  question  that  is 
interesting  the  Canadian  people  to-day,  and 
inis  is  the  question  which  will  be  fought  out 
in  the  future.  The  Prime  Minister  says  : 
We  are  prepared  to  accept  the  challenge 
and  we  will  fight  It  out.  I  tell  him  that  it 
will  be  fought  out.  Well,  when  the  Bill 
was  first  presented,  some  of  the  western 
members  objected  to  some  of  the  provisions, 
but  when  amendments  were  made  that 
were  satisfactory  to  the  ablegate  'and  satis- 
factory to  the  members  of  the  west,  they 
were  announced  to  the  House,  then  and  not 
till  then.  Now,  who  is  responsible  more 
than  anybody  else  for  these  educational 
clauses  ?  The  Papal  ablegate.  I  do  not 
blame  him,  not  at  all ;  he  is  trying  to  do 
what  he  believes  to  be  a  good  work.  But 
the  government  of  this  country  have  abne- 
gated their  functions,  and  have  given  them 
over  to  the  church,  they  have  given  them 
over  to  the  representative  of  the  church,  and 
they  have  got  him  to  do  what  they  could 
not  do  themselves.  They  saw  that  the  Papal 
delegate  possessed  the  element  of  states- 
manship and  desired  to  avail  themselves  of 
his  diplomatic  powers  and  his  great  foresight 
and  statesmanship  to  help  them  out  of  what 
would  otherwise  have  been  a  very  difficult 
position,  and  be  has  succeeded  in  helping 
them  out  of  it  so  far.  But  these  were  mat- 
ters of  state  policy  about  which  the  church 
should  have  no  concern,  and  over  which  it 
should  have  no  control.  The  church  had  no 
right  to  be  consulted  with  regard  to  it. 

Now  then  we  come  to  the  question  of  the 
extension  of  Manitoba's  boundaries.  A  con- 
ference was  held  with  the  government,  they 
hear  representatives,  and  say  that  an  answer 
will  be  given  in  a  few  days.  The  First 
.Minister,  in  dealing  yesterday  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  Hon.  Robert  Rogers,  said  : 

So  far  as  the  action  of  the  government  Is 
concernend  in  this  matter  I  wish  to  give  the 
statement  a  direct,  an  absolute  and  a  categor- 
ical denial. 

'  A  direct,  an  absolute  and  a  categorical 
denial.'  It  is  said  that  the  whole  is  made 
up  of  Its  parts.  First  he  denies  it  in  its 
parts,  and  then  he  denies  it  in  toto.  Well, 
after  all  this  is  done  does  the  denial  'hold 
good  ?  He  admits  a  conference  took  place 
afterwards,  therefore  that  part  of  the  cate- 
gorical denial  falls  to  tb,e  ground,  because 
Mr.  Rogers  states  that  a  conference  was  held 
with  the  government,  and  that  they  heard 
the  representations  of  Manitoba.    Mr.  Ro- 
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gers  says  that  the  premier  told  hirn  that  an 
answer  would  be  given  In  a  few  days.  Well, 
the  premier  says,  1  have  no  remembrance 
of  making  sueh  o  statement,  it  is  possible  I 
may  have  done  It,  but  I  have  a  good  mem- 
ory and  I  have  no  remembrance  of  It.  In 
I  he  mean  time  an  invitation  comes  from  the 
Papal  ablegate  to  one  of  the  delegates,  and 
they  visit  the  Papal  ablegate.  What  takes 
place  there  ?  Now  then  what  does  the  Papal 
ablegate  say  ?  He  admits  that  he  invited 
them  to  come  and  see  him  : 

Taking  occasion  of  the  presence  In  Ottawa  of 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Campbell,  the  attorney  general  of 
Manitoba,  whom  I  had  met  in  a  friendly  way 
more  than  a  year  ago,  I  lnvitod  him  to  come 
and  see  me. 

Yet  everything  was  denied  so  far  as  the 
premier  knew  or  could  tell. 

I  never  met  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers  nor  did  I  have 
any  communication  with  him. 

Now  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  express- 
ed himself  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the 
whole  thing  was  unreliable,  because  it  was 
proven  that  Mr.  Rogers  was  not  there,  while 
Mr.  Rogers  spoke  of  the  delegation  which 
came  down  in  the  plural  number  as  if  there 
were  two.  Well,  I  suppose  that  a  member 
of  the  government  referring  to  what  the 
government  did,  if  he  said  :  We  did  so  and 
so,  would  not  necessarily  mean  that  he  was 
individually  present.  I  presume  that  any 
conference  that  took  place  between  the  able- 
gale  and  any  member  of  the  delegation, 
represented  a  conference  between  the  able- 
gate and  the  delegation.  And  that  is  what 
Mr.  Rogers  says,  he  did  not  say  he  visited 
the  ablegate.  The  ablegate  admitted  that 
he  invited  Mr.  Campbell,  and  Mr.  Campbell 
came. 

I  asked  him  if  something  could  not  be  done 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  'Catholics  of 
his  province  with  respect  to  education. 

That  is  an  admission  that  there  was  a 
conference,  and  an  admission  as  well,  what 
he  was  there  for. 

I  pointed  out  that  in  the  cities  of  Winnipeg 
and  Brandon,  for  instance,  the  Catholics  were 
paying  double  taxes.  I  urged  my  request  on  the 
ground  of  fairness  and  Justice,  and,  referring 
to  his  mission  to  Ottawa.  

And  what  was  his  mission  ?  To  extend 
the  boundaries  of  Manitoba. 

 1  remarked  that  from  the  point  of  view  of 

the  Manitoba  government,  some  action  on  these 
lines  would  be  politically  expedient  

•  Politically  expedient'  Why  ?  Because 
he  was  dealing  with  politicians,  and  he  was 
pointing  out  how  they  would  be  likely  to 
accomplish  their  end. 

 and  tend 'to  facilitate  the  accomplishment 

of  his  object,  inasmuch  as  Catholics  tn  any 
territory  which  might  be  annexed  to  Manitoba 
would  naturally  object  to  losing  the  right  they 
had  to  separate  schools  and  to  be  subjected  to 
the  educational  conditions  which  existed  in 
Manitoba. 

Mr.  SPROULE. 


It  would  be  '  politically  expedient,'  and 
would  help  them  to  accomplish  the  mission 
on  which  they  came  here.  Was  not  that 
diplomacy  and  an  interference  with  the 
rights  of  the  state  ?  Was  not  that  an  ad- 
mission that  Hon.  Robert  Rogers*  state- 
ment was  correct  ?  And  if  Mr.  Rogers  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  ablegate  was  an 
intermediary  between  the  government  and 
the  delegate,  was  not  there  sufficient  cir- 
cumstantial evidence  to  justify  him  In 
reaching  that  conclusion  ?  In  my  judg- 
ment there  was.  Lawyers  often  depend  on 
circumstantial  evidence  to  establish  a  case. 
Even  in  the .  matter  of  life  or  death,  the 
lawyer  will  tell  the  Jury  that  circumstan- 
tial evidence  is  often  much  stronger  and 
more  reliable  than  direct  evidence.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fltapatrick),  an 
eminent  lawyer,  I  have  no  doubt  has  ad- 
vanced that  plea  over  and  over  again.  Ap- 
plying it  to  the  hou.  gentleman  .himself  and 
his  government,  is  there  any  circumstantial 
evidence  here  to  justify  the  conclusion  that 
Hon.  Robert  Rogers,  when  he  assumed  that 
the  Papal  delegate  was  speaking  for  the 
government,  and  that  the  Minister  of  Justice 
was  in  it  and  the  Prime  Minister  was  In  it  ? 
Certainly  there  was.  He  goes  on  to  say  . 

Mr.  Campbell  then  asked  me  what  would  be 
my  desire  in  this  respect,  I  then  gave  him  the 
memorandum  which  has  already  appeared  in 
the  press. 

This,  he  says,  is  the  sum  and  substance 
of  the  interview.  Now,  what  was  the  memo- 
randum he  gave  ?  It  was  two  carefully 
drawn  clauses  handed  by  the  Papal  delegate 
to  Hon.  Colin  Campbell  to  enable  him  to 
facilitate  the  object  he  had  in  view — the 
extension  of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba. 
He  proposed  to  this  end  the  alteration  of  the 
statute  of  Manitoba  relating  to  education, 
by  adding  to  section  125  two  subsections. 
One  was  as  follows  : — 

(b)  And  when  in  any  city  or  town  there  shall 
be  thirty  or  more  Roman  Catholic  children  and 
also  thirty  or  more  non-Roman  Catholic  chil- 
dren, or  in  any  village  more  than  fifteen  of 
each  of  such  classes,  the  trustees  shall,  if  re- 
quested by  a  petition  of  parents  or  guardians  of 
such  number  of  such  classes,  provide  separate 
accommodation  for  each  of  such  classes  and 
employ  for  them  respectively  Roman  Catholic 
and  non-Roman  Catholic  teachers. 

That  was  one  of  the  amendments.  The 
other  was  to  provide  for  exactly  the  same 
in  the  country — two  carefully  drawn,  well- 
worded  subsections  to  put  In  a  statute.  And 
what  conclusion  did  the  Manitoba  delegates 
reach  with  regard  to  the  matter  ?  I  say 
the  only  conclusion  they  could  come  to  was 
that  these  clauses  were  drawn  up  by  the 
government  here.  And  I  think  that  they 
honestly  believed  that  they  were  drawn  up 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck). 
Does  that  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  he  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  drawing  up  of  these 
subsections  1 
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Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  is  scarcely  worth 
denying. 

Mr.  SPROULB.    That  is  not  a  denial. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  will  say  this,  Mr. 
Speaker,  out  of  courtesy  to  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Sproule),  for  whom  I  have  a  certain 
regard — there  are  gentlemen,  of  course,  for 
whom  I  would  not  reply — I  never  saw  those 
clauses  till  they  were  published  

Mr.  SPROULE.  And  never  knew  any- 
thing about  them  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Never  knew  any- 
thing about  them,  directly  or  indirectly, 
nor  of  the  interview,  until  yesterday. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Now,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  Una  made  a  statement  which  I  accept 
with  pleasure,  ns  I  always  do  any  statement 
he  makes  in  this  House.  I  only  gave  him 
the  opportunity,  In  view  of  the  statement 
made  in  the  press  over  and  over  again  con- 
cerning him.  Very  frequently,  when  a  di- 
rect stetement  is  made  concerning  any  im- 
portant politician,  that  politician  takes  the 
earliest  moment  to  deny  it.  I  only  gave 
the  hon.  minister  that  opportunity  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Sproule)  will  bear  witness  tnat  I  am  not 
very  lavish  with  my  denials.  I  do  not,  as 
a  rule,  pay  much  attention  to  statements  of 
that  sort. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  speak  only  of  the  gen- 
eral practise  among  politicians.  As  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  has  denied  it,  I  have  nothing 
more  to  say.  But  was  it  not  natural  that 
the  delegate  from  Manitoba  should  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  government's  hand 
was  behind  it  ?  Was  it  the  fine  Italian 
hand  alone  that  accounted  for  it  ?  How 
did  he  know  our  statutes  so  as  to  be  able 
to  draw  clauses  that  would  dove-tall  into 
them  and  accomplish  what  was  wanted  in 
Manitoba  ?  Was  there  not  some  power  be- 
hind him  that  prepared  these  subsections 
for  him  ?  There  must  have  been.  And 
certainly  it  would  not  have  been  any  one  in 
the  Manitoba  government,  for  they  did  not 
accept  it.  Now,  it  is  admitted  and  not 
denied  that  the  Papal  ablegate  took  an  im- 
portant part  in  preparing  these  Autonomy 
Bills  to  establish  the  two  new  provinces,  in 
drawing  up  their  educational  clauses.  It 
is  admitted  that  conferences  took  place, 
that  he  was  satisfied  and  accepted  them. 
Now,  if  separate  schools  are  fastened  on 
half  a  continent  there,  who  has  done  It  ? 
The  government  through  the  representative 
of  the  church.  He  helped  them  to  do  it. 
And  If  he  was  successful  in  establishing 
them  over  500,000  square  miles  of  territory, 
is  it  any  wonder  that  he  attempted  to  go 
farther  and  fasten  them  on  Manitoba  as 
well  ? 

When  he  had  succeeded  so  well  with 
the  government  of  the  day  with  his  diplo- 
macy and  with  the  craft  which  belongs 


to  men  of  his  position  in  getting  the  state 
to  accept  that,  is  it  any  wonder  that  he  tried 
to  go  a  little  farther  and  attempted  to  add 
j  to  his  name  something  else  that  would  em- 
bellish him  in  the  history  of  fame  if  he 
could  only  compel  Manitoba  to  give  these 
I  separate  schools.    Why  It  is  the  most  na- 
i  tural  thing  in  the  world.   He  had  the  same 
men  to  deal  with,  he  had  been  successful 
with  them  once  and  he  hoped  to  be  success- 
ful with  them  again.   He  ventured  a  little 
farther  and  he  entered  into  communication 
|  with  the  delegates  of  Manitoba  who  came 
I  down  here  in  a  case  of  emergency  In  their 
strong  desire  to  have  justice  done  to  their 
province,  and  he  takes  advantage  of  their 
I  necessity  and  of  their  dire  necessity  to  play 
I  the  game  a  little  further.    He  endeavour- 
,  cd  to  secure  from  them  the  establishment 
of  separate  schools  In  Manitoba.    Is  this 
I  not  another  case  of  church 'interference  with 
]  the  rights  of  the  state  1  That  was  a  state 
1  matter,  that  was  a  government  policy  and 
'  a  function  of  the  state  and  this   was  an 
i  interference  with  it.    It  Is  not  denied,  it  Is 
,  practically  accepted  by  the  present  govern- 
ment and  yet  the  First  Minister  says  we 
i  will  fight  it  out  along  these  lines  to  the  end. 
I  I  will  tell  him  tp  keep  on  with  that  fight 
and  to  congratulate  himself  on  the  result 
1  when  he  comes  to  the  end  of  it.   It  Is  claim- 
I  ed  and  not  denied  that  this  proposal  in  the 
I  Bill  was  submitted   and   it   was  carried 
through.    There  is  no  doubt  on  that  sub- 
;  jt-ct.    Now,  we  combine  the  statement  of 
j  the  Papal  ablegate  and  the  Dominion  gov- 
;  eminent  with  regard  to  the  statement  of 
I  the  Hon.  Robert  Rogers.    Three  of  the  five 
I  specific  items  mentioned  by  Rogers  which 
j  are    known    to    the   government    are  ad- 
mitted to  be  correct.    As  to  the  fourth  one 
|  a  lapse  of  memory  is  pleaded ;    the  First 
I  Minister  says  :    I  have  no  remembrance  of 
I  it  and  1  think  il  would  remember  It  if  it  was 
!  so—  but  he  does  not  say  it  was  not  so.  On 
I  the  fifth  one  the  government  denies  that 
I  they  had  any  knowledge    of    what  took 
.  place  when  the  Manitoba  delegates  .  were 
'  with  the  Papal  ablegate.     Rogers  never 
said  they  knew  what  took  place  but  he 
assumed  they  did  in  consequence  of  the 
circumstances  that  surrounded  It,  and  I  say 
he  was  justified  in  that  conclusion.  Then 
we  take  the  Papal  ablegate's  admission  that 
he  Invited  them  ;  as  Rogers  said  an  Invita- 
tion came.   When  did  It  come  ?  Mr.  Rogers 
says  March  20,  the  Papal  ablegate  says  :  I 
think  I  met  them  on  the  23rd  or  the '24th 
before  they  left  for  home.    The  invitation 
seems  to  have  been  on  the  20th  of  March. 
When  was  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  in  the 
House  to  give  separate  schools  to  the  two 
new  provinces  ?  On  the  21st  of  the  month. 
When  was  the  first  disclosure  to  be  given 
to  the  people  whether  or  not  their  boundar- 
ies were  to  be  extended  ?  On  the  21st.   Is  It 
not  natural  to  reach  the  conclusion  that  that 
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invitation  which  went  on  the  20th  of  the 
month  was  in  order  to  have  the  benefit  of 
that  conference  before  the  Information  was 
given  in  this  House  and  in  order  that  the 
First  Minister  could  take  advantage  of  it 
Was  it  not  likely  ?  It  seems  the  most  like- 
ly thing  in  the  world.  That  conference  was 
held,  the  Manitoba  delegates  did  not  accept 
the  invitation  and  respond  to  it  as  desired, 
by  agreeing  to  grant  separate  schools, 
and  what  was  the  result  ?  The  next  day 
when  the  announcement  was  made  they 
were  told  through  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech  in  the  House  that  their  boundaries 
could  not  be  extended.  No  reason  was  as- 
signed except  that  other  provinces  might  be 
interested.  Practically  no  reason  whatever 
was  assigned  for  it,  but  they  have  that  sim- 
ple information.  Robert  Rogers  says  they 
were  to  get  information  in  a  few  days. 
Afterwards  Mr.  Rosers  writes  a  letter  ask- 
ing whether  the  information  was  not  forth- 
coming. The  Prime  Minister  says  he  never 
received  the  letter  but  we  have  bad  evidence 
in  this  House  that  that  letter  was  sent 
direct  to  the  Prime  Minister's  own  house. 
That  was  established  by  indisputable  evi- 
dence. There  was  no  doubt  about  that. 
Whether  it  ever  went  into  the  Prime  Min- 
ister's hands  I  do  not  know,  but  it  went 
to  his  house- 
Mr.  BELCOURT.    He  has  denied  that. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  it  was  sent  to  his 
house  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   He  denied  that. 

Mr.  iSPROULE.   Allow  me  to  say  he  did 
not.  ^, 
Mr.  BELCOURT.   He  did.  ' 

Mr.  SPROULE.  He  says  if  it  ever  came 
to  his  house  it  was  not  put  into  his  hands. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Well. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  all  he  says  and 
we  have  the  evidence  of  the  party  that 
carried  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Belcourt)  is  a  lawyer  and  is  too  pre- 
vious and  ought  to  be  correct  in  his  facts 
before  he  starts  to  contradict. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.   My  hon.  friend  

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  am  dealing  with  the 
statement  of  the  First  Minister,  a  more 
important  man.  Allow  me  to  finish  with 
him.  ■  I  say  that  the  First  Minister  said  : 
That  tetter  may  have  reached  my  bonse, 
but  it  never  came  into  my  hands. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.    That  Is  a  different 
statement. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  an  admission  of 
another  plain  fact ;  there  is  no  doubt  of  it 
whatever.  The  statements  are  admitted  as 
facts  and  are  established  by  irrefutable  evi- 
dence in  my  judgment. 
Mr.  SPROULE. 


I  have  answered  the 


Mr.  CALDWELL.  Might  I  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  May  I  ask 
him  if  he  is  sure  that  that  letter  which  be 
Is  saying  was  delivered  was  the  letter 
which  he  meant  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  letter  was  handed  to 
a  messenger  brought  into  the  room  for  that 
purpose  by  the  member  who  was  charged 
with  it.  His  word  should  be  worth  some- 
thing in  this  House.  That  messenger  gives 
Ms  wond  that  he  delivered  the  letter.  Is 
he  making  out  that  that  messenger  was 
a  liar  or  the  member  ?   Which  ? 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  You  do  not  under- 
stand my  question. 

Mr.  SPROULE. 
question. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  I  am  asking  a  ques- 
tion, are  you  sure  that  the  letter  delivered 
was  the  one  that  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.    Did  the  messenger  get 
any  other  letter  ?  Is  he  aware  of  any  other 
letter  which  he  got  ?   The  messenger  says 
he  delivered  it.    The  letter  was  handed  to 
him  by  a  member  of  parliament  who  says 
that  this  letter  was  the  one  written^  by 
Robert  Rogers.    Is  that  direct  enough  ? 
I  might  very  properly  ask  whether  the 
minister  got  a  letter  at  all  that  day ;  J 
might  ask  a  dozen  questions  from  some 
messenger,  I  am  taking  the  evidence  that 
has  been  submitted  to  this  House,  but 
that  I  think,  is  reliable  and  should  be  ac- 
cepted.   Part  of  it  is  the  evidence  of  an 
hon.  minister  of  the  Crown,  part  of  it  is  that 
of  an  hon.  member  of  parliament  and  the 
other  portion  of  it  is  furnished  by  a  mes- 
senger whom  we  believe  to  be  telling  the 
truth  and  by  the  record  of  the  book  which 
shows  that  the  message  was  taken.  What 
was  the  subject  discussed  ?   The  extension 
of  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba  ;   the  school 
question.    The  Papal  delegate  admits  that 
the  suggestion  was  made  that  it  will  facili- 
tate business  if  you  will  make  these  two 
amendments  to  the  school  law.  That  Is  what 
Mr.  Rogers  says  ;    that  is  what  the  Papal 
ablegate  admits.    And  then  the  ablegate 
admits  that  the  proposed  clauses  of  the 
Act  read  substantially  as  be  gave  them. 
Put  the  story  all  together  and  what  is 
it  ?  It  exactly  confirms  the  statement  made 
in  the  main  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers.  Now, 
the  Papal  ablegate  has  a  connection  with 
the  Autonomy  Bill,  he  has  a  conference  and 
his  success  in  fastening  separate  schools 
■upon  two  provinces  naturally  create  a  de- 
sire to  go  a  little  further  and  see  if  he  could 
not  extend  that  system  to  Manitoba.  That 
Is  the  most  reasonable  thing  in  the  world. 
Why  would  he  not  do  it  ?   He  ventured  to 
do  it.   What  does  this  mean  if  It  does  not 
mean  that  there  Is  interference  with  the 
duties  of  the  state  by  somebody?  Who 
is  that  somebody  ?   The  representatives  of 
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a  certain  church.  Who  brought  that  some- 1  the  church  with  the  state,  we  are  fighting 
body  ?  The  present  government.  Who  are ,  along  the  lines  of  the  British  constitution 
charged  with  discharging  the  functions  of '  and  in  doing  so  we  believe  that  we  are 
the  government  or  the  functions  of  the  state  !  doing  what  would  be  regarded  as  our  duty 
to-day  ?  The  present  government.  Who  j  not  only  as  politicians  but  as  statesmen  In 
have  given  over  a  portion  of  those  functions  |  any  part  of  the  British  empire, 
to  the  Papal  ablegate  ?   The  present  gov- 1 

eminent.  Who  Is  responsible  then  for  that  j  Hon.  Wm.  PATERSON  (Minister  of  Cus-. 
improper  interference  of  his  ?  I  say  it_ls  |  toms).  Mr.  Speaker,  baying  already, 
the  present  government  and  that  they  and  •  spoken  upon  the  second  reading  of) 
they  alone,  will  be  held  responsible  for  ft.   the    Bill    I    did    not    Intend  •  to  sayi 


There  is  no  donbt  about  It  whatever.  I  ask: 
Is  it  to  be  continued  ?  Will  it  be  stopped 
right  here  ?  The  people  of  Canada  say  it 
must  be  stopped  and  it  will  be  stopped. 


anything  more,  one  speech  only  being  al- 
lowed while  the  Speaker  is  in  the  chair, 
until  the  Bill  is  in  committee.  Nor,  would 
X  have  spoken  to-night,  when  another  mo- 
.  lion  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposl- 

Some  hon  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh.  tion  (Mr  ^  L  Borden)  affords  an  opportu-l 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  hon.  gentlemen  may  i  „Ky  for  speaking,  except  for  the  reason  that 
laugh  in  derision.  The  weakling  is  to  the  i  think  it  is  now  time  that  there  should  per- 
fore  again.  Sometimes  it  is  said  that  loud  I  haps  be  more  speaking  from  this  side  of  the 
laughter  speaks  the  vacant  mind.  But  |  House.  I  have  abstained  from  endeavour- 
there  Is  a  stronger  voice  than  that  of  the  |  ing  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House — I  do  not 
weakling  and  the  electors  of  Canada  will  i  want  to'use  that  expression  in  an  improper! 
6peak  with  no  uncertain  sound  in  the  future,  way— taking  up  the  time  of  the  House— fur- 
The  members  of  the  government  as  well  as  j  ther  than  Is  necessary  in  order  to  intelll-1 
the  hon.  member  for  Plctou  (Mr.  Macdonald;  |  gently  discuss  questions  coming  before  us. 
will  be  obliged  to  obey  their  mandate  when<  ±0-day  we  are  not  engaged  in  discussing 
it  is  given.  In  view  of  all  this  Is  it  any  |  the  question  that  is  properly  before  us.  We 
wonder  that  there  is  excitement,  that  there  j  are  not  discussing  a  question  of  principle. 
Is  a  strong  feeling  created  and  that  there  is  |  \ve  have  been  moved  to  adjourn  the  House 
anxiety  in  the  country  to-day  ?  If  there  j  t0  afl0rd  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  an" 
is  excitement,  anxiety,  and  noise,  who  opportunity  of  supplementing  the  remarks  he 
is  responsible  for  the  whole  at  it  ?  |  made  yesterday  in  reference  to  the  state- 
— The  present  government  who  Intro-. ,  uiei,t  that  was  made  by  a  brother  Tory  of 
duced  this  subject  and  who  brought ,  his  through  the  medium  of  the  newspapers, 
this  man  here  under  false  pretenses.  There  i  He  did  not  say— and  I  do  not  blame  him  for 
is  no  doubt  about  it  whatever.  The  premier !  it— all  that  he  perhaps  should  have  said  to 
says  we  will  fight  this  to  the  bitter  end.  Yes, .  the  House  yesterday  and  he  took  this  oppor- 
we  will  fight  It.  He  has  given  the  challenge ;  tunity  of  returning  to  it  again.  The  oppor- 
and  I  want  to  tell  him  in  the  name  of  the  |  tunity  has  been  taken  advantage  of  by 
people  of  Canada  that  that  challenge  has ;  other  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  the  ob- 
been  accepted.  The  same  challenge  was ;  ject,  as  I  conceive  it,  that  these  hon.  gen- 
thrown  down  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Jus-  j  tlemen  have  is  not  to  discuss  whether 
tice  (Mr.  Fitzpa trick)  some  nights  ago  when .  church  and  state  are  being  united  in  the 
he  said  that  this  fight  will  never  cease  until  |  Bill  before  this  House  or  whether  the  prin- 
we  accomplish  the  end  which  we  have  in  j  ciple  of  provincial  rights  is  involved  ;  the 
view.  We  accept  that  challenge  and  this  >  one  object  it  seems  to  me,  not  judging  un- 
tight Is  going  on.  I  say  that  there  shall  be !  charitably,  of  that  letter,  that  manifesto- 
no  cessation  of  it  until  we  show  that  church  call  it  what  you  will — of  Mr.  Rogers,  the 
that  this  is  not  one  of  the  rights  which  be-  j  speeches  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
long  to  a  church,  but  that  it  is  n  right  be-  and  the  bringing  it  up  in  the  House  the  sec- 
longing  to  the  state,  and  if  this  govern-  ond  time,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
ment  will  not  do  their  duty  they  must  get  1  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  and  the  hon. 
■out  of  office  because  the  people  will  hold  |  member  for  South  York  (Mr.  Maclean)  were 
them  to  account.  They  themselves  began  not, to  establish  a  principle  or  to  declare 
It.  They  gave  the  challenge  and  they  I  that  church  and  state  shall  not  be  united, 
will  be  met  on  every  platform  in  this  broad  ,  but  the  object  is  that  these  men  want  to 
Dominion  of  Canada.  This  discussion  is ,  inflame  the  passions  of  the  people  of  this 
going  on.  We  have  the  inalienable  country.  There  is  no  other  object.  A  high 
right  of  free  speech  in  this  country  as  In  i  object  that  is  for  gentlemen  sitting  in  the 
every  British  country  in  every  part  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  !  Upon  what  state- 
world.  I  say  that  we  will  transfer  this  dis- '  u  ent  has  this  been  brought  up — a  statement 
cussion  from  this  tribunal  to  the  higli  tri- ;  by  Mr.  Rogers.  Who  is  he?  The  bosom  friend 
hunal  of  the  nation,  we  will  let  that  tribunal :  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Is  he  not  ?  Why 
speak  and  when  the  voice  of  the  nation  has ,  did  he  write  that  letter  on  the  23rd  '!  What 
been  beard  we  will  be  vindicated  in  what ,  did  the  hon.  member  for  Macdonald  (Mr. 
we  are  doing  to-day,  because  we  are  fight-  j  Staples)  tell  us— it  was  written  and  he  rang 
Ing  the  fight  of  constitutional  government.  |  the  bell  from  room  No.  G  and  it  was  sent. 
We  are  fighting  against  the  interference  of  •  What  was  lie  doing  in  No.  C  ? 
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An  toon.  MEMBER.    What  is  No.  6  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No.  6  is  the  old  room 
that  we  were  in  for  18  years  and  that  the 
opposition  are  in  now.  When  we  were  in 
opposition  and  when  we  occupied  that  room 
our  leader  used  to  visit  us  sometimes  there. 
Did  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  visit 
that  room  when  Mr.  Rogers  was  there  ? 
Has  he  seen  Mr.  Rogers  ?  Has  he  talked 
with  Mr.  Rogers  ?  I  ask  the  question  and 
he  does  no*t  deny  it ;  therefore,  according  to 
his  argument,  it  is  a  confession. 

Mr.  R.  I,.  BORDEN.  I  may  tell  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Paterson),  if  he  is  so  inquisitive, 
that  1  was  not  In  Ottawa  at  the  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  another  question  ?  Was  he  away 
from  Ottawa  all  the  time  these  delegates 
were  here  '! 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    No,  I  was  not. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Then  he  saw  these 
gentlemen,  I  suppose  1 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  certainly  saw  Mr. 
Rogers.  / 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Ah  ha  !  Oh  yes  !  That 
is  very  good. 

We  can  get  something  out  of  this  cross- 
questioning.  Here  is  a  letter  posted  from 
No.  C;  we  find  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
In  conversation  with  Mr.  Rogers;  we  find 
Mr.  Rogers'  letter,  and  Mr.  Rogers  after 
a  time  tells  us  what  is  in  this  letter. 

Mr.  BARKER.    Oh,  no,  you  don't  find 
the  letter. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  alluding  to  Mr.  ■ 
Rogers'  manifesto,  if  you  may  call  It  that. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.    Where  did  you  find 
it  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.    In  the  'Citizen.'  An 
interview  took  place,  as  is  alleged,  between 
the  Papal  ablegate  and  the  Manitoba  dele-i 
gates,  but,  it  now  appears  that  it  was  only 
with  Mr.  Campbell.    There  is  great  indig- 
nation expressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site because  some  one  on  this  side  of  the  ■ 
House,  as  they  suppose,  had  arranged  for  I 
that  interview  in  some  way.    If  there  was  ! 
something  so  very  wrong  in  that  interview, 
as  these  gentlemen  suppose — notwithstand-  : 
ing  that  any  knowledge  or  any  connection  I 
with  it  by  any  one  on  this  side  of  the  | 
House  is  absolutely  denied — what  kind  of  i 
characters  are  these  gentlemen    opposite  ' 
who  consort  with  the  men  who  went  there,  I 
and  held  that  Interview  ?  Mr.  Rogers  pro-  i 
fesses  to  tell  us  what  transpired,  and  what  j 
the  ablegate  said.    I  submit  it  would  be  of  ; 
still  greater  interest  to  know  what  these 
/people  »aid  In  reply  to  the  ablegate.    If  : 
the  tiring  was  so  very  t>ad  and  so  very  | 
wrong  on  the  part  of  the  ablegate,  if  it  i 
was  such  an  encroachment  of  the  church  j 
on  the  state,  if  it  was  such  an  awful  thing. 
Mr.  PATERSON. 


how  Is  it  that  these  Manitoba  ministers 
listened  to  it  ?  Why  did  he  not  rise  and 
say  :  sir,  you  insult  me  ;  the  Idea  of  try- 
ing to  propose  to  this  country  what  you 
have  proposed;  I  will  out  of  your  house  and 
never  enter  it  again.  But,  Mr.  Rogers,  or 
Mr.  Campbell,  manifested  no  Indignation, 
or  at  least  the  indignation  was  bottled  up  six 
weeks  nearly  before  we  beard  anythingabout 
it  And  yet  these  very  gentlemen  opposite 
are  the  men  who  talk  about  this  govern- 
ment having  something  to  do  with  the 
gentleman  who  occupies  a  high  position 
in  connection  with  one  of  the  churches  of 
the  land.  My  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey 
does  not  think  that  the  ablegate  drew  up 
these  clauses  himself,  and  the  only  one 
he  could  think  of  was  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice, and  when  the  Minister  of  Justice  did 
not  rise  at  once  to  contradict  him — the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  would  be  on  his  feet  all  the 
time  if  he  tried  to  keep  contradicting  all 
the  suspicions  of  th«  member  for  East 
Grey — the  hon.  gentleman  took  it  for  grant- 
ed that  the  charge  was  proven,  till  the 
Minister  of  Justice  thought  it  worth  wliile 
to  tell  him  that  he  was  altogether  mistaken. 
The  member  for  East  Grey  wants  to  know 
who  drew  the  clauses.  I  cannot  tell.  I 
believe  the  Colin  Campbell  he  was  Inter- 
viewing is  the  Attorney  General  of  Mani- 
toba, and  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
a  more  natural  conclusion  to  arrive  at  that 
Mr.  Campbell  wrote  the  clauses  than  that 
they  were  written  by  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice, who  knew  nothing  about  it  at  all. 
But  talking  about  interviewing  people  and 
talking  about  rumours,  with  which  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  -and  his  friends 
deal  so  largely.  When  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  got-  the  emphatic  denial 
of  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday,  the  best 
thing  left  for  him  to  say,  as  he  thought, 
•was  :  well,  this  thing  has  been  rumoured 
•and  why  didn't  the  Prime  Minister  deny  it 
sooner  ?  That  was  a  mighty  poor  refuge 
for  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  seek. 
But.  I  think  there  were  some  rumours  a 
couple  of  years  ago  when  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  and  his  band  of  trained  followers 
•made  an  excursion  out  west  to  try  and 
capture  the  votes  of  the  people.  The  mem- 
ber for  East  Grey  was  with  the  party,  and 
rumour  had  it  that  when  they  got  to  Win- 
nipeg the  member  for  East  Grey  left  the 
party.    Might  I  ask  if  that  is  true  1 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  has  that  to  do 
with  the  question  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  May  I  ask  the  member 
for  East  Grey  If  that  is  true  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  question  did  not 
fnuip  from  a  minister  of  the  Crown  I 
might  deign  to  answer  it,  but  it  seems  to 
•me  that  the  question  is  very  far  from  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  then,  I  shall 
have  to  fall  back  on  the  rumour,  and  the 
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rumour  is  that  the  member  for  East  Grey 
left  the  party  and  got  home  before  them. 
Will  the  leader  of  the  opposition  say  why 
the  member  for  East  Grey  left  the  party  ? 
Was  It  because  there  was  a  rumour  that 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  and  some  of 
his  party  went  to  wait  on  Archbishop  Ean- 
gevin  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  never  heard  any 
such  rumour  as  that. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Do  you  know  it  to 
be  a  fact  ?  What  has  the  member  for  East 
Grey  to  say  ? 

IMr.  SPROLLE.  I  say  there  is  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  It ;  that  is  what  I  say. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEKS.    Hear,  hear. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  We  have  a  denial  now 
from  the  member  for  East  Grey,  but  not 
from  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  That  settles  the  school 
question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  there  is  not  a  word 
of  truth  in  it,  theft  the  member,  for  East 
Grey  did  not  come  borne  before  the  rest 
of  the  party. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Three  or  four  members 
of  the  party  came  home  before  the  others. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  there  is  no  truth 
at  all  in  it,  the  member  for  East  Grey  did 
not  arrive  home  earlier  than  the  others. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  It  is  a  matter  of  any 
importance  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  know, 
I  can  tell  him  that  business  at  home  com- 
pelled me  to  come  away  before  the  others. 

Mr.  PATERSON. 
truth  in  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.   Not  at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  There  is  no  necessity 
for  the  member  for  East  Grey  explaining 
something  that  never  happened. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Minister  of  Customs 
put  a  straight  question  and  I  answered  it. 
His  statement  was,  that  owing  to  the  visit 
of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  Archbishop 
or  Bishop,  I  forget  his  name,  he  said  the 
member  for  East  Grey  left  and  came  home. 
1  say  there  is  not  a  single  word  of  truth 
in  it. 

Mr.  PATERhON.  Do  you  say  it  is  not 
true  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition  went 
to  see  the  archbishop  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms now  says  I  left  for  home  before  the 
others,  and  that  because  of  that  there  Is 
some  truth  in  his  statement 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  I  said  you  came 
home  before  the  other*. 
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Then  there  is  some 


Mr.  SPROULE.  That  was  not  your  state- 
ment at  all;  it  was  that  I  bad  left  the  party 
on  account  of  the  visit 

Mr.  PATERSON.  A  little  further  ex- 
planation will  be  interesting.  Did  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  and  some  of  his 
party  wait  on  Archbishop  Langevin  on 
that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  reminds  me  of  a 
story  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Allow  me  to  answer 
it  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Answer  it,  yes 
or  no. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  reminds  me  of  the 
story  of  two  sharp  '  Alicks '  putting  ques- 
tions to  each  other,  and  one  said  :  Why  is 
it  you  never  see  any  dirt  around  the  mouth 
of  a  chipmunk's  hole;  the  answer  was : 
Because  it  commences  to  dig  at  the  bot- 
tom; and  the  other  asked  :  How  did  it  get 
there  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  gentleman  thought  he  was  a  '  smart 
Alick '  until  the  Minister  of  Justice  gave 
him  his  answer.  But  the  point  remains  : 
has  the  member  for  East  Grey  good  reason 
to  suspect  that  such  a  horrid  thing  hap- 
pened as  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
when  he  was  in  the  west  on  a  political 
tour,  visited  Archbishop  Langevin  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  he  did  visit  the  arch- 
bishop, I  would  not  regard  it  as  horrid. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Church  and  state  ! 
What  an  exhibition,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  making  of  themselves  in  order  to  try  to 
light  the  fires  of  sectarian  bigotry  and 
race  and  ill-feeling  in  this  country.  Here 
you  get  behind  the  scenes,  and  see  the 
bosom  companions  of  these  men  meeting  in 
room  No.  0  and  posting  their  letters  from 
there. 

Mr.  STAPLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
know  what  the  hon.  minister  has  said 
during  my  absence.  I  was  out  for  u 
moment  or  two,  but  I  have  been  told 
since  I  came  into  the  chamber  that  he 
spoke  of  me  being  implicated  in  some 
way  in  the  construction  of  a  letter.  All 
1  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
this  House  Is  that  so  far  as  my  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  construction  of  a 
letter  in  room  No.  6  is  concerned,  it  is  ab- 
solutely untrue,  and  I  know  nothing  of  it 
What  I  stated  yesterday  in  reference  to  the 
letter  were  the  simple  facts.  I  was  asked 
by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers  to  see  that  that 
letter  was  immediately  transmitted  to  the 
First  Minister  of  this  Dominion,  and  the 
messenger  was  particularly  told  that  Mr. 
Rogers  wanted  that  letter  delivered  to  the 
First  Minister  immediately,  because  he 
was  leaving  that  evening  for  Toronto. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  I  do  not  charge  the 
ton.  gentleman  with  constructing  the  letter. 
I  make  no  statement  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  STAPLES.  That  letter  was  not  writ- 
ten in  No.  6. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  ashamed  of  having  anything  to  do  with 
the  letter,  I  have  nothing  to  say.  All  I  did 
was  to  quote  what  he  said  yesterday : 

On  the  23rd  of  February,  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Rogers,  after  writing  this  letter,  asked  me  to 
see  that  It  got  over  to  the  Hon.  the  First 
Minister.  I  rang  the  bell  from  room  no.  6, 
and  there  came  a  messenger  named  Julius 
Beaulleu,  I  gave  the  letter  to  him,  and  he  said 
be  would  deliver  it. 

Mr.  BARKER.  There  is  more  than  that 
You  have  not  read  it  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  referring  to  what 
took  place  in  room  No.  6.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wants  to  hear  the  rest,  I  will  read 
It: 

He  says  now  there  is  no  doubt  but  that  he 
did  deliver  the  letter.  Surely  we  are  living 
In  a  mysterious  age,  mysterious  things  are 
taking  place  every  day,  and  this  is  one  of  them. 
I  wish  to  call  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  at- 
tention to  another  statement  he  made.  He 
told  us  to-day  that  his  memory  is  as  fresh 
now  as  it  was  in  his  younger  days. 

Mr.  BRODER.  Dispense. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  would  if  a  member 
less  important  than  the  hon.  member  for 
Hamilton  had  not  asked  me  to  read  it. 

He  stated  that  the  Hon.  Colin  Campbell  was 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  on  the  22nd  day  of 
February  when  these  Bills  were  Introduced, 
which  is  not  the  case.  I  may  add  regarding 
that  letter  that  I  have  been  down  and  con- 
sulted the  records  in  the  messengers  depart- 
ment in  this  building,  which  show  that  this 
wonderful  letter  went  from  room  No.  6,  and 
that  it  was  delivered  to  the  messenger  at  about 
the  time  that  the  messenger  states  it  was  car- 
rid  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman's  residence  on 
that  particular  day,  and  they  show  that  It  went 
from  that  particular  room. 

Now,  why  did  the  hon.  member  for  Hamil- 
ton desire  to  have  the  whole  letter  read  ? 

Mr.  BARKER.  Because,  according  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  as 
quoted  In  '  Hansard,'  the  messenger  said 
that  the  letter  was  actually  delivered  on 
that  day. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  What  Is  the  object  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  unless  it  be  to  insinuate 
that  the  word  of  the  Prime  Minister  may 
not  be  taken  ?  Surely  the  hon.  member  for 
Hamilton  ought  not  to  take  that  position. 
The  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  is 
before  the  House  and  the  country. 

Mr.  BARKER.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  let  me  explain  why  I  asked  him 
to  read  further  ?  I  did  so  simply  because 
he  omitted  to  read  the  most  material  part 
of  the  statement 
Mr.  STAPLES. 


Mr.  PATERSON.  The  material  part  of 
the  statement  in  my  argument  was  that  this 
gentleman  was  in  No.  6.  Whether  the  letter 
was  delivered  or  not  might,  I  think,  be  safe- 
ly left  between  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
member  who  is  interrupting  me  and  the 
messenger. 

Mr.  STAPLES.  I  ask  the  permission  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  put  u  question  to 
him. 

Mr.  PATERSON.   Go  on. 

Mr.  STAPLES.  Have  you  made  the  state- 
ment to  this  House  that  that  particular 
letter  was  written  In  room  6  ?  Have  you 
or  have  you  not  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  What  I  did  was  to 
read  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said.  I  was 
not  there. 

Mr.  STAPLES.   You  will  not  answer  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentleman 
did  state  over  and  over  again,  as  he  knows, 
that  that  letter  was  written  In  No.  6. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Where  was  it  written  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDENv  Why  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  state  that  when  the  question 
was  put  to  him  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  read  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated,  if  there  is  any  doubt 
about  it,  where  was  the  letter  written  ? 
Who  wrote  it  ?    The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

On  the  23rd  of  February  the  Hon.  Mr.  Rogers 
after  writing  this  letter,  asked  me  to  see  that 
it  got  over  to  the  hon.  the  First  Minister.  I 
rang  the  bell. 

'After  writing  it'— as  if  the  letter  had 
been  written  right  there  ;  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman immediately  rang  the  bell.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  letter  was  not 
written  there,  I  will,  of  course,  accept  his 
statement 

Mr.  STAPLES.  I  say  the  letter  was  not 
written  there. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  then  to  inform  the  country  where 
it  was  written  ? 

Mr.  STAPLES.  All  I  know  about  it  is 
what  I  stated,  that  Mr.  Rogers  came  In  with 
the  letter  and  asked  me  to  see  that  it  was 
delivered  to  the  right  hon.  the  premier. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  will  not  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  If  he  knows  what  was  in  the 
letter. 

Mr.  STAPLES.  I  certainly  know  what 
was  in  the  letter.  It  was  read  In  the  House 
yesterday.  The  only  thing  I  do  not  know 
is  where  it  went  to. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  main  point  I  made, 
by  reading  from  the  hon.  gentleman's  re- 
marks in  '  Hansard,'  was  that  Mr.  Rogers 
was  in  room  6.  I  suppose  he. will  not  deny 
that 
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Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  A  very  strong  point 

Mr  PATBRSON.  Yes,  I  think  the  infer- 
ence is  that  way.  The  member  for  Bast 
Grey  says  that  circumstantial  evidence  is 
very  strong. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  That  Is  where  the 
letter  was  sent  from,  too. 

Mr.  PATBRSON.  Oh,  yes,  he  says  he 
rang  the  bell.  Well,  now,  there  has  been  a 
complete  denial  given  by  the  First  Minister 
as  to  his  having  any  connection  whatever 
with  the  interview  that  took  place  between 
these  gentlemen.  They  should  be  more  con- 
cerned to  know  what  took  place  at  that  in- 
terview, what  led  up  to  it.  Is  there  any 
truth  in  the  rumours  that  were  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr  Mac- 
donald)  that  negotiations  have  been  going 
on  between  the  members  of  the  Tory  gov- 
ernment of  Manitoba  and  the  clerical  digni- 
taries of  the  church  in  that  country.  Is  that 
true  or  is  it  not?  Are  we  to  take  their  test 
again  and  say  that  because  these  gentle- 
men don't  deny  It,  therefore  it  Is  true?  Are 
we  to  deal  with  them  as  they  attempted  to 
deal  with  the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice  with  regard  to  any  rumours  they 
hear?— and  dear  knows  there  are  enough  of 
them  going  about  through  the  Tory  papers 
nowadays— <tbat  because  they  don't  deny 
the  rumours  therefore  they  are  true.  Where 
Is  the  denial  that  the  Manitoba  government 
have  been  negotiating  with  the  dlgnitariea 
of  the  church?  Is  It  true  or  is  it  not?  Sir, 
I  Judge  from  what  we  see  In  the  news- 
papers that  they  will  come  out  and  tell  us 
what  has  taken  place  in  these  negotiations 
with  regard  to  the  Improvement  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  children  of  the  minority  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  or  at  least  what  the 
minority  consider  would  be  an  improve- 
ment. I  cannot  say  more  than  what  I  see 
In  the  papers.  Perhaps  these  hon.  gentle- 
men may  be  able  to  get  an  answer  from 
Mr.  Rogers,  or  from  Mr.  Roblin,  or  from 
Mr.  Campbell  to  know  what  has  been  done 
In  that  direction.  But  I  want  to  say  em- 
phatically that  if  it  Is  the  object  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite— and  I  do  not  see  what 
other  object  they  could  have— to  fan  the 
flame  of  religious  antagonism  in  this  coun- 
try, they  are  engaged  in  a  work  that  is  not 
creditable  to  any  man  who  engages  In  it. 
I  think  the  people  will  ask  them  whether 
the  parliament  of  Canada  is  the  proper 
place  for  members  elected  to  represent  all 
portions  of  this  community  to  endeavour  to 
excite  one  portion  against  another  on  mat- 
ters that  come  very  close  to  their  hearts. 
Great  love  Is  professed  by  some  of  them  for 
the  Papal  ablegate.  Oh,  how  they  admire 
him,  how  they  respect  him,  and  so  on;  then 
In  another  breath  they  call  him  a  man  who 
is  conspiring  against  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  Take  the  'World'  of  yesterday,  the 
organ  of  my  hon.  friend  opposite.  Here  I 
may  say  that  if  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
holds  the  Prime  Minister  responsible  for 
128} 


what  appears  In  'Lie  Soliel'  and  other  papers 
all  right,  If  that  is  to  be  the  line,  we  will 
hold  him  responsible  for  what  appears  In 
the  organs  of  his  party. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  journal  in  ques- 
tion had  declared  Itself  to  be  under  his  par- 
ticular charge  and  direction  and  to  be  the 
organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  It  was  ad- 
mitted. 

Mr.  HTMAN    The  'Journal'  said  that 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  speaking  of 
the  '  Solell.'  I  read  an  extract  from  the  edi- 
torial utterance  of  the  '  Soleil '  of  the  11th  of 
February,  and  I  also  pointed  out  that,  as 
we  understood,  the  control  of  that  paper 
was  vested  in  a  very  important  member  of 
the  present  administration,  the  Minister  of 
Justice. 

Mr.  PATBRSON.  Yes,  I  heard  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  said;  and  I  leave  it  to  your 
judgment  Mr.  Speaker,  and  to  the  members 
of  the  House,  whether  that  connects  the 
Prime  Minister  with  the  'Soleil'  as  closely 
as  the  Toronto  'World'  is  connected  with 
the  hon  gentleman  who  leads  the  opposi- 
tion. The  editor  of  the  'World'  is  his  sup- 
!  porter,  to  judge  by  his  utterance,  he  is  his 
I  right-hand  man— if  you  leave  the  member 
I  for  North  Toronto  out— in  this  House,  and 
]  he  will  not  deny  it  He  is  not  the  one  who 
was  anxious  to  have  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
come  to  Carleton  with  the  hope  of  getting  a 
seat  in  the  House,  when  unfortunately  he 
was  defeated  In  his  own  province  ;  he  is  the 
man  who  rises  and  speaks  for  the  party,  the 
bosom  friend  of  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion. Surely,  surely,  the  paper  of  that  hon. 
gentleman  may  be  taken  as  Indicating  the 
views  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  ac- 
cording to  the  reasoning  of  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  with  regard  to  the  'Soleil.' 
What  is  one  of  the  leading  editorials  in  that 
paper  to-day?  Speaking  of  Monseigneur 
SabatH— 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATBRSON.  I  am  glad  to  be  cor- 
rected, because  it  would  be  too  bad  to  make 
a  mistake  with  reference  to  his  name,  lest 
the  wrong  person  should  be  summoned.  But 
the  organ  of  my  hon.  friend,  known  to  be 
I  his  organ  because  It  is  edited  by  one  of  his 
chief  lieutenants,  wants  this  reverend  gen- 
tleman to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the 
House.  That  Is  what  they  want  to  do  with 
him.  Now,  then,  I  want  to  ask  the  leader 
of  the  opposition,  does  he  propose— If  we 
are  to  hold  him  responsible,  according  to 
his  own  reasoning,  for  what  appears  In  the 
Toronto  'World'— does  he  propose  to  bring 
—I  had  better  say  the  Papal  ablegate— be- 
fore the  bar  of  the  House?  Is  thai:  the 
policy  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  and 
his  party  with  reference  to  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  What  is  the  hon. 
gentleman's  policy  ? 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  deny  it.  Are  we  then  bound  to 
assume,  by  his  silence  in  answering  my 
question,  that  they  propose  to  bring  that 
gentleman  to  the  bar  of  the  House  ?  If 
that  is  a  part  of  their  policy,  they  had  better 
bring  Mr.  Rogers  too,  because  he  has  said 
a  great  many  things  in  his  manifesto  which 
are  very  difficult  to  reconcile  or  to  under- 
stand ;  and  if  there  is  to  be  any  examina- 
tion at  the  bar  of  the  House  as  to  what 
lias  transpired,  it  would  be  very  nice  to  put 
some  questions  to  Mr.  Rogers.  It  would  be 
very  nice  to  ask  him,  in  the  first  place,  how 
he  came  to  write  that  manifesto  which  any- 
body reading  it  would  suppose  to  mean  that 
he  himself  was  the  one  who  had  the  inter- 
view with  the  Papal  ablegate.  He  speaks 
in  the  plural,  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  and 
he  was  one  of  the  deputation.  And  in  the 
document  also  he  speaks  in  the  singular — he 
says  'I '  rather  a  mixed  document.  Like  to 
know  where  the  singular  ceases  and  the 
plural  commences.  Like  to  know  why  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  write  such  a  docu- 
ment. His  indignation,  it  would  seem,  was 
aroused  against  this  Papal  delegate  for 
daring  to  suggest  such  a  thing  to  him,  but 
he  had  no  opportunity,  apparently,  to  ex- 
press bis  indignation  for  six  long  weeks. 
And  at  last,  when  he  had  time  to  express 
his  indignation,  he  carefully  dug  out  from 
'  Hansard,'  or  somewhere  else,  correspond- 
ence that  had  taken  place  between  certain 
parties  years  ago,  when  some  members  of 
this  House  professing  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith  had  communication  with  the  head  of 
their  church  in  reference  to  matters  in 
which  there  was  feeling  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  which  these  gentlemen  resided. 
And  these  things  are  dragged  in  here.  What 
for  ?  Why  to  work  upon  the  feelings  and 
passions  of  those  whom  lion,  gentlemen 
opposite  hope  to  influence.  But  let  me  tell 
these  hon.  gentlemen  one  thing  which,  if 
they  go  on,  I  am  sure  they  will  tind  out  for 
themselves.  My  province,  which  is  also  the 
province  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule),  the  province  that  I  am  proud 
to  call  my  own,  will  not  be  led  away  by  such 
unworthy  cries  as  these. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  would  like  to  read  the 
hon.  gentleman  a  letter  from  a  respectable 
constituent. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sproule)  might  read  me  letters. 
And  am  I  uncharitable  in  saying  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  bringing  up 
subjects  like  these,  taking  up  the  time  of 
the  House  and  delaying  the  business  of  the 
country,  is  to  keep  alive  the  feeling  that  has 
been  created  ?  But  that  is  the  very  reason 
why  these  hon.  gentlemen  must  have  their 
answer  every  time  they  bring  these  matters 
up.  We  must  know  whether  their  object 
is  to  uphold  the  grand  principles  of  provin- 
cial rights  and  separation  of  church  and 
state,  or  whether  it  Is  that  the  Tory  party 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


may  be  restored  to  power  by  creating  dis- 
tention among  the  people. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  Mr.  Paterson)  whether, 
when  he  occupied  hours  of  the  time  of  this 
House  In  denouncing  the  Manitoba  school 
law  he  was  raising  a  race  and  religious  cry? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Certainly  not  The 
Liberal  party  does  not  do  that.  Certainly 
not.  And  we  are  challenged  and  told  that 
if  we  go  to  ttie  country  we  shall  be  de- 
feated. Poos  the  hon;  gentleman  know 
that  all  these  events  the  correspondence  con- 
cerning which  has  been  dug  up  by  Mr. 
Rogers  occurred  before  the  election  of  1900, 
when  the  country  sent  the  leader  of  the 
government  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  back  to 
carry  on  public  affairs  ?  Is  he  aware  that 
this  matter  was  before  the  country,  and 
all  the  documents  in  '  Hansard,'  before  1904 
when  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  country, 
and  when  the  Liberal  party  was  again 
returned  to  power  by  a  sweeping  majority  ? 
There  is  only  one  object  in  this  that  I  can 
see,  and  that  is  the  vain  hope  that,  now  that 
there  is  some  feeling— and  I  am  bound  to 
confess  a  good  deal  of  feeling — in  the  coun- 
try owing  to  the  press,  not  alone  the  '  Toron- 
to World,'  but  papers  from  whom  better 
might  have  been  expected  

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the 
'Globe'  ? 

Mr  PATERSON.  If  the  'Globe*  differs 
with  the  government  In  reference  to  the 
Autonomy  Bill  as  they  understand  it,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  can  get  an  idea  of  the 
'  Globe's  '  opinion  of  Mr.  Rogers  if  they  read 
the  editorial  of  to-day's  issue.  I  have  not 
the  paper  with  me,  but  I  think  the  Tories 
will  find  that  the  portrait  of  the  man  they 
have  tried  to  magnify  is  not  a  flattering  one 
as  presented  by  the  '  Globe.'  I  must  not 
detain  the  House  longer,  having  spoken  at 
greater  length  than  I  had  intended.  But  I 
make  no  apology.  I  have  no  desire  to  pro- 
long the  debate,  and  I  want  the  business  of 
the  House  to  go  on.  For  that  reason,  I  have 
remained  silent  sometimes  when  I  would 
have  liked  to  speak.  And  so  have  other 
members  on  this  side.  But  if  this  Is  to  be 
made  the  arena  in  which  the  battle  of  poli- 
tical parties  are  to  be  fought  out  on  the 
basis  of  attempts  on  the  part  of  Liberal- 
Conservatives,  to  arouse  the  passions  and 
feelings  of  the  country,  I  am  prepared  to 
take  my  part  by  speaking  here  when  it 
becomes  necessary.  And  the  same  Is  true 
of  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  not  deny  the  '  Ham- 
ilton Spectator '  as  one  of  their  organs.  Ttfe 
hon  member  for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Barker) 
dare  not  deny  it.  And  what  does  the 
t  Hamilton  Spectator'  say.  Here  it  Is— 
black  line  at  the  top,  and  the  heading  'Never 
again.'   The  article  says  :— 

The  attempt  made  by  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  to 
force  separate  schools  on  the  new  provinces 
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of  the  west  will  settle  one  thing.  Never  again 
will  a  French  Canadian  be  entrusted  with  the 
premiership  of  Canada  ;  never  again  will  a 
French  Canadian  have  the  opportunity  to  be- 
tray the  people  of  this  country.  Canada  cannot 
afford  to  take  chances  again. 

Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  had  read 
'  Le  Solell '  and  other  Liberal  papers,  and 
sought  to  hold  the  government  responsible 
for  their  utterances.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  given  his  answer.  But  here  is  the  organ 
of  the  Tory  party  in  the  city  of  "Hamilton, 
where  dwells  the  chief  organizer,  as  I  under- 
stand it — Mr.  Barker — and  I  ask  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  :  Is  that  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal-Conservative  party  under  him '/ 
Well,  Sir,  if  it  be,  all  I  can  say  is  that  it 
is  unworthy  of  any  party  or  any  paper  to 
take  such  a  position  as  that  which  he  has 
taken.  Sir,  what  is  implied  in  it,  and  what 
is  In  it  ?  That  two-flfths  of  the  people  of 
this  country  can  never  expect  to  have  one 
of  their  number,  no  matter  how  gifted,  no 
matter  how  pre-eminent  his  abilities  may 
be.  to  fill  the  first  position  in  this  land  ; 
he  cannot  have  that  position  because  he  Is 
ii  French  Canadian.  That  is  something 
which  I  think  the  people  of  my  province 
will  not  endorse.  That  is  something  which 
the  people  of  this  country  will  not  endorse, 
and  I  hope  to  hear  a  repudiation  of  that 
from  bon.  gentlemen  opposite,  for  it  will  be 
better  for  them  to  denounce  such  sentiments 
as  that  Sir,  all  I  want  to  say  in  conclu- 
sion is  this :  The  attempt  is  made  by  the 
party  opposite,  in  order  to  secure  power, 
and  it  is  made  through  their  press,  to  at- 
tack the  leader  of  this  government,  knowing 
the  strong  man  that  he  is,  and  believing 
that  if  they  can  strike  him  down,  they 
might  then  hope  to  attain  office,  and  to  this 
end  you  will  find  such  articles  as  I  have 
read  to  you  and  such  expressions  in  this 
House.  These  attacks  are  made  in  order 
that  he  may  be  struck  and  that,  by  striking 
him  and  by  possibly  weakening  bis  power, 
they  will  weaken  the  party  which  he  leads. 
They  tell  us  they  have  succeeded  to  such  an 
extent  that,  as  one  hon.  gentleman  told  us, 
only  two  counties  in  Ontario  would  return 
Liberal  supporters  of  the  Liberal  govern- 
ment— the  county  of  Prescott  and  the  coun- 
ty of  Russell.  They  ask  us  :  Why  don't 
you  open  Ixmdon  ?  Why  don't  you  open 
other  constituencies  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  London  is  not  vacant. 
They  say  we  dare  not  open  a  county.  I 
would  ask  them  :  Do  they  suppose  that  if 
Centre  Toronto,  or  London,  or  any  other 
single  constituency  in  this  country,  was 
opened  and  was  carried  by  them,  that  that 
would  mean  the  inevitable  re:urn  of  the  Con- 
servative party  to  power  ?  Sir,  if  it  was  to 
be  decided  by  the  verdict  of  a  single  consti- 
tuency and  on  one  question,  I  would  say 
that  the  better  place  to  open  a  consistuency 
would    be   in    the    Northwest  Territories. 


where  they  say  these  people  are  going  to  be 
bound  and  shackled. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
they  approve  of  that ;  I  thought  they  could 
not  do  otherwise.  If  there  happened  to  be 
an  election  there  that  would  be  a  better  test 
in  reference  to  this  question  than  any  con- 
stituency you  might  open  in  another  pro- 
vince. They  tell  us  there  is  a  departure 
from  principle  in  this  Bill.  They  say  that 
the  relations  of  church  and  state  are  em- 
bodied In  this  Bill.  I  would  like  to  know 
how  ?  Are  these  separate  schools,  as  they 
are  termed  in  the  Bill,  in  the  Northwest 
separate  schools  for  Catholics  alone  ?  No  ; 
hon.  gentlemen  know  that  they  are  minority 
schools  for  Protestants  as  well  as  Catho- 
lics. I>o  you  say  the  provinces  do  not  want 
them  ?  Then  why  have  they  kept  them,  as 
I  am  told  they  have  ?  As  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Assiuiboia  (Mr. 
Scott),  while  there  may  be  a  minority  of  the 
Catholic  faith  in  the  Territories,  taking 
them  as  a  whole,  there  are  several  localities 
where  the  Protestants  are  in  the  minority, 
and  if  in  some  of  these  they  desire  to  have 
their  minority  schools,  they  are,  under  the 
law  which  It  Is  proposed  to  continue,  the 
law  of  the  Territories,  enacted  by  the  legis- 
lature representing  these  people,  enabled  to 
have  their  schools  and  to  have  their  religi- 
ous instruction  of  a  Protestant  character  and 
according  to  the  Protestant  faith.  Where 
is  the  connection  between  church  and  state? 
Provincial  rights  !  Members  talk  about  pro- 
vincial rights  who  have  not  beetf  noted  for 
standing  up  for  them  in  the  past.  The  bon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Poster), 
who  made  that  inflammatory  speech  this  af- 
ternoon— and  he  has  admitted  by  the  refer- 
ence which  he  made  at  the  close  that  it  was 
an  inflammatory  speech — gives  us  to  under- 
stand that  be  is  on  that  platform,  admits 
that  he  hopes  he  may  be  able  to  climb  into 
power,  not,  as  he  professed  some  years  ago, 
by  being  in  favour  of  securing  liberty  and 
rights  to  the  minorities,  but  by  being  in 
favour  of  taking  them  away  from  whom  ? 
As  far  as  he  is  concerned,  by  taking  out  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill  that  now  gives  liberty  to 
the  minority.  He  told  us  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion that  for  three  successive  elections 
this  question  had  been  fought  and  the 
Liberal  party  sustained,  and.  therefore,  as 
long  as  grass  grew  and  waters  ran,  he  did 
not  feel  disposed  to  go  against  that  will  as 
thus  three  times  expressed  upon  that  ques- 
tion. Sir,  a  principle,  if  it  is  right,  is  right 
all  the  time.  If  minority  lights  were  sacred 
in  bis  eyes,  as  he  said  they  were  in  1896, 
minority  rights  ought  to  be  sacred  to  him 
now,  no  matter  how  the  election  went.  Sir, 
I  am  not  going  into  the  question  ;  I  have 
spoken  once,  and  I  do  not  want  to  again 
take  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  I  am  re- 
plying to  what  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  said  In  their  speeches.    All  I  have  to 
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say  Is  that  they  may  strike  at  the  Prime 
Minister,  their  papers  may  endeavour  to 
inflame  the  people,  as  in  that  article  which 
I  have  just  read — and  they  confess  that  it 
is  having  its  effect  on  the  country,  and  that 
.some  friends  of  the  Liberal  party  are  not  In 
accord  with  their  friends  on  this  Bill,  and 
that  may  be  true,  and  I  shall  regret  if  it 
continues  so— but  I  want  to  say  that,  so 
far  as  I  know,  the  Liberal  parliamentary 
party,  which  ought  to  know  as  much  about 
the  nature  of  this  Bill  as  any  one,  a  party 
who,  I  believe,  are  as  honest  and  conscien- 
tious as  their  fellow-men,  are  not  divided, 
are  not  disunited  on  this  Bill.  And,  Sir, 
when  the  time  comes  that  this  question  has 
to  be  discussed  before  the  people,  as  it  will 
come,  then  it  will  be  discussed  in  all  its 
bearings,  and  whatever  the  verdict  may  be, 
the  government,  and  the  members  who  have 
confidence  in  the  government,  will  accept 
the  verdict  that  may  be  rendered  by  the 
people.  Prophesies  as  to  what  will  occur 
are  of  no  value.  We  had  prophesies  before 
the  last  election,  great  prophesies  which  ut- 
terly failed.  All  I  have  to  say  is 
that  I  believe  the  Liberal  party  stand 
to-day  where  tliey  have  ever  stood.  They 
stood  on  the  principle  of  ruling  this  country 
in  such  a  way  as  to  give  equal  rights, 
liberties  and  privileges  to  all  classes  and 
creeds,  and  we  are  here  to-day.  There  has 
been  no  departure.  There  was  an  attempt 
made  by  the  Conservative  party  in  1896  to 
have  this  parliament  enact  a  law  which 
would  override  a  law  passed  by  a  province 
which  had  the  power  to  pass  that  law. 
They  say  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  the  government  threw  himself 
across  the  path  and  prevented  It.  Yes, 
because  he  said  that  the  only  way  to  accom- 
plish that  was  to  accomplish  it  through  the 
action  of  the  local  government  which  had 
the  power  under  the  constitution,  as  had 
been  declared  by  the  highest  court  in  the 
empire.  But,  Sir,  Is  that  the  case  of  the 
Territories  ?  Is  that  the  case  of  this  Bill  ? 
Are  we  seeking  to  override  the  law  of  the 
Territories,  making  them  take  something 
they  do  not  want?  We  are  simply  continu- 
ing what  the  government  and  the  legislature 
of  the  Territories  enacted  as  their  school 
law,  and  which  their  premier  says,  if  he 
were  a  dictator  to-morrow,  be  would  not 
rescind  or  abrogate.  Sir,  where  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  provincial  rights  In  this?  Yes,  the 
attempt  was  made  to  have  the  country 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister 
has  gone  back  on  the  principles  he  professed 
and  that  he  is  no  longer  worthy  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people.  Well,  I  say  we  have 
confidence  in  him.  They  speak  about  what 
he  did  in  1896.  They  unearthed  the  docu- 
ments and  read  them  to-day.  What  has  been 
the  condition  of  this  country  since  1896  under, 
as  their  papers  will  say,  a  French  Cana- 
dian Prime  Minister,  or  as  they  put  It  some- 
times, a  French  Prime  Minister?  What 
has  been  the  condition  of  this  country  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON. 


What  was  it,  before  1896? — stagnation,  no 
increase  of  population,  an  empty  Northwest, 
as  Mr.  Blake  said  at  one  time,  trade  almost 
paralyzed,  hope  in  many  breasts  gone,  divi- 
sions among  the  people  like  what  I  am 
afraid  their  efforts  tending  In  that  direction 
may  produce  again.  And  yes,  there  were 
divisions  in  the  government  as  well  and 
this  was  the  result  of  It.  Yet  we  find  a 
member  of  that  government  standing  up  to- 
day and  making  the  speech  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster) 
made,  speaking  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
belittling  this  government,  or  the  members 
of '  this  government,  although  he  was  a 
member  of  that  government  during  the  years 
of  this  stagnation  and  decay.  What  Is  the 
condition  of  the  country  to-day  under  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier,  French  Canadian  Premier 
though  he  is?  We  do  not  put  it  in  that 
way;  French  by  extraction,  French  in  his 
ancestry.  His  ancestors  were  French  and 
he  is  proud  of  it,  yours  may  have  been 
English  and  yon  are  proud  of  it,  yours  may 
have  been  Irish  and  you  are  proud  of  it, 
mine  were  Scotch  and  I  am  proud  of  it. 
Still  we  are  Canadians  one  and  all,  and  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  Is  Canada's  Prime  Minister. 
I  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  and 
to  those  whom  my  words  may  reach  outside 
of  this  House  wbo  have  given  us  their  con- 
fidence in  the  times  past  that  there  is  no  one 
who  will  say  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  by 
any  unworthy  motive  can  be  swerved  from 
what  he  believes  to  be  the  line  of  duty. 
Not  only  do  I  want  to  tell  these  people 
but  I  want  to  tell  you  younger  members 
of  the  House  who  have  come  in  here  that 
I  was  here  when  the  Liberal  party  lost  the 
services  of  Edward  Blake.  It  became  a 
question  who  was  to  lead  us.  We  were 
in  opposition  and  a  small  minority  too. 
There  was  one  man  amongst  us  who  stood 
preeminent  above  all  otliers,  known  and 
admitted,  and  of  course  the  choice  fell  on 
him.  He  was  asked  to  accept.  He  hesi- 
tated; no,  he  refused  at  first.  Pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  upon  him.  I  remember  his 
reply:  No,  I  am  one  of  the  minority  in  race 
and  one  of  the  minority  in  faith;  I  think 
that  the  party  would  do  better  to  elect  one 
of  the  majority.  The  reply  of  the  Liberal 
parliamentary  party  was  this:  The  Liberal 
parliamentary  party  do  not  ask  a  man  what 
his  race  or  ancestry  have  been.  They  do 
not  ask  at  what  altar  he  kneels.  If  they 
know  him  to  have  the  qualities  and  the 
character  that  mark  him  out  above  all 
others  for  the  position  that  is  the  man  they 
want.  Reluctantly  he  accepted  it  For 
years  he  led  us  in  opposition.  Bight 
years  in  power  under  his  leadership,  eight 
years  of  unexampled  prosperity  under  his 
reign;  eight  years  of  national  peace. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  do  not  wonder  that 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  langb.  These 
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are  laughing  times,  peaceful  times,  times  of 
plenty  and  prosperity  and  due  largely  to 
the  right  bon.  gentleman  who  leads  the 
government  to-day.  We  do  not  object  to 
our  Conservative  friends  rejoicing  with  us 
in  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  We  wish 
to  do  them  well,  and,  Sir,  we  believe  that 
by  keeping  the  Prime  Minister  In  power 
under  his  happy  influences,  supported  by 
the  men  who  are  around  him,  who  have  full 
confidence  in  him,  there  are  in  store  years 
of  progress  and  prosperity  greater  even  than 
we  have  attained  In  the  past,  and,  Sir,  in 
this  young  country  we  must  above  all  things 
be  a  united  people,  be  Canadians  one  and  all 
with  equal  rights  and  privileges. 

Mr.  E.  B.  OSLER  (West  Toronto).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  thought  that  this  House  had  for 
the  last  two  or  three  weeks  and  especially 
for  the  last  two  or  three  days  been  discus- 
sing a  most  serious  question,  a  question 
that  is  recognized  in  this  country,  that  is 
recognized  by  every  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
spoken  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
except  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier),  as  the  most  serious  ques- 
tion we  have  had  before  this  House  in 
many  and  many  a  session  of  parliament. 
I  suppose  the  strain  of  it  has  been  too 
great,  and  therefore  is  has  been  arranged 
that  •  we  should  have,  for  our  relief,  an 
exhibition  of  nigger  minstrelsy  and  that  a 
member  of  the  government  should  be  set  up 
to  do  the  Bardell  and  Pickwick  sergeant 
Buzfuz  act.  He  has  done  it  admirably.  He 
has  done  it  to  the  entertainment  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  sit  in  front  of  him  and  be- 
hind him,  but  he  has  not  done  it  to  the 
edificiition  of  the  country,  nor  has  he  ans- 
wered the  charges  that  are  made  against 
the  government. 

The  question  before  the  House  to-day  is 
not  the  prosperity  of  the  country;  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  to-day  is  not  con- 
cerning old  matters  and  old  controversies 
between  old  members  on  this  side  and  old  | 
members  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
question  before  the  country  to-day  is:  shall 
we  be  governed  by  our  own  people  or  shall 
we  be  governed  by  a  delegate  representing 
a  foreign  authority  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Some  hon.  MEMBER.  Shame. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Now,  let  us  look  at  it 
squarely  and  fairly  in  the  face  

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Yes,  look  at 
It  fairly. 

Mr.  OSLER.   Let  us  look  at  It  fairly  and 
let  us  face  it 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Pace  It  hon- 
estly. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Yes,  honestly.  When  this 
Bill  was  first  brought  Into  this  House,  it 
was  admitted  that  the  man  who  ought  to 
have  been  consulted,  the  Premier  of  the 


Northwest  Territories,  had  not  been  con- 
sulted  

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Was  not  consulted  on  this 
clause. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  has  been  admitted  that 
the  other  member  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories cabinet  of  the  same  faith  as  the 
Prime  Minister  

Mr.  BELCOURT. 
do  with  it  ? 


What  has  that  got  to 
It  is  a  great 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK. 
crime  to  be  of  that  faith. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  do  not  make  that  charge 
against  any  one  at  all  

Mr.  BELCOURT.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  am  only  showing  the 
unfortunate  position  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  put  himself  and  the  country  in  

Mr.  SCOTT.  May  I  ask  my  hon.  friend 
to  whom  he  refers  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  has  been  charged  here 
to-day  

Mr.  SCOTT.  May  I  put  a  question  to 
my  hon.  friend  ?  To  whom  in  the  Haultaln 
cabinet  does  he  refer,  as  being  of  the  same 
faith  as  the  Prime  Minister  ? 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  has  been  charged  here 
to-day  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  has  been  charged  here 
to-dlay,  and  it  has  not  been  denied,  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  although  he  did  not  con- 
sult the  premier  of  the  Territories,  was  in 
constant  consultation  with  the  Papal  able- 
gate in  the  framing  of  these  educational 
clauses.  I  will  give  the  Prime  Minister  an 
opportunity  to  deny  that  now.  and  if  be  de- 
nies it  I  shall  withdraw  all  I  am  going  to 
say  ;  I  will  not  proceed  farther. 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.    Go  on. 

Mr.  OSLER.  That  is  the  charge  that  is 
made.  When  the  storm  arose  after  this  Bill 
was  brought  in,  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  the  next  time  they  spoke, 
both  said  that  the  Intention  of  that  clause 
was  simply  to  let  things  in  the  Northwest 
remain  as  they  are  to-day.  Is  that  true  ? 
If  that  be  true,  it  took  a  whole  month  after 
the  first  Bill  was  Introduced  to  get  some- 
body to  agree  to  the  modification  as  we 
have  it  now.  If  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  all  the  other 
members  of  the  cabinet  understood,  or 
rather  meant,  that  one  thing  should  be  em- 
bodied in  that  clause  but  found  that  another 
thing  quite  different  was  really  in  the  clause 
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as  drawn — and  that  has  been  admitted  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  members  of  his- 
government — if  that  had  been  so,  why 
should  not  that  connection  have  been  made 
within  twenty-four  hours  V  Why  did  it  take 
a  whole  month  of  bickerings,  of  wranglings, 
of  strife,  which  necessitated  the  resignation 
of  one  minister  ;  the  most  important  minis- 
ter in  connection  with  this  Bill.  It  took  a 
whole  month  of  tribulation  in  the  ranks  of 
the  government  before  any  change  was 
made.  The  l'rime  Minister  said  that  he  did 
not  understand  that  clause  to  mean  what  it 
did  mean,  the  Minister  of  Justice  said  that 
he  did  not  understand  that  clause  to  mean 
what  it  did  mean. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    No,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Did  not  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice say  that  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    No,  I  did  not 

Mr.  oSLER.  I  beg  the  minister's  par- 
don ;  he  said  he  did  not  understand  it  to 
mean  what  it  did— what  it  was  supposed  to 
mean. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    Let  him  go  on. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  took  a  month  to  have 
'that  clause  changed.  It  was  not  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  power,  apparently,  to 
change  it  to  suit  his  own  views  within  that 
time.  There  was  a  power  outside  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  who 
had  to  be  consulted  before  the  concession 
was  made  that  that  clause  should  be 
changed. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Rubbish. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  is  the  view  the  country 
takes  of  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That's  rub- 
bish. 

Mr.  OSLER.  It  is  the  only  view  sensible 
men  can  take  of  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  is  the  view 
evil-disposed  persons  take  of  it. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  colleague  of  the  Post- 
master General  took  the  view  I  take,  name- 
ly, that  the  meaning  of  the  clause  at  first 
introduced,  was  so  radically  different  from 
the  clause  now  before  us,  that  he  resigned 
rather  than  accept  it  as  first  introduced. 
•  while  he  accepted  it  as  now  changed. 
The  Prime  Minister  says  that  originally 
be  intended  the  clause  as  it  is  in  the  Bill 
to-day.  Was  it  not  easy  then,  if  he  had  the 
power  to  alter  that  clause  to  its  present 
state,  to  do  so  without  requiring  the  resig- 
nation of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  is  not 
the  point. 

Mr.  OSLER.    That  Is  the  point. 
Mr.  OSLER. 


Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  shifted  his  ground. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  have  not  shifted  my 
ground. 

'  Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  That  hon.  gen- 
tleman said  a  moment  ago  that  the  govern- 
ment were  not  allowed  to  make  this  change 
without  the  consent  of  some  outside  power. 

Mr.  OSLER.    I  say  so  still. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Then  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  says  what  is  absolutely  without 
foundation.  He  has  no  authority  for  sucli 
a  statement,  and  it  is  a  malicious  fabrica- 
tion. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  take  it 
back. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Oh,  no;  let  the  Postmaster 
General's  statement  go  on  '  Hansard ';  I 
know  him. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Your  state- 
ment is  absolutely  untrue. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  know  the  Postmaster 
General,  I  know  him.  Then,  if  I  am  to. 
accept  the  Postmaster  General's  statement, 
I  say  that  the  First  Minister  and  the  other 

ministers  in  needlessly  delaying  a  month  to 
make  that  change,  committed  a  crime 
against  this  country  that  it  will  take  gener- 
ations to  wipe  out,  for  they  have  during 
that  month  aroused  such  a  passion  in  this 
country  

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Osier)  has. 

Mr.  OSLER.   No,  I  deny  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  He  and  his 
party  have. 

Mr.  OSLER.    I  deny  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.    You  tried  to. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  say  that  all  that  has 
tended  to  arouse  passion  in  this  country  has 
come  from  that  side  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Nonsense. 

Mr.  BUREAU.  What  about  the  Hamil- 
ton '  Spectator '  article. 

Mr.  OSLER.  Like  the  other  article  read 
to-day  from  a  French  paper,  there  are  In- 
judicious articles  on  both  sides,  and  no  one 
appreciates  that  more  than  I  do.  There  Is 
no  one  more  sorry  than  I  am  that  this  con- 
dition of  affairs  has  arisen  

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  It  seems  to 
gratify  you. 

Mr.  OSLER.  I  say  that  the  country 
will  hold  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
ministers  responsible  until  they  deny, 
and  they  have  not  denied  it  yet,  that  they 
are  under  the  Influence  and  have  been  in- 
fluenced by  outside  parties  in  tbe  framing 
of  this  Act.  Canada  can  stand  bad  gov- 
ernment, she  can  stand  bad  laws  
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An  bon.  MEMBER.    The  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  law,  for  Instance. 

Mr.  OSLER.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  anything  that  is  bad  about  it.  The 
people  of  Canada  can  stand  anything,  but 
they  cannot  stand  

Sir  WILLIAM  MULOCK.  Having  the 
Tories  in  opposition;  that  is  the  worst  crime 
Canada  has  committed  yet. 

Mr.  OSLER.  If  the  Postmaster  General 
will  cast  his  mind  and  his  eye  back  to  that 
pathetic  appeal  which  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance made  to  persuade  himself  that  he  was 
in  favour  of  this  Bill,  he  will  find  that  the 
Minister  of  Finance  looked  down  at  his 
venerable  chief,  and  he  pictured  the  disaster 
that  would  overtake  the  country  if  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier  were  to  resign.  Great  Heavens; 
there  would  not  be  another  immigrant  come 
to  this  country,  we  would  be  bankrupt,  we 
would  be  a  laughing  stock.  Well,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  resigned  I  think  the  country 
would  be  fairly  resigned  also.  The  Minister 
of  Finance  pictured  what  would  happen  if 
the  Prime  Minister  would  resign  and  the 
woeful  disaster  that  would  follow.  I  venture 
to  say  that  consols  would  not  fall,  one-eighth 
of  a  cent  if  the  Prime  Minister  resigned.  I 
venture  to  say  that  not  one  immigrant  less 
would  come  into  this  country  this  year,  and 
that  the  business  of  the  country  would  go 
on  and  continue  to  be  quite  as  prosperous 
•as  it  is.  The  Prime  Minister  is  being  lauded 
as  the  man  of  conciliation.  I  say  that  in 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  introduced  this 
Bill  he  has  done  more  to  cause  racial  and 
religious  strife  in  this  country  than  all  his 
previous  life  of  conciliation  could  counteract; 
and  when  his  biography  is  written,  instead 
of  his  epitaph  being  conciliation,  as  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  suggested,  It  will  be  the 
reverse.  In  this  one  act,  be  it  as  honest,  as 
straight,  as  simple  in  intention  as  it  is 
claimed  to  be,  yet,  from  the  fact  that  he 
consulted  outsiders  and  Ignored  the  men 
who  ought  to  have  been  consulted,  he  has 
brought  about  a  state  of  things  in  Canada 
the  effects  of  which  not  one  man  in  this 
House  will  live  to  see  wiped  out 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  say  one  or  two  words  with  regard  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms with  reference  to  myself.  In  the  first 
place,  it  does  seem  to  be  a  very  considerable 
lowering  of  the  dignity  of  parliament  for  a 
minister  of  the  Crowu  to  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  make  such  an  extraordinary  ex- 
hibition of  himself  as  the  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms has  made  this  evening.  I  hesitate  to 
apply  words  to  the  conduct  or  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, because  I  am  afraid  that  I  might 
transgress  the  rules  of  the  parliamentary 
decorum. 

Mr.  PATERSON.   Don't  be  afraid. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Oh,  I  am  not  afraid  Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  will  come  to  the 
of  the  hon.  gentleman.    I  have  never  ob-  Hamilton  '  Spectator '  in  a  moment.  Further 


served  anything  very  alarming  about  him, 
although  he  has  a  very  loud  voice.  He  is 
comparatively  harmless.  He  is  perhaps  not 
as  wise  as  the  serpent,  but  after  all  he  is 
as  harmless  as  the  dove.  He  has  suggested 
as  plainly  as  he  could  that  I  am  In  some 
way  endeavouring  to  foment  religious  strife 
in  this  country  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  The  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  say  hear,  hear.  I  waut 
any  one  of  those  hon.  gentlemen,  when  he 
comes  to  address  this  House  to-night  or  on 
any  future  occasion,  to  point  to  one  single 
word  of  mine  during  the  progress  of  this 
debate  which  he  can  call  in  question  in  that 
regard.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  be  judged 
by  my  utterances ;  but  I  do  not  want 
general  statements  of  that  kind  applauded 
by  men  who  apparently  do  not  know  that 
of  which  they  speak.  I  have  never  said 
any  word  in  this  House  or  in  this  country 
which  would  suggest  that  any  man,  on  ac- 
count of  his  race  or  religion,  should  not 
have  the  right  to  be  Prime  Minister  of  Can- 
ada. On  the  contrary,  many  times,  in  por- 
tions of  this  country  where  there  was  no 
man  of  the  French  race  or  who  understood 
the  French  language,  I  have  said,  with  re- 
gard to  my  right  bon.  friend  who  leads  this 
House,  that  I  saw  no  good  reason  why  his 
fellow  citizens  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
should  not  entertain  for  him  the  very  high- 
est possible  admiration  as  a  distinguished 
public  man  of  their  own  race  ;  and  I  chal- 
lenge the  production  of  any  word  I  ever 
uttered  such  as  the  hon.  Minister  of  Cus- 
toms has  endeavoured  to-night  to  fasten 
upon  me.  Fomenting  discord  ! — why,  there 
was  more  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Customs  to-night  to  foment  race  cries 
and  religious  discord  than  anything  I  have 
heard  in  this  House  since  this  debate  began, 
and  in  his  heart  he  knows  it.  And  he  knows 
the  intent  with  which  he  quoted  from  the 
Hamilton  '  Spectator '  ;  no  one  knows  It 
better  than  himself.  He  did  it  with  a 
motive,  and  that  motive  is  unworthy  of  any 
member  of  this  House,  and  especially  un- 
worthy of  any  man  who  strives  to  pose  as 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  has  done  in 
this  House  ever  since  I  have  been  a  member 
of  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Did  not  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman quote  '  Le  Soleil '  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  did  quote  '  Le 
Soleil,'  and  I  attached  the  responsibility  of 
its  utterances  to  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause I  knew  that  that  paper  was  published 
by  responsible  men,  and  that  those  respon- 
sible men  had  said  that  it  was  under  the 
control  and  direction  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  the  Hamilton  '  Spec- 
tator '  not  controlled  by  responsible  men  ? 
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than  that,  when  the  control  of  '  Le  Soleil ' 
passed  from  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  it 
passed  to  the  very  gentleman  who  descended 
from  the  bench  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
in  order  that  he  might  become  the  organizer 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  that  province  in  the 
last  election.  That  is  why  I  attached  some 
responsibility  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  in 
connection  with  its  utterances  ;  and  I  would 
like  to  know  whether  or  not  the  Minister  of 
Customs  thinks  that  in  so  doing  under  these 
circumstances  I  took  anything  like  the 
position  which  he  did  with  regard  to  myself 
and  the  Hamilton  '  Spectator.'  Has  the 
Hamilton  '  Spectator '  ever  pretended  to  be 
my  organ  ?  Have  I  any  control  over  it  V 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  and  he  knew  it 
when  he  made  that  quotation  to-night,  but 
he  suppressed  the  fact,  that  the  Hamilton 
'  Spectator '  has  most  severely  criticised  me 
in  connection  with  the  very  Bill  which  is 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  It.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  known  it  before  he 
spoke. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Why  should  I  have 
known  it  V  Am  I  to  be  expected  to  read  the 
Hamilton  '  Spectator '  every  day  V  I  did 
not  know  that  it  had  criticised  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman adversely  in  connection  with  this 
Bill,  as  he  states. 

Mr.  B.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  not  seen  it 
myself,  but  I  have  been  informed  that  such 
is  the  case,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  ALEX.  JOHNSTON.  Will  my  hon. 
friend  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  question  V 
Will  he  deny  that  within  a  comparatively 
recent  period  the  Hamilton  '  Spectator '  has 
declared  that  it  is  perfectly  satisfied  witli 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Carleton  is  at  present  leading  the  opposi- 
tion ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  has  done  so  or  not ;  but  I  have 
been  informed  that  the  Hamilton  '  Specta- 
tor '  some  two  or  three  weeks  ago  severely 
criticised  me  In  connection  with  this  very 
Bill  ;  and  yet  the  Minister  of  Customs  seeks 
to  place  upon  me  the  responsibility  of  utter- 
ances of  the  Hamilton  '  Spectator,'  :ind  ac- 
cuse me  of  inciting  race  prejudice  and  re- 
ligious discord  in  this  country.  That  is 
what  I  understood  to  be  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's charge  ;  am  I  correct  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
assumes  that  my  remarks  were  all  addressed 
to  bim,  the  remarks  that  had  reference  to 
many  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  he  is  assuming  a  good  deal.  My 
words  will  show  for  themselves  what  I 
said. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  not  answer  a  straightforward 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


question  which  I  put  to  him.  Very  good.  I 
will  pass  from  that.  If  he  has  not  the 
courage  to  answer  yes  or  no,  I  will  leave 
him  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country.  But  I  want  to  know  this  from 
him.  and  from  those  who  have  said  so  much 
about  exciting  race  prejudice  and  religions 
discord,  whether  they  make  that  charge  also 
against  the  Laurier  Club  of  Toronto,  which 
has  uttered  some  protests  on  this  subject 
whether  they  charge  that  against  the  In- 
dian Head  Liberal  Club  in  the  Northwest 
which  has  addressed  a  similar  protest,  and 
whether  they  charge  that  against  the 
hundreds  of  Liberals  who  attended  a 
large  meeting  in  the  city  of  Toronto  at 
which  resolutions  were  passed  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Customs  Is  very  inquisitive,  might  I  ad- 
dress the  question  to  him  and  ask  whether 
he  is  charging  these  gentlemen  with  exciting 
religious  discord  and  race  prejudice  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No,  I  am  not.  A  great 
many  of  my  remarks  were  lutended  for  men 
whom  they  will  tit.  I  did  not  allude  very 
much  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  In  the 
remarks  I  made,  his  remarks  In  this  House 
have  not  been  of  the  Inflammatory  nature 
of  some  others.  But  if  he  wishes  to  assume 
responsibility  for  all  that  has  been  said  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  then  of  course 
I  am  not  to  blame.  Individually,  I  did  not 
attribute  it  to  him.  My  remarks,  If  I  must 
say  It  here,  were  based  more  especially  on 
what  has  been  said  by  the  member  for  North 
Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  who  is  not  In  the 
House. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Then  I  must  say  at 
once  that  I  very  much  misunderstood  the 
hon.  gentleman.  He  was  pointing  his  finger 
at  me  in  a  somewhat  dramatic  way,  and  on 
several  occasions  at  least  he  alluded  to  me 
because  he  mentioned  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition. I  do  not  think  that  gentlemen 
throughout  this  country,  and  many  of  them 
Liberals  who  have  protested  against  cer- 
tain features  of  the  Bill  now  under  dis- 
cussion—I  will  tot  discuss  It  at  all,  the  hon. 
gentleman  spent  about  twenty  minutes  or 
half  an  hour  In  discussing  the  Bill,  which 
he  had  no  right  to  do — I  do  not  think  these 
gentlemen  can  be  accused  of  exciting  re- 
ligious prejudice  or  race  discord.  Nor  do 
I  think  that  they  should  be  characterized, 
as  the  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Belconrt) 
lias  characterized  them,  as  renegade  Lib- 
erals. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  did  not  do  anything 
of  the  sort 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Did  not  the  member 
for  Ottawa  use  that  expression  ? 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Yes,  but  not  in  the 
connection  that  the  hon.  gentleman  states 

now. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  To  whom  did  he 
apply  it  ? 
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Mr.  BELCOURT.  That  is  my  business. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  these  gentle- 
men, these  Liberals  throughout  the  country 
who  have  some  difference  with  the  govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  principle  of  this 
measure,  will  have  to  decide  for  themselves 
as  to  those  that  term  applies  to,  because 
they  get  no  information  whatever  on  the 
subject  from  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  It  applies  to  whoever 
the  cap  will  fit 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  It  was  applied  to 
them,  as  I  understood,  somewhat  compre- 
hensively. I  did  not  notice  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, In  making  his  remarks,  expressed 
any  reservation,  I  understood  his  words  had 
a  general  application. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Whoever  the  cap  will 
fit  may  wear  it. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORREN.  Then  whoever  dif- 
fers from  the  government  is  a  renegade  Lib- 
eral, according  to  the  member  for  Ottawa, 
because  this  cap  may  fit  him.  Now 
something  has  been  said  about  the  interfer- 
ence of  clergymen  In  the  province  of  On- 
tario and  elsewhere,  and  I  myself  have  read 
protests  passed  in  different  portions  of  the 
maritime  provinces  by  religious  bodies  and 
bodies  composed  of  clergymen,  In  regard  to 
this  matter.  They  have  been  charged,  as 
I  understand  also,  with  exciting  religious 
prejudice  and  race  discord,  so  I  suppose 
the  observations  of  the  Minister  of  Customs 
will  apply  to  these  gentlemen  as  well.  Does 
he  charge  them  with  exciting  religious  pre- 
judice and  race  discord  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.   I  do  not. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  then,  I  want 
the  Minister  of  Customs  to  answer  me  this  : 
Where  has  anything  been  said  in  this  House 
in  criticism  of  this  measure  that  goes  be- 
yond the  protest  to  which  he  referred  from 
his  Liberal  friends  throughout  the  country, 
nnd  from  clergymen  in  the  province  of  On- 
tario and  in  the  maritime  provinces  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  that  goes  beyond. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Well,  I  have  not 
heard  it,  my  hon.  friend  has  not  quoted  it 
Now  I  have  here  the  expression  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  to  which  I  alluded,  it 
is  this: 

Is  It  not  true,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  agitation 
has  been  confined  almost  exclusively  to  the 
Conservative  press  and  to  gentlemen  who  be- 
long to  the  Conservative  party  ?  With  the  ex- 
ception of  a  tew  misguided  or  misinformed  or 
renegade  Liberals,  the  agitation  has  been  car- 
ried on. 

That  is  the  expression. 

Mr.  BELCOURT.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  asked  me  if  that  was  ap- 
plicable to  the  '  Globe.'  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  go  on  and  read  what  I  said. 


Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Would  the  hon. 
gentleman  like  me  to  read  It  ?  « 

Mr.  LENNOX.  What  about  the  '  Globe.' 
Mr.  BELCOURT.  I  said  renegade  Liberals. 

Anything  further  ?  Well,  I  will  leave  It 
in  that  way,  Mr.  Speaker.  Now  some  criti- 
cism has  been  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Customs  and  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
with  regard  to  my  having  adverted  In  this 
House  to  a  statement  made  by  the  Hon. 
Robert  Rogers.  May  I  be  permitted  res- 
pectfully to  observe  that  I  made  no  refer- 
ence to  that,  except  a  very  brief  one  yes- 
terday, after  it  had  been  introduced  into 
this  House  by  the  right  hon.  the  Prime  Min- 
ister himself.  My  observations  to-day  were 
not  based  upon  what  Mr.  Rogers  said  in 
the  interview  referred  to  ;  my  observations 
were  confined  almost  exclusively  to  the  state- 
ment which  has  been  given  out  by  His 
Excellency,  the  delegate  of  the  Holy  See.  I 
did  not  base  that  article,  although  the 
article  has  been  characterized  as  a  hearsay 
article  by  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr. 
Macdonald).  He  asked  whether  I  did  not 
know  as  a  lawyer  that  hearsay  evidence 
is  of  no  value  '!  I  ask  him  as  a  member  of 
this  House  who  sat  here  and  heard  me, 
where  were  his  ears  ?  Does  he  not  know, 
or  did  not  he  hear  at  all  ?  What  is  the  use 
of  his  talking  about  hearsay  evidence  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
undertake  to  say  that  he  does  not  pay  any 
attention  to  this  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers, 
and  does  not  put  it  forward  as  a  ground  for 
this  discussion  ? 

Mr.  R'.  L.  BORDEN.  The  question  of  my 
hon.  friend  is  an  impertinent  one.  That 
is  all  I  have  to  say  with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  My  learned  friend 
can  characterize  it  as  he  pleases. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  The  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition cannot  characterize  it  as  he  pleases, 
he  cannot  use  the  word  '  impertinent.' 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  you 
will  be  good  enough  to  observe  that  we  have 
a  new  speaker,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Fin- 
ance, who  is  giving  us  his  ruling. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  have  the  floor,  and 
the  Minister  of  Finance  is  out  of  order  in 
attempting  to  take  it  from  me. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.    Very  good. 

Mr.  FIELDING.  I  submit  that  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  is  not  at  liberty  to 
say  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  (Mr.  Macdonald)  was  impertinent. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  did  not  say  so  ; 
I  said  bis  question  was  impertinent. 
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Mr.  FIELDING.  The  hon.  gentleman's 
use  of  the  word  '  Impertinent '  I  submit, 
Is  out  of  order,  and  he  should  not  persist 
In  It. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  word  'Impertinent' 
Is  one  of  those  words  classed  as  out  of 
order  in  the  authorities  as  I  have  read 
then-.. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  may  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  a  former  Speaker  of  this 
House  l-uled  that  the  word  '  impertinent ' 
is  allowed,  If  used  in  a  proper  sense. 

Mr.  R.  I,.  BORDEN.  I  will  not  take 
up  time  with  regard  to  that.  I  will  sim- 
ply say  that  the  lion,  gentleman's  question 
is  not  pertinent — which  is  what  I  under- 
stand the  word  '  Impertinent '  to  mean.  I 
t&sure  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  that  I  did  not  use  the  word  In 
an  offensive  way.  I  thought  he  was  rather 
quibbling  when  he  put  the  question  and  so 
answered  in  the  way  I  did.  His  point  was 
thn:  I  had  used  hearsay  evidence ;  mine 
was  that  I  had  used  the  statement  of  the 
delegate  himself.  He  asked  me  if  I  con- 
sVered  the  statement  of  Mr.  Rogers  of  any 
value.  That  was  not  pertinent  to  the  mat- 
ter with  which  I  was  then  dealing.  I  was 
pointing  out  that  he  was  absolutely  mis- 
taken, and  could  not  understand  why  he 
should,  be  mistaken,  when  he  suggested 
to  me  that  I  was  using  hearsay  evidence 
and  tbat  as  a  lawyer  I  ought  to  know  that 
it  ft  as  of  no  value. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  The  question  Is  whe- 
ther he  places  any  value  on  the  hearsay 
evidence  of  Mr.  Rogers. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  If  my  hon.  frieud 
will  peimit  me  to  say  so  without  offence,  I 
place  more  reliance  on  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Rogers  than  I  do  on  statements  of  my  hon. 
friend. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  I  am  not  saying  that 
in  any  offensive  sense.  It  would  be  natural 
as  Mr.  Rogers  has  been  called  a  Tory  friend 
o'  mine,  that  I  should  place  more  reliance 
un  statements  of  that  hon.  gentleman  than 
I  would  on  the  statements  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Pictou.  Now,  just  a  word  more. 
So  far  as  the  subject  I  introduced  to  the 
rtteutlou  of  the  House  this  afternoon  is 
concerned,  I  trust  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  will  not  think  that  I  was 
guilty  of  any  intentional  discourtesy  in 
not  sending  him  word  about  it.  The  rela- 
tions between  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
myself  in  that  regard  have  been  very  good, 
and  I  think  he  will  do  uie  the  justice  of 
saying  that  I  have  taken  pains,  sometimes 
even  when  I  thought  they  were  unnecessary, 
to  give  him  notice  of  matters  that  I  intended 
to  bring  up  in  the  House.  There  was  a 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN. 


yesterday  and  he  was  perfectly  In  order  in 
making  it  without  giving  me  notice,  though 
I  might  have  supposed  that,  If  he  in- 
tended to  make  the  extended  remarks  he 
did,  it  would  have  been  proper  that  I  should 
have  had  a  word  of  intimation.  But,  as  the 
subject  was  taken  up  and  as  it  was  followed 
by  the  statement  of  His  Excellency  the 
delegate  himself,  I  did  not  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  he  would  expect  further  notice 
from  me.  And  I  trust  that  he  will  accept 
the  further  assurance  that  if  I  had  dreamed 
that  he  would  expect  notice  of  my  bringing 
it  up  to-day,  I  would  have  given  it  and  so 
fulfilled  the  courtesy  that  was  due  to  tne 
right  hon.  gentleman,  and  which  has  always 
been  extended  from  him  to  myself  in  al| 
matters. 

So  fa»  as  the  question  at  issue  is  con- 
cerned, the  debate  hits  wandered  Consider- 
ably from  the  point  at  which  it  started. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  could  usefully  add 
anything  to  what  I  said  this  afternoon.  1 
endeavoured  to  express  the  views  that  I 
hold  in  a  temperate  and  moderate  man- 
ner ;  and,  without  any  idea  of  fomenting  re- 
ligious discord  or  race  prejudice,  I  brought 
the  subject  to  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
drew  certain  inferences  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment were  well  founded,  but  which,  are 
matters  of  judgment  and  opinion.  These 
were  very  strongly  controverted  by  my  right 
hon.  friend  in  the  remarks  he  addressed  to 
the  House.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
tone  of  his  remarks  or  with  the  challenge 
lie  threw  out  It  may  be  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman's  prophesy  will  prove  cor- 
rect :  If  this  question  ever  does  come  as 
a  direct  issue  before  the  people,  the  course 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  may  be 
found,  in  the  judgment  of  the  people,  to  have 
been  a  wise,  prudent,  and  constitutional 
course.  I  greatly  doubt  it.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  if  that  verdict  is  given,  I  shall 
be  perfectly  willing  to  accept  it.  For  the 
present,  the  only  thing  that  remains  for  me 
to  say  is  that  whether  the  verdict  of  the 
people  shall  be  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
prophesies  or  not,  I  shall  have  no  word 
to  withdraw  from  those  which  I  have  spoken 
on  this  subject  to-day. 

Hon.  CHARLES  FITZPATRICK  (Min- 
ister of  Justice).  Mr.  Speaker,  the  speech 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has  just  made  is  such 
a  speech  as  those  of  us  who  have  known 
him  for  the  last  seven  or  eight  years  in 
this  House  would  expect.  He  Is  quite 
evidently  heartily  ashamed  of  a  great  deal 
that  has  been  said  In  this  House  and  for 
which,  perhaps,  improperly,  he  has  been 
held  responsible,  and  he  Is  even  more 
ashamed  of  what  has  been  said  out- 
side of  this  House ;  and  in  as  far  as 
it  was  possible  for  him  to  do  it,  he 
has  fully  apologized  and  excused  him- 
self for  his  connection  direct  or  indirect 
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with  what  has  been  said.  Sir  I  was  some- 
what at  a  loss  to  apprehend  the  meaning 
of  this  discussion,  somewhat  at  a  loss  to 
understand  the  cause  of  It.  I  must  admit 
that,  I  could  scarcely  see  the  reason  for 
resurrecting  a  debate  that  had  practically 
ended  yesterday.  But  when  a  distinguished 
politician  from  the  province  of  Quebec,  one 
who  is  prominent  in  the  local  legislature, 
appeared  on  the  floor  of  this  House  this 
afternoon,  and  when  I  witnessed  the  en- 
thusiasm of  the  hon.  member  for  Beauhar- 
nois  (Mr.  Bergeron),  when  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  was  speaking, 
I  realized  what  it  all  meant.  And  what 
does  it  all  mean  ?  It  means  neither  wore 
nor  less  than  au  attack  upon  the  Papal  dele- 
gate, not  for  anything  he  has  done  in  con- 
nection with  the  particular  question  now  in 
issue  before  this  House,  but  because  of 
the  political  conditions  which  have  existed 
in  Quebec  since  his  coming  here.  Now, 
the  events  of  1806  are  fresh  in  the  minds  of 
all  of  us.  I  have  no  desire  to  go  over  the 
old  story  of  our  troubles  and  misfortunes 
at  that  time.  Every  one  here  knows  what 
took  place  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
knows  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
was  necessary  for  a  certain  number  of 
Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  to  appeal  to  the  Pope ;  and 
every  one  knows  who  has  followed  the  cur- 
rent of  political  events  that  the  result  of 
that  appeal  was  the  coming  to  this  country 
of  the  delegate.  And  since  his  coming  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  we  have  had  peace, 
and  since  his  coming  political  liberty  has 
reigned  In  the  province  of  Quebec.  And 
that  peace  and  that  political  liberty  are 
what  our  friends  on  the  other  side  from  the 
province  of  Quebec  do  not  want,  and  the 
hon.  gentlemen  are  now  endeavouring  to 
obtain  the  recall  of.  this  gentleman  who  has 
become  a  burden  to  them,  because  that  peace 
of  which  I  have  spoken  a  moment  ago  has 
become  irksome  to  these  gentlemen  who 
have  fed  and  thrived  on  discord  during  their 
years  of  power.  The  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  has  in  the  per- 
formance of  what  he  believed  to  be  his  duty 
to  his  party  brought  this  matter  up  in  a 
half-hearted  way.  He  has  brought  it  up  be- 
cause he  has  thought  it  necesary  to  do  it 
and  I  cannot  say  that  with  any  word  he 
uttered  I  can  find  fault.  I  do  not  find  fault 
with  the  leader  of  the  opposition  ;  those 
with  whom  I  find  fault  are  the  gentlemen 
who  are  hiding  behind  all  this  agitation  and 
who  are  not  courageous  enough  to  come 
out  and  say  :  We  want  to  take  up  this 
fight  with  the  delegate  and  to  get  rid  of 
him.  It  has  been  made  a  matter  of  reproach 
to  us  that  the  delegate  was  brought  to  this 
country  and  it  is  now  said  that  he  has 
been  interfering  with  this  political  question 
lu  the  Northwest  Territories.  Why,  Is  the 
memory  of  our  friends  so  short  that  they 
cannot  go  back  to  1870  when  the  leader  of 


the  Conservative  party  of  that  day  dis- 
patched a  message  to  Rome  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  to  his  aid  Archbishop  Tach&,  and 
sent  him  up  to  settle  a  difficulty  in  Mani- 
toba ?  Were  they  so  Indifferent  then  to 
the  influence  of  the  hierarchy  ?  Were  they 
then  such  superior  persons  as  they  profess 
to  be  now  and  so  anxious  to  separate  church 
and  state,  so  desirous  of  having  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Catholic  clergy  ? 
Why  did  they  send  at  that  time  for  Arch- 
bishop Tache  ?  Why  did  they  bring  Him 
out  and  utilize  bis  services  at  that  time  ? 
Where  is  the  difference  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  is  pleased 
to  laugh.  Perhaps  Instead  of  laughing  he 
will  explain  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  And  tell  us  whe- 
ther down  in  his  heart  of  hearts  he  is  not 
seeking  revenge  for  1896  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  You  seem  to  be  running 
in  advance. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  fact  that  the  delegate  in  some 
way  or  other  is  supposed  to  be  connected 
with  this  Bill,  that  he  has  been  consulted 
in  connection  with  it  and  that  he  repre- 
sented the  minority  in  the  negotiations  for 
a  settlement  of  this  difficult  question.  Am 
I  rightly  informed  that  in  1806  a  Reme- 
dial Bill  was  introduced  into  this  House  ? 
Mr.  Speaker,  who  is  there  here  who  will 
tell  me  who  drafted  the  Remedial  Bill 
introduced  in  1896  ?  Who  will  tell  me 
what  connection  Mr.  Ewart,  of  Winni- 
peg, had  with  that  Bill  and  whether  Mr. 
Ewart  was  the  intermediary  between  the 
government  of  that  day  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  ?  Who 
will  deny  it  ?   Where  is  the  difference  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.    Quite  a  difference. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Assuming  it  to  be 
true  that  the  delegate  was  consulted,  where 
is  the  difference  in  principle  between  the 
case  of  our  friends  in  1896  and  the  present 
occasion.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  very  long 
with  these  quotations  from  newspapers. 
The  leader  of  the  opposition  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  was  somewhat  indignant  at 
the  Minister  of  Customs  quoting  from 
the  Hamilton  '  Spectator '  and  he  Im- 
puted motives  to  my  hon.  friend  be- 
cause of  that  quotation.  What  about  the 
motives  of  the  man  who  wrote  the  para- 
graph quoted  ?  What  about  the  men  who 
sat  silently  by  and  derived  benefit  from  it? 
What  about  these  motives  ?  Where  Is  the 
difference  between  the  action  of  the  man 
who  wrote  that  article  for  some  sinister 
motive  and  the  action  of  the  gentleman 
who  brought  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it  ?  Does  the  bon.  gentleman  expect 
that  we  are  to  allow  these  things  to 
go  by  ?   Does  the  hon.  gentleman  expect 
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that  we  are  to  allow  attacks  of  that  kind 
to  be  made  and  not  draw  attention  to 
tiiem  ?  If  they  are  right  what  are  they 
ashamed  of  1  If  they  are  Justified  what  are 
they  ashamed  of  ?  If  they  are  not  right 
why  do  they  not  repudiate  them  ?  Why  do 
they  not  deny  any  complicity  with  any  such 
doings  or  any  desire  to  benefit  by  such  a 
course  of  action  ? 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  except  my  hon. 
friend  

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEX.  I  want  to  assure  my 
hon.  friend  that  I  never  heard  of  the  article 
until  the  Minister  of  Customs  read  it  here 
in  the  House  to-night.  I  most  unhesitatingly 
say  that  I  do  not  approve  of  it  I  most  un- 
hesitatingly say  that,  and  I  thought  it  would 
be  gathered  from  what  I  said  before. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  accept,  of  course, 
the  repudiation  of  my  hon.  friend  and  I 
want  to  add  that  this  is  only  a  sample  of  a 
thousand  other  paragraphs  that  are  pub- 
lished daily  in  the  press  of  Ontario.  That 
is  only  a  sample  of  the  articles  and  the  car- 
toons inspired  by  the  same  spirit  that  are 
published  every  day  in  the  Toronto  'World' 
and  the  Toronto  '  News.' 

Mr.  BARKER.  Would  the  hon.  gentle- 
man allow  me  to  ask  a  question.  Does  he 
attribute  that  article  to  any  other  person  on 
this  side  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  attribute 
It  to  any  person  on  that  side  of  the  House  ; 
I  attribute  the  article  to  the  gentleman  who 
wrote  it  whoever  he  may  be,  who  published 
It  in  the  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
and  I  attribute  the  result  of  the  article  to 
the  gentlemen  who  tolerate  the  publication 
of  such  articles. 

Mr.  BARKER.  What  I  would  like  to  know 
is  whether  in  his  own  mind,  in  his  own  sus- 
picion, he  means  that  any  person  on  this 
side  of  the  House  had  anything  to  do  with 
that  article.  He  used  language  that  Implied 
that  He  ought  to  withdraw  that  language 
if  he  does  not  mean  it. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  as  a  rule 
deal  in  suspicions  or  inferences  ;  I  try  to 
make  statements.  I  stated  that  the  article 
was  published  in  an  important  paper  con- 
nected with  the  Conservative  party  of  On- 
tario. I  say  that  that  article  is  only  a  sam- 
ple of  other  articles  that  are  constantly  be- 
ing published  in  the  same  press  by  the  re- 
sult of  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  hope 
to  benefit  The  leader  of  the  opposition  re- 
fers to  an  article  published  in  'Le  Soleil'  of 
17th  February,  1904.  You  can  take  almost 
any  article  in  any  newspaper  and  make  ex- 
tracts from  the  article  which  can  be  made 
to  mean  almost  anything,  but  now  I  want 
to  quote  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  the 
text  in  the  original,  of  the  reference  read 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


by  my  hon.  friend  with  the  surrounding 
sentences  and  I  can  say  this  that  that  article 
does  not  bear  the  construction  based  upon 
it.  You  must  begin  with  the  article  some- 
what further  up  than  the  quotation  is  made 
and  you  will  find  that  among  other  things 
after  having  discussed  the  question  of  the 
division  of  provinces  the  article  goes  on  to 
say : 

Proportionately  to  the  great  sister  pro- 
vinces, Manitoba  will  not  be  of  much  more 
import  than  a  large  county. 

That  is  one  of  the  reasons  urged  by  the 
Manitoba  delegates  why  they  should  be  granted 
an  Increase  of  territory. 

There  Is  another  reason.  Quebec  and  On- 
tario have  extended  their  boundaries,  one 
!  westward,  the  other  eastward.  In  order  to 
reach  towards  the  north,  the  shores  of  James' 
bay. 

Manitoba  wishes  to  get  to  the  shores  of 
Hudson  bay  towards  the  north-east.  To' attain 
that  object,  it  would  be  necessary  for  her  to 
extend  her  boundaries  several  hundred  miles 
northward,  cutting  through  Saskatchewan  and 
Atbabaska  and  taking  in  Keewatln. 

All  this  has  never  been  quoted  before  and 
this  Is  the  Introduction  to  what  follows  : 

Manitoba  wants  as  an  increase  three  times 
its  present  area.  Such  an  extension  could 
hardly  be  granted.  The  district  of  Saskatche- 
wan, at  least  that  part  which  is  directly  in- 
terested, is  opposed  to  it. 

The  finances  of  Manitoba,  in  thoir  present 
state,  are  not  in  such  a  condition  as  to  attract 
the  free  inhabitants  of  the  districts.  Mani- 
toba's debt  aggregates  $4,000,000.  The  school 
legislation  of  the  small  province  is  not  of  a 
nature  to  attract  the  settlers  In  the  districts. 
The  northwest  has  its  separate  schools.  Mani- 
toba has  wiped  out  those  that  existed  witbm 
its  limits. 

Every  good  act  has  its  reward  ;  every  evil 
act  its  penalty. 

Now  for  those  who  understand  the  French 
language,  what  does  that  paragraph  mean  t 
I  shall  endeavour  to  translate  it  off  hand : 

This  extension  is  hardly  possible.  The  dis- 
trict of  Saskatchewan  is  opposed  to  it,  at 
least  that  part  of  the  district  that  la  directly 
Interested. 

Now  they  give  the  reasons  why  they  are 
opposed  to  it : 

The  finances  of  Manitoba  in  their  present 
state  are  not  in  such  a  condition  as  to  attract 
the  free  inhabitants  of  the  district. 

That  is  the  first  question,  the  financial 
question. 

Then  they  are  giving  us  the  school  legisla- 
tion of  a  little  province  which  is  not  of  a  nature 
to  tempt  the  immigration  of  people  Into  the 
districts  adjoining.  The  Northwest  Territories 
have  separate  schools.  Manitoba  has  abolished 
them.  Ail  good  acts  have  their  rewards  ;  all 
bad  acts  have  their  punishments.  Manitoba 
shall  remain  small  because  she  has  pernicious 
schools. 

There  is  the  text ;  there  is  the  whole 
article.   Now,  what  does  that  mean  ?  Does 
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that  mean  anything  like  what  has  been  sug- 
gested ?  If  you  extract  one  or  two  phrases 
from  it  you  can  make  it  mean  anything  you 
like.  But,  take  the  article  in  its  entirety. 
My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
quoted  from  the  '  Northwest  Review  *  and 
sought  to  make  the  government  responsible 
for  Its  utterances. 

Mr.  R.  L.  BORDEN.  No,  I  expressly  said 
that  it  had  no  connection  with  the  govern- 
ment as  far  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  FITZPATRIOK.  My  hon.  friend  says 
it  has  no  connection.  Then,  I  will  go  a  step 
further.  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  has  con- 
siderable connection  in  the  way  of  criticism. 
I  think  it  has*  been  the  most  violent  oppon- 
ent that  the  government  has  had.  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  articles  published 
in  1896  by  the  '  Northwest  Review  '  In  which 
they  criticised  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
lender  of  the  government  more  severely  than 
any  other  paper  in  the  country.  They  even 
went  to  the  length  of  comparing  him  in  effect 
with  Judas  Iscariot  among  the  other  vagar- 
ies which  they  Indulged  in.  This  is  an  organ 
for  which  this  government  cannot  be  held 
responsible.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  go  very  much  further.  But,  I 
would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Toronto  (Mr.  Foster)  this  afternoon 
said,  in  speaking  of  this  interview  that  took 
place  down  at  the  delegate's  house,  that 
both  parties  to  the  interview  agreed  to  take 
the  public  into  their  confidence.  Nothing 
could  be  further  from  what  I  conceive  to  be 
the  fact  The  parties  to  the  confer- 
ence, as  far  as  I  can  judge  of  what 
occurred,  both  respected  the  obligation  that 
is  binding  upon  gentlemen.  The  delegate  is 
a  gentleman  and  I  presume  that  this  applies 
with  equal  truth  to  Mr.  Campbell.  I  am 
sure  that  he  is  a  gentleman  but  the  man 
who  violated  the  confidence  of  these  gentle- 
men is  Mr.  Rogers.  This  is  the  man 
who  takes  it  upon  himself  to  tell  us  what 
took  place  out  of  his  presence  and  without 
his  personal  knowledge.  How  is  it  that  Mr. 
Campbell  has  not  corroborated  this  inter- 
view ?  The  delegate  has  made  the  state- 
ment only  because  this  document  has  been 
published,  only  because  his  confidence  has 
been  violated.  That  is  the  only  reason. 
The  delegate  has  not  taken  anybody  into 
his  confidence.  I  appeal  to  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  to  tell  me 
whether  or  not  he  thinks  that  this  confer- 
ence having  taken  place  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. Mr.  Rogers  was  justified  in 
violating  It.  That  is  what  strikes  me  at  the 
outset.  How  is  it  Mr.  Rogers  makes  this 
declaration  ?  Why  did  Mr.  Campbell  not 
make  it  If  he  had  any  declaration  to  make  ? 
If  it  were  necessary  for  somebody  outside 
of  Mr.  Campbell  to  make  this  statement 
why  did  Mr.  Roblin  not  make  it  ?  Why  did 
Mr.  Roblin,  the  head  of  the  government, 
not  issue  this  manifesto  ?   Does  his  silence 


suggest  anything  ?  Perhaps  before  this 
controversy  ends  we  will  hear  from  Mr. 
Roblin  and  we  will  understand  why  It  is 
that  he  has  not  made  this  statement,  that 
he  has  not  issued  this  manifesto. 

Now,  I  will  not  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  But,  perhaps  I  might  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  interview  with 
the  delegate.  I  might  say  that  in  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  am  speaking  en- 
tirely for  myself,  I  have  no  desire  to  see 
the  delegate  leave  this  country.  He  never 
will  leave  it  in  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  if 
I  can  prevent  it.  There  shall  be,  there  can  be 
no  misunderstanding  about  my  position.  He 
has  brought  about  peace  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,  that  peace  has  been  maintained 
since  1896  and  I  trust  that  he  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  with  us  so  that  peace  may  con- 
tinue to  remain  with  us.  What  is  it  that 
he  has  done  in  this  matter  ?  What  is  he 
to  be  criticised  for  ?  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  told  us  that  he  was  in  Manitoba  last 
year.  He  there  met  Mr.  Campbell.  He 
does  not  say  what  occurred  between 
them.  He  Is  a  gentleman.  Then  he 
tells  us  that  hearing  that  Mr.  Camp- 
bell was  here  on  the  23rd  February,  a 
few  days  after  this  Autonomy  Bill  was 
introduced  into  this  House,  he  asked  him 
to  come  down  and  meet  him  and  there  he 
discussed  with  him  this  question  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba.  I  want 
to  say  here  and  now  that  in  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned  the  delegate  was  perfectly  within 
his  rights  when  he  discussed  this  matter, 
that  the  delegate  was  perfectly  within  his 
rights  when  he  endeavoured  to  obtain  from 
this  gentleman  the  redress  of  this  grievance 
that  has  continued  for  a  long  time.  When  Mr. 
Campbell  got  down  there  what  occurred 
between  them  ?  The  delegate  pointed  out 
again  to  him  the  condition  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  Manitoba  and  said  to  him : 
Cannot  you  alleviate  In  some  way  the  griev- 
ance under  which  these  people  labour  ?  Can- 
jou  not  In  effect  extend  to  the  larger  towns, 
such  as  Brandon  and  Winnipeg,  the 
same  privileges  that  you  have  extend- 
ed to  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
in  the  country  districts ;  that  Is  simply 
extending  the  law  in  operation  in  Manitoba 
in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  it  to  be 
availed  of  in  cities  and  towns.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell does  not  appear  to  have  repudiated  the 
suggestion.  He  accepted  it  Then,  the 
delegate  said  :  You  are  endeavouring  to  have 
your  boundaries  extended.  This  was  a  mat- 
ter of  common  notoriety,  it  was  a  matter 
of  common  notriety  that  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district  which  would  be  affected  were 
opposed  to  any  extension  of  the  boundaries 
of  Manitoba  and  he  said  that  the  first  step 
to  be  adopted  in  the  direction  of  obtaining 
what  was  desired  was  to  conciliate  the  In- 
terest of  the  people  In  the  Territories  to  be 
affected. 

Mr.  LAKE.  In  the  district  of  Keewatin  ? 
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Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  No  the  district  ad- 
joining Manitoba  on  the  west. 

Mr.  LAKE.  I  thought  that  question  was 
settled. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  It  was  settled  be- 
fore tliis  interview.  That  is  exactly 
what  we  contend  for.  The  delegate  evid- 
ently did  not  know  anything  about  what 
had  taken  place.  It  was  settled  two  days 
before  that  conference.  He  said  that  if  you 
want  your  boundaries  extended  the  best 
thing  you  can  do  is  to  conciliate  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  country  to  be  affected  because 
the  government  cannot  agree  and  will  not 
agree  in  all  probability  to  extend  the  boun- 
daries of  Manitoba  against  the  wishes  of  the 
people  whose  political  interests  depend  upon 
the  change  and  whose  political  interests 
would  be  affected  by  the  change.  And  he 
said  to  him  :  Here,  these  people,  the  Roman 
Catholics,  are  in  the  enjoyment  of  separate 
schools,  whereas  if  they  come  into  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  they  will  be  under  a 
different  constitution  and  they  will  object 
to  any  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  Mani- 
toba which  will  prejudicially  affect  their 
interests  in  so  far  as  the  school  question  is 
concerned.  Is  there  anything  improper  in 
that  ?  Is  there  anything  wrong  ?  Is  there 
anything  that  the  delegate  should  apologize 
for  ?  Incidentally  let  me  observe  that  we 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  nefarious 
system  of  separate  schools  In  the  Northwest 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
shackles  that  we  are  going  to  put  on  the 
hands  of  the'  people  there,  it  has  been  said 
that  we  are  going  to  submit  the  people  of 
the  Territories  to  an  indignity  by  imposing 
upon  them  a  separate  school  system  and  yet 
here  we  find  that  these  people,  instead  of 
desiring  to  throw  off  the  shackles,  unani- 
mously protest  against  any  change.  This 
is  simply  an  incidental  remark  that  I  want 
to  make  at  the  present  moment.  But,  I 
shall  not  transgress  the  rules  of  the  House. 
Unfortunately,  some  time  before  we  reach 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  shall  be  ob- 
liged to  inflict  a  speech  upon  the  House. 
But.  is  there  anything  improper  in 
what  has  taken  place  which  makes  it 
necessary  to  speak  of  the  delegate  In 
the  ill  disguised  terms  of  contempt 
which  have  been  applied  to  him  by 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  ?  Why  should  he  be  called  a  police- 
man, or  likened  to  a  cabman  ?  Is  there  any 
necessity  for  that  ?  Is  there  anything  In 
what  has  occurred  to  justify  these  epithets 
that  were  applied  to  him  ?  Now,  the  dele- 
gate goes  on,  and  see  what  he  says  about 
his  conversations  so  far  as  the  government 
is  concerned.    He  says  : 

The  federal  government  had  absolutely  no 
knowledge  of  it. 

That  is  to  say  ;  had  absolutely  no  know- 
ledge of  his  interview  with  Mr.  Campbell. 
And,  as  had  been  suggested  by  my  friend 
Mr.  LAKE. 


beside  me  here,  sometimes  people  think  that 
I  have  more  to  do  with  these  things  titan  I 
actually  have,  but  I  can  tell  you  that  I  never 
knew  of  that  interview  until  yesterday. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear.  hear. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  will  add  this  :  if 
the  ablegate  had  consulted  ine  about  it 
probably  this  interview  would  never  liave 
occurred — I  saw  these  two  gentlemen  when 
they  were  here  with  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear.  hear. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    The  delegate  goes 

on  to  say  :— 

It  was  a  private  conversation  and  simply  in- 
tended to  express  the  suggestion  and  the  desire 
that  the  condition  of  the  Catholics  in  the  re- 
spect I  have  mentioned  would  be  improved. 

What  was  there  wrong  about  that  :  what 
was  there  improper  about  that  ?  What  is 
there  In  that  of  which  the  government  need 
be  ashamed  ;  what  is  there  in  that  for 
which  the  government  can  be  held  respon- 
sible ?  The  delegate  says  he  had  a  private 
conversation  with  this  gentleman,  that  his 
object  was  simply  to  improve  the  condition 
of  the  Catholics,  and  he  says  the  govern- 
ment had  no  knowledge  of  it.  Why  should 
we  be  held  responsible  for  that.  If  I  were 
not  a  member  of  the  government  and  bad 
not  certain  responsibility  as  such,  I  would 
say  Immediately  right  now,  that  I  would  be 
prepared  to  take  all  responsibility  for 
everything  the  delegate  said.  I  see  nothing 
iu  it  that  any  man  need  be  ashamed 
of  and  I  speak  now,  not  as  a  Catho- 
lic, but  as  a  citizen  of  this  country.  I  have 
made  a  longer  speech  than  I  intended  and 
I  apologize  to  the  House  for  so  doing,  but  I 
thought  it  was  my  duty  to  make  this  state- 
ment, and  I  trust  that  in  doing  so  I  have 
not  been  apologetic  for  a  course  which  I 
think  was  perfectly  legitimate  and  proper. 

Mr.  J.  G.  H.  BERGERON  (Beauharuoist.  I 
do  not  understand  why  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice has  brought  my  name  into  this  discus- 
sion. He  referred  to  my  being  In  company 
this  afternoon  with  the  Hon.  Mr.  Leblanc.  a 
member  of  the  Quebec  legislature  and  ex- 
speaker  of  that  body,  who  happened  to  be 
here  and  who  was  kindly  offered  a  seat  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  And  the  Minister  of 
Justice  availed  of  this  incident  to  introduce 
my  name  into  the  beginning  of  his  speech, 
and  to  say  that  we  wanted  to  make  an  at- 
tack upon  His  Excellency.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  also  said  that  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position had  thought  It  well  to  make  an  apo- 
logy for  the  remarks  he  made  this  after- 
noon, but  I  do  not  know  that  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  made  any  apology,  and  I  do 
not  understand  that  he  bad  any  to  make. 
The  question  which  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition brought  before  the  House,  is  a  most 
important  one,  and  In  what  I  shall  say  now 
I  will  be  as  candid  as  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
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tice.  I  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  for 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    I  need  It  all. 

Mr.  BERGERON.    Perhaps  he  does  not 
want  my  sympathy. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   I  do. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  sincere  in  the 
statement  that  I  have  a  great  deal  of  sym- 
pathy for  the  Minister  of  Justice.  I  under- 
stand he  has  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the' 
preparation  of  the  measure  which  is  now 
before  the  House,  and  it  has  been  stated 
here  that  interviews  have  taken  place  with 
His  Excellency,  and  that  there  were  con- 
ferences with  His  Excellency  and  either  the 
Premier  or  the  Minister  of  Justice.  That 
statement  has  not  been  denied  and  let  me 
say  at  once,  that  even  if  it  Is  true  I  do  not 
see  that  any  blame  is  to  be  connected  with 
it.  But.  if  the  Prime  Minister  has  thought 
fit  to  consult  His  Excellency  on  a  question 
which  he  knew  would  interest  His  Excel- 
lency, or  if  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  done 
so,  I  would  like  to  know  when  that  consulta- 
tion took  place.  Did  they  consult  him  be- 
fore they  introduced  clause  16  of  the  ori- 
ginal Bill.  I  believe  they  must  have  done 
so.  That  was  the  clause  I  was  ready  to  ac- 
cept myself.  If  they  consulted  him  then 
did  they  consult  him  afterwards  when  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  forced  the  govern- 
meut  to  withdraw  clause  16  and  present  the 
amended  clause  now  before  us. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  May  I  ask  my  hon. 
friend  a  question  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Does  my  hon.  friend 
say  there  is  very  much  difference  between! 
the  two  clauses?  Does  he  agree  with  the) 
member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  on 
that  point  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  will  not  say  that  I 
agree  with  the  member  for  Jncoues  Cartier. 
or  that  I  disagree  with  him.  I  will  speak 
for  myself  and  according  to  my  own  Judg- 
ment, pronounced  in  a  very  modest  way,  I 
will  say  that  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  difference  between  the  two. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  is  the  differ- 
ence ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  difference,  but  I  am  not  allowed  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill  now,  although 
I  may  have  the  opportunity  to  do  so  later 
on,  because  I  Imagine  there  will  be  some 
more  amendments.  I  have  sympathy  with 
the  Minister  of  Justice  because  In  1896  he 
took  to  heart  the  conduct  of  the  Liberal 
part j'  at  that  time.  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Justice  was  sincere  in  what  he  said  and  in 
what  he  wrote  in  1896,  and  which  in  my 
view  explains  the  position  he  now  takes  In 
regard  to  this  measure.  In  1896  the  Min- 
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ister  of  Justice  was  a  candidate  in  the  coun- 
ty of  Quebec,  and  like  a  great  many  of  the 
Quebec  Liberal  members  he  made  a  great 
many  pledges.  On  the  6th  of  June.  1896,  he 
wrote  a  letter  addressed  to  the  administra- 
tor of  the  archdiocese  of  Quebec,  that  letter 
I  have  here  in  French  and  translate  it  as 
follows  :— 

Being  sincerely  disposed  to  put  aside  all 
party  spirit  and  all  question  of  men  for  the 
triumph  of  the  cause  of  the  Catholics  in  Mani- 
toba, I  the  undersigned,  pledge  myself  if  I  am 
elected  to  conform  to  the  mandement  ot  the 
bishops  altogether  and  to  vote  for  a  Bill  which 
will  render  to  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  the 
Justice  to  which  they  are  entitled  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council,  as  long  as  that  Bill 
will  have  the  approval  ot  my  bishop.  If  Mr. 
Laurier  comes  into  power  and  does  not  settle 
that  question  at  the  first  session  according  to 
the  mandement  of  the  bishops,  I  pledge  myself 
either  to  withdraw  my  support  from  him  or  to 
resign. 

That  letter  is  signed  'Charles  Fltz- 
patrick.' 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Has  the  bishop  to 
whom  that  letter  Is  addressed  ever  con- 
demned me  for  anything  I  have  done  as  a 
result  of  that  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  had 
better  settle  that  with  his  bishop.  This 
brings  us  to  the  question  at  issue;  this 
is  why  there  is  a  delegate  here,  so  that 
the  bishop  cannot  condemn  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  I  understand  now  why  he 
Is  so  anxious  that  the  delegate  should  stay 
here.  He  would  rather  be  in  the  hands  of 
that  delegate — for  whom  I  have  the  deep- 
est respect — than  in  the  hands  of  his  bishop 
In  Quebec,  who  would  remind  him  of  the 
letter  written  in  1896.  We  might  as  well 
admit  at  once  that  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  1896  w^s  the  initiation  of  the 
question  which  we  are  discussing  in  this 
House  to-day. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  heritage  of  the 
Liberal  party  that  we  are  having  to-day. 
We  have  heard  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou 
(Mr.  Macdonald),  and  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Customs,  with  his  beautiful 
voice,  speaking  of  having  peace  in  Canada, 
and  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice 
says  that  religiously  we  have  peace  in  Can- 
ada. These  hon.  gentlemen  have  a  most 
extraordinary  way  of  bringing  peace  to  the 
country ;  peace  with  the  bishops  and 
clergy,  by  having  here  a  delegate  from 
Rome,  who  says  to  them,  Gentlemen,  not 
another  word;  peace  for  the  minority  of 
Manitoba  by  not  giving  them  what  they 
wanted,  and  leaving  them  still  under  the 
foot  of  the  majority  of  that  province.  That 
Is  the  kind  of  peace  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man gave  to  them  after  promising  in  Que- 
bec that  he  would  do  more  for  them  than 
the  remedial  Bill  would  do.  Would  we 
have  in  Canada  to-day  His  Excellency,  of 
whom  so  much  has  been  said,  if  the  mlnor- 
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'Ity  In  Manitoba  bad  been  granted  their 
due  In  1896  ?  If  my  right  hon.  friend. 
Bitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  bad  not 
proposed  the  six  months'  hoist  to  the  re- 
medial Bill,  and  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  prevent  It  passing,  would  His  Ex- 
cellency have  been  In  Manitoba  consulting 
with  Archbishop  Langevln  and  the  minor- 
ity there,  to  obtain  for  them  that  justice 
which  they  have  been  claiming  since  1896? 
The  Minister  of  Justice  was  to  resign  if 
'that  Jtretlce  were  not  obtained,  but  he  has 
not  resigned  ;  but  by  the  BUI  at  present 
fcefore  the  House  he  hopes  to  redeem  the 
?peace  of  his  conscience.  My  hon.  friend 
■says  there  is  no  harm  In  having  a  Papal 
delegate  here.  I  will  not  say  there  Is  any 
harm,  but  there  was  no  necessity  for  a 
delegate  here,  if  my  right  hon.  friend  and 
his  party  had  not  created  such  a  turmoil 
among  the  people  in  1896,  and  afterwards. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  tries 
to  show  an  analogy  between  the  trip  of 
Archibishop  Tache  in  1870  and  the  resi- 
dence in  Canada  of  His  Excellency.  There 
Is  a  great  difference.  In  1870  there  was  an 
uprising  in  the  province  of  Manitoba;  we 
were  threatened  with  revolution:  we  were 
threatened  with  the  loss  of  all  the  provinces 
in  the  Northwest;  and  we  could  not  do  any- 
thing. We  had  not  the  soldiers  or  muskets 
■or  cannon  with  which  to  put  a  stop  to  that 
uprising.  There  was  only  one  way  of  set- 
tling the  trouble;  that  was  by  the  persua- 
sion of  Archbishop  Tache,  then  the  Bishop 
■of  St.  Boniface,  whose  wisdom  was  held  in 
Immense  respect  by  the  people  of  that  part 
•of  the  country.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  as  a 
■great  poll  tl can  and  statesman,  knew  that 
It  was  the  only  way  to  settle  that  difficulty, 
and  he  was  not  ashamed  to  adopt  it,  al- 
though he  was  the  Premier  of  Canada  and 
*  Protestant,  because  he  was  working  for 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.  He  there- 
tore  turned  his  eyes  towards  Rome,  where 
Archbishop  Tache  was  at  the  time,  and  in- 
vited him  to  come  here,  not  in  the  interest 
•of  one  religion  or  another,  but  in  the  in- 
terest of  Canada. 

Mr.  FITZPATBICK.  Not  so  bad  for 
4he  hierarchy. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Archbishop  Tache 
•came,  and  he  accomplished  what  he  came 
(for;  and  many  promises  were  made  to  him 
then. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  bear. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes,  many  promises 
were  made  to  him  and  to  his  people,  and 
he  afterwards  regretted  what  had  hap- 
pened, and  expressed  that  regret  very  often 
before  he  died. 

tS)r.  FITZPATRICK,  Whp  made  ithe 
promises  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.   It  does  not  make  any 
difference  whether  they  were  made  by  a 
Conservative  administration  or  by  a  Liberal 
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administration.  Archbishop  Tacb6  is  dead, 
but  the  people  living  there  are  the  succes- 
sors of  those  to  whom  the  promises  were 
made.  Suppose  they  were  made  by  a  Con- 
servative administration;  was  it  the  duty 
of  the  Liberal  party  later  on,  and  princi- 
pally in  1896,  to  do  everything  In  their 
power  to  prevent  the  Conservative  admin- 
istration from  fulfilling  its  promises  to 
Archbishop  Tache  ?  Some  of  those  pro- 
mises were  that  the  minority  would  be  al- 
lowed to  have  separate  schools,  that  they 
would  have  the  use  of  the  French  langu- 
age, that  they  never  would  be  troubled, 
that  if  they  would  allow  the  legislative 
council  to  be  abolished,  they  would  never 
have  anything  to  fear  from  the  majority 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Might  I  ask  my  hon. 
friend  a  question  ?  He  asserts  that  promises 
were  made  at  that  time  by  his  Conserva- 
tive (friends.  Why  does  be  not  ask  his  Con- 
servative friend,  Mr.  Rogers,  In  Manitoba, 
to  redeem  them  to-day  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  will  give  the  answer. 
The  remedial  Bill,  which  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time  in  this  House,  is  still  hanging. 
The  question  has  never  been  decided;  it 
is  in  the  Privy  Council;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Prime  Minister  and  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Justice  wanted  to  do  what  they  pro- 
mised in  the  province  of  Quebec,  they 
would  bring  back  the  remedial  Bill  In  favour 
of  the  minority  in  Manitoba.  That  is  why 
Mr.  Roblln  cannot  do  It.  It  is  impossible 
for  him  to  do  anything  of  the  kind  to-day. 

Mr.  FITZPATBICK.  Why? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Because  the  remedial 
Bill  Is  standing  at  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  FITZPATBICK.  Therefore  he  can- 
not interfere  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  speaks 
of  the  analogy  between  the  visit  of  Arch- 
bishop Tache  and  the  residence  in  Canada 
of  the  ablegate.  Now,  why  have  we  a  dele- 
gate here  ?  I  said  a  moment  ago  that  it 
was  a  heritage  of  the  Liberal  party. 

Mr.  A.  LAVBRGNB.  Do  I  understand 
my  hon.  friend  to  be  against  Canada  hav- 
ing a  delegate? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  does  not  make  any 
difference  to  me  personally.  It  only  makes 
a  difference  to  those  who  have  some  mat- 
ters of  conscience  to  settle  with  their 
bishops;  I  have  not  My  hon.  friend  from 
Pictou,  when  speaking  this  evening,  had  in 
his  hand  a  book  which  I  presume  was  a  re- 
port of  the  Supreme  Court  It  had  been 
given  to  htm  after  six  o'clock,  and  I  ima- 
gine I  know  the  gentleman  who  gave  it  to 
him. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Let  me  say  that  no 
hon.  gentleman  gave  me  that  book.  I 
have  read  that  case  long  ago.   I  am  suffl- 
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ciently  acquainted  with  my  profession  to 
have  studied  some  of  these  Questions^  I 
went  to  the  library  and  got  the  book. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Naturally,  I  accept 
the  word  of  my  hon.  friend;  but  I  am  very 
much  surprised  if  the  hon.  gentleman  In 
the  county  of  Pictou  followed  what  took 
place  In  the  county  of  Charlevoix  In  1877. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Every  law  student 
knows  the  case  of  Brassard  vs.  Langevin 
by  heart 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Is  that  so  ?  Well,  that 
is  something  new.  Who  will  say  that  we 
have  not  to  deal  with  a  very  religious  party? 
They  are  au  courant  with  all  matters  In 
the  province  of  Quebec.  The  Charlevoix 
election  took  place  in  1875  or  1876.  Before 
that  we  did  not  hear  of  any  trouble.  We 
had  bishops  and  priests— good  bishops  and 
good  priests ;  at  least,  everybody  thought 
so  and  said  so.  Although  I  was  young  then, 
I  do  not  remember  hearing  any  fault  found 
with  the  clergy  of  our  province.  In  that  elec- 
tion in  Charlevoix  It  seems  there  were  some 
Indiscretions  committed  by  the  clergy.  They 
were  called  undue  Influence.  The  Liberal 
party  at  that  time,  Indeed  the  Liberal  party 
of  this  country  has  never  been  an  orthodox 
party,  and  my  right  hon.  friend  knows  It 
The  Canadian  Club  of  that  time,  In  the  60's 
and  the  Club  St.  Jean  Baptiste  of  Mon- 
treal, knew  something  about  It  They 
belonged  to  the  old  Liberal  school  of 
France,  they  were  far  from  being  religious, 
and  they  have  preached  their  ideas  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  and  that  is  why  the 
Liberal  party  were  distrusted  by  the  people 
of  Quebec.  They  had  clubs  like  the  Insti- 
tute Canadlen  and  other  institutions  of  that 
kind,  where  they  were  not  at  all  bashful  In 
expressing  their  opinion  about  the  clergy 
from  the  bishops  down.  No  wonder  then 
that  the  population  of  Quebec,  being  a  reli- 
gious population,  distrusted  them  and  were 
unwilling  to  confide  their  interests  In  their 
hands.  That  explains  why  they  were  in 
opposition  for  so  many  years.  But  during 
that  election  they  took  hold  of  this  question 
of  undue  influence  and  brought  it  before 
the  courts  and  succeeded.  It  is  true  it  was 
proved  that  some  cur£s  had  gone  out 
of  their  way,  bad  been  over  zealous.  But 
Sir,  we  read  every  Monday  morning  in  the 
newspapers  of  Protestant  ministers  who 
have  been  over  zealous  In  their  remarks.  1 
do  not  blame  the  Anglicans  for  that  I  do 
not  blame  the  Presbyterians,  nor  the  Bap- 
tists, nor  the  Methodists,  as  a  body.  I  do 
not  bold  them  responsible  because  one  or 
two  ministers  are  too  enthusiastic.  So 
probably  some  of  the  Quebec  cures  were  in- 
discreet. The  election  was  voided,  and  an- 
other election  took  place,  and  again  a  Con- 
servative was  elected. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  was  the  begin- 
ning of  our  having  Papal  delegates  here. 
The  Liberal  party  at  that  time,  or  some  of 
129) 


their  representatives,  made  a  demand  upon 
the  Holy  See  for  a  delegate.  It  was  most 
extraordinary  for  people  who  did  not  be- 
lieve much  in  bishops  or  priests  to  make 
a  demand  upon  the  Holy  See  for  a  delegate 
to  come  over  here  and  find  out  whether 
they  were  as  good  as  the  Conservatives. 
Bishop  Conroy  came  here  as  a  dele- 
gate to  supervise  the  bishops  in  the  province 
of  Quebec,  and  to  investigate  the  disputes. 
Bishop  Conroy  was  well  received,  received 
with  open  arms,  the  Catholic  population  of 
Quebec  treated  him  very  well,  in  fact  he 
was  so  well  treated,  he  found  everything  so 
good  and  so  nice  that  he  made  a  report 
that  the  Liberals  were  very  good  people, 
were  very  religious  people,  Indeed?  they  were 
as  good  as  the  Conservatives,  and  there  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  entrusted 
with  the  affairs  of  the  country  as  well  as 
the  Conservatives. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  And  he  died  after  he 
made  that  report,  and  was  not  replaced. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Surely  he  has 
gone  to  heaven. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Well,  I  hope  he  has, 
because  if  he  had  to  carry  the  sins  of  the 
Liberal  party  with  him,  he  needed  to  go  to 
some  place  where  he  could  lay  them  down. 
We  did  not  hear  much  more  about  these 
things  until  the  Manitoba  affair.  We  ail 
know  that  when  our  friends  were  In  oppo- 
sition the  country  was  filled  with  fads.  We 
don't  hear  about  them  now.  We  do  not 
hear  about  Patrons  of  Industry,  we  do  not 
hear  about  prohibition  any  more,  nor  any 
other  of  these  side  issues.  Because  they 
were  not  able  to  fight  their  opponent  with 
a  serious  policy,  they  had  recourse  to  things 
of  that  sort  When  the  Manitoba  school 
difficulty  came  up,  what  a  God-send  it  was 
to  them.  And  how  did  it  come  about  ?  Our 
friend,  the  late  Dalton  McCarthy,  had  gone 
to  Manitoba  and  spoken  there  very  elo- 
quently. He  told  these  people  what  they 
should  do,  and  his  propaganda  took  well. 
The  Manitoba  government  took  hold  of  It 
and  I  have  no  doubt  In  my  own  mind  that 
my  right  hon.  friend  had  nothing  at  all  to 
do  with  it  or  any  of  his  friends.  The  Man- 
itoba government  was  over  ears  engaged 
in  some  railway  deals,  and  they  had  to  di- 
vert public  opinion  if  possible.  They  saw 
that  Mr.  McCarthy  had  had  great  success 
in  preaching  against  separate  schools  and 
against  the  official  use  of  the  French  lan- 
guage, and  they  took  hold  of  his  teachings 
themselves.  In  1890  they  abolished  the  sep- 
arate schools  and  the  French  language.  They 
did  more  than  that.  As  I  said  the  other  day, 
they  kept  $14,000  worth  of  the  property  of 
Roman  Catholics,  they  have  got  It  yet  they 
have  never  given  It  back  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  minority  of  Manitoba.  From  1890 
to  1896  what  did  we  see  ?  What  a  spectacle 
there  was  in  this  country  !  The  Minister  of 
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Customs  said  that  their  party  was  above 
these  things,  that  their  party  would  not  go 
s>o  low  as  to  seek  to  raise  national  or  reli- 
gious prejudices.  Why,  Sir,  that  has  been 
their  stock  in  trade,  they  never  had  any 
other  policy  than  that  What  policy  have 
they  to-day,  what  fiscal  policy  have  they  ? 
Is  It  not  the  same  policy  that  they  opposed 
for  18  years  in  opposition,  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  party  which  they  have  changed 
a  little,  but  the  principle  is  the  same  ?  What 
policy  have  they  upon  provincial  autonomy, 
or  any  other  question  ?  So  they  went  to 
the  country.  In  the  province  of  Quebec 
they  used  to  say  that  it  was  Impossible  for 
the  minority  in  Manitoba  to  obtain  a  redress 
of  their  grievances  because,  forsooth,  the 
Prime  Minister,  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  was 
an  Orangeman  ;  while  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  they  said  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  bound  hand  and  foot  to  the  hierarchy 
of  the  province  of  Quebec.  This  was  the 
way  they  treated  that  question  throughout 
Canada. 

But,  during  all  that  time  the  Conservative 
party  were  endeavouring  to  do  justice  with 
a  sincere  desire  to  end  this  question  in  a 
way  to  render  justice  to  the  minority  in 
Manitoba.  They  brought  the  question  be- 
fore the  courts,  it  went  to  the  Supreme 
Court  and  then  to  the  Privy  Council,  where 
it  was  decided  that  the  law  was  intra  vires 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba,  as  they  had 
passed  the  law  themselves  and  had  changed 
that  law,  but  it  was  declared  later  on  by  the 
Privy  Council  that  the  minority  had  a  griev- 
ance, and  that  the  Dominion  government, 
according  to  the  British  North  America  Act, 
must  come  to  the  relief  of  the  minority. 
Then  when  the  Remedial  Bill  was  presented 
to  parliament,  what  did  we  see  ?  We  saw 
the  friends  of  those  gentlemen  opposite- 
many  of  them  have  now  disappeared  from 
the  House— opposing  that  Bill  with  all  their 
might,  speaking  against  time,  knowing  that 
parliament  must  dissolve  on  the  24th  of 
April.  They  followed  the  lead  of  my  right 
hoa.  friend  who  had  proposed  the  six  months 
hoist,  knowing  that  he  was  defeating  the 
Bill,  knowing  that  that  law  was  good,  but 
Knowing  also  that  he  was  helping  bis  party 
to  obtain  power.  That  was  the  way  that  he 
obtained  his  great  name  among  the  Protes- 
tants, which  he  has  held  for  so  many  years, 
the  name  of  being  a  tolerant  man,  of  being 
above  prejudice,  the  name  of  being  so  lib- 
eral minded  that  he  bad  put  bis  foot  upon 
the  hierarchy  in  the  province  of  Quebec. 
But  that  was  not  the  language  used  In 
Quebec.  In  Quebec,  his  French  name  and 
his  eloquence  were  enough  to  help  him  and 
his  friends  into  power,  and  in  that  way  he 
succeeded  in  overthrowing  the  Conservative 
government.  Well,  after  he  came  Into  power 
what  did  we  see  ?  On  the  opening  of  the 
new  parliament  in  the  month  of  August, 
1896,  in  the  debate  on  the  address,  he- 
talked  about  the  traditions  of  the  Lib- 
oral  Conservative  party.  Nobody  has  ever 
talked  about  the  traditions  of  the  Liberal 
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party,  they  had  none  to  boast  of.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  who_  was  then  In  opposition,  de- 
clared that  he  had  gone  down  to  defeat  be- 
cause he  thought  that  be  was  right  in  stand- 
ing by  the  constitution  of  Canada  in  attempt- 
ing to  render  justice  to  the  minority  of 
Manitoba.  What  did  Sir  Charles  Tupper  say  ? 
He  said:  My  hon.  friend  is  now  in  power  : 
he  has  a  big  majority ;  let  him  bring  down 
a  Bill  to  render  justice  to  the  minority  Tn 
Manitoba,  and  I  pledge  myself  and  my 
friends  behind  me  to  help  him.  There  are 
the  traditions  of  the  party.  This  was  not 
because  Sir  Charles  Tupper  believed  in  sep- 
arate schools  or  because  the  majority  of 
those  behind  him  believed  in  them,  but  be- 
cause It  was  the  law  of  the  land  ;  It  was 
because  It  would  render  justice,  and  be- 
cause, as  has  been  said  before,  it  would  be 
an  act  of  cowardice  on  the  part  of  any  maj- 
ority not  to  render  justice  to  a  minority, 
whatever  that  minority  might  be. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  I  was  in  the  House 
in  1896  and  followed  the  debate  to  some 
extent.  As  a  matter  of  curiosity  will  the 
hon.  gentleman  point  out  to  me  where  I  can 
find  in  '  Hansard '  the  statement  of  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  to  which  he  has  referred? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  can  point  It  out  to  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  and,  if  he 
wants  me  to  do  so  immediately,  I  will  send 
for  'Hansard.' 

Mr.  MAODONALD.  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Bergeron)  a  question?  He 
has  made  a  declaration  of  policy  on  behalf 
of  the  party  behind  him.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand ttat  the  hon.  member  for  North  To- 
ronto (Mr.  Foster)  will  support  him  in  the 
course  he  speaks  of  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  have  been  here  twenty- 
four  sessions,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  is  not  smart  enough  to  catch  me 
like  that.  I  am  speaking  for  myself  and 
am  stating  what  happened  in  1896. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Do  I  understand  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bergeron)  to  decline  to 
answer  that  question? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Certainly;  I  am  not 
the  chief  of  the  party. 

Mr.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  I  thought  you 
were. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  No,  thank  God,  I  am  not. 
I  may  say  that  I  have  sent  for  the  volume 
of  'Hansard*  containing  the  remarks  con- 
cerning which  the  Minister  of  Justice  asked 
and  I  will  be  able  to  quote  them  to  him 
because  they  are  in  'Hansard.' 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  take  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's (Mr.  Bergeron)  word  for  it. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  is  there.  I  have 
quoted  it  very  often  in  public  meetings  and 
elsewhere,  for  It  Is  worth'  while  to  do  so. 
When  my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  found  himself  in  power  on  the 
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morning  of  the  24th  of  June,  mainly  by  the 
majority  from  the  province  of  Quebec,  the 
question  naiturally  arose  with  him:  How 
can  I  do  justice  to  the  minority  In  Mani- 
toba? I  have  taken  a  position  and  I  can- 
not abandon  it;  I  have  a  great  name  as  a 
tolerant  man  because  I  sacrificed  my  com- 
patriots. How,  then,  can  I  do  it?  And 
somebody  whispered  to  him:  Don't  be  at  all 
alarmed,  there  is  a  way  of  settling  it.  And 
a  little  while  afterwards  a  gentleman  was 
sent  to  Manitoba  to  settle  that  question. 
Talk  about  settlement.  What  happens  when 
a  question  between  two  men  is  to  be  set- 
tled by  the  Intervention  of  a  third?  The 
mediator  must  meet  and  talk  to  both.  But, 
what  happened  In  the  'Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion? The  gentleman  who  went  from  Ot- 
tawa to  Manitoba  went  to  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Manitoba,  Mr.  Greenway  occupy- 
ing the  position  at  that  time.  A  settle- 
ment was  agreed  upon  between  them.  And 
what  was  that  settlement?  That  the  pupils 
should  be  given  the  opportunity  of  a  hah* 
hour's  religious  instruction  after  half  past 
three  in  the  afternoon.  That  is  a  great 
way  of  settling  the  question  of  separate 
schools.  Did  the  delegate  who  went  to 
Manitoba  consult  the  Archbishop  of  St. 
Boniface  on  that  question?  Was  the  mln 
ority  of  Manitoba  consulted  in  order  to  reach 
a  settlement  between  them  and  the  Domin- 
ion government?  Not  a  word.  The  hon. 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  told  us 
about  it  the  other  day  when  he  said:  We 
consulted  our  friends.  And  who  were  their 
friends? 

Mr.  MORIX.    Joe  Martin. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  No,  not  Joe  Martin. 
The  man  whom  the  Prime  Minister  sent  to 
do  more  for  the  minority  than  a  Remedial 
Bill  could  do— according  to  what  was  stat- 
ed on  the  hustings  of  Quebec— went  to  Mr. 
Greenway  and  Mr.  Sifton.  And  these  gen- 
tlemen showed  the  settlement  to  whom? 
Did  he  show  it  to  the  archbishop  or  to  any 
Catholic  of  Manitoba?  No,  it  was  shown 
to  Mr.  Dalton  McCarthy— Mr.  Dalton  Mc- 
Carthy, the  great  friend  of  the  French  Can- 
adians and  Roman  Catholics  in  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada— It  was  to  him  that  the  set- 
tlement was  shown  before  it  was  signed  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
for  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  by  the 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Sifton)  for  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  And  this  was  the 
settlement  of  the  Manitoba  school  question. 
And  the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck) 
who,  I  believe,  sincerely  knows  that  It  has 
never  been  settled  satisfactorily— it  Is  not 
surprising  to  me  to  see  the  pains  he  has 
taken  to  at  least  give  justice,  according  to 
his  view  and  mine,  to  the  minority  in  the 
Northwest  Territories.  Then  what  was  to 
be  done?  A  promise  had  been  made  to  the 
bishops  of  Quebec.  Talk  about  the  heir- 
archy.  This  was  a  question  that  Interested 
the  hierarchy  and  the  promises  had  been 


made  to  them.  I  have  read  just  now  the 
promise  of  one  important  man  in  the  House, 
the  Minister  of  Justice.  1  could  read — 
they  are  in  'Hansard' — letters  from  thirty 
or  forty  candidates  in  Quebec  who  promised 
the  bishops  and  priests  that  they  would 
see  to  it  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  should  render  justice 
as  soon  as  he  attained  power.  Some- 
thing has  to  be  done,  said  they,  or  we  shall 
be  chastised  for  having  deceived  the  bis- 
hops. 

I  have  now  the  volumn  for  which  I  sent. 
I  am  sorry  to  detain  the  House  with  a  quo- 
tation, but  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  ask- 
ed for  It.  This  is  the  first  volume  of  'Han- 
sard' for  the  second  session  of  1896.  I 
quote  from  page  57.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is 
speaking. 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  say  more  upon 
that  subject  on  the  present  occasion,  but  I  will 
aay  this  :  that  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  the 
cardinal  principle  with  the  great  party  to 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  will  be 
equal  Justice  to  all  without  respect  to  race  or 
creed. 

That  Is  the  position  of  the  Conservative 
party  to-day  as  it  was  then. 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  responsibility  of 
this  question — an  important  question,  although 
not  so  gravely  Important  as  I  had  supposed  

It  lis  quite  natural  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
should  speak  In  that  way  after  the  rebuke 
that  he  had  received  in  Quebec. 

 1  am  glad  to  know  that  the  responsibility 

rests  no  longer  upon  my  shoulders,  but  upon 
those  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown.  I  can  only  say, 
that  I  trust  and  sincerely  hope  that  he  will  be 
most  successful  In  obtaining  such  a  settlement 
of  this  question  as  will  do  Justice  and  give 
satisfaction  to  all  parties.  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  gentleman  not  only  that  he  has  my  most 
cordial  wishes  for  a  happy  and  early  and  fair 
settlement  of  this  Important  question,  but  that 
anything  that  I  can  contribute  to  that  end  will 
be  at  all  times  most  cheerfully  done. 

Is  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Fitspatrlck)  sat- 
isfied  

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  No. 

Mr.  BERGERON — because  I  could  read 
a  great  deal  more.  But  my  hon.  friend 
knows  how  to  read  and  I  will  send  him  the 
volume  and  he  can  read  it  himself. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  would  like  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  find  in  'Hansard'  what 
he  said  was  (here. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Surely  what  I  have 
quoted  is  enough? 

.Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  No. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  What  more  could  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  say? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Where  is  the  prom- 
ise to  support  a  Bill? 
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Mr.  BERGERON.  He  could  not  say  any 
more  than  that.  My  bon.  friend  could  not 
expect  a  man  in  the  position  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  then  occupied  to  go  further  than  he 
did.  I  am  sure  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
offered  every  possible  opportunity  to  my 
hon.  friend  to  render  Justice  completely  to 
the  minority  of  Manitoba.  Now,  what  is 
the  use  of  playing  on  words  if  the  minority 
of  Manitoba  did  not  get  their  rights. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  That  is  not  the 
question. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  the  question. 
To-day  the  minority  in  Manitoba,  in  Winni- 
peg or  Brandon  or  any  of  the  large  cities 
are  in  a  worse  position  than  they  were 
when  the  Remedial  Bill  was  presented  in 
1896. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  And  that  is.  the  rea- 
son an  attack  is  made  on  the  delegate  for 
attempting  to  get  a  remedy. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Not  at  all,  I  am  not 
making  an  attack.  That  Is  the  proof  that 
it  is  not  settled,  when  there  are  pour  par- 
lers  between  the  Manitoba  government  and 
His  Excellency,  the  representative  of  the 
Holy  See.  That  is  the  proof  the  question 
is  not  settled  although  my  hon.  friend  has 
Bald  in  his  letter  he  would  resign  and  not 
give  support  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  if 
It  was  not  settled.  Where  Is  he  with  his 
promises  ?  He  sits  there  and  where  is  the 
minority  of  Manitoba  when  they  are 
obliged  through  their  archbishop  and  their 
friends  In  the  House  to  come  down  here 
and  try  to  get  a  settlement  ?  The  Minister 
of  Justice  has  put  the  question  to  me  :  Has 
my  bishop  done  anything  to  me  ?  My  hon. 
friend  was  too  cute  to  wait  until  the  bishop 
would  chastise  him  ;  he  was  too  cute,  he 
went  over  to  Rome,  he  went  to  the  foun- 
tain. It  is  easier  to  deceive  Rome  than 
to  deceive  the  bishop  of  Quebec  who  was 
nearer.  Rome  was  far  away  and  I  declare 
here  that  the  Holy  See  was  deceived  in  the 
Manitoba  settlement.  I  have  once  shown 
here  by  a  document  sent  over  to  Rome  that 
the  Holy  See  was  deceived. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  went 
there  with  Mr.  Russell.  We  engaged  Rus- 
sell as  a  lawyer  Instead  of  the  legal  firm 
we  had  employed  before.  We  were  told 
when  we  voted  $9,000  for  Russell's  services' 
afterwards  and  when  we  asked  why  they 
had  dispensed  with  the  services  of  the  other 
firm:  Oh,  they  were  too  old.  Russell  went 
there,  he  did  the  work  and  charged  $9,000. 
Nobody  could  see  what  he  bad  done,  be- 
sides going  to  Rome  and  asking  for  that 
settlement  of  the  Manitoba  school  question. 
Then  what  happened  ?  We  had  the  visit 
of  Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val.  Talk  about 
having  ambassadors  In  Canada  !  The  Con- 
servative party,  although  at  the  head  of  this 
country  for  years  and  years,  never  contem- 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 


plated  the  introduction  here  of  a  delagate 
from  Rome  on  any  where  else.  The  Conser-* 
vative  party  had  confidence  in  their  bishops 
and  in  the  clergy  of  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  they  still  have  confidence  in  the  clergy 
and  bishops.  My  hon.  friend  went  to  Rome 
with  Russell  and  at  that  time  they  had  the 
assistance  of  Monslgnor  Proulx  and  Che- 
valier Drolet,  a  Papal  Zouave  who  bad  had 
experience  in  Rome.  They  went  to  Rome 
and  on  Chevalier  Drolef  s  return  he  was  ln-» 
tervlewed,  and  I  need  not  say  that  that  in- 
terview was  well  prepared.  In  that  inter- 
view he  was  asked : 


(Translation.)  In 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS. 
French. 

Mr,  BERGERON.  Yes,  I  shall  read  it  in 
French  first. 

(Translation). 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  make  representations 
In  Rome  ?  How  did  you  proceed  ? 

A.  First,  I  went  to  the  congregation  of  the 
Propaganda  ;  but  I  found,  on  arriving  there 
that  the  Cardinal  Prefect  of  that  congregation, 
under  whose  purview  we  are  as. a  mere  mission 
country,  had  been  successfully  forestalled  by 
the  five  bishops  who  had  come  in  succession 
to  the  Eternal  city,  since  the  general  elections 
of  June  23,  up  to  my  arrival  on  October  12.  I 
had  the  honour  to  be  received  in  audience  by 
the  Cardinal  Prefect,  eight  or  ten  times,  but 
the  Red  Pope — as  the  powerful  president  of 
that  congregation  which  embraces  all  coun- 
tries outside  of  Europe,  Is  designated  in 
Rome— had  accepted  with  such  implicit  faith 
the  representations  made  by  the  bishops  of  the 
ecclesiastical  province  of  Quebec  and  Manitoba, 
that  I  was  not  a  little  surprised  to  hear  at  my 
last  Interview,  Cardinal  Ledochowski  address 
me  as  follows  in  all  seriousness. 

And  now,  this  is  very  Important. 

'  Why  does  this  Mr.  Laurier,  whom  you  re- 
present as  a  Catholic,  refuse  to  comply  with 
the  mandate  of  the  Queen,  ordering  him  to  re- 
store at  once  separate  schools  in  Manitoba  as 
they  existed  previous  to  1890,  when  a  good 
Protestant  like  Mr.  Tupper  offers  to  do  so  if 
returned  to  power  ?  ' 

What  is  the  English  of  this  ?  Chevalier 
Drolet  says  that  when  he  arrived  in  Rome 
he  found  that  a  great  deal  of  work  bad 
been  done  by  five  bishops  of  Quebec  who 
had  already  been  there  between  the  23rd 
of  June,  the  day  of  the  elections  and  the 
12th  of  October,  the  day  he  arrived  there. 
These  had  already  conferred  with  Cardinal 
Ledochowski,  the  head  of  the  congregation 
and  Cardinal  Ledochowski  asked  why  it 
was  that  Mr.  Laurier  whom  they  repre- 
sented to  him  as  such  a  good  Catholic  re- 
fused to  obey  the  command  of  the  Queen 
which  command  meant  the  Immediate  re- 
establlshment  of  separate  schools  in  Mani- 
toba when  a  Protestant  like  Mr.  Tupper 
declared  himself  ready  to  give  justice  to 
the  minority  if  he  was  still  in  power  or  H 
be  was  put  in  power.  Mr.  Drolet  goes  on 
to  say  that  Cardinal  Ledochowski  was  a 
very  old  man  which  explained  why  the 
cardinal  would  not  believe  him  but  would 
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believe  the  bishops.  Later  on  he  says  that 
after  he  had  been  many  times  to  see  Cardi- 
nal Ledocbowski  be  was  told  to  go  to  Car- 
dinal Rampolla.  It  Is  no  use  going  over 
all  these  tbings  at  this  late  hour  to  show 
the  work  which  was  done  by  tbe  emissaries 
of  tbe  government  or  their  friends,  by  Mrj 
Drolet  and  later  on  by  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice and  by  Mr.  Russell  and  all  the  work 
that  was  done  to  find  a  way  of  preventing 
the  bishops  in  Canada  from  telling  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  that  he  bad  deceived  them. 
Then  Monseigneur  Merry  del  Val  was  sent 
here  ;  he  came  here  as  a  delegate  and  went 
throughout  the  country  and  my  impression 
is  that  he  was  sadly  deceived  and  that  he 
made  a  report  along  that  line.  He  had  been 
deceived  but  that  did  not  prevent  them— be- 
cause in  Rome  they  are  very  slow  before 
rendering  a  judgment. 

Some  bpn.  MEMBERS.   Oh,  ob. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes,  It  takes  a  long 
time  before  they  make  up  their  minds,  but 
they  very  seldom  make  a  mistake.  When 
the  judgment  was  rendered  it  was  shown 
that  the  settlement  of  the  Manitoba  school 
question  was  inefficient,  incomplete  and  

Mr.  MORIN.    Not  accepted. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Inacceptable,  that  is 
what  it  is,  and  it  has  remained  in  that  state 
ever  since.  Never  did  any  bishop  or  priest 
in  Canada  ask  to  have  this  delegate  from 
the  Holy  See.  It  seems  to  me  that  It  would 
have  been  very  important  that  these  high 
dignitaries  of  the  church  should  have  been 
consulted  unless  that  dignitary  was  brought 
out  here  to  hold  them  in  check  and  to  pre-i 
vent  them  from  expressing  their  opinions  as 
they  used  to  do  before.   I  find  here : 

Is  it  the  episcopate  that  has  asked  for  the 
delegate  ?  No,  the  episcopate  is  united  and 
being  above  political  parties  it  is  working 
towards  the  acquisition  ot  our  rights  and  the 
triumph  ot  our  principles. 

Monseigneur  Merry  Del  Val  was  not  here 
very  long.  He  was  replaced  by  His  Ex- 
cellency Monseigneur  Falconlo.  Monseig- 
neur Falconlo  was  only  In  the  country  for 
a  short  time.  He  was  replaced  by  tbe  pre- 
sent delegate.  I  have  not  a  word  to  say 
against  the  fact  that  he  is  the  delegate 
here.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  to 
me  personally,  but  I  believe  tbe  presence 
of  tbe  delegate  here  is  humiliating  to  the 
Canadian  episcopate. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes;  1  believe  that 
If  you  consult  our  bishops,  not  only  In  the 
province  of  Quebec,  but  everywhere  through 
out  tbe  Dominion  of  Canada,  you  will  ob- 
tain that  answer,  and  I  say  it  is  due  to  the 
course  which  has  been  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  government.  I  repeat 
again  that  if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
if  tbe  Liberal  party  had  rendered  justice 


to  the  minority  of  Manitoba  In  1S96,  or 
rather  if  they  had  not  prevented  the  Con- 
servative party  from  rendering  justice  at 
that  time,  there  would  have  been  no  occa- 
son  for  a  delegate  in  this  country. 

Mr.  A.  JOHNSTON.  Tiie  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  bas  said  that  it  was  a  humili- 
ation to  the  bishops  and  priests  of  Canada 
to  have  a  delegate  in  this  country.  Will  be 
submit  the  name  of  any  bishop  or  priest 
who  regards  the  presence  of  the  delegate 
as  a  humiliation  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  will  repeat  the  as- 
sertion, and  I  will  ask  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
A.  Johnston)  to  bring  a  letter  from  any 
bishop  or  priest  saying  that  what  I  have 
said  is  not  true. 

Mr.  A.  LAVBRGNB.  When  the  first  de- 
legate came  to  this  country,  I  think  he  was 
received  with  great  pomp  by  the  bishop  of 
Quebec. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  My  hon.  friend  will 
surely  not  place  himself  in  any  disagreeable 
position.  He  knows  that  His  Excellency 
has  tbe  respect,  esteem  and  affection 
of  all  the  bishops  in  this  Dominion,  and  If 
that  were  not  the  case  they  would  not  long 
remain  In  their  sees,  because  he  is  the  repre- 
sentative of  His  Holiness ;  but  between 
having  a  respect  for  his  personality  and 
yielding  obedience  to  him,  and  being  happy 
and  glad  to  see  him  here,  there  Is  a  differ- 
ence. The  hon.  member  for  Plctou  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  spoke  this  evening  about  coer- 
cing Manitoba.  If  my  hon.  friend  bad  been 
In  the  province  of  Quebec  in  1896,  be  would 
not  have  heard  such  language  as  that  used 
by  his  friends.  They  never  spoke  about 
coercion  in  Quebec.  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
friend  from  Labette  (Mr.  Bourassa)  If  it  Is 
a  matter  of  rendering  Justice  where  justice 
is  due,  he  would  refrain  from  what  some 
people  call  coercion,  but  what  my  bon.  friend 
and  myself  would  call  an  act  of  justice.  It 
is  an  operation.  It  is  sometimes  painful  to 
perform  an  operation,  but  you  have  to  do 
it  so  as  to  save  the  body. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
asking  me  a  question  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  will  give  bim  my 
reply.  The  position  I  took  in  1896  in  my 
election  was  this,  and  I  am  just  as  much  a 
friend  of  the  minority  in  Manitoba  as  I  was 
then.  I  am  just  as  convinced  as  my  hon. 
friend  is  that  the  minority  In  Manitoba 
does  not  enjoy  that  to  which  it  is  entitled, 
but  what  I  said  in  1896,  and  what  I  still  say, 
is  that  the  manner  in  which  the  Conserva- 
tive party  bad  played  with  the  Manitoba 
school  question  for  ten  years  had  made  it 
perfectly  impossible  to  expect  anything 
from  the  application  of  the  Remedial  BUI 
passed  by  this  parliament,  and  that,  as  did 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
expected  more  from  the  policy  of  concilia- 
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tlon  than  from  the  policy  of  coercion.  That 
is  the  position  that  I  took  in  my  county  in 
the  presence  of  the  parish  priests,  and  it 
was  supported  toy  the  people  as  well  as  the 
clergy  of  my  county. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  suppose  my  hon. 
friend  is  very  sincere  in  what  he  says.  Will 
he  allow  me  to  say' that  I  think  he  is  en- 
tirely mistaken  ? 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  I  ant  simply  saying 
that  is  my  opinion. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  saying  to  my 
hon.  friend  that  he  is  sincere,  but  that  he  is 
entirely  mistaken.  He  will  admit  that  the 
minority  of  Manitoba  have  not  the  rights  to 
which  they  are  entitled  ? 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Certainly  ;  there  Is  no 
doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  The  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  (Mr.  Macdonald)  was  very  unhappy 
in  his  remarks.  He  made  a  fine  speech. 
I  heard  a  number  of  my  hon.  friends  say 
that  be  made  a  beautiful  speech,  but  when 
he  spoke  of  the  bishops  of  Quebec  as  being 
Tory  machines  he  made  an  awful  mistake. 
Let  me  say  again,  because  we  cannot  say 
It  too  often,  that  although  there  may  have 
been  abuses  in  some  places,  for  instance,  in 
the  county  of  Charlevoix,  which  has  been 
referred  to.  there  are  the  most  damnable 
things  in  this  book  which  have  been  sent  to 
Rome  and  which  are  not  true.  But,  on  the 
whole,  our  bishops  in  Quebec  are  men  of  a 
great  deal  of  prudence.  They  are  learned 
men.  They  are  chosen  with  a  great  deal 
of  care.  They  are  wise,  and  they  are  men 
of  delicate  sensibilities.  There  is  a  bishop 
in  the  county  I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
and  he  has  never  dropped  me  a  letter  or  ex- 
pressed a  desire  to  see  me  as  to  the  vote  I 
may  give  or  as  to  the  position  which  I  in- 
tend to  take  upon  this  question.  Some 
people  may  think  that  I  am  getting  hot 
upon  this  question  of  the  Manitoba  schools. 
I  have  been  the  victim  of  it.  In  1900  the 
gentleman  who  presented  himself  against 
me  in  the  county  of  Beauharnois  was  an 
English  Protestant.  You  know  this  gentle- 
man ;  you  have  seen  him  here.  He  was  a 
thorough  Conservative  until  1886 ;  but  he 
went  against  the  Conservative  party  in 
1896,  because  the  Conservative  party  want- 
ed to  render  justice  to  the  Catholic  minority 
of  Manitoba.  There  are  many  English 
votes  in  that  county,  and  they  were  cast  for 
that  gentleman  when  he  was  a  candidate 
in  1900.  I  believe  that  these  people  voted 
for  him  sincerely  and  honestly,  and  natural- 
ly they  elected  him,  because  our  people  do 
not  separate  upon  national  lines.  There 
are  many  priests  in  my  county,  and  I  say 
here,  upon  my  honour  as  a  member  of  par- 
liament, that  never  has  a  bishop  or  priest 
in  the  county  of  Beauharnois  gone  to  a 
man  and  told  him  that  he  should  vote  for 
me  because  I  was  a  French  Canadian  and 
a  Roman  Catholic.    The  result  was  that 

Ut.  BOURASSA. 


many  gave  their  votes  for  Mr.  Loy,  an 
English  Protestant.  Is  this  not  a  conspicu- 
ous indication  of  tolerance  and  broad- 
mindedness  ?  When  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  spoke  of  the  bishops  of  Quebec  as 
if  they  were  Tory  machines,  he  made  a 
great  mistake. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  bishop  in  whose  diocese  the  county 
which  my  hon.  friend  represents  is  situated 
did  not  sign  the  mandement  which  was 
issued  by  the  bishops  in  1896  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  that. 

Mr.  BOURASSA.    Well,  I  know. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  will  take  the  hon. 
gentleman's  word.  I  do  not  know  if  he 
signed  it  or  not ;  and  if  he  did  not,  I  do  not 
know  why  he  did  not  sign  it.  I  will  take 
the  testimony  of  my  hon.  friend.  The  bishop 
might  have  said :  Why  do  you  not  vote  for 
your  own  compatriot  ?  But  it  was  never 
done.  My  opponent  addressed  large  meet- 
ings of  my  compatriots,  although  he  could 
not  speak  their,  own  language  very  well. 

An  lion.  MEMBER.    He  spoke  well. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  He  may  have  spoken 
well  on  the  hustings,  but  he  was  not  a 
Demosthenes  or  a  Cicero.  I  never  took  ad- 
vantage of  this  fact.  Our  people  would 
listen  to  him  most  politely,  and  never  did 
I  ask  one  man  directly  or  indirectly  that 
he  should  give  me  his  support  on  account 
of  my  nationality.  I  was  sorry  to  bear  ray 
lion,  friend  from  Pictou — I  hope  It  was  a 
slip  of  the  tongue — call  the  bishops  of  Que- 
bec Tory  machines. 

Mr.  BUREAU.  Why  did  not  you  correct 
your  friend  from  South  York  (Mr.  W.  V. 
Maclean)  when  he  called  the  Papal  ablegate 
a  policeman. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  If  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Bureau)  will  allow  me  I  will  take  care  of 
my  own  conscience.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Three  Rilvers  Is  not  afraid  of  anything  or 
any  body,  and  he  can  deal  directly  with  the 
member  for  South  York.  I  do  not  approve 
of  everything  the  member  for  South  York 
says  or  does,  but  he  Is  not  responsible  to  me. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  ROSS.  Before  the  hon. 
gentleman  goes  further — the  hon.  member 
for  Pictou  is  not  here,  and  if  I  remember 
aright  he  did  not  call  the  bishops  of  Que- 
bec, Tory  machines,  but,  be  quoted  from  the 
law  reports  a  statement  in  which  those 
words  were  used. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  may  be  and 
'  Hansard '  may  show  it,  but  I  heard  the 
statement  that  the  bishops  of  Quebec  were 
Tory  machines,  and  I  took  a  note  of  It. 
The  Minister  of  Customs  spoke  about  pros- 
perity and  the  great  things  that  have  been 
done  since  1896.  That  Is  all  very  good  but 
all  the  same  It  Is  very  painful  and  regret- 
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table  to  see  what  is  going  on  in  the  country 
to-day.  There  is  no  question  but  that  this 
country  to-day  stands  upon  a  volcano ;  a 
most  dangerous  question  is  agitating  the 
I>eople.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  say 
that  it  is  the  fault  of  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  I  may  say  that  it  is  the 
fault  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  but 
there  is  blame  on  both  sides,  if  not  in  Use 
House  in  the  country.  I  say  it  is  a  most 
unfortunate  state  of  things,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  have  to  lay  It  at  the  door  of  my  right  hon. 
frieud.  It  is  all  due  to  the  policy  which  he 
followed  in  1896.  He  let  it  be  spread  broad- 
cast throughout  the  Dominion  that  he  was 
opposed  to  the  hierarchy  and  to  any  cleri- 
cal influence.  He  said,  or  he  let  it  be  said 
that  the  Liberal  party  In  Quebec  bad  been 
fighting  the  clergy  ever  since  that  party  ex- 
isted, and  that  at  least  they  bad  conquered 
the  hierarchy.  The  right  bou.  gentleman 
obtained  a  great  name  for  himself  in  the 
English  provinces  because  of  this  and  that 
is  why  they  thought  when  they  saw  clause 
16  of  the  original  Bill  that  the  Prime  Min- 
ister bad  fallen  from  a  very  high  place.  It 
is  that  which  has  created  the  trouble  we 
now  hear  of  in  the  country. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  How  did  the  Prime 
Minister  fall  down  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Because  in  the  English 
provinces  in  1896  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
was  put  on  a  very  high  pedestal  in  view  of 
the  stand  he  took,  and  when  he  (ell  he  fell 
from  a  higher  position  In  their  opinion,  than 
in  1896,  if  he  remained  with  the  rest  of  us 
who  desired  to  give  justice  to  the  minority 
of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  BELAND.  What  do  you  consider  to 
be  his  fault  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  The  newspapers  which 
were  full  of  compliments  to  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  two  or  three  years  ago,  now  pub- 
lish the  most  extraordinary  statements 
about  him,  and  say,  he  is  not  the  man  they 
expected  him  to  be.  That  is  what  I  call 
falling.  In  my  estimation. 

Mr.  BELAND.    In  your  estimation. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
myself  ;  I  am  stating  the  reason  why  there 
is  so  much  turmoil  in  the  country  to-day.  I 
tell  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice 
for  his  own  justification,  that  when  clause 
16  was  put  In  the  Bill,  whether  with  or 
without  consultation  with  any  one,  and,  I 
would  not  blame  blm  If  he  bad  consultation, 
when  it  was  put  In  the  BUI  be  should  not 
have  dropped  It.  My  hon.  friends  from  Que- 
bec who  stand  behind  the  Prime  Minister 
were  ready  to  accept  clause  16  and  now  are 
ready  to  accept  the  amended  clause  which 
is  almost  the  reverse  of  what  was  provided 
for  In  clause  16.  My  hon.  friends  from  Que- 
bec know  very  well  that  the  amended  clause 
which  we  are  now  discussing  cannot  be  a 


very  good  clause  for  the  minority  when  the 
member  for  Brandon  (Mr.  Slfton)  accepts  it. 
The  member  for  Brandon  resigned  because 
clause  16  was  In  the  original  Bill  and  now 
that  he  accepts  the  substituted  clause  it  is 
quite  plain  that  the  new  clause  cannot  be 
in  favour  of  the  Catholics  of  the  Northwest. 
I  tell  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  it  would 
have  been  a  great  deal  better  for  the  coun- 
try, and  It  would  not  be  any  worse  for  the 
minority  In  the  Northwest  Teritories,  if 
there  had  been  nothing  at  all  mentioned 
about  schools  in  the  BUI,  than  that  the 
original  clause  should  have  been  withdrawn 
and  this  one  substituted.  My  impression  is, 
and  there  are  some  good  lawyers  who  say 
so,  that  the  Northwest  Territories  would 
have  come  In  confederation  with  the  schools, 
not  the  schools  they  have  to-day,  but  with 
the  schools  provided  for  In  the  Act  of  1875' 
and  which  was  never  repealed,  although 
some  ordinances  had  been  placed  upon  the 
regulations  by  the  Northwest  legislature. 
If  my  hon  friend  had  omitted  the  school 
clause  and  allowed  the  Act  of  1875  to  come 
into  operation,  the  country  would  not  have 
been  In  the  condition  it  is  in  to-day  ;  a  con- 
dition which  is  very  dangerous.  For  weeks 
and  weeks  we  have  been  talking  what  ? — 
talking  nationality,  talking  religion  when 
we  have  been  living  together  for  over  150 
years.  I  hope  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
this  will  be  the  last  occasion  on  which  such 
a  discussion  will  take  place.  I  think  this 
is  the  last  question  of  the  kind  that  will 
arise.  Surely  we  are  not  going  to  buy 
another  province  ?  These  two  are  the  last 
that  we  can  organize  and  I  hope  this  is  the 
last  occasion  on  which  we  will  have  such 
a  discussion  and  that  henceforth  we  shall 
work  like  patriotic  Canadians,  working 
separately,  on  different  sides  of  the  House, 
but  working  sincerely  In  the  united  effort 
to  do  what  we  believe  to  be  best  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country. 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT  (Bellechassej.  Mr. 
Sneaiter,  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night  I 
do  not  intend  to  Impose  upon  the  House  a 
very  long  speech,  because  it  is  with  a  very 
strong  sense  of  shame  and  with  a  feeling 
of  reluctance  that  I  now  rise  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Bergeron)  who 
lias  just  taken  his  seat.  After  what  has 
taken  place  In  the  province  of  Quebec  since 
1896  and  when  we  know  what  the  political 
record  of  that  hon.  gentleman  Is  and  when 
this  hon.  gentleman  has  the  audacity  to 
stand  up  In  this  Honse  as  the  defender 
of  the  episcopate  and  the  clergy  of  Quebec, 
I  say  that  I  rise  to  answer  him  now  with 
a  great  sense  of  shame  and  reluctance. 
Every  one  in  this  House  knows  and  sees 
through  the  bon.  gentleman's  motive  at 
this  moment — he  wants  to  apologize  to  his 
leader  because  be  Is  going  to  vote  against 
his  amendment ;  and  it  is  a  shameful  apo- 
logy that  he  has  given  to  the  House  during 
the  Inst  hour.   The  hon.  gentleman  think* 
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be  can  swallow  himself  and  cover  his  tracks 
from  the  public  eye.  The  hon.  gentleman 
now  stands  up  as  the  defender  of  the/ 
episcopate  of  the  province  of  Quebec ;  but 
what  did  we  see  this  afternoon  ?  We  saw 
him  applauding  the  abuse  that  fell  from) 
the  lips  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  York 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean).  Thank  God,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  clergy  and  the  episcopate  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  have  not  fallen  so  low 
as  to  require  the  defence  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man. The  clergy  of  Quebec  stand  to-day, 
as  they  have  always  stood,  highly  respected 
and  loved  by  every  French  Canadian 
and  even  by  every  Protestant  of  Hie 
province  of  Quebec  and  other  provinces. 
What  was  the  use  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man going  so  far  back  Into  ancient  history 
as  to  talk  about  the  elections  of  1896  ?  Id 
that  the  question  before  the  House  to-day? 
He  wanted  to  know  what  was  the  reason! 
the  Papal  ablegate  was  sent  to  Canada  1 
No  man  knows  the  reason  better  than  the 
hon.  gentleman.  He  spoke  of  a  certain  \ 
document  to  which  the  name  of  the  hon. 1 
Minister  of  Justice  was  attached.  He  knows  , 
where  that  document  was  prepared.  He' 
knows  that  it  was  prepared  in  the  city  of  | 
Quebec  by  two  leading  Tories,  Mr.  ChapaW 
and  Mr.  L.  P.  Pelletler,  who  imposed  that 
document  on  the  episcopate.  I  remember 
very  well,  in  the  election  of  1896,  when  the 
hon.  leader  of  this  House  was  in  the  parish1 
of  St  Raphael  In  my  county,  when  Mr.1 
Landry,  Mr.  Pelletler  and  Mr.  Chapais 
came  with  that  document  before  a  couple! 
of  thousand  of  my  electors,  and  asked1 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  to  sign  It  What 
was  his  answer  ?  He  said  :  Go  with  that 
document  to  your  leaders  and  get  their' 
signatures  to  it,  and  come  to  me  afterwards, 
and  I  will  then  tell  you  what  I  will  do.  What 
was  done  to  get  some  gentlemen  to  sign1 
that  document  ?  I  remember  when  Dr. 
Valllancourt  was  fighting  the  battles  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  the  county  of  Dorchester 
adjoining  mine,  Mr.  Pelletler,  the  great 
friend  of  the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois 
(Mr.  Bergeron),  went  to  Dr.  Vallalncourt 
and  said  to  him,  'if  you  sign  this  docu- 
ment we  will  allow  you  to  be  elected  by 
acclamation.'  Dr.  Vallalncourt  signed  it, 
and  the  next  day  or  the  day  after  he  had 
an  opponent  What  was  the  use  of  Liberals 
signing  a  document  ?  Did  we  make  any^ 
thing  as  a  party  by  doing  so  ?  Was  not 
the  clergy  against  us  from  beginning  to 
end  In  1896  ?  Did  we  gain  any  votes  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  by  signing  that 
document  ?  On  the  contrary.  What  was 
the  reason  the  people  of  Quebec  as  well 
as  the  people  of  every  other  province  rose 
In  their  might  on  that  occasion  and  carried 
the  Liberals  into  power  ?  It  was  because 
homes  were  deserted  and  windows  and 
doors  barred  up,  and  where  there  had  been: 
happiness  before  there  was  nothing  but 
wilderness  and  desolation.   It  was  because 

Mr.  0.  E.  TALBOT. 


of  the  strong  feeling  that  the  people  had 
that  a  change  had  to  come.  There  was  dis- 
tress for  the  farmers  everywhere,  and  the 
people  could  see  no  prospect  under  Con- 
servative rule  except  what  had  happened 
for  eighteen  or  twenty  years  before— our 
people  leaving  Canada  and  going  to  the 
other  side  of  the  line  for  the  bread  which 
they  were  unable  to  earn  on  their  own  soiL 
That  was  the  principal  reason.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Beauharnois  wants  to  Involve 
the  clergy  of  the  province  of  Quebec  again 
in  political  conflicts  when  we  are  leaving 
them  alone.  When  he  says  there  is  no  anal- 
ogy between  the  fact  that  Archbishop  Tache 
was  brought  from  Rome  to  Canada  and  the 
fact  that  of  the  Papal  ablegate  being 
brought  from  Rome  to  Canada,  we  all  know 
that  there  is  an  analogy  In  one  respect 
Archbishop  Tache,  before  he  died,  left  a 
letter,  which  is  a  portion  of  his  will,  in 
which  he  said  that  be  had  come  to  Canada 
at  the  request  of  the  leader  of  the  Con- 
servative  party  ;  and  he  said  :  '  Promises 
were  made  to  me,  and  the  cause  of  my  pre- 
mature death  at  this  moment  is  that  those 
promises  have  never  been  fulfilled,  and  I 
have  been  deceived  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Conservative  party.'  That  is  where  the 
difference  Is,  and  that  is  where  there  is  no 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  The  Pope 
was  not  deceived  at  the  time  we  remon- 
strated against  the  straight,  direct  inter- 
vention of  the  clergy  In  political  contests 
In  the  province  of  Quebec.  Though  we 
were  Liberals,  we  were  just  as  good  Ca- 
tholics as  my  hon.  friend,  and  why  were 
we  damned  from  some  pulpits  because  we 
voted  as  Liberals  ?  Why  was  it  that  in 
some  of  the  pulpits  some  men  went  so  far 
as  to  say  :  '  Hell  is  red,  and  heaven  Is 
blue  ;  vote  for  the  blue,  and  you  are  all 
right  but  If  you  vote  for  the  rouge,  you 
are  damned,  and  damned  for  ever.'  Was  it 
not  time  that  the  people  of  this  country 
should  have  some  protection  from  this 
kind  of  thing,  so  that  we  might  vote  as  free 
men  for  the  party  in  whom  we  had  con- 
fidence. I  am  sorry  to  have  to  refer  to 
these  matters,  and  1  would  not  have  done 
so  if  the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  had 
not  dragged  them  on  to  the  floor  of  this 
House.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  has 
been  here  for  twenty-four  years  ;  but  he 
forgot  what  happened  between  the  twen- 
tieth and  the  twenty-fourth  years. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  It  would  have  been 
twenty-eight  years  then. 

Mr.  TALBOT.  He  had  time  to  reflect. 
One  of  the  strong  arguments  that  elected 
him  in  the  last  election  in  the  county  of 
Beauharnois  was  that  his  opponent  was  a 
Protestant  and  an  Englishman.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  used  that 
argument,  but  bis  heelers  used  It.  We  saw 
it  and  read  it  in  the  papers  at  the  time. 
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Mr.  BERGERON.  If  my  hon.  friend 
will  allow  me,  he  was  not  there,  bnt  I  was 
there  all  the  time.  He  can  ask  his  own. 
friends  in  the  county  of  Beauharnois. 
Never  a  word  of  that  sort  was  said  during 
the  whole  election. 

Mr.  TALBOT.  The  whole  campaign  in 
the  town  of  Valleyneld  was  carried  out  on| 
that  very  point. 

Mr.  MOBIN.  If  the  hon.  member  will 
allow  me,  I  would  like  to  correct  a  state-* 
ment  he  made.  He  said  that  there  was  an 
agreement  made  between  Mr.  Landry,  Mr. 
Chapais  and  Mr.  Pelletler,  and  that  even) 
they  would  not  live  up  to  the  agreement 
To  be  sure,  the  agreement  was  made,  but 
Mr.  Pelletler,  Mr.  Chapais  and  Mr.  Landry, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it  after  it  waa 
signed.  The  people  of  Dorchester  wera 
very  angry  at  that,  and  they  said  :  It  Is 
not  Pelletler,  it  Is  not  Landry,  it  Is  not 
Chapais,  who  will  choose  the  candidate  for 
Dorchester— we  will  choose  him  ourselves ; 
and  I  was  chosen.  i 

Mr.  TALBOT.  When  the  document  to 
which  I  refer  was  signed  and  was  publish^ 
ed  and  sent  abroad  to  every  one  of  us,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Dorchester  was  not  bora 
politically;  so  he  knows  nothing  about  lti 
He  came  at  the  last  minute,  like  mustard) 
after  dinner.  • 

Mr.  MOBIN.  I  was  not  supposed  to  know, 
what  took  place  before  I  came  into  Canada.! 

Mr.  O.  E.  TALBOT.  There  is  one  thing 
more  I  wish  to  say.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  has  now  gone 
out  of  the  House.  I  wished  to  remind  him 
of  a  certain  speech  that  he  made  In  the  elec-t 
tlons  of  1900,  to  show  him  why  the  people 
of  Quebec  gave  the  verdict  they  then  gave., 
In  the  county  of  Kamouraska,  at  St  Pasj 
cal,  six  or  seven  of  these  gentlemen  came 
one  day,  and  among  them  the  member  for, 
Beauharnois.  When  speaking  he  went  so 
far  as  to  treat  the  Liberals  like  animals 
being  in  a  trough,  and  so  deep  in  the  trough 
that  their  horns  got  caught  and  they  could 
not  get  out  That  is  the  way  he  treated 
the  Liberals  of  Quebec  in  county  after 
county.  Is  It  any  wonder  to  you, .  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  Liberals  rebelled  against 
such  treatment  and  they  returned  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  to  power  with  such  a  large 
majority  ?  Sir,  I  hope  this  is  the  last  time, 
we  shall  hear  the  episcopacy  and  priest-* 
hood  of  Quebec  dragged  Into  discussions  of 
this  kind  After  all,  we  were  only  fighting 
for  our  political  freedom.  Since  the  Papal 
ablegate  came  to  this  country,  and  even 
since  Rome  has  been  directly  represented 
In  Canada,  we  have  had  peace  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  and  perfect  liberty,  to 
vote  Just  as  we  pleased,  and  we  have  bad 
no  more  trouble.  ' 

Mr.  A.  B.  INGRAM  (Bast  Elgin).  I  have 
a  few  words  to  say,  even  at  this  late  hour. 


The  leader  of  the  opposition  Is  supposed 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen  to  have  made  an 
apology  here  this  evening.  I  want  to  say 
that  I  did  not  so  understand  him  ;  because 
if  there  is  one  thing  In  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  of  which  I  am  proud,  It  is  that  he 
is  always  so  guarded  In  anything  he  says, 
that  it  is  unnecessary  for  him  to  offer  any; 
apology  to  the  House  afterwards.  Now  It 
has  been  said  to-night  that  owing  to  the 
presence  of  the  Papal  ablegate  in  the  pro-, 
vlnce  of  Quebec,  the  citizens  of  that  pro-i 
vince  are  enjoying  political  liberty.  I  want) 
to  say  as  representing  an  Ontario  constitu- 
ency that  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the 
Papal  ablegate  is  having  such  a  good  in-< 
fluence  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  I  ami 
not  going  to  charge  the  people  of  Quebec 
with  being  bigots  because  they  cannot  agree 
among  themselves,  and  because  they  require 
the  presence  of  a  Papal  ablegate  in  order 
that  they  may  enjoy  political  liberty.  1  hope 
they  may  long  continue  to  enjoy  that  liberty. 
But  I  wish  to  say  that  I  entertain  different 
views  from  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  province  of  Quebec,  though  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  my  father  was  born  in 
the  city  of  Quebec,  and  I  have  a 
friendly  feeling  for  that  province.  But 
I  differ  from  a  large  number  of  my 
friends  from  that  province.  I  am  a 
Protestant  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  It ;  and  when  I  say  that  I  do  not 
think  that  I  am  incurring  the  contempt  of 
any  hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec.  Now, 
the  belief  of  Protestants,  and  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  electors  I  represent  Is  this  3 
We  say  that  in  the  administration  of  state 
affairs  in  this  country  the  government  has 
no  right  to  act  as  I  hold  the  First  Minister 
has  done  in  this  particular  instance.  Will 
any  man  say  that  I  am  a  bigot  because  I 
make  this  declaration  ?  That  is  my  right 
that  is  my  privilege.  I  want  to  say  In  mak- 
ing that  statement  that  I  can  place  my  fin- 
ger on  dozens  of  supporters  of  the  govern- 
ment who  entertain  the  same  views,  and  so 
does  the  large  bulk  of  the  constituents  who 
elected  them. 

I  want  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman that  at  the  last  Dominion  election 
the  gentlemen  who  form  his  cabinet  were 
elected  on  the  principle  of  representative 
government  Now  as  a  Protestant  my  faith 
teaches  me  to  find  fault  with  the  right  Imhu 
gentleman  for  refusing,  or  at  all  events  for 
neglecting,  to  consult  with  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  who  were  in  his  cabinet 
the  ministers  of  the  Crown,  on  this  impor- 
tant and  vital  question,  namely,  the  edu- 
cational clauses  of  this  Bill.  The  leader  of 
the  opposition  and  other  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  have  asked  a  straight 
and  practical  question,  that  is  of  vital  mo> 
ment  to  me  as  a  Protestant,  and  of  vital 
moment  to  the  people  I  represent  who  are 
largely  Protestants  ;  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man has  been  asked  the  question  calmly 
and  squarely,  whether  or  not  be  had  con- 
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suited  with  the  Papal  ablegate  with  respect; 
to  the  educational  clauses  of  this  BUI,  and 
he  has  refused  to  answer  that  question.  In] 
view  of  that  fact  I  am  justified,  on  behalf 
of  the  people  I  represent.  In  saying  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  that  they  do  not 
approve  of  his  course  because  it  is 
against  their  religious  faith,  and  we  do  not 
believe  In  "that  system  of  administering  the 
government  of  this  country.  That  is  my 
position,  and  in  making  that  statement  I  do 
not  think  my  Quebec  friends  can  take 
offence.  Possibly,  they  believe  that  the 
first  Minister  has  done  quite  right  in  con- 
sulting the  Papal  ablegate,  I  have  no  fault 
to  find  with  them  for  that,  they  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  their  opinions  and  a  right  to 
express  them,  as  I  have  a  perfect  right  to 
express  contrary  opinions. 

Now,  much  has  been  said  about  Bishop 
Tache  and  Mr.  Ewart.  I  was  in  Manitoba 
when  Bishop  Tache  was  there,  and  I  know 
something  of  the  arrangement  that  was 
entered  into  with  the  minority  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  When  the  Mac- 
kenzie government  were  in  power,  de- 
legates came  from  Manitoba  to  Ottawa 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  more  money 
to  conduct  their  government.  The  ans- 
wer Mr.  Mackenzie  gave  was  this:  Go 
back  to  your  own  province  and  see  If,  by 
wiser  economy,  you  cannot  administer  your 
affairs  more  economically,  then  I  may  be 
in  a  position  to  grant  you  more  financial 
assistance.  The  chief  fault  Mr.  Mackenzie 
found  with  them  was  that  they  had  two 
chambers,  they  had  a  legislative  council 
and  he  thought  a  new  province  like  thatl 
ought  to  abolish  the  legislative  council, 
and  he  promised  if  they  would  exercise 
economy  In  that  matter,  he  would  be  will- 
ing possibly  to  assist  them  financially.  I 
was  a  government  employee  there  at  the 
time,  and  I  remember  the  promise  made 
squarely  to  the  minority  of  the  province,  as 
represented  in  the  legislative  council  that 
if  they  would  vote  themselves  out  of  exist- 
ence they  would  continue  to  exercise  all  the 
rights  they  had  had  up  to  that  moment. 
Mr.  Davis,  who  was  prime  minister,  ex- 
Attomey  General  Clarke,  who  had  been  de- 
feated during  the  session  and  others,  pledg- 
ed themselves  that  the  minority  should  con- 
tinue to  exercise  their  rights  for  all  time  to 
come.  But  when  the  Manitoba  school 
question  came  up  in  this  House,  I  was 
here,  and  representing  a  strong  Protestant 
constituency.  I  voted  in ,  favour  of  reme- 
dial legislation.  And  I  want  to  tell  my  hon. 
friends  from  Quebec,  that,  while  many  of 
my  constituents  found  fault  with  me  for 
voting  In  favour  of  the  legislation,  I  told 
them  straightforwardly  that  If  they  elected 
me  again  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  govern- 
ment was  sustained  and  reintroduced  reme- 
dial legislation  for  Manitoba,  I  would  vote 
for  it  as  I  had  done  before,  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  minority.  When  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  accuse  the  leader  of  the  op- 
Mr.  INGRAM. 


position  and  his  supporters  of  being  un- 
willing to  give  the  minority  In  Manitoba 
their  rights,  I  want  to  tell  them  that  one 
stands  here  who  Is  ready  to  vote  to  secure 
the  rights  of  any  minority  in  this  country, 
Catholic  or  Protestant.  I  was  astonished 
to  hear  the  ex-Minister  of  .the  Interior  the 
other  night  utter  these  words,  which  I  find 
reported  on  page  3258  of  this  year's  'Han-> 
sard' : 

Therefore,  in  1896  when  this  settlement  was 
made — and  It  was  a  settlement  that  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  had  refused  to  accept— although 
It  was  a  settlement  which  led  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  government  out  of  a 
great  difficulty  and  made  his  path  smooth,  yet 
the  settlement  has  never  been  combated  or 
criticised  by  any  member  of  this  House  from 
that  time  up  to  the  present  moment. 

There  has  never  been  a  session  since  1896 
when  reference  has  not  been  made  to  the 
Manitoba  school  question.  How  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  could  have  made 
such  a  statement  I  cannot  conceive.  I  can 
only  assume  it  as  conclusive  evidence  that 
he  Is  not  well  posted  on  what  takes  place 
in  this  House. 

•It  is  true  that  reference  was  had,  as 
has  been  said,  to  Archbishop  Tache  and 
Mr.  Ewart  We,  as  Protestants,  do  not 
object  to  that,  for  both  Archbishop  Tache 
and  Mr.  Ewart  were  citizens  of  this  country. 
If  the  Conservative  Prime  Minister  chose 
to  consult  them  he  had  a  perfect  right  to 
do  so.  The  present  Prime  Minister  would 
have  the  right  to  do  the  same.  But  we 
draw  a  distinction  here — the  papal  delegate 
is  not  a  citizen  of  this  country.  There  are 
Catholic  bishops  who  have  the  welfare  of 
the  church  at  heart  as  well  as  the  Papal 
delegate,  and  if  the  Prime  Minister,  after 
consulting  his  cabinet,  wishes  to  consult 
any  of  them,  we  have  no  fault  to  find.  But 
when  he  goes  outside,  w«  believe,  as  Pro- 
testants, that  he  has  gone  beyond  the  pro- 
per line. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  say  to  bon.  gentle- 
men opposite  who  differ  with  me  in  the 
matter  of  religion  that  it  is  not  well  to  be 
too  sensitive  as  to  the  way  members  ex- 
press their  views  on  this  question.  The 
question  comes  before  us,  as  we  believe, 
not  in  proper  course.  Had  this  Autonomy 
Bill  been  brought  In  minus  the  educational 
clauses,  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories would  have  continued  to  enjoy  the 
same  privileges  in  education  that  they  now 
have,  unless  those  privileges  were  curtailed 
by  the  legislature  we  might  create.  But, 
If  the  legislature  made  such  changes  we  be- 
lieve they  would  be  within  their  rights. 
And  I  am  prepared  to  vote  against  any  in- 
terference with  their  freedom  In  educa- 
tional matters. 

Just  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the 
accusation  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  are  backward  in  expressing  their  views 
on  this  question.  There  are  gentlemen  on 
this  side  who  do  not  agree  with  me  on 
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tbe  questions  involved  in  this  Bill.  They 
bold  their  views  honestly,  and  have  a  right 
to  'hold  and  to  express  them.  And  they 
have  expressed  their  views  frankly.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr. 
Monk)  made  one  of  the  best  speeches  of 
the  session  in  explaining  Ms  views  on  this 
question,  though  those  views  were  not  the 
same  that  I  bold.  Is  he  to  be  found  fault 
with  because  he  has  honestly  stated  his 
position  ?  Certainly  not  And  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck),  who  offered 
this  criticism,  it  seems  to  me,  has  not  shown 
much  courage  in  speaking  out  on  this  ques- 
tion. When  the  Bill  was  introduced  with 
section  16,  as  it  originally  was,  he  made  the 
statement : 


do  not  agree.  If  the  Minister  of  Justice 
himself  had  stated  first  what  these  clauses 
did  contain,  we  might  have  been  saved 
some  of  tbe  exhibitions  we  have  had  in  this 
House  in  connection  with  tbe  Bill,  and  per- 
haps we  should  not  have  had  the  slurring 
allusions  which  we  have  had  from  the  ex- 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  others  concern- 
ing- the  Minister  of  Justice. 


Motion  (Mr. 
negatived. 


K.  L.  Borden)  to  adjourn 


PROVINCIAL  AUTONOMY  IN  THE 
NORTHWEST. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the 
proposed  motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  for 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  69)  to  estab- 
lish and  provide  for  the  government  of  the 
;  province  of  Alberta,  and  the  amendment  of 
|  Mr.  R.  L  Borden,  thereto. 

i    Mr.  L.  G.  MCCARTHY  (North  Slmcoe).  I 
suppose  at  this  late  hour,  one  would  hardly 
'  be  expected  to  resume  this  debate.  The  de- 
:  bate  of  to-day  has  thrown  considerable  light 
;  on  surrounding  circumstances  in  connection 
|  with  the  Bill,  and  I  think  perhaps,  if  we 
i  have  a  chance  of  digesting  what  has  been 
said  to-day,  it  may  shorten  the  remarks  of 
;  to-morrow.   I  would  therefore  ask  the  hon. 
the  Prime  .  Minister  to  allow  me  to  again 
,  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIE R  moved  the  ad- 
'  journment  of  the  House. 

i  Mr.  BARKER.  Before  the  House  ad- 
|  journs,  I  would  like  to  remind  the  hon.  gen- 
,  tleman  that  on  Friday  last  he  said  he  would 
i  look  Into  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
1  there  was  any  correspondence  with  the  gov- 
j  ernment  of  Ontario  as  to  the  extension  of 
!  the  boundaries  of  that  province.  It  was  said 
i  that  there  was  correspondence  of  the  lute 
I  government  of  Hon.  G.  W.  Ross  and  his  col- 
I  leagues. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   Is  there  any  chance     sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.     About  the 
of  converting  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Ingram)  ?  boundaries  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario  ? 
If  so,  I  will  speak  at  the  very  next  sitting  | 
of  the  House. 


Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  have  not  spoken 
on  the  Bill  yet. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Then,  why  should  he  find 
fault  because  some  on  this  side  have  not 
spoken  and  say  they  lack  courage  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  do  not  understand 
what  my  bon.  friend  (Mr.  Ingrain)  is  talk- 
ing about. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
read  '  Hansard '  to-morrow,  he  will  find  that 
he  spoke  of  men  on  this  side  of  the  House 
as  not  having  courage  to  speak  out.  He 
told  them  to  come  from  behind  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  and  express  themselves. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK. 
something  like  that. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  think  the  country  would 
have  been  better  satisfied  if  the  Minister  of 
Justice  himself  had  spoken  on  the  measure. 
He  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  this  Bill  :— 
And  I  am  bound  to  say  that  hitherto  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  always  handled  legis- 
lation he  had  in  charge  in  a  manner  to  re- 
flect credit  upon  himself  and  upon  the  gov- 
ernment. But  I  think,  he  has  been  a  little 
careless,  perhaps,  in  not  making  a  speech  a 
little  earlier  that  might  have  


I  think  I  did  say 


In  regard  to  any  exten- 


Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
there  is  not  tbe  slightest  chance..  Let  me 
point  out  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  the  fact 
that  clever  lawyers  on  his  own  side  have 


spoken  on  the  Bill,  but  these  clever  lawyers  at  2.05  a.m.,  Friday. 


Mr.  BARKER, 
sion  of  Ontario. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.  No,  there  has 
been  no  correspondence. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned 
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Abbreviations  of  well  known  words  and  Parliamentary  expressions  are  used  in  the  following :— V, 
3°,  First  Reading,  Second  Reading,  Third  Reading ;  3  m.  h.,  6  m.  h.,  6  w.  h.,  Three  Months'  Hoist,  Six 
Months'  Hoist,  Six  Weeks' Hoist  ;*, without  remarks  or  debate  ;  Accts.,  Accounts;  Adjn.,  Adjourn;  Adjd., 
Adjourned;  Ami,  Amendment;  Amts.,  Amendments;  Amalg.,  Amalgamation;  Ana.,  Answer;  Ass.; 
Assurance;  B.,  Bill;  B.C.,  British  Columbia;  Can.,  Canada  or  Canadian;  C.P.R.,  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  ;  Com.,  Committee  ;  Co.,  Company  ;  Cone,  Concur,  Concurred,  Concurrence  ;  Consd.,  Consider ; 
Consdn.,  Consideration ;  Cor.,  Correspondence  ;  Deb.,  Debate ;  Dept.,  Department ;  Depts.,  Departments  ; 
Div.,  Division  ;  Dom.,  Dominion  ;  Govt.,  Government;  His  Ex.,  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General ; 
Hse.,  House  ;  H.  of  C,  House  of  Commons ;  Incorp. ,  Incorporation ;  Ins.,  Insurance  ;  I.C.R.,  Intercolonial 
Railway;  Man.,  Manitoba;  Mess.,  Message;  M.,  Motion;  m.,  moved;  Neg.,  Negatived;  N.B.,  New 
Brunswick ;  N.W.T.,  North-west  Territories ;  N.S.,  Nova  Scotia ;  O.C.,  Order  in  Council ;  Ont.,  Ontario  ; 
P.E.L,  Prince  Edward  Island  ;  P.O.,  Post  Office ;  Par.,  Paragraph  ;  Prop.,  Proposed ;  Q,  Quebec ;  Ques. 
Question  ;  Recom.,  Recommit ;  Ref.,  Refer,  Referred,  Reference ;  Rep.,  Report,  Reported  ;  Reps.,  Re- 
ports ;  Res.,  Resolution  ;  Ret.,  Return  ;  Ry.,  Railway  ;  Rys.,  Railways ;  Sel.,  Select ;  Sen.,  Senate  ;  Sp., 
Special ;  Stmnt.,  Statement ;  Sup.,  Supply  ;  Suppl.,  Supplement,  Supplementary ;  Wthdn.,  Withdrawn  ; 
W thdrl.,  Withdrawal ;  Y.N.,  Yeas  and  Nays ;  Names  in  Italics  and  parentheses  are  those  of  the  mover. 


Adamson,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Humboldt. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6114  ; 

(election  of  members)  in  Com.,  5776  (ill); 

(distribution  of  seats)  8740  (v). 
Western  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  108, 

1°*,  2184  (ii);  In  Com.,  4684  (ill). 

Alcorn,  Mr.  6.  O.,  Prince  Edward,  Ont. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  4376;  In 

Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  7960  (lv). 
Bay  of  Qulnte,  Lighthouse  re  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2647  (li). 
Criminal  Code  (summary  appeals)  Amt.  B. 

46  (Mr.  Porter)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bureau)  re 

Race  Courses,  5137  (Hi). 
Immigration  Association  In  Prince  Edward 

County  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Supply,  7706 

(It). 

Seeds,  Inspection  for  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  1205  (i). 
Supply  : 

Immigration  (interpreters)  77</6  (iv). 
Ocean    and    River    Service  (life-saving 
awards)  2624  (il). 

Ames,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Montreal,  St.  Antoine. 

'  Acadia '  Str.,  Disposition  of  Fittings,  See., 
(Ques.)  1849  (1). 

Acetylene  Gas  Lights,  Number,  Annual  Sav- 
ing, Ac.  (Ques.)  1692  (i). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Inspection  re  (remaks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1723  (1). 

Advances  by  O.C.,  Total  Amount,  &c.  (Ques.) 
267  (1). 

A 


Ames,  Mr.  H.  B. — Con. 
Alberta  Steam  Service,  Number  of  Navigable 

Miles,  &c.  (Ques.)  6904  (It). 
Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry.  Co.,  Claims 

of  Damages,  Amounts  paid   (Ques.)  2063 

(il). 

 (remaTks)  7021  (lv). 

 Rep.  of  Mr.  Mothersill  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9382  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2«,  4604 
(ill);  in  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8006  (v)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7789,  7829,  7880,  7930, 
7961  (iv). 

Bissonnette,  vs.  Crown,  Illegal  Stamping  of 
Letters  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  194  (1). 

Boots  and  Shoes,  Imports  and  Exports,  Ac. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7216  (It). 

Bout  de  l'lsle,  Repentlgny  and  Charlemagne 
Ferry  Service  (Ques.)  9696  (t). 

British  American  Fish  Corporation,  Contract 
re  N.  Western  Lakes  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2897  (ii). 

Buoy  Contracts,  Tenders,  &c,  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (11). 

Butter  In  Cold  Storage,  Shipped  by  Allan  SS. 
Co.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  881  (1). 

'  Canada  '-'  Cape  Breton  '  Collision,  Resign- 
ation of  Capt.  Salmon,  (M.  for  cor.)  384  (1). 

 '  Statement  of  Case ',   (K.  for  ret.*) 

2067. 


 (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2626  (II). 

Caplln  and  Paspebiac  Ry.,  Payments  re  Sub- 
sidy, (M.  for  ret.)  3203  (il). 
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Ames,  Mr.  H.  B. — Con. 

Carbide  purchased  for  Lighthouses,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2710,  2743  (II). 

 Quantity  and  Price  (Ques.)  914  (i). 

■    Copyright  Act  re  Photographs,  Amt.  Legisla- 
tion, &c.  (Ques.)  1849  (1). 

Dental  Institute:  See  '  Franking  Privilege  '. 

Electoral  Lists  in  N.W.T.,  Names  of  Quali- 
fied Electors,  &c.  (Ques.)  7422  (lv). 

Pishing  Bounties  Distribution,  Rep.  re  Frauds 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (11). 

Fort  William  Dredging  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6730  (iv). 

Franking  Privilege,  Abuse  of,  re  Circulars 
from  Dental  Institute  (remarks)  on  M.  for 
Sup.,  1807  (1). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2606  (11). 

 Supplies,  Purchase  of    (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2620  (11). 

 circular  re  supplies  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6464  (iv). 
See  '  Marine.' 

Grain  Survey  Board,  Recommendation  from 
Montreal  Board  of  Trade  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7230  (iv). 

 Pets.,  Memorials,  *c,  re  (M.  for  copies) 

1763  (i). 

 Toronto  and  Montreal,  Appnmts.  re. 

Names,  &c.  (Ques.)  910  (1). 

Hamilton  Cove,  Que.,  P.O.,  Mall  Service  and 
Revenue  (Ques.)  7421  (iv). 

Harbour  Buoys,  Contracts  with  Companies  re 
Placing,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.»)  917  (1). 

Hodglns,  Jonathon,  Resignation  from  Mont- 
real Harbour  Commission  (Ques.)  151  (1). 

Hospital  Dues  for  Sick  Mariners  Fund  (re- 
marks) in  Com  of  Sup.,  2687  (li). 

Immigration  Arrangements  for  a  Refund,  &c. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9322  (v). 

Immigration  Property,  Montreal,  Leased  by 
Govt.  (Ques.)  913  (1). 

'  Lady  Laurier '  Govt.  Str.,  Repairs  re  Acci- 
dent (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2697  (11). 

Lemieux,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  re  Lightship  Service, 
Investigation,  &c.  (Ques.)  1762  (I). 

Lighthouse  Supply  Depots  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2709  (11). 

Lowe,  Mr.,  Refusal  re  Ship  'Neptune '  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6472  (lv). 

'  Lurcher '  Lightship,  Accident  to  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2866  (ii). 

 Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2752  (ii). 

Mall  Distributing  Stations,  Montreal,  Pur- 
chase of  Site,  &c  (Ques.)  915  (1). 

'  Maisonneuve,'  Expenditure,  &c,  Duties,  Ac. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2744  (11). 

 Expenditure  re  (Ques.)  1849  (1). 


Ames,  Mr.  H.  B.— Con. 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Supplies,  Circulars  re 
private  Tenders,  Cor.,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.*) 
1399  (i). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  476*  (Hi). 

See  '  Govt.,'  &c. 
Molson's  Bank  Amt.  (B.  14)  1°  m.,  SU  ;  In 

Com..  1766  W. 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Appnmt.  of 

Members  (Ques.)  160  (i). 
Montreal,  Free  Port,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7317  (iv). 
 Raising    of    Sunken    Elevator,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  151  (1). 
 Removal  of  Shoals,  &c  (remarks)  in 


Com.  of  Sup.,  7319  (lv). 

Sheds,  Cor.  between  P.  W.  St.  George 


and  Mar.  Dept.,  re  (M.)  for  copies,  689  (1). 
 Steel  Sheds,  Approval   of  Plans,  Ac. 


(Ques.)  151  (i). 

 Steel  Freight  Sheds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Geo.  S. 

Green  re  Plan,  &c.  (M.  for  copies*)  3204  (il). 
  Sheds,  Claims  of  P.  Lyall  &  Sons,  Ac 


(M.  for  ret.»)  1397  (I). 
(Ques.)  687  (I) 


Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building,  Addition 
and  Site  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1120  (I). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Charges  re  Registered 
Letters  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  183  (1). 

— : —  Illegal  Stamping  of  Letters  for  Elec- 
tion Matters  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
194  (i). 

 Pneumatic  System,  Installation  of  (re- 


marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1136,  1136  (1). 

St.  Catherine  -St.   Branch,  Unsanitary 


Condition  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  182 
(i) 

 ■  Stealing  of  Cheques,  *c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  198  (1). 
Naval  Militia,  Policy  of  Govt,  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (il). 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contracts  re 

Immigrants  (remarks)   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9323  (v). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  Removing  Obstruc- 
tion, &c.  (Ques.)  151  (1). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  ('Mr.  GaUlher)  In 
Com..  2540  (11). 

Protection  to  Women,  Children,  Pet.  re  Wife 
Beaters  and  Criminal  Code  (Ques.)  691  (1). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners'  Act  Amt.  B. 
37  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  1243  (1). 

St.  George,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Emplymt  by  Govt.. 
(Ques.)  152  (I). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mall  Sub- 
sidies, Res.  from  Montreal  Corn  Exchange 
(read)  7178  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
2482  (ii). 
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Aimi,  Mr.  H.  B.—Oon. 
 Aids  to  Navigation,  3868;  Res.  of  Mont- 

real  Board  of  Trade  (read)  2859  (11). 

 Dredging,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2461  (11). 

St.  Louis,  Capt.,  Reinstatement,  Certificate  re 

(Ques.)  591  (1). 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Resignation,  &c.  (M.  for  «or.) 

384  (1). 
See  '  Canada/  4c. 
Salmon   Hatcheries  and  Provincial  Fishing 

Leases  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (11). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B:  147  (Mr.  Prefontalne) 

In  Com.,  7426  (It). 
Sorel  Shipyards,  Dredge  Building,  Ac.  (re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6448  (It). 
 Purchase  .of  Supplies,  4c.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2486  (11). 
Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations,  4c.) 
1723  (1). 

Canals— Trent  (dredge  engine)  9381  (▼). 
Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  981  (1). 
Fisheries    (hatcheries)    2905;  (inspectors' 

salaries)  2890  (11). 
Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  4c.)  6401 

(iv),  9323  (v). 
Inspection   of  Staples   (grain  Inspection) 

7230  (It). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (agencies) 
2705;  (aids  to  navigation)  2768,  2858;  (buoy 
contracts)  2742;  (engineers'  salaries)  2761; 
lightships,  maintenance)  2706  ;  (Mar- 
coni stations)  2869;  (pilotage)  2760;  (sal- 
aries) 2703  ;  (submarine  signals)  2877  (11). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (O.  B. 
and  Canada)  881;  (Quebec  and  Natash- 
quan)  967  (1);  (St.  John  and  W.  Indies) 
7088.  7178  (iv). 

Marine  Hospitals  (sick  seamen)  2687  (lv). 

Miscellaneous  (Pacific  Cable  grant)  7239 
(lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  ('  Aberdeen '  boil- 
ers) 6465;  (Arctic  expedition)  6472;  (ex- 
amination of  masters  and  mates)  2623; 
(govt,  steamers)  2696;  (Icebreakers)  6464; 
(steamers,  maintenance)  6464;  (wrecks  In- 
vestigations) 6466  (lv). 

Penitentiaries — (contract  supplies)  479  ; 
(general  expenditure)  476  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings — N.B.  (RIchibucto) 
6814  (iv);  N.W.T.  (Strathcona  Horse  bar- 
raks)  1637;  Que.  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.) 
1120;  (Montreal  P.O.,  improvements)  1127; 
Montreal  P.O.,  pneumatic  system)  1136 
(1);  (Quebec  hospital)  9547  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Cow  Bay)  7401;  (Inverness  Mines)  7405; 
(Janvrin's  Island)  7406;  (Larry's  River) 
7407;  (Mabou  bridge)  7408;  (Mahone  bay) 
7408;  (Meteghan)  7413;  (Port  Hood)  7414; 
(West  Arlchat)  7419  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Barachois  de  Malbaie)  7287;  (Bic  wharf) 
7288;  (Canton  Fabre)  7288;  (Chambord 
wharf)  7289;  (Chlcoutiml)  7377;  (Descente 
des  Femmes  wharf)  7307;  ( Douce t's  Land- 
ing) 6850,  7299;  (East  Templeton  wharf) 
7303  ;  (Grand  Machine)  7301  ;  (Grande  Piles 
dam)  7329  ;  (Lake  St.  John  dredging) 
7306;  (Little  Pabos)  7307;  (Mont  Louis 
wharf)  7310;  (Montmorency  wharf)  7312: 
(New  Carlisle  wharf)  7312  ;  (Nicolet  pier) 

A* 


Ames,  Mr.  H.  B. — Con. 
Supply — Con. 

Public  Works— Con. 
7313;  (Notre  Dame  du  Portage  wharf)  7314; 
(harbour  works)  6727 ;  (Repentlgny  wharf) 
7314;  (Rlmouskl  pier)  7320  (lv);  (St.  Law- 
rence channel)  2461  (11);  (St.  Lawrence 
channel,  suction  dredge)  6447  (lv);  (St. 
Mary's  current)  814  (1);  (St.  Maurice 
dredging)  7326  (lv). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening) 
9385;  (Indlantown  branch)  9482;  Miscella- 
neous (Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry. 
Investigation)  9382  (v). 

Trade  and  Commerce  (commercial  agencies) 
7216  (lv). 

Trading    Stamp    Abolition,    Legislation  re 

(Ques.)  7684  (iv). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  In  Com., 

726  (1). 

Wrecking  Plants  in  St.  Lawrence  Channel,  4o. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2479  (li). 
Tukon  Ter.  Reforms,  on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson) 

to  M.  for  Sup.,  7041  (lv). 

Armstrong,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Boat  Lambton. 

Adulteration  of  Jams,  4c,  Prosecutions  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  1710  (1). 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.  on  Res.,  2437  (11). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  In  Com. 
on  Res.,  6457,  5486;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) to  M.  for  V,  4767  (111);  In  Com.  (dis- 
tribution of  seats)  7729;  (lands  vested  In 
Crown)  5986  (lv). 

 School  Clause  Amts.  (remarks)  in  Com.. 

6867  (111). 

Bank  Notes,  Printing,  4c.  (renarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6252  (iv). 

Bell,  Dr.,  and  Director  of  Geological  Sur- 
vey (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9305  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 
Com.,  1073  (1). 

Cold  Storage,  re  Atlantic  Steamers  on  M.  for 
Sup.,  8183  (v). 

 Thermograph  Records,  4c.  (Ques.)  2774 

(11). 

Experimental  Station   In   Niagara  District, 

Cor.,  4c,  Inquiry  for,  7677  (iv). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  of  Canada  Co.'s  ln- 

corp.  B.  144  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  6381 

(lv)  . 

Galena  Oil  Co.,  President's  Name.  4c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2264  (II). 

Geological  Reports,  Distribution,  4c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sep.,  9621  (v). 

Grand  Bend  Pier,  Delay  In  Building,  4c.  (Ans.) 
1344  (1). 

Grimsby,  Establishment  of  Farm,  4c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6166  (iv). 

House  of  Commons,  High  Temperature,  Re- 
gulation of  (remarks)  9303  (v). 

I.C.R.,  Advertising  Oar,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2257  (II). 
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Armstrong,  Mr.  J.  E. — Con. 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Diversion  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments (remarks)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2833  (11). 

 Purchases  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2182  (11). 

Jams,  Preserves,  &c.  Adulteration  ot  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1710  (1). 

Japan  Exhibition,  Trade  Increase  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6273  (iv). 

Kitchen,  Mr.,  Contract  for  Hurray  Harbour 
Branch  Ry.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8138 
(11). 

Mail  Subsidies,  ftc,  Total  Vote  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9617  (▼). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch   and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2138  (11). 
Niagara  Fruit  Growers'  Association,  Cor., 

&c,  Inquiry  for,  9395  (v). 
Oils  for  Illuminating  Purposes,  Testing,  ftc. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7617  (It). 
Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tracts, Tender  of  Conmee  &  Bowman,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4478  (Hi). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1322  (1). 

Railway  Commissioners  B.  36  (Mr.  Fitzpat- 

rtck)  to  Com.,  1619  (i). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  London  and  Oxford  Elections  (M.) 

to  adjn.,  7331  (iv). 
Richmond   and   Drununond   Fire  Insurance 

Co.'s  B.  103  (Mr.  Tobln)  on  M.  for  2»,  2297 

(ii). 

Rural  Mall  Delivery,  Cost  of  Establishment, 
Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2082  (ii). 

St.  Joseph  Pier,  Lake  Huron,  Delay  re  Com- 
pletion (Ques.)  2774  (11). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  338  (1). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1701, 
1710  (I). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac    (exhibitions)  6278  ; 

(experimental  farms)  6166  (iv). 
Canals — Lachlne  (enlargement)  6294;  (Mill 

street  paving)  6301  (lv). 
Canals— St.    Lawrence    (shoals)    6289;  St. 

Peters  (dredging)  6303;  Soulanges  (con- 
struction) 6290  (iv). 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  River)  9374  (v)  : 
(lowering  floor  of  lock)  6302  ;  (surveys) 
6292  (Iv). 

Canals— Welland  (electric  plant)  1231  (1)  ; 

(long  level  deepening)  6291  (iv)  ;  (Port 

Colborne  elevator)  1322  (i). 
Civil  Govt.  —Interior  (mines  branch)  6266 

(Iv). 

Customs  (collectors'  salaries)  409  (1). 
Dom.   Lands   (homestead   Inspectors)  9261 

(v)  ;    (inspectors    salaries,   Ac.)    6419  ; 

(maps,    printing,    ftc.)    6426;  (surveys, 

maps,  &c)  6406  (iv). 
Legislation — H.  of  C.   (telephone  evidence 

translation)  9621  (v). 
Miscellaneous  (tariff  commission)  9614  (v). 


Armstrong,  Mr.  J.  E. — Con. 
Supply — Con. 

Public  Works — Buildings — Ottawa  (additions 
to  H.  ot  C.)  9544  (v);  (elevator  attend- 
ance) 1667  ;  (H.  ot  C.  improvements)  1665; 
(lighting)  1667;  (Royal  Mint)  609;  (steel 
shelving)  1564;  (telephones)  1669  (I). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers,  Ont. 
(Grand  Bend)  7553  (iv). 

Public  Works— Miscellaneous  (cement  test- 
ing) 7613;  (clerical  assistance)  7620;  (Ot- 
tawa river  works)  7613  (lv). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges  (N.W.T., 
Battle  river)  7690;  (Bryson)  7586;  (col- 
onisation roads)  7594;  Ottawa  (repairs) 
7585  (iv). 

Public  Works — Telegraphs — B.C.  (Kam- 
loops)  7610;  Mar.  Provs.  (Bay  St.  Law- 
rence) 7608;  N.W.T.  (working  expenses) 
7633;  Que.  (Berslmis,  Ac.)  7609  (lv). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  2314  (ii). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (surveys,  construction, 
ftc.)  2287,  2298  (li),  9498  (v) ;  P.E.I,  (agents- 
houses)  2180;  (Murray  Harbour  and  bridge) 
2188  (li). 

Thermograph    Records,    Cold    Storage  on 
Steamers,  ftc  (M.  for  ret.*)  2778  (11). 
See  '  Cold  Storage.' 

Transportation  Commission,  Progress  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6447  (lv). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  in  Com.,  717, 
1774  (i). 

Ventilation  in  House  of  Commons,  ftc  (re- 
marks) to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1565  (1). 
Avery,  Mr.  M.,  Frontenac. 
Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  Dom.  Elections,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Porter)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9211  (v). 

Barker,  Mr.  Sam  I.,  Ea»t  Hamilton. 

Apples,  Packing  for  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  739  (i). 

Auditor  General's  Resignation  and  Audit  Act 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6529  (iv). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

9659;  9671  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  5354; 
(Alberta  boundaries)  in  Com.,  5616.  5635 
(lit);  (Crown  Lands)  8173;  (distribution  of 
seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8052  (v); 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7774,  7953 
(iv);  (election  of  members)  in  Com.,  5769; 
(H.  of  C.  representation)  in  Com.,  5751 
(ill) ;  (lands  vested  In  Crown)  In  Com.,  6006 
(iv);  (laws,  courts,  ftc.)  in  Com.,  5932;  (Lt. 
Qov.'s  powers)  in  Com.,  5782  (ill);  (school 
clause  amt.)  7173  (lv). 

 on  M.  tor  8°,  Amt.  (Rupert's  Land) 

8864  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  sec.  12  (dis- 
tribution of  seats)  in  Com.,  8760;  (Rupert's 
Land)  Amt.  8761  (v). 

Ballot. Box  Frauds,  on  M.  (Mr.  Porter)  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9225  (v). 

Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  181  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  Com., 
8689  (v). 
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Barker,  Mr.  Saml. — Con. 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of.  Denial  re  Election 

Speaking,  S67  (1). 
Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Maodo- 

nald)  in  Com.,  4237;  on  M.  for  3°,  4413  (ill). 
Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Co.,  Purchase,  &c,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Crocket)  for  Ret.,  735  (i). 
Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  Ref.  to  in  Com. 

on  B.  108,  4684  (ill). 
Canadians  detained  at  U.S.  Borders,  Letter 

(read)  6920  (ill). 
Circulars  Issued  by  Mr.  Cote  re  Census  Re- 
turns (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  6,  1098  (i). 
Coal  for  Govt.  Rys.,  from  N.  S.  Mines,  Prices, 

&c.  (Ques.)  2191  (11). 
Criminal  Code,  1892   (summary  convictions) 

Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4267  (lit). 
Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black) 

In  Com.,  4972  (Hi). 
Dredges,  Working  Expenses,  &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  806  (1). 
Dundonald  Park    and    Ottawa  Improvement 

Commission  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  180. 

8687  (v). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 
(Mr.  Geoffrlon)  In  Com.,  2106,  8212  (11). 

Fessenden'  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  of  Canada  in- 
eorp.  B.  144  (Mr.  Oeoffrion)  in  Com.,  6381, 
6609  (iv). 

Fishing  Leases  granted  to  F.  H.  Markey,  In 
Western  Lakes  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2903  (ii). 

Gillies  Brothers  Limited  B.  96  (Mr.  A.  A. 

Wright)  In  Com.,  2763  (il). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  4123,  4206;  on  M.  for  3°,  4228  (Hi). 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  116  (Mr.  L. 

G.  McCarthy)  on  M.  for  3°,  7863  (iv). 
G.T.  Pacific,  ftc,  Agreements  with  National 

Transcontinental  Ry.  Act  (Ques.)  2776  (li). 
 Terminals,  Plans  deposited  with  Dept. 

on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.  2822,  2826  (ii). 
Great  Northern  Ry.  of  Canada  B.  71  (Mr.  J. 

T.  Shell)  in  Com.,  4269  (Hi). 
House  of  Commons,  Supplies,  Purchase  of 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6616  (iv). 
Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt  B. 

176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8678  (v). 
I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 

B.  133  (Mr.  Emmerson)  on  M.  for  1°,  4194 

(ill);  in  Com.,  6162  ,  7584  (tv). 
I.C.R.  and  G.T.R.  Arbitration,  &c.  (remarks) 

69  (1). 

I.C.R.,  Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1966  (i). 

 Reply  to  Financial  Statement  (Mr.  Em- 
merson) 7446,  7467  (iv.). 

 Rolling  Stock,  Estimate  of  Cost,  &c, 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9606  (v). 

Japanese  Trade  with  Canada,  Discrimination 
re  Canadian  Manufactures,  Quotation  from 
'  Industrial  Canada  '  (read)  6664  (iv). 


Barker,  Mr.  Saml. — Con. 
Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 

Commission  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 

Res.,  521  (i). 
Locomotives  built  and  purchased  for  I.C.Ry. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1966  (1). 
Manitoba  Boundaries,  Letter  of  Mr.  Rogers 

sent  to  Prime  Minister  (remarks)  4023  (11). 
Murray  &  Cleveland,  Claims  for  Extras  re 
•  Galops  Canal :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1221  (1). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2136,  2165  (11). 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re 

Immigrants,  on  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9478 

(▼). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick) 

in  Com.,  8768  (v). 
Ontario  Boundaries  Extension,  Cor.  with  Ross 

Govt.,  Inquiry  for,  3590,  4078  (11). 
Ontario  Fire  Ins.  Co.'s  lncorp  B.  105  (Mr. 

Boyce)  in  Com.,  2772  (11). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  2716  (li). 
Ottawa  City  Act  Amt.  B.  180  (Mr.  Fielding) 

In  Com.,  8687  (v). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr.  . 

Pringle)  in  Com.,  4969.  5738  (ill). 
Pearson,  Geo.,  Relief  B.  153  (Mr.  Calvert)  in 

Com.,  7623  (Iv). 
Pltblado.  Isaac,  Relief  (B.  185)  1°*,  7906  (iv). 
Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Bowman  &  Conmee's  Tender,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4472,  4667  (ill). 
Port    Colborne    Breakwater,  Elevator,  Ac., 

Cor.,  Papers,  &c.  (M.  for  copies*)  2067  (ii). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1292  (i). 

Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Public  Works  under   Contract,  Supervision 

Charges  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7690 

(Iv). 

Ry.  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancas- 
ter) In  Com.,  3236  (11). 

  (express  companies)  Amt  B.  4  (Mr. 

Maclean)  on  M.  for  Adjnmt..  3247  (11). 

Railway  Commissioners,  Appnmt.  of  Chair- 
man B.  36  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  on  M.  for  Com., 
621;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  580  (1). 

Railway  Surveys  in  Joliette  Co.,  Instructions, 
*C,  on  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Ret.,  2066  (11). 

Returning  Officers,  Forms  and  Instruction  re 
Dom.  Elections  (M.  for  copies*)  697  (1). 

 Instruction  re  Form  of  Oaths,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  adjn.,  7348  (iv). 

Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1981  (1). 

Royal  Mint,  Ottawa:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  618  (1). 

Russian  Priests  canvassing  for  Conservatives 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9264  (v). 

Seamen's  Act  B.  147  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  In 
Com.,  7434  (iv). 
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Barker,  Mr.  Saml. — Con. 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  1204  (1). 
Sidings  and  Spur  Lines,  I.C.R.,  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1970  (1). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern 

Ry.  B.  149  (Mr.  Qeoffrlon)  In  Com..  9346  (v). 
Spirits  In  Bond,  Age  Limit,  Ac.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  8683  (v). 
Submarine  Signalling  Bells:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2874,  2886  (11). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac. — Experimental  Farms 
(bulletins)  6928  (Iv);  (Patent  Record) 
1473  (1). 

Canals — Galops  (enlargement)  1220  (1)  ; 
Trent  (Holland  river)  9360  ;  (surreys  of 
dams)  9377  (v);  Wetland  (Port  Colborne 
elevator)  1292;  (surveys)  1234  (1). 

Civil  Qovt. — Aud.  Gen.'s  Office  (salaries)  77, 
90;  Customs  (salaries)  79;  Privy  Council 
(salaries)  72;  Sec.  of  State  (salaries)  76 
(i). 

Customs  (expenses)  262  (i). 

Fisheries  (Inspectors'  salaries)  2885  (11). 

House  of  Commons  (Sergeant-at-Arms,  sa- 
laries) 6610  (iv). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6617,  6620  ;  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live 
stock)  6540;  N.B.  (medical  attendance) 
6616;  (seed  grain)  6616  (iv). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Oazette)  7616  (lv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (buoys)  2729 
(li);  (lighthouse  repairs)  6638  (iv);  (sub- 
marine signals)  2874  (ii). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  981  (1). 

Miscellaneous  (secret  service)  6968  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (schools  of  navi- 
gation) 2645  (ii). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (QIace  Bay) 
1036;  (Halifax,  Dom.  building)  1037;  (Shel- 
burne)  1044;  (Sydney  P.O.)  1046;  Ottawa 
(Royal  Mint)  607;  Que.  (Chlcoutlmi)  1106; 
(Orosse  Isle)  1108  (1). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers  Gener- 
ally (dredging)  805  (1). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Baddeck)  7396;  (Brldgewater)  7398;  (Car- 
los Breakwater)  7398;  (Cow  Bay,  Port  Mo- 
rten) 7401;  (Inverness  Mines)  7405;  (Mar- 
giree)  7410  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Cobourg)  7549;  (Collingwood)  7660;  (Ha- 
milton harbour)  7556;  (Lake  Temlscamdng) 
7559;  (Little  Current)  7560;  (Midland) 
7661;  (Otonabee  River)  7564;  (repairs, 
Ac.)  7565;  (Sarnia)  7564;  (Spanish  river) 
7565  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Ste.  Famllle  wharf)  7390;  (St.  Fidele) 
7391  ;  (St.  Francois  de  Sales)  7391  ;  (St. 
Fulgence)  7392  ;  (St.  Louis  Feeders)  7386 
(lv). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges  (Dom. 
colonization  roads)  7601  ;  (traffic  bridges) 
7592  (lv). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (additional  sidings,  &c.) 
1970  (1);  (bridge  strengthening)  9386  (v); 
(Campbellton)  1968  ;  (capital  expenditure) 
1956  (1);  (double  tracking)  9390;  (engine 
houses)  9389  (v) ;  (general  vote)  7446,  7467 
(iv);  (Memramcook  accommodation)  1977 
(1);  (Moncton  accommodation)  9391  (v); 
(Newcastle  Improvements)  1967  (1);  (Pie- 


Barker,  Mr.  Saml.— Con. 
Supply — Con. 
Railways— I.C.R. — Con. 
tou  accommodation)  9890  (v)  ;  (rolling 
stock)  2037  (It),  9501  (v);  (St.  Fablen  sub- 
way) 1981  (i);  (St.  John  accommodation) 
9389  (v);  (St.  Moise  station)  1976;  (sema- 
phores) 1986;  (steel  rails,  fastenings,  Ac.) 
1988  (i),  2038  (11). 
Railways— P.B.I.    ..(Murray    Harbour  and 
Bridge)  2041,  2136  (il). 
Toronto,  Hamilton  A  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  79 

(Mr.  Zimmerman)  in  Com.,  4269  (lit). 
Vancouver,  Victoria    and   Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  on  M.  for  2*. 
4701  (ill);  In  Com.,  8316,  8687  (v). 
Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  108 

(Mr.  Adamson)  In  Com.,  4686  (ill). 
Woodt'l,  Seymour,  Emplymt.  on  I.C.R.  (Ques.) 
2191  (11). 

Barr,  Mr.  J„  Dufferin. 
Apples,  Packing  for  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.  on  Res.,  677  (1). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid    Laurler)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  S921 

(II)  ;  (laws,  courts,  Ste.)  in  Com.,  692* 
(ill);  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont) 
8618;  on  M.  for  8*  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
8887  (v). 

Cement  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8992 

(v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  1001;  in  Com.,  644  (1). 

Chesley  Postmastershlp  Vacancy,  Appnmt., 
Ac.  (Ques.)  9081  (v). 

Citizens'  Bank  of  Canada  (B.  183)  1**,  4271 

(III)  ;  in  Com.,  5973  (lv). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 
(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  9426  (v). 

Dredges,  Hiring,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6842  (lv). 

Franking  Privilege,  Use  of  Stamp  re  Docu- 
ments, Ac.  (remarks)  6134  (ill),  6968,  6834, 
6961  (iv). 

House  of  Commons,  Improvements:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1668.(1). 
Immigrants,  Number  arriving   In   1904,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  1148  (1). 
Immigration  of  Skilled  Labour  and  Toronto 

Labour  Council,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7510 

(iv)  . 

Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt. 

B.  176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8681  (v). 
Jams,  Ac,  Adulteration  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1712  (1). 
Lump-Jaw  In  Cattle  (remarks)  on  Cone,  6917 

(lv). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im 
migrants,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9470 

(v)  . 

Officials  dismissed  by  Mr.  Whitney  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6863  (lv). 
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Barr,  Mr.  J. — Con. 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (M». 

Campbell)  In  Com.,  8135  (li). 
Parole  System  for  Convicts  (remarks)  In  Com 

of  Sup.,  471  (i). 
Post  Office  Regulations   re    Distribution  of 

Packages  sent  to  Postmasters,  Cor.,  Ac. 

(read)  6834  (lv). 
See  '  Franking ',  &c. 

 Packages,  Inquiry  for,  6961  (lv). 

Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.:  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Royal  Mint,  Ottawa:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  618  (1). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Co-n.,  336,  1167  (i). 
Sbelburne  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  &c..  Cor.  re 

(M.  for  copies)  596  (1). 
Shelburne  P.O.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1043  (1). 

Spirits  in  Bond,  Age,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  8681  (v). 

Supply :  , 
Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1700 
(1). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Can.  exhibits  at  Im- 
perial Institute)  1838  (i);  (experimental 
farms)  C166;  (bulletins)  6928  (lv);  (Tear 
Book)  1476  (1). 

Civil  Qovt. — Agriculture  (contingencies) 
9068;  (patent  branch)  9057  (v);  Marine 
and  Fisheries  (salaries)  6266  (iv). 

Dom.  Lands  (maps,  printing,  Ac.)  6426  (lv). 

Excise  (methylated  spirits)  1691:  (travel- 
ling expenses)  1689  (1). 

Geological  Survey  (salaries)  9249  \v). 

Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  Ac.)  6388 
(lv). 

Indians — Ont.  and  Que.  (Treaty  No.  9)  9336 
(v). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (keepers' 
salaries)  2697  (11). 

Miscellaneous  (Canals  Celebration,  Sault 
Ste.  Marie)  9621;  (International  Congress. 
Reception  at  Quebec)  9622  (v). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt,  steamers, 
maintenance)  2618;  (schools  of  navigation) 
2640  (ii);  (winter  mail  service)  6467  (iv). 

Penitentiaries  (parole  system)  471  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (St.  John 
quarantine)  1063  (i);  N.W.T.  (Edmonton) 
9550  (v);  N.S.  (Shelburne)  1043  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (addi- 
tions, 4c.)  9544  (v);  (H.  of  C.  improve- 
ments) 1568;  (Printing  Bureau,  addition) 
1675  (1)  :  (Rideau  Hall,  grounds)  9651  (v)  ; 
(Royal  Mint)  618  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Apple  River  wharf)  1731. 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont. 
(Bracebridge)  7547  ;  (Grand  River  dredg- 
ing) 6873  ;  (OoHingwood)  7549  ;  (Little 
Current)  7560  ;  (Midland)  7561  ;  (Ottawa 
locks)  7561  ;  (Owen  Sound)  7561  (lv), 
9600  (v)  ;  (Penetanguishene)  7563  (lv)  ; 
(Saugeen)  9602  (v)  ;  (Wiarton)  7569  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— P.E.I. 
(McPhersou's  cove)  1736  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(compensation  to.  Jos.  Paul)  6463  ;  (Dou- 
cet's  Landing)  6849  ;  (Maskinonge  river) 
6842. 

Quarantine  (Grosse  Isle  steamer)  1838  ; 
(William's  Head)  1841  (1). 


Barr,  Mr.  J. — Con. 

Supply — Con. 
Steamboat  Inspection  (salaries)  2696. 
Weights  and  Measures  (electric  light  inspec- 
tion) 1696  ;  (standards)  1696  (1). 

Telephone  System,  Investigation,  on  M. 
(Sir  Wm.  Mulock)  for  Sel.  Com.,  2684. 

Temiscamlngue,  Establishment  of  Experi- 
mental Farm  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6167  (lv). 

Thessadon  Postmaster,  Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey,  Irre- 
gularities, &c.  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup., 
6203  (iv). 

Trading  Stamps  :  Bee  '  Criminal.' 

Beauparlant,  Mr.  A.  M.,  St.  Byacinthe. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R,  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4396 
(111). 

Beland,  Mr.  H.  8.,  Beauee. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  3906 
(11). 

Maple  Product,  Adulteration  of.  Prevention 
by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1340  (1). 

Belcourt,  Hon.  N.  A.,  Ottawa. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  3498 
(11)  ;  in  Com.  (school  clause  amt.)  7160  (lv); 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8461  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  8298  ;  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Monk)  dual  language,  8670  (v). 
Bee  '  Manitoba.' 

Cabinet  Ministers-ex,  Annuity  B.  203  (Mr. 
Fielding)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9739  (v). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  7626  (iv). 

Dundonald,  Earl  of.  Cor.  O.  C'a.,  Ac,  re  Dis- 
missal (M.  for  copies*)  3205  (11). 

House  of  Commons,  Duties  of  Clerks  re  (re- 
marks) 9077  (v). 

Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Insurance 
Co.  of  Canada  lncorp.  (B.  98)  1**,  2043  ;  In 
Com.,  2770  (ID. 

Kentvllle  MHItla  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6670  (iv). 

L'Union  St.  Joseph  du  Canada  tnoorp.  (B.  151) 
Pet.  presented,  2490,  2491  (11)  ;  1**,  5783  (111). 

McGUUicuddy,  Mr.  D.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6602  (lv.) 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Expla- 
nation (remarks)  4015  (11). 

Militia  Infantry  Corps,  Reduction  of,  Ac. 
(Ques.)  7019  (lv). 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 
Turriff)  In  Com.,  2067  (11). 

Ottawa  Bleotrlfc  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  GaUlher)  on 
M.  to  ret.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1890  (1);  In  Com., 
2533,  2537,  2968,  3199  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart) 
to  M.  for  3°,  3396  (11). 
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Belcourt,  Hon.  N.  A. — Con. 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  92)  1"*, 

2006  (ii)  ;  in  Com.,  4966,  4968  (111). 
Owen,  Thomas  David,  Patent  Relief  B.  177 

(Mr.  Stewart)  in  Com.,  8662  (v). 
Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)   B.    36  (Mr. 

Fltzpatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  670  (1). 
'Renegade  Liberals,'  Ac,  Ref.  to  in  speech  on 

Autonomy  Bill,  3627  (li). 
Secretary  of  State,  Deptil.  Employes,  Salaries, 

&c.  (Ques.)  8666  (y). 
Supply  : 

House  of  Commons  (sessional  clerks)  6696 

(iv). 

TreadgoJd  Concessions,  Instructions  to  Com- 
missioners (remarks)  7101  (Itj. 

Yukon  Reforms  re  Condition  of  Govt,  (re- 
marks) on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to  Cou.  of 
Sup.,  7086  (It). 

Bennett,  Mr.  W.  H.,  East  Stmcoe. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  6262 
(111)  ;  (lands  vested  in  Crown)  in  Com.,  6033 
(lv). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Haultaln,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2576  (li). 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of,  Conspiracy,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  36,  641  ;  Cor. 
(read)  643  ;  Tel.  (read)  546  (I). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers  (re- 
marks) on  Orders  of  the  Day,  3586  (II). 

Canadian  Cattle,  British  Embargo  (remarks) 
457  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  650  (1). 

Coal  Contracts  re  Penitentiaries,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  478  (I). 

Coldwater  and  Lowering  Mall  Service,  Con- 
tract re  (Ques.)  1848(1),  2594  (II). 

Collingwood  Dry  Dock,  Payments  by  Govt,  re 
Bounty  (Ques.)  6663  (lv). 

Collingwood  Public  Dock,  Tenders  re  Oonroy 
Bros,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6572  (lv). 

Conmee  A  Bowman,  Dredging  Contract  re 
Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William,  Advertise- 
ments for  Tenders,  ftc.  (li.)  to  adjn.,  4458 
Oil). 

See  'Ft.  William,'  'Dredges,'  Ac,  'Port 
'  Arthur,'  ftc. 
Dredges  built  by  Govt,  at  Toronto  (remarks) 
2456  (11. 

Dredging  Plant,  Ac,  Imported  into  Canada, 
Valuation,  ftc.  (Ques.)  5425  (111). 

Dredges  imported  and  Entries  at  Customs 
(remarks)  re  Answer  to  Question,  6696  (ill). 

Dukis  Indian  Reserve,  Sale  of  Timber,  ftc. 
(Ques.)  3202  (li). 

Exchequer  Court  Judgeship,  Appnmt.  of  (re- 
marks) 5209  (ill). 


Bennett,  Mr.  W.  H. — Con. 
Fort  William  and   Port   Arthur  Dredging, 

Number  of  Tenders,  ftc.  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6729  (lv). 
See  '  Conmee,'  ftc. 
Gas  Plant  at  Parry  Sound,  Establishment  of 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2712,  2725  (iv). 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale,  ftc,  to  Mr.  F.  W. 

Grant  (remarks)  6479  (iv). 

 on  Explanation  (Mr.  Grant)  6737  (It). 

Grain  carried  ana  exported  through  Govt. 

Elevators  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1917 

(t). 

Grand  Trunk  Railway  Co.s  B.  45  (Mr.  Mac- 

donald)  In  Com.,  3885  (II). 
Hope   Island   Timber   Cutting,  Inquiry  for 

Papers,  2759  (II). 
I.C.R.,  Traffic  Arrangements  with  other  Rys. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1917  (I). 
KentviUe  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6658,  6666  (iv). 
Killam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  of  as  Chairman  of 

Ry.  Commission  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com. 

on  Ros.,  641  (1). 
Kingston  Penitentiary  Supplies,  Contracts  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  477  (I). 
Levis,  Purchase  of  Land  for  I.C.R.  (remarks) 

on  M.  for  Sup.,  6668  (lv). 
McCraney,  Mr.,  Charges  re  Frauds  re  Census 

(remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  5,  660  (1). 
Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarretti's  Ex- 
planation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  3968  (li). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6808  (lv). 
Midland   Govt.  Dock,    Tenants,    Rent,  ftc. 

(Ques.)  542S  (ill). 
 Protest  re  Govtl.  Action  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9667  (v). 
Midland  Harbour  Range  Lights  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2734  (li). 
  on  Statement  of  Dep.  MIn.  (remarks) 

2853  (11). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  LIna,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn., 
6591  (ill). 

Parliament  Grounds  Paving  Contract,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6792  (ill). 

Parry  Sound,  Buoy  Contract  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (li). 

 Gas  Plant,  Purchase  of  Property  (re- 
marks) 2726  (11). 

Penetanguishene  Dredging,  Owner's-  Name, 
ftc.  (Ques.)  2063  (ii). 

Plunkett,  Geo.,  Contract  re  Coal  for  Peniten- 
tiaries (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  479  (I). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conmee  A  Bowman's  Tender  (M.)  to 
adjn.,  4645,  4676  (ill.) 

 Advertisement  for  Tender,    Ac.  (M.) 

to  adjn.,  4458  (III). 

 Tenders  re  (remarks)  5963  (Iv). 
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Bennett,  Mr.  W.  H.— Con. 
Postal  Service,  Patronage  re  Boots  for  Mall 
Carriers  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6229 
(iv). 

Pound  Net  Licenses  Issued  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2892  (11). 
Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Ry.  Commissioners   (appnmt.  of  chairman) 

B.  36  (Mr.  Fltcpatrlck)  on  M.  tor  Com.  on 

Res.,  641  (1). 
Sbaretti  :    See  '  Manitoba,'  &c. 
'  Sequin,'  Stir.,  Purchase  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  8834 

(H). 
Supply  : 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  river)  9361;  (sur- 
veys) 9366  (v). 

Dom.  Lands  (Banff  Park  Waterworks) 
9306  (v). 

Fisheries  (inspectors'  salaries)  2892  (II). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (buoys)  2730; 

(gas  lights)  2725  (il). 
Pentltentiaries  (Kingston)  477  (1). 
Post  Office  (mail  service)  9611  (v). 
Public  Works— Buildings— Man.   (St.  Boni- 
face) 9549  ;   N.W.T.    (Edmonton)    9560  ; 

(Saskatoon)  9550  (v). 
Public  Works — Buildings,  Out.  (Neepawa) 

9549;  (Orlllla)  9549;  (Owen  Sound)  9547; 

Ottawa  (post  office  fittings)  9551  (v). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S. 

Battery  Point)  9552  ;    (Phinney's  Cove) 

9557  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers,  Ont. 
(Crowe's  Landing)  9600;  (Honora  wharf) 
9597  ;  (Manitoulln  wharf)  9697  ;  (Midland 
harbour)  9601;  (Rama  wharf)  9602;  (Ros- 
seau  wharf)  9600  (v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers,  Que. 
(Anso  a  l'llot)  9591  ;  (Beauce  wharf) 
9591;  (Orande  Riviere  de  Beaupre)  9592; 
(Lake  Megantic)  9591;  (Riviere  aux  Re- 
nards)  9592;  (St.  Lawrence  ship  channel) 
2456  (11). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening)  1912 
(I);  (Indiantown  branch)  9482  (v). 

Thessalon  Postmaster,  Irregularities,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6227  (tv). 

Victoria  Harbour  Mali  Contract  (Ques.)  2191 
(11). 

Watson,  Customs  Collector  at  Colllngwood, 
Superannuation,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  408  (1). 

Waverly  Postmaster,  Duties  and  Residence, 
&c.  (Ques.)  5427  (ill). 

 (remarks)  6807  (iii). 

Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H.,  Beauharnois. 

Acetylene  Gas  Invention  of  Mr.  Palnchaud,  re 

Safety  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6308  (Iv). 
Adulteration  Act  Amt.  (B.  197)  1"*,  9179  (v). 
Anthracite  Coal  and  Ry.  Co.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Galll- 

her)  to  present  Pet.,  4560  (111). 
Atlantic  Fast  SS.  Service  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  892  (1). 
Atlas,  Samples  furnished  by  Interior  Dept. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9308  (v). 


Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  Q.  H. — Con. 
Audit  Act  Amt.,  Govtl.  Intention  (remarks) 
6112  (tv). 

Auditor  General's  Rep.,  on  Inquiry  for  (re- 
marks) 97  fl). 

Autonomy  Bill,  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In 
Com.  on  Res.,  6443,  5480  (Hi);  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2",  3462  (li);  (Al- 
berta boundaries)  In  Com.,  5601  (ill); 
(B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  dual  lan- 
guage 8547,  8668  (v);  (school  clause  amt.) 
7134  (iv);  8387  (v);  (Senate  representation) 
6675  (ill);  on  M.  for  3*  (Amt.)  Schools,  8831; 
Neg.  (T.  7;  N.  138)  8832  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill  Circular,  signed  by  T.  Brown, 
Sec.  of  Public  Instruction,  Printing,  4c.  (re- 
marks) 3009  (11). 
See  '  Sbaretti,'  '  Saskatchewan.' 

Banking  Act  Amendment  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  607  (1). 

  (remarks)  6112  (lv). 

Bank  Notes,  Supervision  re  Printing  and  Cir- 
culation, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6264  (lv). 

Beauharnois  Canal  Water  Power,  Negotia- 
tions re  procuring  for  Electric  Lighting, 

&c.  (Ques.)  1504  (1). 
 utilization  of  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6307  (iv). 
 Waterways,  Opening  of   Feeders:  m 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7380  (iv). 
Bicquet   Lighthouse   Keeper,  Name,  Salary, 

&c.  (Ques.)  3202  (11). 
Bic  Wharf,  Purchase  of  Land  from  P.  Ross, 

&c.  (Ques.)  1850  (1). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  on  M.  to  ret.  back 

to  Ry.  Com.,  8653  (v). 
Cabinet  Ministers-ex,  Annuities  B.  203  (Mr. 

Fielding)  In  Com.,  9792  (v). 
Cacouna  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  Work,  &c. 

(Ques.)  7096  (lv). 
Canadian  Cattle  Embargo  In  G.B.,  on  M.  to 
•    cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  9007  (v). 
Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  B.  93 

(Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes)  In  Com.,  2770  (il). 
Caughnawaga    Indians,    Medical  Attendance 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  225  (i). 
Chateauguay  River  Dredging  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6847  (lv). 
Chateau  Richer,  Public  Works,  Dates  of  Pay- 
ment, &c.  (Ques.)  3202  (11). 
 Montmorency   Wharf,  Expenditure  by 

Govt,  (remarks)  1015  (1) 
Colllngwood  Govt.  Dock,  Tenders  re  Conroy 

Bros,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6576  (lv). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fttzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  9429  (v). 
Curras  Bridge  and  Sorel  Bridge  Scandals,  Ret. 

to  on  Nixon  Charges,  8142  (v). 
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Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H. — Oon. 
Debates,  French  Edition,  Delay  In  Translation 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  239  (1). 
Debates,  Official,  4th  Rep.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Ger- 

vals)  to  cone,  6084  (111). 
 on  M.  to  cone.  In  7th  Rep.  of  Com., 

9809  (v). 

Dismissals  from  Public  Offices,  &c.  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  139  (1). 

Divorce  Bills,  Vote  re,  &c.  (personal  explana- 
tion) 6377,  6405,  6671  (iv). 

Doutre,  Mr.  Alex.,  Dismissal  and  Reinstate- 
ment, &c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  142 
(1),  6247  (lv). 

Edmonton  Electoral  District,  Gallcian  Vote, 
&c.  (remarks)  4201  (111). 

Electoral  Atlas,  Distribution  to  Members  (re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897  (lv). 

 New  Edition  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6622  (lv). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  69 
(Mr.  Oeoffrlon)  on  M.  for  1°,  987  (1). 

Extradition  Cases  by  U.S.,  Before  Commis- 
sioners, Montreal  (Ques.)  3937  (ii). 

Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  of  Canada  Co.'s  in- 
corp.  B.  144  (Mr.  Oeoffrion)  in  Com.,  6380, 
6607  (iv). 

First  Minister's  Salary,  B.  201  (Mr.  Fielding) 

on  M.  for  3°,  9790  (v). 
Foreign  Coin  Circulation,  Prevention  re  (re- 
marks) 8776  (v). 
Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  Dredging, 

Number  of  Tenders,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6730  (iv). 
Franchise  Act  Amt.  B.  62  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick) 

In  Com.,  2113  (11).  9199  (v). 
Gaynor-Greene  Extradition,  Charges  against 

Mr.  Lafontalne,  Ac.  (Ques.)  3937  (11). 
Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  9399  (v). 
G.T.P.  Commission,  Appnmt.  of  Hon.  S.  N. 

Parent  (remarks)  699  (1). 
G.T.P.  Co.'s  B.  116  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy)  in 

Com.,  7626  (iv). 
Harbours    and    Boards    of  Commissioners, 

Names,  Ac,  (Ques.)  1063  (1). 
Harbour  Commissions,  Control  of  by  Govt. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6726  (iv). 
Harper,  Geo.  Dance,  Relief  B.  154  (Mr.  T.  G. 

Johnston)  on  M.  tor  3°,  6377  (lv). 
House  of  Commons,  Accommodation,  Door- 
keepers, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6600  (lv). 

 Rooms  for  Members,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  238  (1). 
Imports  and  Exports,  Duties  paid,  &c,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Clements)  tor  Ret.  3204  (il). 
Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  176  (Mr.  Bro- 

deur)  on  M.  for  1",  7421  (iv). 


Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H. — Con. 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  (salaries) 
Amt.  B.  204   (Mr.   Fltzpatrick)    in  Com., 
9794  (V). 

Lachlne  Canals,  Nuisances  of  Whistles,  Ac. 
(remarks)  9284  (v). 

Letter  Carriers,  Bonuses,  &c.  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  215  (1). 

 Uniforms,  Contracts  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup    207  (1). 

Lewis,  Edward  Norman,  Relief  B.  142  (Mr. 
Fltzpatrick)  in  Com.,  6137  (Hi). 

Library  of  Parliament,  Enlargement  ot  Build- 
ing (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6944  (lv). 

Lighthouse  Keeper  at  Bicquet,  Name,  Salary. 
&c.  (Ques.)  3202  (11). 

McGiliicuddy,  Mr.  D.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6602  (iv). 

McGill  University,  School  of  Transportation, 
Grant  to  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9381 
(v). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr  Sbaretti's  Expla- 
nation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4062  (11). 

Marconi  Stations  in  Operation  (remarks)  in 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  6625  (lv). 

Martin,  Eli,  Emplymt.  in  Customs  Dept. 
(Ques.)  7097  (iv). 

Military  School  for  Montreal,  Selection  of 
Site  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7009  (iv). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  on  M.  for  2°,  7267 

(iv)  . 

Militia  Officers,  and  Independence  of  Parlt. 
Act,  Suggested  Amt.  (remarks)  5137  (ill). 

Militia  Staffs  of  Officers,  Reduction  in  Num- 
ber, &c.  (Ques.)  5315  (ill). 

'  Montcalm,'  Str.,  Experiments  re  Ioebreak- 
ing  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (iv). 

Montreal  Customs,  Dep.  Collector,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  256  (1). 

Montreal  Dom.  Exhibition,  Grant  to  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 

Montreal  Harbour  Commissioners  B.  192  (Mr. 
Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  9288  (v). 

Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Expenditure 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  779  (1). 

Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Buildings  Addition, 
Site  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1123  (i). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Illegal  Stamping  of  Let- 
ters (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  196  (i). 

 Improvements,  New  Station  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  222  (1). 

 Rep.  of  Supt.  of  Health  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  203  (1). 

Nixon,  Mr.,  Dom.  Lands  Agent,  Charges 
against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  adjn.,  8142 

(v)  . 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9322 
(v). 
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Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  Q.  H. — Oon. 
N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire  Fen- 
cing, on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5584 
(111). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com.,  460  (i). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fitzpa- 
trlck)  In  Com.,  8765  (v). 

Ottawa  Buildings,  Concentration  of  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  604  (1). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  in 
Com.,  3180  (it). 

Pacific  Bank  of  Canada  B.  176  (Mr.  Galllher) 
on  M.  for  2',  7625  (lv). 

Parent,  Hon.  S.  N.,  Appnmt.  to  O.T.P.  Com- 
mission (remarks)  699  (i). 

Parole  System  for  Convicts  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  467  (i). 

Patent  Medicines,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (I). 

Pearson,  Geo.,  Relief  B.  163  (Mr.  Calvert)  In 
Com.,  7623  (lv). 

Plains  of  Abraham,  Number  of  Acres  pur- 
chased by  Govt,  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
436  (1). 

Postmasters  as  Political  Partisans  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6247  (lv). 

Printing  Bureau,  Enlargement  of,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897,  6948  (lv). 

'  Protestant  School ',  Ref.  to  Mr.  Fielding's 
Speech,  3482  (ii). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Public  Accounts  Com.,  Meetings,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 7100  (lv). 

Public  Works  and  Marine  Depts.,  Line  of 
Demarcation,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6841  (lv). 

Public  Works  under  Contracts,  Supervision, 
Drawback  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7688 
(lv). 

Quebec  Drill  Hall,  Expenditure  re  (Ques.) 
1146  (1). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners  Act  Amt.  B. 

87  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  1243  (1). 
Quebec   Harbour   Commission,   Transfer  to 

Marine  Dept.,  771  (i). 
Railways  Act  (Govt.)  Amt.  B.  132  (Mr.  Em- 

merson)  in  Com.,  6145  (lv). 
Railway  Passes,  Certificate  of  Identification 

for  Members  (M.)  7249  (iv). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  adjn.,  7346 
,  (lv). 

Richibucto  Public  Building:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6731  (lv). 

Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir 
Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  6967 
(iv). 

Ste.  Famille  Wharfage   Dues,  Abolition  of 

(Ques.)  1150  (1). 
 Expenditure  re  (Ques.)  1149  (i). 


Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H. — Oon. 

St.  Francois  and  Quebec  S3.  Subsidy,  Request 
re  (Ques.)  1604  (i). 

St.  James  Division  Branch  Post  Office  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  218  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Channel,  Charges  re  'J. 
I.  Tarte  '  Dredge  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2463  (ii). 

St.  Timothee  Wharf,  Repairs,  Ac.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7305  (lv). 

Saskatchewan  B.  70,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  8701  (v). 

Sbaretti's,  M'gr.,  Explanation  re  Man.  Bound- 
aries, Letter  of  Mr.  Fitzpatrick  to  Bishop 

.  of  Quebec  (read)  4053  (11). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 
201  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  in  Com.,  9791  (v). 

Sorel  Dredge  Building,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  794  (1). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 
B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  9346  (v). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.    (Dom.  exhibitions, 

B.C.)  9608  (v). 
Adulteration  of  Food    (patent  medicines) 

1725  (i). 

Canals — Beauharnots  (repairs)  6307  (iv). 

Canals — Chambiy  (culvert  St.  Therese  Is- 
land) 6301  (iv). 

Canals— Cornwall  (lock  repairs)  9381  (v). 

Canals— Lachlne  (Cote  St  Paul  bridge)  6294 
(iv)  ;  (electric  appliances)  9354  (vfc  (en- 
largement) 6295  ;  (Hanault,  O.  L.,  pay- 
ments) 6299  ;  (lock  gates  suspension)  6301; 
(Mill  St.  paving)  6301  ;  (power  house 
flume)  6299  ;  (repairs)  6306  (lv)  ;  (St.  Ga- 
briel basin)  9378  (v)  ;  (waU  underpinning) 
6298  ;  (widening  tallrace)  6299  (iv). 

Canals— St.  Ours  (landing  wharf)  6302  (lv). 

Canals— Trent  (staff  on  dams)  9383  (v). 

Charges  of  Management  (Receiver  General's 
Office)  6249  (lv),  9063  (v). 

Civil  Govt.— Agriculture  (archivist)  9064  (v); 
(salaries)  92  ;  (Aud.  General's  Dept.  (sal- 
aries) 77,  91  ;  Finance  (salaries)  119 ; 
(High  Commissioner's  Office  (salaries)  120; 
Indian  Affairs  (salaries)  116;  Justice  (tees, 
witnesses  and  Jurors)  135  (i)  ;  Post  Office 
(contingencies)  6247  (lv)  ;  (salaries)  95 ; 
Public  Works  (salaries)  94  (1)  ;  Sec.  of 
State  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  6249  (lv); 
(purchase  of  books)  76  (i). 

Customs— (contingent  expenses,  Ac.)  266  ; 
Yukon  (living  allowances)  411  (I). 

Dom.  Lands  (surveys,  maps,  Ac.)  6406  (iv). 

Dominion  Police  (salaries)  138  (I). 

Excise  (contingencies)  6724  (Iv). 

Fisheries  ('  Petrel,'  protection  service)  6630 
(iv). 

Geological  Survey  (salaries)  9249  (v). 

House  of  Commons  (contingencies)  260  ;  (de- 
bates) 239  (1)  ;  (leather  trunks)  6606  (lv); 
(salaries)  238  (1)  ;  (sessional  olerks)  6597; 
Library  (books)  6944  (lv). 

Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  &c.)  6386 
(iv). 

Indians  (land  management  fund)  236  ; 
Ont.  (blankets,  clothing)  225;  (medical  at- 
tendance) 225;  Quebec  (Oka  band)  236; 
(St.  Regis  lockup)  237  (i). 

Justice— Yukon  (court  tees,  Ac.)  137;  (judges' 
allowances)  126  :  (law  books,  Ac.)  136 ; 
maintenance  of  prisoners)  135  (I). 
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Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  6.  H. — Con. 

Supply — Con. 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7511  (iv). 
Legislation — Franchise  Act    (voters'  lists) 

6897.  69S4  (It). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (revolving 

lights)  2704  (11). 
iMall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 

and  Mexico)  895  ;   (Can.  and  S.  Africa) 

974  ;    (Paspeblac  and  Gaspe)  946  ;  (St. 

Catherine's  Bay  and  Tadousac)  948  (I). 
Marine  Hospitals  (St.  Joan,  N.B.)  6628  (iv); 

(sick  seamen)  2686  (11). 
Militia  (Advisory  Board)  436  (1);  (permanent 

force)  9110  (v)  ;  (Royal  Military  college) 

7000  (iv). 

(Miscellaneous  (Pacific  cable  grant)  7276 
(iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (hydrography  sur- 
veys) 6625  (iv). 

Penitentiaries  (parole  system)  467  (1). 

Pensions  (Fenian  Raid)  6956  ;  (Militiamen, 
1S85)  6967  (iv). 

Post  Office  (Compassionate  allowance  re 
Patrick  Gallery)  6628;  (inspector  W.  A. 
Cairns'  salary)  6629;  (mail  service)  6629 
(lv);  (ry.  mall  clerks)  139  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings— B.C.  (improve- 
ments) 6735  ;  N.B.  (Rtchlbuoto)  6731  (iv). 

Public  Works— .Buildings— Ont.  (London 
'drill  hall)  6732  (iv). 

Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  (additions  to  H. 
of  C.)  9544  (v)  ;  (Archives)  603  (1)  ;  (ele- 
vators) 9561  (v);  (museum)  765;  (Royal 
Mint)  606  (1). 

Public  Works  —  Buildings  —  Que.  (Grosse 
Isle)  1109  (1),  6734  (lv);  (Levis)  1112; 
(Longueull)  1114;  (Magog)  1114;  (Montreal 
barracks)  1118;  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.) 
1119;  (Montreal  military  buildings)  1126; 
(Montreal  P.  O.  improvements)  1127; 
(Montreal  P.  O.  pneumatic  system)  1135; 
(St.  John's)  1143;  (Valleyfield)  1144  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Fort  Lawrence)  6838;  (L'Ardolse  break- 
water) 6839;  (Port  Hawkesbury)  6837  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Port  Arthur)  787  ;  Que.  (Anse  aux 
Beaufils)  7285  ;  (Anse  aux  Oris  Fonds) 
7285  ;  (Anse  St.  Jean)  7286  ;  (Bale  des 
Peres,  Lake  Temlscamlngue)  7287  ;  (Ba- 
rachois  de  Malbale)  7287  ;  (Blc  wharf) 
7288  ;  (Canton  Fabre)  7288  ;  (Chambord 
wharf)  7289  ;  (Chateauguay  dredging) 
6847.  7322  ;  (Chateau  Richer)  7290  ;  (Des- 
cente  des  Femmes  wharf)  7307  ;  (Desjar- 
dins  wharf)  7298;  (Doucet's  Landing)  6849, 
7298  ;  (eastern  channel)  7330;  (East  Tem- 
pleton)  7301;  (Fraserville  harbour)  7323  ; 
(Gatineau  Point)  7303;  (Grand  Piles  dam) 
7327  (iv);  (Que.  harbour  improvements) 
770  (I),  6724  (Iv);  (Isle  St.  Therese)  7376; 
(Lake  St  John  dredging)  7306;  (Laprairle 
loe  piers)  7306;  (Lavaltrle  wharf)  7306; 
(Little  Rapids  dam)  6839  (lv);  (Louise  em- 
bankment) 770  (i);  (Magdalen  Islands)  7308 ; 
(Maskinonge  river)  6842;  (Mille  Vaches) 
7310;  (Mistook  wharf)  7310;  (Mont  Louis 
wharf)  7310;  (Montmagny  wharf)  7311; 
(Montmorency  Falls)  7311  ;  (Montmorency 
wharf)  6852  ;  (Nicolet  pier)  7313  ;  (Notre 
Dame  du  Portage  wharf)  7314;  (Ottawa 
river)  7376;  (Peel  Head  bay)  7314;  (Riviere 
du  Llevre)  7325;  (Riviere  du  Loup)  7325; 
(Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatlere)  7390;  (Ste  Fa- 
mine wharf)  7390;  (St.  FIdele)  7391;  (St. 


Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  6.  H. — Con. 
Supply— Con. 
Public  Works— Con. 
Francois,  Orleans)  7391;  (St.  Francis  de 
Sales)  7392;  (St.  Jean,  Orleans)  7393  (Iv); 
(St.  Lawrence  channel)  2463  (11);  (St.  Louis 
river)  7379;  (St.  Louis  river  feeders)  7381; 
(St.  Maurice  dredging)  6851,  7326;  (Sague- 
nay  dredging)  7377;  (Sorel  ice  piers)  6841; 
(Terrebonne)  7394  ;  (Tamaska  river)  7394 
(lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Trans- 
portation, Ac.  (Georgian  Bay  surveys) 
7637  (lv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (balances,  Ac.) 
7629;  (clerical  assistance)  7626;  (Deep 
Waterways  Commission)  6894;  (engineers, 
Ac.)  6895;  (technical  books;  7627;  (trans- 
portation commission)  7627  (iv). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges— N.W.T. 
(Battle  river)  7588;  (Shellmouth)  7592 
(iv). 

Public  Works— Slides  and  Booms  (Gatineau 

River)  7630  (lv). 
Public    Works— TelegraphB— Que.    (J.  C. 

Tache,  special  service)  6897;  Yukon  (Aah- 

croft-Dawson)  6896  (iv). 
Railways — G.T.P.     (surveys,  construction. 
•    Ac.)  2287  (11);  I.C.R.  (working  expenses) 

9384;  Miscellaneous  (school  of  transport- 
ation) 9381  (v). 
Senate  (contingencies)  6620  (iv). 
Yukon  Ter.  Govt,  (additional  allowance  to 

Ma].  Wood)  9250;    (local  council  grant) 

9250  (v). 

Trading  Stamps  :  See  '  Criminal  Code '. 
Uniforms  for  Letter  Carriers.  Contract*  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  207  (1). 
Uniforms  for  Militia,  Rules  re  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  438  (1). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  In  Com., 
719  (1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  In  Com., 
8639  (v). 

Ventilation  of  Chamber  (remarks)  8696,  9644 
(v). 

Yukon  Customs  Officials,  Living  Allowances 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  411  (i). 
Yukon.  Reforms  re  Condition  of  Covering, 
Ac.  (remarks)  on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7066  (iv). 

Bickerdike,  Mr.  R.,  Montreal,  St.  Latermee. 

Aids  to  Navigation,  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2891  (11). 

American  Currency  circulated  in  Canada,  Pre- 
vention re  (Ques.)  3010  (11). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  on  M.  for  2°,  4360  (ill). 

Bills  from  the  Senate  (M.)  to  place  on  Orders, 
9278  (v). 

Canadian  Agency  (B.  77)  1—,  1671  (1);  In 

Com.,  9077;  M.  to  ret.  back  to  Banking  and 

Commerce  Com.,  9078  (v). 
Embargo  on  Canadian  Cattle  in  G.B.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  P.  H.  McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  6th  Rep. 

of  Committee,  9003  (v). 
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Bickerdike,  Mr.  R. — Con. 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Permanent 

Sheds,  Cor.,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.    Honk)  for 

copies,  162  (i). 
St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Aids   to  Navigation 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2891  (ii). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  149)  M.  to  place  on 

Order  Paper,  9278  (v). 

Black,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Hants. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Centralization  of  Sam- 
ples (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1717  (i). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  5109  (iii)  ; 

 Edmonton  Election1  (remarks)  in  Com., 

6893  (lid). 

 Ref.  to  Speech  re  '  Doukhobors  and  En- 
glishmen '  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.,  6901 
(ill). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  106)  1°*,  2184  (11) ; 
In  Com.,  4971;  3*  m.,  6113  (iii);  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  7626  (It). 

O.B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperial  Parlt., 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  8.  Hughes)  2390  (il). 

Kentville  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6667  (lv). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1717 

(.a. 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1361  (1). 

Blain,  Mr.  R.,  Peel. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  on  Res.,  737  (1),  2416;  in  Com., 
2848  (ii). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  3284  (ii); 
(lands  vested  in  Crown)  in  Com.,  5997;  (sub- 
sidy to  provs.)  in  Com.,  6096  (iv). 

 School  Clauses,  Explanation  re  Amts. 

(remarks)  6820  (111). 

Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston  Pen.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  486  (1). 

Canada  Eastern  and  I.C.R.,  Accounts  re  Ex- 
penditure (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1928 
(t). 

Canadian  Cattle  Embargo  in  G.B.,  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  9007  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  997;  In  Com.  on  B.,  634,  1069 
(I). 

Census  Enumerators,  Appnmt  of  (remarks)  In 

Com.  on  B.  6,  1073  (1). 
Circulars  Issued  by  Political  Associations  re 

Census,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  5,  1097 

0). 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8221  (v). 
Cornwall  Canal  Employees  during  Election 

Campaign  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1229 

(1). 


Blain,  Mr.  R. — Con. 
Corry  Block,  Rental  paid  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

in  Com  of  Sup.,  6821  (iv). 
Dredges,  Working  Expenses,   &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  804  (i). 
Dundonald  Park   and   Ottawa  Improvement 

Commission  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  180, 

8686  (v). 

Geological  Survey  Museum,  Electric  Lighting 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  761  (1). 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to  F.  W.  Grant 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6505  (lv). 
Glace  Bay,  N.S.,  Purchase  of  Site  for  Building 

(Ques.)  9697  (v). 
Glanders,  Spread  of  among  Horses  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6690  (iv). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  4218  (til). 
Halifax  and  Esquimau  Garrisons,  Defence  of 

by  Canada  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9116 

(v). 

Immigration,  Contract  with  North  Atlantic 
Trading  Co.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7706  (iv). 

Immigration  Literature,  &c.  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7710  (lv). 

Indians,  Medical  Inspection,  Payments  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sap.,  6663  (lv). 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Rates  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2237  (11). 

 Locomotives,  Purchase  of,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1964  (1). 

Lumber  for  Govt.  Use,  Prices,  &c.  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup..  1614  (1). 

'  Lurcher,'  Ligbtehlip,  Accident  re,  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2852  (11). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6770  (lv). 

Marconi  Wireless  Tel.  System,  on  Govt.  Boats 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2615  (11). 

Marine  Insurance,  Reduction  of  Rates  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2865  (11). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.  and  Hillsborough 
Bridge,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2143  (11). 

North  Hastings  Census  Enumerator^PaymenU 
to  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1077  (1). 

Nortbweat  Telephone  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 
Turriff)  in  Com.,  2051  (il). 

Oshawa  Harbour  Revenue  (Ques.)  1604  (I). 

Ottawa  Buildings,  Rentals,  &c.  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (I). 

Ottawa  City  Act  Amt.  B.  180  (Mr.  Fielding) 
in  Com.,  8686  (v). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  GaJUher)  In 
Com.,  3196  (H). 

Passenger  Stations  and  Freight  Sheds,  I.C.R., 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1977  (i). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conmee  and  Bowman's  Tender,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4662  (Hi). 
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Blain,  Mr.  R. — Oon. 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Time  for  Tenders  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6877  (It). 

Port  Burwell  Dredging  Contract,  Purchase  of 
Dredge,  &c.  (Ques.)  8666  (v). 

Port  Colborne  Elevator:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1826 
(I). 

Port  Credit  Dredging  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6871,  7665  (iv). 
Port  Hood,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Estimated  Cost, 

Approval,  &c.  (Ques.)  5132  (lil). 
Poultry,  Experimental,  on  Farms  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6183  (iv). 
Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  303  (i). 
Railway  Commission  Maintenance,  &c.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1624,  1537  (1). 

 Report  (remarks)  6139  (iv). 

 Salaries  paid,  Private  Sees.,  &c.  (Ques.) 

687  (0. 

Royal  Mint,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  608  (I). 

Salmon,  Capt.,  Rep.  re  Accident  to  '  Lurcher  ' 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2878  (11). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  1169  (1)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox)  to 
M.  for  3°,  1884  (i). 

Standard  Gauge  Ry.,  Cost  of  Construction  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2181  (it). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Can.  exhibits.  Im- 
perial Institute)  1838  (1;  ;  (experimental 
farms)  6183  ;  (experimental  farms  bulle- 
tins) 6927  ;  (live-  stock  records)  6686  (iv)  ; 
(quinquennial  census,  N.W.T.)  9609  (v). 

Canals— Lawhlne  (electric  installation)  1240 
(1). 

Canals— Miscellaneous  (arbitrations,  &c.) 
1508  ;  (dltlgatlon)  1523  ;  (repairs)  4c.) 
1546  (1). 

Canals— Welland  (bridge  building)  1234  ; 
(electric  plant)  1231  ;  (Port  Colborne 
elevator)  1326  ;  (stone  protection)  1498  ; 
(surveys)  1520  (I). 

Dom.    Lands    (homestead   inspectors)  6407 

(iv)  . 

Fisheries   (fishery  commission)    9173    (v)  ; 

(Inspectors'  salaries)  2878  (11). 
Geological  Survey  (assay  apparatus)  8671 

(v)  . 

Immigration  (agents,  G.B.,  &c.,  salaries) 
6392,  7693  ;  (contingencies)  7710  ;  (inter- 
preters) 7705  (lv). 

Indians — B.C.  (industrial  schools)  6556  ; 
(medical  attendance)  6555  ;  (travelling  ex- 
penses) 6556  (lv). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6537  (lv). 

Indians — N.B.  (medical  attendance)  6517  ; 
(salaries)  6516  (iv). 

Indians — N.S.  (general  vote)  6516  (iv). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7611  (iv). 

Legislation  (voters'  lists)  6899,  6955  (Iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (aids  to  navi- 
gation) 2866  (11). 


Blain,  Mr.  R.— Oon. 
Supply — Oon. 
Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (wreck- 
ing plant)  968  (1). 
Marine  Hospitals  (sick  seamen)  2686  (11). 
Militia  (annual  drill)  6613  (iv);  (permanent 
force)   9116   (v);    (transports,   Ac)  6613 
(lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 
2609  (11);  (lice  breakers,  repairs)  9304  (v); 
(Hfe-savlng  stations)  2635  (11). 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  477;  (parole  sys- 
tem) 469  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings — B.C.  (Vancouver) 
1642  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— General  (clerk  of 

works)  1648  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Brandon 

drill  hall)  1633  (I);  (Winnipeg  customs) 

9649  (v). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antlgonish) 
1018;  (Sydney  Mines)  1045  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.— (Cobourg 
armoury)  1564;  (Guelph  armoury)  1667; 
(Owen  Sound)  9548  (v);  (St.  Mary's)  1678; 
(Sandwich)  1579  ;  (Toronto  P.O.,  pneu- 
matic tube  system)  1591  (i). 

Public  Works  —  Buildings  —  Ottawa  (Im- 
provements) 9549  (v);  (museum)  756  ; 
(post  offlce  reconstruction)  1678  (i); 
(rents)  6821  (iv);  (Royal  Mint)  608;  (tele- 
phones) 1669  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Lachute) 
1111  ;  (Levis)  1112  ;  (Magog)  1114  (I). 

Public  Works— Dredging— General  (vessel 
repairs)  7576;  (P.E.I,  plant)  7576  (Iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — B.C. 
(Anderson,  &c.  lakes)  7573  ;  (Columbia 
river)  7574  ;  (Fraser  channel)  7674  ; 
(Golden)  7574;  (Langley)  7575;  (Revel- 
stoke)  7674;  (Thompson  river)  7575;  (Vic- 
toria) 7576  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Dipper  harbour)  7498;  (Mud  cove)  7500  ; 
(Petit  Rocher)  7600  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 
(Frude's  Point)  9582;  (Glace  Bay)  9578 
(v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont 
(Bayfield  pier)  7646;  (Blanche  river)  7547; 
(Cobourg  7549;  (CoUlngwood)  6880,  7550; 
(Depot  Harbour)  7552;  (Grand  river  dredg- 
ing) 6873  (lv);  (Honora  wharf)  9597  (v); 
(Lake  Temlsoaming)  7559;  (Meaford)  7560; 
(Newcastle  pier)  7661  (iv)  ;  (Oshawa  har- 
bour) 9600  (v);  (Owen  Sound  harbour) 
6886;  (Point  Edward  dredging)  6869  (lv); 
(Port  Arthur)  799  (1);  (Rama  wharf)  9602 
(v);  (repairs,  &c.)  7555;  (Sarnla)  7564  (lv); 
(Saugeen)  9602;  (Stokes  Bay)  9598  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers,  Que. 
(Chateau  Richer)  7295;  (Doucet's  Land- 
ing) 6849;  (East  Templeton)  7303  (iv)  ; 
(Grosee  Isle)  1109  (I);  (Lake  St.  Peter 
piers)  6460  ;  (Little  Rapids  dam)  6840  : 
(Magdalen  Islands)  7309;  (Maskinooge 
river  dredging)  6846;  (Montmorency 
wharf)  6852;  (New  Carlisle  wharf)  7312; 
(St.  Lawrence  channel,  suction  dredge) 
6452  ;  (St.  Maurice  river  dredging)  6862 
(lv). 

Public  Works  —  Telegraph  Lines  —  B.C. 
(C.P.R.  account)  9604;  N.W.T.  (Qu'Ap- 
pelle-Edmonton)  9604;  Que.  (Descente  dee 
Femmes)  9604  (v);  Yukon  (Ashcroft  and 
Dawson)  6896  (lv). 
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Blain,  Mr.  R.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 

Quarantine  (cattle)  $690;  cone,  6917  (It). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (construction)  9498  (v). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (book-keeping,  4c.)  1928; 
(locomotives)  1964  (1);  (locomotive  ma- 
chinery) 6429  (lv);  (Memramock  accommo- 
dation) 1977;  (St.  Cyrille,  diversion  of  line) 
1970;  (steel  Tails)  1996  (1),  2038  (II);  (ties, 
4c.)  6430  (iv). 

Railways— Miscellaneous  (extra  clerks)  1621 
(1). 

Railways— P.B.I.  (Cardigan   branch)  2175  ; 

(Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge)  2130  (11). 
Railways — Ry.    Commission:  (maintenance, 

&c.)  1537  (1). 
Steamboat  Inspection  (salaries)  2695  (11). 
Trade  and  Commerce  (commercial  agencies) 

9039  (v). 

Yukon  Govt,  (salaries,  4c.)  7718  (lv). 
Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  8676  (v). 
Wireless  Telegraphy  Regulation  B.  186  (Mr. 

Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  9032  (v). 
Wrecking  Plant,  '  Lord  Strathcona,'  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  958  (1). 
Year-Book  Statistics,  Ac  (remarks)  in  Com. 
on  B.  5,  997  (i). 

Bland,  Mr.  L.  T.,  North  Bruce. 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (experimental  farms) 
6179  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Kincardine)  7558;  (Saugeen)  7565;  (Wiar- 
ton)  7569  (lv). 

Bole,  Mr.  D.  W.,  Winnipeg. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com. 
on  Res.  (subsidy)  6497  (ill);  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  4784  (iil). 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  Co's  (B.  66)  1**  985  (4). 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  (B.  23)  1*  m.,  460  (1). 

Dominion  Annuity  Co.'s  Incorp.  (B.  82)  1°*, 
1745  (1);  in  Com.,  2767;  3' m.,  2768  (11). 

Half-breed  Scrip,  Charges,  &c.  (personal  ex- 
planation) 7812  (lv). 

Lebonk  and  Thunder  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  61) 
V,  1241  (1). 

Manitoba  School  Fund,  Amount  paid.  Amount 

claimed  (Ques.)  379  (i). 
Northern  Bank  (B.  104)  1**,  2184  (11). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  In  Com.,  2047  (11). 

Borden,  Hon.  Sir  Frederick,  K.C.M.G.  (Minister 
of  Militia  and  Defence)  Kings,  N.S. 

Ammunition,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  424  (1). 

Armouries,  Construction  of  Generally  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  423,-  1650  (I). 

Cadets,  Equipping  and  Practice,  4c.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9119  (v). 

Camps  of  Instructions.  Indemnity  re  Casual- 
ties (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9148  (v). 

Cavalry  Corps,  Establishment  of  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9126  (v). 


Borden,  Hon.  8ir  Frederick — Con. 

Director  of  Operations  re  Militia  Council  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (1). 

Drees  Regulations  for  Militia  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  438  (I). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Defences,  Control  by 
Can.  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  1403  (1). 

 Possession  by  Dom.  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9114  (v). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Naval  Stations,  Con- 
tinuance of  (remarks)  9678  (v). 

Halifax  Fortifications,  Retention  of  Imperial 
Troops  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6510  (lv). 

Highland  Cadet  Corps,  Govt.  Policy  re  (re- 
marks) 7814  (lv). 

Inspector  General  of  Militia  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  437  (i). 

Judge  Advocate  General,  Appmt.  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  425  (1). 

Kentvllle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6660  (iv). 

 Charges  of  Mr.  S.  Hughes  (remarks)  our 

M.  for  Sup.,  9710  (v). 

Lindsay  Drill  Hall.  Erection  of  (Aus.)  271  (1). 

London  Drill  Hall,  Sale  of  old  Site  (Ans.) 
8384  (v). 

London  Militiamen  at  Niagara  (remarks)  In 

Connection  with  London  Election,  7261  (lv). 

 ■  Telegrams  (read)  7331  (lv). 

Medical  Officers  and  Independence  of  Parlt. 

Act  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (I). 
Medical  Officers  re  Militia  Districts  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (1). 
Militia  Council,  Appnmts.  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  415,  416  (I). 
 Constitution,  Duties,  &c.  (regulations 

read)  420  (1). 
  Memoranda,  &c,  Papers  laid  on  Table, 

9073  (v). 

 Memorandum  re  General  Policy,  Quota- 
tions (read)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9116  (v). 

Military  Hospital,  St.  Johns,  Que.,  Contract 
re  Repairs  (Ans.)  5687  (Hi). 

Military  School,  Selection  of  Site  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7010  (lv). 

Military  Sites,  Armouries,  4c,  Control  of  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  428  (1). 

Military  Training  Camp,  Central,  Site,  &c. 
(Ans.)  268  (0. 

  Camp  at  South  Slmcoe,  Establishment  of 

(remarks)  9713  (v). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 
(prop,  res.)  6905  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  6984  ; 
2*  m.,  7263  (lv)  ;  on  M.  for  2°.  9179,  9195  (v). 

Militia  Armouries.  4c,  Supervision  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  423,  1660  (I). 

Militia,  Canadian  Garrisons,  Defence  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9107  (v). 

Militia  and  Defence,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented) 
4549  (111). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


xvi 


INDEX 


Borden,  Hon.  Sir  Frederick— Con. 
Militia  Estimates,  Delay  in  bringing  down, 
on  Amt.  (Hr.  Foster)  9099  (v). 

 General  Statement  :  In  Coin,  of  Sup., 

9105  (v). 

MHItia  Force,  Reduction  of  (explanation)  on 
M.  tor  Sup.,  6992  (iv). 

 Reduction  of,  (Ana.)  7019  (It). 

Militia  Officers  gazetted  re  Examinations 
(Ana.)  8886  (v). 

Militia  Orders  re  Civil  Servants  (remarks) 
1261  (i).  * 

MHItia  Staffs  of  Officers,  Reduction  in  Num- 
ber, Ac.  (Ans.)  5315  (Hi). 

Mlltimore,  J.  M.,  Permission  to  attend  Caval- 
ry School,  Toronto  (Ans.)  6384  (Iv). 

Minnedosa  Drill  Hall  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9171  (v). 

Naval  Militia  for  Canada,  Total  Expenditure 
(Ans.)  1346  (1). 

Ninety-Fifth  Battalion,  Reduction,  Ac.  (Ans.) 
909  (1). 

Ottawa  Drill  Hall,  Increased  Accommodation, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  271  (1). 
Permanent    Force,    Recruiting    Points,  Ac. 

(Ans.)  5977  (Iv). 
See  '  Militia  Act  (B.  170).' 
Portland  Cement,  Prices  paid,  &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  436  (1). 
Rifle  Range  in  Cape  Breton    (remarks)  In 

Cr-m.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 
Roes  Rifle  Factory,  Erection    of   Tank  on 

Plains  of  Abraham  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  481  (1). 
Royal  Military  College  Act  (salaries)  Amt. 

(B.  169),  prop,  res.,  6904  ;  In  Com.  on  Res., 

6966  ;  V,  6984  ;  in  Com.,  7262  (iv). 
Royal  Military  College  Graduates  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9118  (v). 
Sherbrooke  Armouries,  Provision  for  Militia 

(Ans)  266  (1). 
S.  A.  Veterans  and  King's  Medals  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sap.,  9160  (v). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.— Militia  (contingencies)  9068  ; 
(salaries)  9067  (v). 

MHItia  (annual  drill)  441  (1),  6612  (iv)  ;  (ar- 
moury, Montreal)  9161  (v)  ;  (arsenal)  445 
(1).  6513,  7012  (lv),  9170  ;  (Esquimalt)  9170; 
(general  statement)  9101  ;  (Louisbourg 
Fort)  9170  (v)  ;  (pay  and  allowance)  416 
(1),  6610  (lv)  ;  (permanent  force)  9113  (v); 
(rifle,  Ac.,  grants)  444  (I)  ;  (Royal  Military 
College)  7000  (v),  9170  (v)  ;  (stores)  6513 
(iv)  ;  (surveys)  439  (i)  ;  (transport,  Ac.) 
6513  (iv). 

Public  Works— -Buildings— General  (ar- 
mouries) 1650  (1). 
Sussex  Rifle  Range,  Inspector  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7011  (iv). 
Toronto  Drill  Shed,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1658  (1). 
Woodstock  Rifle  Range,  Purchase   of  Land 

(Ans.)  5132  (lit). 


Borden,  Hon.  Sir  Frederick— Oon. 
Worthlngton,  Col.,  Militia  Allowance  and  In- 
dependence of  Parti.  Act  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9148  (v). 

Borden,  Mr.  R.  I_,  Carlcton,  O. 
'  Agnes  Donahue,'  Schr.,  Seizure  by  Uruguayan 

Govt,  (remarks)  1507  (I),  6106  (lv). 
Alberta,  Prov.  of  :  Bee  '  Autonomy  B.  69.' 
Allan  SS.  Co.  Cold  Storage  System,  Stmnts. 

of  Mr.  E.  D.  Smith  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  877  (1). 
Amherst  Pier,  N.S.,  Contract  re  Construction 

(Ques.)  4371  (til). 
Amherst  Ry.  Accommodation,  Application  re 

Wharf  Connection  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9520  (v). 
Anglo-American  Convention  respecting  Pro- 
perty (remarks)  re  Cor..  1068  (I). 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  738  (i),  2440  (ii). 
Auditor  General  and  Audit  Aot,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9666  (v). 
Aud.  Gen.'s  Rep.,  Additional  Copies,  Letter 

from  Mr.  McDougall  to  Sec.  of  State  (read) 

4271  (lit). 

 Inquiry  for,  1161  (i). 

Autonomy  for  Alberta,  B.    69    (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  on  M.  for  1*,  1469  (1)  ;  on  M.  for 

2°,  292$,  2963  (il)  ;  (amt.)  2979  (il)  ;  Neg.  (T. 

69  ;  N.  140)  5400  (Hi),  8092  (v). 

  on  M.  for  Com.,  6423  (Hi). 

 in  Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  6436,  6485, 

6498  (ill). 

 in  Com.    (Alberta  boundaries)   5601  ; 


(arbitration  re  assets)  5946;  (B.N.A.  Act, 
1867  to  1886)  6672;  (B.N.A.  Act)  5719  (lit)  ; 
Amt.,  8526;  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Monk)  dual  language,  8667,  8627  (v)  ; 
(C.P.R.  lands)  6062  (lv);  (distribution  of 
seats)  Amt.,  8004,  8011  (v);  (distribution  of 
seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7917 
(lv);  (election  of  members)  in  Com.,  6810; 
(H.  of  C.  representation)  In  Com.,  5752; 
(Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6955  (iii),  8169 
( v) ;  (lands  vested  in  Crown)  in  Com.,  6946 
(ill).  6986  (lv),  8171,  8260  (v);  (laws,  courts, 
Ac.)  in  Com.,  5813,  5931  (iii),  6101  (ivfl( 
8170,  8240  (v);  (legislative  assembly)  6815; 
readjustment  of  representation)  in  Com., 
5763  (til);  (school  clause  amt.)  7103  (lv); 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8389  ,  8420;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Lamont)  8494  ;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  8286,  (amt.)  8292;  (seat  of  govt.) 
8248  (v);  (Senate  representation)  in  Com., 
5675  (lit). 

 on  Schedules  (Athabasca)  8163;  (Card- 

ston)  8149;  (Edmonton  city)  8161;  (Glei- 
chen)  8153;  (Lacombe)  8156;  (Leduc)  8157; 
(Lethbrldge)  8150;  (Macleod)  8160;  (Medi- 
cine Hat)  8148;  (Peace  River)  8163;  (Plncher 
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Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Co*. 

Autonomy  for  Alberta,  B.  69— Con. 

Creek)  8153;   (Ponoka)  8166;   (Red  Deer). 

8155;    (St.   Albert)    8163;  (Saskatchewan) 

8161  ;   (Strathcona)  8157  ;    (Sturgeon)  8162 

(Wetasklwin)  8157  (v). 
 on  M.  for  3°,  on  Amt.   (Mr.  Scott) 

C.P.R.  land*,  8793  (v). 
 on  M.  for  ?°,  8796;    Amt.  (schools) 

8804,  Neg.  (T.  41;  N.  109)  8816  (v). 
Autonomy  for  Saskatchewan  B.  70  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler)  on  M.  for  2°,  5424  (111)  ;  (amt.) 

8698  ;  Neg.  (T.  37  ;  N.  90)  8699  ;  In  Com.  on 

Res.,  8701  (v). 
 In  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  8704, 

8739  ;   (laws,  courts,  &c.)    8759  ;  (schools) 

Amt.,  8769,  8884  ;  (Senate  representation)  In 

Com.,  8703  (v). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  to  M.  for  3°,  8874 

(v). 

  In  Com.  re  Schedules  (Moosejaw)  8758 

(v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Alberta  Boundaries,  Popu- 
lation re  Saskatchewan  (remarks)  5919  (ill). 

 Approval  by  Cabinet,  &c.  (remarks)  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  2263  (11). 

 Mr.    Bulyea's    Interview  re  Subsidies 


to  Rys,  &c.  (remarks)  4202  (ill). 

 Census  of  Town  end  Rural  Population, 

tec..  Inquiry  for  Estimates,  8092  (v). 

 Constitutionality  of.  Changes  re  (re- 
marks) 2192  (ii). 

 Debate  re  Absence,  &c  (personal  ex- 
planation) 2043  (ii). 

 Discussion  re  (remarks)  6736,  6836  (Iv). 

 Edmonton  Election  and  Toronto  Elec- 
tion, Tests  re  Feeling  of  Country  (remarks) 
5886  (ill). 

 Haultain,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime  Mln., 

on  M.  for  Sup.,  2493  (41). 

 Inquiry  for  Rets,  (remarks)  2594  (il). 

 Meridian   Divisional    Line  (remarks) 

8635  (v). 

 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

5430  (lit). 

 Papers  re,  Inquiry  for,  3008  (il). 

 Responsibility,    &c.     (remarks)  2321 


(11). 

 Pets,  circulated  in  Quebec,  &c.  De- 
nial re  Charge,  2570  (ii). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Foster)  re  Mr. 

Belcourt's  Charges,  3621  (11). 

 Saskatchewan  Boundaries,  Addition  to 

(remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69,  5621  (111). 

 conference    re    boundaries  (remarks) 


8268  (V). 

 Schedules  re  (remarks)  4375,  6423,  6815 

(Hi). 

 Schedules,    Preparation    of,   &c.  (re- 
marks) 4760  (Hi). 
B 


Borden,  Mr.  R.  L. — Con. 
Autonomy  Bills,  Schedules  re  Saskatchewan 

(remarks)  6474  (111). 
 School  Clauses,   Change,  Explanation 

re  (remarks)  5673  (Hi). 
 School  Clause,  Explanation  re  Amts. 

(remarks)  in  Com.,  6818  (111). 

 printing,  Ac.  (remarks)  2761  (li). 

 School  Clause,    on  Explanation  (Mr. 

Fltipatrlck)  5986  (iv). 
 School   Clauses   Amts.    (remarks)  In 

Com.,    5840  ;     Quotations    from  Regina 

'  Leader,  5861  (Ml). 
See  '  Manitoba,'  '  Orangemen,'  '  N.W.T.' 
Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  Dom.  Elections,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Porter)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9219  (v). 
Banking  Act  Amendment,  Legislation  re  (re- 
marks) 2441  (ii). 
Bell,  Dr.,  Appnmt.  as  Director  of  Geological 

Survey  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9803  (v). 
Bills  from  tbe  Senate,  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  John- 
ston) to  place  on  Order  Paper,  8096  (v). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  on  M.  to  ref.  back 

to  Committee,  8662  (v). 
Brunet,  Mr.,  Ry.  Commissioner,  Resignation 

of  (remarks)  6036  (Hi). 
Budget,  The,  Inquiry  for,  2685  (ii),  4920  (111). 
Cabinet,  ex-Ministers,  Annuity  B.  .203  (Mr. 

Fielding)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9735  (v).  - 
Cabinet  Changes  from  1904  (remarks)  1336  (1). 
Cabinet  Vacancies,  and  Absence  of  Ministers 

rremarks)  on  Orders  of  the  Day,  3565  (ii). 
 Interior   Dept.,    Information   re  (re- 
marks) 3362  (11). 

 (remarks)  re,  4085.  4201  (Hi). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Purchase,  &c,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Crocket)  for  Ret.,  736  (1). 
Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  Ref.  to  in  Com. 

on  B.  108,  4690  (lit). 
Canadian  Fast  Mall  Service,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mc- 

Kenzie)  to  adjn.,  9779  (v). 
C.P.R.  Tax  Exemptions,  Interpretations  rt 

(Ana.)  731  (1). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  &c. 
Cement,  in  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  8987 

(v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  on  M. 
for  1*,  1013;  in  Com.,  625,  1080,  1469  (i). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Monk)  re  Re- 
solutions 631  (1). 

Census  In  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Taking  of  (re- 
marks) In.  Com.  on  B.  5,  1080  (i). 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2042,  2109  (U). 

Cold  Storage,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com. 
of  Sup.,  8202  (v). 

 Statements  of  Mr.  E.  D.  Smith  re  (re- 
marks) 874  (1). 

Colllngwood  Govt.  Dock,  Tenders  re  Conroy 
Bros,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6580  (iv). 
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Bcrden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Con. 
Colonial  Conference,  Par.  In  Montreal  '  Star  ' 

re  Tariff  Discussions  (remarks)  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  7098  (It). 
Colonial  Stock  Act  and  Provincial  Trust  In- 
vestments, &c,  Cor.,  fie.  (M.  for  copies*) 

9698  (v). 

 Inquiry  for,  9540  (v). 

Commerloal  Agencies  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9037  (v). 
Committees,  Sel.,  Com.,  Addition  of  Name 

(remarks)  624  (1). 
 Appnmt.  of  Mr.  Bristol  (remarks)  5210 

(111). 

Companies  Act  Amt.  B.  187  (Mr.  Lemieux)  on 

M.  for  1%  8628  (v). 
Consumption  :  See  '  Tuberculosis.' 
Conventions  between  United  Kingdom  and 

U.S.  re  Personal  Property   (remarks)  re 

Cor.,  1068  (1). 
Cornwall  Canal  Employees  during  Election 

Campaign  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1228 

(1). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 

Amt  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  In  Com.,  4271  (ill). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltxpatrlck)  on  H.  for  1°,  9075;  in  Com., 

9411;  on  M.  for  3°,  9524  (v). 
Crow's  Nest  Pass  Ry.  Passenger  Rates,  Ref. 

to  Ry.  Commission  (remarks)  6836  (iv). 
Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Oervais)  to  cone,  4550  (ill). 
 Rep.  of  Com.  and  Internal  Economy 

(remarks)  9802  (v). 
Demers,  L.  J.,  M.P.,  Decease  of  (remarks) 

5140  (Hi). 

Discrimination  In  Freight  Rates  re  Allan  SS., 

Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  888  (1). 
Dobey  :  See  '  Thessalon.' 
Dominion  Annuity  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  82  (Mr. 

Bole)  In  Com.,  2768  (11). 
Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black) 

in  Com.,  4971  (Hi). 
Dom.  Elections  Act  Amt.  (B.  189)  1*  m.,  8176 

(v). 

  (issue  of  writ)  Amt.  (B.  194)  1°  m., 

9073  (v). 

Dom.  Elections  Act  Amt.  Bills,  Consideration 
during  Recess  (remarks)  9812  (v). 

Dom.  Lands  Act,  Yukon  Regulations,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Oliver)  to  approve,  9787  (v). 

Dredges  employed  at  Port  Arthur,  &e.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (1). 

Easter  Adjournment  (remarks)  4376  (Hi). 

 on  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  4750  (ill). 

Edmonton  Election,  Date  of  Contest,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  on  B.  69,  6892  (ill). 

Election  of  Members  to  Vacant  Constituen- 
cies (B.  194)  !•  m.,  9073  (v). 


Borden,  Mr.  R.  L. — Con. 
Estimates,  Delay  in  bringing  down  and  effi- 
cient Criticism,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Foster)  9094 
(t). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 
(Mr.  Geoftrion)  In  Com.,  1400  (i).  3205  (ii). 

Facer  Steel  Car  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  27  (Mr. 
Caldwedl)  In  Com.,  1339  (i). 

Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  of  Can.  lncorp.  B. 
144  (Mr.  Geoftrion)  in  Com..  6607  (lv). 

First  Minister's  Salary  (B.  201)  In  Com.  on 
Res.,  9726  (v). 

Fiscal  Year,  Change  of  Date  to  March  31  (re- 
marks) in  Discussion  of  Estimates,  9095  (v). 

Fishery  Inspectors,  N.S.,  Delay  in  appointing 
(remarks)  9687  (v). 

Fisheries  Protection  Service,  Neglect  of  Over- 
seers, Sac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  66J2 
(Iv). 

Fog  Horn  Nulsanee  at  Toronto  Island  (re- 
marks) 9287  (v). 

Fort  Lawrence,  N.S.,  Pier,  Name  of  Con- 
tractors, Amounts  paid,  &c.  (Ques.)  5034 
(Hi). 

Franchise  Act  (1898)  Amt.  B.  52  (Mr.  Fltspa- 
trlck)  In  Com.,  2113  (11),  9198  (v). 

Franking  Privilege,  Use  of  Stamp,  &c.  (re- 
marks) 5135  (111). 

Geological  Survey  Director,  Delay  in  appoint- 
ing (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9303  (v). 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to    Mr.  F.  W. 
Grant  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6485  (tv). 

Gillies  Brothers,  Limited  B.  95  (Mr.  A.  A. 
Wright)  In  Com.,  2764  (il). 

Glanders  among  Horses,  Compensation  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6707  (lv). 

Govt.  Business,  Precedence  on  Mondays,  on 
M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  3361  (11). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2609  (11). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  9400  (v). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
In  Com.,  3649.  3880  (11),  4126,  4202  ;  on  M. 
for  3°  (remarks)  4228  (HI). 

G.  T.  Ry.  Arbitration  B.  199  (Mr.  Fitxpatrlck) 
in  Com..  9529  (v). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy)  In 
Com.,  7623,  7625  (iv). 

G.T.P.  Ry.,  Plans  deposited  with  Dept.  of 
Rys.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  918  (1). 

 Survey  of  Route,  Moncton  to  Winnipeg, 

Information  re  (remarks)  6134  (lv). 

Guarantee  Bonds  :  See  '  Inland  Revenue,'  Ac. 

Half-breed  Scrip  Investigation,  Appnmt.  of 
Counsel  (remarks)  8629  (v). 

Half-breed  Scrip  to  Non-residents  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6504  (tv). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  Com.  of  Sup.. 

6566  (lv). 
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Borden,  Mr.  R.  L. — Con.  ' 

Halifax  Garrisons,  Explanation  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9128  (v). 

Halifax  Fortifications,  Retention  ot  Imperial 
Troops  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  8510  (It). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau,  Naval  Stations,  Con- 
tinuance ot  (remarks)  9677  (v). 

 Control  by  Canada  (remarks)  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  1404  (1). 

Halifax  Lightship  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
2708  (11). 

Halifax,  New  Public  Building,  Contract  re,  In 
Com.  of  £>up.,  1037  (1). 

Herring  and  Fishing  Industry,  Rep.  of  Com- 
mission, Inquiry  for,  4552  (111). 

Immigration,  Fraudulent  Representations  B. 
120  (Mr.  Logan)  In  Com.,  9700  (v). 

  (remarks)  re  Bill,  8177  (v). 

See  •  North  Atlantic,'  &c. 

Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s 
incorp.  B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  in  Com.,  2771 
(11). 

Indian  Harbour  Wharf,  Pet.  re,  Inquiry  for 

Copy,  8178  (t). 
Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt 

B.  176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8677  (v). 
Insurance  Cos.,  Legislation  re,  &c.  (remarks) 

9690  (v). 

I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 
B.  132  (Mr.  Emmerson)  on  M.  for  1°,  4187 
(ill)  ;  in  Com.,  6139,  7581  (lv). 

I.C.R.,  Appointments,  re  Train  Service,  of  un- 
worthy Persons  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9520  (v). 

 Freight  Diversion  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2219  (ii). 

 Freight  Rates,  Increases,  &c.  (remarks) 

on  Explanation  of  Mln  of  Rys.,  '6119  (iv). 

 Snow  Blockade,  Delay  in  Service.  Ac. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2028  (il). 

 Train  Service,  Stalled  by  Snowstorms, 

Tel.  (read)  695  (1). 

Interior,  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  Oliver  as  Minister 
(remarks)  4201  (lit). 

Internal  Economy  Committee  (remarks)  In 
■Com.  of  Sup.,  6612  (lv). 

  Rep.  re  Proceedings  (remarks)  9076  (v). 

Japan  Trade  Relations  with  Canada,  on 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  7914  (lv). 

 Treaty,  Inquiry  for  8386  (v). 

4  J.  I.  Tarte '  Dredge,  Defective  Boilers,  &c. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2466  (11). 

Johnston,  T.  6.,  Late,  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 8694  (v). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  Act 
Amt.  B.  204  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  9742,  9750  ;  in  Com.,  9794  ;  on  Amt., 
9797  (v). 

Judicial  Vacancies,  Length  of,  Appmnta,  s&c. 
(remarks)  7433  (iv),  8002  (v). 
B4 


Borden,  Mr.  R.  L. — Con. 
Kentville  Rifle  Range,  Purchase  of  Property 

(remarks)  6661,  7584  (iv). 

 Rep.  re  Evidence  (remarks)  8698  (v). 

'  Lady  Laurier,'  Govt.  Steamer,  Investigation 

re  Accident  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2600 

(11). 

Land  Titles  Act  (1894)  Amt.  B.  162  (Mr.  Oli- 
ver) in  Com.,  9082  (v). 

Lewis.  Edward  Norman,  M.P.,  Relief  B.  142 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  on  M.  for  2s.  and  in  Com., 
6136  (ill). 

London    Militiamen    and    London  Election 

(remarks)  7253,  7331  (v). 
Bee  'McKenzie,'  &c. 
.  '  Lurcher,'  Lightship,  Accident  to  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (11). 
McDonald,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Indian  School  Teacher, 

N.S.,  Dismissal,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.  6514  (iv). 
McKenzie,  Mr.  D.  D.,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bill,  on  Ques.  ot  Order  (Mr.  A.  Johnston) 

8477  (v). 

Mackenzie  and  Dauphin,  Man.,  Ret.  Officers, 
Special  Officers  (remarks)  1336  (i). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Demands  re 
Separate  School  Question,  by  Mgr.  Sbar- 
etti,  3848  (ii). 

 Former  Pets,  re  (remarks)  4084  (Hi). 

 Mr.  Jackson's,  Speech    re  Settlement 


(remarks)  4843  (ill). 

 Mgr.  Sbarettl's  Explanation,  on  M. 

adjn.,  3938  (ii). 
 Mgr.  Sbarettl's 


to 


Explanation,  '  Race 
and  Religious  Cry ',  Charges  by  Mr.  Pater- 
son  (reply)  4037  (ii).  ' 

 Reply  to  O.C.  of  March  21st,  1906,  from 

Man.  Govt,  (remarks)  3744  (ii). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  &c. 

Manitoba  Election  Returns,  Voters'  Lists  re- 
turned to  Clerk  of  Crown  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Sup.,  1406  (1). 

•  Duties  of  Returning  Officers  (remarks) 

1506  (i),  4678  (Hi). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6797  (iv). 

Melfort  Mall  Service,  Charges  re  Delays,  &c, 
Cor.,  &c.  (read)  9789  (v). 

Meteorological  Observatory,  Removal  to 
Ottawa  (remarks)  9800,  9810  (v). 

Midland  Harbour  Range  Lights  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2738  (il). 

Militia  Medical  Officers,  Disqualification  as 
Members  of  H.  of  C,  Cor.  asked  for,  8997 
(v). 

'Militiamen  at  London,  Elections,  Voting, 
&c.  (remarks)  7253,  7331  (iv). 

Ministerial  Changes,  Mr.  Aylesworth's  Posi- 
tion, &c.  (remarks)  1336  (i). 
See  '  Cabinet '. 
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Bcrden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Con. 
Montevideo,  Imprisonment  of  British  Seamen 

(remarks)  26S9  (il). 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Claims  of  V. 

Lyall  &  Sons  (remarks)  re  Question,  696 

(i). 

Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  incorp.  B. 

20  (Mr.  Scott)  in  Com.,  2715,  2762  (li). 
Morning  Sittings,  on  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

9082  (v). 

Murray  Harbour  and  Hillsborough  Bridge,  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2153  (li). 

Musquodoboit  Postmaster,  Dismissal  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6224  (iv). 

Nixon,  Robt.,  Charges  against  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9331  (v). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  adjn.,  8109  (v). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9323 
(v). 

 on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9448  (v). 

 Tel.  re  Contract,  &c.  (remarks)  8182 

(v). 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  in  Com.,  2062,  2324  (11). 
Northwest    Territories    Representation  Act 

Amt.  (B.  156)  in  Com.  (amt.)  8769  ;  Amt. 

(agents)  8770;  Amt.  re  Govt,  employees,  6771 

(v). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck) 

on  M.  for  2°,  8764  ;  in  Com.,  8765  ;  on  M. 

for  3°,  9408  (iv). 
N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  In  Elec- 

Uuns  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9721  (v). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Cpm.,  2718  (ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amta., 

9817  (v). 

Orangemen,  Attack  re  '  Yellow  Dog,'  Quota- 
tions from  Quebec  Papers  (remarks)  in  Com. 
on  B.  69,  8364  (v). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Gailliher)  In 
Com.,  2545,  3172,  3191;  (amts.)  3199,  3201 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  C.  92  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  In  Com.,  4965  (til). 

Owen,  Thomas  David,  Patent  Relief  B.  177 
(Mr.  Stewart)  in  Com.,  8652  (v). 

Oxford,  N.,  Issue  of  Writ,  &c.  (remarks) 
6135  (iv). 

Papal  Ablegate  :    See  '  Manitoba  Boundaries.' 

Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  &c,  on 
M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6798  (ill). 

Pilotage  Commission,  Sydney  Harbour,  Bene- 
fit Fund  for  Pilots,  &c.  (remarks)  9036  (v). 

Poonamalie  Dam,  Pet.  re  Repairs  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conmee  and  Bowman's  Tender,  on 
M.  (Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4476,  4670  (111). 

  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Hur- 
ler) 4673  (ill). 


Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Con. 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Fog  Alarms  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6645  (lv). 

Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  Telephone  Sys- 
tem, and  Board  of  Ry.  Commissioners,  on 
M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Cor.,  1394  (i). 

Prorogation,  Date  of,  &c.  (remarks)  9790,  9811 
(▼). 

Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Public  Works  under  Contract,  Supervision 

Charges  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7589 

(iv). 

Public  Works  Minister,  Resignation  of.  &c. 

(remarks)  re  Rumour,  5036  (ill). 
 Appnmt.  of  Minister    (remarks)  5961 

(iv)  . 

Quebec  Bridge,  re  G.T.P.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2295  (ii). 
Railways  and  Canals  Dept.,  Dep.  Minister, 

Retirement  of,  &c.  (remarks)  9678  (v). 
Railway  Belt  Lands.  B.C.,  Settlement  of,  Cor. 

re  (read)  9295  (v). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKcnzie)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

5011  (Hi). 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn.,  7333  (iv). 
Returning  Officers,  for  Mackenzie  and  Dauphin, 

Man.,  Special  Reps.,  Inquiry  for,  1336  (i). 
Rets,  and  Repts.,  &c,  Inquiry  for,  1242  (1), 

2263  (il). 

Roads  and  Road  Allowances  re  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan  B.  195  (Mr.  Oliver)  in  Com., 
9525;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9819  (v). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Ship  Channel,  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2466  (11). 

Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of:  See  '  Autonomy  B.  70/ 

Sbarrettt,  Mgr.:   See  'Manitoba  Boundaries.' 

'  Scotia,'  Str.,  I.C.R.,  Certificates  of  Engi- 
neers, &c.  (remarks)  8386  (v). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  38  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  <■ 
Cou.,  2116  (il). 

Seamen's  Act  (shipping  masters)  Amt.  B.  147 
(Mr.  Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  7425  (lv),  9031 

(v)  . 

Seeds.  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  1162,  1187  (i). 
Settlers'  Effects.  Duty  re.  In  Com.  on  Ways 

and  Means,  8997  iv). 
Seymour,  D.  G.,  Complaints    re  obtaining 

Homestead  Patent  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup., 

9033  (v). 

 Complaints  re  Location  of  Homestead 

Entry  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9294  (v). 

Ships'  Safety  B.  21  (Mr.  Sinclair)  in  Com., 
731  (1). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern 
Ry.  B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  In  Com.,  9341, 
9887;  on  Senate  Amts.,  9815  (v). 
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Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Co*. 
Statutes  Revision,  Completion  of  (remarks) 
745  (i). 

 Indexing,  &c.   (remarks)  in  Com.  ol 

Sup.,  8673  (v). 
Stewart,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Charges  against  by  Mr. 

Roche,  M.P.  (letter  read)  9813  (v). 
Supply  B.  206  (Mr.  Fielding)  in  Com..  9801  (v). 
Supplt  : 

Canals— Chambly  (macadamizing  road)  9378 

(v). 

Canals — Galops   (channel   completion)  1230 

(i)  . 

Canals— Lachlne  (Atwater  Avenue  bridge) 
1240  (1). 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  river)  9367  (v). 

C»nals— Welland  (bridge  building)  1234; 
(Port  Colborne,  deepening)  1232;  (Port 
Colborne,  elevator)  1327;  (Port  Colborne, 
entrance)  1231;  (surveys)  1236  (i). 

Civil  Govt — Interior  (salary  increases)  9070; 
Public  Works  (salaries)  9071:  Railways 
and  Canals  (private  sec.)  9065;  Sec.  of 
State  (salaries)  9071;  Trade  and  Com- 
merce (contingencies)  9034  (v). 

Customs  (remission  of  duties  re  army  and 
navy  goods)  6724,  6813  (lv). 

Dom.  Lands  (Banff  Park  waterworks)  9306  ; 
Mines  Branch  (smelting  ores)  9303;  Mis- 
cellaneous (maps,  Ac.)  9308  (v). 

Excise  (contingencies)  #724  (iv). 

Fisheries  (bait  freezers.  Mar.  Provs.)  9620 
(v  ;  (bounty  distribution)  6636  (iv);  (dog- 
fish experiments)  9173;  (fish  curing)  9173; 
(flsheT  commission)  9172  (v);  (Inspectors' 
disbursements)  6632  (lv). 

Geological  Surveys,  (surveys,  &c.)  8669  (v). 

Govt,  of  N.W.T.  (general  vote)  9622  (v). 

Immigration  (seed  grain  supply)  9307  (v). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (provisions)  9338 
(v);  N.S.  (general  vote)  6514  (iv). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (B.  C.  Judges) 
9683  ;  (N.W.T.  judges)  9683  ;  (Three  Rivers 
Judgeship)  9682  (v)  ;  Miscellaneous  (liti- 
gation matters)  7247  (iv). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7544  (lv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (aids  to  navi- 
gation) 2769  (II);  (•  Arctic '  patrol  boat) 
9177  (v);  (engineers'  salaries)  2760  (II); 
(Ice  boats)  9177  (v);  (lighthouse  repairs) 
6641  (Iv)  9036  ;  (light-keepers'  salaries) 
9176  (v)    (lightships    maintenance)  2708 

(ii)  ;  (NW..M.  Police,  patrol  boat)  9178 
(v);  (pilotage)  2760;  (signal  service)  2760 
(II);  (wrecking  plant.  Mar.  Provs.)  9177 
(v). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (Anna- 
polis and  G.B.)  967;  (Can.  and  Mexico) 
897  (1).  9681  (v)  ;  (G.B.  and  Canada)  865  : 
(Manchester  Line)  932:  (P.E.I,  and  G.B.) 
928  :  (St.  John  and  Halifax)  923  ;  (St.  John 
and  MInas)  926  (I);  (St.  John.  &c,  and  W. 
Indies)  7192  (lv),  8691  (v)  ;  (Victoria  and 

San  Francisco)  906  ;  (wrecking  plant)  960 
(I). 

Marine  (hospitals)  9172  (naval  militia)  9178 
(v)  (shipwrecked  seamen)  2688  (II). 

MDitla  (annual  drill)  6512  (lv);  (depots) 
9114  (v);  pay  and  allowance)  6610  (iv);; 
(permanent  force)  9127,  9155  (v). 

Miscellaneous  (Bank  of  Commerce,  Yukon, 
compensation)  9615  (v)  ;  (consolidation  of 
statutes)  7247  (lv),  8673  (v)  ;  (printing 
*c.)  6723  (Iv);  (Public  Accounts  evidence) 


Borden.  Mr.  R.  L. — Con. 
Supply— Con. 
Miscellaneous — Con. 

9616;    (Sabbath    Day    legislation)  9684; 

(tariff  commission)  9614  (v). 
Northwest  Mounted  Police  (pay  of  force) 

8658  ;  (Yukon)  8665  (v). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 

2600;    (hydrographlc   surveys)    2679  (11), 

6623  (lv);  (lce-breakars,  repairs)  9035  (v); 

(meteorological  service)  2679;  (schools  of 

navigation  2640  (li). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonlsh) 

849,   1021;    (Halifax   detention  building) 

1037  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (addi- 
tions, &c,  (H.  of  C.)  9546  (v). 

Public  Works— Dredges  (new  plant)  9171 
(v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — B.C. 
(Salmon  river)  7575  ;  (Thompson  river) 
7575;  (Victoria)  7576  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  anad  Rivers— N.S. 
(Apple  river)  7395;  vBaddeck)  7396;  (Bara- 
chols)  7396;  (Breton  Cove)  7397;  (Clark's 
Harbour)  7398;  (Cow  Bay,  Port  Morten) 
7399;  (Culloden)  7401;  (Fort  Lawrence) 
6838  (iv);  (Glace  Bay)  9578  (v);  (Inverness 
Mines)  7403;  (Judique)  7407;  (Larry's 
River)  7407;  (Mahone  Bay)  7408;  (Maiga- 
ree)  7411;  (Meteghan)  7413;  (New  Camp- 
boliton)  7413;  (Port  Hawkesbury)  6838  ; 
(Scott's  Bay)  7416  ;  (Victoria  Beach)  7419 
(iv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Colllngwood)  7549  (lv)  ;  (Port  Arthur) 
784  :  (Port  Colborne)  815  (i). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6462  (iv)  ;  (St.  Law- 
rence channel)  2448,  2466  (ii)  ;  (St.  Law- 
rence channel,  suction  dredge)  6437  (iv)  ; 
(Sorel  deep  water  wharf)  9593  (v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Trans- 
portation, &c.  (Georgian  Bay  surveys) 
7637  (lv). 

Public  Works— Miscellaneous  (arbitrations, 
&c.)  7611  ;  (cement  testing)  7613  ;  (Ottawa 
river  survey)  7612  ;  (surveys)  7611  ; 
(transportation  commission)  7628  (iv). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges— Dom. 
(traffic  bridges)  7592  ;  N.W.T.  (Battle 
river)  7587  ;  (colonization  roads)  7595  ; 
Ottawa  (repairs)  7585  ;  Que.  (Bryson)  7586 

(iv)  . 

Public  Works — Slides  and  Booms  (Gatlneau 

river)  7630  ;  (working  expenses)  7632  (iv). 
Public  Works— Telegraphs— B.C.  (Kamloops) 

7610  ;    (Vancouver,    Salt   Springs)   7610  ; 

Mar.   Provi.   (Bay  St.  Lawrence)   7606  ; 

N.W.T.  (Edmonton  and  Qu'Appelle)  7633  ; 

(working  expenses)  7633  ;  P.E.I,  (working 

expenses)    7632  ;    Que.    (Berslmts,  &c.) 

7609  (v). 

Public  Works— Transportation  Con;  nisslon 

(expenses)  8692  (v). 
Quarantine  (organized    districts,  salaries) 

2303  (11). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (salaries,  &c.)  2293  ;  (sur- 
veys, construction,  &c.)  2282  (II),  7496  (lv); 
(terminals,  &c.)  9600  (v). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening) 
9387  (v)  ;  (double  tracking)  2027  (II),  9391 

(v)  ;  (expenditures)  2219  (11)  ;  (general 
vote)  7476  (Iv) ;  (Halifax  deep  water  dred«- 
ing)  2026  ;  (Halifax  terminals)  2032  (II)  ; 
(rolling  stock)  9520  (v)  :  (St.  Lambert, 
&.C  double  tracking)  2183  (II). 
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Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.—Oon. 

Supply— Con. 
Railways — P.E.I.    (Hurray    Harbour  and 

Bridge)  2163  (II),  8692  (v). 
Senate  (contingencies)  6621  (It). 
Trade  and  Commerce    (commercial  agen- 
cies) 9037  (T). 
Supreme  Court,  N.S.,  Vacant  Judgeship,  Delay 
re  Ap.pnmt.  (remarks)  5036,  5209  (ill),  6837 
(lv). 

Sutherland,  Hon.  James,  Decease  of  (remarks) 
5317  (ill). 

Telegraph  Lines  in  Can.,  Total  Mileage  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7609  (It). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Control,  on  M.  (Mr. 
W.  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1244  (I). 

Thessalon  Postmaster  Dismissal,  Investlga- 
tlon,  &c.  (remarks)  on  M.  to  adjn.,  6652  (It). 

 Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey,  Irregularities,  &c,  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  6209,  6221  (It). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  <Cor.,  3208  (it). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co. 'a  Incorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3653,  4683;  on  M. 
for  3°,  4965  (Hi). 

Trachoma  Hospital,  Halifax,  Disposal  of  to 
Govt,  (remarks)  2303  (II). 

Trading  Stamps  :  See  '  Criminal  Code,'  tee. 

Transcontinental  Commission,  Appnmt.  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  7916  (It). 

 Personnel  and  Duties,   &c.  (remarks) 

9679  (T). 

 Progress,  &e.   (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6488  (It). 

  Reps,  re  (remarks)  9687  (t). 

 Rep.  re  C.A.  Ry.  (remarks)  in  Com.  on 


B.  45,  4226  (ill). 
See  '  G.T.P.*.  &c. 
Treadgold  Concessions  Inquiry,  Instructions 

to  Commissioners  (remarks)  7101  (It). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  PerJey)  1379  (I). 

  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  to  cone,  9522  (y). 

Union  Labels  B.  No.  10  (Mr.  R.  Smith)  In 

Com.,  702,  918  (1). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  NaT. 

Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  in  Com.,  8650  ;  on 

M.  for  Z°,  8824  (T). 
Veterans  of  1886  and  1870,  Grant  of  Lands  (re- 
marks) 6048  (iT). 
Voters'  List  re  Edmonton  Election,  Prepara- 
tion of  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6622  (It). 
Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  8674  ;  in  Com.,  9410  ;  on 

Sen.  Amts,.  9816  (t). 
Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  108 

(Mr.  Adamson)  In  Com.,  4689  (III). 
Wire  Fencing,  Contract  re  Erection  of,  N.W.T. 

Boundary  Line,  on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to 

adjn.,  5580  (Hi). 
 on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

5692  (ill). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers,  5808,  5961  (ill). 


Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.— Con. 

Wireless  Telegraph  Regulations  B.  186  (Mr. 
Prefontaine)  in  Com.,  9032  (v). 

Worthlngton,  Col.,  Militia  Allowance  and  In- 
dependence of  Parlt.  Act  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  Cor.,  &c  (read)  9149  (v). 

Wrecking  Plant  '  Lord  Strathcona,'  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  960  (1). 

Yukon  Commissioner,  Vacancy  and  Appnmt. 
(remarks)  5036  (ill). 

Yukon  Election,  Cor.  (read)  re  Ret.  Officer, 
1254  (1). 

 Delay  In  Opening  Ballot  Boxes  (re- 
marks) 987  (I). 

 Ret.  of  Member  (remarks)  re  Telegrams, 

1066  (I). 

 Returning  Officer,  Information  re  (re- 
marks) 115(2  (I). 

Yukon.  Territory  Orders-ln-Councll,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  OliTer)  9726  (t). 

Yukon  Reforms  re  Condition  of  Country  (re- 
marks) on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7086,  7081  (It). 

Bourassa,  Mr.  H.,  Labelie. 
Autonomy  for  Alberta,  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M. 

for  2°,  3262  (II)  ;  (B.  N.  A.  Act)  .on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Monk)  dual  language,  8681  (v). 
 In  Com.  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  7141  (iv),  8299  ;  (Amt.)  8341  ; 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8426,  8464  ;  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Lamont)  8522  (v). 
 on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (schools)  8836  ;  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  sec.  16  (schools) 

8813  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Honk)  8845  ;  Amt.  to 

Amt.  dual  language,  8846  (▼). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  Debate  In  Com.  on 

School  Clause  (personal  explanation)  7176 

(It). 

 on  H.  for  3s  (personal  explanation)  re 

Not  Voting,  8865  (T). 
Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  in  Com.,  sec 

16  (schools)  Amt.,  8759  (v). 
Man.  Boundaries,  H'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Memoran- 
dum re  Separate  Schools,  3863  (II). 

 on  M.  to  adjn.,  3986,  4066  (II). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control 

(remarks)  1250  (1). 
Boyce,  Mr.  A.  C,  West  Algoma. 
Aliens  employed  on  Govt.  Works  at  Sault  Ste. 

Marie  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1412  (i). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  3°,  4433 

(111). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Haul  tain,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2581  (It). 

Bank  Notes,  Supervision  re  Printing  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6255  (It). 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of.  Conspiracy,  Ac. 
(remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  36,  537  (I). 
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Boyce,  Mr.  A.  C— Con. 
Boyd,  Geo.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  at  Sauk 
Ste.  Harle  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6881 
(lv). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Hr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  1074,  1099  (i). 
Dobte,  W.  J.  B.,  Dismissal  from  Thessalon 

Post  Office  (M.  for  cor.)  3202  (ii). 
See  '  Thessailon.' 
Fishing  Regulations  in   Oat.,  Conflict  with 

Dom.  (remarks)  4761  (ill). 
Fits- Simons,  Jane  Marie,  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 

Calvert)  in  Com.,  6379  (It). 
Ft.  WHIiam  Station,  Plans  re  deposited  with 

Ry.  Dept.  (remarks)  2009  (11). 
Georgian  Bay,  Lake  Huron,  4c,  Fisheries, 

Request  re  Investigation  of  (Ques.)  5479 

(Hi). 

G.T.P.  Ry.,  Plans  of  Terminals,  Copies  Depo- 
sited in  Ry.  Dept.  (M.  for  ret.)  917  (1),  2816, 
2836  (ii): 

 Plans  re  Termini,  4c.  (Ques.)  1160  (i). 

 Surveys,  Reps,  in  Ry.  Dept.,  4c.  (re- 
marks) 2009  (11). 

 Terminus  at  Port  Arthur,  Approval  of 

Location  (remarks)  6138  (iv). 

Hay  Imports  from  U.S.,  Quantity,  Duties  col- 
lected, Cc.  (Ques.)  1064  (1). 

Kentvale  Postmaster,  Sureties,  Dismissal,  4c. 
(Ques.)  6977  (lv). 

Kentvllle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  H.  tor  Sup.,  6638  (iv). 

Killam,  Judge.  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 
Commission  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res..  637  (1). 

Lake  Superior  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Cos.,  Pur- 
chase of  Steel  Rails,  4c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1996  (i). 

Leach,  R.  E.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1161  (1). 

McDermot,  Clara  Bldwell,  Relief  B.  152  (Mr. 
Campbell)  In  Com.,  6279,  6357  (lv). 

Meadow  Creek  Ranching  Co.,  Patent  re  Lands 
(Ques.)  6476  (lv). 
.  Municipal  Telephone  Syetem,  Present  Status 
of  Port  Arthur  and  Fort  WHIiam  Applica- 
tion (Ques.)  696  (1). 

Ontario  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s  incorp.  (B.  105) 
1°»,  2184  ;  in  Com.,  2772  (it). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conmee  4  Bowman's  Tender,  on  M. 
(Hr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4462,  4466  (111). 

 Time  for  Tenders  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6875  (Iv). 

Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William,  Application  re 
Telephones  (Ques.)  695  (i). 

 Cor.  re  Application  to  Board  of  Ry. 

Commissioners  (M.  for  copy)  1886,  1391  (i). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  2203,  2686  (il). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 


Boyce,  Mr.  A.  C— Con. 

Railway  Commissioners,  Appnmt.  of  Chair- 
man. B.  36  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  R<«.,  637  (1). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bonded  Warehouse  re  Soft 
Coal,  Establishment  of  (Ques.)  6688  (ill). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contractors,  Payments 
to  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1407  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Dry  Dock,  Construction,  To- 
tal Amount  expended,  4c  (Ques.)  5426  (iii). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  1189,  1791  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt) 
to  M.  for  S«,  1873  (1). 

Supply  : 

Canals— St.  Peters  (dredging)  6303  (lv); 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  (construction)  1335,  1406 

.  (i);  Welland  (claims  re  injuries)  6306  (lv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Acton  Vale) 
1106  (I);  Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont.  (Blind 
River  dredging)  6870;  (Grand  River  dred- 
ging) 6878;  (Sault  Ste.  Marie  harbour) 
6881  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (steel  rails,  4c.)  1995  (I). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control 
(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  1253  (i). 

Telephone  and  Telegraph  Lines,  Govt.  Con- 
struction, 4c,  Ques.  wthdrn.,  6106  (iv). 

Thessalon  Postmaster,  Appnmt.  and  Sureties 
(Ques.)  6106  (iv). 

  (M.  for  cor.)  3202  (11). 

 on  M.  for  Sup.,  6192  (lv). 

 (remarks)  on  M.  to  adjn.,  6649  (lv). 

 Salary  Warrants,  Inquiry  for  6239  (lv). 

Voters'  Lists,  Algoma  East  and  West,  4c, 
Revision,  4c.  (Ques.)  594  (1). 

Voters'  Lists  for  Unorganized  Ters.,  Cor.  re. 
Instructions,  4c.  (M.  for  copies*)  1397  (i). 

Boyer,  Mr.  G.,  Vaudreutl. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  5169  (iii). 

Castonguay,  A.  B.,  Cause  and  Report  re  Dis- 
missal (Ques.)  6653  (lv). 

Brabazon,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Pontine- 
Georgian    Bay    Canal,    Surveys;  Engineers, 
Reps.,  4c.  (Ques.)  192  (i). 

Bristol,  Mr.  E.,  Centre  Toronto. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden  to  M.  tor  2°,  5140  (ill). 

Broder,  Mr.  A.,  Dundos. 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2430  (11). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4846;  in 
Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  5637  till). 

Ice  Jam  in  St.  Lawrence  River,  Govt.  Action 
re  (remarks)  699  (i). 

Lefebvre,  A.  P.,  Postmaster  at  Markstay,  In- 
vestigation re  Dismissal  (Ques.)  7096  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Ice  Blockade,  Damages  re  (re- 
marks)  280  (1). 
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Broder,  Mr.  A. — Con. 
'  Scout,'  Str.,  Explosion  of  Acetylene  Ou,  In- 
vestigation re  (remarks)  4842  (111). 
Supply  : 

Railways— G.T.P.  (surveys,  plans,  Ac)  9490 

(v). 

Williamsburg  and  Cornwall  Canal  Water 
Power  Leases,  Dates,  Rentals,  Claims,  &c. 
(Ques.)  4809  (ill). 

Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P.  (Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue),  Rouville. 

Adulteration  of  Jams,  Ac.  Prosecutions  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1711  (1). 

Alexandra  Bridge,  Ottawa,  Lighting,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7686  (iv). 

Autonomy  B.  89  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6211  (ill)  ; 
In  Com.,  sec.  2  (B.N. A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Monk)  (dual  language)  8668,  8699  (v)  ;  in 
Com.  (school  clause  amt.)  7181  (lv)  ;  on 
Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  8333  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  8393;  on  M.  for  3°,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Leonard)  8867  (v). 

Beauharnols  Canal,  Waterways,  Opening 
Waterways,  &c;  In  Com.  of  3up.,  7380  (iv). 

Bills  from  the  Senate,  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  John- 
ston) to  place  on  Order  Paper,  8096  (v). 

Bout  de  l'lsle,  Repentlgny  and  Charlemagne 
Ferry  Service  (Ans.)  9696  (v). 

Canadian  Agency  B.  77  (Mr.  Bickerdlke)  on 
M.  for  Com.,  9049;  in  Com.,  9077  (v). 

Caplin  and  Paspebiac  Ry.,  Payments  re  Sub- 
sidy, on  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Ames)  3203  (11). 

Cast  Iron,  Furnished  Marine  Dept.  at  Sorel 
(Ans.)  2328  (11). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  >  convictions) 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4265  ;  on 
M.  for  3°,  6139  (Hi). 

Cullers,  Abolition  of  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7680  (lv). 

Debates,  Official,  and  Internal  Economy  Com., 
Reps,  re  (remarks)  9802  (v). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black)  In 
Com.,  4976  (ill). 

Election  Officers  :  See  '  Returning.' 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  69 
(Mr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com.,  8207  (11). 

Falrford  River  Dredging  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7670  (lv). 

Fertilizers,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1726  (I). 

Fishermen  for  Cod  Fisheries,  P.E.I.,  Immigra- 
tion from  Ireland  and  Scotland  (Ans.)  686 
(1). 

Fish  Hatcheries,  N.B.,  Number  of  Fish,  Cost, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  690  (1). 
Oas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection,  Rep.  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1692  (1). 

 Total  Cost,  Ac.  (Ans.)  1760  (1). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  9398  (v). 


Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P. — Con. 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  4202  (III). 
G.T.P.  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy) 

in  Com.,  7621  (lv). 
Greece's  Point  Wharf  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7302  (iv). 
Halibut  Fisheries,  B.C.,  American  Encroach- 
ments (Ans.)  585  (1). 
Imports  and  Exports.  Duties  paid,  Ac,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Clements)  for  Ret.,  3204  (11). 
Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.   (B.  176)  1*  m.,  7421 

(iv);  in  Com.,  8676;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9411  (v). 
Inland  Revenue  Dept.,  Rep.  (presented)  61 

(1),  4086  (ill). 
Internal  Economy  Board,  Rep.  of  Proceedings 

(remarks)  9076  (v). 
International  Bridge  and  Terminal  Ry.  Co: 'a 

Incorp.  B.  87  (Mr.  Grant)  on  Sen.  Amts.. 

9695  (v). 

Lobster  Canneries,  Licenses,  Applications, 
Ac,  N.B.,  District  No.  1  (Ans.)  584  (1). 

Lobsters,  Legal  Length  In  Bay  of  Fundy, 
Changes  re  (Ans.)  684  (1). 

MoDermot,  Clara  Btdwell,  Relief  B.  152  (Mr. 
Campbell)  In  Com.,  6352  (iv). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  Mgr.  Sbarretti's  Ex- 
planation on  M.  to  adjn.,  3985  (ii). 

Maple  Products,  Adulteration  of  (Ans.)  1341 
(1). 

Metric  System,  Adoption  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1694  (i). 
Moncton  Harbour  Master,  Appmnt.  of  Mr.  D. 

Robertson  (Ans.)  2329  (il). 
Montreal  Harbour,  Ac,  Dues  and  Charges,  Ac 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7316  (lv). 
Montreal  P.O.,  St.  Catherine  St.  Branch,  Un- 
sanitary Condition  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  202  (i). 
Naturalization  and  Aliens  Act  Amt.  (B.  184) 

1*»  7906  (lv). 
Patent  Medicines,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1725  (1). 
Port  Arthur  Dredging  Contract,  on  Ques.  of 

Order  re  Relevancy  of  Debate,  on  Ms.  to 

adjn.  (remarks)  4673  (111). 
Port  Credit  Dredging  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7566  (iv). 
Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Public  Works  under  Contract,  Supervision 

Charges  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7688  (lv). 
Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners  Act  Amt.  (B. 

87>  1°  m.,  682  (i). 
Ry.  Debts  :  See  '  Exchequer.' 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  co 

adjn.,  7366  (iv). 
Richelieu  Bridge  Dispute,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6960  (lv). 
St.  Louis,  Certificate  re  Reinstatement  (Ans.) 

591  (1). 
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Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P.— Con. 
St.  Timothee  Wharf,  Repairs,  &c.  (remarks) 

Id  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306  (iv). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  (B.  38)  1*  m.,  682  (1). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  368  (i). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry 

B.  149  (Mr.  Qeoffrion)  in  Com.,  9S86;  on  M. 

to  ret.  beck  to  Ry.  Com.,  9072;  on  Sen. 

Amts..  9816  (v). 
Spirits  in  Bond  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

8679  (v). 

SOPPLT  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1699 

(I). 

Civil  Govt.— Inland  Revenue  (salaries)  89  (i), 
9069  (v). 

Excise  (additional  remuneration)  1688;  (al 
lowance  to  customs  officers)  1689  (i);  (con- 
tingencies) 6724  (iv);  (Frechette,  L.  A., 
translation)  1690  ;  (inspectors'  salaries) 
1679;  (methylated  spirits,  purchase)  1690; 
preventive  service)  1688;  (provisional  al- 
lowances, B.C.,  4c.)  1690  ;  (travelling  ex- 
penses) 1689  (1). 

Legislation  (voters'  lists)  6964  (iv). 

Miscellaneous  (olerlcal  assistance)  7626  (iv). 

Public  Works — Buildings — N.B.  (generally) 
7284;  (St.  John  drill  hall)  7503  (Iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— B.C. 
(Anderson  Lake)  7573;  (Arrow  Head)  7674; 
(Chilliwack)  7573  ;  iColumbia  river)  7573  ; 
(Fraser  channel)  7674;  (Golden)  7574; 
(Langley)  7576;  (Revelstoke)  7573;  (Salmon 
river)  7575  ;  (Thompson  river)  7576;  (Vlb- 
toria)  7676;  (Williams  Head)  7676  (iv). 

Public  WorkB — Harbours  and  Rivers — Man. 
(Glmli  wharf)  7573  ;  (Lake  Dauphin)  7569; 
(Lake  St.  Francis)  7572;  (Narrows  Lake) 
7572;  (Selkirk)  7673;  (While  Mud)  7678; 
(Wlnnipegosls)  7673  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Cape  Tormentine)  7497  ;  (Chance  har- 
bour) 7497;  (CHfton  breakwater)  7497; 
(Dipper  harbour  7498;  (Durham  wharf) 
7498  (Great  Salmon  breakwater)  7498  ; 
(Miscou  harbour)  7498;  (Mud  Cove)  7600; 
(Petit  Rochex)  7500;  (Pointe  du  Chene) 
7500;  (Quaco  harbour)  7501;  (Richlbucto 
pier)  7501;  (9t.  John  harbour)  7503;  (St. 
John  tributaries)  7501;  (tidal  waters)  7503 
(iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— 
N.W.T.  (repairs.  Ac.)  7573  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Apple  river)  7396;  (Baddeck)  7396;  (Bara- 
cbofs)  7396;  (Baas  river)  7397;  (Bay  St. 
Lawrence)  7397;  (Bear  Cove)  7397;  (Beck- 
erton)  7397;  (Breton  Cove)  7397;  (Bridge- 
water  dredging)  7398;  (Broad  Cove)  7398; 
(Canning  wharf)  7402;  (Carlos  break- 
water) 7398:  (Chezzetcook)  7402;  (Clark's 
harbour)  7398;  (Country  harbour)  7398; 
(Cow  Bay,  Port  MOTien)  7399;  (Culloden 
breakwater)  7401;  (Cunningham  Point) 
7402;  (Devil's  Island)  7402;  (Digby  Pier) 
7402;  (Bel  river)  7407;  (Freeport)  7402; 
(Gabarus)  7402:  (Georgevtlle)  7402;  (Har- 
rlgan  cove)  7403;  (Indian  Harbour)  7408: 
(Inverness  Mines  harbour)  7403;  (Jan- 
wta's  Island)  7406;  (Judtque)  7407; 
(L'Ardoise)  7407  ;  (Larry's  river)  7407  ; 
(Litchfield)    7407;    (Little   Brook)  7407; 


Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 
Public  Works— Con. 
(Lunenburg)  7408  ;  (Mabou  bridge)  7408  ; 
(Maln-a-Dieu)  7409;  (Mahone  bay)  7408; 
(Malignant  Cove)  7409:  (Margaree  Har- 
bour) 7409;  (Margaretvllle)  7412;  (Mete- 
ghan  cove)  7413  ;  (Mill  cove)  7413  ;  (New 
Campbell  ton)  7413;  (Newport)  7413;  (Noel 
wharf)  7413:  (Ogden's  Bond)  7414;  (Pem- 
broke breakwater)  7414;  (Pleasant  bay) 
7414;  (Plympton)  7414;  (Port  Greville) 
7414;  (Port  Hood)  7414;  (Port  La  Tour) 
7416;  (Scott's  Bay)  7415;  (Sbelburne)  741»- 
(Sktoner's  cove)  7418;  (Summarville) 
7418;  (Three  Fathom  harbour)  7418;  (Vic- 
toria beach)  7418;  (Wallace  harbour)  7419; 
(West  Arichat)  7419;  (White  Head)  7419; 
(Wolfvllle  wharf)  7419;  (Yarmouth)  7419 
(iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Amherstburg)  7546  ;  (Bayfield  pier)  7546; 
(Beaverton  harbour)  7546  ;  (Belle  River) 
7546;  (Blanche  river)  7547;  (Bracebridge) 
7547  ;  (Bronte)  7648  ;  (Cobourg)  7548  ;  Col- 
lingwood)  7549  ;  (Depot  Harbour)  7552  ; 
(Goderich)  7553  ;  (Grand  Bend)  7553  ; 
(Haileybury  wharf)  7556  ;  (Hamilton  har- 
bour) 7556  ;  (Kincardine)  7558  ;  (Lake  Te- 
mlskaming  wharfs)  7559;  (Little  Current) 
7560  ;  (Matchedash  bay)  7560  ;  (Meaford) 

7560  ;   (Midland)  7560  ;    (Newcastle  pier) 

7561  ;  (Ollphant  wharf)  7561  ;  (Otonabee 
River)  7564  ;  (Ottawa  locks)  7561  ;  (Owen 
Sound)  7561  ;  (Parry  Sound)  7562  ;  (Pem- 
broke wharf)  7592  ;  (Penetangulshene) 
7563  ;  (Petewawa)  7562  ;  (Po  nt  Edward) 
7563  ;  (Port  Bruee)  7563  ;  (Port  BuTwell) 

7563  ;    (Port  Dover)  7564  ;    (Port  Hope) 

7564  ;  (Port  Stanley)  7564  ;  (repairs,  &c.) 
7555  ;  (Rondeau  harbour)  7561  ;  (Sarnia 
dredging)  7564  ;  (Saugeen)  7565  :  (Spanish 
river)  7565  ;  (Thessalon)  7666  ;  (Thorn- 
bury)  7565  ;  (Toronto,  breakwater)  7567  ; 
(Toronto  harbour)  7566  ;  (Wiarton)  7569 
(iv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Riv»rs — Que. 
(Anse  a  Beauflls)  7285  ;  (Anse  iux  Gris 
Fonds)  7285  ;  (Anse  St.  Jean)  72S1  ;  <Ba- 
raohols  de  Malbale)  7287  ;  (Batlscnn  chan- 
nel) 7322  ;  (Beloell  guide  piers)  7287  ;  (Bic 
wharf)  7288  ;  (Canton  Fabre)  7288;  (Cham- 
bird  wharf)  7289;  (Champlain  wharf)  7290; 
(Chateauguay,  dredging)  7322  ;  (Chateau 
Richer)  7290  ;  (Descente  des  Femmas 
wharf)  7307  ;  (Desjardins  wharf)  7298  : 
(Doucet's  Landing)  7298;  (eastern  channel) 
7330;  (East  Templeton)  7300;  (Escoumain 
wharf)  7303  ;  (Fraserville  harbour)  7323  ; 
(Gatlneau  Point)  7303  ;  (Grand  Mechins) 
7303  ;  (Grande  Piles  dam)  7326  ;  (Grosse 
Isle  pier)  7305  ;  (Isle  St.  Therese)  7376  ; 
(Lake  St.  John  dredging)  7306;  (Lake  Te- 
mlscamlngue)  7287  ;  (Laprairle  ice  piers) 
7306  ;  (Lavaltrle  wharf)  7306  ;  (L'lle  d' Al- 
ma) 7307  ;  (Little  Pabos)  7307  ;  (Lower 
St.  Lawrence)  7308  :  (Magdalen  Islands) 
7308  ;  (Masklnong«  dredging)  7325  ;  (MlUe 
Vaches)  7310  ;  (Mistook  wharf)  7310  ; 
(Mont  Louis  wharf)  7310  :  (Montraai?ny 
wharf)  7311  ;  (Montmorency  Falls)  7311  ; 
(New  Carlisle  wharf)  7312:  (Nlcolet  pier) 

7313  ;   (Notre  Dame  du    Portage  wharf) 

7314  ;  (Ottawa  River)  7375  :  (Peel  Head 
bay)  7314  ;  (piers,  bridges.  &c.)  7305  ; 
(Portneuf  wharf)  7314;  (Repentlgny  wharf) 
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Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 
Public  Works — Con. 
7314  r    (Rimouskl    pier)    7320  ;  (Riviere 
Ouelle)  7375  ;   (Riviere  du  Lievre)  7325  ; 
(Riviere  du  Loup)  7325  ;  (Riviere  Verte) 

7390  ;  (Sacr6-CoBUr)  7390  ;  (Saguenay 
river)  7877  ;  (St.  Alexis  pier)  7390  ;  (St. 
Andr«  de  Kamouraska)  7390  ;  (Ste.  Anne 
de  la  Pocatlere)  7390  ;  (St.  Charles  Borro- 
mee)  7390  ;  (Ste.  Famille  wharf)  7390  ; 
(Ste.  Fldele)  7391  ;  (St.  Francis  de  Sales) 

7391  ;  (St.  Francois,  Orleans)  7391  ;  (St. 
Fulgence)    7392  ;    (St.    Gideon  Islands) 

7392  ;  (St.  Jean,  Orleans)  7393  ;  (St.  Louis, 
feeders)  7380  ;  (St.  Louis,  improvements) 
7379  ;  (St.  Maurice  dredging)  7326  ;  (St. 
Simeon)  7393  ;  (Terrebonne)  7394  ;  (Ya- 
maska  river)  7394  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Trans- 
portation Facilities  (Georgian  Bay  sur- 
veys) 7637  (Iv). 

Public  Works — Dredging— B.C.  (new  plant) 
7578;  (working  expenses)  7579;  Generally 
(new  plant)  7578;  (vessel  repairs)  7576  ; 
Man.  (snag  boat)  7577;  (working  expenses) 
7579;  Ont.  and  Que.  (new  plant)  7577: 
(working  expenses)  7579;  P.B.I,  (new 
plant)  7577  (Iv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (arbitrations. 
&c.,)  7611;  (architects,  &c.)  7618;  (art 
gallery)  7618;  (balances,  Ac.)  7628;  (lament 
testing)  7613;  (clerical  salaries)  7620  ; 
(Ottawa  river  surveys)  7612;  (surveys, 
&c.)  7611;  (technical  books)  7627;  (tele- 
graph staff)  7620;  (transportation  com- 
mission) 7627  (iv). 

Public  Works — Roads  and  Bridges — Dom. 
(traffic  bridges)  7592;  N.W.T.  (Battle 
river)  7587;  (colonization  roads)  7594  ; 
(Sh?I!mouth)  7591;  Ottawa  (bridge  repairs) 
7685;  Que.  (Bryson  bridge)  7585  (Iv). 

Public  Works— Slides  and  Booms  (Gatlneau 
river)  7630;  (St.  Maurice)  7679;  (Upper 
Ottawa  Co.)  7629;  (working  expenses) 
7632  (iv). 

Public  Works  —  Telegraphs  —  B-C.  (Kam- 
loops)  7610;  (Vancouver  and  Salt  Springs) 
7610;  (working  expenses)  7636  (iv). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— Dom.  (generally) 
7636  (iv). 

Public  Works  —  Telegraphs  —  Mar.  Provs. 
(Bay  St.  Lawrence)  7606  (Iv). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— N.W.T.  (Qu'Ap- 
pelle  and  Edmonton)  7633;  (working  ex- 
penses) 7633  (lv). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— Ont.  (Pelee  Is- 
lands) 7609  (iv). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— P.E.I.  (Anglo- 
American  Co.)  7632;  (working  expenses) 
7632  (Iv). 

Public  Works — Telegraphs — Que.  (Berslmls, 

&c.)  7609  (iv). 
Public  Works— Telegraphs— Yukon  (Ash- 

croft-Dawson)  7636  (lv). 
Senate  (contingencies)  6621  (lv). 
Weights  and  Measures  (electric  light  In- 
spection) 1696;  (Inspectors'  salaries)  1692: 
(metric  system)  1698;  (standards)  1695  (I). 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  99 

(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3668  (11). 
Tobacco  ami  Cigars  imported  from  U.S.,  Du- 
ties paid,  &c.  (Ans.)  5687  (HI). 
Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection    re  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (i). 


Brodeur,  Hon.  L.  P.— Con. 
Toronto  Harbour,  Eastern  Entrance,  Fog  Sig- 
nals, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7566 
(lv). 

Water  Meters  Inspection  (B.  188)  prop.  Res.. 
8385  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  8674  ;  1°*,  8676  ;  in 
Com.,  9409  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9816  (v) 

Wharf  Building,  Ac,  Govt.  Policy  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7816  (iv). 

Wharfs  iu  Tidal  Waters,  Contributions  by 
Provincial  Govts.,  (remarks)  In  Com.  o* 
Sup.,  7393  (Iv). 

Brown,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Chateauguay. 
James  Bay  and  Interprovincial  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 

150)  1"\  5783  (Ml). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

Co.'s  (B.  149)  1°*,  5783  (Hi). 
Supplt : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Chateauguay  dredging)  7322  (lv). 

Bruneau,  Mr.  A.  A..  Richelieu. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  foi  2°,  4552 

(HI). 

Cast  Iron,  Quantity  furnished  to  Marine  Dept. 

at  Sorel  (Ques.)  2328  (ii). 
G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies  Inter- Imperial  Parlt., 

on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2376  (ii). 
Bureau,  Mr.  J.,  Three  Rivers  A  St.  Maurice. 
■Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  V,  4861 

(Hi). 

Criminal  Code  (summary  appeals)  Amt.  B 
45  (Mr.  Porter)  In  Com.  (amt.)  re  Race 
Courses,  5137  (HI). 

La  Compagnle  Etectrlque  de  Trols  Rivieres. 
Ac  (B.  57)  1*»,  986  (i). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarretti's  Ex- 
planation, on  M.  to  odjn.,  3986  (H) 

Orangemen,  Attack  re  Quotations  from  Que- 
bec Papers  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69, 
8351  (v). 

St.  Maurice  Valley  Ry.  Co.  (B.  113);  Pet.  pre- 
sented, 6826,  7017  (lv),        7175  (iv). 

Separate  Schools,  Circulars  Issued  by  Jacques 
Cartier  Club  (remarks)  on  prop..  Res.  (Mr. 
S.  Hughes)  2408  (11). 

Supplt  : 

House  of  Commons— Library  (books)  6947 

(iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(eastern  channel)  7330;  (Grande  Piles 
dam)  7327;    (St  Maurice  dredging)  7326 

(iv). 

Burrows,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dauphin. 
Fairford  River  Dredging  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7570  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Man. 
(Lake  Douphln)  7570  ;  Roads  and  Bridges— 
N.W.T.  (colonisation  roads)  7603  (lv). 
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Caldwell,  Mr.  T.  B.,  North  Lanark. 

Budget,  on  The,  8965  (v). 

Facer  Oar  Wheel  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  (B.  27) 
1**.  493;  In  Com.,  1285  (1). 

Fitz-Simmons,  Jane  Marte  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  in  Com.,  6379  (lv). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Expla- 
nation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4016  (ii). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  in 
Com.,  3172  (ii). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  in  Com., 
716  (1). 

Calvert,  Mr.  W.  S.,  West  Middlesex. 

Canadian  Canals  Corporation  incorp.,  (B.  72) 

V,  1692  ;  2°  m.,  1757  (i). 
Canada  Middlesex  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  (B  65)  1**, 

908  (I). 

Fitz-Slmmons,  ane  Marie  Relief  (B.  130)  1°*, 
4081  (iti)  ;  in  Com.,  6377  ;  3«  m.,  6378  (lv). 

Great  Northern  Ry.  of  Canada  (B.  71)  1°*. 
1504  (i). 

Hersey.  A.  T.,  Relief  B.  167  (Mr.  T.  G.  John- 
ston) in  Com.,  7624  (iv). 

Hudson's  Bay  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  109) 
1°*.  2184  (ii). 

Huron  and  Erie  Loan  and  Savings  Co.'s  (B. 
84)  1"»,  1788  (i). 

London  and  St.  Clair  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  (B. 
32)  1°».  493  (1). 

McCormack  &  Sharpies,  Messrs.,  Patent  Re- 
lief B.  (M.)  to  receive  Pet.,  6668  (lv). 

Niagara,  St.  Catharines  and  Toronto  Ry.  Co.'s 
(B.  39)  1°»,  625  (1). 

Pearson,  Geo.,  Relief  (B.  153)  1°*,  5919  (lil)  ; 
in  Com..  7623  (iv). 

Prior,  James  Arthur  Relief  (B.  127)  1°*,  3091 
(11). 

Toronto  and  Hamilton  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  48)  1°  m., 
817  (i). 

Toronto  and  Hamilton  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  110)  1°*, 
2184  (Ii) 

Campbell,  Mr.  A.,  Centre  York. 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  2843  (ii). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurter)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  Z°,  6307 

(ill). 

  in  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7853;  (schools)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8444  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill  69,  School  Clause  Amts.,  Ex- 
plantation  re  (remarks)  5819  (iii). 

Breakwaters,  Wharfs,  &c,  N.S.,  Govt.  Policy 
re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9566  (v). 

Budget,  on  The,  8938  (v). 

Canadian  Tukon  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  165) 
1»,  6232  (iv). 

Damen.  Wm.,  Patent  Relief  (B.  129)  1°*,  3834 
(ii)  ;  (M.)  to  ref.  back  to  Com.,  6379  (iv). 


Campbell,  Mr.  A.— Cow. 

Estimates,  Delay  in  bringing  down,  Obstruc- 
tion, Ac  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9273  (v). 

Fitz-Simmons,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  In  Com.,  6378  (iv). 

Freight  Rates,  Advancement  of,  Rebate,  &c. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1645  (I). 

Gold  Medal  Furniture  Mfg.  Co.  Patent  Relief 
(B.  102)  1°*,  2184;  in  Com.,  3399  (11). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  9406  (v). 

Ideal  Manufacturing  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  (B. 
166)  1",  6232  (iv). 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Rates  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2243  (ii). 

 Freight   Rates,  Increases.  &c.  on  Ex-  " 

planation  of  Mln.  of  Rys.,  612S  (iv). 

McDermot,  Clara  BidweU  Relief  (B.  152)  V*, 
5919  (Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  6275,  6347  (lv)  ;  3°  m., 
6376,  agreed  to  (T.  38;  N.  13)  6377  (iv). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6805  (iv). 

Molson's  Bank  B.  33  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com., 
756  (i). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.  and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2168  (HI). 
Officials  dismissed  by  Mr.  Whitney  re  Political 

Partisanship  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6865  (iv). 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  (B.  86) 
1°*,  1933  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  2715,  2717,  2763,  3134 
(ii). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Railway  Commission,  Advancement  of  Freight 

Rates,  Rebates  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1545  (I). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Agricul- 
ture Com.,  4984  (lil). 

Red  Deer  Valley  and  Coal  Co.'s  (B.  76)  V*. 
1671;  2°  m.,  1767  (1);  in  Com.,  2325  (ii). 

Sterling  Bank  of  Canada  Incorp.  (B.  182)  l", 
7810  (iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  River)  9363  (v). 
Justice,  Administration  of    (Three  Rivers 

Judgeship)  9683  (v). 
Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7538  (lv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (buoys)  2733 

(il). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 

(Phinney's  Cove)  9556  (v)  ;  Ont.  (Sault  Ste. 

Marie  wharf)  6885  (iv). 
Railways— P.E.I.    (Murray    Harbour  and 

Bridge)  2158  (Ii). 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  (B. 
99)  V,  2108  ;  In  Com.,  3651  (II),  4680  ;  3* 
m.,  4964  (Hi). 
Trelawney,  A.  H.  H.  S.,  Relief  (B.  198)  1", 
9278  (v). 

Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Bro- 
deur)  in  Com.,  9410  (v). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


xxviii 


INDEX 


Carvell,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Carleton,  N.B. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta  boundaries)  In  Com., 
5657  (111). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4263  (ill). 

Halifax  Fishery  Awards,  Payment  to  Provs., 
Ref.  re  (Ques.)  2066  (11). 

McDermot,  Clara  Bidwell  Relief  B.  162  (Mr. 
Campbell)  in  Com.,  6366  (iv). 

Provincial  Subsidies,  Readjustment  re,  Memo- 
randa, &c.  (M.  for  copies)  2100  (ii). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  1190  (i). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (Woodstock 
armoury)  1069  (1). 

Cash,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Mackenzie. 

Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4833 
(111)  ;   in  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on 

.  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7889  (lv). 

Chisholm,  Mr.  T.,  Bast  Button. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  744  (1). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°  (remarks) 
5090  (til). 

Civil  Servants'  Guarantees    re    P.O.  Dept. 

(Ques.)  1758  (1). 
Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8225  (v). 
I.C.R.  Capital  Account,  Total  Expenditure  re 

(Ques.)  2064  (11). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'e  B.  12  (Mr.  Qalliher)  In 

Com.,  3195  (ii). 
Post  Office  Assessment  Syst  :m,  Collections 

re  (Ques.)  3671  (11). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  347  (I). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Montmorency  wharf)  6867  (lv). 

Christie,  Mr.  P.,  South  Ontario. 
McDermot,  Clara  Bidwell  Relief  B.  152  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  6282  (iv). 
Port  Perry  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re 

(Ques.)  2190  (11). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (experimental  farms) 
6181  ;  (live  stock  records)  6687  (iv). 

Public  Works — 'Miscellaneous  (cement  test- 
ing) 7616  (iv). 
Whitby  Wharf    Dredging,    Expenditure  re 

(Ques.)  2190  (11). 

Clare,  Mr.  G.  A.,  South  Waterloo. 
Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  486  (1). 
Cement,  In  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8994  (v). 


Clare,  Mr.  G.  A. — Con. 
Cordage  at  Kingston  Penitentiary,  Sale  of  58 

Tons,  Ac.  (Ques.)  6827  (lv). 
 Plant  established  at  Kingston  (Que*.) 

2329  (H). 

I.C.R.,  Supplies  of  Oils,  Purchase  of  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2254  (11). 
Labour  Union  Labels,  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith.  B.C.) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  274  ;  in  Com.,  722  (i). 

Supply  : 

Customs  (contingencies)  261  (1). 

Public  Works— BuUding.-^-Ottawa  (Welling- 
ton St.  pavement)  1572  (1). 

Railways— O.T.P.  (surveys,  construction. 
&c.)  2290  (11). 

Clarke,  Mr.  A.  H.,  South  Eessx. 
Criminal  Code  (summary  appeals)  Amt.  B.  46 

(Mr.  Porter)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bureau)  re  Race 

Courses,  5138  (111). 
Exchequer    Court,    Admiralty  Jurisdiction, 

Number  of  Actions,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.')  1770 

(D- 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Fence.  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 
ier) 5695  (Hi). 

Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  306  (i). 

Rural  Mall  Delivery,  Cost  of  Establishing, 
Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2095  (Ii). 

Supply  : 

Excise  (inspectors'  salaries)  1687  (I). 
Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1687  (1). 
Woodstock  and  Lake  Huron  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp. 

(B.  80)        1671  (1). 

Clarke.  Mr.  E.  F.,  Centre  Toronto. 
Sovereign  Fire  Ins.  Co.  of  Canada  lncorp. 
(B.  26)  1**.  493;  in  Com.,  1756  (1). 

Clements,  Mr.  H.  S.,  West  Kent. 

Agricultural  Exports  and  Imports  to  U.S.,  &c. 
(Ques.)  909  (1). 

 Duties  paid,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  3203  (11). 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.  of  Res.,  2418  (11). 

Beet  Sugar  Industry,  Encouragement  of  (M. 
for  copies  of  cor.*)  3204  (ii). 

Budget,  on  The,  8967  (v). 

Chatham  Armoury,  Contract,  Price  re  Erec- 
tion (Ques.)  587  (I). 

Coatsworth  OuCtome  Collector,  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  261 
(I). 

Franking  Privilege,  Extension  of  Time  after 

Prorogation  (remarks)  9395  (v). 
Hog  Plague  In  Essex  and  Kent  (remarks)  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6711  (lv). 
Ice  Jam  on  Thames  River  (remarks)  on  M. 

for  Sup.,  1013  (i). 
Imports  and  Exports,  Duties  paid,  Ac  (M.  for 

ret.)  3203  (11). 
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Clements,  Mr.  H.  S.— Con. 
N.W.T.   Boundary   Line,  Erection  of  Wire 

Fencing  (Ques.)  6478  (ill). 
 Fencing  Contract,  Cor.  re  (read)  M.  to 

adjn.,  6677  (ill). 
 on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

5696  (lit). 

Rural  Hail  Delivery,  Cost  of,  Ac,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2096  (ii). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  337,  1181;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt) 

to  M.  for  3s,  1881  (1). 

Supply  : 

Customs  (expenses)  261  (1). 

Excise  (inspectors'  salaries)  1683  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Out.  (Chatham 
armoury)  1651  (i). 

Quarantine  (catUe)  6711  (iv). 
Thames  River  Dredging  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6872  (iv). 
 Ice  Jam  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  1013 

(1). 

 Lake  St.  Clair,  &c.,  Surveys,  Comple- 
tion and  Cost  (Ques.)  590  (i). 

Tobacco  and  Cigars,  Imported  from  U.S.,  Duty 
paid,  Ac.  (Ques.)  6687  (ill). 

Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1683  (1). 

Veterinary  Inspectors  re  Hog  Plague,  Sala- 
ries, &c.  (Ques)  1933  (i). 

Veterinary  Surgeons,  Salaries  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6707  (iv). 

Wire  Fencing  re  Boundary  Line,  N.W.T., 
Erection  of.  Contract  re  (M)  to  adjn.,  6678 
See  *  N.W.T. ' 

Cochrane,  Mr.  E.,  East  Northumberland,  Ont. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  739  (1). 
Ballot  Box  Frauds  In  Dom.  Elections,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Porter)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  922S  (v). 
Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sun.,  483  (i). 
Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privilege 

(remarks)  1813  (i). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com.,  643  (I). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Fielding) 

in  Com.,  9764  (v). 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W.  Grant 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6487  (Iv). 
G.  T.  Pacific  Ry.,  Surveys,  Rep.  in  Ry.  Dept., 

Ac.  (remarks)  2017  (11). 
I.C.R.  Traffic  Arrangements,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2217  (ii). 
Murray  Canal  Inspector,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  -t  Sup.,  1612  (i). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.  and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  »16S  (II). 
Oats.  Rolled.  Tariff  Changes,  In  Com.  on  B. 

190.  9764  (v>. 


Cochrane,  Mr.  E.— Con. 

Peterborough  Immigrant  Homes,  Inspection, 

Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7696  (v). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  o.f  Sup.,  1332 

(1). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re.  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenale)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 
6015  (ill). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  147  (Mr.  Pretontaine)  in 

Com.,  7432  (iv). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  336,  363  (i). 
Supply  : 

Arts— Agriculture,  Ac.  (dairying)  6935;  Ex- 
perimental Farms  (bulletins)  6926  (iv). 

Canals — Miscellaneous  (inspectors)  1511  (i). 

Canals— Trent  (surveys,  Ac.)  1482  (i);  (sur- 
veys) 9356  (v). 

Canals— Wetland  (Port  Colborne  elevator) 
1332:  (surveys)  1235  (I). 

Dom.  Lands  (homestead  Inspectors)  9258  (v). 

Immigration  (agents,  G.B.,  &c,  salaries) 
7694;  (Interpreters)  7704  (iv). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live  stock)  6540 

(iv)  . 

Public  Works— Buildings — General  (ar- 
mouries) 1655;  N.S.  (Antigonlsh)  1017; 
(Canso)  1026  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (Printing 
Bureau)  1575  (1);  (Rldeau  Hall  mainten- 
ance) 9551  (v);  Que.  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.) 
1120  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Anse  aux  Oris  Fonds)  7286;  (Chateau  Ri- 
cher) 7292;  (Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6459  (lv). 

Railways — G.T.P.  (surveys,  plans,  Ac.)  9496 

(v)  . 

Railways— I.C.R.  (expenditures)  2218;  Hall- 
fax  terminals)  2034  (11);  (ties,  &c.)  6431 
(Iv). 

Railways— P.E.I.    (Murray    Harbour  and 
Bridge)  2163  (11). 
Trent  Canal  Surveys  (remarks)  in  Com  of 
Sup.,  1472  (1). 

Cockshutt,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Brantford. 
Adulteration  of  Food.  Jams,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1718  (1). 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  2423  (il). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4580;  in 

Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  5660  (Hi);  in  Com. 

(distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S. 

McCarthy)  7974  (iv). 
Autonomy  B.  69,  School  Clauses  Amts.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.,  5848  (111). 
Brantford  Parade  Ground  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1553  (i). 
Brantford  Post  Office  Building  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Supply,  219,  860  (1). 
Budget,  on  The.,  8936  (v). 
Campaign  Literature  franked  by  Ministers  of 

Crown  (remarks)  1817  (I). 
Cement,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8986  (v). 
Grass  Seeds,  Quantity  exported  (Ques.)  913  (i). 
G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperial  Parlt., 

on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2358  (li). 
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Cockshutt,  Mr.  W.  F.—Con. 

House  of  Commons,'  Improvements  In  Corri- 
dors, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com  of  Sup.,  1566  (i). 

Indian  Schools  Establishment  of  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.  230  (i). 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Rates,  Increases,  &c,  on  Ex- 
planation of  Min.  of  Rys.,  6131  (iv). 

Letter  Carriers,  Brantford,  &c.  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  217  (i). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6802  (iv). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire  Fen- 
cing, on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5590 
OH). 

  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

5716  (iii). 

Permanent  Force,  Recruiting  Points,  &c. 
(Ques.)  5977  (Iv). 

P.E.I.  Winter  Mail' Service,  Delays,  4c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2656  (li). 

Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T. :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Railway  Commission  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  in  Com.,  1613  (1). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 
6021  (Hi). 

Rolled  Oats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
8984  (v). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  329,  1155,  1208,  1793  ;  on  M.  tor  3°, 
(amt.)  1868  (i). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1718 
(i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (experimental  farms) 
6179  (iv). 

Indians— Ont.,  &c.  (schools)  230  (1). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (winter  mail  ser- 
vice, P.E.I.)  2656  (ii). 

Post  Office  (mail  service)  219  (i). 

Public    Works — Buildings — General  (arm- 
ouries) 1657;  N.S.  (Antigonish)  860;  Ont. 
(Chatham  armoury)  1653;  Ottawa  (H.  of 
C.  Improvements)  1566  (1). 
White  Lead,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 

8983  (v). 
Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Conmee,  Mr.  J.,  Thunder  Bay  and  Rainy  River. 
Autonomy  B.  69,  in  Com.,  sec.  16  (schools)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  8356;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  La- 
ment) 8616  (v). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  (B.  86)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  9817  (v). 

Costigan,  Hon.  John,  Tietoria,  N.B. 
Campaign  Literature,  franked  by  Ministers  of 

Crown  (remarks)  1822  (i). 
G.T.P.  Surveys    through    Madawaska,  N.B., 

Route,  &c.  (Ques.)  6688  (ill). 
Winding  Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Co. 'a  lnoorp. 

(B.  101)  1°*.  2108  (ii). 
Winding  Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Co.,  Cor.  j 

&c.  (M.  for  copies*)  9697  (v). 


Crawford,  Mr.  J.,  Portage  la  Prairie. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4607; 

in  Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  6562  (ill). 
Cement,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8991 

(v). 

Grain  Inspection  Aot  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  9407  (v). 
Lake  Manitoba,  Closing  re  Fishing,  Cor.,  Pets, 

&c.  (M.  for  copies)  9698  (v). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists.  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6760  (lv). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  GaJllher)  In 

Com.,  3172  (ii). 

Crocket.  Mr.  O.  S.,  York,  N.B. 
Alexander  Gibson  Ry.  Co.,  Purchase,  Ac.  (M. 

for  ret.)  734  (i). 
Armoury  at  Woodstock,  Ownership  of  Land 

by  Govt.,  &c.  (Ques.)  4920  (til). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4533 

(Hi). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Purchase,  Ac.,  Cor., 

Number  of  Officials,  &c  (M.  for  ret.)  734  (I). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  4811  (Hi). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Roadbed  Improvements 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1978  (i). 
•  Canadian  Citizenship  '  Political  Speech  by 

Min.  of  Rys.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2214 

(ii). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  in  Com.,  9435  (v). 

Drill  Hall,  Frederlcton,  Contract  re  (Ques.) 
729  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1726  (1). 

Frederlcton  Military  Buildings,  Tenders  re 
Construction  (Ques.)  728  (1). 

Frederlcton  Post  Office,  Equipment,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  170  (i). 

Frederlcton  Station  Agent,  Mr.  O.  White  (M. 
for  cor.)  193  (1). 

 Dismissal,  &c.  (Ques.)  107  (i). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  698  (I). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Expenditure  re  Repairs,  *c 
(Ques.)  1349  (i). 

Harvey,  N.B.,  Customs  Collector,  Appnmt.  of 
(Ques.)  9696  (v). 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Rates,  re  Frederlcton  In- 
creases (remarks)  6591  (lv). 

 on  Explanation  of  Min.  of  Rys.,  6123 

(iv). 

 remarks  re,  6588  (iv). 

 Traffic  Arrangements,  &c.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2223  (11). 

Military  Buildings,  Frederlcton,  Construction 
(Ques.)  728  (i). 

Pound  Net  Licenses,  Little  Current,  Cor.  be- 
tween A.  E.  Dyment,  M.P.,  and  Min  of  Mar. 
and  Fisheries  re  (M.  for  copies*)  1399  (i). 
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Crocket,  Mr.  0.  S.— Con. 
Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.:  See  'Autonomy.' 
Supply  : 

Adulteration  ot  Food  (fertilizers)  1726  (1). 

Militia  (cavalry  corps)  9125  (v). 

Post  Office  (provisional  allowances)  170  (i). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Campbellton  wharf)  1744  (I). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (Memramcook  accommoda- 
tion) 1977;  (Moncton  accommodation)  1948 
(i);   (revenue  collections)  2223  (ii). 

White,  Odbur,  Dismissal  as  Station  Agent, 

I.C.R.  (Ques.)  107  (i). 
 (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2205;  Oct., 

ftc.  (read)  2206  (11). 
Woodstock  Rifle    Range,  Purchase  of  Land 

(Ques.)  6132  (ill). 

Daniel,  Mr.  John'  W.,  St.  John  City. 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of,  Denial  re  Election 

Speaking,  567  (1). 
Bridges,  Dr.,  Resignation  as  Medical  Officer 

of  No.  8  District  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

417  (i). 
Budget,  on  The,  8978  (v). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)',  in! 

Com..  634  (i). 
Dipper   Harbour   Breakwater,  Construction, 

&c.  (Ques.)  912  (i). 
Dredging  in  Mar.  Provs.,  Number  ot  Vessels, 

ftc.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6890  (lv). 
Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  re  Investiga- 
tion,   Recommendations,  &c,  on   M.  (Mr. 

Ganong)  6344  (iv). 
Fits-Simmons,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 

Calvert)  in  Com.  6878  (lv). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  4220  (lit). 
Halifax  Garrison,  Defence  by  Canadian  Troon" 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9131  (v). 
Imports  from  United  Kingdom,  Amounts,  &c. 

(Ques.)  267  (i). 
Imports  under  Preferential  Tariff,  Amount, 

Value,  ftc.  (Ques.)  152  (i). 
I.C.R.,  Coal  purchased.  Amount,  ftc.  (Ques.) 

910  (1). 

 Freight  Arrangements  and  Traffic  Di- 
version (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2226  ; 
Letter  from  C.  W.  Stewart  (read)  2227  Ui). 

 Superannuation   Scheme  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (11). 

 Time  Table,  Changes  and  Delays,  ftc, 

on  M.  for  Sup.,  6827,  6829  (iv). 

'  Lady  Laurler,'  Number  of  Crew  at  Halifax 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2616  (ii). 

Letter  Carriers,  Contract  re  Boots,  ftc,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  211  (i). 

Live  Stock  Record  Association,  incorp.  B.  148 
(Mr.  Fisher)  in  Com.,  6926  (lit). 

Magdalen  Island  SS.  Subventions,  Res.  of  Mar. 
Board  of  Trade  (read)  907  (1). 


Daniel,  Mr.  John  W.— Con. 

Mall  Subsidy  paid  to  Star  Line  re  St.  John 
River  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  181  (i). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 
(Sdr  Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  on  Res., 
6986  (lv). 

 on  Explanation  (Sir  Frederick  Borden) 

6999  (lv). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Pringle)  In  Com.,  5964  (lv). 
Preferential    Tariff,    Imports,    Value,  ftc. 

(Ques.)  162  (i). 
Provident  Savings  Association  incorp.  B.  134 

(Mr.  Gervais)  in  Com.,  6975  (iv). 
Quarantine    Officers,  Examination   of  Ships, 

ftc.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2304  (ii). 
Royal  Military  College  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir  Fre- 
derick Borden)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  6967  (lv). 
St.  John  and  Digby  Mail  Subventions,  Res. 

from  Mar.  Board  of  Trade  (read)  905  (I). 
St.  John  and  St.  Martins,  N.B.,  Mall  Contract 

(Ques.)  2776  (li). 
St.  John  Drill  Hall,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1049  (1). 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  London  SS.  Subvention, 

Memorial  from  St.  John  Board  of  Trade 

(read)  903  (i). 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mail  Service 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7183  (iv). 
St.  Lawrence  Navigation,  Aids  to  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (1). 
Settlers'  Effects,  Duty  re  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 

Mesne,  8997  (v). 
Submarine  Signal  Bells  on  '  Lurcher '  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2873  (11). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  ftc.  (creameries)  6940, 
7015  ;  (experimental  farms)  6168  (iv). 

Canals — Lachine  (enlargement)  6294  (iv). 

Culling  Timber  (salaries)  7236  (lv). 

Customs  (revenue  cruisers)  409  (1). 

Dominion  Police  (salaries)  138  (1). 

Immigration  (medical  inspection)  9241  (v). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  Inspection)  7227 
(iv). 

Justice— Yukon  (court  fees)  137  (I). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7613  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (submarine 
signals)  2873  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (France 
and  Can.)  7095  (lv)  ;  (G.B.  and  Canada) 
864  ;  (St.  John  and  Digby)  904  ;  (St.  John 
and  Halifax)  925  (1);  (St.  John,  Halifax  and 
London)  903  (i),  7087  ;  (St.  John  and  W. 
Indies)  7176  (lv). 

Marine  Hospitals  (sick  seamen)  2686  (U). 

Militia  (Dom.  arsenal)  7012  (Iv)  ;  (pay  and 
allowance)  417  (I)  ;  (Royal  Military  col- 
lege) 7004  (lv). 

Miscellaneous  (Academy  of  Arts)  7238  ;  (tu- 
berculosis grant)  7248  (lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 
2615;  (obstructions,  removal)  2647;  (schools 
of  navigation)  2643  (11). 

Post  Office  (letter  carriers'  boots,  ftc.)  211; 
(provisional  allowances)  168  (i). 
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Daniel,  Mr.  John  W.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 

Public  Works — Buildings — N.B.  (St.  John 
drill  hall)  1049  (i);  (St.  John  drill  hall) 
7504  (iv)  ;  (St.  John  immigration  shed) 
1060  ;  (St.  John  Quarantine)  1062  (1);  Ri- 
chibucto)  6814  (iv)  ;  N.S.  (Antigonish)  856 
(i)  ;  Ottawa  (heating,  Ac.)  6816  (lv). 

Public  Works — Dredging — Dom.  (repairs  to 
vessels)  6890  ;  Mar.  Provs.  (new  plant) 
6891  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
Chance  harbour)  7497  ;  (Quaco  harbour) 
7501  ;  (Salmon  river)  7499  ;  N.S.  (Shel- 
burne)  7418  (iv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (Deep  Water- 
ways Commission)  6894  (iv). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  2310  ;  (organized  dis- 
tricts, salaries)  2302  (ii). 

Rallwavg — G.T.P.  (surveys,  construction, 
&c.)  2299  (li). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (advertising)  2236  ;  (reve- 
nue collections)  2225  (11). 

Transportation  Commission,  Interim  Rep!  re 

St.  John  Harbour,  Inquiry  for,  2695  (11). 

 Preliminary  Rep.  (remarks)  731  (1). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on    prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Perlev)  1358  (1). 
Wines,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means.  8984  (v). 
'  W.  S.  Fielding '    Dredge,  Completion  and 

Placing,  Sec.:  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6891  (iv). 

Demers,  Mr.  L.  P.,  St  John's  and  Iberville. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  W.  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2',  3460  (li)  ;  on 
M.  for  3°,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Lan- 
guage, 8839  (v). 

Canada  Car  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  (B.  16)  1"»,  317 
(D. 

Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  B.  93  (Mr. 

J.  J.  Hughes)  in  Com.,  2769  (11). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  in  Com.,  9436  (v). 
Effront,  Jean,  Patent  Relief  (B.  33)  V,  498  (i). 
Fish  imported  into  New  York,  Prohibition  of, 

'Legislation  re  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  6188 

(!v). 

Gold  Medal  Furniture  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B. 

102  (Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  3399  (Ii). 
Goodwin  Car  Co.  Patent  Relief  (B.  17)  1°*, 

317  (1). 

Hersey,  Arthur,  Relief  B.  167  (M.)  to  employ 

Stenographer,  8527  (v). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  3135  (ii). 
Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  300  (1). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to 

adjn.,  7353  (iv). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  in  Com., 

724  (1). 


Derbyshire,  Mr.  D.,  Brockville. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  2425  (li). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2»,  5197  (Hi). 
Autonomy  Bill,  on  M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  to 

adjn.,  2203  (11). 
Brockville,  Westport  and  Northwestern  Ry. 

Co.'s  (B.  94)  V,  2005  (11). 
Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.  8229  (v). 
I.C.R.,  Freight  Rates  (remarks)  re  Mr.  Tay- 
lor's Statement,  6690  (lv). 
Postmasters  acting  as  Ret.  Officers  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6245  (iv). 
Rural  Mail  Delivery,  Cost  of,  Ac,  on  M.  (Mr. 

^enncx)  for  Ret.,  2096  (11). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (experimental  farms) 
6176  (iv). 

Civil  Govt.— Post  Office  (contingencies)  6245 
(lv). 

Immigration'  (printing,  Ac.)  7711  (iv). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  S.,  Terrebonne. 
Dairy  Products,  Classification  for  Export,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  7810  (lv). 
Doncaster    Indian    Reserves,    Abolition  of 

(Ques.)  7812  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 

(Terrebonne)  7394  (iv). 
Tlson.  R.  Adme,  Emplymni.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 

6476  (iv). 

Dyment,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Bast  Algoma. 
Algoma  Central  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s- 

(B.  116)  1",  2185  (11). 
Algoma  Copper  Range  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  (B. 

60)  1°»,  1241  (i). 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9741  (v). 
Manitoulin  and  North  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  114) 

V,  2185  (11). 
Ontario,   Hudson's  Bay  and  Western  Rys. 

Co.'s  (B.  113)  1°»,  2186  (11). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Oat. 
(Honors  wharf)  9597;  (Manitoulin  wharf) 
9598;  (Stokes  Bay)  9598  (v). 

Elson,  Mr.  P.,  East  Mlddldsea. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6100  (111). 
London  Drill  Hall,  Sale  of,  Ac.  (Ques.)  8384 

(v). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  to  M.  for  Z°,  1875 

(1). 
Supply  : 

Public    Works— Buildings— Ont.  (London  P. 

O.)  1663  (1). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  6690  (lv). 
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Emmerson,  Hon.  H.  R.  (Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals),  Westmoreland. 
Agents'  Dwelling  Houses,  I.C.R.,  Policy  of 

Govt,  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6432  (It). 
Aliens   employed    at   SauH    Ste.  Marie  on 
Govt.  Works,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1415  (i). 

Alien  Labour  and  Ry.  Employees  :  See  '  Pere 
Marquette.' 

Amherst,  Wharf  Connection  re  I.  C.  Ry.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9521  (y). 

Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry.,  Amounts  paid 
for  Damages  (Ans.)  2063  (11). 

 Rep.  of  Mr.  Motherslll  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9383  (v). 

Atwater  Bridge,  Lachine  Canal,  Name  of  Con- 
tractor, Price,  *c.  (Ans.)  7261,  7422  (It). 

Balsam  Lake  Waterways,  Agreement  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.,  of  Sup.,  1524  (1). 

Beauharnols  Canal  Water  Power,  Negotia- 
tions re  for  Electric  Lighting  (Ans.)  1504  (1). 

Burritt's    Rapids    Locks,    Dismissals,  &c. 
(Ans.)  8384  (v). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.,  Purchases,  on  Inquiry 
for  Papers,  2685  (11). 
See  '  Ry.  Aot.  B.  132.' 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Improvement  of  Roadbed 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1978  (i). 

 Purchase,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Crocket)  for 

Ret.  734  (i). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  4811  (ill). 

 Total  Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 

.  of  Sup.,  1922  (1). 

Canada   Southern   Bridge   Co. '8   B.   29  (Mr. 

German)  in  Com.,  1286  (i). 
'  Canadian  Citizenship ',  Political  Speech  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2214  (li). 
Canadian  Fast  Mail  Service  (announcement) 

9279  (v). 

  on  M.  (Mr.  McKenzie)  to  adjn.,  9782  (v). 

Canal  Inspectors,  Qualifications,  &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  ef  Sup.,  1509  (1). 
Cardinal  Canal,  Claims  from  Contractors:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1220  (1). 
— —  Swing  Bridge  and  Wharf  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1418  (1). 
Carillon  Canal   Fishway,    Construction,  &c. 

(Ans.)  2064  (11). 
Charlottetown  Ry.  Station,  Site,  &c.  (Ans.) 

60  (i). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  4810  (ill). 

Coal  for  Govt.   Rys.,   Purchase  from  N.S. 
Mines,  Prices,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2191  (II). 

Cornwall  Basin  Dredging  Contract,  Amount 
paid,  &c.  (Ans.)  588  (i). 

Cornwall  Canal,  Dredging,  Contract  re,  Ad- 
vertising, &c.  (Ans.)  686  (i). 

 Employees  during  Election  Campaign: 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1223  (1). 
O 


Emmerson,  Hon.  H.  R. — Con. 
Cornwall  Canal,  Extra  Employees,  during  Oct.. 

and  Nov.  (Ans.)  107  (1). 
See  '  WWamsburg.' 
Cote  St.  Paul  Water  Power,  Lease  to  J. 

Prothlngham  (Ans.)  3360  (U). 
Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 

Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4269  (ill). 
Cultute  Canal,  Litigation  re  Flooding  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1522  (1). 
Drummond  Co.  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1940  (I). 
Elevator  at  Port  Oolborne,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1266,  1288  (i). 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  69 

(Mr.  Geoff rl on)  In  Com.,  1401  (1). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  of  Canada  in- 

oorp.  B.  144  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  6380 

(iv). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  re  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Gan- 
ong)  6345  (iv). 

Fort  Lawrence  Pier,  N.S.,  Name  of  Con- 
tractors, Amounts  paid,'  &c.  (Ans.)  5034 
(Hi). 

Ft.  William  Telephone  System,  on  Inquiry  tor 

Ret.,  2686  (ii). 
Fish  Transportation  from  Boston  to  Montreal 

via  G.  T.  Ry.  (remarks)  lm  Com.  of  Sup., 

1930  (1). 

Frederlcton  Station  Agent,  Mr.  O.  White, 
Dismissal,  on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  698  (1). 

 Dismissal,  &c,  (Ans.)  107  (i). 

Freight  Rates  on  I.C.R.:  See  '  I.C.R.',  '  Ry. 
Rates.' 

Galena  Oil  Co.,  Purchases  from  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2254  (11). 

Gamebrldge  Masonry  Inspector,  Imperfect  Ret. 
(remarks)  5600  (Hi). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers  (remarks)  8004  (v). 

Govt.  Railways,  Ralls  laid  and  disposed  of, 
&c,  Number  of  Tons,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) for  Ret.,  2066  (id). 

Grain  exported  through  Govt.  Elevators  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1917  (i). 

G.T.P.  Ry.,  Awarding  of  Contracts,  Specifica- 
tions, &c,  Answers  (read)  to  Mr.  Foster's 
questions,  9782  (v). 

 Estimates  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 

2182  (ii). 

 Interim  Rep.  (presnted)  6310  (Iv). 

 Location  of  Line  from  Winnipeg  (re- 
marks) 9815  (v). 

 Plans  re  Termini,  &c.  (Ans.)  1151  (I). 

 Plans  deposited  with  Dept.  of  Rys.,  on 

'M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  917  (1),  2820  (H). 

 Proposed    Route   West   of  Winnipeg, 

Plans,  &c.  (Ans.)  730  (1). 

 Surveys,  B.C.,  Information  re  (Ans.) 

3009  (II). 


Digitized  by  Google 


INDEX 


Emmerson,  Hon.  H.  R. — Con. 
O.  T.  P.  Ry.,  Surreys  through  Madawaska, 

Route,  &c.  (Ane.)  5688  (Hi). 
 Surveys,  Number  and  Names  of  Em- 
ployees (Ane.)  686  (1). 

Surveys,  Quebec  and  Moncton  route. 


Information  re  (remarks)  228  (i). 
 Surveys,  Reps,  in  Ry.  Dept.,  Ac.  (re- 


marks) 2009  (ii). 

 Terminus  at  Port  Arthur,  Approval  of 


Location  (remarks)  6138  (lv). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  3879  (li),  4126,  4218  (lii). 
Grenvllle  Canal,  Appnmt.  of  Supt.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1509  (i). 
 Lumber  for  Wharf  (remarks)  to  Com.  of 

Sup..  1514  (1). 
Hay,  Free  Transportation  over  I.C.R.  (Ans.) 

59,  109  (1). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  for  Cor.,  165  (i). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  919  (i). 

 (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1929  (i). 

Ioe  Jam  In  St.  Lawrence  river,  Govtl,  Action 
re  (remarks)  700  (i). 

I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.,  Running  Rights  (B.  132) 
1°  m.,  4186  (Ml) ;  In  Com.,  6139,  7683  (iv). 

I.C.R.  and  Q.T.R.,  Arbitration  re  Traffic  Ar- 
rangements (remarks)  in  Com  of  Sup.,  1929 
(i). 

  (remarks)  68  (1). 

I.C.R.  and  P.E.I.  Ry.  Claims  tor  Damages, 
Amounts  paid  (Ans.)  383  (i). 

I.C.R.,  Advertising  Car,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2257  (li). 

  Annual  Statement,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  1886, 

1891  (1). 

 Appointments  to  Train    Service  (re- 


marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9521  (v). 
 Capital  Account,  Total  Expenditure  re 

(Ans.)  2065  (11). 
 Chapman,  F.  B.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt. 

(Ans.)  1343  (1). 
 Coal  carried  free  to  Ottawa  In  1902-3 

(Ans)  2192  (11). 
  Coal,   Free  Transportation  In  1902-3, 

Quantity,  &c.  (Ans.)  2066  (II). 
  Coal    purchased.    Amount,    &c.  (Ans.) 


910  (1). 

  Employees,  Messrs.  We'.don,  &c.  Poli- 
tical Partisan  (Ans )  1146  (I). 

 Employees,  Pensions.  Govt.  Legisla- 
tion re  (remarks)  9289  (v). 

  Expenditure  re  Capital    Account  (re- 


marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1950  (i). 
 Financial  Statement  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
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I.  C.  R.,  Freight  Rates,  Increase  of,  &c  (State- 
ment) in  Reply  to  Mr.  Taylor,  M.P..  6112  ; 
Cor.,  &c.  (read)  6115  (lv). 

 (remarks)  re  Mr.  Taylor's  Statement. 

6587  (iv). 

 Fuel  Inspector,  Duties,  &c.  (Ana.)  461 


7445  (iv). 

  Fish  Traffic  :  See  '  Fish." 

 Freight  Arrangements  and  Traffic  Di- 


version, on  Cor.  of  C.  W.  Stewart  ^remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2228  (it). 


(i). 

 Locomotives,  Purchase  of, 

marks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1964  (t). 
 Parlour  Cars,   Net  Profits, 


(re- 


Ac.  (re- 


marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2264  (11). 
 Passes  issued,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 


of  Sup.,  2258  (11). 

Passes  for  Councillors  at  Quebec  (re- 


marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1926  fi). 
 ■-  Private  Cars,  Number,  &c.  (remark*) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2259  (ii). 
  Purchases  by  Tender,  &c.  (remarks)  in 


Com.  of  Sup.,  2181  (11). 

 Receipts    and     Expenditures,  Total 

Amount  (Ans.)  688  (I). 

 Rolling  Stock,  Estimate  of  Cost,  Ac 

(read)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9501  (v). 
 Snow  Blockade,  Delay  in  Service  (re- 


in 


marks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2029  (ii). 
 Superannuation  Scheme  (remarks) 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (ii). 
 Supplies,  Purchase  of,  &c.  (remarks)  In 


Com.  of  Sup.,  2246  (11). 

Time  Table,  Changes  and  Delays, 


M.  (Mr.  Daniel)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6828.  6330 
(lv). 

 •  Time  Tables,  Printing  in  English  and 


French  (Ana.)  6827  (lv). 

 Traffic  Arrangements  with  other  Rys. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1915  (1);  2215 
(Ii). 

 Train  Service,  re  Snowstorms  (explana- 


tion) 726  (I). 
 Trains  stalled  by  Snowstorms,  re  Tele- 
grams, &c,  696  (i). 
See  '  P.E.I.' 

James  Bay  Ry.  Co.,  Maps  re  Location.  (Ans.) 
2191  (it). 

Kitchen,  Mr.,  Contract  re  Murray  Harbour  Ry. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2138  (il). 
Lachtne  Canal  Water  Power  at  COte  St.  Paul. 

Use  by  Manufacturers  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1518  (1). 
 Water  Privilege,  Lease  to  Wm.  Parkyn, 

t-f.  "\.ns.)  6133  (111). 
 Whistles   Nuisance  of  (remarks)  9284 

(v). 

Levis,  Purchase  of  Land  for  I.C.R  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6670  (lv). 

McAlplne,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Expenditure  re  Litiga- 
tion (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1622  (l). 

McOlll  University  School  of  Ry.  Transporta- 
tion (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 
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Madoc  and  Eldorado  Ry.  Bonos  (An*.)  78*1 

(It). 

Horell  River  Ry.  Bridge,  P.K.I. ,  Comillalnts 

re  (Ans.)  50S5  (111). 
Municipal  Telephone  System,  Application  be- 
fore Ry.  Commission  re  Port  Arthur,  Ac. 

(Ans.)  585  (1). 
Murray  A  Cleveland,  Claims  (or  Extras  re 

Galops  Canal:    hi  Com.  of  Sup.,  1220  (1). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.,  Amount  due 

Contractors  (Ans.)  1064  (ii). 

 Completion,  4c.  (Ans.)  189  (1). 

 Delegation  re  (Ans.)  266  (1). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch   and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2127  (11),  9482  (v). 
Mew  Brunswick  Southern  Ry.,  Negotiations  re 

Purchase  (Ans.)  584  (i). 
New  London  Branch  Ry.,  P.B.I,  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2179  (11). 
N.W.T.  Boundary  Line.  Contract   re  Wire 

Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 

ler)  6898  (111). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Prlngle)  in  Com.,  6728  (ill),  5964  (iv). 
Pere  Marquette  Ry.  Employees,  on  Inquiry 

for  Papers,  7916  (iv). 
Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  Telephone  Sys- 
tem and  Board  of  Ry.  Commissioners'  on  M. 

(Mr.  Boyoe)  for  copies  of  Cor.,  1393  (1). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  2203  (i). 

Poonamalie  Dam,  Pet.  re  Repairs  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9380  (v). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1266, 

1288  (i). 

P.B.I  Ry.,  Claims  for  Damages  re  Murray 
Harbour  Branch  (remarks)  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
9489  (v). 

 Land  Expropriations,  Papers  laid  on 

Table,  8528  (v). 

P.E.I,  and  Mainland,  Steam  Communication, 
Delays  in  Mails,  Ac.  (remarks)  2204  (11). 

P.B.I,  and  Murray  Harbour  Branch,  Expendi- 
ture up  to  Jan.,  1905  (Ans.)  106  (i). 

P.E.I.  Ry.,  Stanley  Bridge  Branch,  Surveys, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  267  (1). 

P.B.I,  and  Steam  Communication,  Delay  in 
Mails.  &c.  (remarks)  1754  (i). 

P.B.I.  Ry.  Survey,  West  Cape  Branch  (Ans.) 
590  (i). 

P.E.I.  Winter  Communication,  Delay  to  Tra- 
vellers, Ac,  Refund  of.  Expenses  (Ans.) 
4807  (Hi). 

-Quebec  Bridge  and  Q.T.P.  ^remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2296  (II). 
Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossing)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  291  (I). 
Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  (B.  53)  1°*, 

817;  2*  m.,  and  In  Com.,  1673  (i). 
By.  Act  (I.C.R.  and  C.A.R.)  Amt.  (B.  132) 

1*  m..  4186  (ill)  ;  in  Com..  6139.  7683  (iv). 
Ci 
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Railways  and  Canals,  Dep.  Minister.  Retire- 
ment of,  Ac.  (remarks)  9678  (v). 

—  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented)  908  (1). 
Railway  Commission  Board,  Maintenance,  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1626  (1). 

 Salaries,  Private  Sees.,  Ac.  (Ans.)  688 

(1). 

 Expenditure  re  Cars  (remarks)  In  Com. 

Of  Sup.,  1638  (i). 

—  Number  and  Names  of  Employees 
(Ans.)  684  (1). 

Official  Cars,  Legal  Expenses,  Ac.  (Ans.) 
593  (1). 

 Rep.,  Non-Production  (remarks)  on  M. 

for  Sup.,  6236  (iv). 

 Rep.  of  Board,  Preparation  of,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 2007  (11). 

 Rep.  (presented)  6346  (lv). 

—  Rep.  on  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
6186  (iv).  * 

—  Staff  Salaries,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1639  (I). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzle)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

6006,  6013  (ill). 
Ry.  Report,  Delay,  Ac.  (remarks)  602  (i). 
Railway  Subsidies  In  Joliette  Co.,  Salaries, 

Ac.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Ret.,  2066  (it). 
Ry.  Surveys,  re  Joliette  County,  Total  Expen- 
diture (Ans.)  1346  (1). 
Returns,  Delay  re,  on  Inquiry  for,  1594  (1). 
Richelieu  Bridge  at  Sorel,  Papers   laid  on 

Table,  8268  (v). 
Rldeau  Canal  Extension  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1624  (1). 
Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1981  (1). 
Ryan,  Heber  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 

4458  (ill). 

St.  Peter's  Breakwater,  P.E.I.,  Tenders  re 
(Ans.)  5035  (ill). 

SackviHe  Ry.  Station,  Tenders  re  Erection,  &c. 
(Ans.)  5133  (ill). 

Sauk  Ste.  Marie  Canals,  Contractors,  Pay- 
ments to  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1406  (I). 

 Dredging  Contract.  U.S.  and  Canadian 

Contractors  (Ans.)  689  (I). 

'  Scotia '  Str.,  Certified  Engineers,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 8386  *y). 

Sidings  and  Spur  Lines,  I.C.R.,  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1970  (i). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 
B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com..  9341  (v). 

Standard  Gauge  Ry..  Cost  ot  Construction  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2181  (ii). 

Stanley  Bridge,  P.E.I.,  Survey,  Total  Cost, 
Claims  for  Damages,  Ac.  (Ans.)  587  (i). 

Supplt  : 

Canals — Beauharnols  (repairs)  6307  (iv). 
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Supply— Con. 
Canals — Carillon  and  GrenvlUe  (guide  piers) 
630S  (iv). 

Canals — Obambiy  (bank  strengthening)  9378 
(v)  ;  (culvert  St.  Ttaerese  Island)  6301  (iv); 
(macadamazlng  roads)  9378  (v.) 

Canals — Cornwall  (concreting  apparatus) 
6298  (Iv)  ;  (enlargement)  1219  ;  (Jock  re- 
pairs) 1494  (i),  9381  (v). 

Canals— Farran'a  Point  (gas  plant)  6308  (Iv). 

Canals—Galops  (channel  completion)  *1230; 
(enlargement)  1220  ;  (leakage)  1492  (i)  ; 
(shoals)  9354  (v). 

Canals— GrenvUle  (guide  piers)  1500  (I). 

Canals— OLachlne  (Atwater  Avenue  bridge) 
1240  (i)  ;  (electric  appliances)  9354  (v). 
1240  (I)  ;  (enlargement)  6294  (lv)  (gaso- 
line boat)  1421  (i)  ;  (Hanault,  L.  O.,  Pay- 
ments to)  6299  ;  (lockgates  suspension) 
6300  (iv)  ;  (machinery  for  shops)  1240  (1); 
(Mill  St.  paving)  6301  ;  (power  house 
flume)  6300  ;  (repairs)  6306  (Iv)  ;  (St.  Ga- 
briel basin)  9378  (v);  (Wall  Basin  No.  2) 
«1421  (I)  ;  (wall  underpinning)  6298  (Iv)  ; 
(wharf  below  dock)  1421  (I). 

Canals — Miscellaneous  (additional  remuner- 
ation) 1547  ;  (arbitrations,  Ac.)  1508  ;  (in- 
spections and  surveys)  1509  (i)  ^remunera- 
tion to  lockmasters)  9384  (v)  ;  (surveys) 
1520  ;  (tolls,  repairs,  Ac.)  1646  (I). 

Canals — Murray  (repairs)  1495  (1). 

Canals — Rapide  Plat  (enlargement,  upper 
entrance)  6289  (Iv). 

Canals— Rldeau  (extension)  1333  (I). 

Canals— St.  Lawrence  (shoals)  6289  (iv). 

Canals— St.  Ours  (booms  and  piers)  1499 
(I)  ;  (landing  wharf)  6302  (Iv). 

Canals— St.  Peters  (dredging)  6303  ;  (repairs) 
6308  (lv). 

Canals— Sault  Ste.  Marie  (construction) 
1334,  1406  (I). 

Canals — Soulanges  (construction)  6290  (iv). 

Canals — Trent  (construction)  1420;  (construc- 
tion and  surveys)  1479  (1);  (dredge  engine) 
9381  (v)  ;  (Geo.  Matthews  Co.,  damages) 
6303  (lv)  ;  (Holland  river)  9359  (v)  ; 
(improvements)  1499  (I)  ;  (lowering  floor 
of  lock)  6302  (Iv)  ;  (McLaren's  creek 
bridge)  9379  (v)  ;  (Peterborough  dam) 
6303  (Iv)  ;  (staff  on  dams)  9383  (v)  ;  (sur- 
veys) 6291  (lv),  9354  (v)  ;  (surveys  of 
dams)  9376  (v). 

Canals— Wetland  (bridge  building)  1234  (i)  ; 
(electric  lighting  power)  9377  (v)  ;  (elec- 
tric plant)  1231  (I)  ;  (long  level  deepening) 
6290  ;  (lowering  head  of  lock  No.  1)  6309  ; 
(obstruction,  Ac.)  1231  ;  (Port  Colborne, 
deepening)  1232  ;  (Port  Colborne,  elevator) 
1266,  1288  ;  (Port  Colborne,  entrance)  1230; 
(Port  Colborne,  level)  1263  ;  (stone  pro- 
tection) 1496  ;  (surveys)  .1234,  1620  ;  (Van- 
derburg,  Stephen,  claims  re  Injuries)  6305 
(iv). 

Canals— Willlamburg  (steam  plant)  1494  (I). 

Civil  Govt.— ^Railways  (law  clerk)  9066  ; 
(private  sec.)  9062  (v)  ;  (salaries)  93  (1); 
(salary  Increases)  9062  (v). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7511  (lv). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (construction)  9498  (v); 
(salaries,  Ac.)  2293;  (surveys,  construc- 
tion, Ac.)  2277;  (surveys,  Ac.)  2298  (il), 
6427,  7496  (iv);  (surveys,  plans,  &c.)  9490; 
(terminals,  Ac.)  9498  (v). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (additional  sidings)  6431 
(iv);  (additional  sidings  and  spurs)  1970; 
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Supply—  Con. 
Railways — Con.  ■ 
'(advertising)  2236  (11);  (Amherst  accom- 
modation) 1983;  (Antigonish  accommoda- 
tion) 1967  (1)  ;  (bridge  strengthening; 
1912  (1),  9384  (v);  (Campbellton)  1968  (t); 
(Cape  Road  crossing)  6432  (lv);  (double 
tracking)  1933  (i),  2027  (11),  9390  (v); 
(Drummondvllle  improvements)  1960  (i); 
(engine  houses)  9389  (v);  (financial  state- 
ment) 7446  (iv);  (grades  and  curves)  1987 
(I);  (Halifax  accommodation)  9391  (v); 
(Halifax  dredging)  2026  ;  (Halifax  termi- 
nals) 2032;  (11);  (increased  facilities)  9482; 
(Indlantown  branch)  9482;  (locomotive 
machinery)  6428  (lv);  (Memramcook  ac- 
commodation) 1977;  (Mitchell  diversion) 
1940;  (Moncton  accommodation)  1946  (i). 
9391  (v);  (Newcastle  Improvements)  1967; 
(original  construction)  1912  (1);  (Plctou 
accommodation)  9390  (v);  (revenue  collec- 
tions) 2204;  (rolling  stock)  2037  (ii),  6428 

(iv)  ;  (rolling  stock,  statement  read)  9601 

(v)  ;  (St.  Cyrllle  diversion  of  line)  1969  ; 
(St.  Fablen  subway)  1980  (4)  ;  (Ste.  Flavie 
accommodation)  9390;  (St.  John  accom- 
modation) 9389  (v);  (St.  Lambert  double 
tracking)  2183  (11);  (St.  Molse  station) 
1976;  (semaphores)  1986  (i);  (station  ac- 
commodation) 6429  (iv);  (steel  rails,  fast- 
enings, Ac.)  1988  (1),  2038  (11)  ;  (Sydney 
accommodation)  1912;  (Sydney  Mines  ex- 
tension) 1987  (1);  (ties,  Ac.)  6429  (Iv); 
(Truro  accommodation)  9391  (v);  (water 
service)  2170  (11) ;  (working  expenses)  9384 
(v). 

Railways— Miscellaneous  (Atlantic  and  Lake 
Superior  Investigation)  9383  (v)  ;  (engin- 
eers, Ac.)  1521;  (extra  clerks)  1621  (I); 
(gratuities)  2183(11):  (litigation)  1522  (I); 
(school  of  transportation)  9381  (v);  (stat- 
istics) 1521  (i). 

Railways  —  P.E.I,  (air  brakes)  2178  (ii); 
(BloomSeld  agent's  house)  6432  (iv)  , 
(Cardigan  branch)  2171  (ii);  9482  (v); 
(Charlottetowo,  accommodation)  2025  (14); 
(Charlottetown,  track  extension)  6433 
(iv);  (Freetown  agent's  house)  2180; 
(Georgetown  station)  2179;  (Hillsborough 
bridge)  2038;  (Kensington  station)  2178; 
(M.O.B.)  couplers)  2178  ;  (MoreW  bridge 
swing  span)  2177;  (Murray  branch)  2038; 
(Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge)  2127  (11), 
8692  (v);  (Summerside  improvements) 
2176  ;  (Vernon  River  branch)  2177  (11). 

Railways — Ry.  Commission  (maintenance) 
1525  (1). 

Trans-Canada  Ry.  Co.,   Claims    re  Surveys, 

Ac,  9494  (V). 
Transportation  Commission,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Ber- 
tram (read)  1288  (1). 
  Rep.  re  C.  A.  Ry.,  Ref.  to  In  Com.  on 

B.  45.  4225  (HI). 
 re  Waterways  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  1266,  1288  (I). 
Trent  Valley  Canal,  Damages   re  Flooding, 

Claims  of  Mr.  James  Clark,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Ward)  for  Cor.,  1396  (I). 
  Surveys    re    Rice    Lake,  Ac.  (Acs.) 

153  (I). 

Truro  Dining  Room,  ICR.  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2266  (ii). 
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Emmerson,  Hon.  H.  H. — Con. 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Roes)  in  Com..  8315. 
8639  (T). 

Wellaod  Canal,  Deepening,   Expenditure  re 

(Ana.)  589  (i). 
 Extra  Employees,  for  Oct.,  Nov.  (Ans.) 

453  (I). 

 Water  Power  Leases,  &c.  on  M.  (Mr. 

German)  for  Ret.,  2099  (it). 
White.  Mr.  Odbur,  Dismissal,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Crocket)  for  Cor.,  193  (i). 

  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2209  (ii). 

See  '  Frederic  ton,'  &c. 
Williamsburg   and   Cornwall   Canal  Water 

Pow«r  Leases,  Dates  of  Rental,  Claims,  &c. 

(Ans.)  4809  (ill). 
Wire  Fencing  Contract:  Bee  '  N.W.T.' 
Woodill,  S.,  Emplymt.  on  I.C.R.  (Ans.)  2192 

(ii). 

Ethier,  Mr.  J.  A.  C,  Two  Mountain*. 
Debates,  Official  (M.)  to  cone,  in  7th  Rep., 
9801  (v). 

Fielding,  Hon.  W.  S.,  (Minister  of  Finance), 
Shelburne  and  Queen's,  N.S. 

Adjournment,  24th  May,  (M.)  6384  (iv). 

'  Agnes  Donaboe,'  Schr.,  Seizure  by  Uru- 
guayan Govt,  (remarks)  6110  (iv). 

American  Currency  circulated  in  Can.,  Pre- 
vention re  (Ans.)  3010  (ii). 

Anglo-American  Tel.  Co.,  Agreement  re 
Charges  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7606 
(iv). 

Ascension  Day  Adjournment  (remarks)  6825 

(Iv). 

Audit  Act  Am*,  (remarks)  6U2  (iv). 

  Progress  re  (Ans.)  2190  (iv). 

Auditor  General  and  Audit  Act,  on  Am*. 
(Mr.  Lennox)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9640  (v). 

  (remarks)  9641  (v). 

And.  Gen.'s  Rep.,  Inadequate  Supply,  &c.  (re- 
marks 4272  (iii). 

 Inquiry  for,  2262  (II). 

Auditor  General's  Resignation,  &c,  and  Amts. 
to  Audit  Act  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6523  (iv). 

Audit  Office  and  Treasury  Board,  Legislation 

re  (Ans.)  1935  (i). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Six  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in 

Com.  on  Res.,  5435,  5479  (iii),  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  2979;  amendment 

to  Clause  16  (presented)  2840  (II). 
 in  Com.  (compensation  re  lands)  5817  ; 

(B.N. A.  Act)  6730  ;  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights) 

5980  ;  (laws,  courts,  &c.)  6102  ;  (subsidy  to 

provs.)  6091  (iv). 
■         Attack   on   Orange Um    (remarks)  in 

Com.,  5878  (ill). 


Fielding,  Hon.  VW.  S.— Con. 

 Changes  re  Financial  Clauses  remarks) 

2046  (ii). 

—  Discussion  re  (remarks)  6736  (iv). 

 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

5431  (ill). 

 Production  of  Cor.,  &c  (remarks)  2593 

(il). 

 School    Clause    Amts.    (remarks)  in 

Com.,  5830  (IM). 
 '  Yellow  Dog,'  re  Quotation  from  Hali- 


fax *  Chronicle '  'remarks)  in  Com..  5879, 
5901  (iii). 

Bee  '  Lt.  Govs.',  lee.,  '  Saskatchewan.'  '  N. 
W.T.  B.  160.' 
Bank  Act  Amt.  (B.  181)  1'  m.,  7642  (iv);  in 

Com.,  8688  (v). 
Banking  Act  Amts.  (remarks)  6112  (iv). 
Bank  Notes,  Circulation  re  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6251  (iv). 
Bank  Notes  lost  in  Circulation  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6261  (iv). 
Bills  from  the  Senate,  Amendments  re  Cleri- 
cal Errors,  &c.  (remarks)  8383  (v). 
— —  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  to  place  on 

Order  Paper,  8096  (v). 
Boyd,  Mr.  Geo.  A.,  Emplymt.  at  Sault  Ste. 

Marie  Wharf  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6881  (iv).  • 

Bracebridge  Dry  Dock,  Supt.  re  Construction 

(Ans.)  6664  (iv). 
Budget,  The  (financial  statement)  8888  (v). 
 Resolutions  re  Ways  and  Means  (M.) 

8914  (v). 

  (remarks)  2006  (ii). 

 on  Inquiry  for,  2762  (II),  4920  (Hi),  7100 

(iv)  . 

 Statement  re.  8763  (v). 

Cabinet  Ministers  Ex-,  Annuity  Bill  (No.  203) 
M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  9702;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
9733;  V,  9739;  in  Com.,  9792;  (amt.)  9796 

(v)  . 

Cacouna  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  Works  (Ans.) 

7096  (iv). 
C.A.R.  and  I.C.R.  :  Bee  '  I.C.R.' 
Canada  Lite  Assurance  Co.,  Ref.  to  In  Com. 

on  B.  108,  4691  (iii). 
Canadian  Fast  Mall  Service,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mc- 

Kenzle)  to  adjn.,  9778  (v). 
Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  B.  93  (Mr. 

J.  J.  Hughes)  In  Com.,  2769  (II). 
Cement,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B.  190, 

9766  (v). 

Century  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  B.  49  (Mr.  Mac- 

pherson)  in  Com.,  2765  (ii). 
Chateauguay  River  Dredging    (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6847  (iv). 
Citizens'  Bank  of  Canada.  B.  133  (Mr.  Barr) 

in  Com..  5973  (iv). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


xxxviii 


INDEX 


Fielding,  Hon.  W.  S.— Con. 
Collingwood  Govt.  Dry  Dock,  Payments  by 

Govt,  re  Bounty  (Ans.)  6653  (iv). 
 : —  Tenders  re  Conroy  Bros,  (remarks)  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  6672  (It). 
 Retention  of  Mr.  Conroy's  Cheque  (re- 
marks) 6664  (It). 
Commercial  Agencies  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9038  (v). 
Cordage  Plant  at  Kingston,  Establishment  of, 

&c.  (Ans.)  2329  (11). 
Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 

Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  In  Com.,  4260  (ill). 
Customs  Act  Amt.  (B.  190)  1*  m.,  8997;  in 

Com.,  9761  (v). 
Dams  across  Rivers,  Govt.  Policy  in  Build- 
ing (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  (iv). 
Debates  Official,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  7th  Rep. 

of  Com.,  9809  (v). 
Dominion  Annuity  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  82  (Mr. 

Bole)  In  Com.,  2767  (il). 
Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black)  in 

Com.,  4974  (ill). 
Dom.  Notes,  Printing  in  English  and  French 

(Ans.)  6826  (iv). 
Dredging,  Cost  of  hiring  Dredges  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6842  (lv). 
Dredging  in  Mar.  Provs.,  Number  of  Vessels, 

&c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6890  (iv). 
Dumping  Clause,  Amts.  to  (remarks)  In  Com. 

on  B.  190,  9767  (v). 
Dundonald  Park,  and  Ottawa  Improvement 

Commission  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  180, 

8686  (v). 

Electoral  Atlas,  Distribution  to  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897  (iv). 

 New  Edition  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6622  (iv). 

Estimates  (1905)  SuppJ.  (presented)  6165  (iv). 

 1906  (presented)  8718  (v). 

 Further  Supplementary,  1906  (presented) 

9392  (v). 

 Criticism  of  (remarks)  9052  (v). 

  Delay  In  bringing  down  and  efficient 

Crltlsm.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Foster)  9090  (v). 
Bee  '  Interior.' 

Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  124  (Mr.  T.  Mar- 
tin) in  Com.,  4700  (ill);  on  Sen.  Amts.  6609 
(lv). 

Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  of  Canada  :  in- 
corp. B.  144  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  In  Com.,  6381, 
6608  (iv). 

First  Minister,  Salary  Increase  (B.  201)  M. 
for  Com.  on  Res.,  9700;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
9726;  V  of  B.,  9726;  in  Com.,  9790  (v);  on 
M.  for  3°,  9791  (v). 

Fltz-SImmoos,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  to  Com.,  6378  (iv). 

Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  Dredging,  Num- 
ber of  Tenders  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6729  (iv). 


Fielding,  Hon.  W.  S.— Con. 

Georgian  Bay  Islands  Sale  (remarks)  on  Ex- 
planation (Mr.  Grant)  6737  (lv). 

Gold  of  the  Yukon  purchased  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) la  Com.  of  Sup.,  6264  (lv). 

G.T.Ry.,  Arbitration  B.  199  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck) 
on  M.  for  i;  9280  (v). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.,  3660  (ii),  4208  (111). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy) 
in  Com.,  7626,  7677  ;  on  M.  for  8°,  7863  (iv). 

G.T.  Pacific  Ry.,  Agreements  with  National 
Transcontinental  Ry.  (Ans.)  2776  (id).' 

 Plans  re   Terminals,  Deposited  with 

Govt.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  2839  (if)- 

 Surveys,  Rep.  in  Ry.  Dept.,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 2016  (II). 

Great  Northern  Ry.  of  Canada  B.  71  (Mr.  J. 
T.  Schell)  in  Com.,  4258  (III). 

Guarantee  Bonds  :  See  '  Inland  Revenue.' 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  Charges  against 
Govt.  Policy  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 
9659  (v). 

Hersey,  A.  H.,  Relief  B.  167   (Mr.   T.  O. 

Johnston)  in  Com.,  7682  (lv). 
Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Payments  re  Salaries 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6729  (Iv). 
Immigration  Contract.  :  Bee  '  North  Atlantic.' 
Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s 

Incorp.  B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  in  Com.,  2771 

(ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt. 

B.  176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8681  (v). 
Insurance  Cos.,  Legislation  re,  &c.  (remarks 

in  Com.  on  B.  200,  9689  (v). 
I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 

B.  132  (Mr.  Emmereon)  mi  M.  tor  1*.  4191 

(ill). 

I.C.R.  Employees  Pensions  (remarks)  9029  (v). 
  (Ans.)  2492  (11). 

Interior  Estimates,  Obstruction  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9265  (v). 
Japanese  Trade  with  Canada,  Discrimination 

re  Canadian  Goods  (remarks)  6655  (lv). 
 Trade  Relations  with  Dom.  (remarks) 

7816  (iv). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fitspatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9742  ; 
(amt.)  9797  (v). 

Kentvllle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6667  (iv). 

  (remarks)  9706  (v). 

Labourers  employed  by  Govt.,  Political  Parti- 
sanship (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6868  (Iv). 

L/t.  Governors,  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  (B. 
193)  to  Com.  on  Res.,  1°,  2**,  In  Com.,  and 
3°»,  9033  (v). 

Loans  by  Govt.,  Temporary  or  Permanent, 
Total  Amount,  Rate  of  Interest,  (Ans.)  4921 
(ill). 
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Fielding,  Hon.  W.  8.— Con. 
London  Bye-Election,  Resignation  of  h.  m.  for 

S.  York  (remarks)  6384  (iv). 
McGilllcuddy,  Mr.  D.,  Letter  to  Sir  Wm.  Mu- 

lock,  Ret.  to  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6602  (It). 
McKenzle,  D.  D.,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bin,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  A.  Johnston) 

8478  (v). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6797  (It). 

Melfort  Mail  Service,  Charges  re  Delays  (re- 
marks) 9789  (t). 

Mint,  Royal  Canadian,  Estimated  Cost,  Capa- 
city, &c.  (Ans.)  2186,  2326  (it). 

Mutual  Reserve  Ins.  Co.,  Payment  of  Claims, 
&c.  (Ans.)  2333  (ii). 

Nixon,  Robt.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  cancel 
Vote  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9329,  9769  (v). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fltzpa- 
trlck)  in  Com.,  8765  (v). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line  Contract  re  Wire  Fen- 
cing, on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
5696  (ili). 

Nortfh  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, Termination  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Osier)  9462  (v). 

  (remarks)  8182  (v). 

Oats,  Rolled,  Tariff  Changes,  In  Com.  on  B. 
190,  8984,  9763  (v). 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 
'Campbell)  in  Com.,  2718  (ID. 

Ontario  Fire  Ins.  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  105  (Mr. 
Boyce)  in  Com.,  2772  (ii). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'-s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  in  Com.,  4966  (ill),  6963  (iv). 

Ottawa  City  Aot  (1899)  Amt.  (B.  180)  1"*,  7642 
(iv)  ;  in  Com.,  8686  (v). 

Ottawa  Public  Buildings,  Rentals  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6818  (iv). 

Port  Arthur  Dredging,  Time  for  Tenders  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6876  (lv). 

Port  Credit  Dredging  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6871  (lv).  ' 

Prime  Minister,  Salary  Increase  :  Bee  '  First.' 

P.E.I,  and  Mainland  Winter  Service,  Claims 
for  Damages  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6644  (lv). 

 Obligations  of  Dom.  Govt,  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2664  (ii). 
Privy   Councillors    Annuity :    See   '  Cabinet 

Minister.' 

'  Protestant  Govt.',  Formation  of,  &c,  ref.  to 

In  Speech  on  Autonomy  Bill,  3006  (11). 
'  Protestant  Schools,'  Ref.  to  In  Autonomy 

Bill,  3484  (11). 
Provident  Savings  Association  incorp.  B.  134 

(Mr.  Gervais)  in  Com.,  6974  (Iv). 
Provincial  Govt,  in  N.W.T. :  See  'Autonomy.' 
Public  Accounts,  Meetings,  *c.  (remarks)  7100 

(iv). 


Fielding,  Hon.  W.  8.— Con. 
Quebec  Citadel  Walls,  Repairs  to  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6726  (iv). 
Richibucto  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6730  (iv). 

Richmond  and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s 
B.  103  (Mr.  Tobin)  in  Com.,  3669  (11). 

Rolled  Oats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
8984,  9763  (v). 

Royal  Trust  Co.,  Ref.  to  In  Com.,  on  Bill  99, 
3661  (li). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mall  Subsidy 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7181  (iv). 
Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of,  B.  70,  In  Com.  on 

Res.,  8700  (iv). 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 

202  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9780 

(v). 

Senate  and  House  of  Co  mm  one,  Conferences 

re  Amts.  to  Bills  (M.)  9280  (v). 
Setters'  Effects,  Duty  re  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 

Means,  8997  (v). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

B.  149  (Mr.  Qeoffrlon)  in  Com.,  9348.  9587  (v). 
Sovereign  Fire  Insurance  Co.  of  Canada  B. 

26  (Mr.  B.  F.  Clarke)  In  Com.,  1756  (1). 
Spirits  In  Bond  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

8681  (v). 

Supply  Bill  (No.  206)  M.  for  Com.,  9798  ;  1* 

m.,  2*  m.,  and  la  Com.,  9801  (v). 
Supply : 

Charges  of  Management  (contingencies) 
8691  (v)  ;  (Receiver  General's  Office)  6249 
(lv),  9062  (v). 

Civil  Govt..  Auditor  General  (salaries)  6721 
(iv);  Finance  Dept.  (salaries)  9060  (v); 
Finance  (private  secretary)  6268  (iv); 
Gov.  Gen.'s  Office  (clerical  assistance) 
6248  (iv),  9068  (v);  Interior  (mines  branch) 
6265;  Miscellaneous  (charwomen)  6268; 
Public  Works  (salaries)  6724  (iv),  9071  (v); 
Sec.  of  State  (Civil  Service  examiners) 
6249;  (salaries)  6248  (lv),  9071;  Trade  and 
Commerce  (contingencies)  9034  (v). 

Govt,  of  N.W.T.  (general  vote)  9622  (v). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (contingencies)  6901 
(lv). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (miscellaneous) 
6721  (iv). 

Legislation— Franchise  Act  (voters'  lists) 
6722.  6897  ;  (H.  of  Commons)  6298  (Iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Anna- 
polls  and  G.B.)  9622  ;  (Canada  and  Mexico) 
9622.  9680  ;  (Gaspe  Basin  and  Dalhousle) 
9616;  (Port  Essington,  B.C.,  &c.)  9616; 
(Quebec  and  Blanc  Sablon)  9617  (v);  (St. 
John,  Halifax,  &c.)  6901;  (St.  John  and  W. 
Indies)  7177  (iv).  8691  (v). 

Miscellaneous  (Academy  of  Arts)  7238  (lv); 
(Bank  of  Commerce,  compensation,  Yu- 
kon) 9615  (v);  ('Canada  Gazette')  6723; 
(Can.  Mining  Institute  grant)  7247  (lv); 
(canals  celebration,  Sault  Ste.  Marie) 
9621;  (Champlain's  monument)  9340  (v); 
(Dom.  and  Provincial  accounts)  7241; 
(legal  expenses  re  Martineau  case)  6723; 
(legal  services  re  Sunday  Observance) 
6722;  (Pacific  Cable  grant)  7239  (iv); 
(Printing  Bureau  machinery)    9614  (v)i. 
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Fielding,  Hon.  W.  S.— Con. 
Supplt— Con. 
Miscellaneous — Con. 
(printing,   &c.)   6723,   6901   (It);  (Public 
Accounts  evidence)  9616  (v) ;  (relief  of  dis- 
tressed Canadians)  7247;  (tariff  commis- 
sion) 9614  (t). 
Ocean  and   River    Service  (toe-breaking 

steamers)  9620  (v). 
Penitentiaries    (Archibald,  W.  T.,  Parole 

Officer)  6722  (lv). 
Public  Works— Buildings— B.C.  (Improve 

ments)  6736  (lv). 
Public  Works — Buildings— Dom.  (engineers, 
firemen,  &c.)  6S23  ;  (fuel)  6822  ;  (furnl 
ture)  6817  ;  (rente)  6818  (lv). 
Public  Works— Buildings,  N.B.  (Richlbucto) 

6780,  6813  (iv). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Lloyd- 
minster  immigrant  shed)  6734  (i). 
Public     Works— Buildings  —  Oat.  (London' 

drill  hall,  electric  wiring)  6782  (lv). 
Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (elevator, 
salaries)  6816;  (grounds)  6817;  (heating, 
&c.)  6816;  (lighting)  6816;  (Major's  Hill 
Park)  6817;  (repairs,  Ac.)  6816;  (RIdeau 
Hall)  6823;  (telephones)  6814;  (treasury 
vaults)  6826  (iv). 
Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Orosse  Isle 

repairs)  6734  (iv). 
Public  Works— Dredging— Dom.  (repairs  to 
vessels)  6890  ;  Mar.   Prove,   (new  plaint) 
6891;  P.E.I.  (new  dredge)  6891  (lv). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Fort    Lawrence)    6838    (iv)  ;  (Frude's 
Point)  9683  (v)  ;  (general  vote)  7288  (Iv)  ; 
(Glace  Bay)  9677  (v)  ;  (L'Ardoise  break- 
water) 6838  (iv)  ;  (Marble  Mountain)  9580  ; 
(Petite  Riviere)  9681  ;  (Phlnney's  Cove) 
9559  (v)  ;  (Port  Hawkesbury  wharf)  6837 
(iv)  ;  (Porter's  Lake)  9584  (v). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Barry's  wharf)  6873;  (Blind  river  dredg- 
ing)  6870;    (Collingwood  harbour  dredg- 
ing) 6879;   (Grand  River  dredging)  6873; 
(Heileybury  wharf)  6887;  (Honora  wharf) 
6887;  (Little  Current  channel)  6886;  (Oton- 
abee  xlver)  6887;  (Owen  Sound  Harbour) 
6886  ;    (Point    Edward    dredging)    6869  ; 
(Whitby  harbour  dredging)  6880  (lv). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Ohateauguay  dredging)   6847;  (Doucet's 
Landing)  6849;  (Little  Rapids  dam)  6839; 
(Masklnonge  river)   6842;  (Montmorency 
wharf)    6852;    (Pierreville    wharf)  6868; 
(Que.,  harbour  Improvements)  6724  ;  (St. 
Alphonse  de  Bagotville  wharf)  6868  ;  (St. 
Maurice  river  dredging)  6851  ;  (Sore)  tee 
piers)  6841  ;  (Yamaska  Lock)  6868  (lv). 
Public  Works— Miscellaneous  (cement  test- 
ing 7616;  (Deep  Waterways  Commission) 
6894;  (engineers,  &c.)  6896  (iv). 
Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges — Ottawa 

(bridges)  6889  (iv). 
Public    Works— Telegraphs  —  Mar.  Prove. 
(Bay  St.  Lawrence)  7606;   N.W.T.  (Qu'- 
Appelle  and  Edmonton)  6894;  Quebec.  (J. 
C.  Tache.  special)  6897;  Tukon  (Ashcroft- 
Dawson)  6896  (lv). 
Railways— I.C.R.  (general  vote)  7475  (lv); 
(rolling  stock)  9514  (v);  P.E.I,  (working 
expenses)  6901  (Iv). 
Senate  (contingencies)  6621  (iv). 
Trade  and  Commerce  (commercial  agen- 
cies) 9037  (iv)  ;  (Iron  and  eteel  bounties) 
7216  (lv). 


Fielding,  Hon.  W.  S.— Con. 
Supply — Con. 

Transportation  Commission  (expenses)  8692 

(v). 

Unprovided  Items  (general)  6902  (It) 
Weights  and  Measures  (inspection  of  sta- 
ples) 9616,  9681  (v). 
Yukon  Ter.  Govt,  (additional  allowance  to 
Ma).  Wood)  9250  (v). 

Supreme  Court,  N.S.,  Vacancy,  Appoint,  re 
(remarks))  6210  (111). 

Thesealon  Postmaster,  Mr.  J.  B.  Do  bey.  Irre- 
gularities, ttc,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6220  (Iv). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  3651  (II),  4681 
(HI). 

Toronto  Harbour,  Straightening  River  Don 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6889  (lv). 

Toronto  Post  Office,  Erection  of,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6833  (iv). 

Transportation  Commission,  Information  r* 
(remarks)  9680  (v). 

Voters'  Lists  re  Edmonton  Election,  Prepar- 
ation of  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6622 
(lv). 

Ways  and  Means,  The  Budget  (financial  state- 
ment) 8888  (v). 

 Resolutions  (m.)  8914  (v.) 

 ■  (M.)  for  Com.,  9798,  in  Com.,  9801  (v). 

Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  108 
(Mr.  Adamson)  In  Com.,  4691  (ill). 

White  Lead,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
8983,  9761  (v). 

Wines,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8983, 
9762,  (v). 

Wire  Fencing  :   See  '  N.W.T.,'  ftc. 

Yarmouth,  N.S.,  Investigation  re  (remarks) 
9691  (v). 

Finlay,  Mr.  J.,  Bast  Peterborough. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  in  Com.  (distribu- 
tion of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy) 
7895  (lv). 

Campaign  Literature,  franked  by  Ministers  of 
Crown  (remarks)  1817  (I). 

Colltngwood  Dock,  Conroy  Bros.  Cheque  (re- 
marks) 6583  (lv). 

Officials  dismissed  by  Mr.  Whitney  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6863  (iv). 

Postmasters  acting  as  Ret.  Officers  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6246  (lv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.— Poet  Office  (contingencies)  6245 

Or)- 

Finlayson,  Mr.  D.,  Richmond,  N.8. 
Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  on  '  Orangeism  '  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  5879  (Hi). 
Supply : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 

(Bourgeois  inlet)  9681;  (Pierreville  pier) 
.  9581  (v). 
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Fisher,  Hon.  Sydney  (Minister  of  Agriculture). 

Brome. 

Agriculture,  Dept.  Rep.  (presented)  321  (1). 

Agricultural  Meetings  in  Eastern  Town- 
ships, Purposes,  &c.  (Ans.)  268  (i). 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks 990  (t). 

Anglo-American  Tel.  Co.,  Subsidy  Increases 
(Ans.)  108  (i). 

Animals  slaughtered  under  Diseases  Act,  Com- 
pensation (remarks)  on  cone,  6912  (Iv). 

Apples.  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (prop,  res.) 
In  Com.,  676,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  736  (1),  2413 
(11);  1°  m..  2441;  In  Com.,  2841,  2844  (11). 

Archives,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented)  6826  (iv). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4481  (til)  ; 
In  Com.,  sec.  2  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  Mr. 
Monk)  Dual  Language,  8563  (v)  ;  (readjust- 
ment of  representation)  In  Com.,  5755  (141). 
See  '  Manitoba '. 

Binder  Twine  Sale  :  See  '  Cordage.' 

Butter  and  Cheese  Weighing  at  Montreal, 
Grievance,  &c.  (Ans.)  8886  (v). 

Butter  shipped  in  Cold  Storage  re  Atlantic 
Service  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  882  (1). 

Canadian  Cattle,  British  Embargo  (remarks) 
456  (i). 

 on  M.  to  cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Com., 

9022  (V). 

Census  and  Statistics  (B.  5)  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  820;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  990;  1°*,  62;  2° 
m.  and  in  Com.,  625;  M.  for  Com.,  1013;  in 
Com.,  1069,  1467  (i). 

Census  and  Statistics  Act  (N.W.T.)  Amt.  (B. 
163)  1°  m.,  6105  (iv);  2°  m.  and  In  Com., 
8774  (v). 

Census  Enumerators,  Appoint,  of  (remarks)  in 
Com.  on  B.  5,  1073  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr. 
Monk)  re  Resolution,  631  (1). 

Census,  Total  Expenditure  for  1901;  Dismissal 
of  Staff,  &c.  (Ans.)  688  (i). 

Census  (1901)  Vol.  2  (presented)  50  (I). 

Child  Immigration,  Mrs  Close's  Scheme,  on 
M.  for  Sup.,  2126  (li). 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  Thermo- 
graph Records,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2775  (ii). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

8201  (v). 

Cold  Storage  re  Steamship  Service,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  868  (1). 

 Stmnts.  of  Mr.  E.  D.  Smith  (remarks) 

874  (1). 

Copyright  Photographs,  Legislation  re  Amend- 
ments (Ans.)  1849  (i). 

Cordage  at  Kingston  Penitentiary,  Sale  of  68 
Tons,  ftc.  (Ans.)  6827  (iv). 

Dairy  Products,  Classification  for  Export,  Ac. 
(Ans.)  7810  (iv). 


Fisher,  Hon.  Sydney — Con, 
Facer  Steel  Car  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  27  (Mr. 

Caldwell)  In  Com.,  1339  (1). 
Franking  Privilege,  Extension  of  Time  after 

Prorogation  (remarks)  9396. 
Freight  Rates  on  Cattle  :  See  '  Holsteln.' 
Freight  Rates  :  See  '  Ry.  Rates.' 
Fruit  Growers  Ass'on.,  P.E.I.,  Govt.  Intention 

(Ans.)  381  (I). 
Fruit  Inspectors,  Number,  Amounts  paid,  &c. 

(Ques.)  688  (1). 
Fruit  Marks  Aot  (staple  commodities)  Amt.  B. 

155)  in  Com.,  5979  (Iv). 
Fruit  Marks  Act,  Convictions  re  (Ans.)  8010 

(11). 

Glllls,  N.  J.,  Emplymt.  at  St.  Louis  Exhibi- 
tion, &c.  (Ans.)  3361  (it). 

Glanders,  &c,  Expenditure  re  by  O.  C.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6700  (Iv). 

 Spread  of  among  Horses  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6690  (lv). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  (B.  174)  l"*,  7420 
(lv);'  in  Com.,  9395  (v). 

Hog  Plague  in  Essex  and  Kent  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6712  (iv). 
See  '  Veterinary.' 

Holsteln  Breeders,  Complaint  re  Freight  on 
Rys.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6680  (lv). 

Immigration  of  Skilled  Labour,  Toronto  Lab- 
our Council,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7507  (Iv). 

Inverness,  N.S.,  Postmaster,  Personal  Duties, 
&c.  (Ans.)  8885  (v). 

Japan  Exhibition,  Trade  Increase  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6273  (lv). 

 (statement)  7908  (lv). 

Lake  Ramsay  and  New  Ross  Post  Office  Mail 
Service  (Ans.).  9696  (v). 

Lefebvre,  A.  P.,  Postmaster  at  Markstay.  In- 
vestigation re  Dismissal  (Ans.)  7096  (Iv). 

Lesser  Slave  Lake,  Mail  Service,  &c.  (Ans.) 
7019  (lv). 

Liege  Exhibition,  Expenditure  re:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1831  (1). 
Live  Stock  Record  Associations  tnoorp.  (B. 

148)  1°  m.,  6076;  In  Com.,  6922;  3°  m.,  5927 

(Hi). 

Live  Stock  Records  of  Can.,  Nationalization, 

&c.  (Ans.)  1849  (I),  2185  (11). 
Lump-Jaw  In  Cattle,  Prevention  of  (remarks) 

on  Cone,  6917  (iv). 
Maladle  du  Colt  among  Horses,  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6702  (lv). 
Mange  among  Horses,  Stamping  out  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6719  (iv). 
Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Expla- 
nation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  3973  (ii). 
Maps,  Sale  by  Govt,  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1476  (I). 
Mineral  Specimens  re  Exhibition  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6269  (Iv). 
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Fisher,  Hon.  Sydney— Oon. 

Montreal  Dom.  Exhibition,  Grant  to  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608.  (v). 

Niagara  Fruit  Growers'  Association,  Oor.,  &c, 
on  Inquiry  tor  (Mr.  Armstrong)  9395  (v). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line.  Contract  re  Erection 
of  Wire  Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  6701  (ill). 

Northwest  Territories,  Cost  of  Surreys,  Num- 
ber of  Miles,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
for  Ret.,  1396  (1). 

Patent  Acts  Relief,  Amts.  re  (remarks)  6559 

(iv)  . 

'  Patent  Record,'  Supply  to  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1S28  (i). 

Post  Office  Clerks.  Examination  for  Statutory 
Increases  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9069 

(v)  . 

Post  Office    Regulations  re  Distribution  of 

Packages  (remarks)  6961  (lv). 
Provl.  Govt,  la  N.W.T. :  See  'Autonomy.' 
Quarantine  Officers,  Examination  of  Ships,  &c. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2304  (11). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

5023  (Hi). 
See  '  Holstein,'  &c. 
Seeds,  Sate  and  Inspection  (B.  7)  prop.  Res., 

62;  in  Com.,  64;  1°*,  66;  2*  m.,  and  In  Com., 

322,  1166,  1161,  1788  ;  3"  m.,  1868  ;  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cockshutt)  1872;  on.  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox) 

1884  (i);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  7683  (It). 
Small-pox  Epidemic,  N.W.  Ter.,  Prevention, 

&c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1842  (i). 
Supply  : 

Arts. .  Agriculture,  &c.  (Acadian  historical 
data)  1830;  (aid  to  societies)  1829;  (ar- 
chives) 1823  (i),  6679;  on  cone,  6918,  (lv); 
(Can.  exhibits,  Imperial  Institute)  1836 
(I);  (creameries)  6938,  7014  (iv);  (criminal 
statistics)  1473  (1);  (dairying)  6932  (iv); 
(Dom.  exhibition,  B.C.)  9608  (v);  (exhibi- 
tions) 1831  (I),  6269  (lv);  (experimental 
farms)  6166,  (lv),  9608  (v);  (experimental 
farms,  bulletins,  &c.)  6926  (iv);  (fumigat- 
ing stations)  1831  (1);  (live  stock  records) 
6680  (lv);  ('Patent  Record')  1472  (!); 
(quinquennial  Census,  N.W.T.)  9608  (v)  ; 
(statistics)  1828  ;  (Tear-book)  1474  (1). 
*  Civil  Govt.— Agriculture  (archivist)  9053  ; 
(contingencies)  9058  ;  (patent  branch) 
9067  (v)  ;  (salaries)  91  (1),  9056  ;  (private 
secretary)  9054  ;  Post  Office  (salaries)  9058 
(v). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  G.B.)  868  (I). 

Miscellaneous  (International  Congress,  re- 
ception at  Quebec)  9622  (v);  (tuberculosis 
grant)  7248  (lv). 

Post  Office  (mall  service)  9610;  (postal  maps, 
engraving)  9060  (v). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  2309  (il),  6690;  on  cone., 
6912  (lv);  (Grosse  Isle  steamer)  1838  (1); 
(organized  districts,  salaries)  2302  (ti); 
(Public  Works  Health  Act)  1845;  (Public 
health,  organized  districts)  1842;  (Tracadle 
Lazaretto)  1845;  (William's  Head)  1841  ; 
(Winnipeg  hospitals)  1846  (I). 


Fisher,  Hon.  Sydney— Con. 
Thermograph  Records,  Ret.  laid  on  Table, 
701(  (lv). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1374  (i). 

Veterinary  Inspectors  re  Hog  Plague,  Salaries, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  1934  (i). 
See  '  Hog,'  Ac. 

Veterinary  Surgeons  In  Man.,  Number  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6704  (lv). 

Wire  Fencing  :   fifes  *  N.W.T.'  ' 

Tear-book  Statistics,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 
on  B.  5,  997  (1). 

Fitzpatrick,  Hon.  Charles  (Minister  of  Justice). 
Quebec  County. 

Admiralty  Court  Registrars,  &c.  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  126  (1). 

Allen  Labour  Act,  Appeal  re  Judge  Aoglln's 
Decision  (Ans.)  8147  (v). 
See  '  Naturalization.' 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.  on  Res.,  738  (1). 

Autonomy  (Alberta)  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) in  Com.  on  Res.,  6468;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6317;  in  Com.  (Al- 
berta boundaries)  6601;  (arbitration  re  as- 
sets) 6946  (Hi)  ;  (B.  N.  A.  Acts)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8527  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Monk)  dual  language,  8683,  8631  (v)  ;  (B.N.A. 
Act,  1867  to  1886)  5672  ;  (B.N.A.  Act)  671* 
(Hi). 

  (C.P.R.  lands)  6060  (lv). 

 (Crown  Lands)  Amt.,  8171,  8266-7  (v). 

  (date  of  Act)  8634  (v). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  7789  (iv)  ;  8090 

(v). 

 (election  of  members)  5766,  6809  (III). 

  (executive  council)  6781  (Hi). 

  (H.  of  C.  representation)  Amt.  In  Com., 

5685,  6760  (ill). 
  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6947  (Hi),  6049 

(iv),  8168.  8170  (v). 
 (Joint  stock  companies)  in  Com.  (amt.) 

6083  (lv). 

  (lands  vested  In  Crown)  6913,  6946,  5986 


(HI). 


(laws,  counts,  Ac.)  6783  (Hi),  6101  (lv); 
(amt.)  5812,  6927  (ill),  8240,  8244  (v). 

  (Lt.  Gov.'s  powers)  6781  (HI). 

 (readjustment    of    representation)  In 

Com.  (amt.)  6753  (11). 

  (school  clause)  In  Com.  (remarks)  5817 


(HI). 


  (school  clause)  Explanation  re  Amend- 
ments (read)  In  Com.,  5988  (lv). 

 (school  clause  amt.)  7121  (lv)  ;  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  8394,  8414  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Lamont)  8504  ;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
8292  (v). 
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Fitzpatrick,  Hon.  Chaa.— Con. 

Autonomy  (Albert*)  Bill  69  (seat  of  govern- 
ment) 6781  (li),  8248  (r). 

  (Senate  representation)  6674  (111). 

 (subsidy  to  prove.)  in  Com.,  6087  (lv). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  in  Com.,  on  Schedules  (Atha 
baska)  8163 ;  (Edmonton  city)  8160  ;  (Gle- 
chen)  8166  ;  (High  River)  8156  ;  (Lacombe) 
8166  ;  (Leduc)  8157  ;  (Maoleod)  8151 ;  (Peace 
River)  8163  ;  (Plncher  Creek)  8153  ;  (Ponoka) 
8156  ;  (Red  Deer)  8165  ;  (St.  Albert)  8163  ; 
(Saskatchewan)  SMI  ;  (Stony  Plains)  8157  ; 
(Stratheona.)  8157  ;  (Sturgeon)  8162  ;  (Wet- 
asklwln)  8157  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  on  M.  for  3°,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  sec.  16,  schools, 
8805  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  schools,  8837 
(v). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  in  Com.,  sec 
19  (annual  subsidy)  Amt.  8760  ;  (Crown 
lands)  8760  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  8704  (v). 

 (law  courts,  &e.)  Amt.,  8768  (v). 

  (representation,  H.  of  C.)  Amt.,  8703 

(v). 

  (schools)  Amt.,  8769  (v). 

  (Senate  representation)  Amt.  In  Com., 

8703  (v). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  to  M.  for  8»,  8877 

(v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  on  '  Oraogelsm '  (re- 
marks) In  Com.,  6878  (ill). 

 Delay  in  Printing  (remarks)  1671  (1). 

 (Explanation  re  School  Clauses  (re- 
marks) 6674  (111). 

 Haultaln,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime  Min- 


ister, on  M.  for  Sup.,  2568  (ii). 
 Pets,  circulated   by   Jacques  Cartier 

Club  to  'Catholic  Quebec,'  2570  (ii). 
 Printing  and    Distribution  (remarks) 

1755  (1). 

 School  Clause,  Amts.  Explanation,  &e. 

(remarks)  6818  (111). 
 Schools  Clause  16  (statement)  re  Draft- 


ing, 4828. 

 Statement  re  School  Attendance 


(re- 
marks) 8095  (V). 
See  'Mackenzie  District  B.  167,'  '  Mani- 
toba,' '  N.W.T.,  B.  166.' 
Ballot  Box  Frauds  In  Dom.  Elections,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Porter)  to  Com.  of  Sup,  9214  (v). 
Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston  Peniten- 
tiary (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  482  (1). 
Bissonette  vs.  Crown,  Illegal   Stamping  of 
Letters  in  Montreal  P.O.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  198  (I). 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of.  Denial  re  Tele- 
grams, 646  (1). 
B.C.  Judgeship;  Appnmt.  of  W.  W.  B.  Mcln- 
nes  (Ans.)  382  (i). 


Fitzpatrick,  Hon.  Chas. — Con. 

B.  C.  Legislation,  Disallowance  of  (Ans.)  189 
(i). 

Cabinet,  ex-Ministers,  Annuity  B.  203  (Mr. 
Fielding)  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Amt.)  9738  (v). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdo- 
nald)  in  Com.,  4240  (ill). 
See  '  O.T.R.'.  '  I.C.R.',  &c. 

Canada  Evidence  Act  (B.  withdrawn)  9075  (v). 

Canadians'  Mining  Rights  in  S.  Africa  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  9532  (v). 

C.  P.R.  Tax  Exemption,  Interpretation,  &c. 
(Ans.)  730  (1). 

Castonguay,  Dismissal  by  Qovt.  (Ans.)  5689 
(III). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  1099  (1). 
Companies  Act  Amt.  B.  187  (Mr.  Lemieux)  on 

M.  tor  1°,  8528  (v). 
Controverted  Election  (Dom.)  Act  Amt.  (B. 

169)  1°  m.,  6103  (Iv). 
Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 

Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4262  (til). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  (B.  196) 

1°,  m.,  9075;  in  Com.,  9411;  3"  m.,  9624  (v). 
Davie,  Ceo.  T.,  Wrecking  Plant  re  Ship  Chan- 
nel (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2479  (11). 
Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black) 

on  Sen.  Amts.,  7625  (iv). 
Dom.  Police  Commissioner's  Rep.  (presented) 

64  (1). 

Edmonton  Election,  Printed  Lists  of  Voters, 

&c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69,  6862  (ill). 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 

(Mr.  Geoffrlon)  on  M.  for  1°,  987  ;  In  Com., 

1401  (1),  2106.  3208  (11). 
Express  Cos.:  See  '  Ry.  B.  4.' 
Extradition  Cases   before   Commissioner  at 

Montreal,  &c.  (Ans.)  3937  (ii). 
Franchise  Act  (1898)  Amt.  (B.  52)  1°  m.,  818 

(1);  2°  m.,  and  in  Com.,  2112  (ii),  9198  (v). 
Gaynor-Greene    Extradition    Case,  Charges 

against  Mr.  Lafontaine  (Ans.)  3938  (II). 
Govt.  Contracts  "Work  (B.  61)  1"  m.,  818;  2' 

m.,  and  in  Com.,  1672  (i). 
G.  T.  Ry.  Arbitration  (B.  199)  1°  m.,  9279;  in 

Com.,  9529  (v). 
Bee  '  I.C.R.'.  &c. 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com..  4208  (iii). 
 Statement    re    C.A.R.  Amalgamation, 

&c,  4222  (ill). 
G.  T.  Ry.,  Appeal  to  Judicial  Committee,  &c. 

•  Ans.)  9081  (v). 
G.  T.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  Mc- 
Carthy) In  Com.,  7621,  7626,  7677  (iv). 
Great  Northern  Ry.  of  Canada  B.  71  (Mr.  J. 

T.  Schell)  In  Com.,  4259  (Hi). 
Half- Breed  Scrip  Investigation,  Progress  re 

(remarks)  9725  (v). 
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Fitzpatrick,  Hon.  Chas. — Con. 
Hamelin   and   Ooaselin,   Imprisonment,  &c. 

(Ans.)  1849  (1). 
Highway  Crossings  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  2.' 
Inspector  of  Insurance  and  Director  General 

of  Public  Health  (B.  200)  1°  m.,  2°  m.,  and 

in  Com.,  9688  (v). 
I.C.R.  and  C.A.Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 

B.  132  (Mr.  Emmerson)  on  M.  tor  1°,  4195 

(iU);  in  Com.,  6143,  7584  (iv): 
I.C.R.  and  G.T.R.  Arbitration,  Information  re 

(remarks)  68,  166  (1). 
Judges  of  Provincial   Courts  Act  (salaries) 

Amt.  (B.  204)  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  9702;  in 

Com  on  Res.,  9740  ;  1°»,  9760;  In  Com.,  9702; 

(amt.)  9798  (v). 
Judicial  Vacancies,  Length  of,  Ac.  (remarks) 

7424  (iv). 

 Promotions  and  Appointments  (state- 
ment read)  8002  (v). 

Justice,  (Penitentiaries)  Rep.  (presented)  271 
(i). 

Keewatln  District  (B.  158)  1°  m.,  6103  (Iv). 

Kentvllle  Rifle  Range,  Purchase  of  Site,  State- 
ment (read)  9706  (v). 

 Investigation,  Rep.  of  Evidence  (re- 
marks) 8698  (v). 

  (remarks)  7684  (iv). 

KHIam,  Judge  :  See  '  Ry.  Commn.  B.  36 '. 

Kingston  Penitentiary  Supplies,  Contracts  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  477  (1). 

Land  Titles  Ant  (1894)  Amt.  B.  162  (Mr.  Oliver) 
in  Com.,  9083  (v). 

Lewis,  Edward  Norman,  Relief  (B.  142)  1°*, 
4550;  2°  m.,  (amt.)  5136  (ill). 

Mackenzie  District  (B.  167)  1°  m.,  6103  (iv). 

  (M.)  to  withdraw,  8176  (v). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarretti's  Ex- 
planation (denial)  re  Drafting,  Ac,  4013  (ii). 

 on  M.  to  adjn.,  4044  (ii). 

Martineau  Defalcations  and  Evidence  re  Bank 
Suit  (remarks)  112  (i). 

Montreal  Sheds,  Harbour  Commissioners, 
Contract  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  761 
(1). 

Naturalization,  and  Aliens  Act  Amt.  (B.  184) 

in  Com.,  8685,  8689  (v). 
Newspaper  Reports  re  Interviewing  Prisoners 

(remarks)  3251  (ii). 
Nixon,  Robert,  Investigation    re  (remarks) 

9788  (v). 

Northwest  Irrigation  Act  Amt.  B.  161  (Mr. 

Oliver)  on  M.  for  V,  6104  (iv). 
Northwest    Territories  (B.  160)  1°  m.,  6104 

(iv);  2"  m.,  8763;  In  Com.,  8766  (v);  3*  m., 

9408  (v). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contraot  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier)  5694  (Hi). 


Fitzpatrick,  Hon.  Chas.— Con. 
Northwest    Territories    Representation  Act 
Amt.  (B.  156)  1"  m.,  6046  (lv)  ;  in  Com.,  87«9; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  Agents,  8771 
(v). 

Northwest  Telegraph  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  on  Sen.  Amts..  7683  (iv). 
Opposition  Leader,  Indemnity  :  See  '  Senate 

and  House  of  Commons,' 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Oalllher)  In 

Com.,  2547,  3181,  3187  (11). 
Owen,  Thomas  David  Patent  Relief  B.  177 

(Mr.  Ross)  in  Com.,  8652  (v). 
Parole  System  for  Convlots  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  467  (1). 
Pilotage  Act  (Quebec)  Amt.  B.  171  (Mr.  Prt- 

fontalne)  in  Com.,  7443  (iv). 
Plains  of  Abraham,  Purchase  by  Govt.,  Ac 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  436  (i). 
Political  Crisis  In  Quebec,  Ac.  (remarks)  754 

(1). 

Protection  <to  Women  and  Children,  Amt.  to 
Criminal  Code  re  Wife  Beaters  (Ans.)  592  (1). 

Prorl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T. :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Public  Works  Act  Amt.  B.  54  (Mr.  Hyman) 
o«  M.  for  l",  819  (1). 

Quebec  Political  Crisis  (remarks)  823  (I). 

Ry.  Act  (1903)  Amt.  B.  36  :  See  '  Railway  Com- 
missioners.' 

Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  B.  53  (Mr. 
Emmerson)  In  Com.,  1674  (1). 

Ry.  Act  (express  companies)  Amt.  B.  4  (Mr. 
Maclean)  on  M.  for  Adjnmt.,  3246  (ii). 

Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  309;  (M.)  to 
ref.  to  Com.  on  Rys.,  Ac,  312  ;  agreed  to 
(Y.  85  ;  N.  45)  314  ;  on  Com.,  1780  (1),  3223 
(H). 

Railway  Act  (1903)  Amt.  (B.)  wthdrn.,  6103 
(lv). 

Railway.  .Commlssloaers^tchalriaan)  Ananmt. 
(B.  36)  Res.  prop.,  319;  M.  tor  Com.  on  Res., 
493  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  563  ;  1°  m.,  582  ;  2* 
m.,  745  ;  In  Com.,  1696,  1599  ;  3°  m.,  1802  (I). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  WMfrid  Lau- 

rier)  1627  (i). 

Ry.  Debts  BUI  :  See  '  Exchequer.' 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 
Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to 
adjn.,  7337  (lv). 

Roads  and  Road  Allowances,  Alberta  and  Sas- 
katchewan B.  195  (Mr.  Oliver)  In  Com.,  9528 
(v). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Wrecking  Plants, 
Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2477  (11). 

Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of  :  See  '  Autonomy  B. 
70.' 

Seamen's  Aot  Amt.  B.  38  (Mr.  Prefontalne) 
In  Com.,  2120  (li),  7436  (Iv). 
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Frtzpatrick,  Hon.  Chas.— Con. 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  349,  1790  (1). 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  (B. 

202)  M.  tor  Com.  on  Res.,  9701  ;  In  Com.  on 

Res.,  9726,  9733  ;  in  Com.,  9791  (v). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com.,  9341  (v). 
Statutes,  Revision  of  (remarks)  745  (i). 
Sunday    Observance,    Govt.    Legislation  re 

(Ans.)  8666  (v). 
StTPPLT  : 

Civil  Govt. — Customs  (salaries)  87  ;  Justice 
(salaries)  72  ;  Marine  and  Fisheries  (sal- 
aries) 103  (i). 

Dominion  Police  (salaries)  138  (1). 

Immigration  (medical  inspeotion)  9238  (v). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (B.  C.  Judges) 
9683  (v)  ;  (Exchequer  Court,  salaries)  126; 
Man.,  &c.  (Judges'  travelling  allowances) 

123  ;  N.W.T.  (court  room,  Prince  Albert) 

124  (1)  ;  (N.  W.  Judges)  9683  (v)  ;  (main- 
tenance of  prisoners)  122  ;  (miscellaneous) 
102  ;  (stenographers.  Sup.  Court)  125  (i). 

Justice— N.S.  (Judges'  salaries)  124  (i). 
Justice— Supreme  Court  (salaries)  125  (1)  ; 

CHiree  Rivers  Judges)  9682  (v). 
Justice— Yukon  (court  fees)  137  ;  (Judges' 

travelling  allowances)  126  ;   (law  books. 

ftc.)  136  ;  (maintenance  of  prisoners)  135  ; 

(witnesses,  &c,  fees)  135  (i). 
Mali  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Quebec 

and   Blanc  Sablon)    937  ;     (Quebec  and 

Natashquan)  967  ;   (St.  Catherine's  Bay 

and  Tadousac)  949  ;  (wrecking  plant)  958 

(1). 

Miscellaneous  (consolidation  of  statutes) 
7244  (Iv),  8672;  (Dominion  and  Provincial 
legislation)  9686  (v);  (litigation  matters) 
7247  (iv);  (Sabbath  Day  legislation)  9684; 
(W.  A.  Duncan's  account)  9864  (v). 

Penitentiaries  (Dorchester)  480  ;  (Edmonton 
Jail)  481  (1),  9684  ;(v)  ;  Penitentiaries  (gen- 
eral) 466  ;  (contracts  re  supplies)  479  ; 
(Kingston)  477  ;  (parole  system)  465  ; 
(Prince  Albert  Jadl)  481;  (Reglna  Jail)  481; 
(St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  480  ;  (Stoney  Moun- 
tain, Mao.)  481  (I)  ;  (Stoney  Mountain 
echoed)  9684  (v). 

Post  Office  (detective  service)  209;  Yukon 
(salaries)  214  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Grosse  Isle) 
1111;  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.)  1125  (I). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rlvers—Que. 
(Chateau  Richer)  7290;  (Montmorency 
wharf)  7312  (iv). 

Public  Works — Roads  and  Bridges — Que. 
(Bryson)  7586  (iv). 

Supreme  and  Exchequer  Courts  Act  (salaries) 
Amt.  (B.  205)  M.  tor  Com.  on  Res.,  9705;  in 
Com.  on  Res.  and  1**  of  B.,  9760  (v). 

Supreme  Court,  N.S.,  Vacancy.  Appnmt.  re 
(remarks)  5210  (111). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  la  Com.,  4684  (Hi). 

Trading  Stamps,  Legislation  re,  &c.  (Ans.) 
7020  (iv). 
See  '  Criminal  Code.' 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  in  Com., 
719,  1774  (I). 


Frtzpatrick,  Hon.  Chas.— Con. 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Rose)  in  Com.,  8637  (v). 

Wire  Fencing  :    See  '  N.W.T.,'  '  Boundary.' 

Wrecking  Plant  '  Lord  Strathcona  '  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  968  (1). 
See  '  St.  Lawrence.' 

Yukon  Elections,  Delay  in  opening  Ballot 
Boxes  (remarks)  988  (1). 

Yukon  Judges,  Salaries  and  Allowances  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  214  (i). 

Yukon  Member-elect,  Delay  in  Gazetting  (re- 
marks) 453  (i). 

Forget,  Mr.  R.,  Charlevoix. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6206  (Hi). 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Resignation,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Ames)  for  Cor.,  397  (1). 

Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.,  North  Toronto. 

Address,  on  The,  21  (1). 

Admiralty  Court  Registrars,  &c.  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  126  (i). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Prosecutions  under  Act 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1699,  1712  (i). 

Agents,  I.C.R.,  Policy  re  Dwelling  Houses  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6432  (Iv). 

'  Agnes  G.  Donohue,'  Schr.,  Seizure  of  (re- 
marks) 1608  (1). 

Alberta  Province  :  See  '  Autonomy.'  » 

Allan  Strs.,  List  of  Sailings,  &c.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  885  (I). 

Animals  slaughtered  under  Contagious  Act, 
Compensation  re  (remarks)  on  cone,  6911 
(iv). 

Anthracite  Coal  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  136  (Mr. 

Galllher)  in  Com.,  5976  <lv). 
Archives  Building,  Ottawa,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

603  (1). 

Armouries,  Construction  of,  Generally;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1649  (1). 

 Govt.  Policy  re  Erection  of  ('remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1647  (I). 

Ashoroft  and  Cariboo  Mall  Service.  Tenders 
re  (Ques.)  3670  (II). 

Ashcroft  Water  and  Light  Co.,  Conditions 
of  Lease  re  Land  (Ques.)  2491  (ii). 

Audit  Act,  Progress  re  (Ques.)  2190  (11). 

Auditor  General  and  Audit  Act  (notice  of  mo- 
tion) 9541  (v). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

9631  (v). 

Auditor  General's  Rep.,  Inquiry  for,  51,  97  (I). 
Autonomy,  Provincial,  for  N.  W.  Ters.  B.  69 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  5487 

(ill);  on  M.  for  1°,  1435  (1);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 

L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2",  3363  (11). 

  in  Com.  (B.N.A.  Act)  5732  (Hi). 

 (compensation  re  lands)  In  Com.,  6817 

(Hi). 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
Autonomy,  Provincial,  for  N.  W.  Ters.'B.  69 
 (distribution  of  seats)  7725  (It);  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8022;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  78X7,  7823,  792S  (lv). 

  (lends  Tested  In  Crown)  6016  (It). 

  (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  5929,  6943  (111). 

  (school  clause  amt.)  7122,  7137  (It). 

 (subsidy  to  proTs.)  In  Com.,  6087,  6098 

(It). 

Autonomy   Bill,    Amendments   re  (remarks) 
2840  (11). 

 Approval  by  Cabinet,  4c.  (remarks)  on 

M.  tor  Sup.,  2270  (11). 

 Changes  re,  Ac.  (remarks)  2046  (11) 

 Delay  *n  Printing  (remarks)  1671  (1)'. 

 Haultaln,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime  Minis- 
ter, on  M.  for  Sup.,  2667  (11). 
 Information  asked  for  in  Rets.,  In- 
quiry for,  3091  (H). 

 Pets,  circulated  in  Quebec,  on  Que*,  of 

Order,  2670  (11). 

 Ques.  of  Order,  re  Mis-statement  of 

Speech  by  Mr.  Beicourt,  3517-20  (11). 
 on  Resignation  of  Hon.  C.  Sifton  (re- 
marks) 1864  (1). 

Schedules  re  Saskatchewan  (remarks) 


5476  (Hi). 

•  School  Clause,  Explanation  re  Amts. 


,  (remarks)  in  Com.,  6818  (Hi). 

 Second  Reading  re  (remarks)  2022  (11). 

 (remarks)  262  (1). 

See  '  Manitoba.' 

Badgley  Island  Timber  'Cutting,  License 
granted  (Ques.)  452  (1). 

Binder  Twine  Bounties  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7221  (It). 

 Industry,  Kingston  Penitentiary  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  482  (1). 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  from  Ry.  Commis- 
sion (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  6, 
524  (1). 

 Re-Hearing  of  N.  W.  Oases,  &c.  (re- 
marks) 56  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Tel.,  697  (1). 

Breakwaters,  Wharfs,  Ac,  Govt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9563  (v). 

Budget,  on  The,  Reply  to  Financial  State- 
ment, 8915  (T). 

 Inquiry  re,  2006,  2441,  2762  (il),  7100 

(It). 

Burford  Armoury  Construction  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1649  (1). 

Business  of  the  House,  Notices  of  Motions, 
Ac.  (remarks)  9623  (v). 
See  'Govt.  Legislation,'  'Morning,'  Ac. 

Cabinet  Vacancies  'and  Absent  Ministers,  on 
Orders  of  the  Day.  3666  (11). 

 Interior  Dept.,  Information  re  (re- 
marks) 3450  (11). 


Rep.  re 
of  Sup., 


(re- 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
'  Canada '-'  Cape  Breton,'  Collision, 
Investigation  (remarks)  In  Com. 
2681  (11). 

Canada  and  Mexico  SS.  Communication 

marks)  66  (i). 
Canadian  Cattle.  British  Embargo  (remarks) 

456  (i). 

Canal  Inspectors,  Qualifications,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) la  Com.  of  Sup.,  1509  (1). 

Carpets  purchased  by  Govt.,  Value,  4c.  (re- 
marks) 8266  (v). 

CatboUo  Mutual  Benetlt  Association  of  Cana- 
da, B.  93  (Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes)  In  Com.,  3769 
(11). 

Cement,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B.  190. 
9766  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  626  (1). 
Centre  Toronto  Electoral  District,  Vacancy 

(notification)  2777  (H). 
Century  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  B.  49  (Mr.  Mac- 

ph arson)  In  Com.,  2765  (11). 
Charges  by  P.M.G.  re  Resignation  In  1896  (re- 
marks) 841  (1). 
Citizens'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  133  (Mr.  Barr)  in 

Com.,  5973  (It). 
Cold  Storage  :  See  '  Statements.' 
CoUingwood .  Govt.  Dock,  Conroy  Bros.  Cheque 

(remarks)  6579  (lv). 
Commercial  Agencies  in  O.B.,  Ac.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7208  (lv). 
Committees,  Sel.  Standing,  on  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  to  add  Names,  110  (1). 
Criminal  Code  (appeals)  Amt.  B.  66  (Mr. 

Porter)  on  M.  for  3"  (M.)  to  ref.  back  to 

Com.  re  Amt.,  9699  (v). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltxpatrick)  In  Com.,  9425  (v). 
Customs  Collections  on  Sunday  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  413  (1). 
Customs  Officers'  Uniforms  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  418  (1). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) In  Com.,  9761  (v). 
Dismissals  from  Publio  Offices  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  140  (1). 
Dominion  Annuity  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  82  (Mr. 

Bole)  in  Com.,  2767  (il);  on  M.  for  3°,  2768 

(11). 

Dom.  Lands,  Officials'  Salaries,  on  Statement 

(Mr.  Oliver)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9289  (v). 
 Open  to  Applicants,  Ref.  to  by  Prime 

Mln.  (remarks)  1936  (1). 

 Sale,  Ac,  Inquiry  for  Ret,,  2006  (11). 

Doukhobors  Homestead   Entries   re  Village 

Property  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6416 

(iv). 

Dredge  used  In  Govt.  Works,  Expenditure  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  795  (1). 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 

Dnimmond  County  Ry.,  Expenditure  on  Capi- 
tal Account,  ftc.,  (M.  for  ret.*)  2334  (11). 

  (remarks)  1940  (1). 

Easter,  Adjournment  (remarks)  4458  (111). 

Estimates,  Delay  In  bringing  down  and  effcl- 
eot  criticism  (aunt.)  to  Sup.,  9086  (v). 

 ■  (remarks)  9051  (v). 

Estimates,  ot  the  Interior,  Obstruction,  6c. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  ol  Sup.,  9276  (v). 

Exports  and  Imports  Returns,  Issue  of 
Monthly  Rep.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7214  (It). 

Facer  Steel  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  27  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  in  Com.,  1339  (1). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  re  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  Ac.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Ga- 
nong)  6312,  6337  (iv). 

Fredericton  Post  Office,  Equipment,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  172  (1). 

Freight  Rates  on  Rys.:  See  '  Holsteln.' 

Gamebrldge,  Masonry  Inspector,  Dismissal, 
Imperfect  Ret.  (remarks)  5600  (ill). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers,  8004  (v). 

See  '  Ritchie.' 

Gillies  Brothers,  Limited,  B.  95  (Mr.  A.  A. 
Wright)  in  Com..  2764  (11). 

Glanders  among  Horses,  Expenditure  re  by 
O.  C.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6700  (Iv). 

Gold  Medal  Furniture  Co's  Patent  Relief  B. 
102  (Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  3399  (11). 

Govt.  Legislation,  Inquiry  for,  on  M.  to  take 
in  Wednesdays,  820  (1). 

Govt.  Railways,  Rails  taken  up  and  renewed, 
Tons,  Disposition  of,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.)  2066 
(ii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2614  (11). 
 Purchase  ot  Supplies,  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2617  (11). 

G.T.  Ry.  Arbitration  B.  199  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck) 

on  M.  for  1°,  9280  (v). 
See  '  I.C.R.' 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  3.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  4205,  4214  (ill). 
G.T.P.  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy) 

in  Com.,  7678  (iv) 
G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Commission,  Appnmte.  of  Staff, 

Number,  Expenditure,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.*)  916 

(1). 

  (Ques.)   688  (i). 

 Estimates  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2182  (11). 

 Interim  Rep.  (remarks)  6310  (lv). 

 Surveys,  Information  re,    Mr.  Hay's 

Address,  &c.  (remarks)  2007  (11). 
 Surveys,  Quebec  and  Moncton  Route,  I 

Information  re  (remarks)  228  (1). 
 Surveys,  Rep.  in  Ry.  Dept.  *c.  (re 

marks)  2018  (11). 


Fos'er,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
G.T.P.  Ry.,  Terminals,  Plans  deposited  with 
Govt,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  2823.  2829 
(II). 

 Winnipeg   Terminals,   Contracts,  &c. 

(remarks)  9541  (v). 
 Winnipeg  Terminals,  Cor.  re  (remarks) 

6311  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Issue  to  U.S.  Citizens  ire- 
marks)  6311  (lv). 

Halt-Breed  Scrip  to  non-residents  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6489,  6560  (lv). 

Halt-Breed  Scrip,  Charges  re,  &c,  on  M.  for 
Sup.,  Cor.  &c.  (read)  7647  (lv). 

 Charges  re  Mr.  Chaffee's  Claim  (per- 
sonal explanation)  7916  (lv). 

 Mr.  Chaffey's  Letter  (read)  8183  (v). 

 Investigation,  Appnmt.  of  Counsel  (re- 
marks) 8528,  8697  (v). 

 Instructions  to  Judge  Myers,  re  Inves- 
tigation, Inquiry  for,  7723  (lv),  8179  (v). 

 O.  C.  re  Judge  Myers  (remarks)  8003 

(lv). 

 Patents  issued,  &c.  (remarks)  8003  (v). 

 Inquiry  for  papers,  7099,  7422  (lv). 

 Patents  re  (remarks)  6907  (It). 

 Issue  of  Patent,  Inquiry  for  (remarks) 

7020  (iv). 

 Investigation,  Progress  re  (remarks) 


9725  (v). 

 Complete  Ret.  (remarks)  9179  (v). 

 Further  Papers,  Inquiry,  for,  9029  (v). 

 Information  re  (remarks)  8777  (v). 

See  '  Nixon.' 
Halifax  and  Esquimau  Defences,  Cor.  O.Cs., 

&c,  with  Dom.  Govt.  (M.  for  copies*)  2334 

(il). 

Halifax  Equipment,  &c,  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6511  (lv). 

Harbours  and  Rivers  in  Mar.  Provs.,  Criti- 
cism re  Votes  for,  9101  (v). 

Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S.,  Charges  against 
Govt.  Policy  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9563  (v). 

Hay  transported  over  I.C.R.,  Cor.  between 
Govt.  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  164,  280  (I). 

 •  Inquiry  for    Ret..  919  (1),  2005,  2595,' 

3450  (II). 

Hillsborough  Bridge,  Murray  Harbour  Branch 

Ry.,  in  Com.,  of  Sup.,  2147  (II). 
See  '  Murray '. 
Holsteln  Breeders,  Complaint  re  Freight  Rates 

on  Rys.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6680  (iv). 
Homestead  inspectors   and   Govt.  Officials, 

acting  as  Political  Organizers,  Govt.  Policy 

re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.  9255  (v). 
Homestead  Inspectors,  Policy  re  Politicians 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6407  (iv). 
See  '  Nixon,'  '  Leach.' 
House  of  Commons,  Furniture,  Purchase  of, 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6614  (iv). 
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House  of  Commons,  Official  Duties  of  Staff, 
Statement  re  (remarks)  9077  (v). 

 Purchases,  Audit  of  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6617  (It). 
'  See  '  Library,'  '  Ventilation.' 

Icebreaker  '  Montcalm  ',  Accident  to,  &c.  (re- 
marks) 4752  (ill). 

Immigration  In  B.C.,  Authority  for  Inspec- 
tion, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9332 
(v). 

Immigration  j>l  Skilled   Labour,  Statement 

from  Toronto  Labour  Council,  on  H.  for 

Sup.,  7504  (It). 

 Notice  of  Motion,  7424  (lv). 

See  '  North  Atlantic' 
Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s 

incorp.  B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  in  Com.,  2771 

(il). 

Imports  and  Exports,  Total  Amount  for  Home 
Consumption,  1904  (Ques.)  380  (I). 

Indian  Dept.,  Promotions  re  Senority  of  Ser- 
vice (remarks)  in  Cone,  6909  (iv). 

 on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

6921  (lv). 

I.C.R.  and  O.T.R.  Arbitration,  Ac.  (remarks) 
68  (i). 

—  Information  re  (remarks)  166  (I). 

See  '  G.T.  Ry.,  B.  199.' 

I.C.R.,  Chapman,  F.  B.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt. 
(Ques.)  1342  (1). 

 Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1954  (1).  ' 

 Fuel  Inspector,  Duties,  4c.  (Ques.)  451 


 Hay  :  See  '  Hay.' 

 Parlour  Cars,  &c,  Net  Profits  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2254  (11). 

 Passes  issued,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2258  (ii). 

 Private  Cars,  Number,  &c.  (remarks)  in 


Com.  of  Sup.,  2258  (II). 
 Railway  Rates,    Increases,    &c.  (re- 


marks) on  Explanation  (Mr.  Emmerson) 
6118  (iv). 

 Receipts     and     Expenditures,  Total 


Amount  (Ques.)  688  (1). 
 Rolling  Stock,   Equipment,  Additions 


from  1900  to  1904  (M.  for  ret.»)  736  (i). 
 Supplies,  Purchase  of  Oil,  &c.  (re- 


marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2246  (11). 
 Traffic  Arrangements  with  Foreign  and 


Can.  Rys.,  Amounts  received  (Ques.)  4703 
(111). 

Interior,  Minister  of  (remarks)  1152  (I) 
Internal  Economy  Board,  Rep.  of  Proceedings 

(remarks)  9077  (v). 
International  Bridge  and  Terminal  Ry.  Co.'s 

incorp.  B.  87  (Mr.  Grant)  on  Sen.  Amts.. 

9695  (v). 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 

International  Postal  Supply  Co.,  Renting  of 
Stamping  Machines  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  211  (1). 

Iron  and  Steel  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7219  (iv). 

Japanese  Trade  with  Canada,  Discrimination 
re  Canadian  Goods  (remarks)  6666  (lv). 

 on  Statement  (Mr.  Fisher)  7908  (lv). 

 (remarks)  7816  (iv). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fitxpatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  974S  (v). 

KentvUle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6662  (iv). 

  (remarks)  9709,  9711  (v). 

Ktllam,  Hon.  Mr.  Justice,  Appnmt.  as  Chair- 
man of  Ry.  Commissioners  Board  (remarks) 
on  B.  36,  524  (1). 

'  Klngsford '  Dredge,  Cost  of  Operation  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  801  (1). 

Leach,  R.  E.  A.,  Dom.  Lands  Agents  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9251  (v). 

Letter  Carriers,  Sick  Leave,  Payment,  *c 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  176  (1). 

Library  Accommodation,  Extension  of,  Ac 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  604  (1). 

London  Militiamen  at  London  Election  (re- 
marks) 7358  (lv). 

Losses  sustained  for  Damaged  Goods,  re 
'  Minto '  Str.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 
0623  (11). 

McAlpine,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Expenditure  re  Litiga- 
tion (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1622  (i). 

McMicbael,  Mr.,  Customs  Inspector,  Duties, 
&c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  406  (I). 

Mail  Bags,  Locks,  Repairs,  Ac,  Contracts  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  205  (1). 

Mails  carried  free  by  Rys.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  185  (I). 

Mail  Carriers,  System  of  Payments  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (i). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions,  Informa- 
tion re  System  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
923  (I). 

Mall  Subsidies  re  Newfoundland  Service  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (I). 

Man.  Boundaries,  M'gr  Sbarrettl's  Explanation 
on  M.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  adjn.,  3951  (11). 

 Letter  to   Cardinal   Rampolla  (read) 

3956  (II). 

 Letter  of  Mr.  Russell  to  Cardinal  Ram- 


polla (read)  3957  (II). 

  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Speaker)  '  nam- 
ing Member,'  3859  (il). 
See  '  Autonomy.' 

Manitoba  Elections,  Duties  of  Ret.  Officers 
(remarks)  1633  (I). 

Manitoba  Election  Returns  (remarks)  1672  (i). 

Martineau,   Defalcations,   Evidence   re  Bank 
Suit  (remarks)  112  (I). 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
Meeting  atter  Six  o'clock  Recess  (remarks) 
450  (!). 

Melfort  Mall  Service,  Charges  re  Delays  (re- 
marks') 9790  (v). 

Messengers.  House  of  Commons,  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  243  (1). 

Meteorological  Building.  Toronto,  Erection  of 
(Ques.)  1149 

Meteorological  Observatory,  Removal  to  Ot- 
tawa (remarks)  re  Cor.  with  Mr.  E.  F. 
Clarke,  9772  (v). 

Metric  System,  re  Weights  and  Measures  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1695  (1). 

Military  Council,  Constitution,  Duties,  &c. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  419  (i). 

Military  Equipment  for  Defences,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  446  (i). 

Military  Heads,  Appnmt.  to  Mill t la  Council 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  432  (i). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Sir  Frederick  Borden)  6905  ;  on 
M.  for  2%  7263  (iv),  9179  (v). 

Militia  Armouries,  &c.,  Supervision  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  423  (i). 

Militia  Canadian  Garrisons,  Mr.  Broderlck's 
Proposition  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9109 
(v). 

MilUia  Force,  Reduction  of,  on  Explanation 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  to  M.  for  Sup.,  6999 
(lv). 

Ministers  of  Finance  and  Interior,  Absence, 
&c.  (remarks)  321  (1). 

Mint,  Royal  Canadian,  Estimated  Cost,  Capa- 
city, &c.  (Ques.)  2185,  2326  (11). 

'  Montcalm,'  Accident  to,  &c.  (remarks)  4752 
(Hi). 

Montreal  Harbour  Commissioners,  B.  192  (Mr. 

Prefontaine)  on  M.  for  1*,  9029  (v). 
Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B. 

20  (Mr.  Scott)  in  Com.,  2762  (11). 
Morning  Sittings,  on  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid'  Lau- 

rler)  9082  (v). 
Bee  '  Business.' 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2134  (11). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.,  Construction, 

Tenders,  Plans,  Specifications,  &c.  (M.  for 

copies  *)  2334  (II). 
Nicolas,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

on  cone,  9685  (v). 
Nixon,  Mr.,  Appnmt.  as  Dom.  Lands  Agent, 

Macleod,  N.W.T.  (remarks)  6718,  6111  (iv), 

9076  (v). 

 Charges  re  (M.)  to  adjn.,  8098  (v). 

 Investigation  re  (remarks)  8697  (v). 

 2nd  Investigation  re  Charges,  Letter 

from  Mr.  Beere  (read)  9787  (v). 
D 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E. — Con. 

Nixon,  Mr.  (M.)  to  cancel  Vote  for  Salary,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9316,  9329  (v). 

 Reduction  of  Salary  (Amt.)  on  cone, 

9769,  Neg.  (Y.  30;  N.  66)  9770  (v). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers,  6048  (iv). 

Bee  '  Half-breed.' 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  Bonuses  re  Im- 
migrants (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9321  (v). 

 an  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9442  (v). 

N.W.  Cases,  Re-hearing  before  Ry.  Commis- 
sion (remarks?  56  (1). 

Northwest  Irrigation  Act  Amt.  B.  162  (Mr. 
Oliver)  on  M.  for  1",  6104  (lv). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com.,  460  (i). 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 
Turriff)  In  Com.,  1891  (1),  2061  (11). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5587 
(111).  . 

 on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

6704  (HI). 

N.W.T.  Govt.  Lands,  Sale  of  la  1903-4,  Rates, 
&c.  (M.  for  O.C.*)  164  (1). 

N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  In  Elec- 
tions (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9718  (v). 

N.W.  Ters.  Land  Sales,  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  1154 
(1). 

Oats,  Rolled,  Tariff  Changes,  In  Com.  on  B. 

190,  9763  (v).  - 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  2763  (11);  on  Sen.  Amts., 

9819  (v). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Pringle)  in  Com.,  5966  (iv). 
Ottawa  Buildings,  Rentals,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1665  (i). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  on 

M.  for  1°,  317;  on  M.  to  ret.  to  Set.  Com.. 

1889  (1);  in  Com.,  3186  (II). 
Ottawa  Improvement  Commission  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7280  (iv). 
Parliament  Buildings,  Addition  to  H.  of  C. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9542  (v). 
Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  Ac,.,  on. 

M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6801  (Hi). 
Parole  System  for  Convicts  (remarks)  In  Com. 

o(  Sup.,  465  (1). 
Personal  Explanation  :   See  '  Resignation." 
Pets,  re  Autonomy  Bills,  Ques.  of  Order,  2320 

(H). 

Petroleum  Bounties,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7220  (iv). 

Pilotage  Act  (Quebec)  Amt.  B.  171  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontaine) in  Com.,  7440  (lv). 

Plains  of  Abraham.  Purchase  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  436  (I). 

Pneumatic  Tube  System.  Cost,  &c.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  217  (I). 
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Foster,  Hon.  *a.  E.— Con. 
Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conm«e  &  Bowman's  Tender,,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjo.,  4469  (111). 
 Circular  Letter  of  Acting  Minister  of 

Public  Works  (remarks)  re  Cor.,  4667  (ill). 
Postage  on  Newspapers  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  179  (1). 
Postage  Stamps  and  Bank  Notes,  Contracts 

re,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  204  (i). 
Postal  Rates  Increases,  Ac.  (remarks)  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  221  (i). 
Post  Office  Clerks,  Examination  for  Statutory 

Increases  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9068 

(v). 

P.E.I.  Communication  with  Mainland  (re- 
marks) 833  (1). 

 Investigation  re  Tunnelling,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  for  Cor.,  2811  (11). 

Prohibitionist  Principles,  on  Charges  by 
P.M.Q.  (explanation)  842  (1). 

Provident  Savings  Association  B.  134  (Mr. 
Gervals)  In  Com.,  5974  (iv). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  'Autonomy.' 

Public  Accounts  Rep.,  Inquiry  for,  97  (i). 

Public  Buildings,  Comparison  with  U.S.  Sys- 
tem of  Rentals,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  1024  (1). 

Public  Buildings  In  Towns,  &c,  Amounts 
first  voted,  population,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*) 
1398  (1). 

Public  Building  Sites,  Ac,  Non-partisan  Selec- 
tions (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  429  (I). 

Public  Works  Act  Ami.  B.  64  (Mr.  Hyman)  on 
M.  for  1°,  819  (1). 

Public  Works  Portfolio  (remarks)  6047  (Iv). 

Public  Works,  Rep.  ot  Minister,  Delay,  Ac. 
(remarks)  601  (1). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commission,  Tronsfer  to 
Marine  Dept.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  772  (i). 

Quebec  Political  Crisis  (remarks)  823,  826  (1). 

Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  B.  63  (Mr. 
Emmerson)  In  Com.,  1675  (1). 

Railway  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  86  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  494, 
524;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  572;  in  Com.,  1616., 
•  (1). 

Railway  Commission,  Board  of  Maintenance, 
1634  (1). 

 Number  and  Names  of  Employees,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  684  (I). 

 Staff  Salaries,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1639  (1). 

 Rep.  of  Mr.  Blair,  Inquiry  for,  1639  (1). 

Resignation  in  1896,  Charges  of  P.M.Q.  (per- 
sonal explanation)  841  (1). 

Returns,  Inquire  for,  Delay,  &c.  (remarks) 
4751  (Hi). 

 Inquiry  for,  re  Public  Works,  9688  (v). 

 Inquiry  for,  1594  (1),  2262  (11),  6600  (111). 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  form  of 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn..  7337  (iv). 
Richelieu  Bridge  at  Sorel,  O.C.  and  Rep.  Ac, 

Inquiry  for,  8098  (v). 
Ritchie,  James,  Inspector  of  Masons  re  Trent 

Valley  Canal,  Dismissal  (M.  for  cor.*)  2777 

(11). 

See  '  Oamebrldge.' 
Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1981  (I). 
Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir 

Frederick  Borden)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  6969; 

In  Com.,  7262  (iv). 
Royal  Trust  Co.,  Ret.  to  in  Com.  on  B.  99, 

3651  (11). 

Rural  Mall  Delivery,  Cost  ot  Establishment. 
Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2079, 
2092  (11). 

Rural  Mall  Delivery  System,  Ac.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  220  (1). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mail  Ser- 
vice (remarks)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7187  (iv). 

St.  John  Harbour  Improvements  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  776  (1). 

St.  John  Quarantine  Station,  Acetylene  Gai 
Contract  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1062  (I). 

Saskatchewan,  Creation  of  Province  :  See 
'Autonomy.' 

Saskatchewan  Valley  Land  Co.,  Issue  of  Pa- 
tents, Ac,  (Ques.)  8267,  8656  (v). 

Schukln,  Ivan,  Cancellation  of  Homestead 
Entry  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6415  (iv). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  38  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  in 
Com.,  2116  (ii). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  (shipping  masters)  Act 
Amt.  B.  147  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  in  Com., 
7428  (iv),  9030  (v). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Fisher)  62;  in  Com.,  356,  1203  (1). 

Separate  School  Pamphlet,  Official  Distribu- 
tion, Preparation,  Ac.  (Ques.)  2328  (ii). 

  (remarks)  2006  (11). 

Slfton,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  (remarks)  1S53  (I). 

Smart,  Jas.  A.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6421  (iv). 

 Resignation,  Ac.  (remarks)  116  (1). 

S.  Africa  and  Canada  SS.  Subsidy,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  973  (1). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.,  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9815  (v). 

Speaker,  Election  of  (remarks)  3  (I). 

Statements  of  Mr.  E.  D.  Smith  re  Cold  Storage 
(remarks)  875  (1). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1699, 
1712  (1). 

Agriculture,  Ac.  (creameries)  6938  (iv) ; 
(criminal  statistics)  1473;  (I)  ;  (dairying) 
6936;  (live  stock  records)  6680  (lv);  (Pa- 
tent Record)  1472  (1). 

Canals— Cornwall  (repairs  at  locks)  1494  ; 
Grenville  (guide  piers)  1600  ;  Miscella- 
neous (Inspections,  Ac.)  1609;  (staff  and 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
Supply — Con. 
Canals — Con. 

repairs)  1646  ;  Murray  (repairs)  1495  ; 
Trent  (Improvements)  1499  ;  (surreys) 
1489  ;  Welland  (stone  protection)  1496  (1). 

Charges  ot  Management,  69  (i);  (Receiver 
General's  Office)  9063  (v). 

Civil  Govt.— Agriculture  Dept.  (archivist) 
9063;  (private  secretary)  9054  (v);  (sal- 
aries) 92;  Auditor  Gen.'s  Office  (salaries) 
77,  90;  Customs  (contingencies)  258,  405; 
(Inspectors  salaries)  406  (i);  (salaries)  78 
(1),  9069  (v);  Finance  (salaries)  78,  118 
(1),  9061  (v);  Geological  Survey  (salaries) 
122  (i),  9249;  Gov.  Gen.  See's  Office  (cleri- 
cal assistance)  9063  (v);  (salaries)  70  (i); 
High  Commissioner's  Office  (salaries)  120; 
Indian  Affairs  (contingencies)  116;  Inter- 
ior (salaries)  114  (1);  Cone,  (salaries) 
6909  (iv);  (salary  increases)  9070  (v); 
Inland  Revenue  (salaries)  89  (1),  9069  (v); 
Justice  (salaries)  72;  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries (salaries)  2443  (11),  9051;  Militia 
(contingencies)  9068  (v);  (salaries)  112  (1), 
9067  (v);  Post  Office  Dept.  (salaries)  95(1), 
9058  (v);  Privy  Council  (salaries)  71  (1); 
Public  Works  (salaries)  95  (1);  Railways 
and  Canals  (law  clerk)  9066;  (private  sec.) 
9063  (v);  (salaries)  93;  Sec.  of  State  (sal- 
aries) 74;  Trade  and  Commerce  (salaries) 
96  (1). 

Dom.  Lands  (Banff,  pamphlets  re)  6424; 
(contingencies)  6406  (iv),  9289  (v);  (home- 
stead Inspectors)  6407  (Iv);  (land  agents) 
9251;  (maps,  printing,  &c.)  6424  (tv);  (out- 
side salaries)  9261,  9289  (v);  (roads  and 
bridges)  6423;  (surveys,  &c.)  6406  (iv). 

Dominion  Police  (salaries)  138  (1). 

Excise  (additional  remuneration)  1688;  (al- 
lowance to  customs  collectors)  1689  (in- 
spections, &c.)  1693;  (inspectors'  salaries) 
1679;  (L.  A.  Frechette,  translation)  1690; 
(methylated  spirits)  1691;  (preventive  ser- 
vice) 1688;  (travelling  expenses)  1689  (1). 

Geological  Survey  (surveys,  &c.)  cone,  9685 

(v). 

House  ot  Commons  (additional  messenger) 
6613;  (committee  expenses)  6594;  (leather 
trunks)  6606;  (library  books)  6945  (iv); 
(messengers)  243  (1);  (pages)  6613  (iv); 
(salaries)  238  (1);  (sergeant-at-<arms,  sal- 
aries) 6611;  (sessional  clerks)  6696;  (ses- 
sional messengers)  6612;  (stationery)  6594 
dv). 

Immigration  (agents  In  Cam.  and  G.  B.) 
9226,  9308;  Amt.  on  cone.,  9769;  (deten- 
tion hospital,  B.C.)  9227;  (medical  inspec- 
tion, B.C.)  9331;  (salaries)  9313  (v). 

Indians— B.C.  (industrial  schools)  9339; 
(Pemberton  Band)  9340  (v). 

Indians — Generally  (.land  management  fund) 
237;  (legal  expenses)  237  (i). 

Indians— Mam.  and  N.W.T.  (Implements) 
9336  (v). 

Indians — Mar.  Provs.  (schools)  225  (1). 

Indians — Ont.  and  Que.  (legal  expenses) 
9336  (v);  (medical  attendance)  223;  (sur- 
veys) 236  (I);  (Treaty  No.  9)  9336  (v). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  inspection) 
7227  (iv). 

Justice— Man.,  Ac.  (Judges'  salaries)  123  ; 
N.W.T.  (maintenance  of  prisoners)  122; 
Supreme  Court  (salaries)  126;  (Three 
Rivers  Judgeship)  9683  (v);  Yukon  (Uving 
allowances)  130;  (maintenance  of  prison- 
ers) 135  (1). 
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Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7536  (iv). 
Legislation  —  Debates     (expenditure)  6592 
(Iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS  Subventions  (Anna- 
polls  and  G.B.)  967;  (Can.  and  Mexico) 
895  (1),  9680  (v);  (Canada  and  Mexico), 
on  come.,  6909  (lv)  ;  Canada  and  S. 
Africa)  973;  (Gaspe  and  Dalhousie)  934  ; 
(Grand  Manas  and  Mainland)  922;  (Hali- 
fax and  Canso)  937;  (Halifax  and  Nfid.) 
906;  (Halifax,  Nfld.  and  Liverpool)  902; 
(Magdalen  Islands)  906;  (Manchester 
Line)  9M;  (Murray  Bay  and  River  Ouelle) 
938;  (Paspeblac  and  Gaspe)  945;  (Petit  de 
Grat)  966  ;  (Piotou  and  Chetlcamp)  936  ; 
(Pictou  and  Montague  Bridge)  926;  (Port 
Mulgrave  and  Oanso)  936;  (P.E.I,  and 
G.B.)  927;  (P.E.I,  and  Mainland)  919  ; 
(P.E.I,  and  Nfld.)  940;  (Quebec  and  Blanc 
SabJon)  937;  (Quebec  and  Gaspe)  927; 
(Quebec  and  Natashquan)  967;  (St.  Cath- 
erine's Bay  and  Tadousac)  948;  (St.  John 
and  Halifax)  923;  (St.  John  and  Minas 
Basin)  971;  (St.  John  and  W.  Indies)  7177 
(iv);  (St.  John  and  Westport)  966;  (Vic- 
toria and  San  Francisco)  906;  (Victoria 
and  Vancouver)  939;  (wrecking  plant) 
957  (4). 

Militia  (annual  drliU)  441  (i),  6612  (iv)  ;  (ar- 
senals) 446  (1)  ;  (depots)  9113  (v)  ;  (Dom. 
arsenal)  6513  (lv)  ;  (Militia  CouncU)  9109  ; 
(ordnance)  cone,  9686  (v)  ;  (pay  and  al- 
lowance) 413  (I),  6611  ;  (Royal  Military 
college)  7003  (lv)  ;  (surveys)  440  (I)  ; 
(transports,  Ac.)  6518  (lv). 
Miscellaneous  (Academy  of  Arts)  6959  (lv)  ; 
(Champlaln's  monument)  9340  ;  (Dom. 
and  Provincial  legislation)  9684  (v)  ;  (Na- 
tmraiMzatlon  Act)  6957  (iv.)  ;  (noon  gun, 
&c.)  121  (1)  ;  (Pacific  cable  grant)  7277  : 
(Paris  agency)  6968  ;  (secret  service)  696S 
(iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 

2614  ;  (schools  of  navigation)  2639  (II). 
Penitentiaries  (Dorchester)  481  ;  (Edmon- 
ton Jail)  481  ;  (general)  466  ;  (parole  sys- 
tem) 465  (1). 
Pensions  (Fenian  raid)  cone,  6961  ;  (militia- 
men, 1885)  6967  (iv). 
Post  Office  (detective  service)   209  ;  (In- 
spectors' salaries)  144  ;    (letter  carriers) 
174  ;    (mall  service)  177  ;   (mall  service) 
Amt.  re  Thessalon  Postmaster  on  cone, 
9772  ;  (postal  maps,  engraving)  9060  (v): 
(provisional  allowances)  166 ;   (ry.  mall 
clerks)  139  ;  (salaries)  166  ;  Yukon  (mail 
service)  80S  ;  (salaries)  214  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings— General  (armou- 
ries) 1649  ;  (clerk  of  works)  1642  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings — Man.  (Brandon 
drill  hall)  1633  (I)  ;  (Winnipeg  immigration 
building)  9650  (v). 
Public  Works — Buildings— N.B.  (Campbell- 
ton)  1048  (1)  ;  (generally)  7284  (lv)  ;  (St. 
John  detention  building)  1050  ;  (St.  John 
quarantine)  1062  ;    (Woodstock  armoury) 
1057  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings— N.W.T.  (Edmon- 
ton) 9550  (v)  ;  (Moosejaw)  1638  ;  (Prince 
Albert)  1688  ;  .(Red  Deer  court  house) 
1639  ;  (Reglna  P.O.)  1639  (1). 
Puhllc  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antlgonlsh) 
846,  1020  ;  (Canso)  1023  ;  (Glace  Bay)  1031: 
(Halifax   Dom.  building)   1036  ;  (Halifax 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
Supply  —Con. 
Public  Works — Von. 
Immigration  building)  1036  ;  (Inverness) 
1041  ;  OShelburne)    1043  ;  (Sydney  Mines) 
1045  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Out.  (Belleville 
armoury)  1647  ;  (Bowmanvllle)  1549  ; 
(Brantford  drill  nail)  1550  ;  (Brldgeburg) 
1550  ;  (Cobourg  armoury)  1655  ;  (Guelph 
armoury)  1665  ;  (Hawkesbury)  1560  ;  (Lon- 
don military  stores)  1662  ;  (Military  Col- 
lege) 1561  ;  (North  Bay)  1564  ;  (Oshawa) 
1664  ;  (St.  Mary's)  1679  ;  (Sandwich)  1679; 
(Slmcoe)  1681  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (addi- 
tions, &c.)  9642  (v);  (archives)  603;  (coal 
sheds)  1565;  (elevator  attendants)  1667; 
(lighting)  1667;  (museum)  756,  765;  (Post 
Office  reconstruction)  1574;  (Royal  Mint) 
608-620  ;  (telephones)  1669  ;  (Wellington 
St.  paving)  1672;  (western  block,  addition) 
766  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— P.E.I.  (Sourls) 
1047  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Yukon  (mainten- 
ance) 1666  (i). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.  S. 
(Annapolis)  9676  ;  (Baddeck  wharf)  9685  ; 
(Battery  Point)  9652;  (Boisdale  wharf) 
9586;  (Bourgeois  inlet)  9681;  (Devil's  Is- 
land) 9551;  (Economy  wharf)  9579;  (Glace 
Bay)  9677;  (Half  Island  cove)  9584;  (Irish 
cove)  9678;  (Kelly's  cove)  9682;  (Parker's 
cove)  9552;  (Parrsboro  harbour)  9579 ; 
(Petite  Riviere)  9680;  (Phinney's  Cove) 
9662;  (Pierre ville  pier)  9581;  (Porter's 
Lake)  9588;  (Pugwash  wharf)  9578;  (Ray's 
Creek)  9676  ;  (River  Hebert)  9578;  (Round 
Hill  wharf)  9662;  (Sydney  quarantine  sta- 
tion) 9678;  (Tatamagouche  wharf)  9579  ; 
(Toney  river)  9581  (v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Port  Arthur)  786  (i). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Louise  embankment)  772  (1). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  6700;  on  cone,  6911  (iv). 

Railways — G.T.P.  (surveys,  construction, 
&c.)  2278  (il),  6427;  (surveys)  on  cone, 
6910  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (additional  sidings)  6432 
(iv);  (Amherst  accommodation)  1983; 
Drummondvllle  Improvements)  1360  (1); 
(locomotive  machinery)  6428  (iv);  (Mit- 
chell diversion)  1940;  (Moncton  accommo- 
dation) 1946;  (Newcastle  improvements) 
1967;  (St.  Fabien  subway)  1981  (1);  (sta- 
tion accommodation)  6429  (iv);  (steel 
rails,  &c.)  1989;  (Sydney  Mines  extension) 
1987  (1);  (ties,  &c.)  6429  (iv);  (water  ser- 
vice) 2170  (H)  ;  (working  expenses)  6908 
(iv). 

Railways  and  Canals — Miscellaneous  (liti- 
gation) 1522  ;  (engineers,  Ac)  1521  (1). 

Railways— P.E.I,  (air  brakes)  2178  (li); 
(Bloomfleld  agent's  house)  6432  (iv);  (Car- 
digan branch)  2172  (11)  ;  (Charlotte town 
track  extension)  6433  (lv);  (Freetown  sta- 
tion house)  2180;  (Georgetown  station) 
2179;  (M.C.B.  couplers)  2178;  (Morrell 
bridge  swing  span)  2177;  (Murray  Harbour 
and  Bridge)  2134  (ii);  (working  expenses) 
6908  (iv). 

Railways — Ry.    Commission  (maintenance) 

1534  (i). 

Scientific  Institutions  (astronomical  observa- 
tory) 9248  (V). 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 

Senate  (contingencies)  6943  (iv). 

Trade  and  Commerce  (Chinese  Immigration 
Act)  7204  (lv) ;  (salaries)  981  (i) :  (commer- 
cial agencies)  7208;  (iron  and  steel  boun- 
ties) 7216  (lv). 

Weights  and  Measures  (electric  light  in- 
spection) 1698  (1);  (Inspection  of  staples) 
9681  (v);  (metric  system)  1699;  (standards) 
1695  ;    (travelling  expenses)  1496  (1). 

Yukon  Ter.  Govt,  (additional  allowance  to 
Ma].  Wood)  9250;  (local  council  grant) 
9250  (v). 

Telegraph  Lines  In  Canada  and  Americaniza- 
tion (remarks)  7646  (lv). 

Thessalon  Postmaster,  Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey.  Irre- 
gularities, &c,  on  M.  tor  Sup.,  6203,  6212 
(lv). 

  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  tor  Cor..  3202  (II). 

 Amt.  to  Reduce  Vote,  on  cone,  9772  (v). 

Timber  Lands,  sold  or  leased  by  Interior 

Dept.,  Descriptions,  &c.  (M.  for  ret.*)  9698 

(v). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3«51  (11),  46S0 
(ill). 

Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (1). 

Toronto,  Centre,  Vacancy,  Issue  of  Writ  (re- 
marks) 8261  (ii). 

Toronto  Observatory.  Govt.  Policy  re  Re- 
moval (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9248  (v). 

Toronto  Pneumatic  Postal  Service,  Con-tract 
re  Trench  (remarks)  6807,  6922  (Hi). 

Transportation  Commission,  Appnmt.  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  404  (1). 

 Complete  Membership  and  Reps,  re  (re- 
marks) 321  (1). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Inspector  Ritchie's  Dis- 
missal (M.  for  cor.»)  2777  (ii). 

 Incomplete  Return  (remarks)  4750  (HI). 

Turriff,  J.  G.,  Employment  by  Govt.,  Ac. 
(Ques.)  8266  (v). 

Uniforms  for  Letter  Carriers,  Contracts  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  206  (i). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3',  8818 
(v). 

Ventilation  of  Chamber  (remarks)  8696  (v). 
Walton,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Arrest  by  U.S.  Authorities 

In  the  South  (remarks)  4199  (lii). 
Wharfs,  Piers,  Docks,  Constructed  by  Govt. 

since  1896  (M.  for  ret.)  2777  (il). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret..  8178  (v). 

White  Lead,  Tariff  re,  in  Com.  on  B.  190.  9761 

(v). 

White,  Mr.  Odbur,  Dismissal  from  I.C.R.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2211  (il). 

Wines,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B.  190,  9762 
(v). 

Wire  Fencing  :    See  '  N.W.T.,'  &c. 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.— Con. 

Wrecking  Plant  '  Lord  Strathcona,'  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9S7  (1). 

Yarmouth-  Bank  of  N.S.,  Investigation  re  (re- 
marks) 9690  (v). 

Tukon,  Member-elect,  Delay  in  Gazetting  (re- 
marks) 464  (i). 

 Reforms,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson) 

to  Com.  of  Sup.,  703B  (iv). 

 Salaries  and  Living  Allowances  (re- 


marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  214  (lv). 

Fowler,  Mr.  G.  W.,  King's  and  Albert,  N.B. 
Acetylene  Gas  Contracts  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1062-3  (i). 
Allan  Past  SS.  Service,  Contract  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  894  (i). 
Autonomy  B.  69,  In  Com.  (Crown  Lands)  8260; 

(seat  of  Govt.)  8244  (v). 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of,  Conspiracy,  &c. 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  36,  536  (1). 
Dismissals  from  Public  Offices,  &e.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  140  (i). 
I.C.R.  Employees,  Messrs.  Weldon,  McDou- 

gall,  &c,  Political  Partisans  (Ques.)  1146 

(1). 

Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 
Commlsson  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
B.  36.  535  (i). 

Kingston,  N.B.,  and  Jubilee  Station  Mail  Ser- 
vice, Tenders  re,  &c.  (Ques.)  6133  (iii). 

Maccan  Mail  Contract,  Amount  paid,  &c. 
(Ques.)  188  (i). 

Martlneau  Defalcations,  Collection  of  Guar- 
antee (remarks)  113  (i). 

Military  Medical  Officers,  Appnmts.,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (i). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  6985 
(lv). 

Militia  Buildings,  Architects,  &c.  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  424  (i). 
Pneumatic  P.O.  System,  &c.   (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (i). 
Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.   See  '  Autonomy.' 
Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2»,  297  (1). 
Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)  Appnmt.  of,  B. 

36  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 

535  (i). 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn.,  7363  (iv). 
St.  John  Quarantine  Station,  Acetylene  Gas 

Contract  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1063  (i). 
St.  John  River,  N.B.,  Govt.  Policy  re  Wharfs 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (iv). 
Sackville  Ry.  Station,  Tenders  re  Erection, 

&c.  (Ques.)  5133  (ill). 
Sherbrooke  Drill  Shed,  Site,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Cora,  of  Sup.,  428  (1). 


Fowler,  Mr.  G.  W. — Con. 
Silver  Coins,  Worn,  &c..  Redemption  of  (Ques.) 

688  (1). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture  (creameries)  7016  (lv). 

Canals— GrenvMle  (guide  piers)  1600  ;  (Wil- 
liamsburg (steam  hoist)  1495  (1). 

Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  981  (I). 

Civil  Govt.— High  Commissioner's  Office  (sal- 
aries) 120  (i). 

Justice — Man.,  ftc.  (Judges'  travelling  allow- 
ances) 122  ;  NJ3.  (Dodd,  Judge,  salary)  124; 
Tukon  (law  books)  136  ;  (living  allowan- 
ces) 127  (1). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  978  ;  (St.  Catherine's  Bay 
and  Tadousac)  948,  951  (i)  ;  (Paspebiac  and 
Gaspe)  945  (1). 

Militia  (Dom.  arsenal)  445  (i)  ;  (Dom.  ar- 
senal) 7012  (lv)  ;  (medical  officers)  417  ; 
(rifle,  &c.,  grants)  444  (1)  ;  (Royal  Military 
college)  7002  (iv). 

Post  Office  (inspectors'  salaries)  144  ;  (pro- 
visional allowances)  170 ;  (Ry.  mail 
clerks)  139  (i). 

Public  Works — N.B.  (Campbellton)  1048  ; 
(St.  John  quarantine)  1062  ;  (Woodstock 
armoury)  1067  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonish) 
1021  ;  (Inverness)  1042  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Peterbo- 
rough armoury)  1578  ;  (Sandwich)  1580  ; 
(Stratford  armoury)  1581  ;  (Toronto  ware- 
house) 1586  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (Post 
Office  reconstruction)  1574  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Mlscou  harbour)  7498;  (Mud  Cove)  7500; 
(Quaco  harbour)  7501  ;  (St.  John  harbour) 
7503  ;  (St.  John  tributaries)  7502  ;  (Sal- 
mon River)  7499  ;  (tidal  waters)  7503  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— iN.S. 
(Bay  St.  Lawrence)  7397  ;  (Beckerton) 
7397  ;  (Breton  Cove)  7397  ;  (Clark's  har- 
bour) 7398  ;  (Country  harbour)  7399  ;  OCul- 
loden)  7401  ;  (Digby  Pier)  7402  ;  (Inver- 
ness Mines)  7405  ;  (Mahone  bay)  7408  (iv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Tamaska  River)  7394  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (general  vote)  7456  (lv). 

Sussex  Rifle.  Range,  Inspector  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7011  (iv). 
Woodstock  Armoury,  N.B.,  Clerk  of  Works 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1068  (1). 

Gallery,  Mr.  D.,  Montreal,  St.  Anne. 
Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building,  Addition 

and  Site,  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1121 

(1). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works — BuiMlngs — Que.  (Montreal 
Inland  Revenue)  1121  ;  (Montreal  P.  O. 
Improvements)  1129  ;  (Montreal  P.  O., 
pneumatic  system)  1135  (I). 

Gal  liner,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Kootenay. 
Anthracite  Coal  Ry.  Co.'s    Incorp.    (B.  1361 
(M.)  to  present  Pet.,  4550  ;  Pet.  (presented) 
4644  ;  1°*,  4807  (Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  5976  (iv). 
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Galliher,  Mr.  W.  A.— Con. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  In  Com.  (distribu- 
tion of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
8034  ;  on  M.  for  8°,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  C. 
P.  R.  lands,  8706  (▼). 

  (OP.R.  lands)  In  Com.,  6066  (It). 

  (Senate  representation)  6682  (111). 

Autonomy  B.  69  '  Yellow  Dog,'  Ret  to  In 
Newspapers  (remarks)  In  Com.,  6896  (Hi). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Scott)  to  M.  for  8*,  8878  (v). 

Budget,  on  The,  8671  (v). 

Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  Ret.  to  in  Com.  on 
B.  108,  4694  (111). 

Columbia  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  11)  1"*, 
317  (1). 

Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) In  Com.,  9763  (v). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  Plans  re  Terminals,  Deposited  with 
Govt.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  tor  Ret.,  2827  (li). 

Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s  ln- 
corp. B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  In  Com.,  2771  (11). 

Inland  Revenue  (guarantee  bonds)  B.  176  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8680  (v). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9740,  9796 
(v). 

Kaslo  and  Lardeau- Duncan  Ry.  Co. a  (B.  141) 
Pet.  (presented)  3744  (11);  1°»,  4660  (MI). 

KlUaim,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 
Commission,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ry.  B.  No. 
36,  506  (1). 

Kingston,  Smith's  Falls  and  Ottawa  Ry.  Co.'s 

(B.  137)  l"*,  4560  (li). 
Kootenay,  Cariboo  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 

24)  1°*,  493  (i). 
Nicola,  Kamloope  and  Slmllkameen  Coal  and 

Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  34)  1°»,  493;  In  Com.,  1706  (1). 
Northwest  Coal  and  Coke  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  140) 

1**,  4660  (ill). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  in  Com.,  2064  (11).  • 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  (B.  12)  1°  m.  316  ;  In 

Com.,  1283,  1888  (1),  2632,  2714,  2951,  2958. 

3177;  3°  m.,  3398  (ii). 
Pacific  Bank  of  Canada  (B.  175)  1°  m.,  7420; 

2«  m.,  7626  (iv). 
Private  BiUs  Petitions  (M.)  to  extend  time, 

4375  (111). 

Provl.  Govt.  In  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Railway  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrlck)  on  M.  for  Com.,  506  (i). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn.,  7346  (lv). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  147  (Mr.  Frefontalne) 

In  Com.,  7438  (lv). 
Spirits  imported  In  Bond  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  8680  (v). 


Galliher,  Mr.  W.  A. — Con. 
Supply  : 

Justice— Yukon  (lew  books)  137  (1). 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  99 

(Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  4683  (Hi). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry  and  Xav. 

Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  2°  m.,  4700  (111); 

in  Com.,  8316,  8641  :  on  M.  for  3°,  8828,  9015 

(v). 

Western  Alberta  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  136)  1°»,  45:0 
(111). 

Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  108 
(Mr.  Adamson)  in  Com.,  4689  (111). 

White  Lead,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B. 
190,  9763  (v). 

Yukon,  Reform  re,  Condition  of  Country  (re- 
marks) on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7069  (iv). 

Ganong,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Charlotte,  N.B. 

Atlantic  Fisheries  Investigation,  Rep.  re 
(Ques.)  270  (I). 

 Inquiry  for,  1242  (I). 

Carbide  Manufacture,  WHlson  Patent,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1055  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr  Fisher)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  1002  (i). 

Cold  Storage  Plants  for  Bait,  ftc.  (Ques.) 
1606  (i). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  of  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  &c  (M.)  to  edjn.. 
6312  (lv). 

Fishing  Bounties  Fraud  re  Payment,  Rep.  of 
Mr.  Matheson  (M.  for  copy*)  1770  (1). 

Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Payments  to  Life-saving 
Crew  (Ques.)  4921  (111). 

Bouse  of  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  251  (1). 

James  Bay  Lobsters,  Investigation  by  Govt. 
(Ques.)  6475  (lv). 

Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  274  (1). 

Lepreaux  Point  Light,  ftc..  Caretaker,  Inves- 
tigation re  Dlsmfoals,  ftc.  (Ques.)  6475  (iv.) 

Life-saving  Crew,  Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Pay- 
ments to,  ftc.  (Ques.)  4921  (111). 

Lobster  Canneries,  Licenses,  Applications, 
ftc,  N.B.,  District  No.*  1  (Ques.)  684,  910  (I). 

Lobster  Fishing,  Open  Season  in  1903-4-6 
(Ques.)  1604  (1). 

Lobsters,  Legal  Length  in  Bay  of  Fundy, 
Changes  made,  ftc.  (Ques.)  683  (1). 

New  Brunswick  Southern  Ry.,  Negotiations  re 
Purchase,  ftc  (Ques.)  584  (1). 

Ryan,  Heber  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
4468  (111). 

Submarine  Signal  Apparatus  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  892  (1). 
Supply  : 

House  of  Commons  (rooms)  261  (1). 
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Ganong,  Mr.  G.  W.— Con. 
Supply  — Con. 
MaU  Subsidies  and  SS  Subventions  (Can. 
and  Mexico)  896;  (Magdalen  Islands)  907 

U). 

Public  Works— Buildings,  N.B.  ( Campbel  l - 
ton)  1048;  N.S.  (Amtlgonish)  855,  1015; 
(Inverness)  1040;  (Shelburne)  1044  (1). 

Gauvreau,  Mr.  C.  A.,  TemUcouoto. 

Atlantic,  Quebec  and  Western  Ry.  Oo-'e  (B. 
13)  1°  m..  317  (1). 

Money  transmitted  by  Mail,  Par.  to  '  Le 
Soiell'  &c.  re  Legislation  (Ques.)  4807  (111). 

Riviere  du  Loup  Harbour  Improvements  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7823  (It). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(FraserviHe  harbour)  7828  (lv>. 

Geoffrion,  Mr.  V.,  Chambly  and  Tereh&re*. 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  (B.'59) 

1°  m.,  986  ;  In  Com.,  1399  (1),  2106,  3305  (it). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  of  Canada  in- 

corp.  (B.  144)  in  Com.,  6880,  6607  (It). 
Montreal  and  Southern  Counties  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 

96)  l'»,  2005  (ii). 
Montreal  Park  and  Island  Ry.  Co.'s  <B.  47)  1**, 

728  (1). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  149)  M.  to  ret.  back 
to  Ry.  Com.,  9072  ;  in  Com.,  9340,  9586  ;  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  9816  (v). 

German,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Wetland. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  4944  (ill). 
Canada  and  Michigan  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.'s 

(B.  31)  1",  493  (i). 
Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co.'s  (B.  29)  1**,  493; 

in  Com.,  1286  (1). 
Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.'e  (B.  SO)  1**,  493  (1). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1291 

(1). 

Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossing)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  tor  2*,  80S  (i). 
Supply  : 

Canals— Orenvllle  (guide  plods)  1501 ;  (Port 
Ool borne   elevator)    1269,    1291;  (summit 
level)  1263;  (stone  protection,)  11497  (1). 
Transportation  Problem  re  Waterways  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1269  <1). 
We>lland  Canal  Water  Power  Leases,  Names, 

Quantity,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  2097  (11). 
Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  108 
(Mr.  Adamson)  in  Com.,  4696  (111). 

Gervais,  Mr.  H.,  Montreal,  St.  Jamet. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  (B.  128)  1*  m., 
3359  (11). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 
(Mr.  Fltxpatrlck)  in  Com.,  8412;  Res.  of 
Boards  of  Trade  and  Cor.,  Ac.  (read)  9418 

(v). 


Gervais,  Mr.  H. — Con. 
Crown  Casualty  Co.  (B.  125)  Pet.  presented, 

2322  :  1*  m..  2593  (ii). 
Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  (presented)  493  (i). 

 (M.)  to  cone.  683  (1). 

 2nd  Rep.  (presented)  4457  (111). 

 (M.)  to  cone,  4550  (111). 

 3rd  Rep.  of  Com.  (presented)  4549  (ill). 

 CM.)  to  cone,  4651  (Hi). 

 4th  Rep.  (presented)  4983  (Hi). 

  (M.)  to  cone,  5034  (Hi). 

 5th  Rep.  (presented)  7096  (It). 

 6th  Rep.  (presented)  9892  (t). 

 7th  Rep.  (presented)  9773  (t). 

 on  M.  to  cone.  In  7th  Rep.  of  Com., 

9804  (v). 

Fish  Transportation  from  Boston  to  Mont- 
real. Tla  Q.T.R..  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1930  (1). 

Q.T.P.  Ry.  Commission,  Surveys,  &e,  Number 
of  Employees  (M.  for  ret.*)  1770  (1). 

 (Ques.)  686  (1). 

I.C.R.  Passes  for  Quebec  Councillors  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1922,  1925  (1). 

Montreal  P.  O.,  Pneumatic  System  Installa- 
tion, in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1131  (1). 

Montreal,  Quebec  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.'s  ln- 
corp. (B.  73)  V,  1692  (1). 

Postal  Facilities,  Montreal  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1131  (I). 

Private  Bills,  Extension  ot  Time  for  Pets. 
(M.)  2208  (li). 

Provident  Savings  Association  lncorp.  (B.  134) 
1**.  4870  (111). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Canal  and  Lake  Champlain 
Co.'s  (B.  43)  1**,  625  (t). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Buildings — Que.  (pneumatic 
tube  system,  Montreal)  1131  (1). 
Worthlngton,  Col.  and  Independence  of  Parlt. 
Act,  re  Cor.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9164  (T). 

Girard,  Mr.  J.,  CMcoutimi  and  Sagumay. 
Supply  : 

MaU  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (St. 
Catherine's  Bay  and  Tadousac)  949  (1). 

Gladu,  Mr.  J.  E.  O.,  Yamatka. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  In  Com.,  sec.  2  (B. 
N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  dual  lan- 
guage, 8621  (T). 

Gordon,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Bast  Kent. 
Monarch  Bank  ot  Canada  lncorp.  (B.  164)  1", 
6232  (It). 

Railway  Commlslon  Rep.,  Non-production  of 
(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6238  (It). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  ot  Agricul- 
ture Com..  4987  (ill). 
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Grant,  Mr.  G.  D.,  North  Ontario. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  (or  2*.  4703  (111). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co. '8  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  In  Com.,  8654  (v). 
Georgian  Bay  and  Seaboard  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  35) 
493  (I). 

Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale,  &c,  Ques.  ot  Pri- 
vilege, 6736  (It). 

International  Bridge  and  Terminal  Ry.  Co.'s 
Incorp.  (B.  87)  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9695  (v). 

James  Bay  Ry.,  Deviation  ot  Line,  Cor.,  &c. 
(M.  for  copies*)  9697  (v). 

 Haps  re  Location,  &c.  (Ques.)  2190  (il). 

Murphy.  Edward  Albert,  Relief  (B.  126)  1**, 
3491  (11). 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  3135  (11). 
Private  Bills  Pets.  Extension  of  Time  (M.)  re 

Report,  318,  448  (1),  2491  (11). 

Sopplt  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Rama  wharf)  9602  (v). 
Underwood  Typewriter  Co.'s   Patent  Relief 

(B.  145)  1**,  4644  (ill). 
  (B.  146)  l"*,  4644  (Hi). 

Greenway,  Mr.  T.,  Lisgar. 
Agriculture  and  Colonization  Com.,  4th  Rep. 

(M.)  to  coiK..  6310  (lv). 

 2nd  Rep.  (M.)  to  cone,  4081  (111). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  9396  (v). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6738  (iv). 

Gunn,  Mr.  B.  B.,  South  Huron. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Prosecutions  under  Act 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (1). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  re  '  Orangeism '  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  6910  (ill). 

Fruit  Marks  Act,  Convictions  re  (Ques.)  3010 
(11). 

Uoderlch  Mall  Contract,  Tender  re  (Ques.)  2493 
01). 

Seaforth  Post  Office  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  858  (1). 
Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  Ir 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1687  (I). 

Guthrie,  Mr.  H.,  South  Wellington. 

Autonomy  and  Provincial  Rights,  on  M.  (Mr 

W.  F.  Maclean)  to  adjn.,  1762  (I). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt  ; 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  20,  5153  (111).  I 
Autonomy  BUI,  on  Resignation  of  Hon.  C.  Slf-  ! 

ton  (remarks)  1863  (1).  ] 
Criminal  Code  (1902)  Amt.  (B.  67)  1°«.  1421  (I).  ' 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  In  Com.,  9436  (v).  j 
Dominion    Elections  Act  (1900)  Amt.  (B.  9) 

1*  m.,  263  (1).  i 


Guthrie,  Mr.  H.— Con. 
Quelph  and  Georgian  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  100) 

1°»,  2108  (11). 
Hamilton,  Gait  and  Berlin  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  112) 

1°»,  2184  (il). 
Niagara- Welland  Power  Co.'s  (B.  40)  1°*,  625 

0). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  in  Com  ,  1770 
(1). 

Haggart,  Hon.  J.  G.,  South  Lanark. 
Allen  Labour  Law,  Amts.  re  (remarks)  6232 
(lv). 

Animals  slaughtered  under  Diseases  Act  (re- 

■  marks)  on  cone.,  6912  (lv). 

Anthracite  Coal  and  Ry.  Co.'s  Pet.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  GalMtoer)  to  present,  4650  (Hi). 
Auditor  General  and  Audit  Act,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  to  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9667  (v). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com. 

on  Res..  6481  (lit). 

 In  Com.  (B.N.A.  Act)  6728  (Hi). 

  (C.P.R.  lands)  in  Com.,  6055  (Iv). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  7736  (iv);  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8019;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  7852  (lv). 

 (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6947  (Ui). 

 (Joint  stock  companies)  6084  (iv). 

  (lands  vested  In  Crown)  5946  (iii). 

 (law,  courts,  ftc.)  6814,  5936  (111). 

 (school  clause  amt.)  7125  (lv). 

 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

6432  (ill). 

 Printing  and   Distribution  (remarks) 

1764  (1). 

Bank  Notes,  Circulation  and  Printing  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6251  (lv). 

BIsonnette  vs.  Crown,  Illegal  Stamping  of 
Letters  in  Montreal  P.O.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  196  (I). 

Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 
Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  In  Com.,  8664  (v). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdon- 
ald)  in  Com..  4236  (111). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Purchase,  &c.  Inquiry 
tot  Ret..  2685  (11). 

 Purchase  by  G.T.R.  (remarks)  69  (1). 

See  '  I.C.R."  &c,  '  Transportation.' 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Co.,  Purchase,  &c,  ou 
M.  (Mr.  Crocket)  for  Ret.,  734  (i). 

 Litigation  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1523  (1). 

Canadian  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  58  (Mr.  La- 
moat)  on  Senate  Amts..  9078  (v). 

Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co.'s  B.  29  (Mr.  Ger- 
man) in  Com.,  1287  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  627,  669  (1). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  In  Com.,  4269  (ill). 
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Haggart,  Hon.  J.  G.— Con. 

Culbute  Canal,  Litigation  re  Flooding  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1522  (1). 

Drummond  Oo.  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks) 
1942  (1). 

Elevator  at  Port  Colborne,  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1266.  1291  (1). 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 

(Mr.  Geoffrton)  In  Com.,  ar06  (11). 
Freight  Rates  :  See  '  Ry.  Rates.' 
Georgian  Bay  Islands.  Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W. 

Grant  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6488  (lv). 
Gillies   Brothers,  Limited,  B.  95  (Mr.  A.  A. 

Wright)  in  Com.,  2766  (11). 
Government  Contracts  B.  61  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck) 

In  Com..  1672  (1). 
Govt.  Legislation  (remarks)  on  M.  to  take  In 

Wednesdays,  &c.  821  (1). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  .Com.,  3649  (II),  4203  ;  on  M.  for  3",  4233 

(ill). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  116  (Mr.  L.  G.  McCarthy) 

in  Com.,  7677;  on  M.  for  3°,  7861  (iv). 
G.T.P.  Ry.,  Plans  deposited  with  Dept.  of  Rys., 

on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  917  (1). 
G.T.P.  Surveys,  Quebec  and  Moncton  Route, 

Reps,  re  (remarks)  228  (1). 
 Surveys,  Reps,  in  Ry.  Dept.,  &c.  (ru- 

marks)  2009  Ml). 
Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  71   (Mr  .  J.  T. 

Schell)  In  Com.,  4258  (Hi). 
HalfjBreed  Scrip   to  Non-residents,   on  M. 

(Mr.  Foster)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6565  (iv). 

 (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6501  (lv). 

 Charges,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7672 

(iv). 

Highway  Crossings  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  2.' 

House  of  Commons  P.O.,  Delay  in  Mall  Deli- 
very (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  200  (1). 

Immigration  In  B.C.,  Medical  Inspection  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9334  (v). 

I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 
B.  132  (Mr.  Emmerson)  on  M.  for  1°,  4190 
(Hi > ;  In  Com.,  6140  (lv). 

I.C.R.  and  G.T.R.  Arbitration,  &c.  (remarks) 
68  (1). 

 on  Annual  Statement  (Mr.  Emmerson) 

1906  (1). 

 Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1950  (i). 

 Rates,    Increases  re.  on  Explanation 

Mln.  of  Rvs.,  6120  (lv). 
•  Reply  to  Annual  Statement  (Mr.  Em- 


merson) 7447,  7467  (iv). 
Judges  taken  from  Bench  for  Appointments 

(remarks)  517  (1). 
Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 

Commission  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  36, 

5U  (1). 

Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 
In  Com.  on  Res.,  274  (1). 


Haggart,  Hon.  J.  G. — Con. 

Levis,  Purchase  of  Land  for  I.C.R.  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6670  (lv). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Pets,  re,  on 
M.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  for  Copies,  1768  (I). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch  and  Hillsborough 
Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2140  (11). 

Nixon,  Robt.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  cancel 
Vote,  In  Com.,  of  Sup.,  9330  (v). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9469 
(T). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  B.  8  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 

rler)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  99  (1). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  in  Com.,  2056  (11). 
N.W.T.  Boundary  Fence,  Contract  re  Wire 

Fencing,  oo  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 

rier)  5693  (Hi). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Prlngle)  in  Com.,  6970  (iv). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  in 

Com.,  2542  (ii). 
Poonamalle  Dam,  Pet.  re  Repairs  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9379  (v).  / 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1266, 

1291  (I). 

Postmasters  acting  as  Partisan  Officials  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6246  (lv). 

Private  Bills  Pets.,  Extension  of  Time  for 
Receiving  (remarks)  318  (1). 

Provl.  Govt.  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Public  Works  Act  Amt.  B.  54  (Mr.  Hyman)  on 
M.  for  1°,  819  (1). 

Quebec  Bridge  re  G.T.P.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  2295  (11). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners  Act  Amt.  B. 
37  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  In  Com.,  1243  (i). 

Ry.  Act  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  283;  in  Com.,  17SV 
(1). 

Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  B.  53  (Mr. 

Emmerson)  In  Com.,  1674  (1). 
Railway  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 

Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  1602  (I). 
 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

1622  (1). 

Railway  Commission,  Board  of.  Maintenance, 

&c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1533  (I). 
 Appnmt.  of  Chairman,  on  M.  for  Com. 

on  Res.  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  617  (1). 
Ry.  Debts.  :  See  'Exchequer.' 
Railway  Rates,  Discriminating  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzle)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

5016  (Hi). 

Red  Deer  Valley  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.'s  B.  76  (Mr. 
Campbell)  In  Com.,  2326  (II). 

Resignations  In  1896,  Charges  of  P.M.G.  (per- 
sonal explanation)  839  (1). 
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Haggart,  Hon.  J.  G.— Con. 
Rural  Mall  Delivery,  Cost  ot  Establishing  &c. 

on  M.  (Mr.  Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2080  (11). 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Resignation,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Ames)  for  Cor.,  389  (1). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com.,  361.  1798  (1). 
Slfton,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bill  (remarks)  1866  (1). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern 

Ry.  B.  149  (Mr.  Oeoffrlon)  in  Com.,  9340  ;  on 

M.  to  ref.  back  to  Ry.  Com.,  9072  (v). 
Supply  : 

Canals— Carillon  and  Qrenville  (guide  piers) 
6305  (iv). 

Canals — Chambly  (culvert,  St.  Therese  Is- 
land) 6302  (iv)  ;  (macadamizing  roads)  9378 

(v). 

Canals— Cornwall  (concreting  apparatus) 
6298  (iv). 

Canals— Farran's  Point  (gas  plant)  6308 
(lv). 

Canals— Lachlne  (electrical  Installation) 
9354  ;  (enlargement)  6294  ;  (lock  gates 
suspension)  6301;  (Mill  St.  paving)  6301; 
(power  house  flumes)  6300  ;  (repairs) 
6307;  (wall  underpinning)  6299  (iv). 

Canals— Miscellaneous  (remuneration  to 
tockmasters)  9384  (v). 

Canals — Raplde  Plat  (enlargement.  Upper 
entrance)  6289  (iv). 

Canals— Rldeau  (extension)  1833  (1). 

Canals— St.  Lawrence  (shoals)  6289  (iv). 

Canals— St.  Ours  (landing  wharf)  6302  (iv). 

Canals— St.  Peters  (dredging)  6304  ;  (re- 
pairs) 6308  (lv). 

Canals— Sault  Ste.  Marie  (construction) 
13SB  (I). 

Canals — Soulanges  (construction)  6290  (iv). 

Canals— Trent  (Geo.  Matthews  Co.  damages) 
6303  (lv);  (Holland  River)  9369  (v);  low- 
ering floor  of  lock  6303  (lv);  (McLaren's 
creek  bridge)  9379  (v)  ;  (Peterborough 
dam)  6303  (lv);  (staff  on  dams)  9383  (v); 
(surveys)  6291  (iv)  ;  (surveys  of  dam») 
9877  (v). 

Canals— Welland  (elevator  at  Port  Col- 
borne)  1266,  1291  (1);  (long  level  deepen- 
ing) 6290;  (lowering  head  of  lock  No.  1) 
6309  (lv);  (Port  Colborne  level)  1263  (1). 

Charges  of  Management  (Receiver  Gen- 
eral's Office)  6249  (lv). 

Civil  Government — Customs  (salaries)  80 
(i);  Geological  Survey  (contingencies) 
6248;  Gov.  Gen.  Sec.'s  Office  (clerical  as- 
sistance) 6248  (lv);  (salaries)  70  (1);  In- 
terior (mines  branch)  6264  (iv);  Labour 
Department  (salaries,  &c.)  100;  Marine 
and  Fisheries  (salaries.  &c.)  102  (1).  6266 
(lv);  Post  Office  (contingencies)  6240,6246 

(iv)  ;  Railways  and  Canals  (private  sec.) 
9062  (v). 

House  of  Commons  (sessional  messengers) 
249  (1). 

Immigration  (medical  Inspection)  9239  (v). 
Indians— Ont.  and  Que.  (Treaty  No.  9)  9336 

(v)  . 

Justice,  Administration— N.W.T.  (miscella- 
neous) 101  (1). 

Legislation  (House  of  Commons)  6268  (lv). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  G.B.)  884  (1). 

Miscellaneous  (Pacific  cable  grant)  7277  (lv). 


Haggart,  Hon.  J.  G. — Con. 
Supply — Con. 
Public  Works  Buildings,  Ottawa  (museum) 

767;  (Royal  Mint)  623  <1). 
Quarantine— General  (cattle)  on  cone,  6912 
(iv). 

Railways  and  Canals— Generally  (litigation) 
1522  (1). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (salaries.  *c.)  2296;  (sur- 
veys, construction,  &c.)  2282  (11);  (pur- 
veys) 7496  (lv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening) 
9384  ,  9388  (v)  ;  (general  vote)  7447,  7467 
(iv);  (Mitchell  bridge)  J942  (1);  (working 
expenses)  9384  (v). 

Railways— P.B.I.  (Hillsborough  bridge)  2040 
(ii);  (Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge)  214d 

Railways — Ry.  Commission,  Board  of  (main- 
tenance) 1633  (i). 

Tay  Canal,  Ref.  to  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1307  (i) 

Tbessakm  Postma8ter,  Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey,  Ir- 
regularities, &c,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  «210  (lv). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  imcorp.  B. 
99  (Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3668  (11). 

Tobacco  Industry,  Inspectlcu  of  (remarks)  in 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  1687  (i). 

Transportation  Commission,  Rep.  re  CA.Ry. 
{remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  45,  4225  (111). 

Transportation  Problem  re  Waterways  ( re- 
marks) Id  Com.  of  Sup.,  1267,  1291  (1). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  in  Com-, 
701,  1776  (i);  on  M.  for  3°,  1779  (1). 

Vancouver.  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  in  Com.,  8639  (v). 

White,  Mr.  Odbur,  Dlsmlisal,  Ac,  on1  *M.  for 
Cor.,  193  (4). 

Wire  Fencing  Contract  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Wright  Electoral  District,  Issue  of  Warrant, 
&c.  (remarks)  98  (1). 

Hall,  Mr.  R.  R.,  West  Peterborough. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borlen)  to  M.  for  2°,  4409 
4415  (III). 

Vibert,  Philip  ReMef  B.  172,  2°  m.,  7261  (iv). 

Harty,  Mr.  Wm,  Kingston. 

Bay  of  Quinte  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  85)  1°*,  1788  (1). 
Montreal,  Ottawa,  Kingston  and  Georgian  Bay 
Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  97)  1°;  2006  (11). 

Henderson,  Mr.  D.,  Balton. 

Agriculture  Committee,  2nd  Rep.  on  M.  (Mr. 
Greenway}  to  cone,  4081  (ill). 

Alexandra  Bridge,  Ottawa,  Lighting,  Ac  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7586  (lv). 

Allans,  SS.  Owners,  Contract  re  CoM  Storage 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  865  (i). 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher » 
to  Com.  on  Res.,  679,  742  (I),  2419;  in  Com.. 
2841  (11). 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  5440;  (subsidy)  6672  (ill). 
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Henderson,  Mr.  D. — do*. 

Autonomy  B.  69,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

to  M.  (or  2°.  4811  (111). 

 to  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  5642  (111). 

 (lands  vested  to  Crown)  6041  (It). 

 ■  (schools)  an  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8511  (v). 

 {subsidy  to  provs.)  6088  ;  letter  from 

Hon.  Q.  W.  Ross  to  Min.  of  Fin.  (read)  6092 

(It). 

Autonomy  B141,  Official  Report  of  Division  (re- 
marks) 5433  (ill). 

Autonomy  B.  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  In  Com., 
aec.  12  (distribution  of  seats)  8760  (v);  on 
H.  for  3°,  on  Aunt.  (Mr.  Soott)  8873  (v). 
See  '  Lt.  Govs.,*  '  N.W.T.  B.  1M.' 

Bank  Note  Circulation,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  4251  (It). 

Bank  Notes  lost  In  Circulation  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6261'  (It). 

Battieford  and  Lake  Lenore  Ry.  Co.'e  B.  76 
(Mr.  Panmelee)  on  M.  for  1°,  1671  (1). 

Beaujeu  Bank  Pier  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6464  (It). 

Binder  Twine  Bounties  (remarks)  in-  Com.  of 

'Sup.,  7222  (It). 
Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kin  get  cm  Peniten- 
tiary (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  488  (1). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  on  M.  to  ret.  back 

to  Ry.  Com.,  8663  (t). 
Bronte  Lighthouse,  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2868  (11);  9176  (v). 
Buffalo  Specimen  re  Exhibition  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6272  (It). 
Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privilege 

(remarks)  1814  (1). 
Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Cc's  B.  46  (Mr.  Mao 

domald)  on  M.  for  3°,  4412  (ill). 
Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  ret.  to  In  Com. 

on  B.  108,  4684  (iU). 
Canadian  Agency  B.  77  (Mr.  Blckerdlke)  on 

M.  for  Com.,  9049  (v). 
Canadian  Cattle  Embargo  in  G.  B.,  on  M.  to 

cone.  In  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  9004  (v). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com..  1074  (•!). 
Census  Enumerators,  Appnmt.  of  (remarks)  in 

Com.  on  B.  5,  1074  (i). 
Clinton  P.  O.,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  862  (1). 
Cold  Storage  on- Atlantic  Steamers,  on'  M.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8236  (v). 
Cole  an,  F.,  Emplymt.  in  Sec.  of  State's  Office 

(Ques.)  8146  (t). 
Cullers,  Abolition  of  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  767»  (It). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Flelilng) 

in  Com.  9761  (v). 
Desks    in    Chamber,   Inconvenience  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1669  (1). 


Henderson,  Mr.  D.— Con. 

Bom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black) 
In  Com.,  4971  (iii). 

Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  124  (Mr.  T.  Mar- 
tin) in  Com.,  4700  (ill). 

Fertilisers,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1726  (1). 

Fruit  Marks  Act  (staple  commodities)  Amt. 
B.  165  (Mr.  Fisher)  in  Com.,  6979  (It). 

Government  Contract  B.  61  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 
in  Com.  1673  (1). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Purchase  of  Supplies  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2621  (11). 

Grain  carried  to  Halifax  via  I.C.R.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1919  (i). 

Grain  Inspectors,  and  Recommendation  from 
Boards  of  Tirade  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
7234  (lv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  <B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.,  4216  (ill). 

G.  T.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  Mc- 
Carthy) in  Com.,  7621  (iv). 

Hamilton  and  Kilbride  Mail  Contract,  Cost  of 
(Ques.)  9080  (v). 

Beraey.  A.  H.,  Relief  B.  167  (Mr.  T.  G.  John- 
ston) In  Coin..  7624  (iv);  7682  (iv). 

Highway  Crossings  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  2.' 

House  of  Commons  Furniture,  Purchase  of  (re- 
marks) to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6618  (iv). 

 Locked  Drawers  for  Private  Papers,  Ac. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6618  (iv). 

Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s 
lncorp.  B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  in  Com.,  2771 
(»). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt. 
B.  176,  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8677  (v). 

I.C.R.,  Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1959  (1). 

Iron  and  Steel  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7220  (It). 

'  Lady  Laurier,'  Number  of  Crew  at  Halifax 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2616  (ii). 

Lead  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7223  (It). 

Lt.  Governors  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan 
B.  193  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  Com.,  9033  (v). 

Lowville  to  Milton  Mail  Service,  Cost  of  Con- 
tract, &c.  (Ques.)  9080  (v). 

Metric  System,  Adoption  of  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1694  (1). 

Mineral  Specimens  re  Exhibitions  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6272  (iv). 

Murray  Harbour  Ry.  and  Hillsborough  Bridge 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2169  (ii). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck) 
in  Com.,  8768  (v). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) 6698  (ill). 
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Henderson,  Mr.  D. — Con. 
N.W.T.,  Boundary  Line,  Wire  Fence  Contract, 

on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5686  (111). 
Oats,  Rolled,  Tariff  changes,  in  Com.  on  B. 

190,  9764  (v). 
Ontario  Fire  Ins.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  106  (Mr. 

Boyce)  In  Com.,  2772  (ii). 
Ottawa  Buildings,  Cost  ot  Maintenance  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1672  (1). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Belcourt)  in  Com.,  4966  (iii). 
Pacific  Bank  of  Canada  B.  176  (Mr.  Oalllber) 

on  M.  for  1°,  7420;  on  M.  for  2°,  7626  (It). 
Patent  Act  Reliefs,  (remarks)  re  Amts.,  6559 

Uv). 

Penny  Banks  Charters,  Stmnt.  re  Business 

(Ques.)  687  (1). 
Petroleum  Crude,  Bounties,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7220  (lv). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1296 

0). 

Post  Office  Regulations  re  Distribution  of 

Packages  (remarks)  6962  (It). 
Printing  Bureau,  Outside  Printing,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6961  (iy). 
Provident  Savings  Association  lncorp.  B.  131 

(Mr.  Gervals)  in  Com.,  5975  (lv). 
Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Public  Buildings,  Goyt.  Policy  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  852  (1). 
Ry.  Act,  1903  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  308  (1). 
Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  B.  53  (Mr.  Em- 

merson)  in  Com.,  1676  (1). 
Ry.  Commission  B.  36  (chairman)  on  Ques.  ot 

Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1630  (I). 
 Ques.  of  Order,  re  Relevancy  of  Debate, 

668  (1). 

'Reptile  Press',  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1576  (1). 
Rolled  Oats  :  See  '  Oats.' 
Sarnia  Post  Office  Building  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  862  (1). 
Saskatchewan,  Proy.  of.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Sec.  of  State's  Dept.,  Number  of  Employees 

(Ques.)  8147  (v). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  339,  376,  1188;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cock- 

shutt)  to  M.  for  3°,  1880  (1). 
Sorel  Workshop,  Purchase  of  Supplies  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2488  (11). 
Spirits  In  Bond  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sud  . 

8681  (t). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (violations  of  Act) 
1701  (1). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (bulletins)  6928  ; 
(exhibitions)  6272  ;  (experimental  farms) 
6166  (lv). 

Canals— Grenville  (guide  piers)  1501;  Wel- 
land  (Port  Colborne  elevator)  1295; 
(stone  protection)  1496;  (surveys)  1235  (i). 

Charges  of  Management  (bank  notes)  6251 
(It). 


Henderson,  Mr.  D. — Con. 
Supply  —Con. 
Culling  Timber  (salaries)  7286  (It). 
Dom.  Lands  (surveys,  maps,  Ac.)  6406  (lv). 
Excise  (inspectors'  salaries)  1682  (1). 
House  of  Commons  (sessional  clerks)  6603 
(It). 

Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  Ac.)  6392  ; 
(agents,  G.  B.  Ac.)  7700;  (printing  contin- 
gencies) 7712  (iv). 

Indians— B.C.  (industrial  schools)  6556; 
(travelling  expenses)  6557  (It). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live  stock)  6544  ; 
(provisions,  Ac.)  6550  (iv). 

Indiana — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6518  (iv). 

Indians— P.E.I,  (medical  attendance)  6538 
(It). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  inspectors) 
7226  (It). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7523  (It). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (aids  to  navi- 
gation) 2868  (it). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subvention  (Can.  and 
Mexico)  898;  (Can.  and  S.  Africa)  974; 
(G.B.  and  Can.)  866;  St.  John  and  W.  In- 
dies) 7199  (lv). 

Miscellaneous  (Acadamy  of  Arts)  7238  (iv). 
Bank  of  Commerce,  Yukon,  compensa- 
tion) 9615  (v);  (consolidation  of  statutes) 
7244;  (Dom.  and  Provincial  accounts)  6959, 
7242;  (Pacific  Cable  grants)  7240;  (Paris 
agency)  6958  (iv);  (Printing  Bureau  ma- 
chinery) 9615;  (tariff  commission)  9614  (v); 
(tuberculosis  grant)  7248  (lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Arctic  expedition) 
6468  (lv)  ;  (govt,  r.ervlce)  2616  (II). 

Penitentiaries  (parole  system)  469  (i). 

Post  Office  (mall  service)  9609  (v). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antlgonish) 
852  ;  Ont.  (Toronto  P.  O.  pneumatic  sys- 
tem) 1591;  Ottawa  (archives)  606  ;  (H.  of 
C  improvements)  1665  (1)  ;  (mew  deptl. 
buildings,  site,  Ac.)  9606  (v)  ;  (Printing 
Bureau)  1576  (1). 

Public  Works— Dredging— Man.  (snag  boat) 
7577  ;  Ont.  and  Que.  (new  plant)  7577  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  anrt  Rivers — B.C. 
(Salmon  river)  7575  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(general)  7237  ;  (Margaree)  7412  ;  (Scott's 
bay)  7416  (Iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Bronte)  7548  ;   (Owen  Sound)  7562  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Chateau  Richer)  7292  ;  (Lake  St.  Peter 
piers)  6454  ;  (St.  Anicet  anj  Ste.  Barbs 
waterways)  7384  (iv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (architects, 
Ac.)  7618;  (cement  testing)  7614  (lv);  (tem- 
porary clerks)  9606  (v). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges — N.W.T. 
(colonization  roads)  7595  ;  Que.  (Bryson) 
7586  (iv).  ' 

Public  Works— Slides  and  Booms  (St.  Mau- 
rice) 7579  (iv). 

Public  Works— Telegraph  Lines— Ont.  (Pelee 
Islands)  7609  (lv)  ;  Yukon  ( Ashcrof t-Daw  - 
son)  9605  (v). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (general  vote)  7462  (It)  ; 
(traffic  arrangements)  1919  (1). 

Trade  and  Commerce  (Iron  and  steel  boun- 
ties) 7216  (iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  (metric  system)  1694 
(1). 

Thermograph  Records  re  Atlantic  Steamers 
(M.  for  copies)  1767  (1). 
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Henderson,  Mr.  D. — Con. 
Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1682  (1). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  In  Com.,  704 

(1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  NaT. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  on  M.  for  2*, 
4702  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  8316,  8637  ;  on  M.  for 
3°.  9040  (v). 

Ventilation  in  H.  of  Commons  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1MB  (1). 
Walsh,    Major    John,    Superannuation  and 

Appmnt.  of  Mr.  Blnks  (Ques.)  8146  (v). 
Western  Life  Assurance  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  108 

(Mr.  Adamson)  In  Com.,  4684  (lil). 
White  Lead,  Tariff  re,  in  Com.  on  B.  190,  9761 

(v). 

Yukon  Ter.  Reforms,  ftc.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Thomp- 
son) to  Com.  of  Sup.,  7025  (!v). 

Herron,  Mr.  J.,  Alberta. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com. 
on  Res.  (subsidy)  5522  (111). 

  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2".  4878  (111). 

 in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  5619  (Hi). 

  (Crown  Lands)  8265  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 


L.  Borden)  8088  (v)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S. 
McCarthy)  7828,  7886,  7947,  7984  (iv). 

  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8518 

W. 

  (seat  of  govt.)  8248  (v). 

 (subsidy  to  provs.)  6088  (lv). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7772  (iv). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  In  Com.  on  Schedules  (Mac- 
leod) 8151  ;  (Plncher  Creek)  8153  (v.t. 
Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  on  M  for  8*, 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  Soott)  8869  (v). 
Autonomy  Bill,  Mr.  Haultain,  Letter  to  Prime 

Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2557  (11). 
Belly  River  Bridge  Work  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7592  (iv). 
Crow's  Nest  Pass  Ry.  Co.,  Passenger  Rates, 

Ref.  to  Ry.  Commission  (remarks)  6836  (iv). 
Experimental  Farms,    Establishment   of  in 

Alberta  (remarks)   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6171 

(iv). 

Fishing  Rights  in  N.  Western  Lakes  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2900  (11). 

Frank,  Town  of,  Grant  to  Settlers,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9603  (v). 

Freight  Rates  on  Cattle  :    See  '  Holsteln.' 

Glanders  among  Horses,  Compensation  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6702  (Iv). 

Half-Breed  Claims,  Unsettled,  Complaints  re 
(remarks)  9813  (v). 

Half-Breed  Scrip  to  Non-Residents  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.  6504  (iv). 


Herron,  Mr.  J. — Con. 

Holsteln  Breeders  Association,  Office  of  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6686  (lv). 

iTnimdgratloo,  Govt.  Policy  re  Placing  of  Set- 
tlers (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9329  (v). 

Live  Stock  Record  Associations  incorp.  B. 
148  (Mr.  Fisher)  in  Com.,  5925  (111). 

Macleod  Land  Office,  Reopening  of  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9272  (v). 

Macleod,  Mounted  Rifles,  Trouble  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9169  (v). 

Macleod,  Mr.  Nixon,  acting  as  political  Or- 
ganizer during  elections  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9267  (v). 

Maladle  du  Colt,  Disease  among  Horses  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6702  (lv). 

Man.  and  N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Resignation, 
&c,  1904  (Ques.)  1344  (1). 

Middle  Fork  Falls,  Location  of,  Conditions  of 
Sale,  &c.  (Ques.)  9079  (v). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 
Sir  Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  6987 
(lv). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  M.  (Mir.  Clements)  to  ad  Jo.,  5583 
(ill). 

Provl.  Govt.  N.W.T.  :  gee  '  Autonomy.' 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  1188  (1). 

Small-pox  Epidemic,  N.W.  Ter.  Prevention 
of,  Ac.  remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1841  (I). 

Stoney  Indians,  Depleting  Game,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6548  (lv). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1705 
(I). 

Arts.  Agriculture,  ftc.  (experimental  farms) 

6171  (iv);  (experimental  farms)  9608  (v); 

(live  stock  records)  3686  (lv). 
Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  ftc.)  6403 

(lv);  (agents,  ftc.)  9329  (v);  (Interpreters) 

7702  (iv). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live  stock)  6541 
(lv). 

Militia  (permanent  force)  9169  (v). 
Miscellaneous  (Alaska  surveys)  7720  (lv). 

N.W.M.  PoMoe  (Yukon)  8669  (v). 
Post  Office  (mail  service)  9612  (v). 
Public  Works — General  (clerk    of  works) 

1)644  (I). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— N.W. 

T.  (Saskatchewan  survey)  9603  (v). 
Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges — N.W.T. 

(Belly  River)  7592;  (colonization  roads) 

7694  (lv). 

Public  Works — Slides  and  Booms  (Gatineau 
River)  7631  (iv). 

Quarantine— Public  Health  (organized  dis- 
tricts) 1841  (I). 

Yukon  Govt,  (additional  allowance  to  MaJ. 
Wood)  9261  (v). 

Wire  Fenclne  :    See  '  N.W.T.' 

Hughes,  Mr.  J.  J.,  King's,  P.E.I. 
Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  (B.  93) 
l0*,  2005;  In  Com.,  2769  (ID. 
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Hughes,  Mr.  J.  J.— Con. 
Murray  Harbour  Branch,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Cost  ot 
Construction  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9486  (v). 

North  Lake  P.O.,  Removal,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9612  (v). 
P.E.I,  and  Mainland  Steam  Communication, 

ftc.  (remarks)  1754  (11. 
P.E.I.  Winter  Communication,  Investigation 

re  Soundings,  Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  tor 

Co,-.,  2795  (11). 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 

201  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  9791  (v). 
Storm  Signals  in  Lighthouses  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9176  (v). 
Supply.  : 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (storm 
signals)  9176  (v). 

Militia  (permanent  force)  9163  (v). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (winter  mall  ser- 
vice, P.E.I.)  2655  (11). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Winnipeg 
postal  station)  9549  (v). 

Railways— P.E.I.  (Cardigan  branch)  2174 
(li);  (Cardigan  branch)  9484;  (George- 
town accommodation)  9486  (v). 

Winter  Mall  Service,  P.E.I.,  Famine  re 
Cattle  Feed,  &c.  (remarks)  Id  Com.  ot 
Sup.,  2656  (11). 

Hughes,  Mr.  S.,  Victoria  A  Ealiourton,  0. 
Autonomy  (Alberta)  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rler)  in  Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  5511  (ill). 

 Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3766  (11). 

 on  M.  for  3",  Amt.  (schools)  8833,  Neg. 

Y.  37  ;  N.  106)  8834  (v). 
 In    Com.    (Alberta    boundaries)  5615 

(ill). 

 (B.N.A.  Act)  5732  (Hi). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  7817.  7963,  7971  (lv). 

 (election  of  members)  5769,  6810  (HI). 

  (H.  of  C.  representation)  5762  (11). 

  (lit.  Oov.'s  powers)  5781  (Hi). 

  (readjustment  of  representation)  5757 


(HI). 


— —  (Senate  representation)  5674  (ill). 

 In    Com.,    on    Schedules  (Edmonton 

city)  8161;  (Saskatchewan)  8161;  (Stony 
Plain)  8157;  (Sturgeon:)  8162  ;  (Vermilion) 
8155  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  School  Clause  Amts.  (M.) 
that  Com.  rise,  5833  (111). 
See  '  Manitoba.' 

Autonomy  Bill,  Preparation  of  Maps  re  Sche- 
dules (remarks)  5477  (Hi). 

Balsam  Lake  Waterways,  Agreement  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1524  (1). 

Bowmaa  and  Conmee,  Contract  re  Dredging 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  797  (1). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  an  a  Absent  Ministers  (re- 
marks) on  Orders  of  the  Day.  3569  (11). 


Hughes,  Mr.  Sam. — Con. 
Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privilege. 

&c.  (remarks)  1811  (1). 
C.A.  Ry.  and  LC.R.  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  132.' 
Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Purchase.  Ac.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Crocket)  for  Ret..  735  (i). 
Canadian  Cattle,  Embargo  In  O.B.,  on  M.  to 

cone.  In  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  9018  (v). 
Canadian  Fast  MaU  Service,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mc- 

Kenzle)  to  adjm.,  9781  (v). 
Castonguay,  Dismissal  and  Emplymt.  by  Govt. 

(Ques.)  5688  (Hi). 

  (remarks)  6653  (lv). 

Cattle  Embargo,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  902  (1). 
See  '  Can.  Cattle.' 
Director  of  Operations,  re  Militia  Council 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (1). 
Dobey,  Mr.  :  See  '  Thessalon.' 
Dredges  employed  at  Port  Arthur  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (1). 
Dredges,  Working  Expenses,  Ac.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  803  (1). 
Dress  Regulations  for  Militia  (remarks)  lu 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  439  (1). 
Elevator  at  Port  Oolborne,  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1266  (1). 

Franking  Privilege,  Use  of  Stamps,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 5134  (Hi). 

Freight  Rates,  Statement  re  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  890  (1). 
See  '  Rr.  Rates.' 

Glanders  among  Horses  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup..  6694  (iv). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  Terminals,  Plans  deposited  with 
Govt,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  2886  (11) 

  Surveys,  Rep.  in  Ry.  Dept.  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 2017  (11). 

G.B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter -Imperial  Parlt, 
(prop,  res.)  2334,  2396  (II). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Ingram)  2402 

111). 

Gregory,  Col.,  Retirement  of  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (1). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Military  Defences. 
Govt.  Control,  Ac,  Par.  In  4  Journal '  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup..  1402  (1). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9572  (v). 

Hay  Lake  Channel,  Lowering  of  Water  (re- 
marks) 701  (i). 

Highland  Cadet  Corps,  Montreal,  Efficiency, 
Ac.  (Temarks)  7815  (lv). 

Huron  County  Public  Buildings  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  859  (1). 

Immigrants  :  See  '  North  Atlantic' 

Indian  Reserves,  abandoned  by  Indians,  Sales, 
(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6563  (iv). 

Inter-Imperial  Parlt.,  between  G.B.  and  Her 
Colonies  (prop,  res.)  2334,  2395  (II). 
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Hughes,  Mr.  Sam.— 0»». 

Japan,  Trade  Relations  with  Dom.,  on  Stmt. 
(Mr.  Fisher)  7910  (lv). 

Judge  Advocate  General,  Appoint,  of  (re- 
marks) in  Own.  of  Sop.,  424  (i). 

Kentvdlle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  ot  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  66S6  (It). 

 Purchase  of  Site,  on  Statement  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrick)  9708  (v). 

 Rep.  re  Evidence  (remarks)  8698  (v}. 

Labour  Union  Labels  :  See  '  Union.' 

Letter  Carriers,  Brentford,  &c.  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  217  (i). 

Lindsay  Drill  Hall,  Erection  of  (Ques.)  271 
(1). 

London,  Bye-Election,  Resignation  ot  H.  M. 

for  S.  York  (remarks)  6384  (lv). 
London  Militiamen  at  Niagara  (remarks)  re 

London  Election,  7249  (iv). 
McGIlliouddy,  Mr.  D.,  Letter  to  Sir  William 

Mulock,  Ref.  to  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6601  (iv). 
Man.    Boundaries.  Extension,    on   Ques.  of 

Order  (Mr.  Speaker)  re  '  Political  Debts,' 

3S58  (II). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.,  Speaker)  nam- 
ing Member,  3858  (11). 

 Mr.  Speaker's  Ruling  (personal  explana- 
tion, 3879  (11). 

Medical  Officers  and  Independence  ot  Parlt. 
Act  (remarks)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (J). 

Medical  Officers  re  Militia,  Pay  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (1). 

Military  Camp  at  S.  Slmcoe,  Establishment  of 
(remarks)  9713  (v). 

Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Aint  B.  170 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  on  M.  for  2°,  7267 

(iv)  ,  9189  (v). 

Militia  Camp  :  Bee  '  Kentville.' 

Mlll'ia  Council,  Appnmt.  ot    (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  416  (i). 
 Regulations,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  416  (I). 
Militia  Orders  re  Civil  Servants  (remarks) 

1261  (1). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re 
Immigrants,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9453 

(v)  . 

N.W.T.  Grazing  Leases,   &c.   (remarks)  re 

Question,  5478  (til). 
Order  In  the  House  (remarks)  323  (I). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr.- 

Prtngle)  In  Com.,  5744  (Hi),  5966  (lv). 
Ottawa  Buildings  leased  by  Govt.,  Payment 

of  Taxes,  &c.  (Ques.)  379  (I). 
Ottawa  Drill  Hall,  Increased  Accommodation. 

&c.  (Ques.)  271  (1). 
Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  Ac.  (M.) 

to  adjn.,  6785  (Hi). 


Hughes,  Mr.  Sam. — Con. 
Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  and  Kamdnistiquia 

Harbours,  Amount  ot  Expenditure,  &c.  (M- 

for  ret.*)  1398  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  2263  (ii). 

 (Ques.)  1065  (1). 

  Dredging  Contract,  Oonmee  &  Bowman's 

Tender,  on  M.  (Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4655 
(ill). 

 Inquiry  for  Rep.,  4644  ,  4921  (111). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4462  (til). 


Post  Office,  'H.  ot  C,  Locked  Boxes,  &c.  (re- 
marks 8387  (v). 

Poet  Office  in  N.W.T.,  Establishment  of,  &c. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  223  (I). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Questions  answered  by  Ministers  (remarks) 
1067  (1). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzIe)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Agricul- 
ture Com.,  6006  (ill). 
See  '  Freight.' 

Railways  (Govt)  Act  Amt.  B.  182  (Mr.  Em- 
merson)  in  Com.,  6165  (lv). 

Red  Deer,  Battleford,  Calgary  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 
19  (Mr.  Logan)  on  M.  for  1°,  318  (1). 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions,  &c,  Ques.  ot 
Order,  7361  (lv). 

Returns,  Inquiry  for  (remarks)  6209  (lit). 

Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line  (remarks)  ln<  Com. 
ot  Sup.,  1982  (1). 

Rooms  for  Members,  Rearrangement,  &c,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (1). 

Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir 
Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.,  7262  (iv). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com..  323;  Leter  from  Mr.  Hogg  (read) 
1793  (t). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Employed  to  get  Data  for 
Speeches  (remarks)  la  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6601 
(iv). 

Sifton,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  re  Autonomy  B1H 

(remarks)  1861  (1). 
Statements    ot   Mr.    E.   D.   Smith   re  Cold 

Storage  (remarks)  874  (i). 

Supply  : 

Canale— Soulangea    (gasoline    boat)    1421 ; 

Trent  (construction)  1420;  (surveys)  1460; 

Wetland  (Port  Colborne  elevator)  1266  (I). 
Geological  Survey  (surveys,  &c.)  8669  (v). 
House  of  Commons  (messengers)  248  (I)  ; 

(sessional  clerks)  6697,  6601  (iv). 
Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  &c.)  6388 

(lv). 

Labour  Dept. — (Labour  Gazette)  7612  (lv). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  Mexico)  900;  (St.  John,  N.B.,  and  Bel- 
fast) 902  (1). 

Militia  (annual  drill)  441;  (pay  and  allow- 
ance) 416  ;  (surveys)  439  ;  (target  ranges) 
446  (1). 
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Hughes,  Mr.  Sam. — Con. 
Supply  —Con. 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  (pay  of  force)  8660; 
(Yukon  force)  8662  (v). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Winnipeg 
military)  1636  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (Woodstock 
armoury)  1050  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Lloyd- 
minster  Immigrant  shed)  6734  (lv).*  (Prince 
Albert  1639  ;  (Saskatoon)  1641  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Amtigonish) 
850;  (Inverness)  1042;  (Shelburae)  1044  ; 
(Sydney  Mtnos)  1045  (I). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Ont.  (London 
drill  hall)  6733  (lv);  (Owen  Sound)  9548 
(v). 

Public  WoTks— Buildings— Ottawa  (addition 

to  H.  of  C.)  9543  (v) ;    (archives)   606  ; 

(Royal  Mint)  608  (1). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 

(Phimney's  Cove)  9560  (v). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and   Rivers — Ont. 

(Beaverton)  7546;   (Blanche  river)  7547  ; 

(Bracebridge)  7548  (lv);  (Port  Arthur)  785; 

(Port  Colborma)  816  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings— P.E.I.  (Sourls) 

1047  (1). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(harbour  Improvements)  782  (i);  (Richelieu 
dredging)  7377  (iv);  St.  Mary's  Current) 
814  (i). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  6694  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.   (general  vote)  7447  (lv); 
(Halifax  terminals)  2036  (11). 
Thessalon  Postmaster,  Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey,  Ir- 
regularities, Ac,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6221  (lv). 
Title  Guarantee  anil  Trust  Co.'s  incoorp.  B.  99 

(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3656  (ii). 
Transportation  Problem    re    Waterways,  in , 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1276  (i). 
Trent  Canal  Surveys,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1471  (i). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  in  Com., 

712  (1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3°,  8826 
(v). 

Ventilation,  H.  of  C.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9546  (v). 

White,  Mr.  Odbur,  Dismissal  from  I.C.R.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2210,  2235  (it). 

Wire  Fencing,  N.W.T.  Boundary  Lino,  Con- 
tract re.  Omission  from  '  Hansard,'  of  Ques- 
tion (remarks)  6582  (ill). 

Hyman,  Hon.  C.  S.  (Minister  of  Public  Works), 
London. 

Acetylene  Gas  Contracts  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1052-3  (i). 
Alexandria  P.O.,  Contract  re,  &c,  (Ans.)  1760 

(0. 

Amherst  Pier,  N.S.,  Contract  re  Construction 

(Ans.)  4371  (Iv). 
Armouries.  Construction  of  Generally,  in  Con. 

of  Sup.,  1649  (I). 
  Erection  of,  Govt.  Policy  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1647  (1). 


Hyman,  Hon.  C.  S.— Con. 

Blc  Wharf,  Land  purchased  from  P.  Ross 
(Ans.)  1850  (1). 

Brantford  Parade  Ground  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1554  (1). 

Brantford  Public  Buildings  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  861  (1). 

Breakwaters,  Wharfs,  &c.  Govt.  Policy  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9553  (v). 

Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co.'s  B.  29  (Mr.  Ger- 
man) in  Com.,  1287  (1). 

Carpets,  Purchase  by  Govt,  for  Parliament 
Buildings,  Value,  &c.  (Ans.)  8266  (v). 

Cascumpec  Sandhills  Channel,  P.E.I.,  Amount 
expended  (Aqs.)  2773  (II). 

Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  B.  93 
(Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes)  in  Com.,  2770  (li). 

Centur-  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  B.  49  (Mr.  Mac- 
pherson)  In  Com.,  2767  (Ii). 

Chatham  Armoury,  Contract,  Price,  &c,  re 
Erection  (Ans.)  587  (i). 

Civil  Servants  Guarantees,  &c,  re  P.O.  Dept. 
(Ans.)  1758  (1). 

Clinton  P.O.  (remarks)  1&  Com.  of  Sup..  S54 
(1). 

Cornwall  Armoury  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1562  (1). 

Dipper  Harbour  Breakwater,  Construction  re 
(Ans.)  912  (1). 

Dominion  Annuity  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  82  (Mr. 
Bole)  in  Com.,  2768  (II). 

Dredges  employed  at  Port  Arthur,  &c.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (1). 

Drill  Hall,  Fredericton.  Contract  re  (Ans.) 
729  (i). 

Frank,  Grant  to  Settlers,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9603  (v). 
Fredericton  Military  Buildings,   Tenders  re 

Construction  (Ans.)  728  (i). 
Geological  Survey  Museum,  Electric  Lighting 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  759  (i). 
Glace  Bay,  N.S.,  Purchase  of  Site  for  Building 

(Ans.)  9697  (v). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

on  M.  for  3°,  4229  (ill). 
Greece's  Point  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  &c.  (An«.) 

2063  (Ii). 

Howard's  Cove,  P.E.I.,  Survey  re  Wharf  (Ans.) 
4703  (III). 

Hull  Wharf,  Total  Cost  (Ans.)  2064  (Ii). 
Huot,  Mr.  J.,  Payments  to  re  L'Ange  Gardlen 

Beach  (Ans.)  1343  (i). 
Ice  Jams  on  Thames  River  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1014  (I). 
Immigration  Property,  Leased  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 

914  (1). 

I.C.R.  Traffic  Arrangements  with  Foreign  and 
Can.  Rys.,  Amounts  received  (Ans.)  4703 
(ill). 

Jacques  Cartier  Surveys,  Costs,  Reports.  &c. 
(Ans.)  693  (1). 
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Hyman,  Hon.  C.  S.— Oon. 

'  Klngsford,'  Dredge,  Coat  of  Operation  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  801  (1). 

Labour  Union  Label*  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 
in  Com.,  712,  1778  (1). 

Lambert's  Pier,  P.B.I.,  Expenditure  re  (Ana.) 
4878  (HI). 

Lennoxvllle  Post  Office,  Construction  (Ans.) 
4873  (ill). 

Library  Accommodation  in  Archives  Building 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  t>04  (i). 
Magog  Post  Office,  Erection  of  (Ana.)  5786  (111). 
Mall  Distributing  Stations,  Purchase  of  Site, 

Ac.  (Ana.)  916  (i). 
Mexico    Steamers,  Subsidies,  Ac.  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1660  (1). 
Mlmfnegash  River  Dredging.  Commencement 

of  Work  (Ass.)  3834  (11). 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Exoen<ntnr« 

re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  779  (1). 
Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building  Addition, 

Site  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1119  (i). 
Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B. 

20  (Mr.  Scott)  in  Com.,  2762  (11). 
Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Slmtlkameen  Coal  and 

Ry.  Co.'s  B.  84  (Mr.  Qalllher)  In  Com.,  1707 
'  CO. 

North  Thompson  River  Improvements,  B.C., 
Expenditure,  Ac.  (Ana.)  6784  (ill). 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lnoorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 
Turriff)  In  Com.,  2062.  2326  (11). 

Ontario  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  106 
(Mr.  Boyce)  in  Com.,  2772  (11). 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 
Campbell)  In  Com.,  2763  (11). 

Ottawa  and  New  Tork  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Prlngle)  Id  Com.,  5964  (lv). 

Ottawa  Buildings  and  Civic  Taxation  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1663  (1). 

 List  of  Buildings  rented  (read)  1664  (i). 

 Taxes  paid,  Ac.  (Am.)  380  (1). 

Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Canal  Surveys,  on 
Inquiry  for  Copy  of  Instructions,  822  (1). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Qalllher)  In 
Com.,  8180  (11). 

Parliament  Buildings,  Additions  to  H.  of  C. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9642  (v). 

Parliament  Grounds.  Paving  Contract,  Ac,  on 
M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjo.,  5790  (Hi). 

Penetangulshene  Dredging,  Name  of  Owner  of 
Boat  (Ana.)  2063  (11). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Advertisement  re  Tender  of  Conmee 
and  Bowman,  on  M.  (Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn., 
4468.  4661  (ill). 

— —  Tenders  re  (remarks)  5968  (lv). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  2263  (11). 

Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  and  Kamlniatiqula 
Harbours,  Expenditure  re  (Ans.)  1066  (1). 

Port  Burwell  Work,  Contractor,  Ac.,  Prices 
paid,  Ac.  (Ans.)  589  (1). 
E 


Hyman,  Hon.  C.  8. — Oon. 
Port  Hood,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Estimated  Cost. 

Approval,  Ac.  (Ans.)  6182  (ill). 
Port  Perry  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  (Ans.) 

2190  (ii). 

Fort  Stanley  Harbour,  Tender  re  (Ans.)  1760 
(1). 

P.E.I.  Dredging,  Number  and  Names  of  Har- 
bours, Ac.  (Ans.)  1148  (1). 

— ; —  Mount  Stewart  Wharf  Accommodation 
(Ans.)  1768  (1). 

—  Winter  Communication,  Tunnel,  Ac., 
on  IL  (Mr.  Leforgey)  for  Cor.,  2813  (11). 

Provident  Savings  Association  lncorp.  B.  184 
(Mr.  Qervais)  In  Com.,  6974. 

Public  Buildings,  U.S.  System  of  Renting,  Ac. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (1). 

Public  Works  Act  Ami.  (B.  64)  1*  m.  819  (i). 

Public  Works,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented)  731  (1). 

 Delay  in  bringing  down  (remarks)  602 

(1). 

Quebec  Drill  Hall,  Expenditure  re  (Ans.)  1146 
CD. 

Quebec  Harbour  Commission,  Transfer  to 
Marine  Dept.,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  771  (1). 

Questions  answered  by  Ministers  (remarks) 
1068  (1). 

Railway  Commission,  Rental  of  Rooms  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (1). 

Returns  re  Public  Works,  on  Inquiry  for, 
9688  (V). 

 Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Foster)  4751  (111). 

Rondeau  Harbour  Works,  Tenders  re  (Ans.) 
1761  (1). 

Royal  Mint,  Ottawa:  In  Com.  of  Sop.,  606  O). 

Rustioo  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re 
(Ans.)  1694  (1). 

St.  Angel  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re 
(Ans.)  1759  (i). 

Ste.  Famille  Wharfage,  Expenditure  re 
(Ans.)  1150  (1). 

St.  Igmace  Channel  Dam,  Plan,  Completion, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  692  (1). 

St.  John  Harbour  Improvements  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  776  (1). 

St.  John  Quarantine  Station,  Acetylene  Gas 
Lighting  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1062  (i). 

St.  Joseph  Pier,  Lake  Huron,  Delay  In  Com- 
pletion (Ans.)  2774  (11). 

St.  Lawrence  Shin  Channel,  Rep.  re  Investi- 
gation Into  defective  Boilers  In  Dredges 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2472  (11). 

St.  Paul  Land  and  Hydraulic  Co.'s  Lease, 
Rental,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2777  (11). 

Seaforth  P.  O.  Building  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  869  (1). 

Sherbrooke  Drill  Shed.  Immediate  Erection  of 
(Ans.)  6784  (111). 

Sherbrooke  Drill  Hall:  In  Com.  of  Sup.  1139 
(i). 
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Hyman,  Hon.  C.  8.— Con. 
Summecslde  Drill  Shed  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1668  (1). 
Summeraide  Harbour  Breakwater,  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  1739  (1). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.— Public  Works  (salaries)  94  (i). 

Public  Works  —  Buildings,  B.C.  (Fernte) 
1641;  (Vancouver)  1642;  (New  Weatmim- 
ster,  Indian  Branch)  1641  (i);  Dom.  (heat- 
ing) 1670;  (rentals)  1663  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— General  (armou- 
ries) 1649;  (clerk  of  works)  1642  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Brandon 
drill  hall)  1633;  (Dom.  renewals)  1634  (1); 
(St.  Boniface)  9549  (v)  ;  (Selkirk)  1634  ; 
(Vlrden  drill  hall)  1634  (1);  (Winnipeg  cus- 
toms) 9549  (v):  (Winnipeg  Immigration) 
1636  (i),  9660  (v)  ;  (Winnipeg  militia 
stores)  1636  (1);  (Winnipeg  postal  station 
9649  (v);.  (Winnipeg  P.O.)  1636  (i). 

Public  Works — Buildings — N.B.  (Campbell- 
ton)  1048;  (St.  John  drill  hall)  1049;  (St. 
John  Immigration  shed)  1050;  (St.  Johm 
Quarantine)  1062  ;    (Woodstock  armoury) 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Calgary 
P.O.)  1638;  (court  house)  1638;  (Edmonton 
Jail)  1638;  (Edmonton)  9660  (v);  (Medicine 
Hat)  1638;  (Mooaejaw)  1638;  (Prince  Al- 
bert) 1638;  (Red  Deer  court  house)  1639; 
(Reglna  P.  O.)  1639;  (Saskatoon)  1640; 
(Strathcona  Horse  barracks)  1637  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonish) 
846,  1018;  (Oanso)  1023;  (Glace  Bay)  1034; 
(Halifax,  Dom.  buildings)  1036;  (Halifax, 
immigrant  building)  1037;  (Inverness) 
1041;  (Shelburne)  1043;  (Sydney  Mines) 
1045;  (Sydney  P.O.)  1044  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Belleville 
armoury)  1547;  (Bowmanvllle)  1649  ; 
♦  (Brantford  drill  hall)  1660;  (Bridgeburg) 
1550;  (Chatham  armoury)  1551;  (Cobourg 
armoury)  1564;  (Guelph  armoury)  1665; 
(Hamilton  drill  hall)  1559;  (Hawkesbury) 
1560;  (Kingston  barracks)  1560;  (Kingston 
stables)  1561;  (London  bairraeks)  1662; 
f London  military  stones)  1562;  (London 
P.O.)  1563;  (military  college)  1661;  (mili- 
tary college  drill  hall)  1661  (1)  ; 
(Neepawa)  9649  (v)  ;  (North  Bay) 
1663  (I)  ;  (Orlllla)  9649  (v)  ;  (Oshawa) 
1564  (I);  (Owen  Sound)  9647  (v);  (Peter- 
borough armoury)  1578;  (St.  Catharines 
drill  hall)  1578;  (St.  Mary's  public  build- 
ing) 1678;  (Sandwich)  1579;  (Simcoe)  1681: 
(Stratford  armoury)  1681;  (Toronto  bar- 
racks) 1589;  (Toronto  customs)  1581;  (Tor- 
onto drill  hall)  1582;  (Toronto  postal  sta- 
tion) 1591;  (Toronto  P.O.)  1590;  (Toronto 
warehouse)  1583  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (addi- 
tion and  alteration)  9642  (v)  ;  (ar- 
chives) 603  (i)  ;  (astronomical  obj- 
servatory)  9642  (v)  ;  (coal  sheds) 
1666  (1);  (eastern  block)  9547;  (elevators) 
9651  (v);  (elevator  attendants)  1*67;  (heat- 
ine.  &c.)  1667:  (H.  of  C.  improvements) 
1666  (0:  (Improvements)  9549  (v);  (light- 
ing) 1667;  (museum)  754  (i);  (new  deptl. 
buildings,  site,  &c.)  9606  ;  (rentals,  Ac. 
statement  (read)  9606:  (post  office  fittings) 
9651  (v);  (reconstruction)  1578;  (Printing 
Bureau)  1575  ;  (repairs,  &c.)  1663  (i)  : 
(Rideau   Hall,   maintenance)    9560    (v)  ; 


Hyman,  Hon.  C.  S.— Con. 
Supply  — Con. 
Public  Works—  Con. 
Royal   Mint)  606  ;    (steel   shelving)  1664 
(telephone)  1669;    (Wellington  St,  paving) 
1671;  (western  block,  addition)  766  (i). 
Public  Works — Buildings — P.E.I.    (Sour  is) 
1047  (i). 

PubUo  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Actonvale) 
1101;  (Chlcoutlml)  1106;  (Dom.,  renewals) 
1108  ;  (Grosse  Isle)  1108  ;  (Lachute)  1111  ; 
(Levis)  1112;  (Longueull)  1113;  (Magog) 
1114;  (Montmagny)  1117;  (Montreal  bar- 
racks) 1118;  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.)  1119; 
(Montreal  military  buildings)  1125;  (Mon- 
treal P.O.  Improvements)  1127;  (Montreal 
warehouse)  1119  <1)  ;  (Quebec  hospital) 
9547  (v)  ;  (Quebec  Immigration  pier)  1138; 
(St.  John's)  1148;  (Sherbrooke  drill  hall) 
1189;  (Valleyneld)  1144  (lv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Yukon  (mainten- 
ance, &c.)  1666  (1). 

Public  Works— Dredging  (new  plant)  9604 
(v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Campbellton  wharf)  1744  (i);  (Dipper 
harbour)  9688  (v);  (St.  John  harbour)  9688; 
(tidal  water  wharfs)  9690  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.W. 
T.  (Saskatchewan  surveys)  9603  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 
(Annapolis)  9576  (v):  (Apple  River  wharf) 
1728  (i);  (Baddeck  wharf)  9685;  (Barrlngton 
wharf)  9581;  (Battery  Point)  9662;  (Bour- 
geois Inlet)  9581;  (Devil's  Island)  9661; 
(Economy  wharf)  9679;  (Prude's  Point) 
9681;  (Glace  Bay)  9577;  (Half  Island  Cove) 
9584;  (Irish  Cove)  9578;  (Kelly's  Cove) 
9682  ;  (Marble  Mountain)  9680  ;  (Parker's 
Cove)  9662;  (Parrsboro  harbour)  9679; 
(Parrsboro  pier)  9678  ;  (Petite  Riviere) 
9580;  (Phlnney's  Cove)  9663;  (Pierreville 
pier)  9581;  (Porter's  Lake)  9583;  (Pug- 
wash  wharf)  9678;  (Ray's  Creek)  9676: 
(River  Hebert)  9678;  (Round  Hill  wharf) 
9552;  (Sydney  Quarantine  station)  9578  ; 
(Tataanagouche)  9579;  (Toney  river)  9681 
(v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 
(Barrle  pier)  9596;  (Crowe's  landing)  9600; 
(Echo  Bay)  9598;  (Honora  wharf)  9697; 
(Manitoulln  wharf)  9697;  (Meaford  har- 
bour) 9699;  (Midland  harbour)  9601:  (Owen 
Sound)  9600  (v);  (Port  Arthur)  784;  (Port 
Colborne  815  (i)  ;  (Rama  wharf)  9602  ; 
(Rosseau  wharf)  9600;  (Saugeen)  9602; 
(Severn  River)  9602;  (Stokes  Bay)  9698; 
(Trenton  dredging)  9600  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— P.E.I. 
(creosoted  timber)  1737;  (Hlggln's  pier) 
1734  ;  (McPherson's  Cove)  1735;  (Mimine- 
gash  breakwater)  1735  ( 1) ;  (Mount  Stewart! 
9585  (v);  (New  London)  1736:  (Point  Prim 
Island)  1736;  (repairs)  1737;  (Richmond 
Bay)  1738;  (Rustlco)  1738;  (St.  Peter's 
Bay)  1739;  (Summerside  breakwater)  1739; 
(Wood  Island)  1743  (1). 

PubHc  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Anae  Pilot)  9691;  (Beance  wharf)  8691; 
(Disraeli  wharf)  9693;  (Dougfastown)  9692: 
(English  river)  9691;  (Grande  Riviere  da 
Beaupre)  9592;  (Grondlne  wharf)  9592  (vV. 
(harbour  improvements,  Que.)  770  (i)  ; 
(Hospital  wharf,  Grosse  Isle)  9608;  (Lake 
Megantlc)  9581;  (Laprairte  Ice  piers)  9690: 
(Lotblnlere  wharf  1  9692  (v);  (Louise  em- 
bankment)   7700;    (Newport  breakwater) 
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9992  ;    (Oshawa   harbour)    9660  ;  (PercS 
wharf)  9592  ;  (Petite  Riviere)  9691 ;  (Ri- 
viere aux  Renards)  9692  ;   (St.  Alphonse 
wharf)  9591  ;  (St.  Genevieve  piers)  9692  ; 
(St.  Jean  dee  Chaillons)  9592  (v)  ;  (St. 
Lawrence  channel)  2472  <il)  ;  (St.  Mary's 
current)  814  (1)  ;  (Sorel  deep  water  wharf) 
9593  (v). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (temporary 
olorks)  9606  (v);  (C.P.R.  account)  9604; 
N.W.T.  (QuAppeMe-Bdmon,ton)  9604;  (Dee- 
cente  des  Famines)  9604;  (Gross©  Iele  sys- 
tem) 9604;  Yukon  (Ashcroft-Dawson)  9605 
(v). 

Public  Works  —  Transportation  Facilities 
(Georgian  Bay  survey)  9647  (v). 

Thames  River  Survey,  Lake  St.  Clair  Region, 
Completion  anl  Coat  (Ans.)  691  (I). 

Toronto  Drill  Hall,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1582  (1). 

Toronto,  Hamilton  ft  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  79 
(Mr.  Zimmerman)  in  Com.  (amt.)  4259  (ill). 

Toronto  Harbour  Works,  Tenders  re  Break- 
water at  Eastern  Gap  (Ans.)  17(1  (1). 

Toronto  Pneumatic  Postal  Service,  Contract 
re  (remarks)  5921  (ill). 

 in  Com.  of  Sop.,  1590  (i). 

Transportation  Commission,  Reps,  re  (re- 
marks) 9687  (v). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  om  M.  for  2°, 
4701  (111). 

Ventilation  to  H.  of  Commons,  &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (1). 
 Mr.  Manny's  Offer  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  9644  (v). 
Wharfs,  Construction,  on  Inquiry  for  Ret., 

8181  (v). 

 Govt.  Policy  re  Building  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sop.,  1728  (I). 
Wharfs,  Piers,  Docks,  Ac,  Constructed  by 

Govt.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  for  Ret.,  2777  (11). 
Whitby    Wharf    Dredging,    Expenditure  re 

(Am.)  2190  (11). 
Wire  Fencing  Contract,  on  Inquiry  for  Copy 

(remarks)  5962  (ill). 

Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B.,  East  Elgin. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  677,  742  (1). 
Asslnlbota    and    Moose    Mountain  '  Indian 

Agency,  Rep.  of  Inspector    (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9337  (v). 
Auditor  General's  Resignation  and  Ants,  to 

Audit  Act,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6623  (lv). 

Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  WlHrid  Lawrier)  In 

Com.  on  Res.,  6461  (111). 

 In  Com.  (Alberta  Boundaries)  5650  (ill). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 

L.  Borden)  8061  (v);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S. 

McCarthy)  7781,  7820,  7939,  7982  (iv). 


Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B. — Oon. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (election  of  members)  6779 

(Hi). 

  (Lands  vested  in  Crown)  6996  (lv). 

 (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8494 

<T). 

  (Senate  representation)  6682  (ill). 

 ■  in  Com.,  on  Schedules  (Athabaska)  8168; 

(Edmonton  city)  8160 ;  (Lethbrldge)  8160 ; 

(Macleod)  8152;  (Ponoka)  8166;  (Sturgeon) 

8162  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Census  re  Rural  and  Town 

Populations  (remarks)  8094  (v). 
 Edmoiton  Election  Contest  (remarks) 

In  Com.,  5888  (111). 
 date  of  election   (remarks)   In  Com., 

5890  (ill). 

 Haultain,  Mr.,  Letter,  to  Prime  Min- 
ister, on  M.  for  Sup.,  2587  (11). 

 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

6429  (ill). 

 School  Clause  Amts.  (remarks)  In  Com., 

6862  (ill). 

 School  Clauses,  Explanation  re  Amts. 

(remarks)  6819  (ill). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Foster)  re  Mr. 

Belcourt's  Charges,  3521  (li). 
See  '  Edmonton.'  '  Man.' 

Bills  from  the  Senate,  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  John- 
ston) to  place  on  Order  Paper,  8096  (v). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers,  on 
Orders  of  the  Day  (remarks)  3683  (il). 

Cadet  Corps,  Ammunition  supplied,  ftc  (re- 
marks) 7816  (lv). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdo- 
nald)  in  Com.,  4236  (Hi). 
See  '  I.C.R.' 

'Canada'-'Cape  Breton,'  Rep.  re  Investigation 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2638  (il). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Total  Expenditure  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1922  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  668;  in  Com.  on  Res..  1008;  in  Com., 
1070  (i). 

Census  Enumerators,  Appnmt.  of  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1076  (1). 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  874  (1). 

 on  M.  <Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.of  Sup., 

8204  (v).  , 

Commercial  Agencies  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7211  (lv). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Gervals)  to  cone,  4561  (ill). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black)  in 
Com.,  4976  (ill). 

'  Druid,'  Expenditure  re  Maintenance  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2703  (11). 

Drummond  County  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) 1941  (1). 
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Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B. — Con. 
Edmonton  Election,  Voters  Lists,  Refusal  to 
Conservatives  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  69, 
6852  (111). 

 List  of  Voters,  Names  (read)  5855  (111). 

Exports  and  Imports,  Monthly  Rep.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Cup.,  7215  (lv). 
Fishing  Rights  In  N.  Western  Lakes  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2900  (11). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection,  Rep.  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1692  (i). 
Government  Contracts  B.  51  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck) 

in  Com.,  1673  (1). 
Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply    (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2608  (il). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  3886  (ii),  4130,  4202  (1U). 

 on  M.  for  3°,  4228  (lit). 

 Summary  Statements  of  C.  A.  Ry.,  4231 

(U«. 

 Statement  re  Mileage,  4223  (ill). 

0.  T.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  116  (Mr.  L.  G.  Mc- 
Carthy) In  Com.,  7622  (It). 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

S.  Hughes),  Ques.  of  Order,  2402  (11). 
Immigrant  SB.  Contracts  :   Bee   '  North  At- 
lantic- 
Index  to  Hansard  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1570  (1). 

1.  C.R.  and  C.  A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Amt. 
B.  133  (Mr.  Bmmerson)  on  M.  for  1°,  4196 
(ill);  in  Com.,  6141  (It). 

I.C.R.,  on  Annual  Statement  (Mr.  Emmerson) 
1903  (1). 

 Dining  Cars,  Losses  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2255  (11). 

 Private  Cars,  Number,  Ac.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2269  (il). 

 Sidings  and  Spur  Lines,  in  Com.  of 

'  Sup.,  1974  (i). 

 Supplies,  Purchase  of  Oil  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2248  (ii). 
 Traffic  Arrangements  and  Freight  Di- 


versions (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2219 
(11). 

 Traffic    Arrangements    and  Freight 

Rates  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2284  (11). 
Jamleson,  Dr.,  Payment  to  re  Berens  Agency 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6562  (lv). 
Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  279  ;  in  Com.,  710  (1). 
Lead  Bounties  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7222  (lv). 

Live  Stock  Record  Associations  incorp.  B.  148 
(Mr.  Fisher)  on  M.  for  1°,  6088  (111). 

London  Malltlamen  and  London  Election  (re- 
marks) 7253  (lv). 

Mall  Bags,  Locks,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  209  (1). 


Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B.- 
Manitoba Boundaries,  '  Race  and  Religious 
Cry',  Ref.  to  by  Mr.  Paterson  (remarks) 
4028  (il). 

 M'gr.  Sbarretti's  Explanation,  on  M  to 

adjn.,  4073  (ii). 
Metric  System,  Adoption  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1694  (1). 
Mexico  Steamers,  Subsidies,   &c.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1560  (i). 
Midland  Range  Lights  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  2738  (11). 
Military  Equipment  for  Defences,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  447  (1). 
Montreal  Bridge  and  Terminal  Co.'s  B.  138 

(Mr.  Piche)  on  M.  for  2°,  4703  (1U). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch   and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2133  (li). 
Nixon,  Mr.,  Dom.  Lands    Agents,  Charges 

Against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  adjn..  8109 

(▼). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, Termination  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Osier)  9441  (v). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Erection 
of  Wire  Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler)  6714  (111). 

— —  on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5589 
(Ul). 

Oils,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  In  Com.-  of  Sup., 
7618  (lv). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  In  Com.,  4969  (ill). 

Ottawa  Buildings,  Rentals,  Ac  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (1). 

Ottawa  Improvement  Commission  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sop..  7281  (lr). 

Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  Ac,  on 
M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6792  (111). 

'  Patent  Record.',  Supply  to  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1827  (1). 

Pere  Marquette  Ry.  Co.,  Bmplymt.  of  Aliens, 
Rep.  re  (remarks)  6232  (iv). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers,  7916  (iv). 

Petroleum,  Bounties  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7221  (iv). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tracts, Tender  of  Conmee  A  Bowman,  Ac, 
on  M.  (Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4467  (Hi). 

P.E.I.  Winter  Mall  Service  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2678  (li). 

Public  Works  Rep.,  Date  of  Issue  (remarks) 
755  (1). 

Ry.  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster) 

in  Com.,  2244  (li). 
Railway  Commission  B.  36  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck) 

in  Com.,  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1633  (1). 
Railway  Commissioners'  Board,  Maintenance, 

Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1628  (1). 
 Expenditure  re  Car  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1538  (1). 
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Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B. — Con. 
Railway  Commission  Rep.,  Non-Production  of 

(remarks)  on  M.  tor  Sup.,  6285  (It). 
'  Reptile  Press,'  ftc.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1677  (1). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Election,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)' 

to  adjn.,  7339  (It). 
Richmond  and  Drummond    Fire  Insurance 

Co.'s  B.  103  (Mr.  Tobin)  on  M.  for  2°,  2297 

(11). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Wrecking  Plant, 

Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2476  (11). 
Saskatchewan,  ProT.  of  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
'  Scoot,'  Str.,  Claims  re  Injuries  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6463  (It). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  147  (Mr.  Preiontaine) 

in  Com.,  742S  (It). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  to  M.  for  3",  1380 

(U. 

Separate  Schools,  Issue  of  Circulars,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 2410  (11). 

Statements  of  Mr.  B.  D.  Smith  re  Cold  Stor- 
age (remarks)  374  (i). 

<5upplt  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1703, 
1728  (1). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  ftc.  (aids  to  societies) 
1829;  (archives)  1826;  (Can.  exhibit,  Im- 
perial Institute)  1836  (1);  (experimental 
farmed  6172  (It);  (statistics)  1827  (1). 

Canals— Miscellaneous  (surreys)  1621  (1)  ; 
Trent  (Holland  River)  9360  (t). 

Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  983  (I). 

Civil  Govt.— Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries) 
6267  (iv). 

Excise  (Inspectors'  salaries)  1687;  (methy- 
lated spirits)  1692  (i). 
Fisheries  (protection  service)  2909  (11). 
House  of  Commons  (sessional  clerks)  6601 

«v). 

Immigration  (medical  inspection,  B.C.)  9280 

(T). 

Indians — B.C.  (Industrial  schools)  6667  (iv). 

Indians— General  (Dr.  Bryce,  salary)  6668; 
(printing)  6568  (It). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Implements) 
9337  (T);  (provisions,  ftc)  6650;  (seed 
grain)  6639  (lv). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  ex- 
penses) 6534  (It). 

Indians— N.W.T.  (Inspectors)  0648  (It). 

Indians— P.E.I,  (medical  attendance)  6537 
(It). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  inspectors) 
7226  (It). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7511  (It). 

Legislation  (House  of  Commons)  6269  (lv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (buoys)  2704; 
(salaries)  2703  (11). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  Mexico)  900  (1),  9622  (v);  (Gaspe  and 
Dalhousie)  936;  (Halifax  and  Newfound- 
land) 906;  (Manchester  Line)  933;  (Fas- 
peblac  and  Gaspe)  945;  (Port  Mulgrave 
and  Canso)  936;  (P.E.I,  and  G.B.)  929; 
(P.B.I.  and  Newfoundland)  943  ;  (Quebec 
and  Gaspe)  926  (1);  (St.  John  and  W. 
Indies)  7200  (lv) ;  (wrecking  plant)  959  (1). 


Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B. — Oon. 
Supply  —Con. 
Miscellaneous  '(consolidation  of  statutes) 
7246;  (Dom.  and  Provincial  accounts)  7241; 
(Mining  Institute  grant)    7248;  (Pacific 
cable  grant)  7240  (lv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Aberdeen  boilers) 
6465  ;  (Arctic  expedition)  6471  (lv)  ;  (govt, 
steamers)  2608  ;  (life  saving  awards)  2624; 
(life  saving  stations)  2635  (11);  (Mr.  Low's 
honorarium)  6743  (lv);  (schools  of  naviga- 
tion) 2642  (11)  ;  (steamers,  maintenance) 
6464  (iv);  (winter  mall  service,  P.E.I.)  2662 
(ii). 

Public  Works — Buildings — Dom.  (heating) 
1670;  (repairs,  ftc.)  1666  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— General  (olerk  of 
works)  1642  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Dom.  re- 
newals) 1634:  (Vlrdeo  drill  hall)  1684; 
(Winnipeg,  immigration)  1635;  (Winnipeg, 
military  stores)  1635;  (Winnipeg  P.O.) 
1687  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (Woodstock 
armoury)  1061  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Saska- 
toon) 1641  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S."  (Antdgonish) 
861,  860;  (Sydney  Mines)  1046  (I). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Brldgeburg) 
1660;  (Guelph  armoury)  1565;  (Hamilton 
drill  hall)  1559;  (London  military  stores) 
1662;  (St.  Mary's)  1578  (1). 

Public  Works  —  Buildings — Ottawa  (coal 
sheds)  1566;  (heating,  &c.)  1667;  (improve- 
ments) 1569;  (lighting)  1668;  (Museum) 
756  (1);  (new  deptl.  buildings,  site,  ftc.) 
9607  (v);  (post  office  reconstruction)  1574; 
(repairs,  ftc.)  1663;  (telephones)  1669; 
(Wellington  St.,  paving)  1571  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Magog)  1116 
(i). 

Public  Works— Dredging— Man.  (snag  boat) 
7677  (It). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— B.  C. 
(repairs,  ftc.)  7576  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Man. 
(Lake  Dauphin)  7571;  (Lake  St.  Francis) 
7672;  (Selkirk)  7678. 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.B. 
(CampbelKon  wharf)  1744  (I);  (Mlseou  har- 
bour) 7499  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— 
N.W.T.  (repairs,  ftc.)  7578  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  RlTers— N.  S. 
(Apple  River  wharf)  1730  (1);  (Cow  Bay, 
Port  Morlen)  7899;  (Culloden)  7401;  (Cun- 
ningham Point)  7402;  (Devfl's  Island)  7402; 
(Dlgby  pier)  7402;  (Janvrln's  Island)  7406; 
(L'Ardoiee)  7407;  (Lunenburg)  7408;  (Maln- 
a-Dfeu)  7409;  (MaTgaree)  7409;  (Port  Hood) 
7414;  (Scott's  bay)  7416  (It). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  RlTers— Ont. 
(Amherstburg)  7646  ;  (Bayfield  pier)  7646; 
(Belle  River)  7B46;  (Cobourg)  7549;  (Col- 
llngwood)  7649;  (Depot  Harbour)  7652; 
(Goderich)  7663:  (Grand  Bend)  7554;  (Lake 
Temlsoamtng)  7569;  (Little  Current)  7660; 
(Matched ash  bay)  7660;  (Ollphant  harbour) 
7561;  (Owen  Sound)  7662;  (Point  Edward) 
7562;  (Port  Burwell)  7563;  (Sarnia)7564  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— P.B.I, 
(creosoted  timber)  1737;  (Point  Prim  Is- 
land) 1737  ;  (Rustico)  1738  ;  (St.  Peter's 
Bay)  1739  (I). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Canton  Fabre)  7289;   (Chateau  Richer) 
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Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B. — Con. 
Supply  — Con. 

Public  Works. — Con. 
7284;   (Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6461  (It); 
(St.  Lawrence  channel)  2476  (U);  (St.  Si- 
meon) 7393  (It). 

Public  WotIos— Miscellaneous  (architects) 
7618,  7620;  (cement  testing)  7618;  (cleri- 
cal assistance)  7620  (It). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges— N.W.T. 
(colonization  roads)  7594,  7698  (It). 

Public  Works— Slides  and  Booms  (Oatlneau 
River)  7681  ;  (St.  Maurice)  7682;  (Upper 
Ottawa  Co.)  7629  (It). 

Public  Works — Telegraphs — Dom.  gener- 
ally) 7686  (It). 

Public  Works — Telegraphs — N.W.T.  (Qu'Ap- 
pelle  and  Edmonton)  7688  (It). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— Yukon  (Ash- 
crolt-Dawson)  7686  (It). 

Post  Office  (mall  bags,  &c.)  209  (I). 

Quarantine,  «sc.  (public  health,  organized 
districts)  1846  (1). 

Railways— Q.T.P.  (surreys,  construction, 
&c.)  2289  (ii);  (surreys,  plans,  &c.)  9496; 
(terminals,  &c.)  9499  (r). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (additional  sidings  and 
spurs)  1974;  (bridge  strengthening)  1921 
(1);  (Cape  Road  crossing)  6482;  (general 
rote)  7466  (lr);  (gratuities)  2183  (11);  (lo- 
comotlre  machinery)  6428  (lr);  (Mitchell 
bridge)  1940  (i);  (rerenue  collections) 
2219  (li);  (rolling  stock)  1987  (i),  9619  (r); 
(St.  Molse  station)  1976;  (steel  rails,  Ac.) 
1990;  (Sydney  Mines  extension)  1988  (1); 
ties,  &c.)  6480  (It). 

Railways — P.B.I.  (Cardigan  branch)  2175; 
(Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge)  2183  (11). 

Railways — Ry.  Commission  (maintenance) 
1528  (1). 

Steamboat  Inspection  {salaries)  2696  (11). 
Trade  and  Commerce  (Chinese  Immigration 
Act)   7208;    (commercial   agencies)  7211; 
(iron  and  steel  bounties)  7216  (lr). 
Weights  and  Measures  (electric  light  in- 
spection)   1697;    (Inspectors,   &c.)   1692  ; 
(electric  light  inspection)  1696;  (metric 
system)  1698  (I). 
Thompson,  Oapt.  Thos.,  Preventive  Officer  at 
Port  Bruce,  Dismissal,  &c.  (Ques.)  1763  (1). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  to  Com., 
710  (1). 
See  '  Labour.' 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nar.  Co.'s  B.  189  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  on  M.  tor 
2s,  4701  (111). 
Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Broder) 

in  Com.,  9410  (r). 
White,  Mr.  O.,  Dismissal  from  I.C.R.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2211  (M). 
Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.* 
Wrecking  Plant,  '  Lord  Strait  he  ona '  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  969  (1). 
Wrecking  Plants,  Bonus  to  Cant.  Leslie  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2476  (li). 

Jackson,  Mr.  S.  J.,  SeMrk. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  in  Com.,  sec.  16 
(schools)  on  Am*.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8398  (t). 
Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  9400  (r). 


Jackson,  Mr.  S.  J. — Con. 

Grasshopper  Scourge,  Man.,  Relief  to  Fann- 
ers (Ones.)  909  (i). 

Manitoba  Voters  Lists,  Control  of  by  Do- 
minion Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup., 
6783  (It). 

Ninety-Fifth  Battalion,  Reduction,  &c.  (Ques.) 
909  (1). 

Jackson,  Mr.  Wm.,  West  Elgin. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  2439  (lit). 
Poultry  Experiments  on  Farms  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6184  (It). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (experimental  farms) 

6171  (It). 
Senate  (contingencies)  6621  (lr). 

Johnston,  Mr.  A.,  South  Cape  Breton. 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  on  '  Orangedsm  '  (re- 
marks) re  to  Coon.,  5877  (Ml). 

  (election  of  members)  la  Com.,  5776 

(ill). 

 (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8461 

(r). 

  (remarks)  In  Com.,  5825  (Ui). 

Bills  from  the  Senate  (M).  to  place  on  Order 

Paper,  8096  (r). 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of,  Conspiracy,  *c 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  553  (I). 
Estimates,  Obstruction  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9273  (v). 
Facer  Steel  Car  Co.'s  B.  27  (Mr.  Caldwell)  In 

Com.,  1285  (1). 
G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperial  Parlt, 

on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2398  (ii). 
Hersey  Relief  B.  167  (Mr.  T.  G.  Johnston)  in 

Com.,  7682  (It). 
I.C.R.,  Transportation  Facilities  re  Fish  Trade 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1931  (1). 
McKenzie,  Mr.  D.  D.,  Resignation,  &c,  Ques. 

of  Order,  8475  (r). 
Marine  Offlecera  at  Halifax,  Complaints  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2755  (ii). 
Nixon,  Mr.,  Dom.    Lands    Agent,  Charges 

against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  adjn.,  8139 

(r).' 

'  Orangemen,'  Attack  re  Quotations  from  Que- 
bec Papers  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69, 
8360  (T). 

Printing  Bureau,  Outside  Printing.  Ac  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6949  (lr). 

Ry.  OomsniBslonera,  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  tor  Com.  on  Res.:  653  (I). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M. 
(Mr.  McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of 
Agriculture  Com.,  4999  (111). 

Rifle  Range  In  Cape  Breton  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9169  (r). 
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Johnston,  Mr.  A. — Con. 
8.  Africa  and  Canada  S3.  Service,  Dates  of 
Sailing,  Values,  &c,  of  Exports  carried,  tto. 
(M.  for  ret.*)  1387  (1). 
Supply  : 

Fisheries  (dog-fish  experiments)  9174  (v). 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7620  (It). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (keepers'  sal- 
aries) 2698;   (lightships)  2753  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Hali- 
fax and  Cam  so)  93S;  ('Manchester  Line) 
933;  (P.B.I.  and  Nfld.)  940;  (P.E.I.  and 
Newfoundland)  7093;  (St.  John  and  W. 
Indies)  7197  (iv). 

Militta.  (association  rifle  grants)  9169  (v). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 
2598  (11). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 

(Cow  Bar,  Port  Maries)  7399  (lv). 
Public  Works — Slides  and  Booms  (St.  Mau- 

Tice)  7581  (iv). 
Railways— I.C.R.   (rolling  stock)  9612  (v); 
(steel  rails)  2001  (I). 
Telephone  Grievances,  on  M.  (Mr.  Maclean), 

Discussion  out  of  Order,  9535  (v). 
Toronto,  Hamilton  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 

79)  1'*,  1671  (I). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  In  Com.,  1773 
(I). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3', 
8828;  Ques.  of  Order,  8829  (v). 

Wrecking  Plants  in  St.  Lawrence  Channel 
(remarks)  re  Discussion,  2480  (11). 

Johnston,  Mr.  T.  G.,  West  Lambton. 
Harper,  Geo.  Dance,  Relief  (B.  164)  1°*,  5919 

(ill);  in  Com.,  and  3°,  6877  (iv). 
Hersey,  Arthur  Howe,  Relief  (B.  167)  1°*,  6232; 

in  Com.,  7624.  7682  (iv). 
International  Terminal  and  Bridge  Co.'s  ln- 

corp.  (B.  87)  V.  1933  (i);  in  Com.,  8136  (11). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Perley)  1367  (1). 

Kemp,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Bast  Toronto. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2",  4922  (lil). 
C.A.R.  and  I.C.R.  :  fires  '  Ry.  B.  132.' 
Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  Ref.  to  in  Com.  on 

B.  108,  4692  (ill). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  640  (1). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stams)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  In  Com.,  9426  (v). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Fielding) 

in  Com.,  9764  (v). 
Dumping  Clauses,  Amts.  to  (remarks)  in  Com. 

on  B.  190.  -9767  (v). 
 Customs  Instructions  re,  &c.  (M.  for 

copies)  695  (1). 
Fog  Horns  :  See  '  Toronto  Island '. 
Hay,  Free  Transportation  over  I.C.R.,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  69  (1). 
  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1929  (1). 


Kemp,  Mr.  A.  E. — Con. 

I.C.R.,  Advertising  Car,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2267  (ii). 

 Coal,  Free  Transportation,  Quantity  in 

1902-1903,  &c.  (Ques.)  2066  (11). 

 Coal  carried  to  Ottawa  free  in  1902- 

1908  (Ques.)  2192  (il). 

 Freight  Rates,  Increases,  &c,  on  Ex- 
planation of  Min.  of  Rys.,  6124  (iv). 

 on  Annual  Statement  (Mr.  Emmerson) 

1897  (1). 

 Passes  Issued,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2257  (11). 
 Purchases  by  Tender,  &c.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2181  (II). 
 Supplies,  Purchase  of,  Ac.  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2251  (11). 
 Traffic  Arrangements  with  other  Rys. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1916  (1). 
Japan  Trade  Relations  with  Can.,  on  Stmnt, 

(Mr.  Fisher)  7911  (iv). 
Loans  by  Govt.,  Temporary  or  Permanent, 

Total  Amount,  Rate  of  Interest,  &c.  (Ques.) 

4921  (ill). 

Oats,  Rolled,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B. 

190,  9764  (v). 
Passenger  and  Freight  Rates,  Advancement 

of,  Information  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1642  (1). 
Pneumatic  System  In  Toronto  P.O.,  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1590  (1). 
P.E.I,    and    I.C.R.,    Claims    tor  Damages, 

Amounts  paid  (Ques..)  383  (1). 
Printing  Bureau,  Printing  of  Reps.,  4c,  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1676  (1). 
Railway  Commission,  Freight  and  Passenger 

Rates,  Advancement  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1642  (i). 
Railway  Act  (running  rights)  Amt.  B.  132  (Mr. 

Emmerson)  in  Com.,  6141,  6150  (lv). 
Supply.  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Can.  exhibits.  Im- 
perial Institute)  1836  (1).  ' 

Canals — Miscellaneous  (repairs,  Ac.)  1547 
(I);  Trent  (Holland  River)  9360;  (Surveys) 
9364  (v). 

Public  Works — Buildings — Ont.  (London, 
barracks)  1662;  (London,  military  stores) 
1662;  (Toronto,  barracks)  1690;  (Toronto, 
customs)  1681  ;  (Toronto,  drill  hall)  1682; 
(Toronto,  postal  station)  1692  (1);  (Tor- 
onto, P.O.)  1690;  (Toronto,  warehouse) 
1687  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (H.  of  C. 
improvements)  1565;  (paving  Wellington 
street)  1571;  (post  office  reconstruction) 
1573;  (Printing  Bureau)  1675;  (steel  shelv- 
in)  1564  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings — Que.  (La  chute) 
1112;  (Sherbrooke  drill  hall)  1141  (1). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening)  1913 
(1),  9386  (v);  (double  track)  1933  (1),  9390 
(v);  (revenue  collections)  2204  (li). 

Railways — Miscellaneous  (school  of  trans- 
portation) 9382  (v). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


lxxii 


INDEX 


Kemp,  Mr.  A.  E. — Con. 
Supply  — Con. 
Railways — P.E.I,  (air  brakes)  2178;  (Cardi- 
gan branch)  2171;  (Summerside  improve- 
ments) 2177  (11). 
Railways— Ry.    Commission  (maintenance) 
1624,  1542  (1). 
Toronto  Drill  Hall,  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  1682  (1). 
Toronto  Mend  Fog  Horn,  Testing,  Ac,  Com- 
plaints re.  Cor.,  Ac.  (read)  9281  (v). 
Trading  Stamps  :  fifes  '  Criminal.' 
Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

In  Com.,  9410  (v). 
Western  Lite  Assurance  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  108 

(Mr.  Adamson)  in  Com.,  4(92  (ill). 
Yonge  Street  Bridge,  Toronto,  Order  re  Con- 
struction, Tel.  re.  &c.  (Ques.)  686  (i). 

Kennedy,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Veto  Westmintter. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  6266 
(1U). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers  (re- 
marks) on  Orders  of  the  Day,  8688  (11). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  QaJllher)  In 
Com..  8200  (11). 

Supplt  : 

Public  Works— Slides    and     Booms  (St. 
Maurice)  7681  (It). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  189  (Mr.  Rose)  In  Com.,  8643  (v). 

Lake,  Mr.  R.  S.,  Qu'Appelle. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  8682 
(II);  In  Com.  on  Res.,  5483  (ill). 

 (Alberta  boundaries)  in  Com.,  66(1  (lfl). 

 (C.P.R.  lands)  In  Com.,  6072  (iv). 

 (Crown  Lands)  6036    (iv).   8267  (amt.) 

8269  (▼). 

  (date  of  Act)  8684  (v). 

—  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R 
L.  Borden)  8026;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) 7772,  7826,  7848,  7888,  7940  (iv). 
(election  of  members)  In  Com.,  6772 


(HI), 
(ill). 


(readjustment  of  representation)  6766 
(schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8494 


 (seat  of  govt.)  8266  (v). 

 (Senate  representation)  6676  (ill). 

 (subsidy  to  provs.)  6089  (iv). 

—  on  M.  for   3*,  Amt.    (distribution  of 
seats)  8862  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  In  Com.,  sec. 
12  (distribution  of  seats)  8704  (v). 

—  In  Com.,  Schedules  (Qrenfell)  8767  (v). 
 (Crown  lands)  8761  (v). 

 os  M.  for  3°,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  8871 

<▼). 


Lake,  Mr.  R.  S. — Con. 

Autonomy  Bill,  Census  Statistics  re  Popula- 
tion (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.,  8098  (v). 

 HauRain.  Mr..  Letter  to  Prime  Minis- 
ter, on  M.  for  Sup.,  2621  (11). 

 (personal  explanation)  re  Draft  BUI, 

1902,  4848  Oil). 

 School  Clause  Amts.  (remarks)  in  Com., 

6842  Oil). 

See  •  N.W.T.,  B.  156.'  *  Priv.,  Ques.  of.' 
Bredt,  P.  M.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  189. 
265  (1). 

C.P.R.  Tax  Exemption,  Interpretation  re 
(Ques.)  730  (1). 

Cement,  In  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8996  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  la 
Com.,  671  (I). 

Dom.  Lands.  Open  to  Applicants,  Ac.,  Ret.  to 
by  Prims  Minister  (Ques.)  1986  (1). 

Doukhobor  Homestead  Entries  re  Village  Pro- 
perty (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6409  (iv). 

Electoral  Lists  tor  N.W.T.,  Names  of  Quali- 
fied Electors  ">ues.)  7684  (tv). 

Bntennier,  Mr.  Henry,  Entries  for  Homestead 
Lands,  Ac.  (Ques.)  190  (1). 
See  'Homestead.' 

Fisher,  Mr.  P.  G.,  Retirement.  Ac.  (Ques.) 
2(4  (I). 

Fishing  Rights  In  N.  Western  Lakes,  Lease 
to  F.  H.  Markey  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2901  (11). 

Glanders  arong  Horses,  Compensation  re 
Slaughter  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  6697 

(iv)  . 

Govt.  Officials  to  N.W.T.,  acting  as  Political 
Partisans  (remarks)  la  Com.  of  Sup.,  9267 
(t). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  9494  (v). 

Hamelin  and  Gosselln,  Sentence  and  Impri- 
sonment, Ac.  (Ques.)  1849  (I). 

Homestead  Entries,  Boirus  Entries  by  Land 
Companies  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9270 

(v)  . 

 Henry  Entennler's  Location  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  92(8  (v). 
Bee  '  Bntenoler.' 

Homestead  Inspectors,  Policy  re  Politicians 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6408  (iv). 

Homestead  Inspectors  acting  as  political  or- 
ganizers (remarks)  in  Com  of  Sup.,  9261; 
Prime  Minister's  speech  (quoted)  9263  (v). 

Homesteads  for  Residents,  N.W.T.,  Second 
Applications,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*)  20(7  (11). 

Indian  Agents  acting  as  Magistrates  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6646  (iv). 

Indian  Reserves,  Sale  of,  Ac.  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6662  (Iv). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fltspatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9740  (v). 
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Lake,  Mr.  R.  8.— Con. 
N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  in  Elec- 
tion Campaigns  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup., 
9713  (▼). 

Northwest  Territories  Representation  Act 
Amt.  B.  1S6  (Itr.  Fltzpatrlck)  In  Com.,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  Agents,  8772  (v). 

Pollock,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
190  (1). 

Porter,  S.,  Dom.  Lands  Agent  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9262  (v). 

 Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Que*.)  190  (1). 

Privilege  (Ques.  of)  re  Separate  Schools,  Par. 
in  '  Globe,'  3649  (li). 

School  Lands,  Sold  by  Auction,  in  N.W.  Ters., 
Number  of  Acres  (Ques)  7S0  (1). 

Schukin,  Iran,  Cor.  re  Homestead  Patent  con- 
celled  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6408;  Cor., 
Ac.  (read)  6410  (It). 

Shaw,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Retirement,  io.  (Ques.)  264 
0). 

 Cox.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  2334  (11). 

Smart,  Mr.  Jas.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6419  (It). 
Supply  : 

Arts — Agriculture,  &c.  (quinquennial  cen- 
sus, N.W.T.)  9609  (v). 

Dom.  Lands  (homestead  inspectors)  6408 
(It),  9261;  (land  agents)  9262;  (land  sales) 
9267  (v). 

Govt,  of  N.W.T.  (general  vote)  9622  (T). 

Immigration  (agents  G.B.,  Ac.)  7698  (It). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (annuities)  6638; 
(lire  stock)  6646;  (surreys)  6662  (It). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  inspection) 
6901  (ir). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  6697  Or). 

Weights  and  Measures  (Inspection  of  sta- 
ples) 9616.  9682  (r). 
Wire  Fence,  Contract  re  N.W.T.  Boundary 

Line,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

6697-  (111). 

Lalor,  Mr.  F.  R.,  BaUUnand. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  6066 
(111);  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  8022;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) 7941  (ir);  (election  of  members)  In 
Com.,  6772  (lit);  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Lamont)  8610;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) 8822  (r);  (Senate  representation)  in 
Com.,  6682  011). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  on  M.  for  8*. 
8866  (T). 

Autonomy  Bills,  Attack  on  Orangelsm  (re- 
marks) In  Com.,  6902  (ill);  School  Clause 
Amts.  (remarks)  in  Com.,  5866  (ill). 

Bank  Notes  lost  in  Circulation  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6261  (It). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  642  (1). 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8210  (r), 


Lalor,  Mr.  F.  R.— Klon. 
Dredging,  System  of  Hiring  Dredges  (remarket 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6848  (ir). 
Duomrllle  Armoury:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (1). 
Fishing' Rights,  Lease  to  F.  H.  Markey,  Ac 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2899  (11). 
Grenrllle  Canal,  Lumber  for  Wharf  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1616  (i). 
I.C.R.  Freight  Rates,  Increases,  Ac.  on  Ex- 
planation of  Mln.  of  Rys.  6134  (ir). 
Jams,  Ac,  Prosecutions  re  Adulteration,  Ac. 

(remarks)  In  Com  of  Sup.,  1721  (i). 
Kingston  Lighthouse  Depot,  Establishment 

of  (Ones.)  916  (1). 
Lighthouse  Depot  at  Prescott,   Tenders  re 

Contract  (Ques.)  1340  (1). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6792  (ir). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Supplies,  Order  with 

or  without  Tender  (M.  for  ret.*)  1397  (i). 
Marine,  Deptl.  Supplies,  Inquiry  for  Ret., 

2694  (U). 

Parliament  Grounds,  Paring  Contract,  Ac., 
on  M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6790  (ill). 

Patent  Medicines,  Inspection  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (i). 

Public  Works  Labourers,  Emplymt.  by  Govt, 
re  Political  Influence  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6869  (ir). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Bale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.,  886,  1799  (i). 

Sorel  Workshops,  Purchase  of  Supplies  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup..  2488  (11). 

Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  Tlolatlons)  1703, 

1727;  (jams,  Ac.)  1721  (1). 
Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.    (Can.  exhibits  at 

Imperial  Institute)  1887  (I). 
Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live  stock)  6541 

(!▼). 

Ocean  and  Rirer  Service  (Govt,  steamers) 
2607;  (winter  mall  service.  P.E.I.)  2678 
(11). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Oeseral  (arm- 
ouries) 1666  (1). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— P.E.I. 

(St.  Peter's  Bay)  1789  0). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6432;  (Maskinonge 
River     dredging)     6843;  (Montmorency 
wharf)  6865  (iv). 
Thessalon  Postmaster,  Mr.  J.  B.  Dobey,  Irre- 
gularities, Ac.,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6205  (lv). 
Welland  Canal,  Emplymt.  of  Labour,  Political 
Influence  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6866 
(iv). 

Wire  Fencing,  Contract  re  N.W.T.  Boundary 
Line,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
6698  (iii). 

Lamont,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Saskatchewan. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  tor  2°,  4S29  ;  In 
Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy)  6568  (111). 
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Lamont,  Mr.  J.  H.— Con. 
Autonomy  B.  69,  In   Com.    (distribution  of 

seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8068  ; 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7893  ,lv). 
 (election  of  members)  in  Com.,  6768 

(ill). 

— —  (lands  vested  In  Crown)  in  Com.,  6021 

m. 

 (schools)  Amt.  8491  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  in  Com.  (Dis- 
tribution of  seats)  8712,  8743  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  School  Clauses  Amts.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  5825  (ill). 

Canadian  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  58)  1°*,  986 
(1);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9078  (v). 

Edmonton,  Tukon  &  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  62) 
I'*,  1241  (1). 

Q.T.P.  Ry.,  Location  of  Line  from  Winnipeg 
(remarks)  9814  (v). 

Hudson's  Bay  Servants,  Claims  re  Estate  of 
Lord  Selkirk,  Cor.  with  Rev.  Mr.  Taylor 
(M.  for  copies*)  9698  (v). 

Saskatchewan,  Prov.,  Permanent  Capital  (re- 
marks) 1696  (1). 

Lancaster,  Mr.'E.  A.,  Linooln  &  Xiagara. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  8424 
(li). 

 in  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7946  (iv). 

  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  5948  (ill). 

 (Lt.  Gov.'*  powers)  6781  (ill). 

  (readjustment    of    representation)  in 

Com.,  6764  (ill). 
 School    Clause    Amts.    (remarks)  in 

Com.,  6827  (Hi). 
Dom.  Lands,  B.C.,  Sale  to  Mr.  T.  W.  Patter- 
son, &c.  (Ques.)  4871  (ill). 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 

(Mr.  Oeoffrion)  in  Com.,  3208  (ii). 
Farmington   and  Wllmot   Mall  Contractor, 

Name,  Guarantee,  &.  (Ques.)  2330  (11). 
Pranking  Privilege,  Abuse  of,  re  Circulars  of 

Dental  Institute  (remarks)  1807  (i). 
.Q.T.P  Ry.  Terminals,  Plans  deposited  with 

Govt.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  2824  (ti). 
Green,  Samuel  H.,  Postmaster  at  Kaslo,  B.C., 

Dismissal,  &c.  (Ques.)  2381  (ii). 
Inverness  Postmaster,  Personal   Duties,  &c. 

(Ques.)  8885  (v). 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Pltzpatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9741  (v). 
Kaslo  Postmaster,  S.  H.  Green,  Dismissal, 

Ac.  (Ques.)  2331  (11). 
Kent,  Miss  A.,  Dismissal  as  Postmistress  at 

Kent.  N.S.  (Ques.)  2331  (11). 
Kentvllle  Militia  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6669  (iv). 
Klllarney  and  Little  Current,  Contractor  rc 

Mall  Service  (Ques.)  8669  (ii). 


Lancaster,  Mr.  E.  A. — Con. 
Labour  Union  Labels  :  See  '  Union.' 
Lake  Ramsay  and  New  Ross  Postomce  Mail 

Service  (Ques.)  9696  (v). 
McDermot,  Clara  Bldwell  Relief  B.  162  (Mr. 

Campbell),  in  Com.,  6275,  6847;  on  M.  for 

3°.  6376  (iv). 
Masters  and   Mates  OerUflcates  Act  Amt 

(B.  3)  1°»,  9;  B.  (withdrawn)  733  (1). 

 (B.  44)  1*  m.,  684;  2»  m.,  918,  1399  (1). 

 on  M.  for  Adjnmt.,  3249  (ii). 

Patterson,  T.  W.,  Sale  of  Dom.  Lands  to,  in 

New  Westminster,  B.C.  (Ques.)  4371  (iti). 
Postmasters  acting  as  Ret.  Officers,  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6244  (iv). 
Railway  Act  (1903)  Amt.  (B.  2)  1°*,  9;  2*  m., 

281;  in  Com.,  812,  1780  (1),  3223  (11). 
Railway  Commission  Rep.,  Non-production  of 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6236  (iv). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox)  to  M.  for  3°,  1885  (i). 
Sttppit  : 

Canals — Wetland  (lowering  head  of  lock  No. 

1)  6309;  (Vanderburg,  Stephen,  claims  re 

injuries)  6306  (iv). 
Civil  Govt.— Post  Office  (contingencies)  6244 

(iv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Chatham 
armoury)  1553;   (Cobourg  armoury)  :666; 
(Military    College    stables)    1562;  St. 
Catharines  drill  hall)  1578;  Ottawa  Post 
Office  reconstruction)  1678  (1). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
(Apple  River  wharf)  1782;  Ont.  (Port  Col- 
borne)  816  (1). 
Thessolom  Postmaster,  Dismissal  re  Irregu- 
larities (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6226  (iv). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  in  Com.,  1776 
(1). 

We  Hand  Canal  Employees  during  Oct.,  Nor. 
(Ques.)  453  (1). 

Lapointe,  Mr.  E.,  Kamouratka. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  in  Com.,  sec.  1 
(B.N. A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual 
Language,  8566,  8615  (v). 

Laurence,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Colchester. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4745, 
4763  (ill). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black)  In 
Com.,  4972;  on  M.  for  3°  (amt.)  6113  (ill). 

Fishery  Overseers  in  Colchester  Co.,  N.S., 
Number  and  Remuneration,  Ac.  (Ques.) 
5978  (Iv). 

Supply  : 

Railways— G.T.P.     (surveys,  construction, 
&c.)  2288  (ii). 

Laurier.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.  (Prime 
Minister),  East  Quebec. 
Address,  on  The,  86  (J). 
  (M.)  to  present  to  His  Ex.,  60  (1). 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.Q.— Con. 

Address,  The,  Reply  to  from  His  Ex.  (pre- 
sented) 1340  (1). 

'  A  gross  Dooaboe,'  Sohr.,  Seizure  by  Uru- 
guayan Govt,  (remarks-)  6108,  6137  (It). 

Agriculture  Committee,  Meetings,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 404  (1). 

Alberta  Bill :  See  '  Autonomy.' 

Alberta  Steamer  Service,  Number  of  Navi- 
gable Miles.  &c.  (Ans.)  6904  (lv). 

Allen  Labour  Law,  Amts.  re  (remarks)  6232 
(iv). 

See  '  Telegraph,'  &c. 
Animals  slaughtered  under  Contagious  Act, 

Compensation  (remarks)  on  cone,  6914  (iv). 
Anthracite  Coal  and  Ry.  Co.'s  Pet.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  GaMlher)  to  present,  4650  (ill). 
Arctic  Expedition,  Oapt.  Peary's  Voyage  (re- 
marks) 4TS3  (111). 
Ashcrott  and  Cariboo  Mail  Service,  Contract 

re  (Ans.)  3670  (11). 
Ashcrott  Water  and  Light  Co..  Lease  of  Land, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  2492  (II). 
Ash- Wednesday,  Adjournment  (M.)  2112  (11). 
Associated  British  Canadian  Society  and  La- 
bour Dept.,  Complaints  re  Graeme  Hunter 

(Ans.)  2189  (11). 
Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry.  Co.,  Payments 

to  (remarks)  7021  (lv). 
Atlantic  SS.  Service,   Shipping  Space  and 

American  Shippers  (remarks)  5428  (Hi). 
Auditor  General  and  Audit  Act,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9627  (v). 
Aud.  Gen.'s  Rep.  (presented)  271  (I). 

 Part  I  (presented)  109  (I). 

 on  Inquiry  for,  51,  97,  1161  (1). 

Aud.  General's  Resignation,  Legislation  re 

Audit  Act  (Ans.)  690  (1). 
Autonomy  (Alberta)  B.  (No.  69)  In  Com.  on 

Res.,  6434,  6479  (ill);  1*  m.,  1421  (i);  2*  m., 

2915  (II);  (M.)  for  Com.,  5423  (ill). 

  in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  6601  (ill). 

  (B.N.A.  Act.  s.  2)  5719  (111).  8626  (V). 

 (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual 

Language,  8564,  8571.  (v). 

  (C.P.R.  lands)  6051  (iv). 

  (date  of  Act)  8634  (v). 

 (distribution  of  seats)    7724    (v)  ;  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8010;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  7817,  7821,  7922  (lv). 

  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6964  (Hi). 

  (legislative  assembly)  5815  (HI). 

  (schedules  re  constituencies)  6815  (III). 

  (school  clause  amt.)  7145  (iv).  Amt. 

(m.)  8269;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8496  (v). 

  (Senate  representation)  6674  (ill). 

  (Subsidy  clause)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  5489 

(HI). 


Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— Oon. 

Autonomy  (B.  69)  8*  m.,  8777  (v)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Scott)  C.P.R.  Land  Taxes  to  M.  for 
3°,  8792  (v)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Lan- 
guage, 8862  (v). 

 In  Com.  on  Schedules  (Glelchen)  8163; 

(Macleod)  8162;  (Pdnoher  Creek)  8163  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  (No.  70)  2*  m., 
5424  (ill)  8698;  In  Com.,  8702  (v). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  8705  (v). 

 (Moosejaw)  8758  (v);  3"  m.,  8866;  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  to  M.  for  8*.  8874  (v). 

Autonomy  Bills,  Alberta,  Province  of,  Finan- 
cial Clauses  (prop,  res.)  2913  (11). 

 Approval  by  Cabinet  (remarks)  on  M. 

for  Sup.,  2268  (11). 

 on  Constitutionality  of,  Ac.,  on  M.  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  2196  (It).. 

 Debate   re,   on   Personal  Explanation 


(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2045. 

 Delay  in  Printing  (remarks)  1671  (1). 

 Discussion  re  {remarks)  6836  (Iv). 

 Franchise  System  (remarks)  5477  (111). 

 Haultaln,  Mr.,  Letter' to  Prime  Minis- 
ter, on  M.  for  Sup.,  2602  (11). 

 Information  asked  tor  In  Rets.,  on  In- 
quiry for  (Mr.  Foster)  3091  (ii). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Papers,  &c.  (remarks) 


2595  (11). 

 Lt.  Gov.  Salaries)  (prop,  res.)  8698  (v). 

 Meridian  Divisional  Line  between  Al- 
berta and  Saskatchewan,  Letter  (read) 
8634  (v). 

 'Notice  of  Amendment,  Ac.  (remarks) 

2761  (II). 

 Notice  of  Procedure  (remarks)  3169  (11). 

 Number  of  Votes  polled.  Census,  Ac, 

(List  read)  In  Com.  on  Bill,  7733  (lv). 
 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

6429  (111). 

 Population  re  Saskatchewan  Bounda- 
ries (remarks)  6920  (110. 

 Printing,  Ac.  (remarks)  1756,  1788  (1), 

8762  (v). 

 Provincial  Rights,  on  M.  (Mr.  W.  F. 

Maclean)  to  adjn.,  1761  (1). 

Ry.  Subsidies  to  Prove.,  Ac.  (remarks) 


4202  (Hi). 
 (remarks)  262  (1). 

 on  Resignation  of  Hon.  C.  Slfton  (re- 
marks) 1866  (0. 

 Resolutions  re  (remarks)  1694  (1). 

 Saskatchewan,  Province  of.  Financial 

Clauses  (prop,  res.)  2914  (lt). 

 Schedules  re  (remarks)  4875,  4750  (Hi). 

 Schedules,  Population  and  Votes  cast 

(remarks)  5576  (110. 
 Schedules  re  Saskatchewan  (remarks) 

6476  (Hi). 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— Cos. 

Autonomy  <B.  69)  Second  Reading,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 2022,  2112  (ii). 
See  '  Manitoba  Boundaries.' 

Badgley   Island  Timber    Cutting,  Licenses 
granted  (Ans.)  462  (1). 

Ballot  Boxes,  Payments  to  Mr.  Cayouette 
(remarks)  989,  1337  (1). 

Ballots,  Blank,  Method  of  Issuing,  Complaints 
re  S.  Lanark  and  Ottawa  (Ans.)  1342  (1). 

 Printing,  Ac,  for  Carleton,  Glengarry, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  687  (1). 

 Procedure  re  Printing,  Ac.  (Ans.)  911 

(1). 

Banking,   Act  Amt.,   Legislation  (remarks) 

2442  (11). 

Binder  Twine  Mountles  paid,  Ac.  Statement 
(read)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7221  (It). 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation,  Ac.  and  Re-hearing 
of  N.W.  Cases  (remarks)  56  (1). 

 (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ry.  B. 

No  .36.  511  (0. 

 on  Inquiry  for  Tel.,  697  (1). 

Bolssevain  Postmaster,  Mr.  Alex.  McKnight, 
Dismissal,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2828  (11). 

Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Congratulations  to  re  Elec- 
tion (remarks)  624  (1). 

Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Co.'s 
B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  in  Com.,  8655  (▼). 

Bredt,  Mr.  Emplymt.  by  Govt.,  190,  265  (i). 

B.C.  Immigration  Legislation,  Dlssallowance 
of  (Ans.)  6475  (It). 

Brltton,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Investigation,  on  In- 
quiry for  Ret.,  1152  (i). 

Brunet,  Mr.,  G.T.P.  Ry.  Commissioner,  Re- 
signation of  (remarks)  5086  yiti). 

Business  of  the  House,  Ms.  for  Sup.,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 1241  (1).. 

 notices  of  motions  (remarks)  9528  (t). 

 Cold  Storage  discussion  (remarks)  8181 

(▼). 

Bee  1  GoTt.  Business.' 

Cabinet  Changes,  Mr.  Aylesworth's  Position 
(remarks)  1336  (i). 

Cabinet  Vacancy  (remarks)  4086  (lit). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers  (re- 
marks) on  Orders  of  the  Day,  8662  (ii). 

Cabinet  Vacancy,  Interior  Dept.,  Informa- 
tion re  (remarks)  3450  (11). 

 Minister  of  Public  Works,  on  M.  (Mr. 

W.  F.  Maclean)  to  adjn.  5474  (111). 

 Representation  in  N.W.  Ters.  (remarks) 

3252  (ii). 

See  •  Autonomy,'  '  Resignation,"  *  Hudson,' 
•Ministers,"  "OllTer,"  'Public  Works." 
Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Hacdo- 

nald)  in  Com.,  4236  (Hi). 
Can.  Atlantic  Ry.,  Purchase  of  by  G.T.R.  (re- 
marks) 69  (1). 
See  •  I.C.R." 


Laurier,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.- 
C.P.R.  Land  Taxation,  Judgment    of  Sup. 

Court  (remarks)  2028  (U). 
Canadian  detained  on  U.S.  Borders  (remarks) 

5921  (ill). 

Canadian  Shippers  via  Atlantic  S3.  Co.'s  and 
Armour's  Contracts  (remarks)  re  B.  46,  4236 

(M). 

Carbide  purchased  by  Marine  Dept.,  Quantity 
and  Price  (Ans.)  915  (i). 

Oastonguay,  A.  B.,  Cause  and  Report  re  Dis- 
missal (Ans.)  6653  (It). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 
Com.,  631  (1). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Monk)  re  Reso- 
lution. 631  (1). 

Chateau  Richer,  Removal  of  Obstruction  (re- 
marks) 1154  (1). 

Chesley  Postmastershlp  Vacancy,  Appnmt., 
Ac.  (Ans.)  9081  (v). 

Child  Immigration  to  Can.,  Assistance  by 
Govt.  (Ans.)  1841  (i). 

Child  Immigration,  Mrs.  Close's  Scheme 
(Ane.)  1936  (1). 

Choquette,  Judge,  Date  of  Resignation  and 
Appnmt.  to  Senate  (Ans.)  1344  (1). 

Civil  Service  Appnmts.  since  1896  (Ans.)  586 
(1). 

 on  Inquiry  tor  Ret.,  5808  (Hi),  6232  (It). 

CiTil  Service  Examiners  Rep.  (presented) 
6428  (111). 

CItM  SerTlce  List  (presented)  51  (1). 

Clarke,  .Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2108  (11). 

Coal,  Anthracite,  Quantity  used  by  Govt. 
(Ans.)  192  (1). 

Colonial  Conference  and  Tariff  Discussions 
(remarks)  on  H.  for  Sup.,  7099  (It). 

Colson,  F.,  Appnmt.  and  Salary  (Ans.)  8147 
<t). 

Commercial  Agencies  in  G.B.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7208  (It). 
 Letter  re  Mr.  Jackson's  Ability  (read) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7210  (It). 
Commercial  Agents  in  Quebec,  Collection  of 

Taxes  on  (remarks>  9811  (v). 
Committees,  Sel.  Standing  (M.)  7  (1). 

 Lists  (presented)  60  (1). 

 (cone.)  ill  (i). 

 Addition  of  Names  (M.)  110,  624  (i),  8090 

(11),  6210,  6676  (ill). 

 Changes  of  Names  (M.)  227  (i). 

Commodities,  Packing  and  Sale  (B.  162)  1*», 

6960  (ill). 

Congdonv  F.  T.,  Appnmt.  as  Legal  Adviser 
(Ans.)  7020  (It), 

Criminal  Code  (appeals)  Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Por- 
ter) on  M.  for  3"  (amt.)  9699  (t). 

Consumption  :  See  '  Tuberculosis.' 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.Q.— Con. 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  In  Com..  9480;  on  M.  for 

3*.  $526  (vj. 
Crow's  Neet  Pass  Ry..  Passenger  Rates,  &o. 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6836  (It). 
Debates,  Official,  Sel.  Com.  (H.)  Ill  (i). 

 (M.)  to  add  Name,  8090  (li). 

 4th  Rep.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Gervata)  to  cone, 

6034  (111). 

 on  H.  to  cone.  In  7th  Rep.,  9802  (v). 

'  De  Levis,"  Str.,  Hydrographic  Surreys,  Ex- 
penditure re  (Ame.)  914  (1). 

Demers,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Decease  of  (remarks)  6139 
(ill). 

Dom.  Elections  Act  Amts.,  Bills,  Considera- 
tion during  Recess  (remarks)  9813  (v). 

Dom.  Lands,  Open  to  Applicants,  Ret.  to  In 
Speech  (Ane.)  1936  (1). 

 Sale,  4c,  on  Inquiry  for  Ret..  2008  (11). 

Dukus  Indian  Reserve,  Sale  of  Timber,  Ac. 
(Aos.)  3202  (ii). 

Easter  Adjournment  (H.)  4760  (Hi). 

 (remarks)  4375,  4468  (111). 

Election,  General,  10th  Rep.  (presented)  8001 
(v). 

Electoral  Lists  in  N.W.T.,  Names  of  qualified 
Electors,  Ac.  (Ans.)  7422,  7684  (lv). 

'  Emigration  of  State  Children,'  Cor.  with 
Mr.  C.  Ktaloch  Cooke  re  (Ana.)  6478  (ill). 

Entennler,  Mr.  Henry,  Entries  for  Homestead 
Lands  (Ane.)  190  (1). 

Esquimau  Naval  Station,  Abandonment  by 
Imp.  Govt.  (Aans.)  188  (1). 

Estimates  (1905-6)— (presented)  68  (1). 

Estimates,  Delay  In  bringing  down  and  effi- 
cient Criticism,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Foster)  9096 
(v). 

Exports  and  Imports,  Returns,  Issue  of 
Monthly  Rep.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7214  (iv). 

Fencing  Wire,  Inspection  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  585 
(I). 
See  'Wire.' 

Fisheries  Industry,  ComnTisslon  re,  Recom- 
mendation. Ac.  on  M.  (Mr.  Ganong)  6312, 
6339  (iv). 

Freight  Rates  :  See  '  Canadian  Shippers.' 

Georgian  Bay  Canal,  Reps.,  Ac.  (Ans.)  192  (1). 

Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Jurisdiction  Ontario 
and  Dom.  (remarks)  6487  (iv). 

Georgian  Bay,  Lake  Huron,  Ac,  Fisheries, 
Requests  re  Investigation  (Ans.)  5479  (111). 

Geographical  Board  of  Canada,  Rep.  (pre- 
sented) 626  (I). 

Govt.  Business,  Precedence  on  Mondays  (M.) 
3361  (ii). 

 Precedence  on  Wednesdays  and  Thurs- 
days (M.)  820  (i). 
Bee  '  Business.' 


Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  Q.C.M.G.— Oon. 
Graeme,  Hunter,  Complaints  re  Immigration 

Frauds  (Ans.)  2189  (11). 
Grain  Inspectors,  List  (read)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7224  (lv). 
Grain  Survey  Board,  Pets,  re  Appnmts.,  on 

M.  (Mr.  Ames)  tor  Cor.  1766  (1). 
 Recommendation  of  Montreal  Board  of 

Trade  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7282  (iv). 
Grand  Bend  Pier,  Delay  In  Building  (Ans.) 

1344  (I). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  3649  (11),  4206,  4226;  on  M.  for  3* 

(remarks)  4228  (ill). 
G.T.P.  Ry.,  Plans  deposited  with  Dept.  of 

Rys,  .on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  918  (1). 
 Question  answered  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

1596  (1). 

— —  Surveys,  Information  given  out  of  Dept. 
of  Rys..  Ac.  (remarks)  2008  (11). 

 Surveys,  Reps,  to  Commission,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 229  (i). 

 Survey  of  Route  Moncton  to  Winnipeg 

Information  re  (remarks)  6135  (lv). 

 Terminals  at  Winnipeg,  Cor.,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 9812  (v). 

 Terminus  at  Port  Arthur,    Ques.  of 

Order,  6138  (lv). 

Grass  Seeds,  Quantity  exported  (Ans.)  918 
(1). 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperial  Parlt., 

on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2392  (ii). 
Halt-Breed  Claims  unsettled.  Complaints  re 

(remarks)  9814  (v). 
Half-Breed  Scrip,  Charges,  re  Mr.  McDonald, 

Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7676  (lv). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers,  7100  (iv). 

 Further  Papers,  on  Inquiry  for,  9029 

(v). 

 Instructions  to  Judge  Myers,  re  Char- 
ges (remarks)  8180  (v). 
 Instruction  to  Judge  Myers,  on  Inquiry 


(Mr.  Foster)  7723  (iv). 

 Investigation,  Appmnt.  of  counsel  (re- 
marks) 8528,  8697  (v). 
See  '  Nixon.' 

Half-Breed  Scrip  to  Non-residents,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Foster)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6669  (iv). 

 Patents  re  (remarks)  6907,  7020  (lv). 

 Statements  re,  8777  (v). 

Halifax  Fishery  Awards,  Payments  to  Provs., 
Ret.  re  (Ans.)  2066  (li). 

Hamilton  and  Kilbride  Mall  Contract,  Cost 
of,  Ac.  (Ans.)  9080  (v). 

Herring  Fishing  Industry,  Rep.  of  Commis- 
sion, Printing,  Ac.  (remarks)  4552  (ill). 

High  Court  of  Justice,  Ont.,  Appnmt.  re  (re- 
marks) 6209  (ill). 

Highway  Crossings  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  2.' 
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Laurier,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— Cm. 
Hudson's  Bay,  Sovereignty    of    Can.  (reM 

marks)  In  Com.  on  B.  69,  5609  (til). 
Immigrants  deported.  Nationalities,  Number, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  1847  (1). 

 (remarks)  re  Question,  1592  (1). 

Immigrants,  Examination    re  Qualifications 

(Ans.)  2188  (11). 
 False  Representations  to  (remarks)  re 

Bills,  8178  (v). 

 Number  arriving  in  1904  (Ans.)  1148  (1). 

 Office,  Q.B.,  Number    of  Employees, 

Salaries,  Ac.  (Ans.)  693  (1). 
See  '  North  Atlantic.' 
Indian  Dept.,  Promotion  of  Mr.  Bray  (state- 
ment) 6920  (lv). 
Indian  Affairs,  Report  (presented)  111  (1). 
I.C.R.  and  C.A.  Ry.  Act  (running  rights)  Ante. 

B.  132  (Mr.  Emmerson)  on  M.  for  1°,  4191 

(111). 

I.C.R.,  Sydney  Station,  Collections  tor 
Freight,  Ac,  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  for 
Ret..  1768  (1). 

Interior,  Appnmt.  of  Minister  (remarks)  4200 
(111). 

 Appnmt.  of  Dep.  Minister  (Ans.)  4371 

(111). 

 Deptl.  Rep.  (presented)  463  (1). 

 Minister  of  (remarks)  1162  (i). 

 Vacancy  re  Interior  Dept.  (remarks) 

3362  (ii). 
See  '  Cabinet.' 
Internal  Economy  Committee  (M.)  8  (1). 

 Rep.  re  Proceedings  (remarks)  9076  (v). 

International  Waterways  Commission,  Appnmt. 

of  (remarks)  701  (1). 
Iron  and  Steel  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7218  (lv). 
James  Bay  Lobsters,  Investigation  by  Govt. 

(Ans.)  6475  (lv). 
'  James  W.,'  Schooner,  Rescue  of  Crew  by 

SS.  '  Durango  '  (remarks)  4199  (111). 
Johnson,  T.  G.,  Late,  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 8694  (v). 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9762  (v). 
Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 

Commission,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ry.  B.  36, 

611  (1). 

Klllarney  and  Little  Current  Mall  Service, 

Contractor,  Ac.  (Ans.)  3670  (11). 
Kingston  Lighthouse  Depot,  Establishment  of 

(Ans.)  916  (1). 
Labour,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented)  54  (1). 
Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  279;  in  Com.,  703,  918;  on 

M.  for  3°,  1779  (i). 
Leach,  R.  E.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 

1066,  1151  (1). 
Lead  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7222  (lv). 


Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.- 
Legal,  M'gr.,  Quotation  re  Separate  Schools, 

N.W.T.  (Ans.)  6188  (lv). 
Library  and  Printing  Com.  (M.)  to  add  Name, 

5686  (ill). 

Life  Boat  Crews,  N.S.,  Number,  Expenditure, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  912  (i). 
Lighthouse  Depot  at  Kingston,  Establishment 

of  (Ans.) '914  (i). 
Live  Stock  Record  Association  B.  (remarks) 

6808  (111). 

Live  Stock  Record  Associations,  Delay  to 
Farmers  (remarks)  5577  (ill). 

Lloydmaster  and  Meridian  Line  between 
Provs.  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  (re- 
marks) 8634  (v). 

Lobster  Canning  Licenses  in  District  No.  1, 
Govtl.  Intention  (Ans.)  910  (1). 

Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Winnipeg,  Payments  to 
(Ans.)  4373,  4467  (111). 

London  Militiamen  and  London  Elections  (re- 
marks) 7256  (lv). 

London  and  North  Oxford  Bye-Election,  Issue 
of  Writs  (notification)  6311  (lv). 
See  '  Returning,'  Ac. 

Lowville  to  Milton,  Mall  Service,  Cost  of  Con- 
tract, Ac.  (Ans.)  9080  (v). 

McCormack  &  Sharpies,  Messrs,  Patent  Re- 
lief, on  M.  (Mr.  Calvert)  to  receive  Pet. 
(objection)  6559  (lv). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  Former  Pets,  re  (re- 
marks) 4084  (iii). 

 Mr.  Jackson's  Speech  re  Settlement 


(remarks)  4844  (111). 
  O.C.   of  March 


21st,  1906  (remarks) 
3745  (11). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Pets,  re,  on 

M.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  for  Copies,  1768  (1). 
Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  M'gr.  Sbar- 

retti's  Demands  from  Man.  Govt,  (stmnt) 

3834;  Cor.,  Ac.  (read)  3841  (il). 
 on  M.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  adjn.,  3947 

(11). 

Manitoba  Election  Returns  (remarks)  1672  (1). 
 Duties  of  Returning  Officers)  1507,  1631 

(1),  4679  (ill). 
Manitoba  Farmers,   Relief  re  Grasshopper 

Scourge  (Ans.)  909  (1). 
Man.  and  N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Resignations, 

Ac,  1904  (Ans.)  1346  (1). 
Manitoba  School  Fund.  Amount  paid.  Amount 

claimed  (Ans.)  379  (1). 
Martin,  Eli,  Emplymt.  in  Customs  Dept.  (Ans.) 

7097  (lv). 

Militia,  King's  Regulations  and  Orders,  Report 

(presented)  54  (1). 
Mimlnegash  Breakwater,  Contracts  re  Repairs, 

Ac.  (Ans.)  1860  (1). 
Ministers  of  Finance  and  Interior,  Absence, 

Ac.  (remarks)  323  (1). 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  8ir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.Q.— Oo*. 

Montreal  Harbour  Sheds,  Claims  of  P.  Lyall 
A  Sons  (Ans.)  687  (1). 

 (remarks)  re  Ques.,  697  (I). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust.  Indebtedness,  Col- 
lections, &c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  tor  Ret., 
403  (1). 

Morning  Sittings  (M.)  9081  (v). 

Nicolas,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 
on  cone,  9686  (v). 

Nixon,  Mr.,  Charges  against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) to  adjn..  8116  (v). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Papers,  6048  (lv). 

 Investigation  re  (remarks)  8698,  9788 

(v). 

Bee  •  Half-Breed." 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, Protests  re  (remarks)  8887  (v). 

 an  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9446  (v). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Pay  (B.  8)  prop.  Res., 
69;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  98  (1);  1°*,  110;.  V  m., 
and  in  Com.,  469  (i). 

N.W.  Ters.  B.:  See  '  Autonomy '. 

N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  in  Elec- 
tions, Statement  of  Policy,  on  M.  for  Sup., 
9721  (T). 

N.W.T.  Grazing  Leases  (remarks)  re  Ques- 
tion, 6478  (ill). 

Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1)        pro  forma,  6  (i). 

Oliver,  Hon.  Frank,  Appmnt.  as  Minister  of 
Interior  (notification)  4200  (ill). 

Ontario  Boundaries,  Cor.  with  Dom.  Govt.,  on 
Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Barker)  8691  (11). 

 Cor.  with  Ross  Govt.,  on  Inquiry  for, 

4078  (it). 

Ontario-Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 
Campbell)  in  Com.,  2763  (11). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  in 
Com.  (M.)  to  ref.  to  Special  Com.,  1888  (1); 
in  Com..  3176  (11). 

Ottawa  Improvement  Commission,  Number  of 
Employees  (Ans.)  382  (1). 

Ottawa  Improvement  Commission,  Expendi- 
tures re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7280  (lv). 
•  Oxford,  N.,  Issue  of  Writ,  Ac.  (remarks)  6136 
(iv). 

 Resignation  of  Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzle  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  on  Autonomy  Bill,  8476  (v). 

Pacific  Cable  Grants  by  Imp.  Govt.,  Statement 
(read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7276  (lv). 

Papal  Ablegate  :  Bee  '  Manitoba  Boundaries  '. 

Parent,  Hon.  S.  N.,  Appnmt.  to  Transcontin- 
ental Ry.  Commission  (remarks)  699  (1). 

Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  Ac,  on 
M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  5799  (ill). 

Patterson,  T.  W..  Sale  of  Dom.  Lands  to  in 
New  Westminster,  B.C.  (Ans.)  4372  (lit). 

Penny  Banks,  Charters,  Stmnt.  of  Business, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  687  (i). 

Petroleum  Crude,  Bounties,  Ac  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7220  (iv). 


Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— <7o». 

Plctou  Cattle  Disease,  Investigation  and  Ex- 
periments re  Cause  (Ans.)  9079  (v). 

Pollock,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 
190  (i). 

Port  Arthur,  Ac,  Dredging  Contract,  Ques.  of 
Order  re  Irrelevancy  of  Debate,  4666,  4674 
(Hi). 

Port  Burwell  Dredging  Contract,  Purchase  of 

Dredge,  Ac.  (Ans.)  8666  (v). 
Porter,  Mr.  Sydney,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 

190  (1). 

Postmaster  General's  Dept.  Rep.  (presented) 
64  (1). 

Post  Office  Assessment  System,  Collections  re 

(Ans.)  3671  (11). 
Post  Office  Regulations  re  Distribution .  of 

Packages,  Ac  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6835 

(iv)  . 

Preston,  W.  T.  R.,  Immigration.  Agents,  Sal- 
ary, Rope.,  Ac.  (Ans.)  462  (1). 

 Visit  to  Canada  (Ana.)  451  (i>. 

P.E.I,  and  G.  B.  Mall  Subsidy,  Statement 
(read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7088  (lv). 

P.E.I,  and  Mainland,  Mall  Service,  Delays, 
Ac.  (remarks)  280  (i). 

P.E.I.  and  W.  Indies  SS.  Subsidy,  Amount 
paid,  Representations  re  (Ans.)  591  (1). 

Printing  Bureau,  Enlargement,  Ac.  (remarks) 
dn  Com.  of  Sup.,  6948  (iv). 

Private  Bills,  Extension  of  Time,  Ac,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Gervale)  2203  (11). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Grant)  448  (1). 

Prorogation,  Probable  Date  (remarks)  9801 

(v)  . 

Provincial  Autonomy  :   Bee  '  Autonomy.' 

Provincial  Rights,  on  M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
to  adjn.,  1749  (1). 

Provincial  Stock  as  Trust  Investments  In 
G.B.,  Cor.,  Ac.  (remarks)  9540.  (v). 

Provincial  Subsidies,  Readjustment  of,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Oarvoll)  for  Ret.,  2103  (11). 

Public  Works,  Minister  of.  Rumour  re  Resig- 
nation (denial)  5035  (111). 

Public  Works,  Acting  Mln.  of,  Unconstitu- 
tionality of,  Ac.  (remarks)  1938  (1). 

Public  Works,  Delay  in  Rep.  (remarks)  601 
(I). 

Public  Works  Portfolio  (remarks)  6047  (Iv). 
Quebec  Bridge  re  G.T.P.  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2296  (ii). 
Quebec  Political  Crisis  (explanation)  825  (I). 

 Ques.  of  Order,  823  (1). 

Ry.  Act  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr. 

Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  282;  in  Com,  1787 

(i). 

Railway  Commission,  Appnmt.  of  Chairman, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  Queb.  of 
Order,  320  (1). 
Railway   Comnvtwl  oners    (chairman)    B.  36 
*    (Mr.  Fltspatrick)  on  M  for  Com.,  611  (i). 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  Q.C.M.Q.— Con. 

Railway  Commissioners    (chairman)   B.  36 
Ques.  of  Order,  In  Com.,  1621  (1). 

Ry.  Commission,  Appoint,  of  Chairman  (re- 
marks) 54  (•!). 

■  Board  of  Matotemanoe   (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1534  (1). 

 Opinion  of  kin.  of  Jus.  re  (remarks) 

6233  (It). 

 on  M.  for  Sup.,  6283  (It). 

Returns,  on  Inquiry  for,  2262  (11). 

 on  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Foster)  4761  (11). 

Royal  Military  Act  Amt  B.  169  (Sir  Fred- 
erick Borden)  la  Com.  on  Res.,  6971  (lv). 

Royal  Mint,  Ottawa;  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  612  (1). 

Ret.  Officers,  Deputy,  Delay  re  Payments  (re- 
marks) 6560  (It). 

Returning  Officers  at  Elections,  Instructions 
re  Form  of  Oath,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
to  adjn.,  7333  (It). 
See  '  London.' 

St.  Abdon  Post  Office,  Establishment  of,  4c. 
(Ana.)  6653  (It).  ,  , 

St.  Francois  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  in  Fall 
of  1904  (Ans.)  1344  (1). 

Salvation  Army  and  Immigration,   Cor.  re 
(Ans.)-T684.  (It). 

Saskatchewan  Boundaries,  Addition  to  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  on  B.  69,  5622  (ill). 

 Conference  re  (remarks)  8268  (t). 

Saskatchewan  Prov.,  Permanent  Capital  (re- 
marks) 1596  (1). 
See  '  Autonomy.' 

Sbarrettd,  M'gr.  :  Bee  '  Manitoba  Boundaries.' 

School  Lands  sold  by  Public  Auction  In  N.W. 
Tore.  (Ans.)  730  (1). 

'  Scout '  Str.,  Explosion  of  Acetylene  Gas,  In- 
veatigation  re  (remarks)  4842  (111). 

Secretary  of  State,  Deptl.  Employees,  Salaries, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  8147,  8666  (T). 

 Deptl.  Report  (presented)  6428  (ill). 

Selkirk  Ret.  Officer,  Occupation  (Ans.)  1762 
(i). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 
202  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9729 


(T). 


by 


Separate  School  Pamphlet,  Preparation 
Official  Authority  (Ans.)  2006,  2328  (11). 

Sessions,  Earlier  Meeting  (remarks)  in  Dis- 
cussion on  Estimates,  9096  (t). 

Sherbrooke  Drill  Hall,  Purchase  of  Site,  Ac, 
(Ans.)  191  (1). 

Sherbrooke  Post  Office,  Improvements,  4c. 
(Ans.)  192  (1). 

Slfton,  Hon.  Clifford,  Resignation  (explana- 
tion) 1851  (I). 

Silver  Coins,  Worn,  Ac,  Redemption  (An|s.) 
688  (I). 

Smart,  Dep.  Mm.  of  Interior,  Resignation 
(remarks)  115  (1). 


Laurier,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— Ocn. 
Smart,  Resignation  and  Employment  by  Govt. 

(Ans.)  4371  (ill). 
Speaker,  Election  (M.)  1  (i). 

 Dep.  (M.)  to  appoint,  60  (1). 

Speeches  of  Members,  Delay  in  Printing  Bu- 
reau (remarks)  7724  (It). 
Supply  Bill  168,  V.  i",  f*.  6966  (It). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac. — Experimental  Farms 
(bulletins)  6831  (lv). 

Civil  Govt.— Finance  (salaries)  118  (1);  Geo- 
logical Survey  (contingencies)  6248  (It)  ; 
(salaries)  122 ;  High  Commissioner's 
Office  (salaries)  120;  Indian  Affairs  (sal- 
aries) U6;  Interior  (contingencies)  116; 
(salaries)  114;  Militia  (salaries)  112;  Mis- 
cellaneous (noon  gun,  Ac.)  121;  N.W.M. 
Police  (salaries)  78;  Privy  Council  (sala- 
ries) 71  (U. 

Culling  Timber  (salaries)  7236  (It). 

House  of  Commons— Library  (salaries)  6844 
(It). 

Indians  Generally  (agricultural  grants)  287; 
(land  management  fund)  236;  (legal  ex- 
penses) 237;  (St.  Regis  lockup)  237;  Mar. 
Ptots.  (schools)  225;  Ont.  (blankets,  cloth- 
ing) 225;  (medical  attendance)  223;  (sur- 
veys) 236;  Que.  (Oka  band)  286;  (schools> 
225  (1). 

Inspection  of  Staples  (grain  Inspectors) 
7224  (iv). 

Legislation — General  (printing,  and  binding, 
Ac.)  6948;  (laws,  printing,  Ac.)  6948;  (vo- 
ters' lists)  6954;  H.  of  Commons)  6269  (It). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can- 
ada and  New  Zealand)  7094;  (France  and 
Can.)  7094;  (Murray  Bay  and  River  Ouelle 
winter  nav.)  7091;  (P.E.I,  and  G.B.)  7088; 
(P.E.I.  and  Newfoundland)  7092;  (St.  John, 
Halifax  and  London)  7087;  (St.  John  and 
W.  Indies)  7087,  7176;  (Victoria,  Vancou- 
ver and  Skagway)  7091;  (wrecking  plant> 
7094  (lv). 

Militia  (permanent  force)  9158  (v);  (Royal 
Military  college)  7004  (iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Academy  of  arts)  6959;  (Can. 
Temperance  Act)  $967;  (Dom.  and  Pro- 
vincial accounts)  6959  ;   (N.W.M.  Police) 

6957  (v);  (Naturalization  Act)  6967;  (Pa- 
cific cable  grant)  7276;  (Paris  agency) 
6958;    (printing)  6957;    (secret  servioe) 

6958  (It). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  (pay  of  force,  Ac.) 

8657;  (Yukon  Force)  8662  (t). 
Pensions    (compensations)    6956  ;  (Fenian 

Raid)    6956  ;    cone,    6961  ;  (militiamen 

1885)  6857  ;  (N.W.M.  Police)  6967  (It). 
.  Public  Works — Buildings — N.B.  (generally) 

7284  (It);  Ottawa  (Royal  Mint)  607,  612 

(0. 

Quarantine— General  (cattle)  on  cone,  6914 
Or). 

Railways — G.T.P.  (surreys,  construction, 
Ac.)  2288  (11);  I.C.R.  (working  expenses) 
6907  (lv);  Ry.  Commission,  Board  of 
(maintenance)  1534  (I):  Transcontinental 
(surveys)  on  cone,  6910  (It). 

Senate  (contingencies)  6948  (It). 

Trade  and  Commerce  (Chinese  Immigration 
Act)  7204;   (commercial    aeencles)  7208; 
(Iron  and  steel  bounties)  7216  (lv). 
Supreme  Court,  N.S.,  Vacancy  re  (remarks) 

5036  (111),  6827  Or). 
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Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfrid,  G.C.M.G.— Con. 

Supreme  Court  Reports,  Delay  in  Printing 
(Ans.)  1342  (1). 

Sutherland,  Hon.  James,  Decease  jbf  (re- 
marks) 6316  (111). 

Telegraph  Lines  in  Canada  and  Americans 
violating  Alien  Labour  Act,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Monk)  to  adjn.,  7645  (It). 

Telephone  Committee's  Rep.  (remarks)  9687 
(v). 

Telephone  Grievances,  and  Tel.  Com.  Rep. 

(remarkb)  on  M.  (Mr.  Maclean)  9535  (v). 
Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control,  on 

M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

1248  (1). 

Thermograph  Records  re  Atlantic  Steamers, 
on  M.  (Mr.  Henderson)  for  Copies,  1767  (i). 

Tlgnlsh  Breakwater,  Tenders  re,  &c.  (Ans.) 
7018  (It). 

Timber  Sales  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Advertise- 
ments re  (Ans.)  7098  (iv). 

Tison,  B.  Alm6,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  <(An4.) 
6475  (iv). 

Toronto,  Centre,  Vacancy,  Issue  of  Writ 
(statement)  3362  (11). 

 Registration,  &c.  (remarks)  3251  (11). 

Trading  Stamps,  Abolition  of.  Legislation  rit 
(Ans.)  6426  (Hi),  7684  (iv). 

 (remarks)  6134  (111). 

 ReU.  from  Boards  of  Trade  re  Legisla- 
tion (Ans.)  6903  (iv). 
Bee  '  Criminal  Code.' 

Transcontinental    Commission,    Appoint,  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  7916  (iv). 
See  'G.T.P.' 

Transportation  Commission,  Complete  Mem- 
bership, &c.  (remarks)  321  (1). 

 Interim  Rep.,  on  Inquiry  for  (remarks) 

731  (i),  2595  (Hi). 

  Mr.  Reford's  Appnmt.  (announcement) 

492  (1). 

— —  Rep.  re,  (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  45, 
4226  (ill). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  M.  (Mr.  Per- 

ley)  for  Special  Com.,  8636  (v). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Pertey)  to  cone,  9522  (v). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nar. 

Co.'s  B.  189  (Mr.  Ross)  in  Com..  8637;  on 

M.  for  3°,  8818  (v). 
Ventilation  of  Chamber  (remarks)  8696  (v). 
Veterans  of  1886  and  1870,  Grant  of  Lands 

(remarks)  6047  (iv). 
Voters'  Lists  for  Man.,  Printing,  &c.  (Ans.) 

60  (1). 

Voters'  Lists,  Preparation  and  Revision  for 
Algomas,  &c.  (Ans.)  594  (1). 

Walsh,  Major  John,  Superannuation  and  Ap- 
pnmt of  Mr.  Blake  (Ana.)  8146  (v). 

Walton,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Arrest  by  U.S.  Authori- 
ties in  the  South  (remarks)  4200  (Hi). 
F 


Laurier,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wilfred.  G.C.M.G.  — Con. 
Ways  and  Means  (M.)  for  Com.,  6966  (iv.) 
Wharfs  Construction,  on  Inquiry  for  Ret., 
8179  (v). 

Wire  Fence  along  N.W.T.  Boundary  Lime 
(Ans.)  5478  (lit). 

 Letter  from  Dep.  Mio.  Cory  (read)  6689 

(Hi). 

 Letter  from  Hon.  Mr.  R.  F.  Sutherland 

(read)  5691  (ill). 

on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5580 


(Hi). 

 on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  5808  (iU). 


Wire  Fencing,  Inspection  of  (Ans.)  686  (1). 

Yonge  Street  Crossing  Bridge,  Construction, 
&c,  Tel.  re  to  Mayor  (Ans.)  586  (1). 

Yukon  Commission  ershlp,  Vacancy  re  (re- 
marks) 603H  (Hi). 

Yukon  Elections,  Delay  in  Ballot  Box  Open- 
ing (remarks)  988  (Hi). 

Yukon  Ter.,  Ordinances  Rep.  (presented)  54 
(1). 

Yukon  Elections  Return  of  Member  Elect, 
Telegrams  (read)  1066  (i). 

 Returning  Officer  (remarks)  1152  (1). 

 Rot.  Officer,  &c.,  on  Oor.  with  Govt,  (re- 
marks) 1259  (I). 

Yukon  Reforms  re  Condition  of  Govt  (re- 
marks) on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7073  (lv). 

Lavergne,  Mr.  A.,  Montmagny. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2',  3745; 
in  Com.  (school  clause  amt.)  7162  (lv);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Bourasaa)  8348,  8373  (v);  (B.N. 
A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  dual  language, 
8656,  8612  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Monk)  dual  language,  8842;  (personal  ex- 
planation) re  not  voting,  8866  (v). 

 Orangemen,  Attack  on,  Ques.  of  Order, 

8366  (v). 

Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  (B.  179)  1°»,  7642  (iv). 
By-Electlons,  Resignations  of  Members,  Ac. 

(remarks)  7423  (iv). 
Canada  Central  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  178)  V*.  7642 

(iv). 

Edmonton,  Election  re  (remarks)  4201  (Hi). 

I.G.R.  '  Maritime  Express,'  Running  Time 
(remarks)  on  M  for  Sup.,  6831  (iv). 

Legal,  Mgr.,  Quotation  re  Separate  Schools  in 
N.W.T.  (Ques.)  6187  (iv). 

Liege  Exhibition,  and  Prov.  of  Quebec,  Cor., 
&c.  (M.  for  copies*)  9698  (v). 

London  By-Election,  Resignation  of  Member 
for  S.  York  (remarks)  6384  (iv). 

Newspapers  Sensational  Reports  re  Interview- 
ing Prisoners  (remarks)  3260  (11). 

Owen,  David  Thos.,  Patent  Relief  (B.  177)  V, 
7642  (lv). 
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Lavergne,  Mr.  A.— Con. 
Public  Buildings  erected  since  Confederation, 

Cost,  Ac.  (M.  tor  ret.*)  1898  (1). 
Ry.  Act  (1903)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster)  on 

M.  tor  2*.  281  (t). 
Supply  : 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7684  (It). 
Railways— I.C.R.  (Mitchell  Bridge)  1948  (1). 

Lavergne,  Mr.  L.,  Drummond  and  Arthabaska. 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  823S  (v). 
Drummond  Co.  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks) 

1943  (1). 

Ottawa  Electric  Oo.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Qalllher)  In 

Com.,  1283  (1),  8172  (It). 

Lefurgey,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Prince,  P.B.I. 
Anglo-American    Tel.    Co.,    Agreement  re 
Charges  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7606 
(It). 

■  ■  Subsidy  Increases,  &c.  (Ques.)  108  (1). 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  678  (1). 
Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  486  (1). 
Oanso  Herring  Industry  and  Bait  Freezers, 

&c.  (Ques.)  1146  (1). 
Cascumpec  Sandhills  Channel,  P.E.I.,  Amount 

expended,  &c.  (Ques.)  2773  (11). 
Cornwall  Canal,  Employees  during  Election 

Campaign  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  lxtt 

(i). 

Fisheries  Protection  Service  Sirs.,  Monthly 
Pay-roll,  &c.  Expenditure  re  (Ques.)  I860 

(1). 

Fishermen  for  Cod  Fisheries,  P.B.I.,  Immi- 
gration of  from  Ireland,  Ac.  (Ques.)  686  (I). 

Hay  exported  from  Quebec  to  Boston,  Num- 
ber of  Tons  (Ques.)  689  (1). 

Herring  Industry  and  Bait  Freezers,  Canso, 
Establishment  of  (Ques.)  1146  (i);  6426  (lit). 

House  of  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  263  (i). 

Howard's  Cove,  P.E.I.,  Surreys,  Ac.  re 
Wharf  (Ques.)  4703  Mil). 

'  Lurcher '  Lightship,  'Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2747  (111). 

Marconi  Station  at  Table  Head,  Delay  In 
Operating  (Ques.)  883  (i). 

Marconi  Tel.  System  on  Strs.  '  Stanley '  and 
'Mlnto'  (Ques.)  188  (t). 

Midland  Harbour  Range  Lights  (remarks)  tn 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2866  (11). 

Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract  re  Repairs, 
Ac.  (Ques.)  1360  (1). 

Miminegash  River  Dredging,  Commencement 
of  Work,  &c.  (Ques.)  3884  (11). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.  and  Hillsbor- 
ough Bridge  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2127,  2168  (it). 


Lefurgey,  Mr.  A.  A. — Con. 
Ocean  and  River  Service,  Amt.  of  Payment* 

on  Pay-roll,  &c.  (Ques.)  1349  (1). 
Oyster  Culture,  Depletion  In  P.E.I,  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (li). 
P.B.I.  Mall  Service,  Delay,  &c.  (remarks)  1162 

(1),  2261  (B). 

  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2677  (it). 

PE.I.  Ry.,  West  Cape  Branch  SuTvey  (Ques.) 

589  (1). 

P.E.I.  Steam  Communication,  Contract  with. 

Steam  Navigation  Co.  (Ques.)  5316  (ill). 
P.E.I.  Steam  Communication,  Snow  Blockade, 

Ac.  (remarks)  1763  (1). 
P.E.I.  Tel.  :   See  '  Anglo-American.' 
P.B.I.  Winter  Communication,  Investigation 

re  Soundings  for  Pier  at  Cape  Oarleton, 

Ac.  (M.  for  cor.)  2778  (II). 
 Pet.  from  Travellers  re  Delay,  Ac.  Re- 
fund of  Expenditure,  &c.  (Qpes.)  4807  (iti>. 
Rural  Mail  Delivery,  Cost  of,  Ac.  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  for  Ret.,  2096  (11). 
Summerslde  Drill  Shed  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1562  (1). 
Supply  : 

Fisheries  (oyster  culture)  2911  (li). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (P.B.I. 

andO.B.)  7*90;  (P.E.I,  and  Newfoundland) 

7092  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (examination  of 

roasters  and  mates)  2624;   (winter  mail 

service,  P.B.I.)  2677  (11). 
Public    Works  —  Dredging  —  P.E.I.  (new 

dredge)  6891  (Iv). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.B. 

(Cape  Tormentine)  7497  (iv). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — NS. 

(Apple  River  wharf)  1731  (1). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — P.E.I. 

(Hlggln's  pier)  1734;   (Miminegash)  1735; 

(Rustlco)  1739;  (Summerslde  breakwater) 

1739  (i). 

Public  Works  —  Telegraphs  —  Mar.   Pro  vs. 
(Bay  St.  Lawrence)  7606  (iv). 

Railways  — «G.T.P.    (surveys,,  construction 
Ac.)  2286  (11). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (general  vote)  7495  (Iv). 

Railways— P.B.I.  (Cardigan  branch)  2171 ; 
(Murray  Branch   and  bridge)   2127  (li): 
(Murray  Harbour)  7494;  (Summerslde  im- 
provements) 2176  (It). 
Tigntsh  Breakwater,  Tenders  re,  Ac.  (Ques.) 

7018  (lv). 

Wire  Fencing,  Inspection  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
586,  686  (1). 

Lemieux,  Hon.  R.  (Solicitor  General),  Oaepi, 
Nieolet. 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In 
Com.  on  Res.,  6446  (ill);  on  Amt  (Mr.  R.  L 
Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  3804  (li);  In  Com., 
(B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Lan- 
guage, 8646  ;  (schools)  on  Amt  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) 8467  (v). 

 In  Com.,  on  Schedules  (Stony  Plain > 

8160  (v). 
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Lemieux,  Hon.  R.—Oon. 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers,  on 
Orders  of  the  Day.  3657  (li). 

Companies'  Act  Amt.  B.  187,  1*  m.,  8628  (v). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  198 
(Mr.  Fllzpa  trick)  In  Com.,  9486  (v). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 
(Mr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com..  3207  (11). 

Feesemden  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  ot  Canada  tncorp. 
B.  144  (Mr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com.,  6381  (It). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  re  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Canons)  6342  (It). 

Gillies  Brothers,  Limited,  B.  95  (Mr.  A.  A. 
Wright)  In  Com..  2763  (H). 

KentTlUe  MUlttr  Camp,  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6669  (iv). 

Levis,  Purchase  of  Land  tor  I.C.R.  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6669  (iv). 

McDermot.  Clara  Bddwell.  Relief  B.  152  (Mr. 
Campbell)  in  Com.,  6368  (Iv). 

Orangemen,  Attack  re  '  Yellow  Dog '  Quota- 
tions (remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  69,  8860  (v). 

 '  Yellow  Dog,'  Ac.,  Translation  (read) 

8367  (v). 

'  Protestants  driven  out  of  Quebec'  Ref.  to 

in  Speech  on  Autonomy  BUI,  3306  (11). 
Provident  Savings  Association  lncorp.  B.  134 

(Mr.  Garvais)  in  Com.,'5976  (Iv). 
St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Defective  Boilers 

In  Dredges,  Litigation  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2470  (it). 
Supply  : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Qaspe 
and  Dalbousle)  934;  (Paspebiac  and  Qaspe) 
946;  (Quebec  and  Oaspe)  926  (1). 

Public  Works— Bulldimgs— Que.  (Montreal 
Inland  Rev.)  1122  (1).. 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 
(Port  Hawkesbury)  6638  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Doucet's  Landing)  6849  (iv);  (Grande 
Riviere  de  Beaupre)  9592  ;  (Lapralrte  Ice 
piers)  9690;  (Masklnonge  river)  9690  (v); 
(Montmorency  wharf)  6862  (Iv);  (Petite 
Riviere)  9591  (v);  (St.  Maurice  River 
dredging)  6862  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (Mitchell  bridge)  1941  (1). 

Lennox,  Mr.  H.,  South  Simeoe. 

Auditor  General  and  Audit  Aot  (amt.)  to  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  9623  (v). 

 (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6526  (lv). 

Auditor  General's  Resignation,  Acceptance  by 

Govt,  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6522  (It). 

 Legislation  re  Audit  Act  (Ques.)  690  (1). 

Audit  Office  and  Treasury  Board,  Legislation 

re  (Ques.)  1936  (i). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  tor  2*.  4U2,  4136 

(ill). 

 (election  of  members)  to  Com.,  6778  (ill). 

 (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  5930  <Iil). 


Lennox,  Mr.  H. — Con. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  8366  (v). 

 (subsidy  to  pro  vs.)  In  Com.,  6088  (iv). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Official  Report  of  Division  (re- 
marks) 6482  (ill). 

 Pete,  circulated  tat  Quebec  (remarks) 

2674  (li). 

Cabinet,  ex-Mlndeters'  Annuity  B.  208  (Mr. 

Fielding)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9788  (v). 
Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers,  oa 

Orders  ot  the  Day  (remarks*  3680  (li). 
Calgary  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co's  B.  22  (Mr. 

Oliver)  In  Com.,  1100  (1). 
Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privilege, 

&c.  (remarks)  1813  (1). 
Canadian  Cattle,  British  Embargo,  Par.  in 

Montreal  'Star'  (read)  464  (1). 
Cardinal  Canal,  Claims  ot  Contractors:  Id 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1221  (1). 
Cement,  to  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8988  (v). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  664,  672,  1082,  1467  (1). 
Cornwall  Canal  Employees  during  Election 

Campaign  (remarks)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  1226 

0). 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  (B.  22)  2*  m.,  733  (I). 
Dom.  Lands  Act,  Regulations  re  Yukon  Ter., 

on  M.  (Mr.  Oliver)  to  approve,  9784  (v). 
Fruit  Marks  Aot.  (staple  commodities)  Amt. 

B.  166  (Mr.  Fisher)  in  Com.,  5982  (lv). 
Geological  Survey  Museum,  Electric  Lighting 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  760  (i). 
Glanders  among  Horses,  Compensation  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6698  (lv). 
Grain  Carrying  via  I.C.R.,  &c.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1920  (i). 
G.  T.  Ry.,  Appeal  to  Judicial  Committee,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  9080  (v). 
G.  T.  P.  Ry.,  Plans  deposited  with  Dept.  re 

Terminals,  on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  2828, 

2833  (it). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt. 

B.  176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8677  (v). 
I.C.R.,  Supplies  purchased,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2249  (il). 
Judges  ot  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9768;  in 

Com.,  9793  (v). 
Live  Stock  Record  Associations  lncorp.  B.  148 

(Mr.  Fisher)  in  Com.,  6922  (ill). 
Military  Camp  at  S.  Simeoe,  Establishment  of 

(remarks)  9712  (v). 
Murray  Harbour  and  Hillsborough  Bridge,  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2146  (il). 
Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fitspatrick) 

on  M.  for  2°,  8763;  in  Com.,  8768  (v). 
Orangemen,  Attack  re  'Yellow  Dog',  Quota- 
tions from  Quebec  Newspapers  (remarks) 

In  Com.  on  B.  69,  8366  (v). 
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Lennox,  Mr.  H.— Oon. 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co. 'a  B.  92  (Mr. 

Pringle)  In  Com..  6741,  6970  (It). 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1311 
0). 

Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  8«  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrlok)  on  M.  (or  Com.  on  Res.,  496;  In 
Com.  on  Res.,  676;  in  Com.,  1602;  on  M.  for 
3°  (amt.)  1802;  Neg.  (Y.  47;  N.  93)  1806  (i). 

Railway  Commission,  Board  of,  Maintenance, 
Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1528  (1). 

 staff  salaries  (remarks)  in    Com.  of 

Sup.,  1641  (i). 

 —  Rep.,  Opinion  of  Mln.  of  Jus.  re  (re- 
marks) 6233  (It). 

 Rep.  of  Board,  Preparation  of  (re- 
marks) 2007  (ii). 

 Rep.,  Inquiry  for,  2686  (11),  6136  (iv). 


Rural  Mail  Delivery,  Establishment  in  Can., 
Probable  Cost,  Ac.  (M.  for  reps.,  &c.)  2067 
(11). 

Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  326,  1202,  1789;  on  M.  for  3"  (amt.) 

1882;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cocksbutt)  to  M.  for  3°, 

1872  (1). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity 
B.  202  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res., 
9727  (v). 

Statutes  Revision,  Indexing,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  8673  (v). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (live  stock  records) 
6682  (iv). 

Canals— Cornwall  (enlargement)  1220;  Galops 
(enlargement)  1220  ;  Grenville  (guide 
piers)  1600;  North  Channel  (dam)  1230; 
Trent  (construction  1420;  (surveys)  1484; 
Welland  (Port  Colborne  elevator)  1311; 
(stone  protection)  1497;  (surveys)  1237  (1). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6622  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (lighthouse 
repairs)  6642;  (Port  Arthur,  Ac,  fog 
alarms)  6646  (lv). 

Miscellaneous  (revision  of  statutes)  8678  (v). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Ont.  (Toronto 
warehouse)  1689;  Ottawa  (museum)  760  ; 
Que.  (Montreal  P.O..  improvements)  1129; 
(Montreal  P.O.,  pneumatic  system)  1138 
(1);  Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont.  (Barrle 
pier)  9696  (v). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  6690,  6698  (lv). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (traffic  arrangements)  1920 
(1);  P.E.I.  (Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge) 
2146  (ii);  Ry.  Commission  (maintenance) 
1628  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1311  (1). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  on  M.  for 

3%  1779  (1). 
Vancouver  Dry  Dock,  Suppression  of  Portion 

of  Cor.  (remarks)  1317  (1). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 

Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3*.  8826 

(▼). 


Lennox,  Mr.  H.— Con. 
Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

in  Com.  of  Res.,  8676  (v). 
Waterways  and  Transportation  Problem,  Ref. 

to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1311  (i). 
Yukon  Regulations  :  Bee  '  Dom.  Lands  Act '. 

Leonard,  Mr.  J.  E.  E.,  Laval. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*.  6393  (ill). 
 In  Com.,  sec.  2  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Language,  8617;  (schools) 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8427;  on  M.  for  3°, 

Amt.  (schools)  8867;  (Amt.)  8882;  neg.  (Y. 

6;  N.  124)  8882  (v). 
MUltla  Officers  gazetted    re  Examinations 

(Ques.)  8886  (v). 
Political  Crisis  in  Quebec,  Explanation  asked 

for,  822  (1). 
 Par.  from  '  Le  Journal '  (remarks)  76S 

(I). 

 '  Le  Solell's  '  Attitude  (remarks)  880  (1). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Terrebonne)  7394  (lv). 
Trading  Stamps,  Res.  from  Boards  of  Trade 
re  Legislation  (Ques.)  6903  (lv). 

Lewis,  Mr.  E.  N.,  West  Huron. 
Antlcosti  Lightships,  Expenditures  re  (Ques.) 
1860  (1). 

'  De  Lfivis '  Str.,  Hydrographic  Surveys,  Ex- 
penditure re  (Ques.)  914  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  Steamers,  Names,  Ac. 
(Ques.)  1347  (0. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  Steamers,  Ports 
of  Call,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1860  (1). 

Lighthouse  Service,  Aids  to  Navigation,  Ap- 
plications re  Improvements,  Ac.  (M.  for 
ret.*)  917  (i). 

Lurcher  and  East  Point  Lightships,  Price, 
to  Contractors,  Renewals,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*) 
2383  (11). 

 Memoranda  to  Dep.  Mln.,  Ac.  (M.  for 

copies*)  2833  (11). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  Strs.,  Names  and 

Tonnage,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1347  (1). 
P.B.I.  Mail  Service,  Delays,  Ac.  (remarks) 

1163  (1).. 

Public  Works,  Contracts  awarded,  Lowest 

Tenders,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*)  916  (i). 
Supply  : 

Canals — Miscellaneous  (inspection,  Ac.) 
1613;  Welland  (Port  Colborne  elevator) 
1280  0). 

Waterways  and  Transportation  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1280  (1). 

Logan,  Mr.  Hance  J.,  Cumberland. 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of,  Conspiracy,  4c. 

(remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  36,  ESI  (it- 
Cables  of  the  Empire,  Cor.  re  with  Govt.  (II. 

for  copies*)  1897  (1). 
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Logan,  Mr.  Hance  J.— Cow. 

Calgary,  Red  Deer  and  Battleford  Ry.  Co.'a 
(B.  19)  V  m.,  818  (i). 

Dominion  Annuity  Co.'a  incorp.  B.  82  (Mr. 
Bole)  in  Com.,  2768  (U). 

House  ot  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sap..  262  (i). 

Immigration,  Fraudulent  Representations  (B. 
120)  1*  m.,  2328  (ii);  in  Com.,  9699  (v). 

Judges'  Appnmt.  and  Promotion,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Com.  on  B.  86,  681  (i). 

Montevideo,  Imprisonment  of  British  Seamen 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  2691  (ii). 

Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Slmilkameen  Coal  and 
Ry.  Co.'a  B.  34  (Mr.  Qalliher)  In  Com.,  1707 
0). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Qalliher)  In 
Com.,  3172;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart)  to  M. 
for  3*,  8897  (II).  ♦ 

Personal  Explanation  re  Ottawa  City  Voting, 
562  (i). 

Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)  Appnmt.  of 
B.  86  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res..  681  (I). 

Supply  : 

Marine  Hospitals  (shipwrecked  seamen) 
2688  (11). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers.  N.S. 
(Apple  River  wharf)  1733  (1). 

Telephone  Systems,  Investigation  re  on  M. 
(Sir  Wm.  Mulock)  for  Sel.  Com.,  2683  (11). 

Voting  at  Ottawa  Elections  (personal  ex- 
planation) 662  (0. 

Loggie,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Northumberland.  N.B. 
I.C.R.  Freight  Rates,  Increases,  Ac.  on  Ex- 
planation of  Mln.  of  Rys.,  6133  (lv).  • 

Macdonald,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Pictou. 
Address,  The,  in  Ana.  to  His  Ex.'s  Speech 

(moved)  9  (i). 
Anthracite    Coal    Imported    Into  Canada, 

Amount.  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.»)  9697  (v). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  in  Com.,  on  sec. 

16  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

8288  (v), 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  46)  1*  m., 
728  (1).;  in  Com.,  4236  ;  8°  m.,  4412  (ill). 

Canadian  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  68  (Mr.  La- 
mont)  on  Sen.  Amts.,  9078  (v). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply  (remarks)  tn 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2605  (ii). 

0.  T.Ry.  and  Can.  Atlantic  Ry.  Purchase  (B. 
46)  1°  m.,  727  (i);  In  Com.,  2766,  8649,  3879 
(11),  4123,  4202  ;  on  M.  for  8*,  4228  (11). 

Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. ,  Govt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9667  (v). 

1.  C.R.  Employees  Pensions  (remarks)  re,  9029 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9760  (v). 
'  Lady  Laurier,'  Number  of  Crew,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  8616  (It). 


Macdonald,  Mr.  E.  M. — Con. 

'  Lurcher '  Lightship,  Expenditure  re  Acci- 
dent (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (11). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr  Sbarrettl's  Expla- 
nation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  8992  (11). 

Naturalization  and  Aliens  Act  Amt.  B.  184  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrick)  in  Com.,  8690  (v). 

Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Stmilkaraeen  Coal  and 
Ry  Co.'s  B.  84  (Mr.  Qalliher)  In  Com.,  1709 
(1). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Pringle)  in  Com.,  6747  (ill). 

Ottawa  Citv  Aot  Amt.  B.  180  (Mr.  Fielding) 
In  Com.,  8687  (v). 

Pictou  Cattle  Disease,  Investigation  and  Ex- 
periment re  Cause,  Ac.  (Ques.)  9079  (v). 

Supplt  : 

Fisheries  (dog-Ash  experiments)  9174  (v). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Mag- 
dalen Islands)  907;  (P.B.I,  and  Mainland) 
921  (1). 

Militia  (permanent  force)  916.7  (v). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 

2602  ;  (winter  mail  service,  P.E.I.)  2669 

(11). 

Public  Works— Harbours   and  Rivers— N.S. 

(Phlnney's   Cove)   9667;  (Tatamagouche) 

9680;  (Toney  river)  9581  (v). 
Railways— I.C.R.  (rolling  stock)  9509  (v). 

Maodonnell,  Mr.  A.  C,  South  Toronto. 
Alexandria  P.O.,  Contract  re  Delay,  Ac  (Ques.) 
1760  (1). 

Apples.  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2421  (11). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Shr  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2',  6240  (111). 

Canadians'  Mining  Rights  in  S.  Africa  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  9530  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr  Fisher)  In 
Com.,  647,  1085,  1471  (1). 

Commercial  and  Manufacturing  Industries, 
Statistics  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  S 
1085  (1). 

Dredging  Vessels,  Cost  of  Building  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6892  (iv). 
Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 

(Mr.  Qeoffrion)  on  M.  for  1°,  986  (1). 
Immigration  of  Skilled  Labour  and  Toronto 

Labour  Council,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7610 

(lv). 

I.C.R.,  Pension  Scheme  for  Old  Age  (Ques.) 
2492  (11). 

^—  Legislation  re  (remarks)  9288  (v). 
Lite    Insurance    Companies    Funds,  Total 

Amount,  Par  Value,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*)  3204 

(U). 

Monterey  Electric  and  Qas  Co.'s  (B.  89)  1°*, 
2005  (ii). 

Paper  Good*  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  (B.  68)  1**, 
1421  (1). 

Port  Stanley  Harbour,  Tenders  re  (Ques.) 
1760  (I). 
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Macdonnell,  Mr.  A.  C.—Oon. 
Rondeau  Harbour  Works,  Tenders  re  (Qnes.) 

1761  (1). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  851.  872  (1). 
South  Africa  and  Canadian  Mining  Righto : 

See  'Canadians  Mining,'  Ac. 
Statutes,  Revision  of.  Completion,  Ae.  (re- 

marks)  745  (1). 

Supply  : 

Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7642  (iv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Dom.  (heating) 
682S  (It);  General  (armouries)  1667;  (dork 
of  works  1647;  Ont.  (Toronto  barracks) 
1689;  (Toronto,  drill  hall)  158J;  (Toronto, 
warehouse)  1683  (1). 

Public  Works— Dredging— Mar.  Prove,  (new 
dredges)  6891  (iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers,  Ont. 
(Points  au  Barll  route)  6888;  (Port  Dover) 
7564;    (Toronto,  breakwater)   7667;  (To 
ronto,  eastern  entrance)  7666  (iv). 
Toronto  Drill  Hall,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1682,  1667 

(1). 

Toronto  Examining  Warehouse:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1688  (1). 
Toronto  Harbour,  Eastern  Entrance,  Fog  81g 

nals.  Alarms,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7666  (Iv). 

 Expenditure  for  1880  to  1904  (M.  for 

ret.*)  408  (1). 

 Straightening  Don  River  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6888  (iv). 

 Tender  re  Breakwater  at  Eastern  Gap 

(Ques.)  1761  (i). 

Toronto  Island  Fog  Horns,  Testing,  Ac.,  Com 
plaints  re  (remarks)  9283  (v>. 

Toronto  Post  Office,  Erection  of  a  new  Build- 
ing (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  68SS  (iv). 
MacLaren,  Mr.  A.  F.,  North  Perth. 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8206  (v). 

Cornwall  Canal  Employees,  Names,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1221  (1). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Agr.  Com., 
6001  (Hi). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  1182,  1798  (i). 
Sheep  Disease  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  6714 

(It). 
Supply  : 

RaUways— -By.    Commission  (maintenance) 

Maclean,  Mr.  A.  K.,  Lunenburg. 

American  Fishermen  on  N.S.  Coasts,  Protec- 
tion re  (remarks)  7907  (iv). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Anrt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  V,  6276 
(Hi). 

Autonomy  B.  69  School  Clause  Amts.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  6866  (ill). 


Maclean,  Mr.  A.  K. — Con. 
Coal,  Anthracite,  Quantity  used,  Total  Ex- 
penditure, Ac.  (Qeus.)  192  (1). 
Supply  : 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (St. 
John  and  W.  Indies)  7203  (lv). 

Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F.,  South  York,  Ont. 

Address,  The,  43  (1). 

Allen  Labour  :  See  '  Naturalization.' 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  746  (1). 
Arctic  Expedition,  Capt.  Peary's  Voyage,  Ac 

(remarks)  4768  (Hi). 
Autonomy  (Alberta)  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  6481;  (subsidy)  6516;  on  M. 

for  2",  5401  ;  (objections)  6424  (ill). 

 in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  5607  (111). 

  (B.N.X.  Act)  6729,  5749  (Hi). 

 (C.P.R.  lands)  6060  (lv). 

 Crown  lands)  8172  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  7727;  Newspaper 

Rumours,  Quotations  (read)  7744  (iv). 

 (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6049  (lv). 

 (lands  vested  in  Crown)  in  Com.,  6988, 

6008  (iv). 

 (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  in  Com.,  6102  (iv). 

  (readjustment  of    representation)  In 

Com.,  6764  (111). 
 (Senate  representation)  in  Com.,  6678 

(Hi). 

 on  Schedules,  sec.  26  (Athabasca)  8168; 

(Saskatchewan)  8161;  (Stony  Plain)  8157  (v). 
Autonomy  Bills,  Alberta  Boundaries,  Letter 

re  Naming  of  Province  (read)  66*7  (Ul). 

 r  Franchise  System  (remarks)  6476  (ill). 

 (remarks)  on  Introduction  of  Mln.  of 

Int.  re  Election,  6236  (ill). 
 Par.  in  '  Le  Soleil '  (M.)  to  adjn.,  1745 

(1). 


 Res.  re  (remarks)  1694  (1). 

 Unconstitutionality    of,    Ac.   (M.)  to 

adjn.,  2199  (it). 

See  'Manitoba.' 
Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  181  (Mr.  Fielding)  in  Com., 

8689  (v). 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation,  Ac.  (remarks)  65  (i). 

 (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ry.  B. 

36,  497  (1). 

Budget,  The.,  Date  of  Delivery  (remarks) 
4920  (HI). 

Business  of  the  House,  Motions  for  Supply, 
Ac.  (remarks)  1241  (1). 

Cabinet  ex-Mlnlsters,  Annuity  B.  203  (Mr. 
Fielding)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1738  (v). 

Cabinet  Vacancy,  Minister  of  Public  Works 
(H.)  to  adjn.,  6471  (Hi). 
See  'Public  Works.'  'Ministers.' 

C.A.R.  and  I.C.R.  :  See  '  G.T.R.' 

Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co.'s  B.  29  (Mr.  Ger- 
man) In  Com.,  1287  (I). 
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Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F.— 0<m. 

Canadian  Canals  Corporation  B.  72  (Mr.  Cal- 
vert) on  M.  tor  2",  1767  (1). 

Canadian  Cattle,  British  Embargo  (remarks) 
456  (1). 

Canadian  Hard  Wheat,  Drawback  by  XI.  S. 

(remarks)  on  If.  for  Sup.,  746  (1). 
C.P.R.    Land    Taxation,    re  Municipalities, 

Judgment  ot  Sup.  Court  (remarks)  on  M. 

for  Sup.,  2022  (11). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com.,  636  (1). 
Commercial  Agents  In  Quebec,  Tax  collected, 

Ac.  (remarks)  9811  (v). 
Corporations,  Trusts,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Deb. 

on  Address,  42  (1). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) in  Com.,  9764  (v). 
Express  Cos.  :  Bee  '  Ry.  B.  4.' 
Facer  Steel  Car  Co.'s  B.  27  (Mr.  Caldwell)  in 

Com.,  1286  (i). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  ot  Canada  in- 

corp.  B.  144  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  6380 

(It). 

Fitz-Slmons,  Jane  Marie,  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 

Calvert)  in  Com.,  6379  (lv). 
Franking  Privilege,  Abuse  of,  &c.  (remarks) 

1808  (1). 

Freight  Rates,  Discrimination,  &c.  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (i). 
See  'Ry.  B.  4.'  &c. 
Glanders  among  Horses  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6693  (It). 
Govt.  Buslnesb,  Precedence  on  Mondays,  on 

M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  8362  (11). 
Got.  Gen.'s  Instructions,  Changes,  &o.  (re- 
marks) 227  (1). 
G.  T.  Ry.  Arbitration  B.  199  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck) 

on  M.  for  1°,  9279  (t). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Cc's  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  2765,  3649,  3880  (11). 
G.  T.  Ry.  and  Can.  Atlantic  Ry.,  Purchase  of, 

&c.  (remarks)  728  (1). 
G.T.P.  Ry.,  Interim  Report  (remarks)  6310  (It). 
 Surreys,  O.C.  re  Commission  (remarks) 

229  (1). 

 Surveys,  Reps.  In  Ry.  Dept.,  &c.  (re- 
marks) 2009  (11). 

Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9567  (v). 

Highway  Crossings  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  2.' 

House  of  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  239,  251  (i). 

Hudson  Bay,  Sovereignty  of  Can.  (remarks)  In 
Com.  on  B.  69,  6608-6609  (lii). 

Imperial  Guarantee  and  Accident  Ins.  Co.'s 
incorp.  B.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  In  Com.,  2771 
(11). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  (guarantee  bonds)  Amt. 

B.  176  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.,  8679  (v). 
Insurance  Cos.,  Legislation  re  (remarks)  In 

Com.,  on  B.  200,  9689  (v). 


Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F.— Con. 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  In  Com.,  on  Res.,  9740  (v). 
Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 

Commission  (remarks)  on  B.  No.  86,  497  (i). 
Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 

la  Com.  on  Res.,  279;  In  Com.,  705;  on  M. 

for  3»,  1779  (i). 
Live  Stock  Record  Associations,  Delay  to 

Farmers,  &c.  (remarks)  5677  (111). 
Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions,  Informa- 
tion re  System  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

924  (1). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Demands  re 
Separate  Schools  from  M'gr.  Sbarratti,  3852 
(ii). 

 on  M.  to  adjn.,  3988  (11). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Pets,  re,  on 

M.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  for  Copies,  1768  (1). 
Ministers,  Absence  of  (remarks)  1285  (i). 
Naturalization  and  Aliens  Act  Amt.  (B.  184) 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  8689  (v). 
N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Erection 

of  Wire  Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wil-  ■ 

frld  Laurler)  6706  (ill). 
N.W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler)  In  Com.,  462  (1). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.  1b  Incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)   In   Com.,  1891  (1);  on  M.  for  2s, 

2325,  2714  (il),  6346  (lv). 
Oats,  Rolled,  In  Com.,  on  B.  190,  9764  (v). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  In  Com.,  2726  (li);  on  Sen.  Amts., 

9818  (v). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  on 
M.  to  ref.,  to  Sel.  Com.,  1889;  in  Com.,  1283 
<i),  2951,  8170  (11);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart)  to 
M.  for  3°,  3894  (11). 

 Letter  from  W.  A.  Llttlejohn,  Toronto 

City  Clerk  (read)  3170  (li). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Prlngle)  In  Com.,  6737  (lii),  5964  (iv). 

Political  Debts,  Payment  of,  &c,  Ref.  to 
Speech  on  Man.  Boundaries,  3867  (II). 

Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  Telephone 
System  and  Board  of  Railway  Commission- 
ers, on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Copies  of  Cor., 
1387  (I). 

P.E.I.  Ry.  and  Murray  Branch,  Expenditure 

up  to  let  Jan.,  1906  (Ques.)  106  (I). 
Private  Bills — Extension  of  Time,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Grant)  449  (1). 
Provincial  Rights,  Par.  In  '  Le  Soleil '  (M.)  to 

adjn.,  1745  (1). 
Public  Buildings,  Govtl.  Policy  re  (remarks) 

1027  (1). 

Public  Works,  Acting  Minister  of,  Unconsti- 
tutionality of,  Ac.  (remarks)  1936  (1). 
Bee  '  Cabinet.' 

Ry.  Act,  1908  (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  S 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2*.  299  (1). 
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Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F. — Con. 

Railway  Act  (express  companies)  (1903)  Amt. 
(B.  4)  1**,  9  (1);  on  M.  for  Adjnmt.  (re- 
marks) 3246  (11). 

 M.  to  withdraw,  3748  (11). 

  (remarks)  109,  1419  (1). 

Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 
Fltxpatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  666;  on  M.  for 
2*,  746;  on  M.  for  Com.,  497;  In  Com.,  16*7 
(1). 

  (ami.)  re  Express  Cos.,  1619  (1). 

 Appnmt.  of   Chairman,  on   prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Fltxpatrick)  820  (1),  on  Ques.  of  Order, 

320  (1). 

 Ones,  of  Order  re,  614  (1). 

Red  Deer  Valley  Ry.  and  Coal  Oo.'s  B.  76  (Mr. 

Campbell)  on  M.  for  2°,  1757  (1). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Fisher)  63;  in  Com.,  64;  In  Com.,  828 

(1). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 
202  (Mr.  Fitspatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9731 

(T). 

Slfton,  Hon.  O,  Resignation  re  (remarks)  1856 

(1). 

Sovereign  Fire  Assurance  Co.  of  Can.,  B.  26 
(Mr.  B.  F.  Clarke)  In  Com.,  1766  (1). 

Spirit's  in  Bond,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  8679  (v). 

Supplt  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (live  stock  records) 
6682  (It). 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  river)  9360;  sur- 
veys) 9364  (v). 
Canals— Welle/nd  (electric  light  plant)  9377 

(v);  (Port  Colborne  elevator)  1278  (4). 
Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  981  (1). 
Dom.  Lands  (surveys)  9806  (v). 
Geological  Survey  (surveys,  tec.)  8669  (v). 
Labour  Dept.  (Labour  Gazette)  7543  (iv). 
Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 

and  G.B.)  864;  (Can.  and  S.  Africa)  974; 

(Paspebiac  and  Gaspe)  945  (1);  (St.  John, 

&c,  and  W.  Indies)  8691  (v). 
Northwest  Mounted  Police  (pay  of  force) 

8660  (v).  ' 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Caneo)  1027 

(1)  ;  Ottawa  ^additions  to  H.  of  C.)  9646 

(v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — P.B.I. 
(Point  Prim  Island)  1736  (1). 

Railways—  G.T.P.  (construction)  9498;  (sur- 
veys, plane,  &c.)  9493  (v). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening)  9385 
{»};  (Si=;:~:  vote)  7460,  7469  (iv);  (rolling 
stock)  9601  (v). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  6693  (Iv). 

Telephone  Grievances  and  Rep.  of  Telephone 
Com.  (remarks)  on  M.  tor  Sup.,  9683  (v). 

Telephone  Com.  Rep.  (remarks)  9687  (v). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1244  (1). 

Telephone  Systems,  Investigation  Into,  on  M. 
(Sir  Wm.  Mulock)  for  Sel.  Com.,  2683  (H). 
See  '  Port  Arthur.' 


Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F. — Con. 
Timber  Regulations  re  Cutting  (remarks)  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9297  (v). 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Oo.'s  lncorp.  B.  99 

(Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com..  3669  (II). 
U.S.  Tariff  Drawbacks  on  Raw  Materials,  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  746  (1). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Bias  tern  Ry.  and  Nav. 

Or>.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  In  Com.,  8639  (v). 
Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Macpherson,  Mr.  R.  Q.,  Vtmeouver  City 

Bills  from  Senate  (M.)  to  place  on  Order 

Paper,  8001  (v). 
Canadian  Cattle,  British  Embargo  (remarks) 

466  (i). 

C.P.R.  Steamers,  Coal  Loading  Methods  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2616  (11). 

Century  Life  Insurance  Co. 'a  (B.  49)  1**, 
817  (I);  In  Com.,  3766  (11). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  In  Com.,  9434  (v). 

House  of  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  851  (i). 

Inter-Imperlal  Parlt.  between  G.B.  and  Her 
Colonies,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2367 
(11). 

Kaslo  and  Lardo-Duncan  Ry.  Oo.'s  Pet.  (pre- 
sented) 3744  (It). 

Ottawa  Bleotrlc  Co.'a  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher) 
in  Com.,  3172  (II). 

 Postponement.  1338  (1). 

Pet  re  Autonomy  Bill,  Ques.  of  Privilege,  2680 
01). 

Port  Colborne  Elevator,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1317 


(1). 


(Mr.  Prefontaine)  In 


Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B. 

Com..  2119  (II). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  147  (Mr.  Prefontaine) 

in  Com.,  7427  (iv). 
Suppi-t  : 

Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  983  (1).  ■ 
Immigration  (medical  Inspection,  B.C.)  9230 
(v). 

Public  Works— BuHdings— Ottawa  (Royal 
Mint)  609  (1);  Harbours  and  Rivers,  B.C. 
(Langley)  7676  (tv). 

•Trading  Stamps  :  See  '  Criminal  Code.' 

Vancouver  and  Coast  Kootenay  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 
131)  1"»,  4081  (ill). 

Vancouver  Dry  Dock,  Suppression  of  Por- 
tions of  Cor.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1317  (1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Rosa)  In  Com.,  8317, 
8649  (v). 

Vancouver.  Westminster  and  Yukon  Ry.  Co.'s 
(B.  42)  1°»,  625  (1). 

Yukon,  Reforms  re  Govt,  of  Country:  (re- 
marks) on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson)  to  Com.  ot 
Sup.,  7067  (iv). 
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McCarthy,  Mr.  L.  Q.,  North  Bimeoe. 
Autonomy  Bill,  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  H.  for  2°,  4086 
(Hi). 

 In  Com.  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  rights)  6949 

(HI). 

 (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  6935,  6940  (ill). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  re  '  Orangelsm '  (re- 
marks) In  Com.,  6909  (1U). 

  (M.)  to  <adjo.  Debate.  4078  (11). 

Edmonton  Election,  Date  of,  Ac.  (remarks) 
ln>  Com.  on  B.  69,  6893  (iil). 

Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  116)  1**, 
2186  (41);  in  Com.,  7621,  7677;  3*  m..  7868, 
7867  (iv). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl'e  Ex- 

plana  Hem.  en  M.  to  adjn.,  3963  (11). 
Midland  Harbour  Range  Lights  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2736  (ii). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  In  Com.,  2718  (11). 
Parry  Sound  Buoy  Service  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  2732  (II). 
Siftom,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

BUI  (remarks)  1860  (1). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  (1898)  Amt.  (B.  6) 

1°*,  68;  2'  m.,  315;  M.  to  ref.  to  Special 

Com.,  316  (I). 
SDPPL.Y  : 

Canals— Treat  (surveys)  9358  (v). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (buoys)  2732 
(il). 

McCarthy,  Mr.  M.  S.,  Calgary. 

Acres  of  Undisposed  Lands  in  Provisional  Dis- 
trict, N.W.T..  (M.  for  ret.*)  601  (1). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com. 
on  Res.  (subsidy)  5495  (111). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2s,  3332  (11);  on  M.  for  3°,  amt.  (distribution 
of  seats)  8857;  neg.  (T.  42;  N.  97)  8869  (v). 

 In   Com.    (Alberta    boundaries)  5604, 


5669  (ill). 

  (Crown  Lands)  8262  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  7734  (iv);  Amt. 

to  ref.  to  Judges,  7744;  moved,  7770,  7819, 

7931  (lv). 

  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8017  (v). 

 (election  of  members)  6766  ,  5809  (111). 

 (H.  of  C.  representation)  6762  (HI). 

  (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  5944  (lii). 

  (readjustment  of  representation)  5763 

(ill). 

  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8494 

(v). 

  (seat  of  government)  6781  (III),  8247  (v). 

 in   Com.,    on    Schedules  (Athabasca) 

8163;  (Cardston)  8149;  (Oleichen)  8153;  Amt. 

8166;    (High  River)   8165;   Medicine  Hat) 

8149  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  In  Com.,  (dis- 
tribution of  seats)  8727  (v). 


McCarthy,  Mr.  M.  S.— Con. 
Autonomy  BUI,  Mr.  Haultaln,  Letter  to  Prima 
Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2516  (11). 

 Schedules,  Preparation    of  (remarks) 

6477  (111). 

Edmonton  Election,  Voters'  Lists,  Printing  of 
(remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69.  5863  (ill). 

Experimental  Farms,  Establishment  of,  in 
Alberta,  N.W.T.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6170  (iv). 

Lesser  Slave  Lake  P.O.,  Establishment  of  Mall 
Service,  Ac.  (Ques.)  7018  (lv). 

 (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69  8163  (v). 

Mange  among  Horses,  Cost  of  enforcing  Law 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6719  (Iv). 

Manitoba  Boundary  Extension,  Pets.,  Memor- 
ials, Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  2067  (It). 

Northwest  Territories  Representation  Act 
Amt.  B.  156  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  8773; 
Amt.,  8774  (v). 

N.W.T.  Voters'  Lists,  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  2594 
(11). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (experimental  farms) 
6170  (iv). 

Northwest   Mounted   Police    (Yukon)  8668 
(v). 

Quarantine  (cattle)  2310  (ii),  6719  (iv). 
Vats  for  dipping  Quarantine  Cattle  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2312  (II). 
Voters'  Lists  in  N.  W.  Ters.,  used  In  Dom. 

Election,  1905,  (M.  for  ret.*)  601  (i). 

McColl,  Mr.  J.  B.,  We*t  Northumberland,  Ont. 
Water  Meters  inspeotion  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 
In  Com.,  9408  (v). 

McCool,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Nipitting. 
Gillies  Brothers,  Limited,  B.  96  (Mr.  A.  A. 

Wright)  in  Com.,  2764  (il). 
Metal  Volatilization  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  (B. 

183)  l"*,  7810  (lv). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Riverfe— Ont. 
(Lake  Temlscamlng)  7659;  Que.  (Canton 
Fabre)  7288  (lv). 
Temagaml  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  91)  1'*,  :006;  in  Com., 
3136  (il). 

Vibert,  Philip,  Relief  (B.  172)  1'*,  7096  (iv). 

Melntyre,  Mr.  G.  H.,  /South  Perth. 
Agriculture  and  Colonization  Com.,  6th  Rep. 

(presented)  8097  (v). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Bordon)  to  M.  for  2°,  5179  (111). 
Autonomy  BUI,  Official  Report  of  Division 

(remarks)  5428  (111). 
Cattle,  Canadian,  Embargo,  Ac,  6th  Rep.  of 

Agriculture,  Ac,  Com.  (presented)  8097  (v). 
House  of  Commons,  Improvements  In,  Ac, 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1670  (i). 
Ry.  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster) 

in  Com.,  8231  (11). 
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Molntyre,  Mr.  G.  H. — Con. 
St.  Mary's  and  Western  Ontario  Ry.  Co.'* 

(B.  15)  V,  817  (i). 
SOPPLT  : 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (House  of 

Commons  improvements)  1S70  (i). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  2313  (li). 

Mclsaae,  Mr.  C.  F.,  Antigonith. 
Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S.,  Govt.  Policy,  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9563  (v). 
Public  Accounts  Com.,  (M.)  682  (i). 
Public  Accour*-  ~-m.,   Meetings,   Ac.  (re- 
marks) 404  (1). 
Supply  : 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (winter  mall  ser- 
vice, P.B.I.)  2668  (11). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonish) 
851,  1016  (1);  (Pblnney's  Cove)  9663  (v). 
Winter  Mall  Service,  P.H.I.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2668  (11). 

MoKenzle,  Mr.  D.  D.,  Oape  Breton  North  and 
Victoria. 

'Agnes  O.  Donohue,'  Str.,  Selsure,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 1507  (1). 

'Arthur  Blnney,'  Fishing  Schooner,  Small- 
pox Quarantine  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2807  (11). 

Autonomy  (Alberta)  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 
2*,  3713  (ii). 

Autonomy  Bill  In  Com.,  Resignation,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) In  Com:  on  Bill,  8480,  8486  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  School  Clauses  (remarks) 
in  Com.  6898,  6912  (lit). 

'  Canada-Cape  Breton,*  Collision,  Rep.  re  in- 
vestigation (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2686 
(11). 

Canadian  Fast  Mail  Service,  Quotation  and 
Telegrams  (read)  M.  to  adjn.,  9778  (v). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Coal  Supply  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2613  (11). 

Harbours  and  ti.<  io.  .,.s.,  aovt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9676  (v). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fitipatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9742;  in 
Com.,  9793  (v). 

'  Lady  Laurler,'  Number  of  Crew  at  Halifax 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.  2617  (11). 

McDennot,  Clara  Bidwell  Relief  B.  182  (Mr. 
Campbell)  on  M.  for  3°,  6376  (lv). 

Montevideo,  Imprisonment  of  British  Sea- 
men, (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (11). 

SmaU-pox  on  American'  Ships,  Expenditure 
re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  2689  (11). 

Supplt  : 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt,  steamers) 
2618  (11). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.  S.  (Sydney 
Mines)  1046;  (Sydney  P.O.)  1046  (1);  Har- 
bours and  Rivers— N.S.  (Bolsdale  wharf) 
9586  (v). 

Quarantine  (organized  districts)  2307  (11). 


MoKenzle,  Mr.  P.  H.,  South  Bruoe. 
Agriculture  Committee,  3rd  Rep.  of  Com.  (M.) 

to  cone,  4984  (til). 
 6th  Rep.  Cattle  Embargo  (M.)  to  cone.. 

8998  (v). 

Bruce  County  Armouries  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1668  <i). 
Canadian  Cattle  Embargo  In  G.B.    (M.)  to 

cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  8998  (v). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination,  Ac,  on  M. 

to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Agriculture  Com., 

4984  (Hi). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  874  vl). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture  (experimental  farms)  6176 
(It). 

Public  Works— Buildings— General  (armour- 
ies) 1668  <!). 
Walkerton  and  Lucknow  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  26) 
1**,  498  (1). 

MoLean,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Queen't,  P.B.I. 

Anthracite  Coal  used  by  Govt,  in  each  Pro- 
vince, Quantity,  Amount  paid,  Ac.  (ML  for 
ret*)  1898  (i). 

Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8204  (v). 

Ourley,  Thos.,  Mitchell,  Ac,  Claims  for  Dam- 
ages re  Murray  Harbour  Branch  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9489  (v). 

Gillie,  N.  J.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  at  St.  Louis 
Exhibition,  Ac.  CQues.)  8361  (11). 

Grain  carried  to  Halifax,  via  I.C.R.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1918  (1). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award,  Claims  of  P.E.I.,  Ac 
Memorial,  Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies)  1886 
(«). 

I.C.R.  Dining  Cars,  Losses,  Ac.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.  1265  (ii). 
 Murray  Harbour  Branch,  Amount  due 

Contractors,  Ac.  (Ques.)  2064  (11). 
'  James  W,'  Schooner,  Rescue  of  Crew  by  88 

'  Durango  '  (remarks)  4198  (ii). 
Lobster  Fisheries,  Res.  of  Board  of  Trade, 

Moncton  (read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (If). 
Marconi  System,  Establishment  of  on  Govt. 

Steamers,  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.  262S 

(U). 

'  Mlnto,'  Govt.  Steamer,  Coal  Loading,  Ac. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.  2603  (ii). 
Morrison,  Hector  D.,  Customs  Officer  Pinette, 

P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  Ac.  (Ques.)  2330  (11). 
Murray  Harbour  Branch  and  Hillsborough 

Bridge,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2180  (11). 
 Claims  tor  Land  Damages  from  T. 

Curley,  Ac.  (M.  tor  copies*)  2884  (U). 
New  London  Branch  Ry.,  P.B.I,  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2178  (ID. 
North  Lake  P.O.,  Removal,  Ac.  (remarks)  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9612  (v). 
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McLean,  Mr.  A.  A. — Con. 
PJnette,  Customs  Offloer,  P.B.I.,  Dismissal, 

4c.  (Ques.)  1330  (11). 
Power,  Jas.,  Postmaster  at  Wheatley  River, 

P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  Ac.  (Ques.)  4374  (111). 
P.B.I,  and  Mainland  Steam  Communication, 

Delay  in  Hail  Service  (remarks)  2208,  2261 

01). 

P.B.I.,   Dredging,    Number   and   Names  of 

Harbours,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1148  (i). 
P.B.I.  Winter  Communication,  Investigation 

re  Pier  at  Cape  Carleton,  on  M.  (Mr.  Le- 

furgey)  for  Cor..  2808  (U). 
 Delays,  Ac,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2648;  Cor. 

(read)  2649;  Res.  from  Delegates  (read)  2661 

<U). 

P.K.I.  Ry.  Claims  for  Damages  re  Murray 
Harbour  Branch  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9489  (v). 

Railway  Commission,  Board  of.  Maintenance, 
Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1682  (1). 

Savage  Harbour,  P.E.I.,  Proposed  Improve- 
ment (Ques.)  2361  (li). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7.  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  1182  (1). 

Sotpm  : 

Civil  Govt.— Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries) 
2447  (it). 

Fisheries  (hatcheries)  2904  ;  (protection 
service)  2909  (li). 

Immigration  (agents,  O.B.)  7700  (iv);  (medi- 
cal inspection)  9286  (v). 

Legislation  (laws,  printing,  Ac.)  6948  (lv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Marconi  sta- 
tions) 2870  (11). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Man- 
chester Line)  983;  (F.B.I,  and  O.B.)  927 
(i);  (P.B.I.  and  O.B.)  7088;  (St.  John  and 
W.  Indies)  7197  (tv). 

Miscellaneous  (consolidation  of  statutes) 
7247  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt,  steamers) 
2598;  (schools  of  navigation)  2646;  (winter 
mall  service,  P.B.I.)  2648  (it). 

Post  Office  (mall  service)  9612  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.B. 
(Cape  Tormentlne)  7497  (lv);  P.B.I.  (Hlg- 
gln's  pier)  1784;  (Rustlco)  1738  (I);  Tele- 
graphs— Dom.  (generally)  7636  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (bridge  strengthening)  1918 
(1);  (general  vote)  7496  (iv);  (steel  rails) 
2003  (1). 

Railways— P.B.I,  (air  brakes)  2178;  (Char- 
lottetown  station)  2026  (11);  (Georgetown 
accommodation)  9489  (v);  (Morrell  bridge 
span)  2177;  (Murray  harbour  branch)  2041; 
(Murray  Harbour  and  Bridge)  2130;  (Ver- 
non River  branch  line)  2177  (li). 

Railways — Ry.  Commission  (maintenance) 
1632  (1). 

Weights  and  Measures  (electric  light  in- 
spectors) 1696  (i). 

Timber  Sales  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  Advertise- 
ments re  (Ques.)  7097  (iv). 

Truro  Dining  Room,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2266  01). 


McLennan,  Mr.  A.,  /nearness. 
Lobster  and  Herring  Industry,  Rep.  of  Com- 
mission (Ques.)  4371  (lit). 

Sotplt  : 

Public  Works — Buildings — N.S.  (Inverness) 
1040  (1);  Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S.  (In- 
verness Mines)  7404;  (Mabou  bridge)  7408; 
(Margaree)  7410  ;  (Port  Hood)  7414 ; 
(Scott's  bay)  7417  (iv). 

Martin,  Mr.  A.,  Queen's,  P.B.I. 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  679  (i). 

Bait  Freezers,  Mar.  Canada,  Number,  Loca- 
tion, Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*)  1769  (I),  2067  (li). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  671  (1). 

Charlotte  town,  P.B.I.  Ry.  Station,  Cor.  and 
Reps,  re  Construction  (M.  for  copies*)  194 
0). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  4810  (ill). 

 Site,  Ac.  (Ques.)  60  (1). 

Old  Storage  Bait  Freezers,  Mar.  Can.,  Num- 
ber, Location,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  1769  (i). 
2067  (II). 

Commercial  Agencies  in  Can.,  Location,  Ac. 
(M.  for  ret.*)  403  (1). 

Fruit  Growers  Ass'on,  P.B.I.,  Govt.  Intention 
(Ques.)  881  (i). 

Grand  View  Station,  Murray  Harbour  Branch, 
P.B.I.  Ry.,  Location,  Ac,  Cor.  (M.  for 
copies*)  1770  (i). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award,  Distribution  to  Pro- 
vinces, Ac.  (Ques.)  1693  (1). 

Lambert's  Pier,  P.B.I.,  Expenditure  re  (Ques.) 
4373  (ill). 

Lawson,  Mr.  Henry,  Postmaster  at  Stanhope, 
Dismissal,  Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies.*)  1398 
(1). 

 (Ques.)  1062  (i). 

Live  Stock  Record  of  Can.,  Nationalization, 

Ac.  (Ques.)  1848  (i).  2186  (11). 
Morell  River  Ry.  Bridge,  P.B.I.,  Complaints 

re  (Ques.)  6035  (ill). 
Murray  Harbour  and  Hlllsboro  Bridge  Branch, 

P.E.I.  Ry.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7494 

(iv). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch,  P.B.I.  Ry.,  Comple- 
tion, Ac.  (Ques.)  189  (i). 

 Delegation  re  (Ques.)  266  (1). 

  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9482  (v). 

North  Lake  P.O.,  Removal,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9618  (v). 

P.B.I.,  Additional  Subsidy  in  1901,  Inquiry  for 
Ret.,  4810  (ill). 

P.B.I.  and  Mainland  SS.  Communication,  In- 
spection of  SS.  '  Stanley '  (Ques.)  687  (1). 

 Mail  Service,  Delays,  Ac.  (remarks) 

280  (1). 

 Terms  of  Union,  Ac,  Cor.,  Ac  (M.  for 


copies*)  9698  (v). 
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Martin,  Mr.  A. — Con. 
P.E.I.  Ry.,  Train  Service  (remarks)  697  (i). 
 Tunnel  Surveys,  Proposal  to  Delega- 
tion, Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6643 
(lv). 

P.E.I.  Communication  with  Mainland,  Delays, 

Ac.  Tel.,  (read)  831  (1). 
 Fisheries,    Supervision,    Ac.  (Ques.) 

1762  (I). 

 Mount    Stewart    Shipping  Facilities, 

Wharf  Accommodation,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1763  (1). 
P.E.I.  Ry.  Branch  Lines,  Construction  and 

Surveys,  Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  916  (i). 
P.E.I.  Ry.  Stanley  Bridge,  Ac,   Surveys  re 

(Ques.)  266  (1). 
P.E.I.  Steam  Communication  with  Mainland, 

Tidings  of  66.  'Stanley'    (remarks)  1338. 

1595  (1). 

P.E.I.  Subsidy,  Additional  Grant,  Cor.,  &c, 
re  (M.  for  copies*)  3205  (11). 

P.E.I,  and  West  Indies  SS.  Subsidy,  Amount 
paid.  Representations  re  (Ques.)  591  (i). 

P.E.I.  Winter  Communication,  Inspector's 
Rep.  of  Str.  '  Stanley,'  Ac,  Cor.,  Ac.  (M. 
for  copies*)  916  (i). 

Railways  and  Canalls,  Can.,  Subsidies,  Con- 
struction, Expenditure,  Ac.  (M.  for  stmnt.*) 
916  (1). 

Railway  and  Steamboat  Accidents,  1904,  In- 
vestigation re  Causes,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.*) 
1397  (1). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 
5026  (ill). 

Rustico  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re 

(Ques.)  1593  (1). 
St.  Peter's  Breakwater,  P.E.I.,  Tenders  re, 

Ac.  (OueW.)  5035  (111). 
Seeds.  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  354  (1). 
Stanhope  P.  0.,  Dismissal  of  Mr.  H.  Lawson, 

Cor.,  Reps.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  1398  (1). 
  (Ques.)  1062  (1). 

Stanley  Bridge,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Total  Cost,  Claims 

for  Damages,  Ac.  (Quels.)  687  (1). 
Supply  : 

Adulteration  of  Food  (Act  violations)  1704 

(i). 

House  of  Commons  (stationery)  6595  (iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  977;  (Magdalen  IslandB) 
907;  (Plctou  and  Montague  Bridge)  926; 
(P.E.I,  and  C.B.)  929  (1),  7088  (iv);  (P.E.I, 
and  Mainland)  920;  (P.E.I,  and  Nfld.)  940 
(1),  7093;  (St.  John  and  W.  Indies)  7194 
(iv). 

Militia  (depots)  9113  (v). 

Ocean  and  River   Service    (ice  breaking 

steameria)  9618  (v). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Inverness) 

1042  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— P.E.I. 
(Miminegasfa)  1735  (1);  (Mount  Stewart) 
9585  (v);  (New  London)  1735;  (Point  Prim 


Martin,  Mr.  A.— Con. 
Supply  —Con. 
Public  Works. — Con. 
Island)  1786;  (repairs,  Ac.)  1737;  (Wood 
Island)  1743  (1). 
Public  Works— Telegraphs — B.C.  (Kamloops) 
7610  <iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.     (bridge  strengthening) 
1913  (1)  ;  (general  vote)  7495  (iv)  ;  PjE.L 
Cardigan  branch)  9482  (v)  ;  (Charlottetown 
accommodation)  2025  (li)  ;  (Charlottetown 
track  extension)  6434  (iv);  (Hillsborough 
bridge)  2038;  (Murray  branch)  2038  (ii). 
Sydney,  I.C.R.,    Station,    Collection^  for 
Freight,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  1767  (1). 
Wheatley  River,  P.E.I.  Postmaster,  Dismis- 
sal of  James  Power,  Cor.  (M.  for  copies*) 
9697  (v). 

Martin,  Mr.  T.,  North  Wellington. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  1*.  5083  (111). 
Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  (B.  124)  in  Com., 

4700  (ill);  on  Sen.  Amta.  6609  (lv). 
Mutual  Reserve  Ins.  Co.,  Payment  of  Claims, 

Ac.  (Ques.)  2332  (U). 
Officials  dismissed  for  Partisanship  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6867  (lv). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  1182  (1). 

Miller,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Bout*  drey. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  2849  (10. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2',  4292 

(lii). 

 In  Com.,  sec.  2  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Language,  8624  (v). 
 ,  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  8364 

<v). 

Cement,  In  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8991  (v). 
Criminal  Code  (summary  appeals)  Amt.  B.  46 

(Mr.  Porter)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bureau)  re  Race 

Courses,  5188  (ill). 
Dredging  Contracts,  Mr.  McKay's  Interests 

re  (remarks)  6699  (ill). 
Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  (B.  124)  1°*,  2681 

(U). 

House  of  Conmons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  264  (1). 

KHIam,  Judge,  Appmt.  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 
Commission  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  561  (1). 

Man.  Boundaries  Extension,  '  Scurvy  Politi- 
cian '  Quotation  re,  3863  (ii). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re 
Immigrants,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9475 
(v). 

Orangemen,  Attack  re,  'Yellow  Dog '  quoted 
In  Newspapers  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69, 
8364  (v). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Oalliher)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart)  to  M.  for  3°,  3396  (ii). 
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Miller,  Mr.  H.  H. — Con. 
Postmaster,  Reduction  of  Salary  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6863  (It). 
Ry.  Commissioner,  Apptmt.  of  Chairman  B. 

36  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 

661  (i). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Agricul- 
ture Com.,  6029  (ill). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  849  (1). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Buildings — Ottawa  (rents) 
6821;  Miscellaneous  (cement  testing)  7617 
(It). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of.  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1383  (1). 

Monk,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Jacques  Gartier. 
Acetylene  Gas  Explosion  :  Bee  '  Scout.' 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  739  (i),  2414  (11). 
Atwater  Bridge  over  Lachine  Canal,  Contract 

re,  Ac.  (Ques.)  7261,  7422  (lv). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  8064 

(11);  in  Com..  8176  (v). 
 on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  Dual  Language, 

8839  (v),  Neg.  (T.  7;  N.  140)  8855  (v). 

 In  Com.,  (Alberta  boundaries)  6602  (ill). 

 (B.N.A.  Acts)  8626  ;  Amt.,  Dual  Lan- 


guage) 8530,  8613  (v). 

  (election  of  members)  6777  (ill). 

  (laws,  courts,  Ac.)  8241  (v). 

  (readjustment  of    representation)  6756 


(M). 

  (fechools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8425, 

8441  (v). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont)  8605  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier)  in  Com.,  sec.  2  (B.N.A.  Act)  Amt. 

8702  (v). 

Autonomy  re  N.W.  Ters.,  Cor.    re    CM.  for 

copies)  699  (i). 
 French  and  English  Language,  Notice 

of  Motion,  7682  <tv). 
See  '  Provincial,'  '  Separate  Schools.' 
Blair,  Hon.  A.  G.,  Letter  re  Resignation  CM. 

for  copy*)  601  (1). 
Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Mac- 

donald)  in  Com.,  4243  (ill). 
'  Canada,'  Str.,  Expenditure    re  Equipment, 

Names  of  Employees  and  Payments  to,  Ac. 

(M.  for  ret.»)  1399  (1). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.  on  Res.,  991,  1003;  in  Com.,  629,  1091 

(I). 

 Order  (Ques.  of)  re  Resolution,  629  (1). 

Choquette,  Judge,  Date  of  Resignation,  and 
Apptmt.  to.  Senate  (Ques.)  1344  (1). 


Monk,  Mr.  F.  D.— Con. 
Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2110  ill). 
Coal  Contracts  for  Penitentiaries,  Montreal 
Firms,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  478 
(1). 

Cote  St.  Paul  Water  Power,  Lease  to  J. 

Frothlngham  (Ques.)  3360  (11). 
Exchequer  Court  Aot  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 

(Mr.  Geoff  Hon)  on  M.  for  1°,  986  (1);  in 

Com.,  3208  (11). 
Fish  Imported  into  New  York,  Prohibition 

re  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6191  (lv). 
Fishing  Rights  in  Estuaries,  Jurisdiction  by 

Govt.  (Ques.)  1346  (1). 
Godbout,  Mr.  J.,  Lighthouse-keeper,  Political 

Partisanship  re  Dom.  Elections  (Ques.)  1343 

(1). 

Govt.  Legislation  (remarks)  on  M.  to  take 
in  Wednesdays,  821  (I). 

G.T.  Pacific  Questions,  Answers  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) 1596  (i). 

Highland    Cadet    Corps,    Montreal,  Letter 
(read)  7818  (lv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Payments  of  Sala- 
ries: (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6729  (lv). 

Hoot.  Mr.  J.,  Payments  to  re  L'Ange  Gardlen 
Beach  (Ques.)  1343  (1). 

Ice  Breaker  :  See  '  Montcalm.' 

Immigration   and   Salvation  Army,  Cor.  re 
(Ques.)  7684  (lv). 

Immigration  Office,  G.B.,  Number    of  Em- 
ployees, Salaries,  Ac.  (Ques.)  592  (1). 

Immigration,  SS.  Subsidies,  Contracts  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7699  (iv). 

 Ten  Tears'  Contract,  Ac,  Inquiry  for, 

8387  (v). 
Bee  •  North  Atlantic.' 

Immigrants,  Farmer.  Bonus  paid  by  Govt., 
Ac.  (Ques.)  7811  (iv). 

Isle  Blzard  Wharf  Abutments,  Expenditure  re 
(M.  for  ret.»)  2067  (11). 

Jacques  Cartler  Surveys,  Cost,   Reps.  Ac. 
(Ques.)  593  (1). 

Jollette  Ry.  Surveys,  Total  Expenditure  re 
(Ques.)  1346  (1). 

Kingston,  Lighthouse  Depot,  Establishment  of 
(Ques.)  914  (1). 

Lachine  Canal,  Cote  St.  Paul.  Use  of  Water 
Power  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1615  (1). 

Lachine  Canal  Water  Privilege,  Lease  to  Wm. 
Parkyn,  Ac.  (Ques.)  5132  (III). 

Levis,  Purchase  of  Land  for  I.C.R.  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6670  (lv). 

Manufacturing  Industries,  Statistics  re  (re- 
marks), 1091  (1). 

Meteorological  Service,  Names  on  Pay-roll, 
Ac.  (M.  for  ret.»)  917  (1). 

Military  Hospital,  St.  Johns.  Que.,  Contract 
re  Repairs,  Ac.  (Ques.)  6687  (Hi). 
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Monk,  Mr.  F.  D. — Con. 
Mint,  Royal  of  Canada,  Establishment  of,  Cor. 

with  Imp.  Govt.  (M.  for  copies*)  916  (1). 
 Inquiry  for,  Oor.  (remarks)  2695  (II), 

7424  (It).  8887  (v). 
4  Montcalm,'  used  by  Dept.  for  St.  Lawrence 

Ship  Channel  (remarks)  In  Sop.,  2450  (11). 
Montreal  and   other   Harbours,   Dues  and 

Charges,  Ac.   (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7314  (It). 

Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Permanent 

Sheds,  Cor.  between  Govt.,  &c.   (M.  for 

oopies)  163  (1). 
Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building,  Addition 

and  Site  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1122 

(1). 

Montreal  P.  O.,  St.  Catherine  St.  Branch 
P.O.,  Rents  paid  and  Unsanitary  Condition 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  201  (1). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust,  Indebtedness,  Col- 
lections, Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  402  (1). 

Naval  Militia  for  Canada,  Total  Expenditure 
re  "lues.)  1346  (1). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  and  Contract  re 
Immigration  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7705  (lv). 

 Inquiry  for,  Ac,  7906  (It). 

 Protests  re  (remarks)  8887  (v). 

See  '  Immigrants.' 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler)  In  Com.,  464  (1). 

Northwest  Territories  B.  160  (Mr.  Fltspat- 
rick)  In  Com.,  8769  (v). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Prlngle)  In  Com.,  5740  (111).  6967  (It). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  QaUlher) 
in  Com.,  2534  (11). 

Parole  System  for  Convicts  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  470  (1). 

Prescott  Lighthouse  Depot,  Total  Area,  Ac. 
(Ques.)  1148  (1). 

Preston,  W.  T.  R.,  Immigration  Agent,  Salary, 
&c,  Reps.,  Ac.  (Ques.)  462  (1). 

  Employees,  Total  Cost,  &c.  (Ques.)  592 

(0. 

Provincial  Autonomy  re  N.W.  Ters.,  Cor.  be- 
tween Govt,  of  N.W.T.,  &c  (M.  for  copies) 
699  (1). 
See  '  Autonomy:' 

Public  Accounts  Com.,  Meetings,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) 403  (1). 

Public  Buildings  fan  Villages,  &c.  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1101  (1). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners  Act  Amt.  B. 
37  (Mr.  PrefonAalne)  in  Com.,  1243  (1). 

Quebec  Harbour  Works,  Transfer  to  Marine 
Dept.,  tn  Com.  of  Sup.,  771  (i). 

Quebec  Political  Crisis,  Explanation  asked 
for,  822  (i). 

Railway  Commission  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 
Pltspatrick)  In  Com.,  1606  (1). 


Monk,  Mr.  F.  D.—Oon. 

Railway  Commission,  Official  Cars,  Legal  Ex- 
penses, Ac.  (Ques.)  598  (1). 

Railway  Surveys  in  Jolliette  Co.,  Engineers, 
Salaries,  Instructions,  Ac  (M.  for  ret.)  2066 
(11). 

Royal  Mint :   See  '  Mint.' 

St.  Francois  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  In  Sept.. 

Oct.  and  Not.,  1904  (Ques.)  1343  (i). 
Ste.  Genevieve  and  Isle  Blzard,  Expenditure 

re.  Cor.,  ftc.  (M.  for  stnmt.*)  601  (1). 
St.  Ignace  Channel  Dam,  Plan,  Ac.  (Ques.) 

592  (1). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Dredging,  Ac,  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2450  (11). 

St.  Paul  Land  and  Hydraulic  Co.'s  Lease, 
Rental,  Ac.  (Ques.)  2777  (11). 

Salmon,  Capt.,  Resignation,  Ac.,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Ames)  for  Cor.,  395  (i). 
'  Scout '  Str.,  Explosion  of    Acetylene  Gas, 
Appnmt.  of  Experts  on  Qommleajon  (re- 
marks) 4841  (HI). 

Separate  Schools,  Circulars  Issued  by  Jac- 
ques Cartier  Club  (personal  explanation) 
2410  (il). 

Sorel    Shipyard,    Expenditure    re  Wages, 

Amount  expended  in  supplies,  Ac.  (M.  for 

ret.*)  1399  (1). 
— —  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2467  (11). 
Statistics,  Collection,  Ac,  Information,  Ac. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  on  B.  5,  1003  (1). 
Submarine  Signal  Co.,  Boston,  Contracts  with, 

Ac,  Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  917  (1). 
Supply  : 

Art/a,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (archives)  1827;  (ex- 
hibitions) 1833;  (Tear-book)  1474  (1). 

Immigration  (agents,  O.  B.,  Ac,  salaries) 
7685  (iv). 

Justice— Yukon  (living  allowances)  128  (1). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  (Canada 
and  France)  7094;  (Canada  and  New  Zea- 
land 7094  (It)  ;  (Can.  and  S.  Africa)  979  ; 
(Paspeblac  and  Gaspe)  947;  (Quebec  and 
Natashquan)  967;  (St.  .Catherine's  Bay 
and  Tadousac)  950;  (wrecking  plant)  963 
(1). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (schools  of  naviga- 
tion) 2641  (il). 

Penitentiaries  (coal  contracts)  478  ;  (parole 
system)  470  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings— General  (clerk 
of  works)  1646  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Regina 
P.  O.)  1639  (i). 

Public  Works — Buildings — Ottawa  (museum) 
761  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Que.  (Actonvale) 
1101;  (Dom.,  renewals,  Ac.)  1107;  (Grosse 
foe)  1108;  (Longueuil)  1118;  (Magog) 
1116;  (Montreal,  barracks)  1118;  (Mon- 
treal, Inland  Rev.)  1119;  (Montreal  P.  O.. 
Improvements)  1127;  (Quebec,  trachoma 
hospital)  1138  (i). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Grande  Piles)  7327  (iv);  (harbour  Im- 
provements) 771  (1);  (Portneuf  wharf) 
7314;  (Repentlgny  wharf)  7314  (It);  (St. 
Lawrenoe  Channel)  2450  (II). 
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Monk,  Mr.  F.  D. — Co*. 
Supreme  Court  Rep.,  Delay  in  Printing,  Cor., 

Ac.  (M.  tor  copy')  1398  (i). 
  (Ques.)  1841  (1). 

Telegraph  Llnefe  in  Canada,  Americanizing  of, 
re  Alien  Labour  Act  (M.)  to  adjn.,  7642  (It). 
See  '  G.N.W.' 

Trachoma  Hospitals,  Generally,  Establish- 
ment of  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1138 
(i). 

Trading  Stamps  Legislation,  Ac.  (Ques.)  7020 
(It). 

 (remarks)  5134  (111). 

Transcontinental  Ry.:  See  '  G.T.P.' 

Transportation  Problem  and  Wharf  Build- 
ing, Govt.  Policy  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7814  (tv). 

Vegetables,  Canned,  Preserved,  Ac;  Value  of 
Imports,  rM.  for  stmnt.*)  279  (i). 

Verdun,  Damage  by  Floods,  Cor.  from  Board 
of  Trade,  Montreal  (M.  for  copies*)  467  (i). 

Veteranfe,  1866  and  1870,  Grant  of  Land  (re- 
marks) 6047  (It). 

Wrecking  Plant  '  Lord  Strathcona '  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  963  (1). 

Morin,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Dorchetter. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com. 

on  Res.  (subsidy)  6534  (ill). 
Ballot  Boxes,  Payment  to  Mr.  Cayouette  re 

(letter  read)  989  (i). 

 (remarks)  1837  (i). 

'Champlaln,'  Str.,  Total  Cobt,  Ac.  (Ques.) 

149  (i). 
See  'Montcalm.' 
Chateau-Richer,  Expenditure  by  Govt,  for 

Public  Works  (M.  for  stmnt.*)  109  (i). 
 Obstruction,    Removal    of  (remarks) 

1164  (1). 

Disraeli  Wharf,  Wolfe  Co.,  Expenditure  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1729  (1). 

Dorchester  Co.,  Returning  Officers,  Appnmt. 
of.  Cor.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  916  (1). 

Drummond  Co.  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) 1941  (1). 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
S.  Hughefa)  2410  (11). 

I.C.R.,  Time  Table,  Connections  at  Montreal 
(remarks)  6831  (iv). 

Man.  Boundaries,  Mgr.  Sbaretti's  Explanation, 
on  M.  to  adyn.,  4073  (ill). 

'  Montcalm,'  Str.,  Total  Cost,  Ac.  (Ques.)  160 
(t). 

See  '  Champlaln.' 

Quebec  Citadel  Wall,  Repairs  to  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6726  (lv). 

St.  Abdon  Post  Office,  Establishment  of.  Re- 
commendation re  (Ques.)  6663  (iv). 

Ste.  Marguerite  Pastmaster.  Dismissal  of  L. 
Lanamme  (Ques.)  6477  (iv). 


Morin,  Mr.  J.  B.—Oon. 
St.  Moise  Station,  Population  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1979  (1). 
Sdpplt  : 

Public  Works^Buildlngs— Ottawa  (rents) 
6822  (It). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Levis)  1112, 
(Montmagny)  1117  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 
(Apple  River  wharf)  1729  (t). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(Beauce  wharf)  9691  (v);  (Chateau  Richer) 
7290  (lv);  (Disraeli  wharf)  9693  (v); 
(Doucet's  landing)  7300  (lv);  (Grande 
Riviere  de  Beaupr6)  9592  (v);  (Harbour 
commissions)  6726;  (Lake  St.  Peter  pier) 
6460;  (L'lle  d'Alma)  7307  (lv);  (Maski- 
nonge  river)  9690  (v);  (Mill©  Vaches)  7810; 
(Montmagny  wharf)  7811;  (Montmorency 
wharf)  6862  (lv);  (Perlbonka  river)  9691; 
(St.  Alphonee  wharf)  9691  (t);  (St.  Law- 
rence ship  channel)  6468  (lv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (Mitchell  bridge)  1941;  (St. 
Cyrllle,  diversion  of  line)  1969  (i). 

Mulock,  Hon.  Sir  Wm,  K.C.M.G.  (Postmaster 
General),  North  York,  Ont. 

Allen  Labour,  Employment  of  at  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  on  Govt.  Works  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1416  (1). 

Atlantic  Fast  SS.  Mall  Service  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  893  (1). 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  3400 
(11);  (C.P.R.  lands)  in  Com.,  6081  (lv). 
See  '  Manitoba.' 

Ballot  Boxes,  Payment  to  Mr.  Oayouette  (re- 
marks) 1338  (1).. 

Bisonmetbe  vs.  Crown,  Illegal  Stamping  of 
Letters.  Cor.  read,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  194  (i). 

Bramtford  Post  Office  Improvements,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  220  (1). 

Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  by  Minis-  ' 
ters  of  Grown  (remarks)  1809  (1). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co. 's  46  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  on  M.  for  3°,  4413  (111). 

Canada  and  Mexico  SS.  Communication,  Ac. 
(remarks)  67  (1). 
See  '  Mexico.' 

Chateau  Richer  Public  Works,  Dates  of  Pay- 
ment (Ans.)  3202  (11). 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2042  (11). 

Coldwater  and  Lovering  Mall  Service,  Con- 
tract re  (Ans.)  1848  (1),  2694  (11). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions)- 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4266  (ill). 

Dundas,  Ry.  Mail  Clerk,  Rednetatement,  Ac. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  139  (1). 

Elevators  on  Wei  land  Canal,  at  Port  Col- 
borne,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1272,  1800  (i). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  58- 
(Mr.  Geoff  rlon)  in  Com.,  1401  (i>. 

Facer  Steel  Car  Co.'s  B.  27  (Mr.  Caldwell)  in 
Com..  1286  (i). 
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Mulock,  Hon.  Sir  William,  K.C.M.G.— Oon. 
Farmlngton  and  Wilmot  Mail  Contract,  Name 

of  Contractor,  Ac.  (Ana.)  2330  (li).  - 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  of  Can.  inoorp.  B. 

144  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  In  Com.,  8607  (It). 
Fits-Simons  Redlef  B.  130  (Mr.  Calvert)  In 

Com.,  6378  (lv). 
Franking  Privilege,  Abuse  of,  re  Circulars  of 

Dental  Institute  (remarks-)  1807  (1). 
 Use  of  Stamps.  &c.  (remarks)  5186  (Hi), 

5963  (1v). 

Free  Mall  Delivery,  Total  Cost  (Ane.)  729  (1). 
Glenn  Ross  P.O.,  Abolition  of  (Ans.)  1149  (I). 
Goderich  Mall  Contract,  Tender  re,  &c.  (Ana.) 
2493  (11). 

Grain  Survey  Boards,  Toronto  and  Montreal, 

Stmts.,  Names,  &c.  (Ans.)  910  (i). 
G.T.  Pacific  Commission,  Staff  and  Salaries 

(Ans.)  688  (I). 
Green,  Samuel  H.,  Poet  master  at  Kaslo,  B.C., 

Dismissal,  &c.  (Ans.)  2331  (11). 
House  of  Commons  P.O.,  uelay  in  Mail  De- 
livery (remarks)  in.  Com.  of  Sup.,  199  (1). 
International   Postal   Supply   Co.,   Rent  of 

Stamping  Machines  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  211  (.1). 
,    Kent,  Miss  A.,  Postmistress  at  Kent,  N.S., 

Dismissal,  &c.  (Ans.)  2331  (li). 
Kentvale  Postmaster,  Sureties,  Dismissal,  &c. 

(Ana.)  6978  (lv). 
Kingston,  N.B.,  and  Jubilee  Station  Mail  Con- 
tract, Tenders  re  (Ans.)  6133  (ill). 
Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 

In  Com.,  705  (1). 
Letter  Carriers,  Bonuses,  &c.   (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  216  (1). 
  Payment  for  Sick  Leave  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,"  176  (1). 
 Uniforms,  Contracts  re  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  207  (i). 
Leverette,  Geo.  Milton,  Postmaster,  Kltley, 

Partisan  Conduct  re  Election,  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6241  (lv). 
Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Payments  to  (Ans.) 

4373  (Hi). 

Maccan  Mail  Contract,  Amount  paid,  (Ans.) 
188  (1). 

Mall  Bags,  Locks,  Repairs,  &c..  Contracts  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  205,  209  (i). 

Mail  carried  free  by  Rys,  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  186  (1). 

Mail  Carriers,  System  of  Payments  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (i). 

Mall  Contracts,  Tenders  re  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  179  (1). 

Mail  Subsidy  paid  to  Star  Line  re  River  St. 
John  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  181  (1). 

Mail  Subsidies  re  Newfoundland  Service  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (1). 


Mulock,  Hon.  Sir  William,  K.C.M.G.— Con. 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  M'gr.  Sbar- 
rettl's  Memorandum,  &c.  (personal  expla- 
nation) 3846  (11). 

 '  Malicious  Fabrication '   re  Charges. 

4035  (11). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists  returned  to  Clerk  of 
Crown  (remarks)  1406  (1). 

Melbourne  and  Upper  Melbourne  Mall  Con- 
tract, Tenders  re  (Ans.)  4372  (ill). 

Mexico  and  Canada,  Exports  of  Canadian 
Goods,  &c.  (remarks)  897  (1). 
See  '  Canada  and  Mexico.' 

Mileage  re  Mail  Carriage,  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  184  (1). 

Ministers,  Absence  of  (remarks)  1286  (1). 

Money  carried  Through  Mail,  Legislation  re 
(Ans.)  4809  (111). 

Montreal  Postal  Station  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1128  (I). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Complaints  re  Regis- 
tered Letters  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  3up., 
183  (1). 

 Illegal  Stamping  of  Letters  (cot.  read) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  194  (1). 
 Improvements,  New  Station  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  223  (1). 
 Pneumatic    System    Installation,  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1184  (1). 
 St.  Catherine  St.  branch,  Unswilary 


Condition  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  202  (1). 
  Stealing  of  Cheques,  &c.  (remarks)  In 


Com.  of  Sup.,  198  (1). 
Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'?  iuo'j., 

B.  20  (Mr.  Scott)  In  Com..  2716  (il). 
Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Slmllkameen  Coal  and 

Ry  Co.'s  B.  34  (Mr.  Galilher)  In  Com.,  1709 

0). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fence,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
6696  (ill). 

 Papers  re  Contract,  on  Inquiry  for 

Ret.,  6962  (lv). 
Northwefet  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  In  Com.,  2055;    on  M.  for  3°,  2714 

(li). 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  In  Com.,  2720  (11). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galilher)  In 

Com.,  1284  (1),  2954,  3178  (11). 
Owen  Sound  P.O.,  Site  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1029  (1). 
Pere  Marquette  Ry.,  Emplymt.   of  Aliens, 

Judge  Winchester's  Rep.  (presented)  6232 

(lv). 

Pneumatic  Tube  System,  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  217  (1). 

Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  Telephone  Sys- 
tem and  Board  of  Ry.  Commissioners,  on 
M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Copies  of  Cor.,  1389  (1). 
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Mulock,  Hon.  Sir  William,  K.C.M.G.— Con. 
Port  Colborne  Elevator,  In  Com.' of  Sup.,  1272, 
1300  (I). 

Postage  on  Newspapers  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  179  (i). 

Postage  Stamps,  Bank  Notes,  &c,  Contracts, 
re  (remarks)  in  Com.,  of  Sup.,  204  (I). 

Postal  Business,  Alberta  District,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Roche,  Marquette)  for  Ret.,  600  (i). 

Postal  Rates  Increases  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  222  (1). 

Postmasters  acting  as  Dei,.  Ret.  Officers  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Spu.,  6241  (It). 

Powers,  Jas.,  Postmaster  at  Wheatley  River, 
P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  As.,  (Ans.)  4374  (ill). 

P.K.I.,  Additional  Subsidy  in  1901,  on  In- 
quiry for  Ret.,  4811  (Hi). 

P.E.I.  and  Mainland,  Delay  of  Mail  (expla- 
nation) 2261  (li). 

 Letter  from  Mr.  Pottinger  (read)  1153 

(i)  . 

 (remarks)  2204  (11). 

P.E.I.  Communication  with  Mainland,  (re- 
marks) 832  (1). 

 Contract  with  Steam  Nav.  Co.  (Ans.) 

6316. 

 Winter  Mall  Service,  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2662  (II). 

Public  Works  Portfolio,  Appnmt.  of  Minister 

(remarks)  5961  (lv). 
Ry.  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster) 

in  Com.,  3246  (il). 
Ry.  Act  (express  companies)  Amt.  B.  4  (Mr. 

Maclean)  on  M.  for  Adjnmt.,  3247  (ii). 

 (remarks)  109  (i). 

Reports  and  Rets.,  on  Inquiry  for,  1242  (d). 
Resignation  of  Conservative  Ministers  In  1896 

(remarks)  836,  844  (1). 
Richmond  and  Drummond    Fire  Insurance 

Co.'s  B.  103  (Mr.  Tobln)  on  M.  for  2°,  2296 

(ii)  . 

Royal  Mint,  Ottawa,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  618  (i). 
Rural  Mail  Delivery.  Cost  of  Establishment, 

&c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lennox)  for  Rep.,  2079  (11). 

 (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  221  (1). 

St.  James  Division  Branch  Post  Office  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  218  (1). 
St.  John  and  St.  Martin's,  N.B.,  Mall  Contract 

(Ans.)  2776  (ii). 
Ste.  Marguerite  Postmaster,  Dismissal  of  L. 

Laflamme  (Ans.)  6477  (lv). 
Sarnia  Post  Office  Building  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  862  (i). 
Shelburne  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  &c,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Barr)  for  Cor.,  597  (1). 

 (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1044  (1). 

Sherbrooke,  Postal  Rate  and  Delivery  (Ans.) 

879  (i). 

Stanhope,  P.E.I.,   Dismissal   of  Postmaster 
Lawson  (Ans.)  1062  (i). 
Q 


Mulock,  Hon.  Sir  William,  K.C.M.Q.— Con. 
Supply  : 

Canals— Welland  (Port  Colborne  elevator) 
1272,  1300  (1). 

Civil  Govt.— Labour  Dept.  (salaries,  &c> 
100  (1);  Post  Office— (contingencies)  6240> 
(lv);  (salaries)  95  (1). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  Mexico)  895  (1). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  (winter  mall  ser- 
vice, P.E.I.)  2662  (II). 

Post  Office  (compassionate  allowance  re 
Patrick  Callery)  6628  (lv)  ;  (detective- 
service)  209  ;  (Inspectors'  salaries)  144  p 
(Inspector  W.  A.  Cairns  salary)  6629  (lv); 
(letter  carriers)  173;  (mall  service)  5629> 
(lv);  (provisional  allowance)  166;  (ry. 
mall  clerks)  139;  (salaries)  165;  Yukon 
(mall  service)  203;  (salaries)  214  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonlah) 
849;  (Canso)  1029;  (Shelburne)  1044  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Sandwich) 
1579;  (Toronto  postal  station)  1592;  (Tor- 

•  onto  warehouse)  1584  (i). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (Royal 
Mint)  618  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Montreal 
military  buildings)  1126;  (Montreal  P.O., 
Improvements)  1127;  (Montreal  P.O.,  pneu- 
matic system)  1134. 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 
'   (Apple  River  wharf)  1730;  (Harbour  im- 
provements) 774  (1). 

Tay  Canal,  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1301  (1). 
Telephone  Systems,  Investigation  into:  (M.) 

for  Set.  Com.,  2681,  2841  (li). 

 (M.)  to  add  Names,  4186  (Hi). 

Tbessalon  Postmaster,  Appnmt.  and  Sureties 

(Ans.)  6106  (lv). 
 on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6201 

(iv). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Cor.,  3202  (11). 

 Further  Papers  re  Irregularities  (pre- 
sented) 6232,  6646  (iv). 

Toronto  Examining  Warehouse,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1584  (1). 

Toronto  Postal  Service,  Pneumatic  Tubes  (re- 
marks) 5807  (ill). 

 (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1591  (i). 

Transportation  Problem  re  Waterways  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1272,  1300  (i). 

Trent  Canal  Surveys  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1471  (i). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1385  (1). 

Uniforms  for  Letter  Carriers,  Contracts  re 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  206  (i). 

Victoria  Harbour  Mail  Contract  (Ans*)  2191 
(li). 

Waverley  Postmaster,  Duties  and  Residence, 

&c.  (Ans.)  5427  (ill). 

 Personal  Duties  (remarks)  5807  (Hi). 

Welland  Canal,  Leases  for  Water  Power,  on 

M.  (Mr.  German)  for  Ret.,  2098  (11). 
Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 
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Northrup,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Eatt  JtatHngt. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  V,  3121,  3186 
(H). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Mr.  Haultaln's  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2508  (il). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9758  (v). 

Madoc  and  Eldorado  Ry.  Bonus,  Ac.  (Ques.) 
7261  (lv). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Pringle)  in  Com.,  5969  (lv). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  327  (1). 
Selkirk  Ret.  Officers,  Occupation,  &c.  (Ques.) 

1761  (I). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  lit  Com., 
713  (i). 

Yukon  Representation,  Ret.  of  Member-Elect 
Delay  (remarks)  453  (i). 

Oliver,  Hon.  Frank  (Minister  of  the  Interior), 
Edmonton. 

Alberta  Central  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  118)  1°*,  2185 
(11). 

Athabasca  Ry.  and  Oil  Co.'s  tncorp.  (B.  il7) 
1°»,  2186  ;  in.  Com.,  3135  (il). 

Atlas,  furnished  by  Interior  Dept.  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9308  (v). 

Auditor  General's  Resignation,  Acceptance 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6520  (lv). 

Autonomy  (Alberta)  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) in  Com.  on  Res.,  5485  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  3162  (11). 

  in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries),  6612  (ill). 

  (Compensation  re  Lands)  5817  (ill). 

  (Grown  Lands),  8262  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats),  7728  (lv)  ;  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden),  8017  (v)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  re  distribution  of  seats, 
7771.  7818,  7938  (lv). 

  (lands  vested  in  Crown).  5992  (lv). 

  (school  clause  amts.),  6866  (Hi). 

  (seat  of  govt.),  8244  (v). 

  (subsidy  to  provs.),  6088  (lv). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  In  Com.,  on  Schedules 
(Athabasca)  8163  ;  (Cardston)  8149  ;  (Ed- 
monton city)  8160  ;  (Oleichen)  8154,  8166  ; 
(Lethbridge)  8150  ;  (Macleod)  8160  ;  (Medi- 
cine Hat)  8148  ;  (Saskatchewan)  8161  :  (Sto- 
ny Plains)  8167  ;  (Sturgeon)  8162  ;  (Vermi- 
lion) 8155  (v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70  In  Com.,  sec. 
12  (distribution  of  seats)  8712  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  on  "  Orangelsm " 
(remarks)  in  Com.,  6874  (ill). 

 Census  re  Rural  and  Town  Population, 

Ac,  on  Inquiry  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8092 
(v). 

Bell,  Dr.,  Appnmt.  as  Director  of  Getrfoglca.1 
Survey  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  9304  (v). 


Oliver,  Hon.  Frank— Con. 
Calgary  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  22)  1*», 

37S  ;  in  Com..  1100  (1). 
Congdon,  Mr.,  Appnmt.  as  Legal  Adviser  to 

Yukon  Govt,  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7717  (iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Act,  Reglations  re  Yukon  Ter., 

(M.)  to  approve,  9784  (v). 
Dom.  Lands  Official  Salaries,  List  read  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9290  (v). 
Doncaster  Indian  Reserve,  Abolition  of  (Ans.) 

7812  (iv). 

D.  R.  Fraser  Co.'s  imcorp.  (B.  119)  1"*,  2185  (11). 
Douhobor    Homestead    Entries    re  Village 
Property  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6409 

(iv)  . 

Edmonton  Election,  Date  of,  Ac.  (remark)  in 

Com.  on  B.  69,  6891  (111). 
 Printing  of  Voters'   Llets  (remarks) 

5866  (114). 

"  Emigration  of  State  Children  ;  Reply  to 
Ques.  (read)  5676  (111). 

Geological  Survey  Director.  Appnmt.  of  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9303  (v). 

Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W.  Grant 
(remarks)  6480  (lv). 

  Jurisdiction   of,  Memorandum  (read) 

6478  (lv). 

Grazing  Leases,  tee.,  on  Inquiry  for  Ret.,  8630 

(v)  . 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Applications  from  N.  Ouel- 
let,  Ac,  Purchase  of,  Ac.  (Ans.)  9079  (v). 

Halt-Breed  Scrip  to  Non-residents  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6500  (lv). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

6564  (iv). 

 (reply)  to  Hon.  Mr.  Foster,  7667  (Iv). 

 Further  Issue  of  Patents  (remarks)  800S 


(v). 


Further  Instructions  laid  on  Table, 
9075  (V). 

 Further  Papers  Jald  on  Table,  9179  (v). 

 Inquiry  for  Copy  of  Instructions  (Mr. 


Foster)  8181  (v). 

 Memo,  crom  Mr.  Cote  (read)  6403  (lv). 

 on  Inquiry  (Mt.  Foster)  for  Papers. 


7423  (lv). 
See  '  NUon.' 

Homestead  Entries,  Bogus  Applications  (re- 
marks) la  Com.  of  Sup.,  9270  (v). 

 Sales  to  Settlers  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9269  (v). 

Homestead  Inspectors  and  Govt.  Officials  act- 
ing as  Political  Organizers  in  N.W.T.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9266  (v). 

 Policy  re  Politicians  (remarks)  In  Com- 

of  Sup.,  6407  (tv). 

Immigration  Agents,  Tabulated  Statement 
(read)  9308  (v). 

Immigration,  B.C.,  Medical  Inspection,  O.C.. 
Ac.  (read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9331  (v). 
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Oliver,  Hon.  Frank — Con. 
Immigration,  Bonuses  paid  to  Transportation 
and  Booking  Cos.  (Ans.)  7811  (Iv). 

 Bonuses  to  Steamships  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9318  (v). 
See  '  North  Atlantic' 

  Literature  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7710  (iv). 

  Offices  In  G.B.,  Memorandum  from  To- 


ronto Trade  and  Labour  Council  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9312  (v). 

Immigrants  deported  from  Can.,  Ac.  (remarks) 
in  Com  .of  Sup.,  7702  (It). 

Immigrants  entered  at  Vancouver  and  Victo- 
ria, Statement  (read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9382 
(v). 

Immigrant  Farmers,  Bonuses  paid  by  Govt. 
(Ans.)  7811  (Iv). 

Immigrants  from  English  Workhouses,  Pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Neill,  Ac.  (Ans.)  6188  (iv). 

Immigration  of  Children  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9324  (v). 

Indian  Agents  acting  as  Magistrates  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6646  (iv). 

Indian  Reserve  Sales,  on  M.  (Mr.  Hughes) 
6664  (iv). 

  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6552  (iv). 

Jamleson,  Dr.,  Payment  to  re  Berens  Agency 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6662  (iv). 
Land  Titles  Act  (1894)  Amt.  (B.  162)  1°  m., 

6104  (iv);  in  Com.,  9082  (v). 
Leach,  R.  E.  A.,  Dom.  Lands  Agent  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9251  (v). 
Lesser  Slave  Lake  Post  Office  (remarks)  in 

Com.  on  B.  69  ,  8164  (v). 
Meadow  Creek  Ranching  Co.,  Patent  re  Lands 

(Ans.)  6476  (iv). 
Medical  Inspection  re  Indians,  Payments,  &c. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6652  (Iv). 
Middle  Forks  Falls,  Location  of,  Conditions 

of  Sale,  Ac,  (Ans.)  9079  (v). 
Moose  Mountain  Indian  Agency,  Rep.  of  In- 
spection (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9837  (v). 
Nixon,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  as  Lands  Agent  at  Mac- 

leod,  N.W.T.,  (explanation)  6110  (iv). 
 Charges  against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to 

adjn.,  8107  (v). 
 Investigation    at    Macleod  (remarks) 

9075,  9789  (v). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  reduce  Salary, 

9316,  9770  (v). 
See  '  Half-Breed,'  Ac. 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  and  Contract  re 

immigration  (remarks)  in  Cm.  of  Sup.,  7706 

(Iv),  9320  (v). 

 prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9440  (v). 

 Contract  with,  re  Immigrants  (remarks) 

7907  (iv),  8182  (v). 
See  '  Immigration.' 
N.W.T.,  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  in  Elec- 
tions (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9717  (v). 
Oi 


Oliver,  Hon.  Frank — Con. 

N.W.T.,  Grazing  Leases,  Number  Issued,  Ac. 
(Ans.)  6478  (ill) 

Northwest  Irrigation  Act  Amt.  (B.  161)  1"  m., 
6104  (iv);  2"  m.  and  in  Com.,  8775  (v). 

Porter,  S.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9252  (v). 

Railway  Belt  Lands,  B.C.,  Settlement  of  Com- 
plaints re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9296 
(v). 

Riding  Mountain  Timber  Reserve,  Bounda- 
ries, Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9298  (v). 

Roads  and  Road  Allowances  in  Alberta  and 
Saskatchewan  (B.  195)  1°  m.,  9076;  In  Cam.. 
9525;  on  Sen.  Amis.,  9819  (v). 

Russian  Priests  canvassing  for  Conserva- 
tives in  Dom.  Elections  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9264  (v). 

St.  Lawrence  Islands,  Cor.  re  Disposal  of, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  6477  (lv). 

Salvation  Army  Colonies,  Rider  Haggard's 
Rep.  (Ans.)  6188  (iv). 

Saskatchewan  Bill,  Papers  re  Population,  Ac, 
Laid  on  Table,  8267  (v). 
See  '  Autonomy.' 

Saskatchewan  Valley  Land  Co.,  Issue  of  Pa- 
tents re  Homestead  entries  (Ans.)  8267,  8655 
(v). 

Schukln,  Ivan,  Cancellation  of  Homestead 
Patent  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6409  (iv). 

Smart,  Jas.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6419  (lv). 

Stoney  Indians  Depleting  Game,  Ac  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6549  (iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.— Interior  (mines  branch)  6264 
(lv);  (salary  increases)  9070  (v). 

Dom.  Lands  (Banff,  pamphlets  re)  6424  (Iv); 
(Banff  Park  waterworks)  9306  (v);  (con- 
tingencies) 6406  (iv),  9289  (v);  (homestead 
inspectors)  6407  (iv),  9253;  (land  agents) 
9251  ;  (maps,  Ac)  9308  ;  (Mines  branch, 
smelting  ore)  9303  ;  (national  boundary 
fence)  8672;  (outside  salaries)  9261  (v); 
(maps,  printing,  Ac.)  6426;  (roads  and 
bridges)  6423  (lv);  (salaries,  outside  ser- 
vice) 9290  (v);  (surveys,  maps,  Ac)  6406 
(lv);  (surveys)  8671,  9306;  (tree  culture) 
9298  (v). 

Geological  Survey  (assay  apparatus)  8671; 
(maps,  Ac.)  8670;  (salaries)  9249;  (surveys) 
B.C.)  8669;  (surveys,  Ac.)  8669  (v). 

Immigration  (agencies,  salaries,  Ac.)  6385 
(iv);  (agents  In  Can.  and  G.B.)  9308;  (tab- 
ulated statement  (read)  9308  (v);  (agents, 
G.B.,  salaries)  7686  (iv)  9226;  (detention 
hospital,  B.C.)  9227  (v);  (interpreters)  7701 
(iv);  (medical  inspection,  B.C.)  9331;  (O.C., 
read)  9330;  (seed  grain)  9307  (v). 

Indians— B.C.(Dom.  exhibition  at  New  West- 
minster) 9339  (v);  (Industrial  schools)  6556 
(lv)  9339  (v);  (medical  attendance)  6555 
(Iv);  (miscellaneous)  9839;  (Pemberton 
Band)  9339  <v);  (travelling  expenses)  6556 
(iv). 

Indians— General  (Dr.  Bryce,  salary)  6658; 
(printing)  6558  (iv). 
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Oliver,  Hon.  Frank— Con. 
Supply  —Con. 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (annuities)  6B38 
(ir);  (Implements)  9336  (v);  (ltye  stock) 
6539  ;  statement  (read)  6543  ;  (provi- 
sions, &c.)  6550  (iv),  9338  (v);  (seed  grain) 
6639;  (surveys)  6552  (lv). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6617  (lv). 

Indians — N.B.  (medical  attendance)  6516; 
seed  grain)  6516  ;  (salaries)  6516  (lv)  ; 
(supt.,  salary)  9836  (v). 

Indians— N.S.  (general  vote)  6514  (Iv). 

Indians— N.W.T.  (Inspectors)  6648  (lv). 

Indians— Ont.  and  Que.  (legal  expenses) 
9336;  (park  improvements)  9335;  (Treaty 
No.  9)  9336  (v). 

Indians — P.E.I,  (medical  attendance)  6538 
(lv). 

Miscellaneous  (Alaska  boundaries)  7719  ; 
(assay  office,  B.C.)  7721;  (Keewatln  lun- 
atics) 7720;  (litigation  expenses)  7720  ; 
(maps,  &c,  N.W.T.)  7721;  (Toho  park) 
7719  (iv). 

N.W.  Ter.  Govt.  (Torrens  system)  9249  (v). 
Scientific  Institutions  (astronomical  obser- 
vatory) 9248  (v). 
Yukon  Ter.  Govt,  (additional  allowance  to 
Ma].  Wood)  9250  (v);  (local  council  grant) 
7718  (iv),  9250  (v);  (salaries,  Ac.)  7716  (iv). 
Timber  Licenses  on  Indian  Lands,  Govt.  Pro- 
cedure (Ans.)  9281  (v). 
Timber  Regulations  re  Cutting  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9297  (v). 
Toronto  Observatory,  Removal  to  Ottawa  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9249  (v). 
Turriff,  J.  G.,  Employment  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 
8267  (v). 

Tukon  Regulations  :  Bee  '  Dom.  Lands  Aot.' 
Yukon  Ter.  Orders  in  Council  (prop,  res.)  9724 
(v). 

Osier,  Mr.  E.  B.,  West  Toronto. 

Acetylene  Gas  Cos.,  Contract  re  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1063  (i). 
Apples,  Packing  for  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  743  (1). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurter)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4404  (ill). 
 In  Com.,  (election  of  members),  5766 

(lit). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Mr.  Haultain's  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2613  (tl). 

Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  Dom.  Elections,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Porter)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9218  (v). 

Carpets  purchased  by  Govt,  for  Parlt.  Build- 
ings, Quantity,  Value,  Ac.  (Ques.)  8266  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 
Com.,  633  (1). 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2109  (ii). 

Drummond  Co.  Ry.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks) 
1941  (i). 

Elevator  at  Port  Colborne,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1277,  1809  (1). 
Estimates,  Obstruction  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9272  (v). 


Osier,  Mr.  E.  B.— Con. 

Govt.  Officials  and  Political  Organizers  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9272  (v). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
In  Com.,  8650  (11). 

G.  T.  Pacific  Surveys,  Reps.  In  Ry.  Dept.,  (re- 
marks) 2021  (11). 

Immigration  of  Children  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
of  Sup.,  9324  (v). 

Immigration  Office  in  G.B.,  Complaints  of  Tor- 
onto Trade  and  Labour  Council,  Memoran- 
dum (read)  9309  (v). 

I.C.R.,  Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1958  (i). 

Japan  Trade  Relations  with  Canada,  on  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Fisher)  7913  (lv). 

Klllam,  Judge,  Appnmt.  as  Chairman  of  Com- 
missioners (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  562  (i). 

I,abour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C> 
In  Com.,  709  (1). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Ex- 
planation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4038  (11>. 

Moncton  Shops,  I.C.R.,  Capacity,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1965  (i). 

North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, Termination  of  (prop,  res.)  9437; 
Neg.  (Y.  40;  N.  76)  9480  (v). 

  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9320  (v). 

 Notice  of  Motion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9329 

.  (▼)• 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Erection 
of  Wire  Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurter)  5712  (ill). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5684 

(111). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir 

Wilfrid  Laurler)  In  Com.,  462  (i). 
Ottawa  Public  Buildings,  Rentals,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6818  (iv). 
Parole  System    for   Convicts  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  472  (1). 
Pilotage  Act  (Quebec)  Amt.  B.  171  (Mr.  Pre- 

fontalne)  In  Com.,  7444  (lv). 
Plains  of  Abraham,  Que.,  Erection  of  Tank 

on  Martello  Towers  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  431  (I). 
Port  Colborne,  Elevator  on  Wetland  Canal,  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1277,  1309  (1). 
Ry.  Commissioners    (chairman)  B.    36  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrlck)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  662  (1). 
Robs  Rifle  Factory,  Tank  on  Martello  Tower 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  431  (1). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com..  1168  (i). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  9346  (v). 
Supply : 

Canals— Trent  (Holland  River)  9360;  (sur- 
veys) 9356;  (surveys  of  dams)  9S77  (v); 
Welland  (Port  Colborne  elevator)  1271, 
1309  (1). 
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Osier,  Mr.  E.  B.— Cow. 
Supply— Con. 

Dom.  Lands  (agents'  salaries)  9253;  (home- 
stead Inspectors)  9263  (v). 

House  of  Commons  (messengers)  248  (1). 

Immigration  (agents  in  Q.B.  and  Can.)  7699 
(It),  9309  (v)  ;  (medical  Inspection,  B.C.) 
9229  ;  (seed  grain)  9307  (v). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Implements) 
9337  (v). 

Lighthouse   and    Coast   Service  (Marconi 

stations)  2870  (11). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 

and  S.  Africa)  974  ;  (Quebec  and  Natash- 

quan)  968  ;  (St.  John  and  Mlnas  Basin) 

971  (I). 

Militia  (pay  and  allowance)  431  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings— Dom.  (fuel)  6822; 

(rents)  6818  (It). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (immigration 

building)    1060  ;    (6t.   John  quarantine) 

1063  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ottawa  (repairs, 

&c.)  6816  ;  (treasury  vaults)  6826  (It). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 

(Country  Harbour)  7398  ;  (Cow  Bay)  7399  ; 

(Culloden)  7401  ;   (Inverness  Mines)  7403 

(iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Out. 
(Barrle  pier)  9696  (v). 

Railways— G.T.P.  (salaries,  Ac.)  2293  ;  (sur- 
veys, construction,  4c.)  2281  (ii)  ;  (sur- 
Teys,  plans,  Ac.)  9490  ;  (terminals,  &c.) 
9499  (T). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (Campbellton)  1969;  (Drum- 
mondvllle  Improvements)  1961  (1)  ;  'gen- 
eral vote)  7476  (lv)  ;  (Halifax  terminals) 
2034  (11)  ;  (Mitchell  bridge)  1941  ;  (Monc- 
ton  accommodation)  1947;  (Newcastle  Im- 
provements) 1967  ;  (rolling  stock)  1986  (i), 
2087  (11),  9614  (v)  ;  (steel  rails,  fastenings, 
Ac.)  1988  ;  (Sydney  Mines  extension)  1987 
W. 

Railways — P.E.I.  (Cardigan  branch)  9484  (v). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3663  (II). 

Toronto,  Centre,  Issue  of  Writ,  Registration 
re  (remarks)  3261  (ii). 

Toronto  Island  Fog  Horns,  Complaints  re  (re- 
marks) 9286  (v). 

Toronto  Trade  and  Labour  Council,  Memoran- 
dum re  Immigration  Office  in  O.B.  (read)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9309  (v). 

Transportation  Problem  re  Waterways,  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1277,  1309  (1). 

Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Paquet,  Mr.  E.,  L'Ulet. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 

Amt.  to  M.  for  2°,  4798  (111). 
Dom.  Notes,  Printing  in  English  and  French, 

Ac.  (Ques.)  6826  (lv). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection  at  Three 

Rivers,  Total  Cost,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1760  (1). 
I.C.R.  Time  Tables,  Printing  in  English  and 

French  (Ques.)  0827  (iv). 
St.  Angel,  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re 

(Ques.)  1769  (1). 


Parent,  Mr.  Geo.,  Montmorency. 
Address,  The,  in  Ans.  to  His  Ex.'s.  Speech 
(seconded)  17  (1). 

Parmelee,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Shefford. 
Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  It.  for  2°,  4886 
(ill). 

Battleford  and  Lake  Lenore  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  76) 

1°  m..  1671  (1). 
Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8231  (v). 
Ottawa,  Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  (B. 

18)  1"*,  817  (1). 

Paterson,  Hon.  William  (Minister  of  Customs), 

Brant. 

Agricultural  Imports  to  U.S.  1903-4  (Ans.)  909 

(I)  . 

Allans  SS.  Contracts  re  Cold  Storage,  Cor., 
&c.  (read)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  866  (1). 

Atlantic  Fast  SS.  Service  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  892  (1). 

Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  3046 

(II)  . 

 in   Com.    (distribution   of  seats)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8081  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  School  Clause  Amts,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  6870  (ill). 

 Discussion  re  (remarks)  6836  (It). 

See  '  Manitoba.' 

Binder  Twine,  Manufacture  in  Can.  for  Home 
Consumption  (Ans.)  1769  (i). 

Budget,  on  The,  8934  (t). 

Canso,  Establishment  of  Bait  Freezers,  Ac 
(Ans.)  1147  (1). 

Cattle  Embargo,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com  of 
Sur.,  902  (i). 

Cement,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B.  190, 
9766  (v). 

Cement,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8985  (v). 
Civil  Service  Insurance  Act,  Statement,  Ac. 

(presented)  64  (1). 
Coatsworth,  Customs  Collector,  Salary,  Ac. 

(remarks)  in.  Com.  of  Sup.,  261  (4). 
Customs  Collections  on  Sunday  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  413  (1). 
Customs  Collector,  Victoria,  B.C.,  Appnmt. 

of,  Ac.  (Ans.)  271  (1). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190  (Mr.  Fielding) 

In  Com.,  9764  (t). 
Discrimination  re  Freight  Rates,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  889  (I). 
Dumping  Clause,  Amts.  to  (remarks)  In  Com. 

on  B.  190,  9767  (v). 
 Customs,  Instructions  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Kemp)  for  Copies,  695  (1). 
Dredges  Imported,  Entries  at  Customs,  Ac. 

(remarks)  re  Ques.  of  Mr.  Bennett,  M.P.. 

6596  (ill). 
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Paterson,  Hon.  William— Con. 

Dredging  Plant,  Ac.,  Imported  Into  Canada, 
Valuation,  &c.  (Ans.)  5425  (111). 

Edmonton  Election,  Opposition  to  Min.  of 
Int.  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B.  69,  5884  (ill). 

Fisher,  P.  G..  Retirement,  Ac.  (Ans.)  264  (1). 

Furness,  Withy  &  Co.,  Contract  re  S.  African 
Trade,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  971  (1). 

Hamilton  Cove  P.O.,  Mail  Service  and  Rev- 
enue (Ans.)  7422  (iv). 

Harvey,  N.B.,  Customs  Collector,  Appnmt.  of 
(AM.)  9697  (v). 

Hay  exported  from  Quebec  to  Boston,  Num- 
ber of  Tons  (Ans.)  689,  1065  (i). 

Herring  Industry,  &c.  at  Oaneo,  Ac.  (Ans.) 
.     1W7  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports,  Total  Amount  for  Home 
Consumption,  1904  (Ana.)  380  (I). 

Imports  from  United  Kingdom,  Amounts^&c. 
(Ans.)  267  (i). 

McHichael,  Mr.,  Customs  Inspector,  Duties, 
Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  406  (1). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions,  Informa- 
tion re  System  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
923  (I). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  Mr.  Borden's  Visit  to 
Bishop  Langevln  in  Winnipeg.  Ac,  4020  (ii). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Expla- 
nation, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4018  (II). 

Meteorological  Building,  Toronto,  Erection  of 
(Ane.)  1149  (i). 

Morrison,  Hector  D.,  Customs  Officer,  Pinette, 
P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2330  (li). 

Oats,  Rolled,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B. 
190,  9764  (v). 

Preferential  Tariff,  Amounts,  Volue  of  Im- 
ports, Ac.  (Ans.)  152  (I). 

Preacott  Lighthouse  Depot,  Total  Area,  Ac. 
(Ans.)  1149  (1). 

Pub.  Accounts  (presented)  60  (1). 

'Reptile  Frees,'  Ac.  (renaaris)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1576  (1). 

Returns,  on  Inquiry  tor  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  5209 
(HI). 

Revenue  collected  In  N.W.  Ters.,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Roche,  Marquette)  for  Ret.,  601  (i). 
Rolled  Oats  :   See  '  Oats.' 
Rouse,  David,  Appnmt.  as  Customs  Collector, 

Salary,  Ac.  (Ans.)  462  (1). 
Ste.  Famille  Wharfage  Dues,  Abolition  of 

(Ans.)  1150  (1). 
St.  Francois  and  Quebec  SB.  Subsidy,  Request 

re  (Ans.)  1604  (I). 
Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of  :   See  '  Autonomy.' 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bonded  Warehouse  for  Soft 

Coal,  Establishment  of  .(Ans.)  6688  (ill). 
Savage  Harbour,  P.E.I.,  Proposed  Improve- 
ment (Ans.)  3361  (ii). 
Shaw,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Retirement,  4c.  (Ans.)  264 

ii). 


Paterson,  Hon.  William — Con. 
S.  Africa  and  Can  SS.  Subsidy,  Contract  re 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  971  (i). 
Supply  (M.)  for  Com.,  50  (I) 
Supply  : 

Chinese  Immigration  (salaries,  Ac.) '981  (1). 

Civil  Govt.— Aud.  Gen.'s  Office  (salaries)  77, 
90;  Customs  (contingencies)  406;  (salaries) 
78  (1),  9069  (v);  Finance  (salaries)  78;  Gov. 
Gen.'s  Sec.'s  Office  (salaries)  70;  Sec.  of 
State  (salaries)  74;  Trade  and  Commerce 
(salaries)  96  (i). 

Customs  (commutation  re  navy  and  army) 
6724  (lv);  (contingent  expenses)  256  (1); 
(Foote,  J.,  gratuity,  Ac.)  6434  (iv);  (in- 
spectors' salaries)  405  (1);  (remission  of 
duty  re  army  and  navy  goods)  6812  (iv); 
(revenue  cruisers)  409  (1);  (Shadwell,  Mrs. 
J.  B.,  gratuity)  6435;  (Turner,  Mrs.  J., 
gratuity,  Ac.)  6435  (iv). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Anna- 
polls  and  G.B.)  967  ;  (Baddeck  and  East 
Bay)  934  ;  (Canada  and  G.B.)  864;  (Can- 
ada and  Mexico)  896;  Canada  A  South  Af- 
rica) 971;  (Grand  Manan  and  Mainland)  922; 
(Halifax  and  Canso)  937;  (Halifax  and  Li- 
verpool) 902;  (Halifax  and  NfW.)  906; 
(Magdalen  Islands)  906;  (Manchester  Line) 
932;  (Montreal,  Quebec  and  G.  B.)  932; 
(Murray  Bay  and  Riv.  Ouelle)  938;  (Pas- 
p£blac  and  Gaspfe)  944;  (Petit  de  Grat) 
966;  (Pictou  and  Cheticamp)  936;  (Picton 
and  Montague  Bridge)  926;  (Port  Mul- 
grave,  Ac.)  934;  (P.E.I,  and  G.  B.)  927  ; 
(P.  B.  I.  and  Mainland)  920  ;  (P.  E.  I. 
and  Newfoundland.)  940  ;  (Port  Mulgrave 
and  Canso)  935;  (Quebec  and  Blanc  Sa- 
blon)  936;  (Quebec  and  Gaspe)  926;  (Que- 
bec and  Natashquan)  967;  <6t.  Catherine's 
Bay  and  Tadousac)  948;  (St.  John,  N.B. 
and  Belfast)  902;  (St.  John  and  Dtgby) 
904,  966;  (St.  John,  N.B.,  and  Glasgow) 
902;  (St.  John  and  Halifax)  923;  (St.  John, 
Halifax  and  London)  904;  (St.  John  and 
Mlnas  Basin)  926,  971;  (St.  John  and  West- 
port)  966;  (St.  Stephen  and  Black  Bay) 
936;  (Sydney  and  Bay  St.  Lawrence)  937; 
(Victoria  and  San  Francisco)  906;  (Victo- 
ria and  Vancouver)  938;  (wrecking  plant) 
957  (I). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antlgonlsh) 
848  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Ont.  (Brldgeburg) 
1560  (I). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Ottawa  (Printing 

Bureau)  1575  (i). 
Railways— I.C.R.  (semaphores)  1986  (1). 

Thompson,  Capt.  Thos.,  Dismissal  as  Prevent- 
ive Officer  (Ans.)  1763  (i). 

Trade  and  Commerce,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented) 
321  (1). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Rep.  (presented)  SO  (1). 
Watson,  Mr.,  Customs  Collector  at  Colllng- 

wood.   Superannuation,   Ac.    (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  408  (i). 
Ways  and  Means  (M.)  for  Com.,  60  (i). 
Woodstock  Armoury,  Ownership  of  Land,  Ac. 

(Ans.)  4921  (ill). 
Wrecking  Plant,  '  Lord  Strathcona ',  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  967  (1). 
Yukon  Customs,  Living  Allowances  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  411  (1). 
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Perley,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Argenteuil. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  S739  (11). 
 In  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  7736; 

(iv);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8072  (v); 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  7864.  7970  (It). 
Carillon  Canal  Flsbway,    Construction,  &c. 

(Ques.)  2064  (11). 
 Establisment  of  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2910  (11). 
Carillon  Works,  Emplymt.  of  Labourers,  Affi- 
davit read  re  Political  Influence  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6856  (iv). 
Greece's  Point  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  &c.  (Ques.) 

2063  (II). 

  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7301  (lv). 

Grenville  Canal,  Appnmt,  of  Supt.  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1509  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  Wharf,  Price  of  Lumber  (re- 
marks) la  Com.  of  Sup.,  1614  (1). 

Hull  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  (Ques.)  2064  (II). 

Immigrants,  Austrian,  Stranded  at  Ottawa, 
(remarks)  4846  (Hi). 

Lumber  purchased  by  Govt.,  Prices  paid,  &c. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2711  (11). 

Militia  Orders  re  Civil  Servants  (remarks) 
1260  (1). 

Ottawa  Buildings  and  Civic  Taxation  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1663  (1). 

Ottawa  Improvement  Commission,  Number  of 
Employees  (Ques.)  382  (1). 

Parry  Sound  Buoy  Contract,  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (il). 

Ry.  Act  (1903) — (highway  crossings)  Amt.  B.  2 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  on  M.  for  2°,  281,  308  (1). 

Railway  Commission  Board,  Names  of  Em- 
ployes, &c.  (M.  for  ret.*)  403  (1). 

Robert  &  Co.,  Lumber  purchased  from,  Prices 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2711  (11). 

Saw  Logs,  Export  Duty  (remarks)  on  <M.tfor 
Sup.,  "62  (i). 

Supplt.  : 

Canals— Gremville  (guide  piers)  1499  ;  (in- 
spection) 1509  (1). 

Fisheries  (protection  service)  2910  (11). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (govt,  steamers) 
2611  (11). 

Puolks     Works— Buildings— Doni.  (rentals 
«c.)   1663  ;   Harbours  and   Rivers— N.S. 
(Apple  River)  1727  (1);  Que.  (East  Temple- 
ton)  7300  ;  (Montmorency  wharf)  6866  (lv). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of  (prop,  res.)  1361, 
1383  (i). 

 (M.)  for  special  Com.,  8636  (v). 

 Rep.  (presented)  9392  (v). 

 (M.)  to  cone.  9522  (v). 

Wharfs  In  N.S.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks) 
2611  (11). 

Wharfs,  Policy  of  Govt,  re  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1727  (1). 


Piche,  Mr.  C,  Montreal,  8t.  Mary's. 

Central  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  81)  1°«,  1671  (1). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award,  Amount  received  by 
Can.  Govt.  (Ques.)  8886  (v). 

Montreal  Bridge  Terminal  Co.'s  (B.  138)  I0*, 
4550  ;  2°  m.,  47*03  (ill). 

Montreal  Grain  Warehouses,  Preparation  ot 
Plans  (Ques.)  1346  (1). 

 Grain  Conveyors,  Engineers'  Plans,  &c- 

(Ques.)  2187  (li). 

 Permanent  Sheds,  Plane  re,  Prepara- 
tion of  (Ques.)  2186  (11). 

Montreal  Postal  Facilities,  East  End  Exten- 
sion (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1133  (1). 

Ottawa  River  Ry.  Co.'s  Change  of  Name  (B. 
81)  1°*,  1671  (I). 

Supply: 

Public    Works— Buildings — Que.  (Montreal 
P.O.,  Pneumatic  system)  1133  (I).  "^v 
Ventilation  of  Chamber  (remarks)  8696  (v). 

Pickup,  Mr.  S.  W.  W.,  Annapolis. 

Supply: 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S. 
(Victoria  beach)  7418  (iv). 

Porter,  Mr.  E.  G.,  West  Huttings. 

Autonomy  Bill  No.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4726 
(Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  sec.  16  (schools)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  8474  (v). 

Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  West  Hastings  Don*. 
Elections,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9199  (v). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  appeals)  Amt. 
(B.  66)  1°*  1336  (1)  ;  2s  m.,  4260  ;  in  Com., 
4260;  Amt.  In  Com.,  5137  (ill);  3°  m.,  9699  (v). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 
(Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  in  Com.,  9426  (v). 

Glenn  Ross  P.O.,  Abolition  ot,  &c.  (Ques.)  1149 
(0. 

Oxford  Elections,  Resignation  ot  Mr.  D.  D. 
McKenzle  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  Autonomy 
Bill,  8474  (v). 

Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond  (Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries),  Maisonneuve. 
"  Acadia,"  Str.,  Disposal  of  Fittings,  &c. 

(Ans.)  1849  (i). 
Acetylene  Gas  Lights,  Number,  Annual,  Sav- 
ing &c.  (Ans.)  1593  (I). 
See  '  Carbide,'  '  Scout.' 
Advances  by  O.C.,  Total  Amount  (Ans.)  267  (I). 
'  Agnes  G.  Dooohue '  Schr.  Seizure  of  (re- 
marks) 1608  (I). 
Aids  to  Navigation,  Res.  from  Boards  ot 
Trade,  Programme  (read)  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
6641  (iv). 

American  Fishermen  on  N.S.  Coasts,  Protec- 
tion re  (remarks)  7908  (Iv). 

Antlcostl  Lightships,  Expenditure  re  (Ans.) 
1S50  (1). 
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Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Con. 
Atlantic    Fisheries    Investigation,    Rep.  re 

(Ana.)  270  (i). 
Beaujeu  Bank  Pier  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6454  (It). 

Bicquet  Lighthouse  Keeper,  Name,  Salary, 
Ac.  (Ans.)  3202  (It). 

B'.alr,  Mr.,  Resignation  of.  Conspiracy,  Ac, 
Denials,  Ac,  644  (1). 

British  American  Fish  Corporation,  Lease  to 
re  N.  Western  Lakes  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2896  (11). 

Bronte  Light,  Installation  of  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2869  (11),  9176  (v). 

Brother's  Light.  Salary  of  Keeper  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2702  (il). 

'  Canada-Cape  Breton, '  Rep.  re  Investigation 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2626  (11). 

Carbide  purchased  tor  Lighthouses,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2710,  2743  (II). 

Carillon  Dam  Fishway,  Establishment  of  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (11). 

Castonguay,  Dismissal  and  Emplymt.  by  Oovt. 
(Ans.)  5689  (ill). 

'  Champlain  '  Str.,  Total  Cost,  Ac.  (Ans.)  160 
(I). 

See  '  Ice  Breaker,'  '  Montcalm.' 
Cold  Storage  Bait  Freezers,  Location,  Num- 
ber, Ac.,  on  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  for  Ret., 
1770  (1). 

 ■  Amount  expended  (Ans.)  1606  (I). 

Cowle,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  re  Herring 
Experiments  (Ans.)  6426  (lit). 

Exchequer  Court  Act  (ry.  debts)  Amt.  B.  59 
(Mr.  Oeoffrfon)  in  Com.,  8210  (11). 

Fish-breeding  Establishments  In  Lake  Winni- 
peg (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6636  (Iv). 

Fishery  Overseers,  Colchester  Co.,  N.S.,  Num- 
ber and  Remuneration,  Ac.  (Ans.)  6978  (Iv). 

Fisheries  Protection  Service.  Enforcement  of 
the  Law  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6638 
(It). 

  Steamers,  Names,  Ac.  (Ans.)  1347  (I). 

 Service,  Weekly,  Ac.,  Pay-roll,  Amt. 

of  Payments  (Ans.)  1360  (1). 
Fishing  Regulations  In  Ont.,  Conflict  with 

Dom.  (remarks)  4752  (111). 
Fishing  Rights  in  Estuaries,  Jurisdiction  re 

(Ans.)  1847  (i). 
Fish  imported  Into  New  York,  Legislation  re 

Prohibition   of.  on   M.   (Mr.  Demers)  to 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6190  (Iv). 
Uodbout,  Mr.  J.,  Lighthouse-keeper,  Political 

Partisanship  (Ans.)  1343  (I). 
Oovt.  Steamers,  Expenditure  re  Repairs,  Ac. 

(Ans.)  1349  (I). 
 Estimate  of  Expenditure  (read)  2697 

(U). 

 Purchase  of  Supplies    (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2617  (II). 


Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Cos. 

Govt.  Steamers,  Purchases  of  Supplies,  State- 
ment (read)  2619  (11). 

Grain  Warehouses,  Montreal,  Preparation!  of 
Plans  (Ans.)  1346  (1). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award,  Amount  received  by 
Can.  Govt.  (Ans.)  8886  (y). 

 Distribution  re  Provinces  (Ans.)  1693 

(•/• 

Halifax  Lightship  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
2709  (11). 

Harbour  controlled  by  Commissioners,  Names 
Ac,  (Ans.)  1063  (1). 

Herring  and  Lobster  Industry,  Investigation, 
Ac,  Rep.  re  (Ans.)  4371,  6426  (111). 

Hodglns,  Jonathon,  Resignation,  from  Har- 
bour Commission,  Montreal  (Ans.)  161  (I). 

Hospital  Dues  re  Sick  Mariners  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2687  (il). 

Hurley,  J.  M.,  Fishery  Inspector  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2896  (11). 

Icebreaker  '  Montcalm ',  Accident  to  (state- 
ment) 4752  (111). 
See  '  Montcalm.' 

Lake  Manitoba  Closed  to  Fishing  (remarks) 
lit  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901  (11). 

Lemleux,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  to  Lightship  Service 
(Ans.)  1762  (1). 

Lepreaux  Point  Llghtkeeper,  Dismissal,  In* 
vestigatton  re  (Ans.)  6476  (iv). 

Life-saving  Crew,  Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Pay- 
ments to,  Ac.  (Ans.)  4921  (111). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  Steamers,  Ports 
of  Call,  Ac.  (Ans.)  1850  (1). 

Lighthouse  Depot  at  Prescott,  Contract  re 
Erection  (Ans.)  1340  (0. 

Lighthouse  Supply  Depots  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2710  (11). 

Lobster  Fishing,  N.B.,  Open  Season  In  1903- 
4-6  (Ans.)  1604  (i). 

Lowe,  Mr.,  Refusal  re  Ship  'Neptune'  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6472  (lv). 

Lumber  purchased  by  Govt.,  Quantity  a*- 
Prices,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2711 
(11). 

'  Lurcher,'  Lightship,  Accident  to.  Statement 
(read)  2861  (II). 

 Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2747  mv 
See  '  Salmon.' 

'  Malsonneuve  '  Str.,  Expenditure  re  by  Govt, 
(Ans.)  1860  (I). 

 (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  J745  (il). 

Manitoba  Lake,  Closing  re  Fishing,  Ac,  Pro- 
tests, Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6631 
(It). 

Marconi  Stations,  List  of  Stations  (read)  2869 
(II). 

 (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (It). 

 System  on  Strs.  *  Stanley  '  and  '  Mlnto," 

Ac.  (Ans.)  188  (i). 
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Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Con. 

Marconi  Station,  Table  Head,  Delay  in  Oper- 
ating (Ana.)  888  (1). 

Marine  and  Fisheries,  Deptl.  Rep.  (presented) 
111  (I),  2594  (11). 

Marine  Insurance,  Decrease  In  Rates  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2866  (11). 

Marine  Supplies,  Purchase  of,  on  Inquiry  tor 
Ret.  (Mr.  Ames)  2594  (11).  4753  (ill). 

Marker.  F.  H.,  Fishing  Rights  In  Westera 
Lakes  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (11). 

Meteorological  Survey,  Toronto,  Removal  to 
Ottawa  (statement)  9812  (v). 

Midland  Govt.  Dock,  Tenants,  Rent,  Ac., 
(Ans.)  5482  (111). 

Midland  Dock,  on  Protest  (Mr.  Bennett)  re 
Oovtl.  Action  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9559  (T). 

Midland  Harbour  Range  Lights  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup..  2734  (11). 

 Statement  (read)  2862  (11). 

'  Montcalm,'   Accident   to   (statement)  4762 

(ill). 

 rep.  of  Capt.  Koeuig  (read)  2451  (11). 

 Experiments  re  Ice-breaking  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (lv). 

 Total  Cost,  Ac.  (Ans.)  150  (1). 

See  '  Champlain.' 
Montevideo,  Seamen   In,  Imprisonment,  Ac. 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (11). 
Montreal  _  Harbour   Commissioners  (B.  192) 

1°  m.,  9028;  in  Com.,  9288  (v). 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission,   Appnmt.  of 

Commissioners  (Ans.)  150  (1). 
Montreal  Harbour,  Grain  Conveyers,  Engin- 
eers' Plans,  Ac.  (Ans.)  2187  (II). 
 Sheds,  Cor.  between  P.  W.  St.  Oeorge 

and  Mar.  Dept.  re,  on  M.  (Mr.  Amee)  693  (I). 
 Sheds,    Plans   and    Specifications  re 

(Ans.)  2187  (11). 
 Raising  of  Sunken  Elevator  (Ans.)  151 


(I). 


Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building,  Addition, 
Site  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1123  (I). 

Moose  Lake,  License  to  Fish  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6630  (lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  Etrs.,  Names  and 

Tonnage,  ftc.  (Ans.)  1348  (1). 

 Total  Expenditure  on  Pay-roll  (Ans.) 

1349  (1). 

Oshawa  Harbour  Revenue  (Ans.)  1504  (I). 
Parry  Sound  Buoy  Contract,  Statement  (read) 
2856  (il). 

Parry  Sound  Gas  Plant,  Purchase  of  Property 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2712,  2726  (11). 

Pilotage  Act  Amt.  (B.  171)  1°  m.,  7018;  2°  and 
in  Com.,  7440  (lv). 

Pilotage  Commission,  Sydney  Harbour,  Bene- 
fit Fund  for  Pilots,  Ac.  (remarks)  9087  (v). 

Pound  Net  Licenses  Issued  by  Dept.  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2892  (11). 


Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Con. 

P.E.I.  Fisheries,  Supervision  re  (Ans.)  1762  (1). 

P.E.I.  Mail  Service,  Ice  Boats,  Ac:  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2673  (11). 

 Statement  of  Trips  made  (read),  2676 

P.B.I.  and  Mainland  SS.  Communication.  In- 
spection of  '  Stanley  '  (Ans.)  687  (1). 

 (remarks)  1338  (1). 

P.E.I.  Steam  Communication  with  Mainland 
(remarks)  1696  (I). 

P.E.I.  and  Mainland  Winter  Service,  Delega- 
tion re  Tunnel,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6644  (lv). 

Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners  Act  Amt.  (B. 
37)  2°  m.,  1242;  In  Com.,  1243  (I). 

Reid,  Capt.,  Rep.  re  Submarine  Signals  (read) 
2886  (II). 

Returns,  on  Inquiry  for,  1242  (i),  2263  (11). 
St.  George,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt. 

(Ans.)  152  (I). 
St.  Lawrence  Channel  Improvements,  Aids  to 

Navigation,  2859  (11). 

 Allan  SS.  Co..  Res.  re  (read)  2860  (II). 

 Res.  from  Montreal  Board  of  Trade 

(read)  2860  (11). 
St.  Lawrence  River  Ship  Channel,  Rep.  of 

Capt.  Koenlg,  re  '  Montcalm '  (read)  2461 

(II). 

 Suction  Dredge,  Description  re  (read) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6447  (lv). 
See  '  Sorel.' 
Salmon  Canning  Fisheries,  B.C.,  Suspension, 

Ac,  Representations,  Ac.  (Ans.)  270  (i). 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Douglas  Stevens 

in  Answer  to  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2878  (II). 

 Rep.  re  *  Lurcher '  Accident  (laid  on 

,     table)  2878  (ii). 

 on  M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Cor.,  388  (1). 

See  '  Lurcher,"  '  Stevens.' 
Salmon  Hatcheries  and  Provincial  Fishing 
Licences  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906 
(II). 

Sault  Ste.  Merle  Dry  Dock  Construction,  Tot*; 
Amount  expended  (Ans.)  5427  (111). 

'  Scout '  Str.,  Claims  re  Compensation  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6463  (lv). 

 Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2700  (11). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  (B.  147)  l**.  4760  (Ii)  ;  2» 
m.,  and  in  Com.,  7424  (iv),  9030  (v). 

 Victoria  Board  of  Trad«,  Res.  (read) 

7432  (lv). 

Seamen's  Act  Amt.  (B.  38)  2°  m..  and  In  Com., 

2114-5  (11);  wthdrn.,  4749  (ill). 
Seamen's  Act  B.   38,  Memo  from  Victoria 

Board  of  Trade  (read)  2117  (ii). 
'  Seguln,'  Str.,  Purchase  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  3834 

(ii). 

Small-pox,  on  Ships,  Prevention,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2690  (11). 
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Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Con. 
Sorel  Shipyards,  Dredge  Building,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6450  (lv). 
 Purchase  of  Supplies  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2457  (li). 
South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

6.  149  (Hr.  Geoffrion)  in  Com.,  9587  ;  on 

Sen.  Amts.,  9816  (v). 
Steam  iCommunicatlon  with  P.E.I.,  Delay  in 

Mails,  Ac.  (telegram  read)  1753  (1). 
Steel  Sheds,  Montreal  Harbour,  Approval  Of 

Plans,  &c.  (Ans.)  151  (1). 
Stevens,  Douglas,  Answer  to  Capt.  Salmon's 

Rep.  re  Lurcher  Accident,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2878  (ii). 

Submarine  Signalling   Bell,  Shore  Stations, 
Reps,  of  U.S.,  &c.  (read)  2871  (II). 

 Rep.  of  Capt.  Reid  (read)  2886  (11). 

Supply: 

Civil  Govt.— 'Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries) 
102  (i),  2443  (ii),  6266  (lv),  9050  (v). 

Fisheries  (bait  freezers,  Mar.  Provs.)  9620 
(v)  ;  (bounty  distribution!)  6636  (iv) ;  (dog- 
fish experiments)  9173  (v)  ;  (flsh-breedlng 
stations)  6636  (iv)  ;  (fish  curing)  9173  ; 
(Fishery  Commission)  9172  (v)  ;  (hat- 
cheries) 2904  (ii)  ;  (inspectors'  disburse- 
ments) 6630  (iv)  ;  (Inspectors'  salaries) 
2878,  2890  ;  (oyster  culture)  2912  (11)  ; 
(protection  cruiser  '  Petrel  ')  6630  (lv)  ; 
(protection  service)  2907  (il)  ;  (Venning, 
R.  N.,  honorarium)  6630  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (agencies) 
2705  ;  (aids  to  navigation)  2769,  2860,  2859 
(ii)  ;  ('  Arctic  *  patrol  boat)  9177  (v)  ; 
<buoys)  2730  ;  (engineers'  salaries)  2760 
<ii)  ;  (ice  boats)  9177  (v)  ;  (keeper's  sal- 
aries) 2697  (ii)  ;  (lighthouse  repairs)  6636 

(iv)  ,  9035  ;   (light-keepers  salaries)  9175 

(v)  ;  (maintenance,  lightship)  2706  ;  (Mar- 
coni stations)  2869  (II)  ;  (Parry  Sound 
buoy)  9175  (v)  ;  (pilotage)  2760  (ii)  ;  (Port 
Arthur,  ftc,  fog  alarms)  6646  ;  ('  Scout* 
repairs)  6643  (iv)  ;  (signal  service)  2760  ; 
(submarine  signals)  2871  (II)  ;  (N.  W.  M. 
Police  patrol  boat)  9178  ;  (wrecking  plant, 
Mar.  Provs.)  9177  (v). 

-  Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Canada 
and  Mexico)  on  cone,  6S10  (Iv). 

Marine  (hospitals)  9172  :  (naval  militia) 
9178  (v)  ;  (St.  John,  N.B.)  6628  (lv)  ;  (sick 
seamen)  2686,  2688  (Ii). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  ('  Aberdeen ' 
boilers)  6464;  (Arctic  expedition)  6468  (iv); 
(examination  of  masters  and  mates)  2623  ; 
(Govt,  steamers)  '2595  (li)  ;  (Harrison, 
Capt.,  allowance,  ftc.)  6466  (Iv)  ;  (hydro- 
graphic  surveys)  2679  (li),  6623;  (ice  break- 
ing steamers)  6464  (Iv),  9034,  9617  (v)  ; 
(life-saving  rewards)  2624  (II);  (Mr.  Lowe's 
honorarium)  64731 ;  (maintenance  re 
steamers)  6463  (Iv)  ;  (meteorological  ser- 
vice) 2679  ;  (obstruction,  removal)  2647 
(II)  ;  ('  Quadra '  repairs)  9171  (v)  ;  (schools 
of  navigation)  2639  ;  (tidal  surveys)  2648 
(ii)  ;  (winter  mail  service)  6467  (Iv)  ; 
(winter  mail  service,  P.E.I.)  2648  (ii)  ; 
(wrecks  investigation)  6466  (Iv). 

Public  Works  Buildings— Que.  (Montreal 
barracks)  1118  ;  (Montreal  Inland  Rev.) 
1123;   (Montreal  military  ,  buildings)  1126 


Prefontaine,  Hon.  Raymond— Con. 
Supply — Con. 
Public  Works — Dredges  (new  plant)  9171  (v). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 
(oompensation  to  Jos.  Paul)  6463  (iv); 
(Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6453  (Iv),  9171  (v)  ; 
(St.  Lawrence  channel)  **48  (ii);  (St.  Law- 
rence ship  channel  (suction  dredge)  6436 
(iv). 

Scientific    Institutions  (hydrographlc  sur- 
veys) 9172;  (purchase  of  steamer)  9172  (v). 
Steamboat     Inspection     (gratuities)  6628 
(iv)  ;  (salaries)  2695  (ID- 
Toronto  Island  Fog  Horns,  Testing,  ftc.,  Com- 
plaints re  (remarks)  9283  (v). 
Transportation  Commission,  Progress  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6438  (lv). 
Verdun,  Protection  re  Floods,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Monk  for  Cor.,  469  (I). 
Vessels,  Registered,  List  of  :  Rep.  (presented) 
6907  (Iv). 

,  Wireless  Telegraph   Regulation  (B.   186)  1" 

m.,  8177;  In  Com.,  9081  (v). 
Pringlo,  Mr.  R.  A..  Stormont. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*,  4273 
(III). 

 In  Com.  (readjustment  of  representa- 
tion) 5762  (ill). 

(school  clause  amt.)  7172  (lv). 


Ballots,   Dom   Elections,  Printing,   &c.  for 

Carleton,  Glengarry,  ftc.  (Ques.)  687  (I). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  in 

Com.,  641  (1). 
Cornwall  Armoury  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

155L,  1659  (I). 
Cornwall  Basin,  Dredging  Contract,  Amount, 
&c.  (Ques.)  588  (I). 

 Dredging,    Contract    re,  Advertising 

(Quel.)  686  (1). 

Employees  during  Election  Campaign 


(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1224  (1). 
  Employees  for  October  and  Nov.,  1904 


(Ques.)  107  (1). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B.  204 
(Mr.  Fltipatrick)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9759  (v). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  92)  in 
Com.,  5736  (iii).  6963  (lv)  5971. 

Port  Burwell  Work,  Contractor,  Prices  paid, 
&c.  (Ques.)  589  (1). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contract  re  Dredging 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1410  (1). 

—  Dredging,  U.S.  and  Canadian  Contract- 
ors, Prices  paid,  ftc.  (Ques.)  689  (i). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Galops  (channel  completion)  1230, 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  (oenstruction)  1410;  (Wet- 
land (obstruction,  ftc.)  1231;  (Port  Col- 
borne,  deepening)  1232;  (Port  Colborne, 
entrance)  1230;  Welland  (surveys)  1234  (ft. 

Public  Works— Buildings— On*.  (Chatham 
armoury)  1662;  (Cobourg  armoury)  1558  (i). 
Welland  Canal  Deepening,  Expenditure,  ftc. 

(Ques.)  588  (I). 
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Proulx,  Mr.  E.,  Prueott. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  In  Com.  (schools) 

on  Amt.  (Hr.  Lamont)  8616  (v). 
Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4271  (141). 

Reid,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Grenville. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
.    (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  5301  (ill). 
Burritt's  Rapids  Locke,  Dismissals,  Ac.  (Quee.) 
8384  (v). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Total  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1923  (i). 

Cardinal  Canal  Swing  Bridge  and  Wharf  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1418  (1). 
'  Dredging  Contracts,  Govt.  Policy  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1419  (1). 

Maps,  Sale  by  Govt.,  &c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1476  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Capt.  Leslie's  Wreck- 
ing Plant,  Bonus  to,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2476  (ii). 

St.  Louis  Exhibition,  Ac.  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1832  (1). 

Supply  : 

Arte,  Agriculture,  &c.  (exhibitions)  1832  (1). 

Canals — Cornwall  (lock  repairs)  1494;  Ga- 
lops (leakage)  1492;  Welland  (stone  pro- 
tection) 1497;  Williamsburg  (steam  plant) 
1494  (1). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6621  (It). 

Quarantine  (Grosse  Isle  steamer)  1839; 
(public  health  organized  districts)  1843  ; 
(Public  Works,  Health  Act)  1846;  (Traca- 
die  Lazaretto)  1845  (1). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (Sydney  accommodation) 
1912  (1). 

Riley,  Mr.  G.,  Victoria  City,  B.C. 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3°,  9041  (v). 

Roche,  Mr.  Wm.,  Halifax. 

'  Agnes  Donahoe,'  Schr.,  Seizure  by  Uruguay 
Govt.,  Telegram  (read)  6137  (iv). 

Canadian  Fast  Mail  Service,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mc- 
Kenzle)  to  adjn.,  9781  (v). 

Halifax  Lightships  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2708  (it). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9573  (v). 
'  Lady  Laurler,'   Number  of  Crew.  Names 

(read)  2665  (11). 
Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170 

(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  on  M.  for  2°,  9186 

(v). 

Montevideo,  British  Seamen,  Imprisonment 
.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2691  (11). 
Musquodoboit  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  ftc.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6226  (iv). 
See  '  Stewart.* 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9476  (v). 


Roche,  Mr.  Wm. — Con. 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mall  Service- 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7190  (iv). 
Stewart,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Charges  against  (remarks) 
9614  (v). 
See  '  Musquodoboit.' 

Supply  : 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (lightship 

maintenance)  2708  (11). 
Mall  Subsidies   and   SS.  Subventions  (St. 

John  and  W.  Indies)  7190  (lv). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S. 

(Phlnney's  Cove)  9573  ;    (Porter's  Lake) 

9583  (v). 

Railways— I.C.R.   (Halifax   terminals)  2036 
(11). 

Roche,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Marquette. 
Acreage  in  Provisional  Districts  of  Alberta, 
Sask.,  Ac,  Disposed  of,  Ac.  (M.  tor  ret.*) 
601  (1). 

Alberta  District,  Postal  Business,  Ac.  (M.  for 

ret.)  599  (1). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com. 

on  Res.  (subsidy)  5563  (ill). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2°,  3672  (11). 

 Id  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  6624  (ill). 

 in  Com.  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt. 


(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8038,  8083  (v). 
  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (distribution  of 


seats)  8860  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Mr.  Haultaln's  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2624  (il). 

 Schedules,  Population  and  Votes  cast 

(remarks)  6576  (111). 

British  America  Fish  Co.,  Contract  re  Fishing 
In  Western  Lakes  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2896  (11). 

Cattle  Quarantine,  Man.,  System  re  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2316  (11). 

Fish-breeding  Establishments  In  Lake  Winni- 
peg (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6635  (iv). 

Fishing  Rights  in  Nelson  River,  Ac,  Contract 
re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (ii). 

Glanders  among  Horses,  Jurisdiction  re  Com- 
pensation (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6705 
(iv). 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.,  Route  proposed  West  of  Winni- 
peg, Plans,  Ac.  (Ques.)  729  (1). 

Homestead  Inspectors  acting  as  Liberal  Or- 
ganizers (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.  9254  (v). 
See  '  Nixon.' 

Immigration,  Govt.  Policy  re  bonusing  Steam- 
ships (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9318  (v). 

Indian  Agents  acting  as  Magistrates  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6550  (Iv). 

Lake  Manitoba  closed  to  Fishing  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901  (ii). 

Lake  Winnipeg  Fish  Hatcheries,  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (II). 

Leach,  R.  E.  A.,  Dom.  Lands  Agent  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9252  (v). 
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Roche,  Mr.  W.  J. — Con. 
Leach,  Mr.  (Ques.)  1065  (1). 
Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Winnipeg,  Payments  to 

(Ques.)  4373,  4457  (111). 
Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Pets.,  Ac,  re 

(M.  for  copies)  1768  (i). 
 Res.  passed  by  Man.  Legislature  (re 

marks)  4082  (11). 
Manitoba  Lake,  Closing  re  Pishing,  Protests, 

Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6630  (It). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6751  (It) 
Markey,  F.  H.,  Lease  re  Fishing  Rights  In 

N.W.  Lakes  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896 

(11). 

Marquette  Voters'  Lists,  Original  Copy  (M 
for  copy*)  97  (i). 

Milk  River  Ranche  Co.,  Quarantine  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2312  (11). 

Mlnnedosa  Drill  Hall,  Representations  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 

Moose  Lake,  License  to  Fish  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6630  (lv). 

Nlzon,  Mr.,  Dom.  Lands  Agent,  Charges 
against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  adjn.,  8122 
(v). 

Bee  '  Homestead.' 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  Bonus  re  Immi- 
grants (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9318  (v). 
North  Thompson  River,  B.C.,  Improvements, 

Expenditure,  4c.  (Ques.)  5783  (Hi). 
Northwest  Ters.,  Surveys,  Number  of  Miles, 

Total  Cost,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  1396  (1). 
Postal  Business,  Alberta  District    (M.  for 

ret.)  599  (I). 
Ret.  Officers,  Deputy,  Payments  re.  Letter 

from  Mr.  E.  Walker  (read)  6560  (iv). 
Revenue  collected.  Customs  and  Inland  Rev., 

in  N.W.  Ters.,  Ac.  (M.  for  ret.)  600  (1). 
Riding  Mountain  Timber  Reserve,  Boundaries, 

Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9298  (v). 
Russian  Priests  canvassing  for  Conservatives 

In  Dom.  Elections  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9264  (v). 
Saskatchewan,  Prov.  of  :  See  '  Autonomy.* 
Supply: 

Customs  (collectors'  salaries)  407  (1). 

Dom.  Lands  (land  agents)  9252  ;  (tree  cul- 
ture) 9298  (v). 

Fisheries  (fish-breeding  stations)  6635  (Iv)  ; 
(hatcheries)  2906  (il)  ;  (inspectors'  dis- 
bursements) 6630  (iv)  ;  (inspectors'  sal- 
aries) 2896  (11). 

Immigration  (agents*  salaries)  9318  (v). 

Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (annuities)  6538; 
(live  stock)  6639  (iv). 

Indians — Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expen- 
ses) 6518  (iv). 

Justice — Man.  (judges'  salaries,  Ac.)  123  ; 
Yukon  (living  allowances)  129  (1). 

Legislation— Franchise  Act  (voters'  lists) 
6898  (iv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— B.C.  (Fernle) 
1641  (1). 


Roche,  Mr.  W.  J. — Con. 
Supply — Con.  . 
Public    Works— Buildings— Man.  (Brandon 
drill  hall)  1634  ;   (Dom.  renewals)  1634  ; 
(Winnipeg,  immigration)  1635;  (Winnipeg, 
militia)    1635  ;    (Winnipeg    P.O.)    1636  ; 
(Virden  drill  hall)  1634  (1). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.W.T.  (Edmon- 
ton jail)  1638  ;  (Moosejaw)  1638  ;  (Regina 
P.O.)  1640  (1). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Man. 
(Lake  Dauphin)  7669  (lv). 
•  Public  Works— Telegraph  Lines— N.W.T. 
(Qu'Appelle  and  Edmonton)  6893  ;  Yukon 
(Ashcroft-Dawson)  6896  (lv). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  2312  (il)  ;  (contagious 
diseases,  Man.)    1843  ;    (Winnipeg,  Sec., 
Hospitals)  1846  (I). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Perley)  1368  (1). 
Voters'  Lists  for  Man.  Constituencies,  Print- 
ing, Ac.  (Ques.)  60  (1). 
 Printing  and  Proof-reading,  Ac.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6898  (lv). 
See  '  Marquette.' 
Water  Rights  Reservations,  N.W.T.,  Rep.  of 

Mr.  Burley,  Ac.  (M.  for  copies*)  1398  (i). 
Young,  Thos.,  and  McNab,  O.  C,  Homestead 
Inspectors,  Canvassing  for  Liberal  Candi- 
date (remarks)  is  Com.  of  Sup.,  9254  (v). 
See  '  Homestead.' 

Ross,  Mr.  D.,  Tale-Cariboo. 

Autonomy  Bill,  Separate  Schools  Pets,  (re- 
marks) 2319  (U). 

Man.  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Explana- 
tion, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4068  (11). 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 
Turriff)  in  Com.,  2060  (ii). 

Railway  Belt  Lands,  B.C.,  Settlement  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9296  (v). 

Undon  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  In  Com.,  1777 
(1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Navigation  Co.'s  (B.  139)  Pet.  (presented) 
3743  (ii)  ;  1°*,  4550  ;  2°  m..  4700  (ill)  ;  tn 
Com.,  8315,  8637  ;  3°  m.,  8818,  9040  (v). 

Schaffner,  Mr.  F.  L.,  Sourit. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  an 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2*  4622 
(ill). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Mr.  Haultain's  Letter  to 
Prime  Minister,  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2648  (il). 

Binder  Twine  Industry  at  Kingston,  (remarks) 
in.  Com.  of  Sup.,  483  (I). 

Boissevaln  Postmaster,  Mr.  A.  McKnlght,  Dis- 
missal Ac.  (Ques.)  2327  (II). 

Man.  Public  Buildings,  Expenditure  re  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  857  (1). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6771  (iv). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.,  346  (1). 
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Schaffnor,  Mr.  F.  L.— Con. 
Supply: 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antlgonlsh) 
857  (1)  ;  Roads  and  Bridges—  N.W.T.  (co- 
lonization roads)  7597.  7698  (It). 
Timber    Licenses   on-   Indian   Lands,  Govt. 

Procedure  (Ques.)  9280  (v). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1373  (1). 

Schell,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Glengarry. 
Great  Northern  Ry.  of  Canada  (B.  71)  in  Com., 
4258  (ill). 

Schell.  Mr.  M.  S.,  South  Oxford. 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  680  (1),  2436  (U). 
Brantford  and  Woodstock  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp. 

(B.  63)  V,  1241  (1). 
Canadian  Cattle,  Embargo  In  Q.B.,  on  M.  to 

cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Com.,  9015  (v). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination'  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzte)  to  come,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

5007  (ill). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.  1179  (i). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Perley)  1966  (i). 

Scott,  Mr.  W.,  West  Atrtniboia. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In  Com. 

on  Res.  (subsidy)  5502  (ill). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2',  3591  (11). 

 in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries),  5627  (lil). 

  (B.N.A.  Act)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual 

Language,  8698  (v). 

  (C.P.R.  lands)  6068  (iv). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 


L.  Bordon)  8073  (v). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  M. 


S.  McCarthy)  7772, 
7891.  7924  (iv). 

  (election  of  members),  5777  (ill). 

  (lands  vested  in  Crown),  6010  (iv). 

  (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lament)  8609. 

  (seat  of  govt.)  8246  (v). 

 (subsidy  to  provs.)  6099  (iv). 

 on  M.  for  3',  Amt.  (C.P.R.  taxes)  8777; 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  schools,  8809 
(v). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  in  Com.  (dis- 
tribution of  seats)  8711  8726  ;  in  Com. 
on  schedule  (Grenfell)  8757  *  (Lumsden)  8757; 
on  M.  for  3',  8866  ;  (Amt.)  8873  ;  Neg.  (T. 
11  ;  N.  126)  8881  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Edmonton  Election.  Date  of 
Contest,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.,  58S0  (ill). 

 Statement  re  Net  Revenue  of  Public 

Lands  in  N.W.T.  (read)  6606  (Hi). 

Edmonton  Election,  Voters'  Lists  re  (remarks) 
in  Com.  on  Bill  69,  5863  (111). 


Scott,  Mr.  W.— Con. 
Moosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  20)  1°*, 

317  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  2716,  2762  (ii). 
Northwest  Territories  Elections,  Interference 

of  Govt.  Employees  (remarks)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  re  B.  156,  8772  (v). 
Northwest   Territories    Representation  Act 

Amt.  B.  156  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  In  Com.,  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8769  (v). 
Regina  and  Hudson's  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  41) 

1°*  626  (1). 

Saskatchewan  Bridge  Co.'s  (B.  Ill)  2184 
(11). 

Sifton,  Hon.  C,  Brandon. 
Autonomy  Bill,  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  3092 
(11). 

Resignation,  Personal  Explanation,  1851  (1). 
Supply: 

Civil  Govt.— Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries) 
2447  (li). 

Sinclair,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Quytborough. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  5121 
(Hi). 

Binder  Twine,  Home  Consumption,  Manufac- 
ture in  -Can.,  Ac.  (Ques.)  1769  (1). 

Criminal  Code,  1892  (summary  convictions) 
Amt.  B.  66  (Mr.  Porter)  in  Com.,  4262  (111). 

Fog  Horn  Nuisance  at  Toronto  Island  (re- 
marks) 9287  (v). 

Lifeboat  Crews,  N.S.,  Number,  Expenditure, 
Ac.  (Ques.)  912  (1). 

'  Lurcher '  Lightship,  Accidents  to  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2764  (il). 

Presbyterian  College  Board  (B.  123)  1°*,  2681 
(11). 

Public  Buildings,  Govt.  Policy  re  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1033  (1). 
Safety  of  Ships  (B.  21)  1'  m.,  319  ;  In  Com., 

731  (1). 

Small-pox  Epidemic   in  N.S.    (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2690  (11). 
Supply: 

Fisheries  (hatcheries)  2907  (11). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Ughtkeeper 
salaries)  2698  (11). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  974  ;  (Port  Mulgrave  and 
Canso)  936  (1). 

Marine  Hospitals  (sick  seamen)  2688  (11). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Canso)  1033 
(I)  ;  Harbours  and  Rivers— N.S.  (Half  Is- 
land cove)  9584  ;  (Tatamagouche)  9579  (v). 

Railways— LC.R.  (rolling  stock)  9513  (v). 

Steamboat  Inspection  (fees  re)  2696  (il). 

Sloan,  Mr.  W.,  Comox-AtOn. 
Esquimau  Naval  Station,  Abandonment  by 

Imp.  Govt  (Ques.)  188  (I). 
G.T.  Pacific  Ry.,  Surveys,  B.C.,  Information  re 
(Ques.)  3009  (li). 
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Sloan,  Mr.  W.— Con. 
Halibut  Fisheries,  B.C.,  American  Encroach- 
ments, &c.  (Ques.)  686  (1). 

Smith,  Mr.  R.,  Nanaimo. 
Alien  Labour  Act,  Appeal  re  Judge  Anglin's 

Decision  (Ques.)  8147  (v). 
Associated    British    Canadian    Society,  and 

Labour  Dept.,  Complaints  re  Graeme  Hunter 

(Ques.)  2188  (ii). 
B.C.  Immigration  Legislation,  Disallowance 

re  (Ques.)  189  (1),  6474  (lv). 
Celeste  Joly,  Patent  Relief  (B.  107)  V,  2184 

(ii). 

Esquimau  and  Nanaimo  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  90)  1°*. 
2006  (ii). 

Hunter,  Graeme,  Complaints  re  Immigration 

Frauds  (Ques.)  2188  (ii). 
Labour  Union  Labels  (B.  10)  prop.  Res.,  272 

(I)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  272  ;  in  Com.,  701,  918, 

1V70,  1774  ;   3°  m.,  1779  (i). 

Speaker,  Mr.  (Hon.  R.  F.  Sutherland)  North 
Essex. 

Address  from  Gov.  Gen.  (read)  6  (i). 

 Reply  to  from  His  Ex.  (read)  1340  (i). 

Assent  to  Bills,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  6084 
(iv). 
See  'Bills.' 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Leo- 
nard) to  M.  for  3°  (ruling)  8867  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Haultain,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime 
Minister,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Sproule) 
2670  (11). 

 Members'  remarks  checked,  2277  (11). 

  Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 

6430  (ill). 

.  Presenting  Pets,  (remarks)  2319  (ii) ; 

(ruling)  2320  (ii). 
 on  Resignation  ot  Hon.  C.  Slfton  (re- 
marks) 1864.(1). 
See  '  Man.  Boundaries,'  '  Order,  Ques.  of,' 
'  Petitions.' 

Bills,  Assent  to,  Com.  from  Gov.  Qen.  Sec 

(read)  6991  (lv). 

  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  6084  (iv). 

Blair,    Mr.,    Resignation,    Conspiracy,  Ac, 

Ques.  of  Order,  re  Denials  from  Minister's 

(ruling)  646  (1). 
Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Notification  ot  Election, 

683  (i). 

Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  by  Minis- 
ters of  Crown  (remarks)  1810  (1). 

Carleton  Electoral  District,  Vacancy,  Ac.  (is- 
sue of  warrant)  98  (i). 

Controverted  Elections,  Llsgar,  Judges'  Cer- 
tificate (presented)  9  (i). 

Debates,  French  Edition,  De-lay  in  tissuing, 
&c.  (remarks)  240  (I). 

Edmonton  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of 
Election  (notification)  6131  (ill). 


Speaker,  Mr.— Con. 

Edmonton  Electoral  District,  Vacancy  (notifi- 
cation) 4200  (ill). 

  Issue  of  Writ,  4200  (111). 

FItz-Slmons,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  in  Com.,  6378  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
on  M.  for  3s.  4228  (ill). 

G.T.P.  Ry.  Surveys,  Rep.  re  &c,  Members  re- 
marks checked,  2021  (11). 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  on  Ques.  ot  Order 
(ruling)  2401  (11). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Ingram)  2402 

(11). 

Hoirse  ot  Commons,  Desks  for  Members  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6620  (iv). 

 Purchases,  Audit  of,  Ac.  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6618  (iv). 

 Rooms  for  Members  (remarks)  in  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  238  (I). 

 Supplies,  Furniture,  Purchase  of,  Res. 

from  Internal  Economy  Com.  (read)  6614 
(lv). 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion (notification)  7176  (lv). 

Lfivis  Vacancy,  I*ssue  ot  Writ  (notification) 
6474  (lv). 

Library  ot  Parlt.,  Joint  Rep.  (presented)  8 

(1). 

London    Electoral    District,    Certificate  ot 

Election  (notification)  8001  (v). 

 Issue  of  Writ  (notification)  6473  (Iv). 

Man.  Boundaries,  Ques.    of   Order,  Naming 

Member,  3868  (11). 
 Question  of  Order,   '  Political  Debts, 

Payment  of,'  &c,  3857  (II). 
 Ques.  of  Order  re  '  Scurvy  Politicians.' 

3863  (il). 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  Estimates,  Suppl.  (pre- 
sented) 6165  (lv). 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (Opening  of  Parliament) 
4  (1). 

Messengers,  House  of  Commons  (remark*}- 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  240  (1). 
Order,  Ques.  of,  Man.  Boundaries,  Ruling  re 

Naming  Members,  on  Personal  Explanation 

(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  3879  (ii). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  13  (Mr.  Galllher)  In 

Com..  Members  remarks  checked,  3190  (11). 
Oxford,  N.,  Electoral  Division,  Certificate  of 

Election  (notification)  8177  (v). 

 Issue  ot  Writ  (notification)  6046  (iv). 

Petition  presented  re  Autonomy  Bill:  (Ruling 

re  Ques.  of  Privilege  -  (Mr.  Macpherson)  2681 

(ii). 

Petitions,  Presenting  of,  Endorsement  re  (re- 
marks) 2490  (li). 

Private  Bills  Pets.,  Extension  of  Time  for 
Receiving  (remarks)  818  (1). 
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Speaker,  Mr.— Con. 
Prorogation,  Com.  from  Gov.  Gen.  Sec.  (read) 
9815  (v). 

Quebec  Centre,  Electoral  District,  Certificate 

of  Election  (notification)  110  (1). 
By.  Act  (1903)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster)  on 

H.  for  2°  (remarks)  re  Translation,  282  (i). 
Ry.  Commissioners  B.  36,  on  Ques.  of  Order 

(Mr.  Sproule)  558  (1). 
Railway  Commission,  Appnmt.  of  Chairman, 

on  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  re 

Debate,  on  prop.  Res.  (ruling)  320  (1). 
Beturnlng  Officers,  Instruction  re  Form  ot 

Oath,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  3.  Hughes) 

7361  (It). 

Richmond  and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance 
Co.'s  B.  103  (Mr.  Tobin)  on  M.  for  2°,  (re- 
marks) 2297  (It). 

Room's  for  Members,  Re-arrangement  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (1). 

Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 
Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  ruled  out  of  order, 
1868  (1). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons,  Conferences 
re  Amts.  to  Bills,  Mess,  (read)  9028  (v). 

Speaker,  Election  of  (remark^)  3  (I). 

Speech  from  the  Throne  (read)  6  (1). 

Steward  for  Speaker's  Rooms  (remarks)  240 
(1). 

Supply  : 

House  of  Commons  (additional  messenger) 
6614;  (committee  expenses)  6594;  (expen- 
diture) 6592  (iv);  (contingencies)  239,  250 
(1);  (leather  trunks)  6606  (lv);  (messen- 
gers) 240  (i)  ;  (pages)  6613  (It)  ;  (salaries) 
238  (1);  (Sergeant-at-arms,  salaries)  240 
(i).  6610  (iv);  (sessional  clerkb)  239  (1), 
6595  (It)  ;    (sessional  messengers)  6612  ; 
(stationery)  6594  (It). 
Telephone  Grievances,  4c,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mac- 
lean) Ques.  of  Order,  9534  (v). 
Toronto  Centre.  Electoral  Dfstrlct,  Certlfl'- 
cate  (notification)  4370  (111). 

 Vacancy  (notification)  2841  (II). 

Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  on  M.  for  3°, 
1779  (i). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  NaT. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3*,  on 
Ques.  ot  Order  (rulings)  8828,  8829  (v). 

Vlbert,  Philip  Relief  B.  172  (Mr.  Hall)  on  M. 
for  2',  (remarks)  7261  (It). 

Wright  Electoral  Division,  Certificate  ot  Elec- 
tion (notification)  1846  (1). 

 Vacancy  (remarks)  98  (1). 

Yukon  Ter.  Electoral  District,  Certificate  ot 
Election  (notification)  2322  (11). 

Speaker,  Deputy  (Mr.  C.  Marcil),  Bonaventure. 

Autonomy  B.  69,  Members'  remarks  checked, 
5654,  5660  (Hi). 

 Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Foster)  re  Mis- 
statement of  Facts  by  Mr.  Belcourt  (ruling) 
3520  (li). 


Speaker,  Mr.  Deputy — Con. 
Autonomy  B.  69,  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  A.  John- 
ston) Resignation  of  Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie, 
8475  ;  (ruling)  8476  (v). 

 School  Clauses,  Irrelevancy  of  Debate, 

5832  (111). 

Cabinet,  Ex-MInisters  Annuities  B.  203  (Mr. 

Fielding)  In  Com.,  Amt.  (read)  9796  (v). 
Carleton  County,  Electoral  District,  Certifi- 
cate (notification)  583  (1). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  5,  on  Ques.  ot  Order 

(Mr.  Monk)  Ruling  reserved,  632  (1). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Tel.  of  Can.  lncorp.  B. 

144  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  In  Com.,  6608  (It). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45,  Ques.  ot  Order 

(ruling)  4221  (Hi). 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  Suppl.  Estimates  (read) 

8718,  9392  (t). 
Nicolet  Electoral  District,  Certificate  re  Pet. 

(notification)  9081  (v). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  in  Com.,  2052  (11). 
Orangemen,  Attack  re,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr. 

A.  Lavergne)  8365  (v). 

Port  Arthur,  &c,  Dredging  Contract,  on  Ques. 

of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  re  Irrelevancy 

of  Debate  (ruling)  4666  (Hi). 
Provident  Savings  Association  incorp.  B.  134 

(Mr.  Gerrals)  In  Com.,  5974  (It). 
Ry.  Commission  (chairman)  B.  36  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier)  in  Com.  (ruling)  1632  (1). 
Seeds,  Sale  B.  7,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (ruling) 

361  (1). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  Quebec  Southern  Ry. 

B.  149  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  in  Com.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Borden)  read,  9587  (y). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  9!) 

(Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3656  (II). 
.  Toronto,  Hamilton  &  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  79 

(Mr.  Zimmerman)  Amt.  (read)  4259  (111). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  NaT. 

Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  on  M.  tor  2° 

(remarks)  4701  (ill). 

Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Eatt  Qrey. 

Acetylene  Gas  Co.'s  Contracts  (remarks)  in 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1054  (i). 
Allen  Labour  Investigation  re  G.T.P.,  Inquiry 

for  Rep.,  821  (1). 
Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  676,  738  (1),  2413  (11). 
Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  In 

Com.  on  Res.,  5436  (ill). 
Autonomy  for  N.  W.  Ters.  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier)  on  M.  for  1°,  1430  (1). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2',  3010  (II). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  on  M.  for  3°,  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  sec.  16  (schools) 

8811;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott),  C.P.R.  land  taxes 

8789  (T). 
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Sproule,  Mr.  T.  8. — Co*. 
Autonomy  B.  69,  In  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries) 
6654  (Hi). 

  (B.N.A.  Act)  5730  (ill);  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Monk)  Dual  Language)  8647,  8594  (v). 

  (C.P.R.  land*)  6072  (It). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R. 

L.  Borden)  8027  (v);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) 7981  (lv). 

  (H.  of  C.  representation)  6761  (ill). 

 (lands  vested  in  Crown)  6918  (ill),  6995 

(iv). 

  (laws,  courts,  &c.)  6928  (111).  6101  (lv). 

8243  (v). 

  (readjustment  of  representation)  6767 

(Hi). 

 (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  8478; 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  Amt.  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  8295;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
8341;  (Mr.  Lamont)  8493  (v). 

 (Senate  representation)  6681  (111). 

(subsidy  to  pro  vs.)  6086  (iv). 


Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  on  M.  tor  3°, 
Amt.  (schools)  8884  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Approval  of  Cabinet,  &c.  (re- 
marks) on  M.  tor  Sup.,  2276  (11). 

 re  Attack  on  '  Orangeism  '  (remarks)  in 

Com.  on  B.  69,  6873  (ill). 

 Cor.  ref.  t»  by  Prime  Minister,  In- 
quiry tor,  2693  (11). 

 on  Mr.  Haultain's  Letter,  Ques.  of  Or- 


der re,  2669,  2590  (it). 

 Official  Report  of  Division  (remarks) 


5429  (ill). 

 Pets,  presented  re  (personal  explana- 


tion) 2320  (ii). 

 Printing,  &c.  (remarks)  1788  (1). 

 Printing  before  3rd  Reading  (remarks) 


8762  (v). 
  School  Clauses 

Com.,  5836  (111). 
 School  Clauses, 


Amts.   (remarks)  In 


Amts,  re  Explanation 


(remarks)  6822  (111). 
 "  Yellow  Dog,  "  Quotation  from  Hali- 
fax '  Chronicle,'  to  Com.,  6873,  6879,  5901 
(111). 

See  1  Lt.-Govs,'  '  McKenzle,  D.D.,'  'Pets.,' 
*  Separate,*  '  N.W.T.  B.  160,'  '  Yellow 
Dog.* 

Ballots,  Blank,  Dom.  Elections.,  Procedure  re 
Printing,  &c.  (Ques.)  911  (1). 

 Method  of  Issuing  Complaints  re  S. 

Lanark  and  Ottawa  (Ques.)  1342  (1). 

Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  181  (Mr.  Fielding)  on  M. 
for  1°,  7642  (lv). 

Bank  Notes,  Printing  and  Circulation  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6263  (lv). 

Bills  from  the  Senate,  on  M.  (Mr.  Maopher- 
son)  to  place  on  Order  Paper,  (remarks) 
8001  (v). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.— Oon.  * 
Binder   Twine   Industry  at  Kingston  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  482  (1). 
Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation,  &c,  Ques.  of  Order, 
553  (1). 

B.  C.  Customs  Collector,  Appmnt.  of  (Ques.) 
270  (1). 

B.  C.  Judgeship,  Appnmt.  of  W.  W.  B.  Mc- 
Inmes  (Ques.)  382  (i). 

Brltton,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Investigation,  Inquiry 
for,  1152,  1242  (1). 

Cabinet,  ex-Ministers',  Annuities  B.  203  (Mr. 
Fielding)  in  Com.,  9792  (v). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers,  on 
Orders  of  the  Day,  3672  (II). 

Cabinet  Vacancies,  N.  W.  Ters.  Representa- 
tion (remarks)  3252  (II). 

Cadet  Corps  of  Montreal  (remarks)  7815  (lv). 

Campaign  Literature,  franked  by  Ministers 
of  Crown  (remarks)  1820  (I). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdo- 
nald)  on  M.  for  3°,  4413  (HI). 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Total  Expenditure  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..,  1925  (1). 

Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co. 8  B.  29  (Mr.  Ger- 
man) In  Com.,  1286  (1). 

Canadian  Cattle  Ehbargo  In  O.  B.,  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  6th  Rep.,  9004,  9017  (v). 

Canadian  Fast  Mall  Service,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mc- 
Kenzle) to  adjn.,  9780  (v). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 
Com.  on  Res.,  993  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  638,  1069  (1). 

Child  Immigration,  Mrs.  Close's  Scheme  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sop.,  2127  (11). 

Civil  Service  Appointments  since  1896,  Inside 
Service  (M.  tor  ret.»)  2383  (11). 

Civil  Service  Appnmts.,  Permanent  and  Tem- 
porary, &c.  since  July  1st,  1896  (Ques)  585 
(1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.,  6808  (111),  6232,  (lv), 

8002,  (v). 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  late  M.P.;  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 2111  (It). 
Customs  Collector  at  Victoria,  B.C.,  Appnmt 

of  (Ques.)  270  (1). 
Cold  Storage,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to 

Com.  of  Sup.,  8202,  8238  (v). 
Congdon,  Mr.,  Legal  Adviser  to  Yukon  Govt 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7717  (iv). 
Consumption  :    See  '  Tuberculosis.' 
Country  Postmasters,  Increases  in  Salaries, 

&c.  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  143  (1). 
Debates,  Official,  4th  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Gervals)  4984  (HI). 

 on  M.  to  cone,  to  7th  Rep.,  9802  (v). 

Dom.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  106  (Mr.  Black) 

In  Com.  4977  (Hi). 
Dom.  Lands  Act,  Yukon  Regulations  on  M. 

(Mr.  Oliver)  to  approve,  9786  (v). 
Express  Cos.  :  See  '  Ry.  B.  4.' 
Freight  Rates  :   See  '  Ry.  Rates.' 
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Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.— Con. 
Georgian  Bay  Indian  Surveys  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  236  (1). 
GoM  Medal  Furniture  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B. 

102  (Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.,  3399  (11). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

in  Com.,  3891  (11). 
G.T.P.  Ry.,  Surveys,  Reps,  re  (remarks)  229  (1). 
Grazing  Leases,  &c,  Inquiry  for  Rets.,  8529 

(v). 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperial  Parlt., 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2405  (il). 

 Ques.  of  Order,  2401  (11). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Further  Papers  re,  9029  (v). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9570  (v). 

Hersey,  A.  H.,  Relief  B.  167  (Mr.  T.  G.  John- 
ston) in  Com.,  7682  (Iv). 

House  of  Commons  Employees,  Inquiry  for 
Ret.,  5209  (ill). 

House  of  Commons  P.O.,  Complaints  re  Mail 
Delivery  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  199  (1). 

Immigration  :   See  '  North  Atlantic.' 

I.  C.  R.  Freight  Rates,  Increases,  &c,  on  Ex- 
planation of  Min.  of  Rys.,  6124  (Iv). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  Amt. 
(salaries)  B.  204  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  in  Com. 
9793  (v). 

Kaslo  and  Lardo-Duncan  Ry.  Co.  Pet.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Galliher)  3744  (II). 
Klllatn,  Judge,  Appnmt,  as  Chairman  of  Ry. 

Commission,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ry.  B.  No. 

30,  509  (i). 

Labour  Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.) 

in  Com.,  on  Res.,  277  ;  in  Com.,  703  (i). 
Letter  Carriers  Uniforms  (remarks)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  212  (i). 
Lt.  Governors  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan 

B.  193  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  Com.,  9033  (v). 
Live  Stock  Record  Ass'ns.  incorp.  B.  148  ((Mr. 

Fisher)  on  M.  for  1°,  5078  (ill). 
L'Union  St.  Joseph  of  Ottawa,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Belcourt)  to  present  Pet.,  2491  (II). 
McKenzie,  D.  D.,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bill,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  A.  Johnston) 

8479  (v). 

Mail  Bags,  Contracts  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  213  (i). 

Mall  Carriers.  System  of  Payments  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (1). 

Mail  Contracts,  Tenders  re  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  179  (1). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions,  Informa- 
tion re  System  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
924  (1). 

Mallein  Test  for  Cattle  (remarks)  in  Com,  of 

Sup.,  2317  (li). 
Manitoba  Boundaries,  Memorandum  of  Mgr. 

Sbarrettl  re  Separate  Scboo  s,  3873  (11). 
 on  M.  to  adjn.,  4005  (11). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.— Con. 

Mileage  re  Mall  Service,  Additional  (remarks) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  184  (1). 

Military  Camps,  Indemnity  re  Injuries  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9158  (v). 

Militia  Estimates,  on  General  Statement,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9146  (v). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Illegal  Stamping  of 
Letters  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  197  (1). 

Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Similkameen  Coal  and 
Ry.  Co.'s  B.  34  (Mr.  Galliher)  in  Com.,  1707 
(1). 

'  North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Contract  re  Im- 
migrants, on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9469, 
9471  (v). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  8  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  in  Com.,  459  (i). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire  Fen- 
cing, on  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  5583 
(ill). 

 on  Explanation    (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

5696  (iii). 

N.W.T.  Grazing  Leases,  Number  issued,  &c. 

(Ques.)  5473  (iii). 
Northwest  Irrigation  Act  Amt.  B.  161  (Mr. 

Oliver)  on  M.  for  1°,  6104  (iv). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  Incorp.  B.  28  (Mr. 

Turriff)  in  Com.,  2323  (il). 
Northwest  Territories  (Rupert's  Land)  B.  160 

(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  on  M.  for  2°,  8763,  8766  (v). 
Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s  B.  86  (Mr. 

Campbell)  in  Com.,  3135  (11). 
Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 

Pringle)  in  Com.,  6748  (Iii),  5966  (iv). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  on 

M.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1890  ;  In  Com.,  1284 

(1),  2532,  3176,  3194  :   on  Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart) 

to  M.  for  3°,  3396  (11). 
Owen  Sound  P.O.,  Site  chosen  by  P.M.G.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (I). 
Oxford,  N.,  Electoral  Vacancy  (notification) 

6961  (iv). 

Parliament  Grounds  Paving  Contract,  on  M. 
(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  5794  (111). 

Pets,  re  Autonomy  Bill,  Signature  re  (remarks) 
2261,  2322  (11). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Conmee  &  Bowman's  Tender,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4463,  4659  (ill). 

Port  Arthur  Harbour  Dredging,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  808  (i). 

Port  Colborne  Elevator,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1321 
(0- 

Private  Bills,  Extension  of  Time,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Grant)  318,  448  (i),  2491  (111). 
'  Protestants  driven  out  of  Quebec,'  Reply  to 

Mr.  Lemieux  re  Speech  on  Autonomy  Bill, 

3306  (it). 

Provident  Savings  Association  incorp.  B.  134 
(Mr.  Gervais)  in  Com.,  5975  (iv). 
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Sproule,  Mr.  T.  8.— Com. 
Public  Buildings,  Govtl.  Poller  re  (remark!) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1018  (1). 
Quarantine  Officers,  Examination  of  Ships,  ftc 

(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  2306  (11). 
Quebec  Political  Crisis  (remarks)  880  (1). 
Questions  answered  by  Ministers  (remarks) 

1068  (1). 

Hallways  and  Canals  Aet  Amt.  B.  51  (Mr. 

Emmerson)  In  Com.,  1874  (1). 
Ry.  Act  (express  companies)  Amt.  B.  4  (Mr. 

Maclean)  on  M.  for  Adjnmt ,  3248  (11). 
Railway  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  86  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrlck)  on  M.  for  Com..  609  ;   In  Com., 

1601  ;  on  M  for  8*,  1804  (I). 
 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 

rler)  1628  (1). 
Railway  Commission,  Appnmt.  of  Chairman,  on 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck)  on  Ques.  of 

Order,  820  (1). 
Railway  Commission,  Board  of.  Maintenance 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1688  (1). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzle)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Agricul- 
ture Com.,  6004  (III). 
Richmond  and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s 

B.  103  (Mr.  Tobin)  on  M.  tor  2°,  2296  (11). 
Roads  and  Road  Allowances  for  Alberta  and 

Saskatchewan  B.  195  (Mr.  Oliver)  In  Com., 

9526  (v). 

Salmon  Canning  Fisheries,  B.C.,  Suspension, 

ftc,  Representations,  ftc.  (Ques.)  269  (1). 
Saskatchewan,  Pror.  of  :    See  'Autonomy  B. 

70.' 

Seeds  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  322,  361,  1162,  1201,  1797  ;  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cockshutt)  to  M.  for  3*,  1878  (1). 

 1  Ques.  of  Order,  361  (I). 

Separate    Schools,    Circulars    addressed  to 

Orange  Lodges  (remarks)  2406  (11J. 
Separate  Schools,  Pets,  from  B.  Assinlboia, 

Ques.  of  Prlv.,  2412  (11). 
Slfton,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bill  (remarks)  1860  (1). 
Small-pox  Epidemic  in  Man.,  Expenses,  &c. 

(remarkh)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2306  (II). 
-South  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  149  (Mr.  Oeoffrlon) 

on  M.  to  ret.  back  to  Ry.  Com.,  9073  (v). 
Speeches  of  Members,  Delay    In  Printing* 

Bureau,  ftc.  (remarks)  7723  (It). 
Sunday    Observance,    Govt.    Legislation  re 

(Ques.)  8656  (t). 
Supply  : 

Arte,  Agriculture,  ftc.  (aids  to  societies) 
1829  ;  .  (Can.  exhibits.  Imperial  Institute) 
1838  (1);  (exhibition*)  6270;  (experimental 
farms)  6176  (lv);  (public  health  organiz- 
ed districts)  1843  (1). 

Canals — Sault  Ste.  Marie  (construction) 
1334;  Wetland  (Port  Colborne  elevator) 
1321  (I). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  3.— Con. 
Supply— Con. 
Charges  of  Management  (bank  notes)  6263 
(lv). 

Civil  Govt.— Sec.  of  State  (salaries)  6349 
(It). 

Dominion  Police  (salaries)  138  (1). 
Indianh — Ont.    (medical    attendance  )  225; 
.  (St.  Regis  lock-up)  237:  (surreys,  ftc) 
236  (1). 

Justice — Yukon  (sheriff's  allowances)  132 
(1). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (G.  B. 
and  Can.)  868;  (P.E.I.  and  G.B)  932;  (St. 
Catherine's  Bay  and  Tadousac)  961; 
(wrecking  plant)  969  (1). 

Militia  (permanent  force)  9113  (v). 

Miscellaneous  (Alabka  surveys)  7720;  (maps, 
ftc,  N.W.T.)  7721  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Arctic  expedition) 
6469  ;  (expenditures,  ftc.)  6466;  (Mr.  Low's 
honorarium)  6478  (Iv). 

Post  Office  (letter  carriers)  174;  (mall  car- 
riers uniforms)  212  ;  (provisional  allow- 
ance) 368  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Man.  (Winnipeg 
postal  station)  9549  (v)  ;  N.S.  (Canso)  1028 
(i)  ;  Ont.  (Owen  Sound)  9647;  Ottawa  (ad- 
ditions, ftc,  H.  of  C.)  9546  (v)  ;  (Museum) 
765;  Que.  (Montreal  military  buildings) 
1125  ;  (Sberbrooke,  drill  hall)  1141 ;  (tra- 
choma hospitals)  1139  (1). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — N.S 
(Phlnney's  Cove)  9569;  (Porter's  Lake) 
9584  (v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  a^d  Rivers — Ont. 

(Port  Arthur)  808;  (Port  Colborne)  816  (1). 
Public  Works — Transportation  Facilities 

(Georgian  Bay  surveys)  9547  (v). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  2309  (11);  (Grosac  Isle 

■steamer)  1839;  (Tracadle  Lazaratto)  1845; 

(William's  Head)  1841  (I). 
Railways— G.T.P.    (construction)   9498  (v); 

(surveys,  construction,  ftc.)  2298  (il). 
Railways— I.C.R.   (double    tracking)  1933; 

(expenditure,  ftc.)  1926  (1). 
Railways— Ry.    Commission  (maintenance) 

1536  (1). 

Tukon  Govt,  (local  govt  grant)  7718; 
(salaries,  ftc.)  7716;  (school  grant)  7719 
(iv). 

Telephone  and  Telegraph  Systems,  Govt.  Con- 
trol (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  187  (1). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control, 
on.  it.  (Mr.  W,  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
1261  (1). 

Thermographs  re  Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic 
Service  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  868  (1). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  99 
(Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  3653  (11). 

Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1686  (I). 

Transportation  Commission,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Ber- 
tram (remarks)  1288  (I). 

Treadgold  Concession,  Rep.  of  Judge  Brltton 
(remarks)  821  (1). 

Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Perley)  1363  (1). 

 Joint  Com.,  Rep.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley) 

to  cone,  9523  (v). 
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Sproulo,  Mr.  T.  S.— Con. 
Union  Label*  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  In  Com., 
277,  703  (1). 
Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.*e  B.  139  (Mr.  D.  Rosa)  on  M.  (or 
2*,  4701  (111)  ;  In  Com.,  8316  ;  on  M.  for  3*, 
8818  (t). 

 Pet.,  on  M.  (Mr.  D.  Rosa)  3743  (11). 

Ventilation  ot  Chamber  (remarks)  8696  (v). 

  (remarks)  to  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9545  (v). 

Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.  Boundary.* 

Wrecking  Plant,  and  '  Lord  Strathcona '  In 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  959  (1). 

■"  Fellow  Dog  "  applied  to  Orangemen,  Quota- 
tions, &c.  (read)  In  Com.  on  B.  69,  8350  (v). 

Yukon  :  See  '  Congdon.' 

Staples,  Mr.  W.  D.,  Macdonald. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  an 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M-  tor  2*.  4312 
(111). 
Bee  '  Man.,'  &c. 
Bcroter,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Postmaster  at  St.  Claude, 
Man.,. Dismissal,  &c,  Cor.  re  (M.  for  copy*) 
1397  (1). 

Falrford  River  Dredging  (remarks)  In  Com. 
of  Sup..  7670  (iv). 

Glanders  among  Horses,  Compensation  re  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6695  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Application  from  N.  Ouellet- 
te,  &c.  Purchase  of,  &c.  (Ques.)  9078  (v). 

Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension.  M'gr  Sbar- 
rettl's  Memorandum  re  Separate  Schools 
(remarks)  3851  (11). 

 Letter  of  Mr.  Rogers  sent  to  Prime 

Minister  (remarks)  re  Mr.  Pater-son's  Char- 
ges, 4022  (U). 

Man  Public  Works,  Claims  for  Damages,  Pet 
re  (remarks)  hi  Com.  of  Sup.,  7671  (iv). 

Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 
Govt,  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6740,  6793 
(lv). 

Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  1176  (1). 
Supply: 

ArtR,  Agriculture  (live  stock  records)  6688 
(lv). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Man.  (Winnipeg 
Immigration)  1636  (i)  ;  Harbours  and  Ri- 
vers—Man. (Lake  Dauphin)  7670  (lv). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  6695  (lv). 
Veterinary  Surgeons  In  Man.,  Number  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6704  (iv). 
Voters'  Lists  tor  Macdonald,  &c.   (M.  for 
copy*)  697  (1). 

Stewart,  Mr.  R.,  Ottawa. 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdo- 
nald) in  Com.,  4241  (Hi). 

Central  Counties  Ry  Oo.'s  (B.  64)  1**,  1836  (1). 

Fltz-Simone,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  in  Com.,  6377  (Iv). 
Hi 


Stewart,  Mr.  R.— Con. 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'e  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  in 
Com.,  2632,  2960,  2961,  3177,  3182  ;  Letter 
from  Sec.  Trees,  D.  R.  Street  (read)  3183  ; 
(amt.)  8201  ;  on  M.  for  8*  (amt.)  3893  (II)  ; 
Neg.  (T.  56  ;  N.  80)  3898  (11). 
Owen,  Thomas  David,  Patent  Relief  (B.  177) 
is  Com.,  8662  <v). 

Stockton,  Mr.  A.  A.,  St.  John  Otty  and  County. 

Admiralty  Court  Registrars,  &c.  Fees,  &c. 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  126  (I). 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  lor  2',  5380  Ml). 
 on  M.  for  3*.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L  Bor- 
den) to  sec.  16,  Schools,  8814  (v). 

•  to  Com.  (laws,  courts,  &c.)  5814,  5936 


(111). 

  (school  clause  amt.)  7129  (iv). 

 School  Clauses   Amts.    (remarks)  in 

Com.,  5832  (ill). 
Blair.  Mr.  Resignation  of,  Conspiracy  &c, 
Denial  re  Election  Speaking,  667  (1). 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Minister;,  (re- 
marks) on  Orders  of  the  Day,  3678  (11). 

Coll  tag  wood  Govt.  Dock,  Conroy  Bros.  Cheque 
(remarks)  6583  (lv). 

Criminal  Code  (summary  appeals)  Amt.  B.  45 
(Mr.  Porter)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bureau)  re  Race 
Courses,  6138  (ill). 

Debates  and  Internal  Economy  Committees 
(remarks)  9804  (v). 

Dredging,  System  of  Hiring  Dredges  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  0844  (iv). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  re  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  &c,  on  M.  (Mr. 
Qanong)  6341  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.,  3884  (11),  4203  (ill). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Garrison  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9114  (v). 

I.C.R.,  Freight  Arrangements  and  Traffic,  &c. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2223  (11). 

 Freight  Rates,  Increases.  &c,  on  Ex- 
planation of  Mlm.  ot  Rys.,  6127  (lv). 

 Time  Table,  Changes  and  Delays  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6832  (iv). 

Judges  of  the  Provincial  Courts  (salaries)  B. 
204  (Mr.  Fltspatrlck)  In  Com.  on  Ree.,  9740  ; 
In  Com.,  9793  ;  on  Amt.,  9798  (v). 

Kentvllle  Militia  Camp.  Purchase  of  Site  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6662  (iv). 

McKenzie,  Mr.  D.  D.,  Resignation  re  Autono- 
my Bill,  on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  A.  John- 
ston) 8478  (v). 

Manttneau  Defalcations.  Collection  of  Guar- 
antee Bonds  (remarks)  114  (1). 

Moncton  Harbour  Master,  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  D. 
Robertson  (Ques.)  2329  (It). 

Northwest  Telephone  Oo.'s  incorp.  B.  29  (Mr. 
Turriff)  In  Com.,  2067  (II). 
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Stockton,  Mr  .A.  A.— Con. 

N.W.T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  in  Elec- 
tions (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9729  (v). 

Opposition  Leader,  Indemnity  to  :  See  '  Senate 
and  House  of  Commons.' 

Rj  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick)  in  Com.  on,  Res..  663  (i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  D.,  Appnmt.  as  Harbour  Mas- 
ter at  Monctoo  (Ques.)  2329  (U). 

St.  John  Harbour  Improvements  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  775  (1). 

Seamen's  Act  (shipping  masters)  Amt.  B.  147 
(Mr.  Prefontalne)  in  Com.,  9031  (v). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Indemnity  B. 
202  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9728 
(v). 

Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Acadian  historical 
data)  1830  ;  (Archives)  1825  (i). 

Immigration  (agents'  salaries)  9317  (v). 

Indians— N.B.  (supfs.  salary)  9336  ;  Ont.  and 
Que.  (legal  expenses)  9386  (vj. 

Justice— Exchequer  Court  (salaries)  125  ; 
Yukon  (living  allowances)  127  (1). 

Militia  (Canadian  garrisons)  9114  (v). 

Penitentiaries  (parole  system)  470  (iK 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Dipper  harbour)  9588  ;  (St.  John  har- 
bour) 9589  ;  (St.  John  tidal  waters?  9690 
Cv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(harbour  improvements)  775  (i)  ;  (Maski- 
nonge  River  dredging)  6844  (iv). 

Railways— I.C.R.  (revenue  collections)  2222 
Cti). 

Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  incorp  B. 

99  (Mr.  Campbell)  In  Com.,  4683  (lil). 
Trading  Stamps,  Legislation  re  Suppression 

(Ques.)  5426  (ill). 
Transportation  Commission    and1    St.  John 

Harbour,  Reps,  to  Govt.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies') 

9698  (v). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  on  M.  for  3°,  9048 
(v). 

Talbot,  Mr.  O.  E.,  Bellechatse. 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B,  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
In  Com.  on  Res.,  2425  (11). 

Demers,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  (re- 
marks) 5U0  (Hi). 

Franking  Privileges,  Abuse  of,  re  Jacques 
Cartler  Club  (remarks)  9798  (v). 

I.C.R.,  '  Maritime  Express,'  &c.  (remarks)  oa 
M.  for  Sup.,  6832  (lv). 

James  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  66)  l",  1336  (1). 

Joliette  and  Lake  Manuan  Colonization  Ry. 
Co.'s  (B.  191)  1°*,  9072  (v). 

Man.  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarretti's  Explana- 
tion, on  M.  to  adjn.,  4070  (II). 

Military  School  at  Quebec,  Improvement  of 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9162  (v). 
'  North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  Bonuses  re  Im- 
migrants (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9322 


Talbot,  Mr.  O.  E. — Con. 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  in 

Com.,  3196  (11). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn..  7348,  7369  (iv). 
Supply: 

Militia  (permanent  force)  9127,  9162  (v). 
Trans-Canada  Ry.  Co.,  Claims  for  Surveys,  4c. 
(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9494  (v). 

Talbot,  Mr.  P.,  Strathcona. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4176 
(Hi). 

—        in  Com.    (distribution  of  seats)  7734 

(iv)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8040  (v)  ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  S.  McCarthy)  7830,  7877  (iv). 

  (lands  vested  in  Crown)  6040  (lv). 

 (subsidy  to  provs.)  in  Com.,  6089  (iv). 

 in  Com.  on  Schedules  (Glelchen)  8164 

(v)  . 

Medicine  Hat  and  Northern  Alberta  Ry.  Co.'s 

(B.  74)  l"*,  1671  (i). 
Supply: 

Indians — Man.  and  N.W.T.  (provisions,  &c.) 
.   6551  (lv). 

Taylor,  Mr.  G.,  Leeds. 
Acetylene  Gas  System,  Saving  In  Expenditure 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2697  (11).  ' 
See  'Scout.' 
Agricultural  Statistics,  Expenditure  (remarks) 
990  (iv). 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  2426  ;  in  Com.,  2849  (ii). 
Atlantic  SS.  Service,  Shipping    Space  and 

American  Shippers  (remarks)  5428  (Hi). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  Tor  2%  4896 

(Hi). 

 (schools)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bounissa)  8363 

(v). 

 on  M.  for  3",  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re 

C.P.R.  Land  Taxes,  8787  (v). 
Autonomy  B.  69,  Attack  on  '  Orangeism  '  (re- 
marks) in  Com.,  5897  (HI). 
 School  Clauses,  Mln.  of  Justice  quoted. 

In  Com.,  5898  (Hi). 
Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Scott)  to  M.  for  3°,  8879  (v). 
See  '  Edmonton.' 
Binder  Twine  Bounties  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7222  (iv). 
Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privilege, 

&c.  (remarks)  1815  (1). 
Canadian  Shippers  re  Atlantic  S3.  Contract 

with  Armours,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  on  B. 

45,  4236  (Hi). 
Cement,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8986 

(v). 
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Taylor,  Mr.  G.— don. 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  5  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com.  on  Res.,  990  ;  In  Com.,  666  (l). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Monk)  660  (i). 

Census,  Total  Expenditure   for  Completion, 

Dismissal  of  Staff,  &c.  '(Ques.)  588  (i). 
Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  196 

(Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  In  Com.,  9428  (v). 
Debates,  Official,  2nd   Rep.  ot   Com.,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Gervais)  to  cone,  4551  (Hi). 
 on  M.  to  cone,  in  7th  Rep  of  Com.,  9809 

(v). 

Dredging,  System  of  Hiring  Dredges  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6846  (iv). 

Edmonton  Election,  Date  of  Contest,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  on  B.  69,  5891  (Hi). 

Electoral  Atlas,  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6722  (iv). 

Estimates,  Criticism  of  and  Obstruction,  &c. 

(remark's)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9273  (v). 
Estimates  of  the  Interior  Dept.,  Obstruction 

h"  Minister  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  9266 

(v). 

Freight  Rates  :  See  '  I.C.R.,'  '  Ry.  Com.,' 
'Tariff.' 

Fruit  Marks  Act,  Inspectors  appointed. 
Names,  Salaries.  Ac.  CM.  for  ret.*)  736  (1). 

Fruit  Inspectors,  Number,  Amountfe  paid,  4c. 
(Ques.)  588  (1). 

Fltz-Slmons,  Jane  Marie  Relief  B.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  in  Com.,  6377  (iv). 

Gananoque  Armoury  Construction  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1656  (i). 

Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W. 
Grant)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6486  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
on  M.  for  3",  4235  (Hi). 

House  of  Commons,  Rooms  for  Members  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  254  (I). 

Hurley,  J.  M.,  Fishery  Inspector,  Duties,  &c. 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2895  (il). 

I.C.R,  Advertising  Expenditures  re  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2244  (ii). 

 Expenditure  re  Capital  Account  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1961  (i). 

 Freight  Rates  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments (remark^)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2242  (il). 

 Freight  Rates,  Ref.  to  Gananoque  and 

Fredericton,  Reply  to  Min.  of  Railways, 
6585  (lv). 

 Freight  Rates,  Increases,  &c,  on  Ex- 


planation of  Mln.  of  Rys.,  6120  (iv). 
  and  G.T.R.  Arbitration  re  Traffic  Ar- 


rangement, &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1929  (I). 

 Supplies,  Purchase  of  Oil,  &c  (remarks) 


In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2249  (U). 
Interior  Dept.,  Dep.  Minister,  Resignation, 
Appnmt.,  &c.  (Ques.)  4370  (111). 


Taylor,  Mr.  G.— Con. 

Leverette,  Geo.  Milton,  Postmaster,  Kitley, 
Dep.  Ret.  Officer  re  Election,  Partisan  Con- 
duct re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240  (ly.) 

Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Payments  to,  (remarks) 
re  Question,  4374  (HI), 

Manufacturers'  Association,  Commercial  Lit- 
erature as  Campaign  Literature,  Franked  by 
M.P.'s  (remarks)  1816  (t). 

Metric  System,  Letter  from  Gananoque  Teach- 
er (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1695  (1). 

Military  Accountant  ot  Millt'la  Council  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  434  (1). 

Mlltlmore,  Lt.  J.  M.,  Application  tor  Permis- 
sion to  attend  Cavalry  School,  Toronto 
(Ques.)  6383  (iv). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch  Ry.  and  Hillsborough 
Bridge,  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2159  (il). 

N.W.T.  Boundary  Line,  Contract  re  Wire 
Fencing,  on  Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier)  5704  (111). 

Orangemen,  Attack  re  '  Yellow  Dog '  in  Que- 
bec Papers  (remark?)  in  Com.  on  B.  69, 
8362  (v). 

Ottawa  Public  Buildings,  Rentals  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6818  (iv). 
Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  on  M. 

(Mr.  S.  Hughee)  to  adjn.,  5802  (Hi). 
Port   Arthur   Dredging   Contract,  Time  for 

Tenders  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6876 

(iv). 

Portland  Cement  bought  at  Quebec,  &c.  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  435  (1). 

Postmaster  acting  as  Dep.  Returning  Officer, 
Charges  re  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240 
(Iv). 

Provl.  Govt,  in  N.W.T.  :  See  '  Autonomy.' 
Public  Works  Employees,  Political  Partisans 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6861  (lv). 
Railway  Commission,  Freight  and  Passenger 

Rates,  Advancement  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1544  (i). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzle)  to  cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Agricul- 
ture Com.,  4996  (Hi). 
Resignations    of   Conservative   Ministers  In 

1896  (personal  explanation)  845  (i). 
Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Form  of 

Oath  at  Elections,  on  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 

to  adjn.,  7365  (lv). 
Rideau  Canal  Extension  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  1623  (I). 
Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1982  (I). 
St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Expenditures  re 

(remarks)  2455  (ii). 
'  Scout,'  Str.,  Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2700  (il). 
 Investigation  re  Explosion  of  Acetylene 

Gas,  &c.  'remarks)  4842  (Hi). 
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Taylor,  Mr.  G. — Oon. 
Seeds  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  361,  1214  (1). 
Si/ton,  Hon.  C,  Resignation  re  Autonomy  Bill 

(remarks)  1862  (1). 
Smart,  Jas.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6422  (iv). 
 Resignation,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 

4370  (ill). 

Starkey,  W.  W.,  Duties  re  Cattle  Diseases 

(remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6718  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  ^Year  Book)  1476  (1). 
Canals— Welland  (Port  Colborne  elevator) 
1276  (1). 

Charges  of  Management  (bank  notes)  6261 
(Iv). 

Civil  Govt.— Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries, 
&c.)  103  (1);  Post  Office  (contingencies) 
6240  (iv). 

Dom.  Lands  (Banff,  pamphlets  re)  6424  (lv); 
(homestead  inspectors)  9266  (v);  (mapn, 
printing,  &c.)  642S  (lv). 

Fisheries  (Inspectors'  salaries)  2892;  (pro- 
tection service)  2907  (11). 

Immigration  (agents,  G.B.,  &c,  salaries) 
7686  ;  (agencies,  salaries)  6384  (iv)  ; 
(bonuses  to  SS.  Cos.)  9329  (v);  (contin- 
gencies) 7710;  (printing,  &c.)  7710  (lv). 

Indians — B.C.  (travelling  expenses)  6666 
(lv);  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (provisions)  9388 
(v);  Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expenses) 
6621;  N.B.  (medical  attendance)  6516  (lv); 
Ont.  and  Que.  (park  Improvements)  9336 
(v). 

Interior — Miscellaneous  (litigation  expenses) 
7720  (iv). 

Legislation — Debates  (expenditure)  6694  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (keepers'  sal- 
aries) 2697  (11). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  979  (I). 

Militia  (Accountant  of  Board)  434  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (Alaska  boundaries)  7719; 
(legal  expenses,  re  Martlneau  case)  6723; 
(legal  service,  Mr.  Patterson)  6723' ; 
(maps,  re  N.W.T.)  7721;  (printing,  &c.) 
6723  (lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Arctic  expedition) 
6472;  (Harrison,  Capt.,  allowance,  &c.) 
6466  (lv). 

Penitentiaries  (Archibald,  W.  T.,  Parole 
Officer)  6721  (lv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Dom.  (engineers, 
firemen,  &c.)  6822;  (fuel)  6822;  (furniture) 
6817;  (rents)  6818  (lv). 

Public  Works — Buildings — General  (armour- 
ies) 1666  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— N.B.  (Richlbucto) 
6732  (iv). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (London  drill 
hall)  6732  (lv);  (military  colleger  1661  (1). 

Public  Works — Buildings— Ottawa  (elevator 
attendants)  1667  (1);  (grounds)  6817  (lv); 
(lighting)  1667  (I)  ;  (repairs,  &c.)  6815  ; 
(Rldeau  Hall)  6824  (iv);  (steel  shelving) 
1664  (1);  (telephones)  6814  (lv). 

Public  Works — Dredging— B.C.  (new  plant) 
7578;  Dom.  (repairs  to  vessels)  6890  (lv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Man. 
(Lake  Dauphin)  7571;  (Lake  St.  Francis) 
7572;  (Narrows  Lake)  7572;  (Selkirk)  7673 
(iv). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
Clifton  breakwater)  7497  ;    (Dipper  har- 


Taylor,  Mr.  6.— Oon. 
Supply— Oon. 

Public  Works.— Oon. 
bour)  7498;  (Mud  Cove)  7500;  N.B.  (Quaco- 
harbour)  7601  (iv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivera — N.S. 
(Inverness  Mines)  7405;  (Margaree  har- 
bour) 7411;  (Port  Hawkesbury)  6837  (lv). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont. 
(Barry's  Bay  wharf)  6873;  (Blind  River 
dredging)  6871;  (Port  William  and  Port 
Arthur)  6900  ;  (general  vote)  6729  ;  (Grand 
River  dredging)  6873  ;  (Haileybury  wharf> 
6887  ;  (Honora  wharf)  6887  ;  (Little  Cur- 
rent channel)  6886  ;  (Otonabee  River) 
6886  ;  (Owen  Sound  harbour)  6886  ;'  (Point 
Edward  dredging)  6869  ;  (Whitby  harbour) 
6880  Civ). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(Grand  Machine)  7304  ;  (harbour  works) 
4728  ;  (Lake  St.  Peter  pier)  6459  ;  (Little 
Rapids  dam)  6839;  (Montmorency  wharf) 
6853  (iv);  (St.  Lawrence  ship  channel)  2455 
(U);  (St.  Louis  Feeders)  7386;  (Yamaska 
Lock)  6868  (lv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (Deep  Water- 
ways Commission)  6895  ;  (engineers,  &c.) 
6896  (lv).  ' 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges— Ottawa 
(bridges)  6889  (iv). 

Public  Works— Telegrams— Yukon  (Ashcroft- 
Dawson)  6896  (lv). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (Drummondville  Improve- 
ments) 1961  (1)  ;  (Halifax  terminals)  2032 
(li)  ;  (St.  Fablen  subway)  1982  ;  (Sydney 
accommodation)  1912  (i). 

Railways — P.E.I.  (Murray  Harbour  and 
Bridge)  2159  (il)  ;  (working  expenses)  6901 
(lv). 

Yukon  Govt,  (salaries,  Ac.)  7716  (lv). 

Tariff  re  Freight  Rates,  Advancement  of  re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1544  (I). 

Trading  Stamps  :  See  '  Criminal.' 

Ventilation  In  Chamber  of  Commons  (remarks) 
7812  (iv),  8696  (v). 

Veterinary  Surgeons,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.,  &c. 
In  Man.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6710 
(lv). 

Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  8676  (v). 
Wire  Fencing  :  See  '  N.W.T.' 

Telford,  Mr.  W.  P.,  North  Grey. 
Cement  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8990  (v). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Telegraph  Co.  of  Canada 

taoorp.  (B.  144)  1**,  4644  (Ul). 
Owen  Sound  and  Meaford  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp. 

(B.  143)  l",  4644  (ill). 

Thompson,  Mr.  A.,  Yukon  Territory. 

Congdon,  F.  T.,  Appnmt.  as  Legal  Adviser  to 
Yukon  (Ques.)  7020  (lv). 

Gold  of  the  Yukon  purchased  by  Govt,  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6264  (iv). 

Supply: 

Miscellaneous  (assay  office,  B.C.)  7720  (lv). 
N.W.  Mounted  Police  (Yukon  force)  8662  (v). 
Yukon  Govt,  (local  Govt,  grant)  7719  (Iv). 
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Thompson,  Mr.  A.  —Con. 

Yukon  Ter.,  Annexation  to  Province*  (re- 
marks) 6609  (It). 

 Legal  Adviser,  Appnmt.  of  F.  T.  Cong- 
don  (Ques.)  7020  (lv). 

 Reforms,  &c,  Necessary,  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  7021  (lv). 

Tisdale,  Hon.  David,  Norfolk. 

Autonomy  BUI,  Official  Report  of  Division 

(remarks)  5432  (111). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  on  M.  to  ret.  back 

to  Com.,  8666  (v). 
Citizens'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  188  (Mr.  Barr) 

In  Com.,  6973  (lv). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  46  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  4204  (111). 
London  Militia  and  London  Elections  (re- 
marks) 7266  (lv). 
Militia  Act  (permanent  force)  Amt.  B.  170,  on 

prop.  Res.  (Sir  Frederick  Borden)  6906  ; 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  6985  ;  on  M.  for  2*,  7272 

(iv). 

Militia  Estimates,  Reply  to  General  State- 
ment, in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9136  (v). 

Militia  Force,  Reduction  of,  on  Explanation 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  6995  (lv). 

Ottawa  and  New  Tork  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  92  (Mr. 
Prlngle)  in  Com.,  6743  (ill). 

Port  Arthur  and  Ft.  William  Dredg'jig  Con- 
tract, Conmee  &  Bowman's  Tender,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4478  (lii). 

Postmasters  as  Political  Partisans  (remarks) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6246  (lv). 

Provident  Savings  Association  B.  134  (Mr. 
Gervals)  In  Com.,  6974  (Iv). 

Railways  and  Canals  Act  Amt.  B.  53  (Mr.  Em- 
merson)  in  Com.,  1676  (i). 

Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir 
Frederick  Borden)  In  Com.  on  Res.,  6967  ; 
in  Com.,  7262  (iv). 

Supply: 

Civil  Govt.— Post  Office  (contingencies)  6246 
(iv). 

Militia  (Military  college)  9170  ;  (permanent 
force)  9111  ;  (reply  to  general  statement) 
9136  (v). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  139  (Mr.  Ross)  In  Com.,  8638  (v). 

Tobin,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Richmond  and  Wolfe. 

Richmond  and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s 
(B.  103)  I'*,  2184  ;  2*  m.,  2296  ;  In  Com., 
3669  (II). 

Supply: 

Public  Works — Buildings— Que— (Sherbrooke 
drill  hall)  1141  (1). 


Turgeon,  Mr.  O.,  Olouoetter. 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4156 
(ill);  In  Com.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  8377 
(v). 
Supply: 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— N.B. 
(Mlscou  harbour)  7499  (lv). 

Turriff,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  East  ittiniooia. 
Alberta  Ry.  and  Irrigation  Co.  (B.  83)  1**, 
1788  (1). 

Athabaska  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  (B.  88) 

1—.  1938  (1). 
Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in 

Com.  on  Res..  6467,  5482  (111). 
 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2°,  8818  (11). 

 in  Com.  (Alberta  boundaries)  5626  (ill). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  M. 

S.  McCarthy)  7941  (lv). 

 (election  of  members)  6772  (ill). 

 (seat  of  govt.)  8266  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,    Pets,   re  Genuineness  (re- 
marks) 2260,  2320  (11). 
Bee  •  Pet.,'  '  Separate.' 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  (B.  179)  In  Com.  (M.)  to  ret  back  to 

Ry.  Committee  8662  (v). 
Calgary  and  Battletord  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  (B. 

60)  1'*,  817  (I). 
Doukhobors  Homestead  Entries  re  Village 

Property  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6414 

(Iv). 

Grain  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  174  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  9404  (v). 
MacLeod,  Oardstxm  and  Montana  Ry.  Co.'s 

(B.  78)  1*»,  1671  (1). 
Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  (B.  28)  V, 

493;  In  Com.,  1890  (1),  2047,  2050,  2323  (II); 

3*  m.,  2714  (li),  6346;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  7683  (lv). 
Petitions  re  Autonomy  Bill   (remarks)  2260, 

2320  (11). 

Schukin,  Ivan,   Cancellation  of  Homestead 
Rights  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.-  6414  (lv). 
Separate  Schools,  Pets,  re  (remark*)  2412  (li). 

Walsh,  Mr.  R.  N.,  Huntingdon. 
Beauharnois  Canal,  Opening  Waterways:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7380  (lv). 
Butter  and  Cheese  Weighing  at  Montreal, 

Grievances  re,  Ac.  (Ques.)  8886  (v). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 

Com.,  676  (1). 
Census  in  Eastern  Townships,  Par.  in  Hunt- 
ingdon '  Gleaner '  (read)  675  (1)- 
Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Armstrong)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  8221  (v). 
Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 

McKenzie)  to  cone.  In  4th  Rep.  of  Com., 

5028  (iii). 
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Walsh,  Mr.  R.  N.— Co*. 
St.  Lawrence  Islands,  Govt.  Control,  Cor.  re 

Sale,  &c.  (Ques.)  6477  (It). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisherl 

In  Com.,  334.  373,  1192,  1801  (1). 
Supply : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(St.  Louis  Feeders)  7380  (Iv). 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Durham. 
Autonomy  BUI  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4951  (ill). 
Otonabee  River,  Damages  by  Floods,  Claim 

of  Mr.  Clark  (M.  for  cor.)  1396  (i). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  1166  (1). 
Supply : 

Canals— Trent    (construction)    1476  ;  (sur- 
veys) 1471  (1). 
Trent  Canal — Surveys  re,  Letter  of  Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler  to  Mr.  Aylesworth  (read)  1476  (i). 
 Claims  for  Damages  re,  Mr.  Clark,  Cor., 

&c.  (M.  for  copy)  1396  (1). 
 Surveys,  Rice  Lake,  &c.  (Ques.)  168  (1). 

Wilson,  Mr.  U.,  Lennow  and  Addington. 

Autonomy  Bill,  Distribution  of  Printed  Copies 
re  (remarks)  2046  (ii). 

Campaign  Literature  Franked  by  Minister  of 
Crown  (remarks)  1809  (1). 

Census  and  Statistics  B.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  In 
Com.,  631  (i). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Monk)  re  Reso- 
lutions, 631  (1). 

Franking  Privilege  re  Campaign  Literature 
(remarks)  1809  (i). 

Georgian  Bay  Canal  Survey,  Instructions  re, 
Inquiry  for  Copies,  822  (1). 

I.C.R.,  Expenditures  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2216  (ii). 

 Traffic  Arrangements  and  Freight  Div- 
ersion (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2214  (11). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  Memorandum  re  Separ- 
ate Schools  from  M'gr.  Sbarrettl  (remarks) 
3871  (11). 

 on  Ques.  of  Order  re  Political  Debts, 

3858  (11). 

Messengers,  House  of  Commons  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  240  (1). 
Military  Training  Tramp,  Central,  Site,  &c. 

(Ques.)  268  (i). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  in 

Com.,  3198  (11). 
Port  Arthur  and  Fort  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Tender  of  Conmee  &  Bowman,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4480  (ill). 
Railway  Commission  B.  36,  on  Ques.  of  Order 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  1628  (i). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

In  Com.,  1798;  on  M.  for  3°,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Cockshutt)  1868  (1). 


White,  Hon.  P.— Con. 
Steward  for  Speaker's  Rooms  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  240  (1). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.— Labour  Dept.  (salaries,  Ac.)  101 

(i). 

House  of  Commons  (messengers)  240;  (sal- 
aries) 238  ;  (Sergeant-at-Arms)  240  ;  (ses- 
sional clerks)  239  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings — Ottawa  (archives) 
605  (1). 

Railways — I.C.R.  (revenue  collections)  2214 
(11). 

WelghtB  and  Measures  (electric  light  In- 
spection) 1697;  (inspections,  *c.)  1694  (i). 
Union  Labels  B.  10  (Mr.  Smith)  on  M.  for  3°, 
1779  (I). 

Wilmot,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Sunbury  and  Queen'*,  N.B. 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  5309  (ill). 
Fisheries  Hatcheries,  N.B.,  Salmon  Pond  at 

Carleton,  Cost,  &c.'(Ques.)  590  (1). 
Hay,  Free  Transportation    on    I.C.R.  O.C., 

&c,  (Ques.)  108  (1). 
St.  John  River  Dredging  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6893  (lv).' 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Dredging  (new  plant)  6893  ; 
Mar.  Prove,  (new  plant)  7578;  Harbours 
and  Rivers— N.B.  (St.  John  tributaries) 
7501;  Que.  (St.  Jean,  Orleans)  7393  (lv). 

Wharfs  In  Tidal  Waters,  Contribution,  &c 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7393  (iv). 

Wilson,  Mr.  U.,  Lennox  and  Addington. 
Agriculture  Committee,  Meetings,  Ac.  (re- 
,  marks)  404  (1). 

 Number  of  Witnesses,  Payments  to,  4c. 

(M.  for  ret.*)  1398  (1). 
Aud.  Gen.'s  Rep.,  Distribution  (remarks)  2262 

(11). 

Autonomy  Bill  69  (Sir  WlUrtd  Laurler)  In 

Com.  on  Res,,  5470  (111). 
  on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3893  (11). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Official  Report  of  Division 
(remarks)  5432  (111). 

 Saskatchewan  B.  No.  70,  In  Com.  on 

Res.,  8702  (v). 

Brothers  Light,  Keeper,  Appnmt.,  Salary  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2702  (li). 

Child  Immigration,  Mrs.  Close's  Scheme 
(Ques.)  1936  (1). 

 (remarks)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2125  (Ii). 

 Assistance  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1341  (i). 

Dams  across  Rivers,  Govt.  Policy  rc  Building 
(remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  (iv.). 

Doukhobor  Homestead  Entries  re  Village  Pro- 
perty (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6417  (Iv). 

Dredging,  System  of  Hiring  Dredges  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6S45  (iv). 

Free  Mail  Delivery,  Total  Cost  (Ques.)  729  (1). 
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Wilson,  Mr.  U  —  Con. 
G.T.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  115  (Mr.  L.  G.  Mc- 
Carthy) in  Com..  7622  (lv). 
Haggard,  H.  Rider,  Inquiry  tor  Rep.,  9623  (t). 

See  '  Salvation.' 
Immigrants,  deported  from  Can.  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7702  (lv). 
Immigrants  deported  from  Can.,  &c.  (Ques.) 
1847  (i). 

 Examination    re    Qualifications,'  &c. 

(Ques.)  2187  (it,. 

Immigrants  from  English  Workhouses,  Pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Nelll,  Ac.  (Ques.)  6188  (tv). 

 Importation,  1904,  &c,  Number,  Nation- 
ality, Ac.  (Ques.)  1592  (I). 

Immigration,  Bonus  paid  to  Transportation; 
or  Booking  Cos.  (Ques.)  7811  (i). 
See  'North  Atlantic.' 

 Cost  of  Criminal    Law  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6721  (iv). 

 Literature  (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


7710  (lv). 

Immigration  of  Children  to  Canada,  Assist- 
ance by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1341  (1). 

Immigration  of  State  Children,  Cor.  with  Mr. 
C.  Kinloch  Cooke  re  (Ques.)  6478  (Hi). 

Immigration  of  Skilled  Labour,  and  Toronto 
Labour  Council,  on  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  7509 
(lv). 

Mail  Delivery,  Free,  System,  Total  Cost,  &c. 

(Ques.)  729  (1). 
'  Malsonneuve,'  Expenditure  re  (remarks)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2745  (li). 
Mineral  Specimens  re  Exhibitions  (remarks) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6271  (iv). 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.,  Inquiry  for  Copy 

of  Contract,  8145  (v). 

 on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  9455  (v). 

  (remarks)  7907  (iv). 

Parole  System  for  Convicts  (remarks)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  172  (1). 
Preston,  W.  T.  R..  Visit  to  Canada  (Query:") 

451  (i). 

Private  Bills,  Extension  of  Time,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Grant)  449  (i). 
Public  Works   under  Contract,  Supervision 

Charges  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7588 

(lv). 

Ry.  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  2  (Mr.  Lancaster) 
In  Com..  3246  (ii). 

Ry.  Commissioners  (chairman)  B.  36  (Mr. 
Fitzpatrlck)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  676  (1). 

Rouse,  Mr.  David,  Appnmt.  as  Customs  Col- 
lector, Salary,  &c.  (Ques.)  452  (1). 

Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  169  (Sir 
Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  6976 
(iv). 

Salvation  Army  Colonies,  R.  Haggard's  Ren. 
(Oues.)  6188  (iv). 
See  '  Haggard.' 


Wilson.  Mr.  U.— Con. 
Schukln,  Ivan,  Homestead  Entries,  &c.  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6417  (iv). 
Smart,  Jas.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  (remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6419  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (dairying)  6932  ; 
(creameries)  6939;  (experimental  farms) 
6172  ;  (experimental  farms  bulletins)  6930; 
(exhibitions)  1834  (I),  6271  (iv). 

Canals— Trent  (surveys)  6293  (lv). 

Charges  of  Management  (Receiver  Gen.'s 
office)  6249  (lv). 

Chinese  Immigration  (salaries)  981  (1). 

Civil  Govt. — Agriculture  (contingencies* 
9058;  (patent  branch)  9057;  (private  sec- 
retary) 9054;  (salaries)  9067  (v). 

Civil  Govt. — Finance  (Private  Secretary) 
6268  (lv). 

Civil  Govt.— Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries) 
6266  (lv). 

Civil  Govt.— Post  Office  (salaries)  9058  (v). 
Civil  Govt.-pRallways  and  Canals  (private) 

sec,  9062  ;  (salary  increases)  9062  (v). 
Civil  Govt.— Sec.  of  State  (salaries)  9071  (v). 
Culling  Timber  (salaries)  7236  (lv). 
Dom.  » Lands  (Banff,  pamphlets  re)  6424; 

J maps,  printing,  &c.)  6425  (iv). 
migration  (agents,  G.B.,  salaries)  7685  : 
(agencies,  salaries,  &c.)  6385  ;  (contingen- 
cies, &c.)  7709  ;  (Interpreters,  &c.)  7701 
(iv). 

Legislation  (H.  of  Commons)  6268  ;  (voters' 
lists)  6722,  6954  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (lighthouse 
repairs)  9036  (v)  ;  (salaries)  2702  (11). 

Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 
and  S.  Africa)  979  (1). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  (salaries)  9050  (v). 

Militia  (Royal  Military  college)  7003  (iv). 

Miscellaneous  (consolidation  of  statutes) 
7244  ;  (Keewatln  lunatics)  7720  ;  (legal  ex- 
penses re  Martineau  case)  6723  (lv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (ice-breakers,  re- 
pairs) 9034  (v). 

Pensions  (compensations)  6956  (lv). 

Public  Works— Bulldlngs-iN.W.T.  (Lloyd- 
minster  immigrant  sheds)  67J4  (lv). 

Public  Works — Buildings— Ottawa  (grounds) 
6817  (lv)  ;  (new  deptl.  buildings,  site,  &c.) 
9608  (v)  ;  (Rideau  Hall)  6823  (iv)  ;  (Ri- 
deau  Hall,  repairs)  9550  (v). 

Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont. 
(Grand  River  dredging)  6873  ;  (Ottawa 
locks)  7561  ;  (Penetanguishene)  7563  ; 
(Point  Edward  dredging)  6869  (iv)  ; 
(Stokes  Bay)  9599  ;  (Trenton  dredging) 
9600  (v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Que. 
(•Canton  Fabre)  7289  ;  Que.  (harbour 
works)  6727  ;  (f  asklnongS  River  dredging) 
6845  ;  (Montmorency  wharf)  6853  ;  (Ot- 
tawa River)  7375  ;  (Little  Rapids  dam) 
6839  ;  (Saguenay  dredging)  7379  ;  (Sorel 
Ice  piers)  6841  (lv). 

Public  Works — Miscellaneous  (Academy  of 
Arts)  7238  ;  (architects,  &c.)  7619  ;  '  Can- 
ada Gazette  ')  6723  ;  (cement  testing)  7614 
(iv)  ;  (Ottawa  river  works)  7612  ;  (Pacific 
cable  grant)  7240  ;  (printing,  &c.)  6957  ; 
(surveys)  7611  (iv). 

Public  Works— Roads  and  Bridges— Dom. 
(traffic  bridges)  7592  ;  N.W.T.  (Battle 
River)  75S8  ;  (colonization  roads)  7597  ; 
(Shellmouth)  7592  (iv). 
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Wilson,  Mr.  U.— Con. 
Supply — Con. 

Public  Works— Slides  and  Booms  (working 
expenses)  76S2  (It). 

Public  Works— Telegraphs— P.E.I.  (Anglo- 
American  Co.)  7632  ;  Yukon  (Ashcroft- 
Dawson)  7636  (It). 

Quarantine  (organized  districts,  salaries) 
2303  (ii)  ;  (Winnipeg  hospitals)  1846  (i). 

•Railways— G.T.P.  (surveys,  plans,  Ac.)  9490 
9497  (v). 

Trade  and  Commerce  (commercial  agents) 
9037  (v). 

Water  Meters  Inspection  B.  188  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  8676  (▼). 
Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface  Hospitals  Govt 

Orant  re  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2318  (it) 

Worthington,  Mr.  A.  N.,  Sherbrooke. 

Ammunition,  Inspection  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  424  (i). 

Ammunition,  Small  Arms,  Ac,  Control  of  (re- 
marks) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  424  (i). 

Agricultural  Meetings  in  Eastern  Townships, 
Purposes,  Ac.  (Ques.)  268  (1). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurlerfon  Amt 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  3',  6290  (Hi). 

Autonbmy  Bill,  Pets,  re,  presented  (remarks) 
2321  (ii). 

Camps  for  Militia  Drill  (remarks)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  442  (1). 

Camps  of  Instruction,  Indemnity  re  Casual- 
ties (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9147  (v). 

Inspector  General  of  MillMa  (remarks)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  437  (1). 

Lennoxvllle  Post  Office,  Construction  of 
(Ques.)  4373  (ill). 

Magog  Post  Office,  Erection  of  (Ques.)  6784 
(Hi). 

Melbourne  and  Upper  Melbourne  Mall  Con- 
tract, Tenders  re  (Ques.)  4372  (ill). 

Military  Sites,  Purchase  of  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  ' Sup.,  427  (i). 

Militia,  Col.  Drury,  Duties  re  Command  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9130  (v). 

Militia  Medical  Officer,  Allowances  and  Inde- 
pendence of  Parlt.  Act  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9148  (v). 

Sherbrooke  Armouries,  Provision  for  Militia 
(Ques.)  266  (1). 

 Immediate  Erection  (Ques.)  6784  (ill). 

 Purchase  of  Site,  Ac.  (Ques.)  191  (1). 

 (remarks)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  427,  1189  (I). 

Sherbrooke  Postal  Rate  and  Delivery  (Ques.) 
378  (I). 

Sherbrooke   Post   Office,  Improvements,  Ac. 

(Ques.)  191  (1). 
S.  A.  Veterans  and  King's  Medal  (remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9169  (v). 
S.  A.  War,  King's  Medal  to  Canadians,  Cor., 

Telegrams,  &c.  (M.  for  copies*)  3204  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Militia  (annual  drill)  442;  (military  council) 
424  (1)  ;  (quick-firing  guns)  9124  (v). 


Worthinoton,  Mr.  A.  N. — Con. 
Supply — Con. 

Public  Works— Buildings— Ont.  (Brantford 
drill  hall)  1550;  (Chatham  armoury)  1553; 
(Cobourg  armoury)  1555;  (Ouelph  arm- 
oury) 1556;  (Kingston  barracks)  1660  (1). 

Public  Works— Buildings— Que.  (Sherbrooke 
drill  hall)  1189  (1). 

Wright,  Mr.  A.  A.,  South  Renfrew. 

Apples,  Packing  and  Sale  B.  121  (Mr.  Fisher) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  682  (i),  2422  (li). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for  2°,  4960,  4978 
(Hi)  ;  (lands  vested  in  Crown)  in  Com., 
6002  (|v). 

Autonomy  Bills,  Pets,  re  (remarks)  2321  (11). 

Budget,  on  The,  8949  (v). 

Criminal  Code  (trading  stamps)  B.  196  (Mr. 

Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.,  9428  (v). 
Gillies  Bros.,  Limited  (B.  95)  1°*,  2005;  in 

Com.,  2763  (ii). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  45  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

In  Com.,  4220  (ill). 
Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galliher)  In 

Com.,  3191  (11). 
Seeds,  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  7  (Mr.  Fit  her) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  334,  375  (1). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms 

bulletins)  6927  (iv). 
Mail  Subsidies    and    SS.  Subventions  (St. 

John  and  W.  Indies)  7186  (iv). 
Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont. 

(Bracebrldge)  7647  (iv). 
Railways— I.C.R.  (general  vote)  7494  (iv). 

Wright,  Mr.  W.,  Mutkoka. 

Animal  Diseases,  Provincial  and  Dom.  Juris- 
diction (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6714  (iv). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com. 
on  Res.  (subsidy)  6511,  5543  (ill). 

 on  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  M.  for 

2°.  4849  (ill). 

 in  Com.  (distribution  of  Beats)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8063  (v). 

Autonomy  Bill,  Census  re  Town  and  Rural 
Population  (remarks)  8094  (v). 

Bank  Notes,  Printing,  Ac.  (remarks)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6260  (Iv). 

Bracebrldge  Dry  Dock,  Supt.  re  Construction 
(Ques.)  6664  (Iv). 

Cement,  Tariff  Changes,  in  Com.  on  B.  190, 
9766  (v). 

Census  n  Urban  and  Rural  Populations  (re- 
marks) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6274  (lv). 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  190,  In  Com.,  97*56 

(v). 

Georgian  Bay  Ifelands,  Sale,  Jurisdiction.  Ac. 

(remarks)  6477  (lv). 
Seeds,  Inspection  and  Sale  B.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

in  Com.,  371,  1195;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Cockshutt) 

to  M.  for  3°,  1880  (i). 
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Wrigh>.  Mr.  W.—Oon. 
Supplt  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (live  stock  records) 

6688  (It);  (quinquennial  census,  N.W.T.) 

9609  (v);  (statistics)  6274  (iv). 
Canals— Trent  (Holland  River)  9372  (v). 
Customs  (expenses)  261  (i). 
Indians— Man.  and  N.W.T.  (live  stock)  6545; 

Miscellaneous  (unforeseen  expenses)  6521 

(lv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  (Can. 

and  S.  Africa)  978  (i). 
Public  Works— Buildings— N.S.  (Antigonish) 

1019;  Ottawa  (lighting)  1669  (1). 
Public  Works — Harbours  and  Rivers — Ont. 

(Depot  Harbour)  7552  (iv);  (Honora  wharf) 

9597  (V);   (Lake  Temiskaming)  7559  (iv); 

(Rosseaa  wharf)  9600;  (Severn  Rive.-)  960i' 

(v). 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers — Que. 

(Lake  St.  Peter  piers)  6462  (Iv). 
Quarantine  (cattle)  6714  (lv;. 

Zimmerman,  Mr.  A.,  West  Hamilton. 
Autonomy  B.  69  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com.  ! 

on  Res.  (subsidy)  5554  (ill). 
Cadet  Corps  In  Dom.  (remarks)  7815  (iv).  j 
Campaign  Literature  franked  by  Ministers  of 

Crown  (remarks)  1821  (i).  I 


Zimmerman,  Mr.  A.— Con. 

Cement,  in  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  8996  (v). 

Grand  River  and  Western  Power  Co.'s  incorp. 
(B.  122)  1"*.  2681  (ii). 

Hamilton  Patronage  re  Postal  Service  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.,  6229  (lv). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  12  (Mr.  Galllher)  In 
Com.,  2959  (11). 

Returning  Officers,  Instructions  re  Forms  of 
Oath,  on  Ques.  of  Order,  7361  (iv). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Harbours  and  Rivers— Ont. 

(Hamilton)  7557  ;   Miscellaneous  (cement 

testing)  7615  (iv). 
Railways — G.T.P.  (surveys,  plans,  &c.)  9496 

(v). 

Telephone  Grievances  and  Telephone  Com., 

Discussion  out  of  Order  (remarks)  9535  (v). 
Toronto,  Hamilton  &  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  (B.  79) 

In  Com.,  4256  (ill). 
Vlbert,  Philip,  Relief  B.  172  (Mr.  Campbell) 

2' m.,  7218;  on  M.  for  2°  (remarks)  7261  (lv). 
Yukon,  Reform  re  Govt,  of  Country  (remarks) 

on  M.  (Mr.  Thompson),  to  Com  of  Sup., 

7072  (lv). 
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■Aberdeen'   Boilers,    Repairs,   &c:    in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6464  (lv). 
Academy  of  Arts  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6959,  7238 

(It). 

Acadian  Historical  Data,  Compilation  of :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1830  (1). 
'  Acadia '  Str.,  Disposition  of   Fittings,    &c. : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1849  (1). 
Accountant  of  Militia  Board  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

434  (1). 

Acetylene  Gas  Contracts  with  Govt.:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Osier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1053  (1). 

 Invention  of  Mr.  Painchaud  re  Safety 

Appliances  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6308  (lv). 

 Lights,  Annual  Saving,  Expenditure,  &c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1592  (i). 

 Plant,  St.  John  Quarantine  Station  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1052  (i). 

 System,  Saving  In  Expenditure,  &c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2697 
(ID. 

Acreage  in  Provisional  District  Alberta,  Sas- 
katchewan, &c,  disposed  of,  &c:  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  601  (1). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  &c. 

Acres  of  undisposed  Lands,  N.  W.  Tcrs.:  M. 
for  Ret.*  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  601  (1). 

Actonvale  Public  Building :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1101  (i). 

Additional  Sidings,  I.C.R.,  Spur  Lines,  &c.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1970  (1),  6431  (iv). 

Address,  The,  in  Ans.  to  His  Ex.'s  Speech  from 
Throne  :  moved  (Mr.  Macdonald)  9  (1). 

 seconded  (Mr.  Parent)  17  (1). 

  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  to  present,  60 

(i) 


 Reply  to  from  His  Ex.:  Presented  (Mr. 

Speaker)  1340  (1). 

ADJOURNMENTS  : 
Ascension  Day  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fielding)  6825 
(iv). 

Ash  Wednesday,  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  2112 
(il). 


ADJOURNMENTS— Con. 
Easter  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  4750  (ill). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  •  Borden)  4375  (ill). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4458  (ill). 

24th  May,  Adjournment  for  :  M.  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) 6384  (iv). 
Admiralty  Court   Registrars,   Fees.   &c:  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  125  (i). 
Administration  of  Justice,  N.W.T.:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6721  (iv). 
See  '  Justice.' 
Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  B.  No-.  1  (Sir 

Wilfrid  Laurler)  1°*,  pro  forma,  5  (i). 
Adulteration  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  197   (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) 1°*,  9179  (v). 
Adulteration  of  Food,  Centralization  of  Cam- 
ples :  Remarks  (Mr.  Black)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1717  (i). 

 Violations  of  Act,  Prosecutions,  &c:  in 


Com.  of  Sup.,  1699,  1710  (i). 
See  '  Inland  Revenue,'  &c. 

Advances  by  O.C.,  Total  Amount,  &c:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Ames)  267  (i). 

Advertising  Car,  I.C.R.,  Expenditure  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2257  (il). 

Advertising,  I.C.R.,  In  Newspapers,  &c:  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2236  (il). 

Advisory  Board  re  Militia,  Constitution  of,  &c: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  415  (1). 

Agents,  I.C.R.,  Dwelling  Houses,  Policy  of 
Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6432  (lv). 

Agents'  Houses,  P.E.I.  Ry.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2180  (il). 
See  '  I.C.R.'.  &c. 

'  Agnes  Donahoe,'  Schr.,  Seizure  by  Uruguayan 
Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6106 
(iv). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie)  1507  (1). 

 Telegram  read   (Mr.  Wm.  Roche)  6187 

(iv). 

AGRICULTURE  AND  STATISTICS  : 
Acadian  Historical  Data,  Compilation  of  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1830  (1). 
Academy  of  Arts  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6959  (iv). 
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AGRICULTURE  AND  STATISTICS — Con. 
Agricultural  Meetings  in  Eastern  Townships, 
Purposes,  &c;    Ques.    (Mr.  Worthlngton) 
268  (1). 

Agriculture  Committee,  Meetings,  &c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  404  (1). 

 Number  of  Witnesses,  Payments,  &e: 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  1S98  (i). 

 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.:  (Mr.  Greenway)  to 

cone,  4081  (ill). 

 4th  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  P.  H.  Mc- 


Kenzle)  4984  (111). 

 M.  (Mr.  Qreenway)  to  cone,  6310  (iv). 

 6th  Rep.:    Presented   (Mr.  Mclntyre) 


8097  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  P.  H.  McEenzte)  to  cone,  8998 

iv). 

Agriculture,    Deptl.    Rep.:    Presented  (Mr. 

Fisher)  321  (1). 
 Deptl.  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  91 

(1),  9053  (v). 
See  '  Arts.'  Ac. 
Agricultural    Exports  and  Imports,  Duties 

paid,  Sec.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Clements)  3203 

(il). 

 —  Ques.  (Mr.  Clements)  909  (1). 

See  '  Customs,'  &c. 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Expenditure  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  on  B.  6,  990 
(i). 

Aids  to  Agricultural  Societies  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1829  (1). 
Allan  SS.  Contracts  re  Cold  Storage,  Cor., 

&c:  Read  (Mr.  Paterson)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

865  (1). 
See  '  Cold  Storage.' 
Animals  slaughtered    under    Diseases    Act  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  on  cone,  6911  (tv). 
Archives,  Deptl.  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fisher) 

6826  (lv). 
See  '  Doughty.' 
 Reconstruction  of,  &c.  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1823  (i). 
Archives,  on  cone,  6918  (iv). 
Buffalo  Specimens  for  Exhibitions  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6272  (lv). 
Butter  in  Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  881 

(1). 

Canadian  Cattle,  Embargo  In  G.  B.  :  on  M.  to 

cone  in  6th  Rep.  of  Ag.  Com.,  8998  (v). 
Canadian  Exhibit,  Imperial  Institute:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1836  (1). 
Canadian  Shippers  re  Atlantic  SS.  Contract 

with  Armours',  4c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor) 

4235  (ill;. 

Cattle  Quarantine  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2309  (li), 

6690,  6911  (lv). 
Census  in  Eastern  Townships,  Incorrect  Rets  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Walsh)  675  (1). 


AGRICULTURE  AND  STATISTICS — Con. 
Census,  Quinquennial,  re  Alberta,  &c.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.  9608  (v). 
Census,  Total   Expenditure    for  Completion, 

Dismissal  of  Staff,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor) 

688  (1). 

CoM  Storage  re  Atlantic  Steamers,  and  Ther- 
mograph Records  :  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  8188  (v). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2774  (11). 

See  '  Thermograph.' 

Cold  Storage  re  Atlantic  SS.  Service  :  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.,  868  (i). 

Cold  Storage,  Bait   Freezers,  Mar.  Canada, 
Number,  Location,  &e  :  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 
tor  Ret.,  1769  (i). 
See  '  Trade  and  Commerce.' 

Creameries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6938,  7014  (iv). 

Criminal  Statistics,  Compilation  of  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1473  (i). 

Dairying,  Live  Stock,  and  Fruit  Industries  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6932  (lv). 

Dairy  Products,  Classification  for  Export,  &c: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  7810  (lv). 

Doughty,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Dom.  Archivist.  Salary  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9063  (v). 

Embargo  on  Canadian  Cattle  :  See  '  Can- 
adian Cattle.' 

Exhibition  (Dom.)  at  New  Westminster,  B.C., 
Grant  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 

Exhibitions,  Generally  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6269  (lv). 

 Liege,  &c.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1831  (i). 

See    '  Liege,'    *  New    Westminster,"    '  St. 
Louis.' 

Experimental  Farms  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6165 
(iv). 

Freight  Rates  :   See  '  Holsteln.' 

Fruit  Growers'  Association,  P.E.I.,  Res.  re 
Maintenance  of  Industry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mar- 
tin) 381  (1). 

Fumigating  Stations  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1831 
(i). 

Gillis,  N.  J.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  at  St.  Louis 
Exhibition :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean) 
3361  (11). 

Glanders,  Spread  among  Horses,  Prevention 

of  by  Govt.  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Blain)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6690  (lv). 
Grimsby,    Establishment    of  Experimental 

Farm  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Armstrong)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6166  (lv). 
Holstein    Breeders,   Complaints  re  Freight 

Handling  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6680  (lv). 
See  'Agricultural  Com.,'  &c. 
Imperial  Institute,  Can.  Exhibition  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1836  (1). 
Liege  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1831  (1). 
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AGRICULTURE  AND  STATISTICS— Co*. 

Liege  Exhibition,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Que- 
bec and  Dom.  re  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  A. 
Lavergne)  9698  (v). 

Live  Stock  Record  Associations,  Delay  to 
Farmers,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean) 6677  (lit). 

 Nationalization,  &c.  :    Ques.   (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  1848  (i). 

Lumpjaw  In  Cattle,  Prevention  of  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Barr)  on  cone,  6917  (It). 

Maladle  du  Coit,  Horse  Disease  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Herron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6702  (It). 

New  Westminster,  B.C..  Dom.  Exhibition 
Grant :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 

Patent  Examiners,  Salary  Increases :  In 
Com.  of  Sup..  9066  (v). 

Patent  Record  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1472  (1). 

Patent  Record  supplied  to  Members  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1827 
0). 

Poultry  Raising  on  Experimental  Farm  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Blaln)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6183  (iv). 

Quarantine,  Cattle  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1838, 
6690  ;   cone,  6911  (It). 

 Organized  Districts,  Salaries,  &c.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2302  (it). 

Quinquennial  Census,  Alberta  and  Saskatche- 
wan :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 

St.  Louis  Exhibition  :  Remarks  (Mr.  J.  D. 
Reid)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1832  (I). 

Smith,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Charges  by  Mln.  of  Ag.  : 


Borden)  in  Com.  of 


•  Remarks 

Experl- 
(remarks) 


Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Sup.,  874  (I). 

 Statements  re  Cold  Storage  :  , 

(Mr.  Fisher)  874  m. 

Temiscamlngue,    Establishment  of 
mental  Farm  :   In  Com.  of  Sup. 
(Mr.  Barr)  6167  (It). 

Thermograph  Record,  re  Cold  Storage  on  At- 
lantic Steamers  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Arm- 
strong) 2778  (it). 

Thermograph  Records  re  Atlantic  Steamers  : 
M.  (Mr.  Henderson)  for  Copies,  1767  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.   Sproule)    In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  868  (1). 

 Ret.  laid  on  Table  (Mr.  Fisher)  7016 

(It). 

See  '  Cold  Storage.' 
Veterinary  Inspectors  employed  by  Govt.,  te 
Hog,  ftc,  Diseases  :   Ques.  (Mt.  Clements) 
1933  (1). 

WHMaxne  Head  Quarantine  Station  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1841  (i). 
Tear  Book  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1474  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  997  (1). 

Aids   to  Agricultural  Societies  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1829  (1). 
Aids  to  Navigation,  Repairs   to  Lighthouses, 
Ac.  :   In  Com  of  Sup.,  6636  (iv). 


Aids  to  Navigation,  Programme  re  Boards  of 
Trade  :  Read  (Mr  Prefontaine)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6641  (iv). 

Aids  to  Navigation  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2768  (ii). 

 re  St.  Lawrence  Channel  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2860  (il). 

 (remarks)  28*1  (il). 

See  '  Marine,'  &c. 

Alaska  Boundary  Demarcation,  &c.  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7719  (It). 

Alberta  Central  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No.  118 
(Mr.  Oliver)  1"*,  2185  ;  2298  ;  In  Com., 
and  3°*,  3136  (ii).  (6  Edward  VII,  c,  6L) 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Irrigation  Co.'s  B.  No.  83  (Mr. 
Turriff)  1"*,  1788;  2,'*,  1891  (1);  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  6132  (iii).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  52.) 

Alberta,  Creation  of  Province  :  Bee  '  Autonomy 
Bill.' 

Alberta  District  Postal  Business,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.,  (Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  599  (i). 

Alberta,  Provisional  District,  Acreage  disposed 
of  :  M.  for  Ret.*,  (Mr.  Roche,  Marquette) 
601  (i). 

Alberta  Steamer  Service,  Navigable  Mileage, 
&c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  6904  (It). 

Alexandra  Bridge,  Ottawa,  Lighting,  *se:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7586  (It). 

Alexandria  P.O.,  Contract  re,  Delay,  &c:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Macdonell)  1760  (1). 
Mgoma  Central  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

No.  116  (Mr.  Dyment)  1"*,  2186  ;  2°*.  3400 

(11)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  6610  (It).   (5  Edward 

VII.,  c.  63.) 

Algoma  Copper  Range  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No. 
60  (Mr.  Dyment)  1"*,  1241  ;  2'*,  1338  (1)  ; 
in  Com.,  and  8°*,  3698  (11).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c.  64.) 

Aliens  employed  on  Govt.  Works  at  Sault  Ste. 

Marie  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1412  (1). 
Alien  Labour  Act,  Appeal  against  Judge  Ang- 

ltn's  Declaration  :  Ques.  (Mr.  R.  Smith) 

8147  (T). 

Allen  Labour  Investigation  re  G.  T.  P.  Surveys: 
Inquiry  for  Rep.  (Mr.  Sproule)  821  (1). 

Allen  Labour  Laws,  Legislation  re  Amts.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Haggart)  6232  (iv). 

Aliens  :  See  '  Naturalization,'  '  Telegraph,'  Arc. 

Allandale  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9596  (v). 

Allan  SS.  Contracts  re  Cold  Storage,  Cor.,  ftc: 
Read  (Mr.  Paterson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  866 
(1). 

Allan  Steamers,  List  of  Sailings  :  Inquiry  for 
(Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  885  (I). 
See  '  Agriculture,'  '  Trade  and  Commerce.' 

American  Currency,  Circulated  in  Canada,  Pre- 
vention re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blckerdike)  3010  (11). 
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American  Fishermen  on  N.  S.  Coasts,  Protec- 
tion re  by  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  K.  Mac- 
lean) 7907  (iv). 
See  '  Fisheries.' 

Aniherstburg  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7546  (iv). 

Amherst  Pier,  N.S.,  Contract  re  Construction  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4371  (iii). 

Amherst  Station  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1982  (i). 

Ammunition,  Small  Arms,  Inspection  of  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  424  (i). 

Anderson  and  Kennedy's  Lake  Outlets  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7573  (iv). 

Anglo-American  Convention  respecting  Pro- 
perty :  Remarks  rcCor.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
1068  (1). 

Anglo-American  Tel.  Co.,  Agreement  re 
Charges  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7606  (iv). 

 P.E.I.,  Charges,  &e:  in  Com.   of  Sup., 

7632  (iv). 

 Subsidy  Increases,  &e:  Ques.  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey) 108  (i). 

Animals  slaughtered  under  Diseases  Act  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  on  cone,  6911  (iv). 

Annapolis  Basin  S3.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
966  (1). 

Annapolis  and  G.  B.  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  967  (1). 
Annapolis  and  London  Mall  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9622  (v). 
Annapolis,  Queen's  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9576  (V). 
Annual  Drill  for  Militia  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  441 

(i),  6512  (Iv). 
See  'Militia.' 
Annual  Statement,  I.C.R.,  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr. 

Emmerson)  1888,  1891  (I). 
See  '  I.C.R.' 

Anse  a  Beaufils,  Pier  Extension  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7285  (iv). 
Anse  aux  Oris  Fonds  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

qf  Sup.,  7285  (iv). 
Anse  a  L'llot  Landing  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9591  (v). 

Anse  St.  Jean  Pier  Extension  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7286  (Iv). 

Anthracite  Coal  Ry.  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  No.  136 

(Mr.  Galliher)  M.  to  receive  Pet.,  4560  ; 

Pet.  ref.  back  to  Sel.  Com.,  4644  ;  1°*,  4807  ; 

2°«,  4978  (iii)  ;    in  Com.,  6976  ;    3°*,  5976 

(iv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  66.) 
Anthracite  Coal  (Scotch)  Imported,  Commercial 

Value,  &c:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Macdonald) 

9697  (v). 

Anthracite  Coal  used  by  Govt.  In  each  Pro- 
vince, Quantity.  Amount  paid,  &c:  M.  for 
Ret.»  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  1398  (i). 

Antlcostl  Lightships,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lewis)  1850  (1). 


Antigonish  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
846,  1015  (1). 

Antigonish  Station  Accommodation  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1967  (1). 

Apples,  Packing  of,  &c:  See  'Staple  Commodi- 
ties.* 

Apple  River  Wharf,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1727  (i),  7395  (iv). 
Arbitrations  and  Awards  re  Canals,  &c:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1508  (i). 
Arbitration  and  Awards  re  Public  Works  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7611  (iv). 
Architects  for  Military  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  424  (1). 
Architects,   Public  Works,  Salaries,  &c:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7618  (iv). 
See  '  Public  Works." 
Archives  Building,  Erection  of  :   In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  603  (1). 
Archives,  Deptl.  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fisher) 

6826  (iv). 

 F.  W.  Grey's  Salary  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6679  (iv). 

 Reconstruction  of,  &c:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1823  (i). 
Archives,  on  cone,  6918  (iv). 
Arctic  Expedition,  Fitting  of   Boats,    &c:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6468  (iv). 
 Capt.  Peary's  Voyage  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

W.  F.  Maclean)  4753  (iii). 
'  Arctic,'  Hudson  Bay  Exploration,  Provision 

for  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9177  (v). 
Arichat  (west)  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7419  (iv). 

Armouries,    Generally,    Construction    of  :  ".i 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1649  (1). 
  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

423,  1547  (1). 
Armoury  at  Woodstock,    N.B.,    Ownership  of 

Land  by  Govt.,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket) 

4920  (ill). 

Arsenals,    Dominion,    Establishment    of :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  446  (1). 
See  *  Militia,'  '  Dom.\  &c. 
'  Arthur  Binney,'  Fishing  Schooner,  Small-pox 

Quarantine  :  Remarks  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKen- 

zle)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2307  (11). 
Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistic.!  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  1472  1823  (I),  6165,  6269  (iv). 
See  '  Agriculture.' 
Art  Gallery,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7618  (iv). 
Ascension  Day    Adjournment  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Fielding)  6825  (iv). 
Ashcroft  and  Cariboo  Mail  Service,  Tenders  re 

Mall  Contract  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  3670  (ii). 
Ashcroft  and  Dawson  Tel.  Line  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6896  (iv). 
Ashcroft  Water  and  Light   Co.,   Condit'.on  of 

Lease  re  Lands  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  2492 

(H). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX 


cxxix 


Ash-Wednesday,  Adjournment  :  M.    (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  2112  (11). 
Assay  Apparatus  for  Geological  Surveys  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  8671  (v). 
Assay  Office,  Vancouver,  B.C.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7720  (iv). 
Assent  to  Bills  :  See  '  Bills.' 
Assistant  Receiver  General's  Office  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9052  (v). 
Associated  British  Canadian  Society,  Charges 

against   Graeme    Hunter  :     Ques.  (Mr.  R. 

Smith)  2188  (ii). 
Astronomical    Observatory,    Ottawa,  Fittings, 

&c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  0542  (v). 
 Technical  Officers  and  Salaries  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9248  (v). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 
Athabaska  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No. 

88  (Mr.  Turriff)  1'*,  1933  (1)  ;  2"*,  2062  ;  in 

Com.,  and  3"*,  3136  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 

57.) 

Athabaska  Ry.  and  Oil  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No.  117 
(Mr.  Oliver)  1°*,  2185  ;  2°»,  2298  ;  in  Com., 
3135  ;  3°*,  3135  (11).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c  68.) 

Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry.  Co.'s  Claims 
for  Damages,  Amounts  paid,  &c.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Ames)  2063  (II). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  7021  (iv),  9382  (v). 

Atlantic  Fast  S3.  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  892  (i). 
See  '  Trade  and  Commerce,'  Allan's,'  &c. 

Atlantic  Fisheries  Investigation,  Rep.  re  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Ganong)  270  (i). 
See  '  Fisheries.' 

Atlantic,  Quebec  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 
13  (Mr.  Gauvreau)  l0*,  317  ;  2'*,  404  ;  in 
Com.,  and  3°*,  864  (i).  (6  Edward  VII.,  * 
59.) 

Atlantic  SS.  Service,  Shipping  Space  for  Ameri- 
can Shippers  :  Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 
ier) 5428  (ill). 

Atlin,  B.C.,  Living  Allowance  to  Judge  :  In 
Com  of  Sup.,  9683  (v). 

Atwater  Bridge  over  Lachlne  Canal,  Contract 
re,  &c.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  7261,  7422  (lv). 

Atwater  Avenue  Bridge  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1240 
(1). 

Audit  Act  Amts.,  Govtl.  Intention  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  6112  (iv). 
Audit  Act  and  Aud.  Gen.'s  Resignation  :  on  M. 

for  Sup.  (Mr.  Lennox)  9623  (v). 
Audit  Act,  Legislation  re  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Foster) 

2190  (ii). 

Audit  Act  and  Treasury  Board,  Legislation  re  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Lemleuz)  1935  (i). 

Auditor  General's  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  77,  91 
(I)  ;  6721  (iv). 

Aud.  Gen.'s  Rep.,  Part  I.  :  Presented  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurter)  i09  (I). 

 Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  271  (1). 

J 


Aud.  Gen.'s  Rep.,  Additional  Copies,  Letter 
from  Aud.  Gen.  to  Sec.  of  State  :  Read  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  4271  (ill). 

 Distribution  re  :   Remarks  (Mr.  U.  Wil- 


son) 2262  (ii). 

—  Inquiry  for  CMr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1151  (1). 

—  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Foster)  51,  97  (I). 


Aud.  Gen.'s  Resignation,  Acceptance  by  Govt., 
and  Audit  Act  Amts.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Len- 
nox) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6522  (lv). 

Aud.  Gen.'s  Resignation  and  Legislation  re 
Audit  Act  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Lennox)  590  (1). 

 Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.  Foster)  9541  (v). 


Autonomy  (Alberta)  for  N.W  Ter.,  B.  No.  69 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1",  m.,  1421  (i)  ;  Res. 
prop.,  2913  ;  2°  m.,  2915,  2963,  3010,  3091, 
3136.  3252.  3363,  3400,  3460,  3591,  3598,  3672, 
3745,  3893  (II),  4078,  4086,  4136,  4273,  4375, 
4414,  4480,  4552,  4698,  4703,  4753,  4811,  4846, 
4922,  4978,  5037,  6083,  6113,  6140,  5211,  5317, 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  Neg.  (T.  59,  N.  140) 
5401  ;  2  m.,  5423  ;  in  Com.,  5423  ;  in  Com., 
on  Res.,  re  Subsidy,  5434  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Fielding)  re  Subsidy,  6470,  6479  ;  Res.  ref. 
to  Com.  on  Bill,  5575  ;  in  Com.,  on  B.,  5601, 
5719.  5749,  5808,  5927  (iii)  ;  Explanation  (Mr. 
Fltzpatrick)  5983,  6048,  6086,  7103  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Monk)  re  Dual  Language,  7583  .  (lv)'  ; 
8530  (v)  ;  In  Com.,  7724,  7817,  7864,  7916,  (lv), 
8004  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  Distribu- 
tion of  Seats,  8004  ;  In  Com.,  8148  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Barker)  re  Preamble,  8173  ;  in  Com., 
8240  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lake)  8259  ;  in  Com., 
8268  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  re  School 
Clause,  No.  2,  8269;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) re  Amended  School  Clause,  8292  ;  In 
Com.,  8317  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  re  School 
Clause,  8341  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  re 
School  Clause,  8387  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont) 
re  School  Clause,  8493  ;  In  Com.,  8530  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bourassa)  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  8593  ; 
3°  m.,  8777  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re  C.P.R. 
Taxes,  8792  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re 
Schools.  8804  ;  Neg.  (T.  41,  N.  109)  8816  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  re  Schools,  8831  ;  Neg. 
(Y.  7,  N.  138)  8832  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Sam. 
Hughes)  re  Schools,  8833,  Neg.  (Y.  37,  N. 
106)  8834  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  re  Schools, 
8835,  Neg,  (Y.  7,  N.  132)  8837  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Monk)  re  Dual  Language,  8839  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Bourassa)  to  Amt.,  8852,  Neg.  (Y.  7,  N.  140) 
8854  ;  Amt.  Neg.  (Y.  7,  N.  140)  8855  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Leonard)  8857  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) re  Distribution  of  Seats,  8858  ;  Neg. 
(Y.  42,  N.  97)  8859  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  W.  J. 
Roche)  re  Distribution  of  Seats,  8860  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Lake)  re  Crown  Lands,  &c,  8863  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Barker)  re  Preamble,  8864  ;  3' 
agreed  to  on  division,  8866  (v).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  3.) 
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Autonomy  B.  69,  2*  m.,  2915  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  2979  ;   Neg.,  (Y.  59,  N.  140)  5400. 
Debate  : 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2963  ;  Amt.,  2979  ;  (Mr. 
Fielding)  2979  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  3010  ;  (Mr. 
Paterson)  3045  ;  'Mr.  Monk)  3064  ;  (Mr. 
Sifton)  3092  ;  (Mr.  Northrup)  3121  ; 
3136  ;  (Mr.  Oliver)  3152  ;  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
3252  ;  (Mr.  Blain)  3284  ;  (Mr.  Lemieux) 
3304  ;  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  3332  ;  (Mr. 
Foster)  3363  ;  (Sir  Wm.  Mulock)  3400  ; 
(Mr.  Lancaster)  3424  ;  (Mr.  L.  P.  De- 
mers)  3450  ;  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3462  ;  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  3498  ;  ''Mr.  Lake)  3532  ;  (Mr. 
Scott)  3591  ;  (Mr.  W.  J.  Rocbe)  3672  ; 
(Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie)  3713  ;  (Mr.  Per- 
ley)  3739  ;  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  3745  ;  (Mr. 
S.    Hughes)    3766  ;     (Mr.  Turriff)    3813  ; 

v(r.  U.  Wilson)  3893  ;  (Mr.  Beland) 
3906  ;  (Mr.  Barr)  9921  ;  (Mr.  L.  G.  Mc- 
Carthy) 4086  ;  (Mr.  LeCnox)  4112,  4136  ; 
(Mr.  Turgeon)  4155  ;  (Mr.  P.  Talbot) 
4176  ;  (Mr.  Prlngle)  4273  ;  (Mr.  Miller) 
4292  ;  (Mr.  Staples)  4312  ;  (Mr.  Lamont) 
4329  ;  (Mr.  W.  Wright)  4349  ;  (Mr. 
Blckerdtke)  4360  ;  (Mr.  Alcorn)  4375  ; 
(Mr.  Beauparlant)  4395  ;  (Mr.  Osier) 
4404  ;  (Mr.  Hall)  4409,  4415  ;  (Mr.  Boyce) 
4433  ;  (Mr.  Fisher)  4481  ;  (Mr.  Ames) 
4504  ;  (Mr.  Crocket)  4532  ;  (Mr.  Bru- 
neau)  4552  ;  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  4580  ;  (Mr. 
Crawford)  4607  ;  (Mr.  Schaffner)  4622  ; 
(Mr.  Grant)  4703  :  (Mr.  Porter)  4726 ; 
(Mr.  Laurence)  4745,  4753  ;  (Mr.  Arm- 
strong) 4767  ;  (Mr.  Bole)  4784  ;  (Mr. 
Paquet)  4798  ;  (Mr.  Henderson)  4811  ; 
(Mr.  Cash)  4833  ;  (Mr.  Broder)  4846  ; 
(Mr.  Bureau)  4861  ;  (Mr.  Herron)  4878  ; 
(Mr.  Parmelee)  4886  ;  (Mr.  Taylor) 
4896  ;  (Mr.  Kemp)  4922  ;  (Mr.  German) 
4944  ;  (Mr.  Ward)  4961  ;  (Mr.  A.  A. 
Wright)  4960,  4978  ;  (Mr.  Campbell) 
5037  ;  (Mr.  Lalor)  5055  ;  (Mr.  T.  Martin) 
6083  ;  (Mr.  Elson)  6100  ;  (Mr.  Black) 
Bi  09  :  (Mr.  Adamson)  5114  ;  (Mr.  Sin- 
clair) 6121  ;  (Mr.  Bristol)  5140  ;  (Mr. 
Guthrie)  5153  ;  (Mr.  Boyer)  5189  ;  (Mr. 
Mclntyre)  5179  ;  (Mr.  Derbyshire) 
5197  :  (Mr.  Forget)  5206  ;  (Mr.  Brodeur) 
5211  :  (Mr.  Macdonell)  5240  ;  (Mr.  Ken- 
nedy) 5266  '  (Mr.  Bennett)  5262  ;  (Mr. 
A.  K.  Maclean)  5276  ;  (Mr.  Worthlngton) 
5290  ;  (Mr.  J.  D.  Reld)  5301  ;  (Mr.  Wil- 
mot)  5309  ;  (Mr.  FItzpatrick)  5317  :  (Mr. 
Barker)  5354  :  (Mr.  Stockton)  5380  ;  (Mr. 
Leonard)  5393  :  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
neeatived  (T.  69.  N.  140)  5400;  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean)  5401  ;  2°,  5423  (lit). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  for  N.W.Ters.  B.  No. 

7*  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1°*.  1467  (1)  ;  Res. 

prop.,  2914  (14);  2"  m.,  5424  (Hi);  2«  M.  of  B., 

8698  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8698,  Neg. 

(T.  37  ;  N.  90)  8699  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  re 

Financial  Subsidy,  8701  ;  in  Com.,  8702,  8718; 

8*  m.,  8866  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re  C.P.R. 

Taxes.  8873  ;  Neg.  (T.  11,  N.  126)  8881;  Amt. 

(Mr.    Leonard)    re    Schools,    8882  ;  Neg. 

(T.  6  ;  N.  124)  8882  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

re  Schools.  8884  ;   Amt.   (Mr.  Sproule)  re 

Schools,  8884;  3°  agreed  to,  on  division,  8886 

(V)  (6  Edward  VII.  c,  42). 
Autonomy  B.  69,  in  Com.  (Alberta  Boundaries) 

6601  (ill). 


Autonomy  B.  69  (Arbitration  re  Assets)  5946 

(HI). 

 (B.N.A.  Act,  8.  2)  5719,  5750  (ill). 

  (B.N.A.    Act,    s.    2)    5719,    5750  (ill), 

8526  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8526  (v)  ; 

Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Language,  8530,  8613 

(v). 

 (C.P.R.  Taxes)  6049  (lv). 

  (compensation  for  lands)  5817  (ill). 

 (date  of  Act)  8634  (v). 

  (distribution  of  seats)  7724  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 

M.  S.  McCarthy)  to  ref.  to  Judges.  7770  ; 
Newspaper  Rumors,  Quotation  :  Read  (Mr. 
W.  F.  Maclean)  7744  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) 7817,  7864,  7917  (lv)  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R 
L.  Borden)  8004,  Neg.,  8092  (v). 

  (election  of  members),  5766,  5809  (111). 

  (Executive  Council),  6781  (Hi). 

  (House  of  Commons  representation),  5685 

(Ml). 

  (Hudson  Bay  Co.  Rights)  5947  (ill).  6049 

(lv),  8166  (v). 
  (Joint  Stock  Companies)  Amt.  (Mr.  Fits- 


patrlck), 6083  (lv). 

—  (lands  vested  In  Crown),  5918,  5946  (til). 
5986  (lv),  8171  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  FItzpatrick)  8171, 
8256-7  (v). 

—  (taws,  courts,  4c.)  5783,  5812  ■  Amt.  (Mr. 
FItzpatrick)  6927  (ill),  6101  (lv),  8170.  8240  : 
Amt.  (Mr.  FItzpatrick)  8244  (v). 

—  (Legislative  Assembly)  6815  (111). 

—  (Lt.  Gov.'s  Powers)  5781  (til). 

—  (readjustment  re  census)  Amt.  (Mr.  FItz- 
patrick) 6763  (111). 

—  (school  clause  Amt.)  7103  (lv)  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 


Bergeron)  8387  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
8269  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8292  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bourassa)  8341  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lamont) 
8491  (v). 

—  (seat  of  government)  5781  (ill).  8244  (v). 

—  (Senate  representation)  F674  (Hi). 


Autonomy  B.  69,  In  Com.,  on  Schedules  (Atna- 
baska)  8163  ;  (Cardston)  8140  ;  (Edmonton 
otty)  8160  ;  (Glelcben)  8153,  8166  ;  (High 
River)  8155  ;  (Lacombe)  8156  ;  (Leduc)  8157; 
(Lethbrldge)  8150  :  (Macleod)  8150  ;  (Medi- 
cine Hat)  8148  ;  (Peace  River)  8163  ;  (Ptn- 
cher  Creek)  8153  ;  (Ponoka)  8156  ;  (Red 
Deer)  8155  ;  (St.  Albert)  8163  ;  (Saskatche- 
wan) 8161  ;  (Stony  Plain)  8157  ;  (Strathcona) 
8157  ;  (Sturgeon)  8162  ;  (Vermilion)  8155  ; 
(Wetaskiwln)  8157  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  69  (Alberta)  ou  •>-,  Amt.  (Mr.  S. 
Hughes)  B.N.A.  Act,  sec.  2,  Neg.  (T.  37  ;  N. 
106)  8834  (v). 

 Amt.   (Mr.  Scott),  C.P.R.  Land  Taxes. 

8777. 

 Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  Schools,  8804  ; 

Neg.  (T.  41  ;  N.  109)  8817  (v). 
 Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  Distribution 


of  Seats,  8858,  Ne*.  (Y.  42  ;  N.  97)  8859  (v). 
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Autonomy  B.  69,  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  W.  J. 

Roche).   Distribution  of  Seats,  8860. 
 Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourasea)  Dual  Lan- 
guage (Neg.  T.  7,  N.  140)  8864  (v). 

 Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  Dual  Language,  8839, 

Neg.  (Y.  7,  N.  140)  8865  (v). 

Amt.  (Mr.  Barker)  Rupert's  Land*  8864 


(v). 

—  Amt.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  Schools  (Neg.  T.  7  ; 
N.  138)  8831  (v). 

—  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  School  Fund,  8886, 
Neg.  (Y.  7,  N.  132)  8887  (v). 

Amt.  re  Separate  Schools  (Mr.  Leonard) 


8867  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  in  Com.  (annual 

subsidy),  Amt.  (Mr.  FlUpatrlck)  8760  (v). 

  (B.N.A.  Act)  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  8702  (v). 

 Amt.  re  C.  P.  R.  (Mr.  Scott)  8873,  Neg. 

(Y.  11,  N.  126)  8881  (v). 

  (Crown  lands)  8760  (▼). 

 (distribution  of  seats)  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Lake)  8704  (r). 
  (H.  of  C.  Representation),    Amt.  (Mr. 

FlUpatrlck)  8708  (v). 
  (law  courts,  &c.)  Amt.  (Mr.  FlUpatrlck) 

8768  (T). 

 (Rupert's    Lands)    Amt.    (Mr.  Barker) 

8761  (v). 

  (sehools),  Amt.  (Mr.  FlUpatrlck)  8769  ; 

Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8769  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Bourassa)  8769  (v). 

 (Senate  representation),  Amt.  (Mr.  FlU- 
patrlck) 8703  (v). 

Autonomy  B.  70  (Saskatchewan)  In  Com.  on 
Schedules  (Grenfell)  8767  ;  (Lumsden)  8767  ; 
(Moosejaw)  8767  (▼). 

Autonomy  (Saskatchewan)  B.  70,  8*  m.,  8866  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re  C.P.R.  Exemption,  8873; 
Neg.  (Y.  11;  N.  126)  8881  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Leon- 
ard) re  Schools,  Neg.  (Y.  6  ;  N.  124)  8882  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  Schools,  8884  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Sproule)  Schools,  8884  (v). 

Autonomy  Bills,  Amendments  :  Presented  (Mr. 
Fielding)  2840  (it). 

 Approval  of  Cabinet,  Resignation,  &c: 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  on  M.  for  Sup., 
2263  (ii). 

 Alberta  Boundaries,  Letter  re  Naming  of 

Prov.:  Read  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  6637  (111). 

 Changes  since  First  Reading,  &c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  2046  (ii). 

 Circulars,  Ac,  Denial  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

2570  (ii). 

 Circular  signed  by  T.  Brown,  Sec.  of 

Public  Instruction,  N.W.T.,  Printing,  &c: 
Remarks  (Mr..  Bergeron)  3009  (11). 

 Constitutionality  of,  Changes    re,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2192  (Ii). 

 Cor.  referred  to  by  Prime  Minister  :  In- 
quiry for  (Mr.  Sproule)  «693  (ii). 
J4 


Autonomy  Bills,  Delay  In  Printing  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  1671  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  1764  (1). 

Discussion,  &c:  Remarks    (Mr.    R.  L. 

Borden)  6786,  6836  (It). 
 HeuJtain,  Mr.,  Letter  to  Prime  Minister: 

on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2493  (11). 
 Information  asked  for  in  Rets.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  3091  (11). 
 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

2694  (11). 

 Letter  from  Hon.  O.  W.  Ross  to  Mln.  of 

Fin.  (Mr.  Henderson)  6092  (It). 
 Meridian  Divisional  Line  :  Remarks  (Sir 


Wilfrid  Laurier)  8634  (▼). 

—  Notice  of  Amendment,  Printing,  *c: 
Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  2761  (ii). 

—  Official  Record  of  Division  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Mclntyre)  6428  (ill). 

—  Papers  re  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 3008  (U). 

—  Par.  in  4  Le  Solell '  :  M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean) to  adjn.,  1746  (1). 

—  Personal  Explanation,  Debate  and  Ab- 
sence :  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2043  (Id). 

—  Personal  Explanations  (Mr.  Bourassa 
and  Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  8866-6  (v). 

—  Personal  Explanation  re  Draft  Bill  of 
1902  (Mr.  Lake)  4848  (111). 

—  Petitions  re :  Remarks  (Mr.  Turriff) 
2260,  2819  (II). 

—  Pets,  re  :  Ques.  of  Privilege  (Mr.  Mac- 
pherson)  2681  (11). 

—  '  Political  Pay/  Charge  by  Mr.  Bel- 
court  re  Mr.  Foster's  Speech :  Ques.  of 
Order  (Mr.  Foster)  8617  ;  Ruling  (Mr. 
Dep.  Speaker)  8620  (U). 

—  Population  re  Saskatchewan  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6919  (ill). 

—  Printing,  &c:  Remarks    (Mr.  Sproule) 


1788  (1). 

—  Printing,  &c,   for  3* 


Remarks  (Mr. 


Sproule)  8762  (v>. 

—  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Sproule)  re  Circular 
sent  by  Jacques  Cartler  Club,  *669,  2690 
(11). 

—  Ry.  Subsidies  by  Dom.  Govt.:  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4202  (lii). 

—  Ref.  to  Speech  on  '  Doukhobors  and  Eng- 
lishmen '  (Mr.  Black)  6901  (ill). 

—  Resignation  of  Hon.  C.  Sifton  :  Personal 
Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1851  (1). 

—  Res.  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
1594  (1). 

—  Schedules  re  Constituencies  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.,  5815  (11). 

—  Schedules,  Population  and  Votes  cast  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  6576  (111). 

—  Schedules,  Preparation  of,  &c:  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4375.  4760  (Hi).  „ 
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Autonomy  Bills,  Schedules  re  Saskatchewan, 
Preparation  of  Maps,  &c.  :  Ramarks  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  5476  (iU). 

 School  Clause  Amt.:  Remarks  re  Ex- 
planation (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6673  (Ul). 

 School  Clauses,  Attack  on  Orangeism  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  6873  (iii). 

 School  Clause,  Explanation  re  Amended 

clause  16  :  Read  In  Com.  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 
6983  (It). 

 School  Clause  Amts.,   Explanation  re 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.,  6818 
(i)  ;  Quotations  from  Regina  '  Leader ' 
(read)  6851  (iii). 

 School  Clause  in  Com.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrick)  6817-18  (iii). 

 School    Clause  :    Personal  Explanation 


(Mr.  Bourassa)  7175  (It). 

—  School  Clause  16  :  Statement  (Mr.  Fits. 
Patrick  re  Drafting,  4829  (iii). 

—  Second  Reading  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 
2022  (11). 

—  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  2112  (11). 

—  School  Pets.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Turriff)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2819  (li). 

—  personal  explanation  (Mr.  Sproule)  2320 


(«). 

 In  Com.  on  Res.  (subsidy  clause),  5479  ; 

Statement  re  Net  Rev.  of  Public  Lands  : 

read  (Mr.  Scott)  5505  (Hi). 
 '  Yellow  Dog,'  Quotation  from  Halifax 

Chronicle  :   Read  (Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com., 

5879,  5901  (Ml). 
See  '  Mackenzie,'  '  Keewattn,'  '  Controv- 
erted Elections,'  '  Northwest  Terri- 
tories,' 4  Land  Titles  Act,'  '  Northwest 
Irrigation,'  '  Census  and  Statistics,'  '  N. 
W.  Territories  B.  160,'  '  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories Representation  Act.  Amt.  B. 
156,'  4  Census  and  Statistics  B.  _163 ' 
4  Northwest  Irrigation  B.  161,'  4  Mani- 
toba Boundaries  '. 

Baddeck  and  East  S3.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
934  (i). 

Baddeck  Wharf,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7396 

(iv),  9585  (v). 
Badgley  Island  Timber  Cutting,  Licenses  Grant- 
ed :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  462  (i). 
Bait  Freezers  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9620  (v). 
  Establishment  to  Canso,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

LefUTgey)  1146  (1). 
 Mar.  Canada,  Number,  Location,  &c:  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  2067  (11). 
Ballots,  Bank,  Method  of  Issuing,  Complains  re 

3.  Lanark  and  Ottawa  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 

1342  (1). 

  Printing,    Procedure    re :    Ques.  (Mr. 


Sproule)  911  (1). 
—  Printing,  &c, 


for  Carleton,  &c:  Ques. 


(Mr.  Prlngle)  5«7*(l). 


Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  Dom.  Elections,  Demon- 
stration re  Fraudulent  Box  :  (Mr.  Porter) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  9199  (v). 
Ballot  Boxes,  Payment  to  Mr.  Cayouette  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Morin)  1337  (1). 

 Letter  read  (Mr.  Morin)  989  (1). 

See  4  House  of  Commons,'  4  Voters'  Lists,' 
&c. 

Balsam  Lake  Waterways,  Agreeement  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mir.  S.  Hughes)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1524  (1). 

Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  181  (Mr.  Fielding)  1°  m., 
7642  (iv);  2°*,  8688  ;  in  Com.,  8688  ;  3°*,  8689 
(v).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  4). 

Banking  Act  Amts.,  Legislation  re  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  6112  (iv). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2441  (ii). 

Bank  Notes,  Supervision  re  Printing  and  Cir- 
culation, &c:   Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6261  (lv). 
See  '  Finance,  &c.' 

Banff  Hot  Spring  Roads  and  Bridges  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6423  (Iv). 

Banff,  N.W.T.  Water  Works  and  Sewage  Con- 
struction :  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  9306  (v). 

Banff  Pamphlets,  Printing  and  Distribution  ;  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6424  (lv). 

Barachois  Boat  Harbour  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7396  (iv). 

Barachois  de  Malbaie  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7287  (iv). 
Barrie  (Allandale)  Landing  Pier  :  dn  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9595  (v). 
Barrington  Passage  Wharf,  N.S.  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9681  (v). 
Barry's  Wharf.  Madawaska  River  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6873  (Iv). 
Bass  River  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7397  (iv). 

Batiscan  Channel  Dredging  :  m  Com.  of  Sup., 
7322  (iv). 

Battery  Point  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9552  (v). 
Battleford  and  Lake  Lenore  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 

75  (Mr.  Lamont)  1*  m.,  1671  ;   2°*,  1768  (1)  : 

in  Com.,  and  3"*,  4597  (ill).  (5  Edward  VII.. 

c.  60.) 

Battleford  Bridge,  N.W.T.,  Protection  Works  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7587  (iv). 
Bayfield  Pier,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  7646 
(iv). 

Bay  of  Quints  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  85  (Mr.  Harty) 
1788  ;  2°*,  1891  (1)  ;   in  Com.,  and  V*. 
2715  (ii).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  81.) 
Bay  St.  Lawrence,  Boat  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.  7397  (iv). 

 Telegraph  Lines  :  ta  Com.  of  Sup.,  7506 

(iv). 

Bear  Cove  Breakwater 
(iv). 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  739' 
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Beauharnols  Canal,  Repairs  :  lu  Com.  of  Sup., 
6307  (lv). 

— —  Water  Power.  Utilization  :  Remarks  (Jlr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6307  (lv). 

  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1504  (i).  , 

Beaverton  HarbouT  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7546  (lv). 
Beaujeu  Bank  Pier  :  In.  Com.  of  Sup.,  6454  (lv). 
Beckerton  Public  Wharf :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7397  (iv). 

Beet  Sugar  Industry,  Encouragement  of  &c: 
M.  for  Copies  of  Cor*  (Mr.  Clements)  3204 
(ii). 

 M.  (Mr.  Bickerdike)  to  place  on  Order 

Paper,  9278  (v). 

Belle  River  Dredging  Channel  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7546  (iv). 

Belle  River  Wharf,  P.B.I. :  Remarks  (Mr.  A. 
Martin)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9585  (v). 

Bell,  Dr.,  Director  of  Geological  Survey  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
9303  (v). 

Belleville  Armoury  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1547  (1). 
Be-loeil  Guide  Piers  and  Booms  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7287  (iv). 
Benrler,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Postmaster  at  St.  Claud, 

Dismissal,  &c.,  Cor.  re  :  M.  (Mr.  Staples) 

for  Cor.»,  1397  (1). 
Bersimls  to  Godbout  Tel.  Lime  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7608  (Iv). 
BIc  Harbour  Wharf  at  Points  a  Cote  :  ln  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7287  (iv). 
 Land  purchased  from  P.  Ross  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  1850  (i). 
Bicquet  Lighthouse  Keeper,  Name,  Salary,  &c.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (11). 
Bills  from  Senate  (M.)  to  place  on  Order  Paper 

amongst  Private  Blls  (Mr.  R.  G.  Macpher- 

son)  8001  (v). 
 M.  (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  to  place  on  Order 


Paper,  8096  (v). 
—  Amendments  re, 


Correction,  of  Clerical 
Error  (Mr.  Fielding)  8383  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  Bickerdike)  to  place  on  Order 

Paper,  9278  (v). 
Bills,  Royal  Assent.:  Mess,  from  Dep.  Gov- 
ernor (Mr.  Speaker)  6084  (lv). 

 ^  Com.  from  Gov.  Gen's  Sec:  Read  (Mr. 

Speaker)  6991  (IV). 
Bills,  Royal  Assent  to  in  Senate,  9820  (v). 

BILLS  : 

BUI  (No.  1)  Respecting  the  Administration 
of  Oaths  of  Office.— (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier.) 

1"*,  pro  forma,  5  (I). 

Bill  (No.  2)  To  amend  the  Railway  Act, 
1903. — (Mr.  Lancaster.) 

1**,  9  ;  2*  m.,  281  ;  M.  to  ref.  to  Ry.  Com., 
312  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  85.  N.  45)  315  ;  ln 
Com.,  1780  (i),  3223  (11). 


BILLS— Con. 

BUI  (No.  3)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Certificates  to  Masters  and  Mates  of 
Ships.— (Mr.  Lancaster.) 
I0*,  9  ;  on  Order  for  2',  783  (1). 
Bill  (No.  4)  To  amend  the  Railway  Act, 
1903.— (Mr.  Maclean,  York.) 
1°*,  9  ;  on  Order  for  2°,  109  (1)  ;  Remarks, 
3246  ;  wtthdn.,  3748  (li). 
Bill  (No.  6)  Respecting  the  Census  and  Sta- 
tistics.—(Mr.  Fisher.) 

62  ;  2*»  625  ;  in  Com..  626  ;  Res.  prop., 
820  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  989  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  B.,  1013 ;  lm  Com.,  1069, 
1467  ;  30*,  1506  (1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 

e.) 

Btll  (No.  6)  To  amend  the  Steamboat  In- 
spection    Act,    1898.— (Mr.  McCarthy, 
North  Slmcoe.) 
I"*,  58  ;  2*  m.,  315 ;  ref.  to  Sel.  Com., 
316  (1). 

Bill  (No.  7)  Respecting  the  Inspection  and 
Sale  of  Seeds.— (Mr.  Fisher.) 
M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  52  ;  In  Com.,  54  ; 
1°»,  66  ;  2",  322  ;  In  Com.,  822,  1165, 
1788  ;  3°  m.,  1868  ;  8*»,  1886  (1)  ;  Sen. 
Amts.,  7683  (lv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  41.) 

Bill  (No.  8)  To  amend  the  Mounted  Police 
Act,  1894.— (Sir  WUfrld  Laruler.) 
Res.  prop.,  69  ;  ln  Com.,  98  ;  Is*,  109  ; 
2°»,  459  ;  In  Com.,  469  ;  3**,  465  (1).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  24.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  To  amend  the  Dominion  Elec- 
tions Act.— (Mr.  Guthrie.) 
1',  263  (1). 

BUI    (No.    10)    Respecting   Labour  Union 
Labels.— (Mr.  Smith,  Nanalmo.) 
In  Com.  on  Res.,  272  ;  1°*.  279  ;  2'*,  601  ; 
In  Com.,  918,  1770  ;  3«,  1780  (1). 

Bill  (No.  11)  Respecting  the  Columbia  and 
Western  Railway  Company— (Mr.  Galll- 
her.) 

1**,  317  ;  2**,  404  ;  ln  Com.,  and  3°»,  864 
(I).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  82.) 

BUI  (No.  12)  Respecting  the  Ottawa  Elec- 
tric Company.— (Mr.  Galllher.) 
V  m.,  316  ;  2'*,  404  ;  ln  Com.,  1288  ;  on 
Order  for  Com.,  1338  ;  ln  Com.,  1888;  M. 
to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1890  (1),  2532  ;  on 
Order  tor  Hcuse  again  ln  Com.,  2714  ; 
ln  Com.,  2960,  3170  ;  3*  m.,  3393  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Stewart)  Neg.  (Y.  66,  N.  80)  3398  ; 
3°*,  3399  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  40.) 

BUI  (No.  13)  Respecting  the  Atlantic,  Que- 
bec and  Western  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Gauvreau.) 
1*,  317  ;  2"*,  404  ;  ln  Com.,  and  3*«,  864 
(1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  69.) 

BUI  (No.  14)  Respecting  the  Molsons  Bank. 
—(Mr.  Ames.) 
1",  317  ;  2°»,  416  ;  In  Com.,  1766  ;  8**,  1765 
(1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  124.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  To  Incorporate  the  St.  Mary's 
and  Western  Ontario  Railway  Company. 
—(Mr.  Mclntyre.) 
1**  317  ;  2'*,  415  ;  ln  Com.,  and  3'»,  864 
(1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  155.) 
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BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  16)  Respecting  certain  patents  of 
the  Canada  Car   Company,   Limited. — 
(Mr.  Blckerdike.) 
V,  817  ;  2««.  416  (1). 

Bill  (No.  17)  Respecting  certain  patents  of 
the  Ooodwln  Car  Company.— (Mr.  Blck- 
erdlke.) 
V,  817  ;  2°«,  416  (1). 

Bill  (No.  18)  Respecting  the  Ottawa,  North- 
ern and  Western  Railway  Company. — 
(Hr.  Belcourt.) 
I—,  817 ;  «••.  416  ;  In  Com.,  and  V, 
864  (1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  141.) 

Bill  (No.  19)  To  incorporate  the  Calgary, 
Red  Deer  and  Battletord  Railway  Com- 
pany.—(Mr.  Scott.) 
V.  818  ;  t'»,  416  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  and  f, 
2326  (ii).    (6  Edward  VII.,  o.  67.) 

Bill  (No.  20)  To  incorporate  the  Moosejaw 
and  Edmonton  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Scott.) 

818  ;  8°*,  416  (1)  ;  tn  Com..  8716,  2762, 
(Hi)  ;  8»«,  2768  (11).    (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  ISO.) 

Bill  (No.  21)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Safety  of  Ships.— (Hr.  Sinclair.) 
1°.  819  ;  2«».  601 ;  In  Com.,  7*1  (i). 

Bill  (No.  22)  Respecting  the  Calgary  and 
Edmonton  Railway.— (Mr.  Oliver.) 
1"».  878  ;   2°»,  634  ;   in  Com.,  1100  ;  V, 
1100  (1).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  23)  To  amend  the  provisions  ot  the 
Criminal   Code,  1892,  with   respect  to 
common  bawdy  houses. — (Mr.  Bole.) 
1*.  460  ;  on  Order  for  2°,  733  (i). 

Bill  (No.  24)  Respecting  the  Kootenay, 
Cariboo  and  Pacific  Railway  Company 
—(Mr.  Oalliher.) 

1°*,  493  ;  2»»,  683  ;  in  Com.,  and  8«»,  1287 
(1).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  116.) 

B1U  (No.  26)  Respecting  the  Walkerton  and 
Lucknow  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Mc- 
Kenzie,  Bruce.) 

le»,  493  ;  2«»,  683,  in  Com.,  and  3"*,  1101 
(1).    (6  Edward  VII.,  o.  176.) 

Bill  (No.  26)  To  Incorporate  the  Sovereign 
Fire  Assurance  Company  of  Canada.— 
(Mr.  Clarke.) 

493  ;  2°»,  683  ;  in  Com.,  1766  ;  3»*. 
1767  (i).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  169.) 

Bill  (No.  27)  Respecting  certain  patents  ot 
the  Facer  Solid  Steel  Car  Wheel  Com- 
pany, of  Perth,  Limited.— (Mr.  Cald- 
well.) 

1°».  493  ;  2*»,  683  :  In  Com.,  1286,  1339  ; 
3'*,  1340  (1).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  91.) 

Bill  (No.  28)  To  Incorporate  the  North-west 
Telephone  Company.— (Mr.  Turriff.) 

V*,  493  ;  20»,  683  ;  in  Com.,  1890  (I),  2047, 
2323  ;  3°  m.,  2326  ;  on  Order  tor  3°, 
2714  (11)  ;  3°  m.,  6346  ;  Sen.  Amts., 
7683  (iv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  186.) 


BILLS— Con. 

Bill  (No.  29)  Respecting  the  Canada  South- 
ern Bridge  Company.— (Mr.  German.) 
V,  498  ;   2°,  583  ;    in  Com.,  1286  ;   V, ' 
1287  (i).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  70.) 

BUI  (No.  SO)  Respecting  the  Canada  South- 
ern Railway  Company. — (Mr.  German.) 
V,  498  ;  2»«,  683  ;  in  Com.,  and  3«*.  1287 
(i).  (5  Edward  vn.,  c.  71.) 

BUI  (No.  31)  Respecting  the  Canada  and 
Michigan  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company. 
— (Mr.  German.) 

V,  498  ;  2»».  683  ;  In  Com.,  and  3*».  1287 
(1).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  69.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  To  incorporate  the  London 
and  St.  Clair  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Calvert.) 

I**,  493  ;  2,«,  683  ;  in  Com.,  and  8°*.  1287 
(i).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  118.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  Respecting  certain  patent*  ot 
Jean  Effront.— (Mr.  Demers,  St.  John  and 
Iberville.) 

1*»,  493  ;  2'«,  683  ;  ia  Com.,  and  8«.  1766 
(1).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c  89.) 

Bill  (No.  84)  Respecting  the  Nicola,  Kam- 
loops  and  Slmllkameen  Coal  and  Rail- 
way Company.— (Mr.  Oalliher.) 
V,  498  ;  »•♦,  688  ;  in  Com.,  1706  ;  S*». 
1766  (i).   (6  Edward  VII..  c.  184.) 

Bill  (No.  86)  To  Incorporate  the1  Georgian 
Bay  and  Seaboard  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Grant.) 

1**.  498  ;  2**,  688  ;  in  Com.,  and  8°*,  1288 
(1).   (6  Edward  VU.,  c.  96.) 

Bill  (No.  36)  To  amend  the  Railway  Act 
1908.— (Mr.  FiUpatrlck.) 
Res.  prop.,  819  ;  M.  for  Com.,  493,  636  ;  in 
Com.,  663  ;  1»»  of  B.,  682  ;  2*,  746  ;  in 
Com.,  1696  ;  3s  m.,  1802  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Lennox)  Neg.,  (T.  47,  N.  98)  1806  (1). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  86.) 

Bill  (No.  87)  To  amend  the  Quebec  Harbour 
Commissioners'  Act,  1899.— (Hr.  Pre- 
fontalne.) 

1*,  682  ;  2°  m.,  1242  ;  in  Com.,  1243  ;  8'*, 
1244  (i).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  88.) 

BUI  (No.  38)  To  amend  the  Seamen's  Act. 
—(Mr.  Prifontalne.) 
1\  683  (1)  ;  2°».  2114  ;  in  Com.,  2116  (U)  ; 
wthdn.,  4749  (ill). 

Bill  (No.  39)  Respecting  the  Niagara,  St. 
Catharines  and  Toronto  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Mr.  Calvert.) 
V.  625  ;  2*«,  864  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  S**, 
4269  (111).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  182.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  Respecting  the  Niagara- Wel- 
land  Power  Company. — (Mr.  Guthrie.) 
625  ;  2«».  864  ;  in  Com.,  and  3"».  1710 
(1).    (6  Edward  vn.,  c.  188.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  Respecting  tha  Regina  and 
Hudson's  Bay  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Scott.) 

1*»,  626  ;  2'»,  864  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  S". 
2326  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  153.) 
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BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  42)  Respecting  the  Vancouver, 
Westminster  and  Yukon  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Mr.  Macpherson.) 

I**,  626  ;  »'*,  864  ;  in  Com.,  and  1641 
(1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  173.) 

Bill  (No.  43)  Respecting  the  Lake  Champlafn 
and  St.  Lawrence  Ship  Canal  Company. 
—(Mr.  Gorvais.) 
V,  626  ;  2°»,  864  ;  in  Com.,  and  3*»,  2042 
(i).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  116.) 

Bill  (No.  44)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Certificates  to  Masters  and  Mates  of 
Ships.— (Mr.  Lancaster.) 
1°,  684  ;  on  Order  for  2°,  918,  1399  (1). 

Bill  (No.  45)  Respecting  the  Grand  Trunk 
'  Railway  Company.— (Mr.    E.    M.  Mac- 
donald.) 

1°,  727  ;  2'*,  909  (i)  ;  on  Order  for  Com., 
2766  ;  in  Com.,  3649,  3879  (11),  4123, 
4202  ;  3*  m.,  4228  (ill).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  76.) 

Bill  (No.  46)  Respecting  the  Canada  Atlan- 
tic Railway  Company. — (Mr.  E.  M.  Mac- 
donald.) 

1*,  728  ;  2**,  909  (i)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  4236  ; 
in  Com.,  4240  ;  3"  m.,  4412  (ill).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  60.) 

Bill  (No.  47)  Respecting  the  Montreal  Park 
and    Island    Railway    Company. — (Mr. 
Geoff  Hon. ) 
1°;  728  ;  Z°;  1101  (I). 

BUI  (No.  48)  Respecting  the  Toronto  and 
Hamilton  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

1*.  817  ;  2'*,  909  ;  in  Com.,  and  3*»,  1541 
(i).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  163.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  Respecting  the  Century  Life 
Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Macpherson.) 
1°«,  817  ;    2°»,  909  (1)  ;    in  Com.,  2765  ; 
8°»,  2767  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  80.) 

BUI  (No.  60)  To  incorporate  the  Calgary 
and  Battleford  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Turriff.) 

1"»,  817  ;  2'*,  909  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  8"», 
2325  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  Respecting  Contracts  for  Gov- 
ernment  Works.— (Mr.  Fltzpatrick) 

1°,  818  ;  2'*.  1672  ;  in  Com.,  1672  ;  3°*, 
1806  (i).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  7.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  To  amend  the  Franchise  Act, 
1898.— (Mr.  Fltzpatrick). 
1",  818  (1)  ;  2".  2112  ;  In  Com.,  2112  (11), 
9198  ;  3'«,  9199  (v).    (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  IS.) 

BUI  (No.  53)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals. 
— (Mr.  Emmerson.) 
V,  817  ;  2»»,  1678  ;  in  Com.,  1673  ;  S". 
1806  (i).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  37.) 

BUI  (No.  64)  To  amend  the  Public  Works 
Act.— (Mr.  Hyman.) 
1*.  819  ;    2'»,  1679  ;    8'*,  1806  (1).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  32.) 


BILLS — Con. 

BiU  (No.  56)  To  .Incorporate  the  Canada- 
Middlesex  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

1°».  908  ;  2'*,  1101  (i). 

Bill  (No.  56)  Respecting  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Bole.) 
1°»,  985  ;  2",  1101  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  S**, 
2042  (11).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  73.) 

Bill  (No.  57)  To  Incorporate  the  Three 
Rivers,  St.  Maurice  and  Champlaln 
Electric  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Bur- 
eau.) 

1°,  986  ;  2'*,  1101  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3'«, 
3136  (14).    (5  Edward  VII,  c,  167.) 

mi  (Nov   58)   Respecting  the  Canadjao 

Northern  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  La- 
mont.) 

1»»,  986  ;  2°*,  1101  (1)  ;  to  Com.,  and  8*», 
4269  (1U)  ;  Sen.  AmU.,  9078  (v).  (6 
Edward  VII,  «.,  72.) 

Bill  (No.  59)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Exchequer  Coot* 
as  to  Railway  Debts'. — (Mr.  Geoffrlon.) 
1°  m.,  986  ;  2°*,  1399  ;   In  Com.,  1400  (1), 
2105,  3205  (11). 

Bill  (No.  60)  To  incorporate  the  Algoma 
Copper  Range  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Dyment.) 

I**,  1241  ;  2°»,  1338  (I)  ;  la  Com.,  and  3**. 
3598  (II).   (6  Edward  VII,  c.  64.) 

BIU  (No.  61)  To  incorporate  the  Lebonk  and 
Thunder  Bay  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Bode.) 

1*.  1241  ;  2*«,  1388  (1)  :  in  Com.,  and  V, 
2716  (il).    (5  Edward  VII,  c.  117.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  Respecting  the  Edmonton, 
Yukon  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Lamont.) 

1241  ;  2*«,  1339  (i)  ;  In  Com.,  and  V. 
4259  (ill).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  88.) 

BUI  (No.  63)  To  incorporate  the  Brantford 
and  Woodstock  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
ScheU,  Oxford.) 
1**,  1241  ;  2",  1389  (t);  in  Com.,  and  *••, 
3136  (il).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  63.) 

BIU  (No.  64)  Respecting  the  Central 
Counties  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Stewart.) 

■1'*,  1336  ;  2",  1641  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  36*8  ;  . 
8°*  3598  (il).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  78.) 

Bill  (No.  65)  Respecting  the  James  Bay 
Railway  Company. —(Mr.  Watson.) 
1**,  1386  ;  2'»,  1541  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  S-», 
4697  (lit).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  110.) 

BUI  (No.  66)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Code, 
1892,  with  respect  to  appeals  from  cer- 
tain summary  convictions. — (Mr.  Porter.) 
1**,  1336  (1)  ;  2",  4260  ;  in  Com.,  4240,  6187 
(Hi)  ;  3°,  9699  (v).   (5  Edward  VII,  c. 
10.) 

Bill  (No.  67)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Coda, 
1892.— (Mr.  Guthrie.) 
1421  (1). 
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BH1  (No.  68)  Respecting  a  patent  of  the 
Paper  Goods  Company,  Limited. — (Mr. 
Macdonell.) 
V,  1421  ;  2°»,  1541  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°». 
2715  (it).   (5  Edward  VII,  c.  146.) 

Bill  (No.  69)  To  establish  and  provide  for 
the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Al- 
berta.—(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler.) 
1°  m.,  1421  (i)  ;  Res.  prop.,  2913  ;  2°  m., 
291S,  on  M.  for  2°,  2963,  3010, 
3091,  3136,  3262,  3363,  3400,  3460,  3691, 
3698,  3672,  3745,  3893,  4078,  4086, 
4136,  4273,  4375,  4414,  4480,  4552, 
4598,  4703,  4763,  4811,  4846,  4922, 
4978,  5037,  5083,  5113,  5140,  5211,  5317, 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  Neg.  T.  59  ; 
N.  140)  5401  ;  2',  6423  ;  in  Com.,  6423, 
in  Com.  on  Res.  re  Subsidy,  5434  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Fielding)  re  Subsidy,  5470  ; 
5479  ;  Res.  ref.  to  Com.  en  BiU,  5576  ; 
in  Com.  on  Bill,  5601.  6719,  6749,  6808, 
5927  (iii)  ;  Explanation  (Mr.  Fitzpa- 
trlck)  6983  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  6048, 
6086,  7103  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  re 
Dual  Language,  7583  (lv),  8530  (v); 
in  Com.,  7724,  7817,  7864,  7916  (lv), 
8004  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
re  Distribution  of  Seats,  8004  ;  in 
Com.,  8148  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Barker) 
re  Preamble,  8173  ;  in  Com.,  8240  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Lake)  8259  ;  in  Com.,  8268  ; 
Amt.  (Sir  W.  L&urier)  re  School  Clause 
No.  2.  8269  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
re  Amended  School  Clause,  8292  ;  in 
Com.,  8317  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  re 
School  Clause,  8341  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) re  School  Clause,  8387  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Lamont)  re  School  Clause,  8493  ; 
to  Com.,  8530  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  to 
Mr.  Monk's  Amt..  8593  ;  3°  m.,  8777  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re  C.P.R.  Taxes,  8792; 
Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  School*, 
8804.  Neg.  (Y.  41  ;  N.  109)  8816  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  re  Schools,  8831,  Neg. 
(T.  7  :  N.  138)  8832  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Sam. 
Hughes)  re  Schools,  8833,  Neg.  (Y.  37  : 
N.  106),  8834  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  re 
Schools,  8835,  Neg.  (Y.  7  ;  N.  1321  8837; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Monk)  re  Dual  Language, 
8839  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourassa)  to  Amt., 
8852,  Neg.  (Y.  7  ;  N.  140)  8864  ;  Amt. 
Neg.  (Y.  7  ;  N.  140)  8856  ;  Amt.  (Mt. 
Leonard)  8857  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) re  Distribution  of  Seats,  8858  ; 
Neg.  (Y.  42  ;  N.  97)  8859  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Roche)  re  Distribution  of  Seats, 
8860  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lake)  re  Lands,  &c, 

8863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Barker)  re  Preamble, 

8864  ;  3°,  agreed  to  on  division,  8866 
(v).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  3.) 

BiU  (No.  70)  To  establish  and  provide  for 
the  Government  of  the  Province  of 
Saskatchewan. — (air  Wilfrid  Laurler.) 
1»»,  1467  (I)  ;  Res.  prop.,  2914  (U)  ;  2' m., 
6424  (ill),  8698  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  8698,  Neg.  iY.  37  ;  N.  90)  8699; 
In  Com.  on  Res.  re  Financial  Subsidy, 
8701  ;  in  Com.,  8702,  8718  ;  3°  m., 
8866  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  re  C.P.R. 
Taxes,  8873,  Neg.  (Y.  11,  N.  126)  8881  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Leonard)  re  Schools,  8882, 
Neg.  (Y.  6,  N.  124)  8882  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  re  Schools,  8884  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Sproule)  re  Schools,  8884  ;  8*, 
agreed  to,  or.  division,  8885  (v).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  42.) 


BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  71)  Resceoting  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  of  Canada.— (Mr.  ScheU,  Ox- 
ford.) 

1504  ;  2°»,  1710  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  4268  ; 
4259  (lii).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  99.) 

'    BiU  (No.  72)  To  incorporate  the  Canadian 
Canals  Corporation.— (Mr.  Calvert.) 

V,  1692  ;  2',  1767  (I). 

BIU  (No.  73)  To  Incorporate  the  Montreal, 
Quebec  and  Southern  Railway  Company. 
—dir.  Gervals.) 

I",  1692  ;  2°,  1757  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°», 
3136  (11).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  128.) 

BUI  (No.  74)  Respecting  the  Medicine  Hat 
and  Northern  Alberta  Railway  Company. 
(Mr.  Talbot,  Strathcona.) 

1°»,  1671  ;  2',  1768  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3136  (il).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  122.) 

Bill  (No.  75)  Respecting  the  Battleford  and 
Lake  Lenore  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Lamont.) 

1*»  1671:  2",  1758  (I)  ;  in  Com.,  and  2'*, 
4697  (li).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  60.) 

BUI  (No.  76)  Respecting  the  Red  Deer  Val- 
ley Railway  and  Coal  Company. — (Mr. 
Campbell.) 

1°»,  1671  ;   2",  1757  (i)  ;    In  Com.,  2325  ; 
2'*,  2325  (il).    (5  Edward  VII..  c.  162.) 

BIU    (No.    77)    Respecting    the  Canadian 
Agency.— (Mr.  Blckerdike.) 
1"\  1671  ;   2'*,  1758  (1)  ;   on  Order  for 
Com.,  9049  ;  in  Com.,  9077  (v). 

Bill  (No.  78)  Respecting  the  Macleod,  Card- 
ston  and  Montana  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Turriff.) 

1°»,  1671 ;  2",  1758  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°», 
2715  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  .119.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  Respecting  the  Toronto,  Ham- 
ilton and  Buffalo  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Zimmerman.) 

1—.  1671  ;   2°*.  1768  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  4259  ; 
3°*,  4259  (ill).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  166.) 

Bill  (No.  80)  To  incorporate  the  Woodstock 
and  Lake  Huron  Railway  Company.—' 
(Mr.  Clarke,  Essex.) 
1°»,  1671  ;  2«»,  1758  (1). 

Bill  (No.  81)  Respecting  the  Ottawa  River 
Railway  Company,  and   to  change  its 
name  to  the  '  Central  Trunk  Railway 
Company.' — (Mr.  Plche.) 
1'*,  1671  ;  2»»,  1758  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°», 
4697  (lii).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  79.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  To  Incorporate  the  Dominion 
Annuity  Company. — (Mr.  Bole.) 
1'*,  1746  ;   2",  1891  (1)  ;   in  Com.,  2767  ; 
8°  m.,  2768  ;   3*»,  2960  (ii).     (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  55.) 

Bill  (No.  83)  Respecting  the  Alberta  Rail- 
way and  Irrigation  Company. — (Mr.  Tur- 
riff.) 

1**,  1788  ;  2°»,  1891  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  and  2", 
6132  (lii).    (5  Edward  VII..  c.  52.) 
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BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  84)  Respecting  the  Huron  and  Brie 
Loan  and  Savings  Company. — (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

1788  ;  2'*,  1891  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  and  8"», 
4697  (111).    (6  Edward  VII..  c.  105.) 

BUI  (No.  85)  Respecting  the  Bay  of  Qulntfi 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Harty). 

1'*,  1788  ;  2'*,  1891  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  and  i", 
2715  (11).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  81.) 

BUI  (No.  86)  Respecting  the  Ontario  and 
Minnesota  Power  Company,  Limited. — 
(Mr.  Campbell.) 

1"*,  1933  (1)  ;  2'*,  2062  ;  in  Com.,  2715, 
2763,  8134  ;  8°*,  3135  (iii)  ;  Sen.  Amts., 
9817  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  139.) 

Bill  (No.  87)  To  incorporate  the  Inter- 
national Terminal  and  Bridge  Company. 
—(Mr.  Johnston,  Lambton.) 

1°»,  1933  (I)  ;  2",  2062  ;  In  Com.,  3135  ; 
3°,  3135  (II)  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9696  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  108.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  To  incorporate  the  Athabaska 
Northern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Tur- 
riff.) 

1°*.  193  (i);  2",  2060  :•  In  Com.,  and  3°*. 
3136  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  57.) 

BUI  (No.  89)  Respecting  Monterey  Electric 
and  Gas  Company,  Limited,  and  to 
change  Its  name  to  '  Monterey  Railway, 
Light  and  Power  Company.'— -(Mr.  Mac- 
donell.) 

le»,  2006  ;  2",  2062  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°», 
2715  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c,  126.) 

BUI  (No.  90)  Respecting  the  Esquimau  and 
Nanaimo  Railway  Company.  —  (Mr. 
Smith.) 

J"*,  2006  ;  2°»,  2297  (ii)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3°»,  4597  (Hi).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  90.) 

BUI   (No.   91)   Respecting   the  Timagami 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCool.) 
I",  2006  ;  2'*,  2062  ;  in  Com.,  3135  ;  3°, 
3136  (ii).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  161.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  Respecting  the  Ottaw„  and 
New  York  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Bel- 
court.) 

1°*,  2006  ;  20»,  2062  (11)  ;  in  Coin.,  4965, 
5736  (Hi),  6963  ;  8'*,  6973  (It).  (6 
Edward  _YJI.,  c.  141.) 

Bill  (No.  93)  Respecting  the  Grand  Coun- 
cil of  the  Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  As- 
sociation of  Canada.— (Mr.  Hughes, 
Kings.) 

1°»,  2005  ;  20»,  2062  ;  in  Com.,  2769  ;  3**, 
2770  (ii).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  77.) 

Bill  (No.  94)    Respecting  the  Brockvllle, 
Westport  and  North-western  Railway. 
— (Mr.  Derbyshire.) 
1°»,  2005' ;  2*»,  2062  ;  in  Com.,  and  V*. 
2715  (11).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  64.) 

Bill  (No.  96)  Respecting  Gillies  Brothers, 
Limited.— (Mr.  Wright,  Renfrew.) 
1°*,  2006  ;  2'*,  2062  ;  In  Com.,  276S  :  8**, 
2765  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  96.) 


BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  96)  Respecting  the  Montreal  and 
Southern  Counties  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Geoff  Hon.) 

1°*,  2005  ;  2°*,  2062  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°», 
3136  (ii).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  129.) 

Bill  (No.  97)  Respecting  the  Kingston  and 
Dominion  Central  Railway,  and  to 
change  its  name  to  '  The  Montreal,  Ot- 
tawa Kingston  and  Georgian  Bay  Rail- 
way Company.— (Mr.  Harty.) 

V*.  2005  ;  2'*,  2325  (II)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
8"»,  6113  (iii).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  86.) 

Bill  (No.  98)  To  Incorporate  the  Imperial 
Guarantee  and  Accident  Insurance 
Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Belcourt.) 

1°«,  2043  ;  2»»,  2297  ;  to  Com.,  2770  ;  30*, 
2772  (il).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  107.) 

Bill  (No.  99)  To  incorporate  the  Title  Gua- 
rantee and  Trust  Company. — (Mr. 
Campbell.) 

V,  2108  ;  2°*,  2297  ;  In  Com.,  8661  (il). 
4680  ;  8°  m.,  4964  (ill).  (6  Edward 
VIL,  c.  162.) 

Bill  (No.  100)  Respecting  the  Guelph  and 
Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company. —  (Mr. 
Guthrie.) 

V,  2108  ;  2°*.  2297  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*, 
3136  (ii).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  lfil.) 

Bill  (No.  101)  To  Incorporate  the  Winding 
Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Company. — 
(Mr.  Costlgan.) 

1°»,  2108  ;  2°*,  2297  (11). 

BUI  (No.  102)  Respecting  a  certain  patent 
of  the  Gold  Medal  Furniture  Manufac- 
turing Company,  Limited.—  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell.) 

I0*,  2184  ;  2'*,  2297  ;  In  Com.,  3899  ;  3°», 
3400  (ii).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  97.) 

Bill  (No.  103)  Respecting  the  Richmond  and 
Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Company. — 
(Mr.  Tobin.) 

V,  2184  ;  on  Order  for  2°,  2296  ;  2°*, 
2297  ;  in  Com.,  8669  :  3°»,  3669  (il). 
(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  164.) 

Bill  (No.  104)  Respecting  the  Northern 
Bank.— (Mr.  Bole.) 

1°»,  2184  ;  2",  2298  (II)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3",  4597  (iii).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  135.) 

Bill  (No.  105)  To  Incorporate  the  Ontario 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Boyce.) 

2184  ;  2",  2298  ;  in  Com.,  2772  ;  3°*, 
2950  (II).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  137.) 

Bill  (No.  106)  Respecting  the  Dominion  At- 
lantic Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Black.) 

1*»,  2184  ;  2'*,  2298  (II)  ;  in  Com.,  4971, 
5113  ;  3°*,  5113  (iii)  ;  Sen.  Amts., 
7626  (lv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  85.) 

Bill  (No.  107)  Respecting  a  certain  patent 
of  Celeste  Joly.— (Mr.  Smith.) 

1**,  2184  ;  2**,  2298  (il)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3**,  4697  (lil).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
112.) 
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BILLS— Co». 

Bill  (No.  108)  To  Incorporate  the  Western 
Life  Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Adam- 
son.) 

14»,  2184  ;  2"»  2298  (H)  ;  in  Com.,  4684  ; 
3«»,  4700  (HI).    (5  Edward  VII..  c.  74.) 

Bill  (No.  109)  Respecting  the  Hudson's  Bay 
and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

V*.  2184  ;  24*,  2298  ;  In  Com.,  and  3»», 
8136  (ii).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  104.) 

Bill  (No.  110)  Respecting  the  Toronto  and 
Hamilton  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

1'*,  2184  ;    2*«,  2298  (11)  ;   in  Com.,  and 
i",  4259  (111).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  194.) 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  To  incorporate  the  Saskatche- 
wan Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Scott). 
I**,  2184  ;   2°*,  2778  (II)  ;   in  Com.,  and 
3**,  4259  (ill).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  157.) 

Bill  (No.  112)  Respecting  the  Hamilton,  Gait 
and  Berlin  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Guthrie.) 

I'*,  2184  ;   2'»,  2298  (11)  ;    in  Com.,  and 
3"»,  4700  (Hi).    (6  Edward  VII.,  o.  102.) 

Bill  (No.  113)  Respecting  the  Ontario,  Hud- 
son's Bay  and  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Mr.  Dyment.) 

2186  ;   2'*,  2298  (H)  ;    in  Com.,  and 
3°».  5132  (Hi).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  188.) 

Bill  (No.  114)  Respecting  the  Manltoulin  and 
North  Shore  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Dyment.) 

I'*,  2186  ;  2*»,  2773  (It)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3**,  6610  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  7626  (iv).  (5 
Edward  VII,.  c.  120.) 

Bill  (No.  115)  Respecting  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific    Railway    Company. — (Mr.  Mc- 
Carthy.) , 
l**.  2185  ;   2»».  3400  (11)  ;    on  Order  for 
Com..  7621,  7626;  in  Com.,  7622,  7677; 
8«,  7853  (iv).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  98.) 

Bill  (No.  116)  Respecting  the  Algoma  Central 
and  Hudson  Bay  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Dyment.) 
1"«,  2185  ;   2":  3400  ;    In  Com.,  and  3*», 
6610  (iv).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  53.) 

Bill  (No.  117)  To  Incorporate  the  Athabaska 
Railway  and  Oil  Company. — (Mr.  Oliver.) 
1°»,  2186  ;   2'*  2298  ;   in  Com.,  3186  ; 

3135  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  68.) 

Bill  (No.  118)  Respecting  the  Alberta  Cent- 
ral Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Oliver.) 
1°»,  2186  ;   2'*,  2298  ;    in  Com.,  and  S**, 

3136  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  51.) 

Bill  (Mo.  119)  To  Incorporate  D.  R.  Fraser 
and  Company,  Limited. — (Mr.  Oliver.) 
I"*,  2185  ;    2°:  2773  (11)  ;    In  Com.,  and 
30*,  7625  (Iv).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  87.) 

Bill  (No.  120)  Respecting  False  Representa- 
tions to  Induce  Immigration. — (Mr. 
Logan.) 

1°',  2323  (11)  ;  2°*,  9699  ;  In  Com.,  9699  ; 
3°»,  9700  (v).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  16.) 


BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  121)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Packing  and  Sale  of  Staple  Com- 
modities.—(Mr.  Fisher.) 
M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  676  ;  In  Com.  on 
Res.,  681,  736  (I),  2413  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2441; 
2',  and  in  Com.,  2841  ;  3°*,  2860  in). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  44.) 

Bill  (No.  122)  To  Incorporate   the  Grand 
River  and  Western  Power  Company.— 
(Mr.  Zimmerman.) 
1°»,  2681  ;   2,»,  3136  (II). 

Bill  (No.  123)  Respecting  the  Board  of  the 
Presbyterian  College,  Halifax.— (Mr.  Sin- 
clair.) 

V.  2681  :    2'*,  8136  (ii)  ;   in  Com.,  and 
3°»,  4269  (Hi).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  149.) 

Bill  (No.  124)  Respecting  the  Farmers'  Bank 
of  Canada.— (Mr.  Martin,  Wellington.) 
f,  2681  ;  2*».  3136  (ii)  ;    in  Com.,  and 
3°*.  4700  (11);  Sen.  Amts.,  6609  (iv).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  92.) 

Bill  (No.  126)  To  Incorporate  the  Crown 
Casualty  Company  of  Canada.— (Mr.  Ger- 
vals.) 

M.  to  receive  Pet.,  2203,  2322,  2593  ;  1°*. 
2693  ;  2**,  3136 ;  In  Com.,  and  3**. 
3669  (11).    (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  83.) 

Bill  (No.  126,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  Edward  Albert  Murphy.— (Mr. 
GaUlher.) 

V,  3081  ;  20*,  3400  (11)  ;  In  Com.,  and  8**, 
4697  (Hi).   (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  121.) 

Bill  (No.  127,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  James  Arthur  Pryor.— (Mr.  Cal- 
vert.) 

V.  3091  ;  2",  3400  (11)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3°*,  4259  (Hi).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  150.) 

Bill  (No.  128)  To  amend  the  Canada  'Tem- 
perance Act.— (Mr.  Gervals.) 

1*.  3359  (li). 

Bill  (No.  129,  from  the  Senate)  Respect- 
ing certain  patents  of  William  A.  Da- 
men.— (Mr.  Campbell.) 

1**,  3834  (11)  ;  2",  4700  (111)  ;  ref.  back  to 
Sel.  Com.,  6379  ;  In  Com.,  and  3**. 
7624  (iv)  ;  M.  re  Amts.,  8883  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  84.) 

Bill  (No.  130,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  Jane  Marie  Fitz-Simons.— (Mr. 
Calvert.) 

V*.  4081  ;  2'*,  4414  (Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  6377  ; 
8*  m.,  6378  (Iv).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
94.) 

Bill  (No.  131)  Respecting  the  Vancouver 
and  Coast-Kootenay  Railway  Company. 
— (Mr.  Macpherson.) 

1*»,  4081  ;  2'»,  4414  (Hi)  ; ,  In  Com.,  and 
3**,  6976  (iv).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  171.) 

Bill  (No.  132)  To  amend  the  Government 
Railways  Act.— (Mr.  Emmerson.) 
1*  m.,  4186  (Hi)  ;  2"*,  and  In  Com.,  6139, 
7583  •  3*.  7584  (lv).    (6  Edward  VH., 
c.  36.) 
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BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  133,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Canada. — (Mr. 
Barr.) 

I**,  4271  ;  2'*,  4700  (111)  ;  In  Com.,  5973  ; 
3°».  6978  (lv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  81.) 

Bill  (No.  134)  To  Incorporate  the  Provident 
Savings  Association,  Limited.  —  (Mr. 
Gervais.) 

1**,  4370  ;  2'*,  4598  (111)  ;  In  Com.,  6974  ; 
2°;  5976  (iv)  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9078  (v). 
(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  161.) 

BUI  (No.  135,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Western  Alberta  Railway  Company. 
—(Mr.  Oalllber.) 

4560  ;  2'*,  4700  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
S",  6976  (iv).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
176.) 

Bill  (No.  136,  from  the  Senate)  To  Incor- 
porate the  Anthracite  Coal  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Galllher.) 

M.  to  receive  Pet.,  4560  ;  Pet.  ref.  back 
to  Sel.  Com.,  4644  ;  V,  4807  ;  2'*,  4978 
(111)  ;  In  Com.,  5976  ;  3»»  5976  (lv). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  137,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  ^Cingston,  Smith's  Falls  and  Ot- 
tawa Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Galllher.) 
1*»,  4550  ;  2°*,  4978  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
2".  6383  (iv).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  114.) 

BUI  (No.  138,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Montreal  Bridge  Company,  and  to 
change  its  name  to  the  Montreal  Bridge 
and  Terminal  Company.— (Mr.  Plche.) 
1°*,  4660  ;  2*,  4703  (111)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
2'*.  6276  (lv).   (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  127.) 

BUI   (No.  139)   Respecting  the  Vancouver, 
Victoria  and  Eastern  Railway  and  Na- 
.  vigation  Company. — (Mr.  Duncan  Ross.) 

M.  to  receive  Pet.,  8743  ;  V*.  4560  ;  2"  m., 
4700  ;  2»»,  4977  (ill)  ;  In  Com.,  8315, 
8637  ;  2' m.,  8818,  9040  (v).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  172.) 

BUI  (No.  140)  Respecting  the  Northwest 
Coal  and  Coke  Railway  Company,  and 
to  change  Its  name  to  the  Great  West 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Galllher.) 

1**,  4650  •  2»»,  4977  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3°*.  5976  (Iv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  100.) 

BUI  (No.  141)  Respecting  the  Kaslo  and 
Lardo-Duncan  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Galllher.) 

M.  to  receive  Pet.,  3744  (11).  4375  ;  1'*, 
4550  ;  2*».  4977  (ill)  ;  in  Com*  and 
8*»,  6976  (iv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  113.) 

Bill  (No.  142)  For  the  relief  of  Edward  Nor- 
man Lewis,  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons.— (Mr.  Fltipatrlck.) 

I**,  4560  :  2**,  6186  :  In  Com.,  6186  ;  2**, 
5187  (Hi).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  19.) 

BUI  (No.  143,  from  the  Senate)  To  Incor- 
porate the  Owen  Sound  and  Meaford 
Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Telford.) 

V,  4644  ;  2'*,  4978  (ill)  :  In  Com.,  and  8**, 
5976  (Iv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  144.) 


BILLS — Con. 

Bill  (No.  144,  from  the  Senate)  To  Incor- 
porate the  Fessenden  Wireless  Tele- 
graph Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Tel- 
ford.) 

1'*,  4644  ;  2'»,  4978  (ill)  ;  In  Com.,  6880, 
6607  ;  2",  6609  (iv).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  93.) 

BU)  (No.  145  from  the  Senate)  Respecting  a 
Patent,  No.  69772,  of  the  Underwood 
Typewriter  Company. — (Mr.  Grant.) 

1«»,  4644  ;  2°».  4977  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
8»»,  6383  (lv).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  168.) 

BiU  (No.  146  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
certain  Patents  of  the  Underwood  Type- 
writer Company  (Mr.  Grant.) 

V,  4644  ;  2°*,  4977  (Ml)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
2",  6883  (lv).   (6  Edward  VII,  «.,  169.) 

BUI  (No,  147)  To  amend  the  Seamen's  Act.— 
(Mr.  Prefontatoe.) 

V,  4760  OH)  ;  2".  7424  ;  to  Com.,  7424 
(lv),  9029  ;  3»*,  9031  (v).  (6  Edward 
VII,  c,  40.) 

BUI  (No.  148)  Respecting  the  Incorporation 
of  Live  Stock  Record  Association*.— 
(Mr.  Fisher.) 

1*  m.,  5076  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
6577  ;  2",  6922  ;  In  Com.,  6922  ;  8°», 
5927  (111).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  21.) 

Bill  (No.  149)  Respecting  the  South  Shore 
Railway  Company  and  the  Quebec  South- 
ern Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Brown.) 

l'»,  6783  (111)  ;  2'*,  6866  (iv)  ;  M.  to  ref. 
back  to  Ry.  Com.,  9072  ;  M.  to  place 
on  Orders  for  Com.,  9278  ;  to  Com., 
9340,  9586  ;  3°*,  9687  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9816 
(v).  (5  Edward  VII,  c.  188.) 

Bill  (No.  150  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Interprovlndal  and  James  Bay  RaU- 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Devlin.) 

1**,  5783  (ill)  ;  2»*,  6868  ;  in  Com.,  andi  2'*. 
7060  (lv).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  109.) 

BiU  (No.  151)  To  Incorporate  L'Unlon  Saint 
Joseph  du  Canada.— (Mr.  BeOcourt.) 

M.  to  present  Pet.,  2490  ;  M.  to  rec.  Pet., 
2491  (11)  ;  1°*,  5783  (ill)  ;  2'*,  6976  (lv); 
to  Com.,  and  8146  (v).  (6  Edward 
VII,  c,  170.) 

Bill  (No.  162  from  the  Senate)  For  the  relief 
of  Clara  BIdwell  McDermot. — (Mr.  Camp- 
bell.) 

V,  5919  (Hi)  ;  2'*,  5976  ;  in  Com.,  6275, 
6347  ;  3°  m.,  6376  ;  Agreed  to  (T.  38  ; 
N.  13)  6377  (lv).  (6  Edward  VII,  c, 
121.) 

BiU  (No.  163,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  Re- 
lief of  George  Pearson.— (Mr.  Calvert.) 

1**,  5919  (ill)  ;  2°*,  6868  ;  In  Com.,  7628  ; 
3*.  7624  (lv).    (5  Edward  VII,  c,  147.) 

BUI  (No.  154,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  George  Dance  Harper. — (Mr.  John* 
ston,  Lambton.) 

1**,  5919  (111)  ;  2°».  6976  ;  in  Com.,  6377  ; 
2'*,  6377  (iv).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  103.) 
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Bill  (No.  155,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Administration  of  an  Act  respecting 
the  Packing  and  Sale  of  Certain  Staple 
Commodities.— (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler.) 

5960  (Hi)  ;  2"»,  5978  ;  in  Com.,  5979  ; 
3",  6983  (It).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  46.) 

Bill  (No.  156)  To  amend  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories Representation  Aot. — (Mr.  Fltz- 
patrlck.) 

1°.  6046  (lv)  ;  2*»,  8769  ;  In  Com.,  8769  ; 
3°»,  8886  (v).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  23.) 

Bill  (No.  157)  Respecting  the  District  of 
Mackenzie. — (Mr.  Fitzpatrick.) 

1°,  6103  (lv)  ;  Order  dschgd.,  8176  (v). 

Bill  (No.  158)  To  amend  the  Keewatln  Act 
—(Mr.  Fitzpatrick.) 

1",  6103-4  (It)  ;  Order  dschgd.*  8176  (v). 

Bill  (No.  159)  To  amend  the  Dominion  Con- 
troverted Elections  Act. — (Mr.  Fitzpa- 
trick.) 

1°,  6103-4  (lv)  ;  2'*,  and  In  Com.,  8769  ; 
3",  8885  (v).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  8.) 

Bill  (No.  160)  With  respect  to  the  North- 
west Territories.— (Mr.  Fitzpatrick.) 

1",  6104  (lv)  ;  2',  8763  ;  in  Com.,  8764  ; 
3"*,  9408  (v).   (6  Edward  VII,  c,  27.) 

BUI  (No.  161)  To  amend  the  North-west 
Irrigation  Act,  1898.— (Mr.  Oliver.) 

1*.  6104  (lv)  ;  2",  8775  ;  in  Com.,  8776  ; 
3°*,  8885  (v).    (5  Edward  VII,  «.,  2«.) 

Bill  (No.  162)  To  amend  the  Land  Titles 
Act,  1894.— (Mr.  Oliver.) 

1**,  6104  (lv)  ;  2°»,  9082  ;  In  Com.,  9082  ; 
3"»,  9086  (v).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  18.) 

Bill  (No.  163)  To  amen-'  the  Census  and 
Statistics  Act.— (Mr.  Fisher.) 

1°,  6105  (iv)  ;  2°  8774  ;  in  Com.,  8776  : 
3°»,  8886  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  6.) 

Bill  (No.  164,  from  the  Senate)  To  Incor- 
porate the  Monarch  Bank  of  Canada. — 
(Mr.  Gordon.) 

1°»,  6232  ;    2°»,  6868  (iv)  ;    in  Com.,  and 
3°\  8655  (iv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  126.) 

Bill  (No.  165)  Respecting  the  Canadian 
Yukon  Western  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Campbell.) 

1°*,  6232  ;  2°*,  7218  (iv)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3'*,  8666  (v).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  76.) 

Bill  (No.  166,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
certain  Patents  of  the  Ideal  Manufactur- 
ing Company.— (Mr.  Campbell.) 

1°*,  6232  ;  2»»,  6868  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°», 
7625  (iv)  ;  M.  re  Amts.,  8383  (v).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  106.) 

Bill  (No.  167,  from  the  Senate)  Fir  the  re- 
lief of  Arthur  Howe  Hersey. — (Mr. 
Johnston,  Lambton.) 

V,  6232  ;  2,»,  6868  ;  M.  for  Com.,  7624  ; 
On  Order  for  Com.,  7682  ;  M.  to  ref. 
back  to  Sel.  Com.,  7682  (iv). 


BILLS— Con. 

BUI  (No.  168)  For  granting  to  Hl3  Majesty 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public 
Service  for  the  Financial  Years  ending 
respectively  the  30th  June,  1905,  and  the 
30th  June,  1906  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler.) 
Res.  prop.,  6966  ;  1'*  ;  2"  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3",  6966  (lv).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  1.) 

BUI  (No.  169)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Royal  Military  College.— (Sir  Fred- 
erick Borden.) 
Res.  prop.,  6904  ;   In  Com.  on  Res.,  6966  ; 
1°»  of  B.,  6984  ;    2°*,  7262  ;   In  Com., 
7262  ;    3'»,  7262  (Iv).    (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  39.) 

Bill  (No.  170)  To  amend  the  Mllltla  Act.— 
(Sir  Frederick  Borden.) 
Res.  prop.,  6905  ;   In  Com.  on  Res.,  6984  ; 
1**  of  B.,  6991  :  On  Order  for  2",  7263; 
2' m.,  9179  ;  In  Com.,  and  3**,  9198  (v). 
(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  22,) 

Bill  (No.  171)  Respecting  the  Tort  and  Pilot- 
age District  of  Quebec— (Mr.  Prefon- 
taine.) 

1',  7018  ;  2"*,  7440  ;  in  Com.,  7440  ;  3"\ 
7444  (iv).    (6  Edward  VII..  c.  34.) 

Bill  (No.  172,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  Philip  Vtbert—  (Mr.Zimmerman.) 
7096  ;  On  Order  for  2',  7218  ;  2',  7261; 
in  Com.,  and  S"*,  7624  (lv).    (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  174.) 

Bill  (No.  173)  Respecting  the  St.  Maurice 
Valley  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Bur- 
eau.) 

Pet,  presented,  6826  ;  M.  to  receive  Pet., 
7017  ;  V,  7176  ;  2",  7261  (iv)  ;  in 
Com.,  and  3",  8656  (v).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  166.)- 

Bill  (No.  174,  from  the  Senate)  To  amend 
the  Grain  Inspection  Act  as  regards  the 
Selection   of   Commercial   Grades  and 
Samples. — (Mr.  Fisher.) 
1*»,  7420  (iv)  ;  2'»,  9395  ;    in  Com.,  9395  ; 
3*».  9408  (v).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  14.) 

Bill  (No.  175)  Respecting  the  Pacific  Bank  — 
(Mr.  Galllher.) 
V,  7420  ;  2°,  7626  (lv)  ;   In  Com.,  and  3°*. 
8146  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  145.) 

BUI  (No.  176)  To  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act. — (Mr.  Brodeur.) 
1",  7421  (iv)  ;   2'*,  8676  ;   In  Com.,  8676  ; 
S",  8686  ;    Sen.  Amts.,  9411  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  17.) 

Bill  (No.  177,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
certain  Patents  of  David  Thomas  Owen. 
—(Mr.  Stewart.) 
1°*,  7642  (iv)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for 
2',  8001.  8096  ;    2",  8146  ;    In  Com.. 
8652  ;   3°*,  9049  (v).    (5  Edward  VH., 
c.  143.) 

Bill  (No.'  178,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Canada  Central  Railway  Company. 
— (Mr.  Dyment.) 
1'*,  7642  (lv)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for 
2°,  8001.  8096  ;  2°*,  8146  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3".  9049  (v).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  68.) 
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Bill  (No.  179,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Bud- 
son's  Bay  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Tur- 
riff.) 

1°*,  7642  (It)  :  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for 
2°,  8001,  8096  ;  2°*,  8146;  In  Com.,  8662; 
H.  to  ref.  back  to  Ry.  Com.,  8666  ;  In 
Com.,  and  3°*,  9049  (v).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  62.) 

BUI  (No.  180,  from  the  Senate)  Further  to 
amend  the  Act  of  1899  respecting  the 
City  of  Ottawa.— (Mr.  Fielding.) 

1",  7642  (lv)  ;  2°»,  8686  ;  In  Com.,  8686  ; 
3°*,  8688  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  29.) 

Bill  (No.  181)  To  amend  the  Bank  Act.— (Mr. 
Fielding.) 

1°,  7642  (It)  ;  2°*,  8688  ;  in  Com.,  8688  ; 
3°*,  8689  (t).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  4.) 

BUI  (No.  182,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
the  Sterling  Bank  of  Canada. — (Mr. 
Campbell.) 

1'*,  7810  (It)  ;  M.  to  place  or.  Orders  for 
2°»,  8001,  8096  ;  2"»,  8146  ;  in  Com.  and 
3"»,  8656  (T).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  160.) 

Bill  (No.  183,  from  the  Senate)  Respecting 
a  certain  patent  of  the  Metal  Volatili- 
zation Company.— (Mr.  McCool.) 

V*,  7810  (It)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for 
2°,  8001,  8096;  2°»,  8146;  In  Coc,  and 
Z°*.  9049  (t).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  123.) 

Bill  (No.  184,  from  the  Senate)  To  amend 
the  Acts  respecting  Naturalization  and 
Aliens— (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck.) 

1",  7906  (It)  ;  2"»,  8686  ;  in  Com.,  8686, 
8689  ;  3°»,  8690  (t).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  26.) 

Bill  (No.  186,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  Isaac  Pitblado.— (Mr.  Bole.) 

I"*,  7906  (It)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for 
2°,  8001,  8096  ;  2°*,  8146  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3'*.  9049  (T).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  148.) 

Bill  (No.  186)  For  the  regulation  of  Wire- 
less Telegraphy  in  Canada. — (Mr.  PrS- 
fontaine.) 

1"  m.,  8177  ;  2",  9031  ;  in  Com.,  9031;  3°*, 
9032  (T).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  49.) 

Bill  (No.  187.  from  the  Senate)  To  amend 
the  Companies  Act. 

(This  Bill  was  not  read  the  first  time  in 
the  House  of  Commons.) 

Bill  (No.  188)  Respecting  the  Inspection  of 
Water  Meters. — (Mr.  Brodeur.) 

Res.  prop.,  8385  :  in  Com.  on  Res.,  8674  ; 
1**  of  B.,  8676  ;  2°*,  9409  ;  in  Com., 
9409  ;  3'*,  9624  ;  Sten.  Amte.,  9816  (t). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  48.) 

Bill  (No.  189)  Further  to  amend  the  Dom- 
inion Elections  Act,  1900.— (Mr.  Borden. 
Carleton.) 

1°  m..  8775  (T). 


BILLS— Con. 

BUI  (No.  190)  To  amend  the  Customs  Tariff, 
1897.— (Mr.  Fielding.) 
M.  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8888  ; 
In  Com..  8983;  1'*,  of  B.,  8997;  2'*, 
9760  ;  in  Oom.,  9760  ;  3°*,  9769  (t).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  11.) 

Bill  (No.  191)  Respecting  the  Joliette  and 
Lake    Manuan    Colonization  Railway 
Company.— (Mr.  O.  E.  Talbot.) 
V,  9072  ;  2°»,  9179  ;  M.  to  place  on  Or- 
ders for  Com.,  9278  ;  in  Com.,  and  3**, 
9340  (t).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  111.) 

Bill  (No.  192)  Respecting  the  Powers  of 
the  Harbour  Commissioners  of  Mon- 
treal.— (Mr.  Prefontalne.) 
1°,  9028  ;  2°*.  9288  ;  in  Com.,  9288  ;  3l», 
9288  (T).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  23.) 

Bill  (No.  193)  To  amend  the  ReTised  Statute 
respecting  the  salaries  of  certain  pub- 
lic   functionaries    and    other  annual 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  ReTenue. — 
(Mr.  Fielding.) 
Res.  prop.,  8693  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9033  ; 
1°»,  2°»,  9033  ;  in  Com.,  9033  ;  3°*,  9033 
(T).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  20.) 

Bill  (No.  194)  To  amend  the  ReTised  Sta- 
tute respecting  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  Dominion  Elections  Act,  1900. 
—(Mr.  Borden,  Carleton.) 
1*  m.,  9073  (T). 

BUI  (No.  195)  Respecting  Roads  and  Road 
Allowances  in  the   ProTinces   of  Sas- 
katchewan and  Alberta. — (Mr.  OliTor). 
1*.  9075  ;  2',  9525  ;  in  Com.,  9526  ;  8°*. 
S529  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9819  (t).    (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  38.) 

Bill  (No.  196)  In  amendment  of  the  Crim- 
inal Code,  1892.— (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck.) 
1',  9076  ;  2'*,  9411  ;  in  Com.,  9411  ;  3', 
9524  (t).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  9.) 

Bill  (No.  197)  To  amend  the  Adulteration 
Act. — (Mr.  Bergeron.) 
I"*,  9179  (T). 

Bill  (No.  198,  from  the  Senate)  For  the  re- 
lief of  Agnes  Hedevlg  Helga  Salusbury 
Trelawney. — (Mr.  Campbell.) 
1"«,  9278  ;  2°*,  9587  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*. 
9760  (t).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  166.) 

Bill  (No.  199)  To  amend  an  Act  respecting 
an  Arbitration,  between  His  Majesty  and 
the  Grand'  Trunk  Railway  Company  of 
Canada. — (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck.) 
1°,  9279  ;  2"«,  9280  ;  In  Com.,  9529  ;  S««, 
9529  (v).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  15.) 

Bill  (No.  200)  Respecting  the  Inspector  of 
Insurance  and  the  Director  General  of 
'  Public  Health.— (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck.) 
V.  9688  ;  2°*;  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  9690  (t). 
(5  Edward  VII,  c,  46.) 

BUI  (No.  201)  Respecting  the  Salary  of  the 
First  Minister.— (Mr.  Fielding.) 
Res.  prop.,  9700  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9725  ; 
1°»  of  B.,  9726  ;  2"»,  9790  ;  in  Com., 
9790  ;  3"",  9790  (v).    (5  Edward  VII,  c, 
12.) 
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Bill  (No.  202)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons. — 
(Mr.  Fitspatrick.) 

Res.  prop.,  9701  ;  In  Com.  on.  Res.,  9726  ; 
1**  of  B..  97S3  ;  2°«,  9791  ;  In  Com.. 
9791  ;  3°»,  9792  (v).  (6  JSawani  .  ... 
c,  43.) 

Bill  (No.  203)  Respecting  Annuities  for  cer- 
tain! Privy  Councillors. — (Mr.  Fielding.) 

Res.  prop.,  9702  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9733  ; 
V*  of  B.,  9739  ;  2"*,  9792  ;  In  Com.. 
9792,  9796  ;  S"*,  9797  (v).  (5  Edward 
VII,  c,  30.) 

Bill  (No.  204)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts. — (Hr.  Fits- 
patrick.) 

Res.  prop.,  9702  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9740, 
9797  ;  1°»  of  B.,  9760  ;  9792  ;  in 

Com.,  9792,  9798  ;  8°*.  9798  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII,  c,  31.) 

Bill  (No.  205)  To  amend  the  Supreme  and 
Exchequer  Courts  Act.— (Mr.  Fitspa- 
trick.) 

Res.  prop.,  9705i  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9760;  1** 
of  B.,  9760  ;  2*»;  In  Com.,  and  i'*. 
9796  (v).   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  47.) 

Bill  (No.  206)  For  granting  to  His  Majesty 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public 
Service  of  the  financial  years  ending 
respectively  the  30th  June,  1906,  and  the 
30th  June,  1906.— (Mr.  Fielding.) 

M.  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  9798  ; 
in  Com.,  9800  ;  1**;  2°»,  9801  ;  In.  Com., 
9801  ;  8°*,  9801  (v).    (5  Edward  VII,  c, 

2.) 

Binder  Twine  Bounties,  &c.  :  Statement  Read 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7221 
(iv). 

Binder  Twine,  Home  Consumption  Manufactur- 
ed In  Can.,  Quantity,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sin- 
clair) 1769  (I). 

Binder  Twine  Industry,  Kingston,  Output,  Dis- 
tribution, Ac.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  482  (1). 

Binder  Twine,  Raw  Material   imported  from 
Mexico  :  Remarks  (Sir  William  Mulock)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (I). 
See  '  Cordage.' 

Bissonnette  vs.  Crown,   Illegal  Stamping  of 
Letters  in  Montreal,  P.  O.,  Cor.  read  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  194  (i). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 

Blair,  Mr.,  Resignation  of.  Conspiracy,  Cor., 
Tels.,  &c.  :  Read  (Mr.  Bennett)  641-6  (1). 

 Denials  of  Ministers,  Ques.  of   Order  : 

Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  S46  (1). 

 Irrelevancy  of  Debate  :    Ques.  of  Order 

4Mr.  Henderson)  558  (I). 

 Letter  re  Resignation  :    M.  for  Copy* 

(Mr.  Monk)  601  (1). 

  inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  697  (1). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Maclean,  York)  55  ;   on  M. 


for  Com.  or  B.  36,  511  (1). 


Blanche  River  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7547  (lv). 

Blind  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6870 
(lv). 

Bolsdale  Wharf,  N.S.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9585  (v). 

Boissevaln  Postmaster,  Mr.  A.  McKnight,  Dis- 
missal, 4c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Schaftner)  2327  (li). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 

Bonuslng  SS.  Cos.  for  Cold  Storage,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1101-4 
(i). 

Book-keeping  Methods  I.C.R.,  Ac.  :  Remarks 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1928  (1). 
Boots  and  Shoes,  Imports  and   Exports,  Ac.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7216 

(iv). 

Books  purchased  tor  Library,  Ac.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  76  (i). 

Borden,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Notification  of  Election  (Mr. 
Speaker)  588  (1). 

 Introduced,  624  (i). 

Boundary  Line  Fence  :    See  '  Wire  Fencing.' 

Bourgeois  Inlet  Wharf,  N.S.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9581  (v). 

Bout  de  L'Isle  Ferry  Service  Inspection,  Ac. : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  9696  (v). 
Bowmanville  Armoury  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1549 

(1). 

Boyd,  Geo.  A.,  Emplymt  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
Harbour  Improvements :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Boyce)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6881  (iv). 

Bracebridge  Dry  Dock,  Local  Supt.,  Remunera- 
tion, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wm.  Wright)  6654 
(iv). 

Bracebridge  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7547  (lv). 
Brandon,  Saskatchewan  and  Hudson's  Bay  Ry. 

Co.'s  B.  179  (Mr.  Turriff)  1**,  7642  (lv)  ;  M. 

to  place  on  Orders  for  2*,  8001,  8096  ;  2**, 

8146  ;  In  Com.,  8652  ;  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Ry. 

Com.,  8665  ;  in  Com.,  and  3**,  9049  (v).  (S 

Edward  VII..  c.  62.) 
Brantford  and  Woodstock  Ry.  Co.'s  incorp.  B. 

No.  63  (Mr.  M.  S.  Schell)  1°*.  1241;  2**,  1339 

(i);  in  Com.,  and  3°,  3136  (41).   (5  Edward 

VII.,  c.  63.) 

Brandon  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1650, 
1633  (i). 

Brantford    Letter    Carriers  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Cockshutt)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  217  (i). 
Brantford    Parade    Grounds  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Cockshutt)  In  Com  of  Sup.  860,  1553  (1). 
Bredt,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.:  (Mr. 

Lake)  189,  265  (1). 
Breton  Cove  Boat  Landing  :   in  Com.  of  Sup  . 

7397  (iv). 

Bridgeburg  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1550  (1). 

Bridges,  Dr.,  Resignation  as  Medical  Officer  of 
No.  8  District :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (I). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX 


4 

cxliii 


Bridges,  Strengthening  of  I.C.R.  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1912  (i),  9384  (v). 
Brtdgewater  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398 

(iv). 

British  American  Fish  Co.,  Contract  re  Fishing 
Rights  In  Western  Lakes  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (11). 

B.  C.  Canning  Industries  :  See  '  Salmon  Can- 
ning.' 

B.  C.  Customs  Collector,  Victoria,  Appnmt.  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  270  (1). 
B.  C.  Dom.  Lands.  Sale  to  Mr.  T.  W.  Patterson,, 

Prices   paid.  Ac.  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster) 

4371  (ill). 

B.  C.  Indian  Industrial  Schools  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6656  (It). 
  Travelling  Expenses  re  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6557  (lv). 
See  '  Indians.' 
B.  C.  Judgeship,  Appnmt.  of  W.  W.  B.  Mclnnes: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  382  (1). 
B.  C.  Legislation  re  Immigration,  Disallowance 

of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  R.  Smith)  189  (1),  6474  (lv). 
Britton,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Allea   Investigation  : 

Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Sproule)  1162  (i). 
Broad  Cove  Barbour  Works  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7403  (iv). 

Broad  Cove  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7398  (lv). 

Brockville,  Westport  and  North-western  Ry. 
Co.'s  B.  No.  94  (Mr.  Derbyshire)  1**,  2006  ; 
2°»,  2062  ;  In  Com.,  and  3*»,  2715  (11).  (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  64). 

Bronte  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7648  (lv). 

Bronte  Pier  Lighthouse  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  (2868  11). 

 Statement  re:  Remarks  (Mr.  Prffoabaine) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9176  (v). 

Brothers'  Light,  Salary  of  Keeper  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2702  (ii). 

Bruce  County  Armouries  :  Remarks  (Mr.  P.  H. 
McKenzie)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1658  (1). 

Brunet,  Mr.,  G.T.P.  Ry.  Commissioner,  Resig- 
nation, &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
5036  (111). 

Bryce,  Dr.,  Payments  to  re  Indians  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6568  (lv). 

Bryson  Bridge  Reconstruction  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7585  (iv). 

Budget,  The,  Financial   Statement  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) 8888  ;  Res.  moved,  8914  (v). 
Debate  : 

(Mr.  Foster)  8915  ;    (Mr.  Cockshutt)  8936  ; 

(Mr.  Clements)  8957  ;    (Mr.  Paterson)  8934  ; 

(Mr.  Campbell)  8938  ;  (Mr.  A.  A.  Wright) 

8949  ;    (Mr.  Caldwell)  8965  ;    (Mr.  Galliher) 

8971  ;   (Mr.  Daniel)  8978  (lv). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2686  (11). 

 Date  of  Delivery  :   Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 

Borden)  4920  (111). 


Budget.  The,  Statement  re  Delivery  (Mr.  Field- 
ing) 8763  (v). 

 Inquiry  re  (Mr.  Foster)  2006,  2441.  2782 

(II)  ;  7100  (iv). 

Buffaloes,  Specimens  tor  Exhibitions  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup , 
6272  (lv). 

Buildings,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1641  (1), 
6736  (iv). 

 Renewals.  Repairs,  &c.  :     In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  1641  (1). 
Buildings,  Govt.  : 
Buildings,  Govt., 

Clerks,  4c.  : 

1642  (I). 
 Manitoba  : 

9549. 

  N.B.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1047  (1),  7284  (iv). 

 N.W.T.:   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1637  (i),  9560 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9542  (v). 
Inspection    by  Architects, 
Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1633  (1)  ; 


(v). 


 N.S.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  846,  1015  (1). 

 Ont.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1547  (1),  9547  (v). 

 Que.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1101  (1). 

See  'Public  Works/  4c. 

Buoys,  Construction  and  Maintenance  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2729  (ii). 

 Tenders,  4c:  Remarks  (Mr.   Ames)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (11). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 

Burford  Armoury :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In 
Com.,  1649  (1). 

Burrltt's  Rapids  Locks,  Dismissal,  4c:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Reld)  8384  (v). 

Business  of  the  House,  Cold  Storage  Discus- 
sion :  Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  8181 
(v). 

 Procedure  re  Supply  Motions  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  1241  (1). 
See  '  Govt.  Business,'  4c. 
Butter  and   Cheese    Weighing   at  Montreal, 

Grievance  re,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Walsh)  8886 

(v). 

Butter  In  Cold  Storage  on  Atlantic  Steamers  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  881 
(1). 

See  '  Agriculture.' 

By-Electlons,  Resignations,  4c:  Remarks  (Mr. 
A.  Lavergne)  7423  (lv). 

Cabinet  Changes  from  1904  :  Remarks  (Mr.  B. 
L.  Borden)  1336  (1). 

Cabinet  Mlnlsters-ex,  Annuities  B.  No.  203  (Mr. 
Fielding)  Res.  prop.,  9702  ;  in  Com.,  on 
Res.,  9783  ;  1"*  of  B.,  9739  ;  2'*.  9792  ;  in 
Com.,  9792,  9796  ;  3°*,  9797  (v).  (6  Edward 
VII.,  c.  30.) 

Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Borden)  on  Orders  of  the  Day, 
3655  (11). 

 Interior  Dept.,  Information  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  3362  (li),  4085  (Hi). 
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Cabinet  Vacancies  and  Absent  Ministers  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  3460  (li). 
 Representation    re  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Sproule)  3252  (11). 
 Minister  of  Public  Works  :  M.  (Mr.  W. 

F.  Maclean)  to  adjn.,  5471  (Hi). 
Cables  of  the  Empire,  Cor.  with  Govt.:  M.  (Mr. 

Logan)  tor  Cor.»,  1397  (1). 
Cacouna  Wharf,  Expenditure  re,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  7096  (iv). 
Cadet  Corps,  Ammunition  supplied  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Ingram)  7815  (iv). 
See  'Militia." 
Cairns,  A.  W.,  Salary  as  P.  O.  Inspector  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6629  (It). 
Calgary  and  Battleford  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B. 

No.  50  (Mr.  Turriff)  1°»,  817  ;  2°»,  909  (1)  ; 

In  Com.,  and  3°*,  2325  (II).   (5  Edward  VII., 

c.  65.) 

Calgary  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  22 
(Mr.  Oliver)  1°»,  378  ;  2°*,  534  ;  In  Com., 
1100  ;  3°»,  1100  (1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  66.) 

Calgary,  Land  Titles  Office  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1638  (1). 

 Post  Office   Enlargement  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1638  (i).  ' 

Calgary,  Red  Deer  and  Battleford  Ry.  Co.'s  ln- 
corp. B.  No.  19  (Mr.  Scott)  1°  m.,  318  ;  2°*, 
415  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  2325  (II).  (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  67.) 

Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privileges: 
Remarks  (Mr.  White)  1809  (i). 
See  '  Franking.' 

CampbelKon  and  Gaspe  Basin,  Mail  Subsidy  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9616  (v). 

Campbellton,  Public  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1048  (1). 

 I.C.R.  Station  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1968  (i). 

 Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1744  (1). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  46  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  1°  m.,  728  ;  2°*,  909  (1)  ;  M.  for 
Com.,  4236  ;  in  Com.,  4240  ;  3°  m.,  4412  (111). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  60.) 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.,  Purchase  :  Inquiry  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Haggart)  2686  (li). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  69  (1). 

 Running  Rights  :  See  '  I.C.R.  and  C.A.R.', 

'  Govt.  Rys.  B.  132,'  '  Transportation.' 

Canada  Car  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  16  (Mr. 
Bickerdlke)  1«»,  317  ;  2°«,  416  (1). 

Canada  Central  Ry.-  Co.'s  B.  No.  178  (Mr.  Dy- 
ment)  1°*,  7642  (iv)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders 
for  2*,  8001,  8096  ;  2°*,  8146  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3"»,  9049  (v).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  68.) 

'  Canada-Cape  Breton  '  Accident,  '  Statement  of 
Case  '  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Ames)  2067  (11). 

  Caftt.  Salmon's  Resignation,  Cor.,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Ames)  384  (1). 


'  Canada-Cape  Breton  '  Accident,  Report  re  In- 
vestigation,   Instructions,    &c.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2625  (11). 
See  '  Marine.' 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.,  Improvements  ot  Road- 
bed :  Remarks  (Mr.  Crocket)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1978  (1). 

 Cor.,  Names  of  Officials,  &c:  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Crocket)  734  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Crocket)  4811  (Hi). 

 *-  Purchase,    Expenditure    re    Litigation  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
1623  (1). 

 Total  Expenditure  re :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1922  (i). 
See  '  I.C.R.',  Ac. 
Canada  and  France  SS.  Subvention  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7094  (iv). 
'  Canada  Gazette '  Expenditure  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6723  (iv). 
Canada  and  G.  B.  Mail  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  864  (1). 
See  '  Post  Office,"  '  Trade  and  Commerce," 
Ac. 

Canada  Life  Assurance  Co.,  Ref.  to  in  Com.  on 
B.  108,  4684  (ill). 

Canada  and  Mexico  Mall  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  895  (1).  9622,  9680  (v)  ;  cone,  6909  (iv). 

Canada  and  Mexico  SS.  Communication  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  66  (1). 

Canada  and  Michigan  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.'s 
B.  No.  31  (Mr.  German)  V*.  493  ;  2°»,  683  ; 
In  Com.,  and  3'*,  1287  (1).  (5  Edward  VH., 
c.  69.) 

Canada-Middlesex  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No.  65 
(Mr.  Calvert)  1",  908  ;  2'*,  1101  (1). 

Canada  and  New  Zealand  SS.  Subventions  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7094  (iv). 

Canada  and  S.  Africa  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  971  (1). 

Canada  Southern  Bridge  Co.'s  B.  No.  29  (Mr. 
German)  1°*,  493  ;  2"»,  683  ;  In  Com.,  1286  ; 
3°*,  1287  (1).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  70.) 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  30  (Mr.  Ger- 
man) V*,  493  ;  2°*,  583  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°». 
1287  (i).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  71.) 

'  Canada '    Str.,    Expenditure    re  Equipment, 
Names  of  Employees,  Payments  to,  &c:  M. 
for  Ret.»  (Mr.  Monk)  1399  (I). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  128  (Mr. 
Gervals)  1°  m.,  3369  (ii). 

Can.  Temperance  Act,  Expenditure  re  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6957  (lv). 

Canadian  Agency  B.  No.  77  (Mr.  Bickerdlke) 
1°*,  1671  ;  2'*,  1768  (i)  ;  on  Order  for  Com., 
9049  ;  in  Com.,  9077  (v). 

Canadians  arrested  by  U.S.:  See  '  Walton,  R.  M.' 

Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce,  Yukon,  Compen- 
sation re  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9615  (v). 
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Canadian  Canals  Corporation  inoorp.  B.  No. 

72  (Mr.  Calvert)  1*»,  1692  ;  2'  m..  1757  (1). 
Canadian  Cattle,  Embargo  In  G.B.:  on  M.  to 

cone,  in  6th  Rep.  of  Agr.  Comy  8998  (It). 
 Par.  In  Montreal    *  Star '  :    Read  (Mr. 

Lennox)  464  (1). 
'  Canadian  Citizenship,'    Political    Speech  by 

Min.  of  Rys.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Crockett)  2214 

01). 

Canadians  detained  at  U. .  S.  Borders  :  Letter 

read  (Mr.  Barker)  6920  (111). 
Canadians,  Distressed,  Relief  to  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7247  (lv). 
Canadian  Exhibit,  Imperial  Institute  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1836  (1). 
Canadian  Fast  Mall  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  D. 

D.  McKenzle)  9773  (v). 

 Tel.  read  (Mr.  Emmerson)  9279  (v). 

See  '  Trade  and  Commerce.' 
Canadian  Hard  Wheat,  Drawbacks  by  U.  S.,  &c: 

M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

746  (1). 

Canadians  in  S.  Africa,  Claims  re  Mining 
Rights  :  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  Macdonnell) 
9630  (v). 

Canadian  Mining  Institute  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7247  (iv). 

Canadian  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  68  (Mr.  La- 
mont)  V,  986  ;  2°*,  1101  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3**,  4269  (Hi)  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9078  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  72). 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  66  (Mr.  Bole) 
1°*,  986  ;  2*.  1101  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*. 
2042  (11).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  73). 

C.P.R.  Land  Tax  Exemption,  Interpretation,  Ac: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  730  (1). 

 Taxation,  re  Municipalities,  Judgment  of 

Sup.  Court  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
on  M.  for  Sup..  2022  (ii). 

C.P.R.  Lands  Taxation   re   Autonomy  B.  69  : 
6049  (It). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  Ac. 

Canadian  Products  sent  to  Mexico,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (William  Mulock)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (1). 

Canadian  Shippers,  and  Atlantic  SS.  Contracts 
with  Armours,  &c.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor) 
4235  (ill). 

Canadian  Yukon  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  165 
(Mr.  Campbell)  1°»,  6232  ;  2°*,  7218  (iv)  ;  In 
Com.,  and  30*,  8655  (v).  •  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
76). 

CANALS : 

Arbitrations  and  Awards  re  Canals,  &c.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1608  (i). 
Atwater  Bridge  over  Lachlne  Canal,  Contract 

re,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  7261  (lv). 
 Name  of  Contractor,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Monk)  7422  (iv). 
E 


CANALS — Con. 
Beauharnois  Canal  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6307  (Iv). 

 Water    Power,    Utilization:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  la  Com.  of  Sup.,  6307  (lv). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1604  (1). 

Burrit's  Rapids  Locks,  Dismissal,  Ac.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Retd)  8384  (v). 
Canal  Tools,  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1546. 
Cardinal  Canal,  Claims  for  Damages  re  'Con- 
tractors :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1220  (i). 
 Swing  Bridge  and  Wharf  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  J.  D.  Reld)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1418  (1). 
Carillon  and  Grenville  Canals,  Guide  Piers  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6305  (iv). 
Chambly  Canal,  Macadamizing  Road  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9378  (v). 
 Ste.  Therese  Island  Culvert  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6301  (iv). 
Cornwall   Canal,  Concreting  Apparatus  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6298  (lv). 
 Dredging,  Contract  re  Advertising,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  588,  686  (1). 
 Employees  for  Oct.  and   Nov.,   1904  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  107  (I). 

 Enlargement  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1219  (1). 

 Lock  Repairs  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1494 


(1). 


Stone    Facing    between    Locks  ; 


m 


Com.  of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 
Cote.  St.  Paul,  Bridge,  Lachlne   Canal  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6294  (lv). 
 Water  Power,  Lease  to  J.  Frothtag- 

ham  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  3360  (II). 
Culbute  Canal,  Litigation  re  Flooding,  Ac.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1522  (i). 

Deptl.  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1219  (i)  ; 
9061  (v). 

Dep.  Minister  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  Butler  and 
Superannuation  of  Mr.  Schreiber,  Duties  as- 
signed to,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 9678  (v). 

Farran's  Point  Gas  Plant  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6308  (iv). 

Galops  Channel,  Completion  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1230  (1). 
 Enlargement  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1220 


(I). 


Removing   Shoals  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 


9364  (v). 

 Repairs  re  Leakage  : 


In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1492  (I). 

Gamebrldge  Mason  Inspector,  Dismissal,  Im- 
perfect Ret.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4750, 
5600  (ill). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  Foster)  8004 

(v). 

See  *  Ritchie.' 
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CANALS— Con. 
Orenvllle  Canal,  Appnmt.  of  Inspector  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Perley)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1509  (i). 

 Guide  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499  (I). 

Hanault,  L.  0.,  Payments  re  Lachine  Canal  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6299  (iv). 
Holland  River  Improvements  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9359  (v). 
Inspection  and  Surveys  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 

•ter)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1509  (1). 
Lachine  Canal,  Cote   St.  Paul,  Water-power 

used   for    Manufacturers  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1516  (1). 
 Enlargement  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6294 

(iv). 

 Installation  of  Electrical  Appliances  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9364  (v). 
 Lock  Gates,  Suspension  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6300  (iv). 
 Machinery  for  Shops  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 

1240  (i;. 

 Mill  Street  Paving  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6301  (It). 

 Power  House  Flumea  :  in,  Com.  of  Sup., 

6299  (Iv). 

 Rebuilding  Wall  Basin,  Lock  No.  2  :  In 


Com.  of  Sup.,  1421  (I). 
 Rebuilding  Wharf 


below  Dock 


In 


of 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 


Com.  of  Sup.,  1421  (1). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6306  (iv). 

 St.  Gabriel's  Basin  Walls  :  In  Com. 

Sup.,  9378  (v). 
 Tail  Rac«  Widening 

6299  (lv). 

 Wall  Underpinning  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6298  (lv). 

 Water  Privilege,  Lease  to  Wm.  Parkyn, 

Ac.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  5132  (ill). 
Bee  '  Atwater,'  '  Cote  St.  Paul,'  '  Hanault.' 
Magann  A  Finn,  Payments  to  re  Port  Col- 

borae  Contract  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1232  (1). 
Matthews,  Geo.  Co.,  Claims  re  Damages  by 

Flooding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6303  (lv). 
'  Murray    Canal,    Inspector  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Cochrane)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1612  (i). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1496  (I). 

Payne,  J.  L.,  Salary  Increase  :  in   Com.  of 

Sup.,  9062  (v). 
Port  Colborne,  Breakwater,  Elevator,  Ac, 

Cor.,  Papers,  Ac:    M.    for    Copies*  (Mr. 

Barker)  2067  (11). 
 Deepening  Summit  Level  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1232  (I). 
 Eastern  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


816  (i). 

 Elevator  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1263,  1266, 

1288  (1). 

 Entrance  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1230  (i). 
See  '  WellandV 


CANAiLS — Oon. 
Railways  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.:  Presented 

(Mr.  Emmerson)  908  (1). 
 Delay  in  bringing  down  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  tOl  (1). 
Rideau  Canal  Extension  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1333  (i). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1623  (i). 

Ritchie,   James,   Inspection   of   Masonry  re 

Trent  Canal,  Dismissal,  Ac:  M.  for  Cor.* 

(Mr.  Foster)  2777  (ii). 
See  '  Gamebrldge.' 
St.  Lawrence  Canals,  Deepening  Shoals  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6289  (iv). 
St.  Peters  Canal,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6308  (iv). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6308  (iv). 

St.  Ours  Canal,  Booms  and  Piers  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1499  (1). 
 Landing  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6302 

(iv)  . 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contracts  re  Con- 
struction :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1406  (i). 

 Construction  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1334  (i). 

 Dredging,  U.S.  and  Canadian  Contrac- 
tors, Prices,  *c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Pringle)  589 
(i). 

Soulanges  Canal  Enlargement  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6290  (iv). 
Sunday  Work  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1647  (1).  9383 

(v)  . 

Tay  Canal,  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Hag- 

gart)  1301  (i). 
Tools,  Repairs,  Ac.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1646  (1). 
Trent    Canal,    Claims    for    Damages,  Mr. 

Jas.  Clark,  Cor.,  Ac.:  M.  (Mr.  Ward)  for 

copy,  1395,  (i). 
 Dismissal  of  J.  Ritchie,  Ac:  M.  for 

copy*  (Mr.  Foster)  2777  (U). 
 Incomplete    return  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  4760  (Hi). 
See  'Gamebrldge.' 
 Geo.  Matthews  Co.,  Claim  re  Damages 

by  Flood  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6303  (iv). 
  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499 

(i). 

 Lowering  Floor  of  Lock  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  6302  (lv). 
 McLaren's  Creek  Bridge  :  in  Com.  of 


Sup..  9379  fv). 
 Peterborough  Dam 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6303  (lv). 

 Staff  on  Dams,  taken  by  Dom.  Govt.: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9383  (v). 

 Surveys  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1471,  1476 

(I),  6291  (iv),  9364  (v). 

 letteT  from  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  to  Mr. 

Aylesworth-  Read  (Mr.  Ward)  1476  (i). 

 Surveys  of  Dams  taken   by  Dom.:  in 

|       Com.  of  Sup.,  9376  (v). 
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CANALS — Con. 
Trent  Canal,  Surveys,  Rice  Lake,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Ward)  163  (I). 
See  'Holland.' 
Vanderburg,  Stephen,  Claims  re  Injuries  on 

Wetland  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6305  (It). 
Welland  Canal,  Deepening,  Expenditure,  ftc: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  688  (1). 
— : —  Deepening  Long  Level  :    in   Com.  of 

Sup.,  6290  (iv). 
 Deepening  Summit  Level  at  Port  Col- 
borne.  1263  (1). 
 Electric  Plant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1231 

(1),  9377  (▼). 
 Employees  during  Oct.,   Nov.:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lancaster)  463  (i). 
 Emplymt.  of  Labour,  Political  Influ- 


ence :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lalor)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6855  (Iv). 

 Lowering  Head  of  Lock  No.  1  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6309  (iv). 
 Port  Colborne  Elevator  : 

Sup.,  1263,  1266,  1288  (1). 
 Removal  of  Obstructions  ; 


in  Com.  of 


in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1231  (i). 

 Removal  of  Piers  and  Bridge  Build- 
ing :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1231  (i). 

 Stone  Protection  Works  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1496  (1). 

 Survey  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1234  (1). 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


1620  (1). 

 Water  Power  Leases,  Names,  Quan- 
tity, ftc:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  German)  2097 
(II). 

Bee  '  Magann,'  '  Port  Colborne.' 
Williamsburg  Canal,  Steam  Hoist  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1494  (1). 
Williamsburg  and  Cornwall  Canals,  Water 
Power  Leases,  Dates,  Rentals,  Claims,  ftc: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Broder)  4809  (11). 
Yamaska  Lock  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6868  (lv). 
Canning  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402  (lv). 
Canso  Herring  Industry,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Le- 

furgey)  1146  (1). 
Canso  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023 
(I). 

Canton  Fabre  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7288 
(lv). 

Cape  Road  Crossing,  I.C.R.,  Elimination  of  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6432  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentlne  Harbour  Improvements  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7497  (lv). 

Capital  Account,  I.C.R.,  Total  Expenditure  re  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Chlsholm)  2064  (11). 
See  'I.C.R.',  ftc. 

Caplln  and  Paspebiac  Ry.,  Payments  re  Sub- 
sidy :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Ames)  3203  (fl) 

Carbide  for  Acetylene  Gas  Purposes,  Quantity 
purchased  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  914  (1). 


Carbide  purchased,  ftc.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ganong) 

In  Com.  of  Sup,  1066  (i). 
Carbide  purchased  for  Lighthouses  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2710,  2743  (11). 
See  '  Marine,'  ftc. 
Cardigan  and  Montague  Bridge  Branch,  P.E.I. 

Ry.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2171  (11). 
See  '  I.C.R.-P.E.I.'  ftc. 
Cardinal  Canal,  Claims  for  Damages  re  Con- 
tractors :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1220  (1). 
 Swing  Bridge  and  Wharf  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

J.  D.  Reld)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1418  (1). 
Carillon  Canal,   Fishway,   Construction,  ftc.: 

Ques,  (Mr.  Perley)  2064  (11). 
 remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2910  (11). 

 Guide  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6306  (lv). 

 Works,  Emplymt.  of  Labourers,  Affidavit 

read  re  Politlcail  Influence  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Perley)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6866  (iv). 
Carleton  Co.,  Electoral  District,  Certificate  re 

Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Dep.  Speaker) 

583  (1). 

 Vacancy  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  98 

(1). 

See  '  Borden,  R.  L.' 
Carlos  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (lv). 
Carpets  purchased  by  Govt,  for  House  of  Parlt., 
Quantity,  Value,  Duty  paid,  ftc.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Osier)  8266  (v). 
See  '  Public  Works— Ottawa,'  ftc. 
Carter,  C.  J.,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2183  (11). 

Cascumpec  Sandhills  Channel,  P.E.I.,  Amount 
expended,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  2^73 

(H)  . 

Cast-Iron',  Quantity  furnished  to  Marine  Dept. 
at  Sorel  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2328  (li). 

Castonguay,  Dismissal  and  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  6688  (ill). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  O.  E.  Tailbot)  6653  (iv). 

Catholic  Mutual  Benefit  Association  of  Canada 
B.  No.  93  (Mr.  J.  J.  Hughes)  1"*,  2006  ;  2°*, 
2062  ;  in  Com.,  2769  ;  3'*,  2770  (II).  (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  77.) 

Cattle,  Canadian  Embargo,  6th  Rep.  of  Agri- 
culture Com.:  Presented  (Mr.  Mclntyre) 
8097  (v). 

Cattle  Quarantine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2309  (11), 
6690,  6911  (Iv). 
See  '  Agriculture,'  ftc. 

Caughnawoga  Indians,  Medical  Attendance  :  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  225 

(I)  . 

Celeste  Joly  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  107  (Mr. 
Smith)  1"*,  2184  ;  2**,  2298  (II),  in  Com.,  and 
3°*,  4697  (ill).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  112.) 

Cement :  In  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8985  (v). 

 Tariff  Changes  re  :  In  Com.  on  Customs 


Bill,  9765  (v). 
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Cement,  Testing  Laboratory,  Improvements  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7613  (It). 
Census  and  Statistics  B.  No.  6  (Mr.  Fisher)  1**, 

62  ;  2**,  625  ;  In  Com.,  625;  Res.  prop.,  820; 

In  Com.  on  Res.,  989  ;  If.  for  Com.  on  B., 

1013  ;  In  Com.,  1069,  1467  ;  8**,  1506  (1).  (6 

Edward  VII,  c,  5). 
 Order,  Ques.  of  (Mr.  Honk)  re  Resolution, 

629  (1). 

 Ruling  Reserved  (Mr.  Dep.  Speaker)  632 


(D. 

Census  and  Statistics  Act  Amt.  B.  No:  163  (Mr. 
Fisher)  1*  m.,  6105  (lv)  ;  2°  m.,  8774  ;  in 
Com.,  8776;  8".  8885  (v).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 
6). 

Census  in  Eastern  Townships,  Incorrect  Rets.: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Walsh)  67t>  (1). 
Census  Enumerators,  Appnmt.  of :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Blaln)  In  Com.  on  B.  6,  1078  (1). 
  (1901)  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fisher)  60 

(0. 

 Quinquennial,  re  Alberta,  &c:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 

 Total  Expenditure  for  Completion,  Dis- 
missal of  Staff,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  588 
(1). 

 re  Urban,  and  Rural  Population  :  Re- 


marks (Mr.  W.  Wright)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6274  (lv). 

Central  Counties  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  64  (Mr. 
Stewart)  1'*,  1836  ;  V,  1641  (I)  ;  in  Com., 
3598  ;  3°».  3698  (11).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  78.) 

Central  Trunk  Ry.  Co.;  See  'Ottawa  River  Ry.', 
&c. 

— 

Century  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  B.  No.  49  (Mr. 
Macpherson)  V.  817  ;  2°»,  909  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
2765  ;  3°*.  2767  (11).    (6  Edward  VII,  c,  80.) 
Certificates  of  Masters  and  Mates  B.  No.  3  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  1'*,  9  (i). 
See  '  Masters  and  Mates,'  '  Seamen's  Act,' 
&e. 

Chambly  Canal,  Macadamizing  Road  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9378  (v). 
 Ste.  Therese  Island  Culvert  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6301  (iv). 
Chambord  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7289  (iv). 
Chamolaln's  Monument,  Erection,  Grant  to  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9340  (v). 
Champlaln  '  Str.,  Total  Cost,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Morto)  149  (I). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 
Champlaln  Wharf  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7290  (lv). 

Chance  Harbour  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7497  (iv). 

Chance  Harbour  Breakwater  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Stockton)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9588  (v). 
Chapman,  F.  B.,  Emplymt.  by  Oovt.  on  I.C.R.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1342  (1). 
Charges  of  Management  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  69 

(1),  6249  (lv),  8691,  9062  (v). 


Charlottetown  Station  Accommodation:  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2025  (11). 
 Cor.  and  Reps,  re  Construction  :  M.  for 

copies*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  194  (i). 

 inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  4810  (Hi). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Martin)  60  (I). 

 Track  Extension,  P.E.I.    Ry.:  in  Com. 


of  Sup.,  6433  (iv). 

Chatham  Armoury  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1551  (1). 

 Contract,  Price,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cle- 
ments) 587  (I). 

Chateaiuguay  River  Dredging  and  Enlargement: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6847,.  7322  (iv). 
See  '  St.  Louis,'  &c. 

Chateau  Richer,  Expenditure  by  Govt,  foe 
Public  Works  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Morin) 
109  (1). 

Chateau  Richer,  Harbour  Improvements  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7290  (lv). 
 Montmorency    Wharf,    Expenditure  by 

Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1015  (i). 
 Public  Works,  Dates  of  Payments,  &c.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (11). 
 Removal  of  Obstruction  :  Remarks  (Mr. 


Morin)  1154  (1). 
Chesley  Postmaster,  Vacancy,  Appnmt.,  &c.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Barr)  9081  (v). 
Chezze&cook  (east)  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 

Sun.,  7402  (iv). 
CMcoutlml,  Dredging :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7377 

(lv). 

 PubMc  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1106 


(1). 

Child  Immigration  to  Can.,  Assistance  by  Govt.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  1341  (1). 
 Par.  to  *  Citizen '  re  Mrs.  Close's  Scheme 

(remarks)  1936  (i). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  on  M.  for  Sup., 


2126  (id). 
See  '  Immigration.' 
Chilliwack  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup..  7673  (Iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Act,  Administration  of  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7204  (iv). 

 Salaries  to  Customs  Officers,  Ac. :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  981  (I). 
Choquette,   Judge,  Date  of  Resignation  and 
Appnmt.  to  Senate  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1344 
(1). 

See  '  Political  Crisis.' 

Circulars,  Addressed  to  and  distributed  by 
Orange  Lodges  re  Separate  Schools  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Sproule)  2405  (II). 

 Issued  by  Jacques  Cartier  Club  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  2408,  2410  (ii). 

Circulars  issued  by  Political  Associations  re 
Census,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com. 
cm  B.  5,  1097  (1). 

Citizen's  Bank  of  Canada  B.  No.  133  (Mr.  Barr) 
l0*,  4271  ;  2"*,  4700  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  6973  ; 
Z°*.  5973  (iv).   (6  Edward'  VII,  c,  81.) 
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Civil  Govt.,  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  70,  120 

(1),  6240,  6721  (Iv),  9034  (v). 
Olvll  Service  Appointments  staee  1896,  Inside 

Services,  Names,  Ac.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 

Sproule)  2333  (11). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  685  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sproule)  6808  (ill), 

6232  (lv),  8002  (v). 
Civil  Service  Examiners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6249 

(lv). 

 Report  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

6428  (ill). 

Civil  Servants'  Guarantees  re  P.  O.  Dept.:  Ques. 

(Mr.  CMsholm)  1768  (i). 
Civil  Service  Insurance  Act,  Statement  :  Pre- 
sented (Mr.  Paterson)  64  (1). 
Civil  Service  List  :     Presented   (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  51  (I). 
Clarke,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  2042  (ii),  2108  (II). 

 Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  2108  (ii). 

Clark's  Harbour,  Removal  of  Rocks  from  Chan- 
nel :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (lv). 
Clifton  Breakwater  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7497  (lv). 
Clinton  Post  Office  Buildings  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  862  (i). 
Clerks  of  Works,  Salaries,  &c,  Dom.  Buildings: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (1). 
See  '  Pub.  Works,'  Ac. 
Coal,   Anthracite,   Quantity   used   by   Govt.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  A.  McLean)  192  (1). 
See  '  Pub.  Works,'  Ac. 
Coal  carried  Free  on  LC.R.  to  Ottawa,  1902-3  ; 

Ques.  (Mr.  Kemp)  2065,  2192  (11). 
Coal  Contracts  and  Supplies  for  Penitentiaries  : 

Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  478  (1). 
Coal  for  Govt.  Railways,  Quantity  accepted  from 
N.S.  Mines  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Barker)  2191  (li). 

 Quantity  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  910  (1). 

Coal  Supply  for  Govt.  Steamers,  Handling,  Ac.  : 

Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2613  (li). 
Coatsworth  Customs  Collector,  Salary,  Revenue, 
&c.  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Clements)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  263  (1). 
Cobourg  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1554  (i). 
Cobourg  Piers,  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7648 
(Iv). 

Colborne  Armoury  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1655  (I). 

Cold  Storage  re  Atlantic  Steamers,  and  Thermo- 
graph Records  :  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to 
Com.  of  Sup..  8183  (v). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2774  (11). 

  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  868  (1). 

Bee  '  Thermograph,'  Ac. 

Cold  Storage,  Bait  Freezers,  Mar.  Canada,  Num- 
ber, Location,  &c.  :  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  for 
Ret.,  1769  (1). 

Cold  Storage  Plant  for  Bait,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Ganong)  1505  (1). 


Coldwater  and  Loverlng  Mall'  Contracts,  Ac, 
Remuneration  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  1848 
(i),  2694  (li). 

Colllngwood  Customs  Collector  Watson,  Super- 
annuation. Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  408  (I). 

Colllngwood  Dock,  Conroy  Bros.,  Cheque  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bennett)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6572 
(lv). 

Colllngwood  Dry  Dock,  Payments  by  Govt.,  re 
Bounty.  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  6653  (lv). 

 Mr.  Conroy's  Cheque,  Retention  by  Govt.: 

Statement  fMr.  Fielding)  6654  (Iv). 
See  '  Port  Arthur,'  Ac. 
Colllngwood  Harbour  Improvements  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6849,  7649  (Ir). 
Colonial  Conference  and  Tariff  Revision  :  Par. 
in  Montreal  '  Star '  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  7098  (lv). 
Colonial  Stock  Act,  and  Investment  of  Funds 
in  G.  B.  :  M.  for  Copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  9698  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  9540  (v). 
Colonization  Roads,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7594  (lv). 
Colson,  Mr.  F.,  Duties  and  Salary  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Henderson)  8146  (v). 
Columbia  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  11  (Mr. 
Galllher)  1°«,  317  ;  2'*,  404  ;  In  Com.,  and. 
3«»,  864  (I).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  82.) 
Columbia  River,  General  Improvements  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7573  (iv). 
Commercial  Agencies   in  Can.  Location,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  403  (I). 
Commercial  Agencies  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,.  7208. 

(iv),  9037  (v). 
 Letter  re  Mr.  Jackson's  Ability  (read)  In 


Com.  of  Sup.,  7210  (Iv). 
Commercial  and  Manufacturing  Industries,  Sta- 
tistics re :    Remarks  (Mr.  Macdonnell)  in 
Com.  on  B.  5,  1085  (1). 
Commeroial  Travellers'  Tax  in  Quebec  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  9811  (v). 
Committees,  Sel.  Standing  :     M.  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  7  (1). 

 Lists  :    Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

60  (1). 

 Addition  of  Mr.  Bristol's  Name  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6210  (III). 

 Change    of   Names  :     M.    (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  227  (1). 

 M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  to  add  Names, 

110,  624  (I),  3090  (11),  6576  (ill). 
Commodities,  Packing,  Ac.  :  See  '  Apples.' 
Companies  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  187  (from  the  Sen- 
ate) this  Bill  was  not  read  the  first  time  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 
Congdon,  F.  T.,  Appnmt.  as  Legal  Adviser  to 
Yukon,  Ac.  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Thompson)  7020 
(lv). 
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Congdon,  F.  T.,  Appnmt.  as  Legal  Adviser  to 
Yukon,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  in 
Oom.  of  Sup.,  7717  (lv). 

Conmee  A  Bowman  :  See  '  Port  Arthur,'  &c. 

Conroy  Bros.  Cheque  :  See  '  CoIUngwood  Dock.' 

Consolidation  of  Statutes  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7244  (It). 

Contagious  Diseases,  Prevention  In  Han.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1843  (1). 

Contracts  for  Govt.  Works  :  See  '  Govt.  Con- 
tracts.' 

Controverted  Elections,  Llsgar,  Judges'  Certifi- 
cate :   Presented  (Mr.  Speaker)  9  (1). 
See  '  Dom.  Election  Bills,'  Ac. 

Conventions  between  United  Kingdom  and  U.S. 
re  Personal  Property  :  Remarks  re  Cor. 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1068  (1). 

Copyright  Act  re  Photographs,  Legislation  re 
Amt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1849  (1). 

Cordage  at  Kingston  Penitentiary,  Sale  of  58 
Tons,  Ac.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Clare)  6827  (iv). 

— — •  Plant  established  at   Kingston  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Clare)  2329  (li). 
See  '  Binder  Twine.' 

Cornwall  Armoury  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Prlngle)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1652,  1659  (i). 

Cornwall  Canal,  Basin  Dredging  Contract, 
Amount,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  588  (i). 

 Concreting  Apparatus  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6298  (lv). 

 Dredging,  Contract  re,  Advertising,  Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  686  (I). 

 Employees   for   Oct.   and   Nov.,   1904  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  107  (I). 

■  Employees,  Payment  to  re  Election  Cam- 
paign :  Remarks  (Mr.  Prlngle)  1224  (1). 

 Enlargement :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1219  (1). 

 Lock  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1494  (1). 

 Stone  Pacing  between  Locks  :    in  Com. 


of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 
Corporation,  Trusts,  4c.  :  Remarks  in  Deb.  on 

Address  (Mr.  Maclean)  42  (i). 
Corry  Block,  Rental,  &c.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6818  (iv). 

Cote  St.  Paul,  Bridge,  Lachlne  Canal :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6294  (lv). 

■         Water  Power,  Lease  to  J.  Frothingham  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  3360  (II). 
See  '  Canals.' 

County  Harbour,  Removal  of  Obstructions  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (lv). 

Country  Postmasters,  Increases  in  Salaries:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  148  (i).. 
See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 

Court  Houses,  &c,  N.W.T.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1638  (1). 

Court  Room,  Prince  Albert  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 
124  (1). 

Cow  Bay,  Port  Morlen  Breakwater  :   in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7399  (iv). 


Cow  Bay  Run  Breakwater  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7401  (iv). 

Cowie,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  re  Herring  Ex- 
periments :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  6425  (ill). 

Creameries  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7014  (iv). 

Creameries,  Butter  and  Cheese,  N.W.T.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6938  (lv). 

Creosoted  Timber  for  Piers  and  Breakwater!, 
P.E.I.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1737  (t). 

Criminal  Code  (bawdy  houses)  Amt.  B.  No.  23 
(Mr.  Bole)  1\  450  :  on  Order  for  2*.  733  (i). 

  (summary  appeals)  B.  No.  66  (Mr.  Porter) 

1"*,  1336  (1)  ;  2°  m..  4260  ;  in  Com.,  42(0, 
6137  (iii)  ;  8°  m.,  9699  (v).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c.  10.) 

 B.  No.  67  (Mr.  Guthrie)  1'*,  1421  (i). 

  (trading  stamps)  Amt.  B.  No.  196  (Mr. 

FttzpatrUk)  V  m.,  9075  ;  2**,  9411  ;  In  Com., 
9411  ;  3°  m.,  9624  (v).  (5  Edward  VH.,  c 
8.) 

Criminal  Statistics,  Compilation  of  :    In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1478  (i). 
Crowe's  Landing  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9600 

(v). 

Crown  Casualty  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  No.  125  (Mr. 

Gervals)  M.  to  receive  Pet.,  2203,  2322,  2593; 

1°»,  2593  ;  2,».  3136  ;  In  Com.,  and  f,  3669 

(11).   (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  88). 
Crow's  Nest  Pass   Ry.  Co.,  Passenger  Rates, 

Ref.  to  Ry.  Commission :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Herron)  6836  (tv). 
Oulbute   Canal,  Litigation  re  Flooding,  Ac. : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1622  (1). 

Culling  Timber,  Inspectors,  Ac.  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7236  (lv). 
See  '  Inland  Revenue,'  Ac. 
Culloden  Breakwater  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7401 

(lv). 

Cunningham  Point  Wharf :  In  Oom.  of  Sup., 

7402  (iv). 

Cr-  -  id  Sorel  Bridge  Scandals,  Ref. 

to  In  Debate  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
8142  (v). 

Customs  Tariff  (1897)  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  190  (Mr. 

Fielding)  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 

8888  ;    in   Com.,   8983  ;    1°*   of  B.,   8997  ; 

2«,  9760  ;  in  Oom.,  9760  ;  3'».  9769  (v).  (6 

Edward  VII.,  c.  11.) 
CUSTOMS  : 

Agricultural  Exports  and  Imports,  Duties 
paid,  &c:  M.  for  Ret  (Mr.  Clements)  3203 

(M). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Clements)  909  (i). 

Anthracite  Coal  (Scotch)  imported.  Commer- 
cial Value  Ac  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  9697  (v). 

Boots  and  Shoes,  Imports  and  Exports,  Ac.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7216 
(iv). 
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CUSTOMS — Con. 

B.  C.  Customs  Collector,  Victoria,  Appnmt. 
ot  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  270  (1). 

Chinese  Immigration,  Salaries  to  Customs 
Officers.  &c.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  981  (1). 

Coatsworth  Customs  Collector,  Salary,  Re- 
venue, Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Clements)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  361  (1). 

Collector  at  Victoria,  B.C.,  Appnmt.  of : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  270  (1). 

Collectors'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  407  (1). 

Collections  on  Sundays  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  413  (i). 

Contingencies  :   in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  266  (i). 

Depth  Salaries  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  78  (i),  9069 
(v). 

Dredging  Plant,  Ac,  imported  into  Canada, 
Valuation,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  6425 
(HI). 

 Remarks  re  Answer  to  Ques.  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett) 6691  (111). 

Dumping  Clause,  Customs  Instructions  re,  Ac: 
M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Kemp)  696  (i). 

Duties,  Remission  re  Army  and  Navy  Articles: 
in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6724,  6812  (It). 

Gratuities  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6484  (It). 

Harvey,  N.  B.,  Customs  Collector,  Appnmt.  of: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  9696  (v). 

Hay  exported  from  Quebec  to  Boston,  Num- 
ber of  Tons  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  689  (1). 

Hay  Imports  from  U.S.,  Quantity,  Duties  col- 
lected, Ac.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  1064  (1). 

Imports  and  Exports,  Agriculture  Products, 
Duties  paid,  Ac.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mir.  Clem- 
ents) 3203  (11). 

Imports  and  Exports  for  Home  Consumption, 
Total  Amount  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  380  (1). 

Imports  from  United  Kingdom,  Amounts,  Ac: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  267  (1). 

Imports  under  Preferential  Tariff,  Amounts 
paid,  Value,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  162 
(1). 

Inspectors  of  Customs,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  405  (1). 
Martin,  Bli,  Emplymt.  in  Customs  Dept.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  7097  (It). 
Montreal  Customs,  Dep.  Collector,  Appnmt. 

of :    Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  256  (i). 
Montreal   Free   Port,   Ac.  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Ames)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7317  (lv). 
Morrison,  Hector  D.,  Customs  Officer  at  Pl- 

nette,  P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  A. 

A.  McLean)  2330  (11). 
 Officers'  Uniforms  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

413  (1). 

 Ports.  Expenditure  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

266.  406  (i). 
Preferential  Tariff,  Value  of  Imports,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  152  (i). 


CUSTOMS — Con. 

Remission  of  Customs  Duties  on  Army  and 
Navy  Articles  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Paterson) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6724,  6812  (lv). 

Revenue  collected  in  N.W.  Ters.,  Customs  and 
Inland  Rev.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Roche,  Mar- 
quette) 600  (1). 

Revenue  Cruisers  tor  Customs  :  ta  Com.  of 
Sup.,  409  (I). 

Rouse,  Mr.  David,  Appnmt.  as  Customs  Col- 
lector, Salary,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wdleon) 
452  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bonded  Warehouse  re  Soft 
Coal,  Establishment  ot,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boyce)  5688  (ill). 

Sawlogs,  Export  Duty,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr."  Per - 
ley)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  762  (1). 

Thompson,  Capt.  Thos.,  Preventive  Officer  *t 
Port  Bruce,  Dismissal,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  In- 
gram) 1763  (I). 

Tobacco  and  Cigars  imported  from  U.S.,  Du- 
ties paid,  Ac:  (Mr.  Clements)  5687  (111). 

U.S.  Tariff  Drawbacks  on  Raw  Materials,  Ac: 
M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
746  (1). 

Vegetables,  Canoed,  Preserved,  Ac,  Value  of 

Imports:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Monk)  279  «). 
Yukon  Customs,  Diving  Allowance  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  411  (1). 
Dairying,  Dive  Stock,  and  Fruit  Industries  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6932  (lv). 
Dairy  Products,  Classification  for  Export,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardlns)  7810  (lv). 
Damen,  Wm.  A.,  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  129  (Mr. 

Campbell)  1**,  3834  (U)  ;  2'*,  4700  (BO  ; 

ref.  back  to  Sel.  Com.,  6379  ;  in  Com.,  and 

3*',  7624  (lv)  ;  M.  re  Amta.,  8383  (v).  (6 

Edward  VII,  c,  84.) 
Dams  across  River,  Govt.  Policy  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  (lv). 
David  Thomas  Owens  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  177 

(Mr.  Stewart)  1**,  7642  (lv)  ;  M.  to  place  on 

Orders  for  2°,  8001,  8096  ;  2",  8146  ;  in  Com,, 

8652  ;  8°*,  9049.   (5  Edward  VII,  c,  143.) 
Davie.  Geo.  T.,  Co.,  Wrecking  Plant  re  Snip 

Channel  :   Rematks    (Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2479  (14). 
See  '  Trade  and  Commerce,'  Ac. 
Debates.  Official,  Sel.  Com.:  M.  (»)T   ». .  j 

Daurler)  111  (1). 
 M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  to  add  Name, 

3090  (11). 

 1st.  Rep.  of  Com.:  Presented  (Mr.  Ger- 

vals)  493  (1). 

 M.  to  cone  (Mr.  Gervals)  683  (1). 

 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.:  (presented)  4467. 

 M.  (Mr.  Gervals)  to  cone,  4550  (111). 

 3rd  Rep.  of  Com.:  Presented  (Mr.  Ger- 
vals) 4549  (111). 
I   M.  to  cone  (Mr.  Gervals)  4661  (111). 
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Debates  Committee,  4th  Rep.  of  Com.  :  Pre- 
sented (Mr.  Gervals)  4983  (ill). 

 M.  to  cone,  6034  (111). 

 5th  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Gervaia)  7096 

<lv). 

 —  6th  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Gervals)  9392 


<v). 


■  7th  Rep.  of  Com.:  Presented  (Mr.  Ger- 
vais) 9773  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  Bthier)  to  cone,  9801  (v). 

Debates,  Delay  In  French  Edition  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  239  (1). 

Debates,  Official  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  239  (1),  6592 
(iv). 

Deep  Water  Ways  Commission:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6894  (lv). 
See  '  International  Water,'  &c. 
'  De   Levis,'   Str.,   for  Hydrographlc  Survey, 

Total  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lewis) 

914  (1). 

Demers,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Late  M.P.,  Decease  of  :  Re- 
marks (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  5139  (Hi). 

Dental  Institute  Circulars  :  See  '  Pranking 
Privilege.' 

Depot  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7562  (Iv). 
Descents  dee  Femmes,  Tel.  Lines  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.  9604  (v). 

 Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7307  (lv). 

Desjardlns  Wharf,  Alhimette  Island  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7298  (iv). 
Desks  In  House  of  Commons,  Improvement  In  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1566  (i). 
See  '  House  of  Commons,'  &c. 
Detective  Service  P.  O.  Dept.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

209  (I). 

Devil's  Island  Breakwater,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7402  (Iv),  9561  (v). 
Digby  Pier  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402  (lv). 
Dipper  Harbour  Breakwater,  N.B.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7498  (lv),  9588  (v). 
— ^ —  Construction,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  912 

(1). 

Director  of  Operations  re  Militia  Council  :  Re- 
marks (Mr  Hughes,  Ont.)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
418  (I). 
See  'Militia,'  ftc. 

Disallowance  of  B.  C.  Legislation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Smith,  B.C.)  189  (i). 

Discrimination  in  Freight  Rates  re  Atlantic 
Steamers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  888 
(1). 

See  '  Trade  and  Commerce.' 
Dismissals  from  Public  Office  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  139  (I), 
t  Israeli  Wharf,  Que.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9693  (v). 
 Expenditure  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Morln)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1729  (1). 


i  Divorce  BtU  :  Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) re  Vote,  6406,  6571  (lv). 
See  '  FlU-Slmmons,  Jean  Marie,'  '  Harper 
Geo.  Dance,'  '  Hersey,  Arthur  Howe,' 
'  McDermot,  Clara  Bldwell,'  '  Murphy, 
E.  A.,'  '  Pearson,'  '  Pltblado,  Isaac,' 
Pryor,  J.  A.,'  '  Vlbert,  Philip.' 

Doble,  W.  J.  B.,  Dismissal  as  Postmaster  at 
Thessalon  :  M.  for  Com.  (Mr.  Boyce)  3202 
(11). 

See  '  Thessalon  Postmaster.' 
Dodd,  Judge,  N.S.,  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  124 

(r 

Dog-Fish  Experimental  Works,  Construction  of: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9178  (v). 
Dominion  Annuity  Oo.'s  Incorp.  B.  No.  82  (Mr. 

Bole)  1°»,  1746  ;  2°*,  1891  (1)  ;  In  Com.,  2767; 

3°  m..  2768  ;  3°*,  2960  (11).    (6  Edward  VII, 

c,  55.) 

Dominion  Arsenal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 

  Ammunition,  ftc:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7012 

(lv). 


 Cod.  Gaudet's  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6513  (lv). 

  Establishment  of  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  445 

(I). 

Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  106  (Mr. 

Black)  l"",  2184  ;   2**,  2298  (11)  ;  In  Com., 

4971,  5113  ;  3**,  6113  (Hi)  ;  Sen.  Amta.,  7625 

(iv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  85.) 
Dom.  Buildings,  Engineers,  Firemen,  Salaries, 

&c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6822  (lv). 

 Fuel,  ftc  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6822  (!▼)■. 

 Furniture,  ftc.  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6817 


(iv). 

—  Heating,  ftc. 

—  Rentals,  &c. 


In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1670  (1). 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  166S  (1), 


6818  (iv). 

—  Que.,  'Renewals,  Repairs,  ftc.  : 


In  Com. 


of  Sup.,  1107  (I). 
See  '  Pub.  Works,'  ftc. 
Dom.  Controverted  Elections  Act  Avt.  B.  No. 
169  (Mr.  Fitipatrlck)  1*  m.,  6103-4  (lv);  V, 
and  in  Com.,  8769  ;  8°*,  8885  (v).   (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  8.) 

Dom.  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  9  (Mr.  Guthrie) 

1*  m.,  263  (1). 
 B.  No.  189  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1*  m.,  8775 


(v). 


 B.  No.  194  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1"  m.,  9073 

(v). 

Dom.  Election  Law,  Amt.  Bills  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  9812  (v). 
Dom.  Lands,  Homestead  Inspectors'  Salaries, 

ftc.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6407  (lv). 
 Inspectors'  Salaries  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6410  (iv). 

 Salaries,  ftc.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9251,  9289 

(v). 

Dom.  Lands,  In  N.W.T.,  Open  to  Applicants  for 
Sale,  ftc.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Lake)  1935  (I). 
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Dom.  Lands,  N.W.T.  Sales,  &c.  :  Inquiry  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  2006  (11). 

 Surveys  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8871  (t). 

 Surveys,  Haps,  &c.  :     in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6406,  6424  (lv). 
See  '  Interior,'  ftc. 

Dom.  Lighthouse  Depot,  Kingston,  Establish- 
ment of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  914. 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  915  (1). 

Dom.  Notes,  Printing  In  English  and  French  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet)  6826  (lv). 

Dom.  Police,  Commissioner's  Report  :  Present- 
ed (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  64  (1). 

Dom.  Police,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  138  (1). 

Dom.  and  Provincial  Accounts  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6959  ,  7241  (lv). 

Dom.  and  Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation  of 
Reps.,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9685  (v). 

Dom.  Steamers,  Maintenance,  Purchase  of  Sup- 
plies, &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6464  (lv). 

Dom.  Traffic  Bridges,  Generally  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7692  (lv). 

Doncaster  Indian  Reserve,  Abolition  of  * 
Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  7812  (lv). 

Dorchester  Co.,  Returning  Officers,  Appnmt.  of, 
Cor.,  &c.  :  M.  (Mr.  Morin)  for  Copies*,  916 
(1). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  480 
(i). 

Double  Tracking  I.C.R.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1933 

(i),  2027  (ii),  9390  (v). 
Doucet's  Landing  Dredging  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6S49,  7298  (lv). 
Doughty,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Dom.  Archivist,  Salary  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9053  (v). 
See  '  Agriculture,'  &c. 
Douglastown  Isolated  Block  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9592  (v). 

Doukhobors  Homestead  Entries  re  Village  Lots: 

Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6414  (lv). 
Doutre,  Mr.,  Dismissal    as   Postmaster  from 

Beauharnols  t    Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  142  (I),  6247  (lv). 
Dredging  Contracts,  Govt.  Policy  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  J.  D.  Reld)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1418  (1). 
Dredging  Contract,  Conmee  &  Bowman  :  See 

'  Port  Arthur.' 
Dredges  employed  at  Port  Arthur,  Expenditure, 

&c.  :  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (i). 
Dredges,  Govt.,  Built  at  Toronto  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bennett)  2456  (11). 
Dredging   Plant,  &c,  Imported   Into  Canada, 

Valuation,  &c.  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  5425 

(ill). 

 Remarks  re  Answer  to  Ques.  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett) 5591  (ill). 

Dredging,  B.C.,  New  Plant  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 
7578  (lv). 

 Generally  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7578  (lv), 

9604  (v). 


Dredging,  Man.,  New  Plant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7577  (lv). 

Dredging  In  Mar.  Provinces,  Number  of  Ves- 
sels, &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6890,  7678  (lv). 

Dredging,  Ont.  and  Que.,  New  Plant :  in  Com. 
of  Sup..  7577  (lv). 

 Working  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7679 

(It). 

Dredging,  P.E.I.,  New  Plant  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6891,  7576  (lv). 
Dredging,  System  of  Hiring  Dredges  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Barr)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6842  iv). 
Dredges  used  In  Govt.  Works,  Expenditure  re  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  795 


(1). 


in  Com. 


Dredging  Vessels,  Dom.,  Repairs,  &c. 
of  Sup.,  6890,  7676  (lv). 
See  '  Pub.  Works." 

Dress  Regulation  for  Military  Officers  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  438  (i). 

D.  R.  Fraser  and  Company,  Limited,  Co.'s 
incorp.  B.  No.  119  (Mr.  Oliver)  I**,  2186  : 
2°*,  2773  (ii),  in  Com.,  and  3**,  7625  (lv).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  87.) 

Drill  Hall.  Frederlcton,  Tenders  re  Construc- 
tion :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  729  (1). 

'  Druid  '  Str.,  Expenditure  re  Maintenance  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2703 
(11). 

Drummond  County  Ry.,  Expenditure  on  Capital 
Account,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster) 
2334  (11). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Osier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1941 


(«• 


in 


Ques. 


rn' 


Drummondvllle  Improvements    re  I.C.R 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1960  (I). 
See  '  I.C.R.'  &c. 
Dukls  Indian  Reserve,  Sale  of  Timber  : 

(Mr.  Bennett)  3202  (11). 
Dumping  Clause.  Amts.  re:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln) 
in  Com.  on  Customs  Bill,  9767  (v). 

 Customs  Instructions  re,  &c.  :    M.  for 

Copies  (Mr.  Kemp)  696  (i). 

 Ret.  to  In  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Paterson) 

81  (I). 

Dundas,  Ry.  Mail  Clerk,  Reinstatement  : 
Com.  of  Sup.,  139  (i). 

Dundonald,  Earl  of,  Cor.,  O.C.'s,  &c,  re  Dis- 
missal :  M.  tor  Copies*  (Mr.  Belcourt)  3206 
(li). 

Dundonald  Park  and  Ottawa  Improvement  Com- 
mission :  Remarks,  (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  on 
B.  180,  8686  (v). 

Durham  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7498  (iv). 

Earnings  per  Train  Mile,  I.C.R.,  Stmnt.  :  Read 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9503  (v). 

Easter  Adjournment  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
4750  (lit) 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4375  (ill). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4468  (HI). 
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Eastern  Channel,  St.  Maurice  River  Dredging  : 

In  Com.  of  Sttp.,  7326  (Iv). 
East  Tempteton  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7300 

(lv). 

Echo  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9598  (v). 
Economy  Pile  Wharf  Extension  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9579  (v). 
Educational  Clauses  :  See  '  Autonomy  Bill.'  „ 
Edmonton,  Dom.  Lands  Office  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9550  (v). 

Edmonton  Election,  and  Toronto  Election,  Tests 
re  Fee-ling  of  Country  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  In  Com.,  5886  (111). 

 date  of  nomination  of  Min.  of  Int.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)  In  Com.,  6890  (ill). 

 Certificate  of  Election  ;  Notification  (Mr. 

Speaker)  6131  (lti). 

 Printing  of  Voters  Lists,  Refusal  to  Con- 
servatives, &«.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in 
Com.  on  B.  69,  6862  ;  Names  of  Voters 
(read)  5866  (Ml). 

 Vacancy  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  4200 

(111). 

Edmonton  Jail  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  481,  1638  (1). 

 Extension  of  Building  :  to  Com.  of  Sup. 

9684  (v). 

Edmonton  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup , 
9550  (v). 

Edmonton  and  Qu'AppeTle  Tel.  Lines  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7633  (lv). 
Edmonton,  Yukon  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 

62  (Mr.  Lamont)        1241  ;  2°»,  1339  (1)  ;  in 

Com.,  and  3°*,  4259  (ill).   (6  Edward  VII,  c, 

88.) 

Eel  Cove  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7407  (lv). 
Effront  :  See  '  Jean.' 

Election  General,   tOth  Rep.:   Presented  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler)  8001  (v). 
See  'Dom.  Election  Bills,'  ftc. 

Electoral  Atlas,  Distribution  to  Members  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Fielding)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897 
(iv). 

  New  Edition :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6622  (lv). 
Electoral  Lists  In  N.W.T.,  Names  of  Qualified 

Erectors,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  7422  (lv). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  7684  (iv). 

Electric  Lighting,  Geological  Museum,  Contract 

re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lennox)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

760  (I). 

Electric  Light  Inspectors  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1696  (1). 

Elevator  at  Port  Colbome  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1263,  1266,  1288  (1). 
Elevators  In  Ottawa  Buildings,  Salaries  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6816  (lv). 
See  4  Pub.  Works,'  ftc. 
Embargo  on  Canadian  Cattle  :  See  '  Canadian 

Cattle.' 


'  Emigration  of  State  Children,'  Cor.  with  Mr.  C. 

Kinloch  Cooke  :  Ques.  (Mr.  V.  Wilson)  5178 

(ill).  - 
See  '  Immigration,'  Ac. 
Employees,  I.C.R.,  Messrs.  Weldon,  McDougill, 

ftc,  Political  Partisans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler) 

1146  (1). 

 Pensions.  Legislation  re  :  Remarks  (Mr. 


Macdonald)  9029,  9288  (v). 
Engine  House,  Riviere  du  Loup  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9389  (v). 
See  '  I.C.R.,'  ftc. 
Engineers,  Draughtsmen,  ftc.,  Salaries  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9382  (v). 

 Public  Works  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6895  (l»). 

  Railway  Dept.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1621  (1). 

English  River,  Removal  of  Obstructions :  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9691  (v). 
Entennler,  Mr.  Henry,  Entries  lor  Homestead 

Lands,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  190  (i). 
Eseoumaln  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7303  (Iv) 
Esquimau   and    Halifax  Garrisons,  Situation, 

&c:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9128  (v). 
Esquimau  and  Nanaimo  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  90 

(Mr.  Smith,  B.C.)  I"",  2006  ;  2t"»,  2297  (11) ; 

In  Com.,  and  3**.  4597  (111).   (5  Edward)  VII, 

c,  90.) 

Esquimau  Defences  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 

Esquimau  Naval  Station,  Abandonment  by  Imp. 
Govt.,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Sloan)  188  (I). 
See  •  Halifax,'  '  Militia,'  ftc. 

Estimates,  Delay  In  Suppl.,  Criticism  rt  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  9085  (v). 

Estimates,   (1905-«)  :   Presented   (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  68  (I). 

  (1905)  Suppl.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fielding) 

6165  (iv). 

  (1906)  Suppl.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fielding) 


8718,  9392  (v). 

Exchequer  Court  (railway  debts.)  Act  Amt.  B. 
No.  69  (Mr.  Geoftrlon)  1°  m.,  986  ;  2«*»,  1399; 
in  Com.,  1400  (I),  2105,  3206  (H). 

Exchequer  Court,  Admiralty  Jurisdiction,  Num- 
ber of  Actions,  ftc.:  M.  (Mr.  A.  H.  Clark) 
for  Ret.«,  1770  (1). 

Exchequer  Court  Judgeship  in  Ont.,  Appoint,  re: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6209  (111). 

Exchequer  Court  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup- 
US  (1). 

Excise,  Additional  Remune.-ation  for  Extra 
Works  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1688  (i). 

 Allowance  to  Customs  Collectors  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1669  (i). 

 Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6724  (Iv). 

 Inspectors'  Salaries :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


1679  (I). 

—  Inspectors,  Travelling  Expenses  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup..  1689  (1). 

—  Officers,  B.C.,  Provisional  Allowance-:  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (J). 
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Exhibitions,  (Dom.)  at  New  Wesminster,  B.C., 
Grant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9339,  9608  (v). 

 Generally  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6269  (iv). 

 Liege,  Ac.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1832  (1). 

Expenditure  re  Capital,  I.C.R.,  &c:  Remarks  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1940  (1). 
See  '  I.C.R.,'  Ac. 

Experimental  Farms  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6166  (Iv), 
9608  (7). 

 Distribution  of  Reps.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6926  (iv). 

 Establishment  of  to  Alberta  :  Remarks 


(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6170 
(It). 

Experimental  Station  in  Niagara  District,  Cor., 
&c.:  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Armstrong)  7677  (iv). 

Exports  and  Imports,  Returns,  Issue  of  Month- 
ly Rep.,  and  Indexing,  etc.:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7214  (It). 
See  '  Customs,'  Ac. 

Express  Cos.:  See  '  Ry.  Bill  36.' 

ExtracHction  Cases  by  U.S.,  before  Commis- 
sioners at  Montreal' :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
3937  (li). 

Facer  Solid  Steel  Car  Wheel  Oo.'s  Patent  Relief 
B.  No.  27  (Mr.  Caldwell)  493  ;  2°*,  683  ; 
in  Com.,  1286,  1339  ;  3«*.  1340  (I).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII,  c,  91.) 

Facilities,  I.C.R.,  Increased  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9482  (v). 
See  '  I.C.R.,'  Ac. 

Fairford  River  Bed  Outlet  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7669  (It). 

Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  No.  121  (Mr.  T. 
Martin)  1**,  2681  ;  2°*,  3136  (11)  ;  in  Com., 
and  3°*.  4700  (111)  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  6609  (iv).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  92.) 

Farmlngton  and  Wllmot  Mall  Contractor,  Guar- 
antee, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2330  (11). 

Farran's  Point  Gas  Plant  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6308  (lv). 

Fencing  Wire,  Inspection  by  Govt.,  Ac.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lefurgey)  686  (1). 
See  '  N.W.T.,  Boundary,'  &c. 
Fenian  Raid  Pensions  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6966  ; 

cone,  6961  (iv). 
Fernie,  B.C.,  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1641  (1). 

Fertilizers,    Inspection    of :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Crocket)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (I). 
Fessenden  Wireless  Telegraph  Co.'s  incorp.  B. 

No.  144  (Mr.  Telford)  1°*,  4614  ;    2"*,  4978 

(Hi)  ;    in  Com.,  6380,  6607  ;   3"*,  6609  (iv). 

(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  93.) 
FINANCE  : 

American  Currency,  Circulated  in  Canada, 
Prevention  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bickerdike)  3010 
(H). 

See  '  Foreign,'  '  Silver.' 


FINANCE — Con. 
Assistant  Receiver  General's  Office  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9052  (v). 
Audit  Act  and  Treasury  Board,  Legislation  re: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lennox)  1936  (1). 
See  '  Auditor  General,'  &c. 
Banking  Act  Amts.,  Legislation  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  6112  (iv). 
Bank  Notes,  Supervision  re  Printing  and  Cir- 
culation, Ac.  :    Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6261  (Iv). 
See  '  Dom.  Notes.' 
Binder  Twine  Bounties,  &c.  :  Statement  read 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7221 

(lv). 

Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce- Yukon,  Com- 
pensation re  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9616  (v). 

Charges  of  Management  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
69  (I),  6249  (iv),  8691,  9062  (v). 

Dom.  and  Provincial  Accounts  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6969,  7241  (Iv). 

Dom.  Notes,  Printing  In  English  and  French  : 
Ques.  {Mr.  Paquet)  6826  (lv). 

Estimates,  (1906-6)  :  Presented  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  68  (1). 

 (1906)  Suppl.  :    Presented  (Mr.  Field- 


ing) 6166  (iv). 
  (1906)  Suppl. 


Presentad  (Mr.  Fielding) 
8718,  9392  (v). 
Finance  Dept.,  Private  Sec.  Allowance  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6268  (Iv). 

 Deptl.  Salaries  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  78, 

118  (1).  9060  (v). 
Foreign  Coin  Circulation,  Prevention  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  8776  (v). 
Iron  and  Steel  Bounties,  Payments  re  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7216  (iv). 
Lead  Bounties,  Ac.  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7222  (iv). 
Life    Insurance    Companies    Funds,  Total 
Amount,  Par  Value,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Macdonell)  3201  (11). 
Loans   by  Govt.,  Temporary  or  Permanent, 
Total  Amount,  Rate  of  Interest,  Ac.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kemp)  4921  (ill). 
Manitoba  School   Fund,  Amt.  paid  to  Man. 

Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bole)  379  (1). 
Mint,  Royal,  Establishment  of  in  Can.,  Cor. 
with    Imp.   Govt.  :     M.   (Mr.   Monk)  for 
Copies*,  916  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  cor.  (Mr.  Monk)  2696  (11), 

7124  (iv),  8387  (v). 

 Estimated  Cost  of  Equipment,  Capacity, 

Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  2185  ,  2326  (11). 
See  '  Pub.  Works— Ottawa,*  Ac. 
Montreal  Turnpike  Trust,  Indebtedness,  Col- 
lections, Ac.  :   M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Ret.,  402 
(1). 

Ontario  Subsidies,  Letter  from  G.  W.  Ross  to 
Fin.  Min.  :  Rea<\  (Mr.  Henderson)  6092  (Iv). 
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FINANCE — Con. 

Fenny  Banks,  Charters,  Stmnt.  re  Business, 
ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  687  (i). 

Petroleum  Bounties,  Payments,  ftc.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7220 
(iv). 

P.E.I.  Subsidy,  Additional  Grant,  Cor.,  ftc.  : 
M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  3205  (ii). 
See  '  Marine,'  ftc. 
Provincial  Subsidies,  Readjustment  re  Memo- 
■  randa,  ftc.  :   M.  for   Copies  (Mr.  Carvell) 
2100  (ii). 

Receiver  General's  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6249  (tv). 

Silver  Coins,  Worn,  ftc,  Redemption  ot:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fowler)  688  (i). 

Yarmouth  Bank  of  N.S.,  Investigation,  Punish- 
ment of  Offenders  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

9690  (v). 

First  Minister  (Increase  of  Salary)  B.  No.  201 
(Mr.  Fielding)  Res.  prop.,  9700  ;  in  Com., 
on  Res.,  9725  ;  1"*  of  B.,  9726  ;  2"*,  9790;  in 
Com.,  9790  ;  3°  m.,  9790  (v).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c.  12.) 

Fiscal  Year,  Change  in  Ending  of,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  on  M.  for  Sup., 
9096  (v). 

Fisher,  Mr.  P.  G.,  Retirement,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lake)  264  (i). 
FISHERIES  : 

American  Fishermen  on  N.  S.  Coasts,  Protec- 
tion re  by  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  K.  Mac- 
lean) 7907  (iv). 

Atlantic  Fisheries  Investigation,  Rep.  re  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  270  (i). 

Bait  Freezers,  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9620  (v). 

  Establishment  in  Canso,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lefurgey)  1146  (1). 

 Mar.  Canada,  Number,  Location,  ftc.  : 


>M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  2067  (11). 

British  American  Fish  Co.,  Contract  re  Fish- 
ing Rights  in  Western  Lakes :  Remarks 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2896  (li). 

B.  C.  Canning  Industries  :  See  '  Salmon  Can- 
ning.' 

Canso  Herring  Industry,  ftc.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Le- 
furgey) 1146  (i). 

Carillon  Canal  Flshway,  Construction,  ftc.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Perley)  2064  (it). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2910  (11). 

Cowie,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  re  Herring 
Experiments  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  5425 
(ill). 

Dog-fish    Experimental  Works,  Construction 

of  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9173  (v). 
Fish-breeding  Establishments,  Maintenance. 

ftc.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6636  (iv). 


FISHERIES — Con. 
Fishing'  Bounty  Distribution,  Expenditure  re : 

in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6636  (iv). 
 Fraud  re  Payment,  Rep.  ot  Mr.  Mathe- 

aon  :  M.  (Mr.  Ganong)  for  Copy*,  1770  (1). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2911  (ii). 

Fish- Curing  Establishments  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9173  (v). 

Fish  exported  into  New  York  State,  Prohibi- 
tion of,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  L.  P.  Demers) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  6177  (Iv). 

Fish  Hatcheries,  Distribution  of  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2904  (11). 

Fish  Hatcheries  in  Lake  Winnipeg:  Remarks 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6635  (Iv). 

Fishing  Regulations,  Conflict  between  Dam. 
and  Provinces,  ftc.  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce) 
4761  (lii). 

Fishing  Rights  in  Estuaries,  Jurisdiction  by 
Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1346  (i). 

Fisheries  Industry,  Commission  of  Investiga- 
tion, Recommendation,  ftc:  M.  (Mr.  Ganong) 
to  adjn.,  6312  (iv). 

 Expenses  re  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9172  (v). 

See  '  Herring,'  ftc. 

Fishermen  Immigrants  from  England  and 
Scotland  for  Cod  Fisheries,  P.E.I. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lefurgey)  586'  (i). 

Fish  Transportation  from  Boston  to  Montreal 
via  G.  T.  Ry.,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  Gervals) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1930  (i). 

Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron  Fisheries,  Re- 
quests for  Investigation,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boyce)  6479  (ill). 

Halibut  Fisheries,  B.C.,  American  Encroach- 
ments, ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Sloan)  585  (1). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award,  Amount  received  by 
Can.  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Plche)  8886  (v). 

Halifax  Fishery  Award  and  Claims  of  P.E.I., 
Memorials,  Cor.,  ftc:  M.  (Mr.  A.  McLean) 
for  Copies,  1386  (1). 

 Distribution  re  Provinces,  Basis  re : 

Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1693  (1). 

 Payment  to  Provs.,  Ret.  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Carvell)  2066  (ii). 

Hatcheries,  N.B.,  Salmon  Pond,  N.B.,  Cost, 
ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Wtlmot)  690  (i). 

Herring  and  Fishing  Industry,  Rep.  of  Com- 
mission, Printing,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  4562  '■•«. 

Herring  Industry  and  Bait  Freezers,  ftc. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lefurgey)  1146  (i). 

Herring  Industry,  Experiments  at  Canso,  N.S., 
Emplymt.  of  Mr.  Cowie  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefur- 
gey) 6426  (Hi). 

Hurley,  J.M.,  Inspector,  Rep.,  Ac:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2895  (ii). 

Inspection,  N.S.,  Violation  ot  Regulations,  ftc: 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9687  (v). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX 


clvii 


FISHERIES— Con. 
Inspectors'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2878, 

2890  (it).  6630  (It). 
James  Bay   Lobsters,    Investigation   re  by 

Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  6475  (iv). 
Lake  Manitoba,  Closing  re  Fishing,  Protests, 

&c:  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2901  (11),  6630  (It). 
Lake  Winnipeg  Fish  Hatcheries  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906  (ii). 
Lobster  Canneries,  Licenses,  Applications,  Ac, 

N.B.  District  No.  1  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  684 

(1). 

 Number  Issued  by  Govt.:  Ques  .  (Mr. 

Ganong)  910  (i). 
Lobster  and  Herring  Industry,  Rep.  of  Com- 
missioners :  Ques.  (Mr.  McLennan)  4371  (ill). 
See  '  Fisheries  Industry,'  ftc. 
Lobster  Fishing,  Open  Season  in  1903-4-5  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  1504  (i). 
Lobster  Fisheries,  Res.  of  Board  of  Trade, 

Moncton  :  Read  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2909  (11). 
Lobsters,  Legal   Length  in  Bay  of  Fundy, 

Changes  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  583  (i). 
Manitoba  Lake  Fishing,  Closing  of.  Cor.,  Pets., 

&c:  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Crawford)  9698  (t). 
Markey,  F.  H.,  Lease  to  re  Fishing  Rights  in 

N.  Western  Lakes  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J. 

Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (it). 
Moose  Lake  Fishing  Licenses,  Grants  to  by 

Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6630  (lv). 
Nelson  River,  &c,  Fishing  Rights  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2896  (11). 
Overseers,  Complaints  against  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6632  (tv). 
Overseers  in  Colchester  Co.,  N.8.,  Number  and 

Remuneration,  &c:   Ques.   (Mr.  Laurence) 

5978  (It). 

Oyster  Culture,  Protection  re :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2912  (11). 
Pound  Net  Licenses  issued  by  Dept.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bennett)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2892  (ii). 
 Little  Current,  Cor.  between  A.  E.  Dy- 

ment  and  Govt,  re  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr. 

Crocket)  1399  (I). 
P.  E.  I.  Fisheries,  Supervision,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

A.  Martin)  1762  (i). 
Protection  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2907  (II), 

6630  (iv). 

Protection  Service,  Strs.,  Monthly  Pay-roll, 
&c.  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey) 
1350  (i). 

Protection  Steamers,  Names,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lewis)  1347  (1). 
See  '  Marine/  &c. 
Salmon  Canning  Fisheries,  B.C.,  Suspension, 

&c,  Representations  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 

269  (1). 


FISHERIES — Oon. 
Salmon  Hatcheries  and  Provincial  Fishing  Li- 
censes :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  ot 
Sup.,  2906  (11). 

Fltz-Slmons,  Jean  Marie,  Relief  B.  No.  130  (Mr. 
Calvert)  1°*,  4081  ;  2"*,  4414  (ill)  ;  In  Com., 
6377  ;  3°  m..  6378  (iv).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c 
94.) 

Fog  Horns,  Toronto  Harbour,  Testing,  &c. 
Complaints  re  :  Cor.,  &c,  Read  (Mr.  Kemp) 
9281  (v). 
See  '  Marine/  &c. 

Fog  Signals,  Submarine  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (1). 

Foote,  J.,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6434  (lv). 

Foreign  Coin  Circulation,  Prevention  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  8776  (v). 
See  '  Finance/  &c. 

Forest  Protection  in  Man.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9298  (v). 

Fort  Lawrence  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6838  (It). 

 Name  of  Contractor,  Amounts  paid,  &c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6034  (111). 

Fort  Macleod  Court  House,  Inspection  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Herron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1644 
(1). 

Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  Harbours,  Num- 
ber of  Tenders,  &c. :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6729  (iv). 

Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  Open  Navigation, 
&c:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6646  (lv). 

Fort  William  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  784  (1),  6900  (lv). 
See  '  Pt.  Arthur/  &c. 

Ft.  William,  G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Station  Plans,  filed  1b 
Ry.  Dept.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce)  2009  (11). 
See  '  G.  T.  P.  Ry.',  &c. 

Franchise  Act  (1898)  Amt.  B.  No.  52  (Mr  Fltz- 
pa trick)  1°  m.,  818  (1)  ;  2"*,  2112  ;  In  Com., 
2112  (11),  9198  ;  3°*  9199  (v).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  13.) 

Franking  Privilege  Abuse  re  Circulars  of  Den- 
tal Institute  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  1807  (1). 

 Circular  Issued  by  Jacques  Cartier  Club, 

&c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  O.  E.  Talbot)  on  M.  for 
Wavs  and  Means,  9798  (v). 

 Regulations  after  Prorogation  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Clements)  9396  (v). 

 Use  of  Stamp  re  Documents  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Barr)  5134,  5963  (Hi). 
See  '  Campaign/  &c. 

Frank,  Relief  to  Settlers  re  Land  Slide  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Herron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9603 
(v). 

Frechette,  L.  A.,  Translation  re  Excise  Branch: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (i). 
Fraser  River  Ship  Channel  Protection  Works  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7674  (lv). 
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Fraserville  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7323  (It). 
Fredericton,    Military    Buildings,    Tender  re 

Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  728  (1). 
 Post  Office,  Equipment,  &c.  :  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Crocket)  170  (1). 
 Station  Agent,  Dismissal    of    Mr.  O. 

White  :  M.  for  Oor.  (Mr.  Crocket)  192  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  107  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  Crocket)  698  (1). 


See  '  I.C.R.,'  &c. 
Free  Mall  Delivery,  Total  Cost,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
U.  Wilson)  729  (1). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 
Freeport  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402 
(lv). 

Freetown  Agent's  Dwelling  House,  PJ3.I.  Ry.  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2180  (11). 

Free  Transportation  of  Hay,  Ac,  I.C.R. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kemp)  69  (i). 
See  *  Hay',  '  Passes,'  Ac. 

Freight  Diversion  I.C.R.  and  Traffic  Arrange- 
ments :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2219  (11). 

 Letter  from  C.  W.  Stewart :  Read  (Mr. 

Daniel)  2227  (11). 

Freight  Rates,  Advancement  of  Rebate  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1545 
(1). 

 Discrimination,    Ac.  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Hughes,  Ont.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  890  (1). 
 Increases  of,  Ac:  Statement  (Mr.  Bm- 

merson)  in  Reply  to  Mr.  Taylor,  6112  (iv)  ; 

Cor.  read,  6115  (lv). 
 Ref.  to  Gananoque  and  Fredericton  :  Re- 
ply (Mr.  Taylor)  to  Min.  of  Rys.,  6586  (lv). 
See  ' Agriculture-Holstein,'   'Trade  and 
Commerce,'  Ac. 
Frnde's'  Point  Wharf  Enlargement,  N.S.  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9581  (v). 
Fruit   Growers    Association,    P.B.I.,   Res.  re 

Maintenance  of  Industry  :    Ques.  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  881  (1). 
Fruit  Inspectors,  Number,  Amounts  paid,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  588  (i). 
Fruit  Marks  Act,  Convictions  under  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Gunn)  3010  (li). 
Fruit  Marks  Act,  Inspectors  appointed,  Names, 

Salaries,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Taylor) 

736  (I). 

Fuel  Inspector,  I.C.R.,  Duties,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Foster)  461  (1). 
Fumigating  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1831  (1). 
Furness.  Withy  &  Co.,  Contract  re  S.  African 

Trade  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  971  (1). 
See  '  Trade  and  Commerce.' 
Gabarus  Harbour  Improvements  :   In  Com  of 

Sup.,  7402  (iv). 


Galena  Oil  Co.,  Oil  purchased  for  I.C.R.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2264  (11). 

Gallcian  Vote  re  Edmonton  Election  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  4201  (ill). 
Galops  Canal,  Enlargement  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1220  (I). 

 Channel  Completion  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


1230  (1). 

—  Removing  Shoals  : 

(v). 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9354 


 Repairs  re  Leakage  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1492  (i). 

Gamebridge  Masonry  Inspector,  Dismissal,  Im- 
perfect Ret.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  5600 
(Hi). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  Foster)  8004  (v). 

See  '  Canals,'  Ac. 
Gananoque  Armoury  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (i). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light   Inspection   at  Three 

Rivers,  Total  Cost,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet) 

1760  (i). 

Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection,  Rep.  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1692 
(0. 

Gas  Plant,  Parry  Sound,  Purchase  of  Property  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2712,  2726  (11). 
See  '  Acetylene,'  Ac. 
Gaspe  Basin  and  Dalhousle  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  934  (i). 
Gatlneau  Point  Wharf  Repairs :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7303  (iv). 
Gatlneau  River  Slides  and  Booms  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7630  (It). 
Gaynor-Greene  Extradition,  Charges  against  Mr. 

Lafontaine,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3937 

(li). 

General  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6274  (Iv). 
Geographical  Board  of  Canada,  Rep.:  Presented 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  625  (i). 
Geological  Museum,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

754  (i). 

Geological  Survey,  Appnmts.    and  Absences, 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Perley)  382  (i). 
 Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  122(1). 


6248  (iv). 

—  Director,  Name,  Ac.:  Remarks  (Mr.  R. 
L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9303  (v). 

—  Explorations,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  8669, 
9686  (v). 

 Maps,  Printing  and  Distribution,  Ac.:  in 

Com.  of  Sup..  8670  (v). 

—  Mr.  F.  Nicolas'  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 


9249  (v).  - 
Georgetown,  Increased  Accommodation,  P.E.I. 

Ry.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2179  (11). 
Georgeville  Wharf  Extension  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7402  Civ). 
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Georgian  Bay  Canal  Surreys,  Engineers,  Reps., 
&c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Brabazon)  192  (1). 

  Instructions  re.  Inquiry  for  Copies  (Mr. 

Wblte)  822  (I).  / 

Georgian  Bay  Canal  Surveys  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7637  (lv). 

 Survey  via  French  River,  ftc:  In  Com. 

of  Sup..  9547  (iv). 
Georgian  Bay  Dredging  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6886 

(lv). 

Georgian  Bay  Indian  Surveys  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Sproule)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  236  (1). 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale,  Jurisdiction,  &c: 

Remarks  (Mr.  W.  Wright)  6477  (lv). 
 Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W.  Grant  ;  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bennett)  6479  (iv). 
 Sale    ot  :    Personal    Explanation  (Mr. 


Grant)  6736  (lv). 

Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron  Fisheries,  Re- 
quests tor  Investigation,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boyce)  5479  (ill). 

Georgian  Bay  and  Seaboard  Ry.  Co.'s  incorp.  B. 
No.  35  (Mr.  Grant)  1°»,  493  ;  2°",  583  ;  In 
Com.,  -and  3°*,  1288  (I).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 
96.) 

Gillies  Brothers  Limited  B.  No.  95  ('Mr.  A.  A. 

Wright)  V,  2005  ;  2«*,  2062  ;  In  Com.,  2763  ; 

3'*,  2765  (ii).   C5  Edward  VII.,  c.  96.) 
Glllls,  N.  J.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt,  at  St.  Louis 

Exhibition  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  3361 

(U). 

Glmli  Wharf,  Lake  Winnipeg  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
7673  Civ). 

Glace  Bay,  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  9577  (v). 
 Public  Building,  Purchase  of  Site  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blaln)  9697  (v). 

 Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034  (1). 

Glanders,  Spread  among  Horses,  Prevention  of 

by  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6690  (lv). 
Glenn  Ross  P.O.,  Abolition  of,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Porter)  1149  (1). 
Godbout,  Mr.  J.,  Lighthouse-keeper,  Political 

Partisanship  re  Dom.  Elections  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Monk)  1343  (1). 
Goderich  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7653  (iv). 
Goderich  Mail  Contract,  Tender  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Gunn)  2493  (11). 
Gold  Medal  Furniture  Manufacturing  Co.'s  Pa- 
tent Relief  B.  No.  102  (Mr.  Campbell)  1°«, 

2184  ;  2°*,  2297  ;  In  Com.,  3399  ;  3°«,  3400  (ii). 

(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  97.) 
Gold  of  the  Yukon  purchased  by  Govt. :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Thompson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6264  (lv). 
Goodwin  Car  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  17  (Mr. 

Blckerdlke)  1°*.  317  ;  2°*.  416  (1). 
Govt.  Business,  Precedence  on  Mondays  :  M. 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  3361  (II). 


Govt.  Business,  Precedence  on  Wednesdays  and 
Thursdays:  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  820  (I). 
See  '  Business.' 

Government  Legislation  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 820  (1). 

Govt. Railways  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  132  (Mr.  Em- 
merson)  1°  m.,  4186  (111)  ;  2°*,  and  in  Com., 
6139,  7683  ;  3°  m.,  7684  (lv).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  36.) 

Government  Railways,  Disposal  of  Old  Rails, 
ftc:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  2066  (11). 
See  •  I.  C.  R.\  '  Old  Ralls,'  &c. 

Govt.  Steamers,  Expenditure  re  Repairs  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Crocket)  1349  (1). 

 Maintenance,  Repairs,  ftc:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2596  (It). 

 statement x  of  expenditure  :   Read  (Mr. 

Prefontalne)  2697  (11). 

 Purchase  of  Supplies  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2617  (11). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 

Govt.  Works  Contract  B.  No.  61  (Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick)  1*  m.,  818  ;  2°*,  1672  ;  In  Com., 
1672  ;  3"«,  1806  (1).   (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  7.) 

Gov.  Gen.'s  Instructions,  Changes  In  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Maclean,  York)  227  (1). 

Gov.  Gen.  Secretary's  Office,  Clerical  Assistance: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6248  (lv). 

 Salarle.s  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  70  (1),  9063  (v). 

I  Grades  and  Curves,  I.C.R.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1987  (I). 

Graeme  Hunter,  Charges  re  Immigration  So- 
ciety :  Ques.  (Mr.  R.  Smith)  2188  (11). 
See  '  Immigration.' 
Grain  carried  and  exported  through  -jlovt.  Ele- 
vators, Arrangements  re  :    Remarks  (Mr. 
Bennett)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1917  (i). 
See  '  I.C.R.' 

Grain  Inspection  Act  (commercial  grades)  Amt. 
B.  No.  174  (Mr.  Fisher)  1°*.  7420  (iv)  ;  Z'*, 
9396  ;  in  Com.,  9895  ;  3°*,  9408  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  14.) 

Grain  Inspection  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6901  (lv). 

Grain  Inspectors,  List  of,  &c:  Read  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7224  (lv). 

Grain  Standards  re  Inspection  :  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Fielding)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9681  (v). 

Grain  Survey  Boards,  Appnmt.  for  Montreal  and 
Toronto  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  910  (1). 

 Pets.,  Memorials,  Ac,  re  :  M.  (Mr.  Ames) 

for  Copies,  1763  (i). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7230  (lv). 

Grain  Warehouses,  Montreal,  Preparation  of 
Plans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pichfi)  1345  (i). 

Grand  Bend  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7663 
(lv). 

Grand  Bend  Pier,  Delay  In  Building,  ftc:  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  1344  (1). 
Grand  Manan  and  Mainland  :  SS.  Subvention  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  922  (l). 
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Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Life-saving  Crew,  Pay- 
ments to,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  4921  (Hi). 

Grand  Mechlns  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7303  (iv). 

Grand  Plies  Dam,  St.  Maurice  River  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7326  (iv). 
Grand  River  and  Western  Power  Co.'s  loeorp.  B. 

No.  122  (Mr.  Zimmerman)  1"»,  2681  ;  2°*,  3136 

(H)  . 

Grand  River,  Ont.,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6873  (iv). 

Grande  Riviere  de  Beaupre  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9692  (v). 

Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  116  (Mr. 
L.  G.  McCarthy)  1°*.  2186  ;  2"»,  8400  (il)  ;  on 
Order  for  Com.,  7621,  7622  ;  in  Com.,  7622, 
7626  ;  3"  m.,  7863  (iv).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 
98.) 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.,  Agreement  with  National  Trans- 
continental Ry.  Act:  Ques.  (Mr.  Barker)  2776 
(11). 

 Commissioners,  Appnmts.,  Total  Amount 

expended  :  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  for  Ret.*,  916  (1). 

 Commission,   Appnmt.   of   Hon.   S.  N. 

Parent  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  699  (i). 

 Commission,  Staff  and  Salaries  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Foster)  688  (1). 

 Commission,  Surveys,  Salaries,  4c:  in 

Com.  of  Sup..  2277  (ii). 

— —  Commission,  Surveys,  4c,  Number  of  Em- 
ployees :  M.  (Mr.  Gervals)  for  Ret.»,  1770 

(I)  . 

 Contracts,  Awarding  of,  4c:  Answer  to 

Question  (Mr.  Emmerson)  9782  (v). 
 Construction,  Location  from  Winnipeg, 

&c,  Rumours  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lamont) 

9814  (v). 
See  '  Route.' 
— —  Contracts,  Winnipeg  Terminals  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  9641,  9812  (v). 
 Construction,  4c:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9498 

(v). 

 Estimates  :    Remarks    (Mr.    Foster)  re 

Discussion,  2182  (ii). 
 Interim  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Emmerson) 

6310  (iv). 

 Plans  re  Terminal  Points,  deposited  with 

Ry.  Dept.:  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Ret.,  917  (i), 
2816  (il). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  1160  (1). 

 Plans  of  Terminal  at  Port  Arthur,  Ap- 
proval of  Location  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce) 
6138  (iv). 

 Questions  answered  by  Ministers  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  1596  (i). 

 Route    proposed,    West    of  Winnipeg, 

Plans,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Roche,  Marquette) 
729  (1). 
See  '  Construction.' 

 Surveys  and  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


G.T.P.  Ry.,  Surveys  In  B.C.,  Information  re  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Sloan)  3009  (ii). 
 Surveys,  Information  given  out  by  Mr. 

Hays  in  Address:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  2007 

(ii). 

 Surveys,  Number  and  Names  of  Em- 
ployees, 4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gervals)  686  (1). 

  Surveys,  O.C.  re  Commission  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Maclean,  Tork)  229  (1). 

 Surveys,  Plans,  Field  Notes,  4c,  Repay- 
ment for,  4c:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9490  (v). 

 Surveys,  Quebec  and  Moncton  Route,  In- 
formation re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  228  (1). 

 Survey  of  Route,  Moncton  to  Winnipeg, 

Information  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 6134  (lv). 

 Surveys  through  Madawaska,  N.B.,  Sug- 
gested Route  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Costlgan)  5688 
(ill). 

 Terminals,  Right  of  Way,  4c.  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9498  (v). 
 Canadian    Northern,   Joint    Terminals  : 


Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9499  (v). 

—  Terminals  at  Winnipeg,  Cor.  re  :  Inquiry 


for  (Mr.  Foster)  9641,  9812  (v). 
G.T.Ry.,  Appeal  In  re,  4  Edward  VII.,  c.  31 : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lennox)  9080  (v). 
G.T.Ry.  Arbitration  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  199  (Mr. 

Fitzpatrick)  1*  m.,  9279  ;  2«»,  9280  ;  in  Com. 

9629  ;  3°*,  9629  (v).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  15.) 
G.T.R.  and  I.C.R.  Arbitration,  Information  re  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  68,  166  (i). 
 Arbitration  re  Traffic  Arrangements,  4c: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  1929 

(0. 

See  '  I.C.R.' 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  45  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  1*  m.,  727  ;  2"»,  909  (i)  ;  on  Order 
for  Com.,  2765  ;  in  Com.,  3649,  3879  (ii)  ; 
4123,  4202  ;  3°  m.,  4228  (Hi).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c  75.) 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  B.  No.  46,  Statement  re  Amal- 
gamation with  C.  A.  R.  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 

4222  (111). 

 Statement  re  Mileage  (Mr.  Ingram)  4223, 

4231  (ill). 


2282,  2298  (1)),  7498  (lv). 


 3°  m.,  Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Ingram)  4228 

(HI). 

Grand  View  Station,  Murray  Harbour  Branch 

P.E.I.  Ry.,  Location,  4c,  Cor.  :     M.  (Mr. 

Martin)  for  Copies',  1770  (1). 
Grasshopper  Scourge,  Claims  for  Relief  to  Man. 

Farmers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  S.  J.  Jackson)  909  (I). 
Grass  Seed  Exports,  Quantity  and   Quality : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  913  (1). 
Gratuities  to  Ry.  Employees  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2183  (II). 

See  '  Employees,'  4c. 
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Grazing  Leases,  ftc.  :  Inquiry  for    Ret.  (Mr. 
Sproule)  8629  (v). 
gee  '  Interior.' 

G.  B.  and  Canada  Hail  Subsidy  :     in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  864  (i). 
See  '  Trade  and  Commerce,'  *  Atlantic,'  ftc. 

G.  B.  and  Her  Colonies,  Inter-Imperlal  Parlia- 
ment :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2334  (ii). 

 Oues.  of  Order  (Mr.  Sproule)  2401  ;  Rul- 
ing (Mr.  Speaker)  2401. 

 Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  Ingram)  2402  ;  Rul- 


ing (Mr.  Speaker)  2402  (ii). 
Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.  of  Canada  B.  No.  71 
(Mr.  M.  S.  Schell)  1»«,  1604  ;  2'*,  1710  (i)  ; 
in  Com.,  4258  ;    S°«  4269  (Hi).     (6  Edward 
VII.,  c.  99.) 

Great  Salmon  River  Breakwater  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7498  (ir). 
Great  West  Ry.  Co.  :  See  •  Northwest  Coal,'  &c. 
Gregory,  Col.,  Retirement  of  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Hughes,  Ont.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (1). 
Greece's  Point  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Perley)  2063  (11). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7801  (It). 

Green,  Samuel  H..  Postmaster  at  Kaslo,  B.C., 
Dismissal,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2331 
(ii). 

See  '  Post  Office,'  ftc. 
Grenvllle  Canal,  Appnmt.  of  Inspector  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1609  (i). 

 Guide  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499  (1). 

See  '  Canals,'  ftc. 
Grimsby.  Establishment  of  Experimental  Farm: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6165  (lv). 

Grondine's  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Grosse  Isle  Hospital  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9608  (v). 

Grosse  Isle  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306  (It). 
Grosse  Isle  Quarantine  Station  Improvements  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1108  (I),  6734  (Iv). 

 Steamer  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1838  (i). 

 Telegraph  System  :     in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9604  (v). 

Guelph  and  Georgian  Bay  Ry  Co.'s  B.  No.  100 
(Mr.  Guthrie)  1**,  2108  :  2'",  2297  ;  In  Com., 
and  3'*,  3136  (Ii).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  101.) 

Guelph  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1555  (i). 

Haggard,  Rider,  Rep.  to  Imp.  Govt.,  ftc.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  9623  (v). 

Halleybury,  Lake  Temlscaming  Wharf:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6887,  7556  (lv). 

Haldlmand  Armoury  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lalor)  in 
Com.  of  Sup..  1656  (I). 

Half-Breed  Scrip  issued  to  United  States  Citi- 
zens :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  6311  (iv). 

 Memo,  from  Mr.  Cote  :  Read  (Mr.  Oliver) 

6403  (iv). 
L 


Half-Breed  Scrip  to  non-residents,  Cancellation 
of  O.C.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  6489,  6560 
(iv). 

Half- Breeds  Patents,  Issue  of,  Claims,  ftc:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6907  (lv). 

 Inouiry  for  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  7020, 

7099  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Charges  re  Mr.  McDonald, 

Cor.,  ftc.  :  Read  (Mr.  Foster)  7647  (iv). 
 Chargee,  ftc.  :  Personal  Explanation  (Mr. 


Bole)  7812  (iv). 

—  Charges  re  Mr.  Chaffee's  Claims  : 


Per- 


sonal Explanation  (Mr.  Foster)  7916  (Iv). 

—  Instructionii  ♦»  Judge  Myers  re  Investiga- 
tion :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  7723  (iv). 

—  O.  C,  re  Judge  Myers  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  8003  (v). 

—  patents  issued,  ftc.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 8003  (v). 

—  scope  of  Instruction  to  Judge  Myers  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  8170  (v). 

—  Mr.  Chaffey's  letter  :  Read  (Mr.  Foster) 
8183  (v). 

—  Investigation,  Apppmt.  of  Counsel  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  8528,  8697  (v). 

—  Information  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 
8777  (v). 

—  statement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  8777  (v). 
— •  Investigation  re  Progress,  ftc.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  9726  (v). 

—  inquiry  for  papers  (Mr.  Foster)  7422  (Iv), 
9028  (V). 

—  further  papers  laid  on  Table  (Mr.  Oliver) 


9075,  9179  (V). 
Half-Breed  Scrip,  Unsettled  Claims  in  N.  W. 
Ter.,  Complaints  from  Old  Settlers  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Herron)  9813  (v). 

 Application    by    Norman    Oulette  and 

Others,    Purchase    of,   ftc.  :     Ques.  (Mr. 
Staples)  9078  (v). 
See  '  Immigration,'  '  Indians,'   '  Interior,' 
ftc. 

Half  Island  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.  :   in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9584  (v). 

Halibut  Fisheries,  B.C.,  American  Encroach- 
ments, ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sloan)  686  (1). 

Halifax  and  Canso  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  937  (1). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Defences,  Cor.,  O.  C.'s. 
ftc,  with  Dom.  Govt.  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr. 
Foster)  2334  (II). 

 Abandonment  of  by  G.  B.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  6510  (iv),  9677  (v). 

 Par.  in  Ottawa  '  Journal '  re  Govt.  Con- 
trol :   Read  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1402  (i). 
See  •  Militia,'  Ac. 

Halifax  and  Newfoundland  SS.  Subsidy  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  906  (1). 

Halifax  and  W.  Indies  SS.  Subventions  :  Id 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7087  (lv). 
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Halifax,  Deep  Water  Dredging  re  I.C.R.  Ter- 
minals :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2026  (II). 

 Detention  Hospital  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1037  (0. 

 Dom.  Buildings  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1036 


0). 

See  '  Public  Works,'  Ac. 

—  Fishery  Award,  Amount  received  by  Can, 
Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Piche)  8886  (v). 

—  Claims  of  P.E.I.,  Memorials,  Cor.,  &c: 
M.  (Mr.  A.  McLean)  for  Copies,  1386  (1). 

—  Distribution  re  Provinces,  Basis  re:  Ques. 
(Mr.  A.  Martin)  1683  (1). 

Payment  to  Pro  vs.  Ret.  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 


Carvell)  2065  (11) 
Halifax  Immigrant  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1036  (1). 

Halifax,  I.C.R.,  Increased  Accommodation  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (11),  9391  (v). 

Halifax  Lightship,  Maintenance,  &c.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2708  (11). 

Halifax  Military  Equipment  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6611  (lv). 

Halifax,  St.  John's  Nfld.  and  Liverpool  Mall 
Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (1). 

Hamilton  and  Kilbride  Mail  Contractor,  Dis- 
tance. &c.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  9080  (v). 

Hamilton  Cove  P.O.  Mail  Service  and  Revenue: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  7421  (lv). 

Hamilton  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1S59  (1). 

Hamilton.  Gait  and  Berlin  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  112 
(Mr.  Guthrie)  1"»,  2184  ;  2'*,  2298  (11)  ;  in 
Com.,  and  3"»,  4700  (HI).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
102.) 

Hamilton  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  7556  <lv). 
Hamelln    and   Gosseltn,    Imprisonment,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  1849  (1). 
Hanault,  L.  O.,  Payments  re  Lachlne  Canal  :  in 

Cym.  of  Sup..  6299  (lv). 
'  Hansard  '  Index,  Change  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  In- 
gram) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1570  (1). 
See  '  Debates,'  Ac. 
Harbours  and  Boards  of  Commissioners,  Names, 

Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1063  (1). 
Harbour    Buoys,    Maintaining,    Placing,  Ac, 

Contracts  re :  M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Ret.*, 

917  (1). 

Harbour  Commissioners,  Control  by  Govt.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6725 
<iv). 

Harbours,  Docks  and  Slides,  Working  Expen- 
ses :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7632  (lv). 

Harbours,  Rivers  and  Bridges  Generally  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7575  (lv). 

 B.C.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7673  (lv). 

  Man.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7569  (lv). 

 N.B.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1744  (I),  7497  (lv), 

9588  (v). 


Harbours,  Rivers  and  Bridges,  N.W.T., 
General  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7573 
(lv). 

 N.W.T.  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7573  (lv),  9602  (v). 
 N.S.:  la  Com.  of  Sup.,  1727  (1),  6837, 

7237,  7395  (lv),  9661  (v). 
 N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re  Breakwaters,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In    Com.    of  Sup., 

9553  (v). 

 Ont.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6729,  6869,  7646 

(lv).  9696  (v). 
 Ont.,  Repairs,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7555 

(It). 

 P.E.I.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1734  (1),  9585 


(v). 


 ■  Quebec  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  770  (1),  2448 

(11).  6486,*  6889,.  7286  (lv),  9690  (v). 
See  '  Public  Works,'  *  Marine,'  Ac. 

Harper,  Geo.  Dance,  Relief  B.  No.  154  (Mr.  T. 
G.  Johnston)  V*,  6919  (ill)  ;  2°»,  5976  ;  in 
Com.,  6377  ;  8*»,  6377  (lv).  (6  Edward  VII.. 
c,  103.) 

Harrigan  Cove  Wharf :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7403 
(It). 

Harrison,  Oapt.,  Allowance  re  Services  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6466  (iv). 

Harvey,  N.B.,  Customs  Collector,  Appnmt.  of  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  9696  (v). 

Haultaln,  Mr.,  Letter  re  Autonomy  Bill  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Borden)  on  M.  tor  Sup.,  2493 
2548  (11). 
See  'Autonomy.'  Ac. 

Hawkesbury  Public  Building  :  In  Com  of  Sup., 
1560  (1). 

Hay  exported  from  Quebec  to  Boston,  Number 

of  Tons  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  689  (1). 
Hay,  Free  Transport  over  I.C.R.,  Cor.  between 

Govt.,  Ac.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Foster)  164 
 O.C..  Circulars,  Ac.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 

Foster)  280  (1). 
 Inoulry  (Mr.  Foster)*  for  Ret.,  919  (1), 

2006.  2595,  3460  (II). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Kemp)  69  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1929  (i). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Wlhnot)  108  (1). 

Hay  Imports  from  U.S.,  Quantity,  Duties  col- 
lected, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  1064  (1). 

Hay  Lake-  Channel,  Lowering  of  Water  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.)  701,  1420  (1). 

Herring  and  Fishing  Industry,  Rep.  of  Commis- 
sion, Printing,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  4552  (ill). 

Herring  Industry  and  Bait  Freezers,  Ac.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lefurgey)  1146  (1). 

Herring  Industry  Experiments  at  Canso,  N.S., 
Emplymt.  of  Mr.  Cowle  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefur- 
gey) 5426  (ill). 
See  '  Fisheries.'  Ac. 
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Hersey,  Arthur  Howe  Relief  B.  No.  167  (Mr.  T. 

G.  Johnston)  1**,  6232  :  2**,  6868;  M.  for  Com., 

7624  ;  On  Order  for  Com.,  7682  ;  M.  to  ref. 

back  to  Sel.  Com.,  7682  (iv). 
Hersey,  Arthur  Relief  B.  No.  167  :  H.  (Hr.  L. 

P.  Oemers)  to  employ  Stenographers,  8527 

(▼). 

Hlggln'8  Shore  Pier,  P.E.I.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1734  (1). 

High  Commissioner's  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
120  (i). 

High  Court  Judgeship,  Exchequer  Court  Divi- 
sion, Vacancy  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett) 
5209  (Hi). 

Highland  Cadet  Corps,  Montreal,   Letter  re : 
Read  (Mr.  Monk)  7813  (It). 
See  'Militia,'  &c. 
Hillsborough  Bridge,  P.E.I.  Ry.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2038.  2127  (11). 
See  '  Murray  Harbour.'  &c. 
Hodgtns,  Jonathan,,  Resignation  from  Montreal 
Harbour  Commission :    Ques.    (Mr.  Ames) 
151  (!). 

Hog  Cholera  in  Essex  and  Kent  Cos.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Clements)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6711  (It). 
See  '  Agriculture.' 

Holland  River  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9359  (v). 
See  '  Trent,'  &c. 

Holllday  Bros.,  Contract  re  North  Shore  Navi- 
gation :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  967  (i). 

Hols te In  Breeders,  Complaints  re  Freight  on 
Rys.,  &c.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com. 
of  Sup..  6680  (iv). 

Homesteads  for  Residents,  N.W.T.,  Second  Ap- 
plications, Ac.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Lake) 
2067  (II). 

Homesteads  Inspectors  as  Active  Politicians  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6407 
(lv). 

See  '  Interior,'  &c. 
Honora  Wharf,  Freight  Shed  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9697  (v). 

 Improvements :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6887 

(iv). 

Hope  Island  Timber  Cutting  :  Inquiry  for  Pa- 
pers (Mr.  Bennett)  2759  (II). 
Hospital  Dues  for  Sick  Mariners  Fund;,  Surplus, 
Ac.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
2687  (11). 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  : 

Ballots,  Blank,  Printing,   Custom  re  Pro- 
cedure :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  911  (1). 
Ballot  Box  Frauds  in  Dom.  Elections,  Demon- 
stration re  Fraudulent  Box  :  (Mr.  Porter) 
on  M.  for  Sup.,  9199  (v). 
Ballots,  Blank,  Method  of  Issuing,  Complaints 
re   S.  Lanark  and    Ottawa  :    Ques.  (Mr. 
Sproule)  1342  (1). 
Li 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS— Con. 
Ballot  Boxes,  Payment  to  Mr.  Cayouette  : 

Letter  read  (Mr.  Morln)  989  (1). 
Bills,  Royal  Assent  :  Mess,  from  Dep.  Gov- 
ernor (Mr.  Speaker)  6084  (iv). 

 Com.  from  Gov.  Gen.'s  Sec:  Read  (Mt. 

Speaker)  6991  (iv). 
See  •  Bills.' 

Books  purchased  for  Library,  &c:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  75  (I). 
Borden,  Mt.  R.  L.p  Notification  of  Election 

(Mr.  Speaker)  683  (i). 

 Introduced,  624  (1). 

Carleton  Co.,  Electoral  District,  Certificate 

re  Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  583 

(0. 

 Vacancy  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 

98  (1). 

 Committee  Expenses  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6594  (lv). 

Controverted  Elections,  Ltsgar,  Judges'  Certi- 
ficate :  Presented  (Mr.  Speaker)  9  (1). 

Desks,  in  House  of  Commons,  Improvement 
in  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Cockshutt)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1566  (1). 
See  '  Locked.' 

Doorkeepers  Inattention  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6600  (iv). 

Dorchester  Co.,  Returning  Officers,  Appnmt. 
of.  Cor.,  &c:  M.  (Mr.  Morln)  for  Copies*, 
916  (I). 

Edmonton  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of 
Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  6131 
(ill). 

Electoral  Lists  in  N.W.T.,  Names  of  Qualified 
Electors,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  7422  (lv). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  7684  (lv). 

 Employees  :    Inquiry   for   Ret.  (Mr. 

Sproule)  5209  (Mi). 

Internal  Economy  Commission :  Mess,  from 
His  Ex.:  Read  (Mr.  Speaker)  8  (i). 

 Res.  re  Purchasing  Furniture  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6612  ;  Res.  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  6614  (lv). 

 Reps,  presented  to  the  House  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9076  (v). 

Legislation,  House  of  Commons  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6268  (Iv). 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  7175  (Iv). 

 Vacancy,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Notification 

(Mr.  Speaker)  6474  (lv). 

Library,  Books  and  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  76  (I),  6944  (iv). 

 Enlargement  of,  ttc:   Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6944  (iv). 

 Joint  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Speaker)  8 


(1). 

Locked  Desks  for  Members'  Papers  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6618  (iv). 
See  '  Desks.' 
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HOUSE  OP  COMMONS — Con. 
London  and   N.  Oxford  By-Eleotion,  Issue 
of  Writ  :  Notification  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
6311  (Iv). 

 Issue  of  Writ :  Notification  (Mr.  Speak- 
er) 6473  (ly). 
 Resignation  of  Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  6384  (It). 
See  '  Oxford.' 
Man.  Elections  :  Duties  of  Ret.  Officers,  Ac.: 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1506  (I). 
Manitoba  Election  Returns  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Poster)  1672  (1). 
 Voters'   Lists   returned  to   Clerk  of 

Crown  :    Remarks  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  R. 

L.  Borden)  1405  (i). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control  of  by  Dom. 

Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Greenway)  on  M.  for 

Sup..  6738  (iv). 
Marquette  Voters'  Lists,  Original  Copy  :  M. 

for  Copy*  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  97  (1). 
Meetings  after  six  o'clock,  Recess  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  450  (1). 
Members,  New,  111,  624,  1846  (I),  7420  (lv). 
Messengers,  House  of  Commons  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  240  (1),  6612  (It). 
Ministers,  Absence  from  House :  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  P.  Maclean)  1285  (I). 
Morning  Sittings  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 

9081  (v). 

Nicalet,  Controverted  Election,  Certificate 
from  Judges  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 
9081  (v). 

N.W.  Ter.,  Voters'  Lists :  Inquiry  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  2694  (11). 
Oxford  and  London  Elections,  Resignation  of 

Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzle  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Porter) 

in  Com.  on  B.  69,  8474  (v). 
Oxford  N.,  Electoral  Vacancy  :  Notification  to 

Mr.  Speaker  (Mr.  Sproule)  6961  (lv). 
 Issue    of    Writ  :    Notification  (Mr. 

(Mr.  Speaker)  6046  (lv). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6136  (iv). 

 Certificate  of  Election  :  Notification) 

(Mr.  Speaker)  8177  (v). 
Petitions,  Presenting,  Endorsement  of.  Ac.: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Speaker)  2490  (II). 
P.O.,  Complaints  re  Delivery  of  Mails  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Sproule)  In  Com  of  Sup.,  199 

(I). 

See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 
Purchases,  Auditing  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Poster) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6617  (lv). 
Quebec  Centre  Electoral  Dlstrlot,  Certificate 

of  Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  110 

(1). 

Questions  answered  by  Ministers  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1067  (I). 
Ret.  Officers.  Dep.,  Delay  In  Payments  to, 

Letter  from  Mr.  Walker  :  Read  (Mr.  W.  J. 

Roche)  6560  (lv). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS — Con. 
Ret.  Officers,  Forms  and  Instructions  re  Dom. 
Elections  :  M.  for  Copies*   (Mr.  Barker) 
697  (1). 

 Instructions  re  Form  of  Oath  at  Loo- 
don  and  Oxford  Elections  :  M.  (Mr.  Arm- 
strong) to  adjn..  7331  (lv). 

 for  Mackenzie  and  Dauphin,  Man.  Spe- 
cial Reps.  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
1336  (1). 

Rooms  for  Members,  Allotment  :  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  238,  260  (i). 
Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6268  (iv). 
Selkirk  Ret.  Officers,  Occupation,  Ac.:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Northrup)  1761  (i). 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Conferences, 

Hess,  from  the  Senate  :  Read  (Mr.  Fielding) 

9028  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  Fielding)  to  cone,  9280  (v). 

Sergeant-at-Arms,  Salaries,  &c:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  240  (1),  6610  (lv). 
Sessional  Clerks  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  •  239  (i), 

6596  (lv). 

Sessional  Messengers  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  240 

(i),  6612  (lv). 
Sessional  Pages  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6613  (iv). 
Sessions  of  Parliament,  Delays  in  bringing 

down  Estimates,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

9085  (v). 

Speakor,  Election  of  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
2  (i). 

Speaker,  Dep.:  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  to  ap- 
point, 60  f" 

Stationery  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  238  (I),  6594  (lv). 
Steward  for  Speaker's  Rooms,  Appnmt.  of : 

Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  240  (1). 
Toronto  Centre,  Electoral  District,  Certificate 

of  Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  4370 

ail). 

 Issue  of  Writ,  Registration,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster). 3261  (II). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster  2777  (It). 

 Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  2841  (11). 

 Statement   (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  S362 

Ventilation  In  the  House  of  Commons  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
1665  (i). 
See  '  Public  Works,'  Ac. 

Voters'  Lists,  Algoma,  East  and  West,  Revi- 
sion, Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  694  (1). 

 Edmonton  Election,  Preparation  of : 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6622  (iv). 

 Electoral  Atlas  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6722 

(iv). 

 Macdonald,  Ac:  M.    for   Copy*  (Mr. 

Staples)  697  (1). 
 N.  W.  Ters.,  Use  in  Dom.  Elections, 

1905  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy) 


601  (1). 
See  'N.W.T.' 
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HOUSE  OP  COMMONS — Con. 
Voters'  Lists,  Man.,  Printing,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Roche,  Marquette)  60  (i). 
See  'Man.'  &c. 

 Printing,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897, 

6954  (lv). 

 Unorganized  Ters.,  Cor.  re,  Instruction, 

A.:  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  lor  Copies*.  1397  (i). 

Wright  Electoral  District :  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  1846  (i). 

 Vacancy  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  98 

(i). 

Yukon  Election,  and  Returning  Officer,  Cor.  : 
Read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1254  (1). 

Yukon  Elections  tor  Dom.,  Delay  in  opening 
Ballot  Boxes  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
987  (I). 

 Ret.  of  Member  Elect,  Delay,  &c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Northrup)  453  (1). 

 Returning  Officer,  Information  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1162  (1). 

 Return  of  Member  Elect  :  Telegrams 


Read  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1066  (i). 
Yukon  Territorial  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  2322  (il). 
Howard's  Cove,  P.E.I.,  Surreys  re  Wharf  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lefurgey)  4703  (Hi). 
Hudson's  Bay  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  109 

(Mr.  Calvert)  1°*,  2184  ;  2°*,  2298  ;  In  Com., 

and  3°*,  3136  (11).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  104.) 
Hudson's  Bay  Servants,  Claims  re  Lord  Selkirk's 

Estate,  Cor.,  &c:  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  La- 

mont)  9698  (v). 
Hudson's  Bay,  Sovereignty  over  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

W.  F.  Maclean)  in  Com.  on  B.  69,  6608-9  ; 

Statement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  5609  (Hi). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  Ac. 
Hull  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Perley) 

2064  (11). 

Huot,  Mr.  J.,  Payments  to  re  L'Ange  Oardlen 
Beach  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1343  (1). 

Hurley,  J.  M.,  Fishery  Inspector,  Rep.,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2895 
(H). 

Huron  and  Erie  Loan  and  Savings  Co.'s  B.  No. 
84  (Mr.  Calvert)  1°*,  1788  ;  2°*,  1891  (1)  ;  in 
Com.,  and  8"*,  4697  (111).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
106.) 

Hydrographic  Surveys:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2679  (II), 

6623  (Iv),  9172  (v). 
Ice-Boats,  Renewals,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9177 

(v). 

Ice-Breakers,  Govt.  Steamers,  Repairs,  Ac:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9034  (v). 
•  '  Montcalm,'  Accident  to, .  Information  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4752  (ill). 

 statement  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  4762  (ill). 

— —  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel  :   In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  6464  (iv),  9617  (v). 
See  '  Marine,'  Ac. 


Ice  Jam  in  St.  Lawrence  River,  Oovtl.  Action 

re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Broder)  699  (1). 
foe  Jam  on  Thame*  River  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Cle- 
ments) on  M.  for  Sup.,  1013  (i). 
[deal  Manufacturing  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  No. 

166  (Mr.  Campbell)  1°*,  6232  ;  2°*,  6868  ;  In 

Com.,  and  3"*  7626  ;  M.  re  Amts.,  8383  (v). 

(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  106.) 
Immigration,  Fraudulent  Representation  B.  No. 

120  (Mr.  Logan)  1°  m.,  2323  (11)  ;  2°*,  9699  ; 

In  Com.,  9699  ;  3°*,  9700  (v).  (5  Edward  VII., 

c.  16.) 
IMMIGRATION  : 
Agents,  in  Canada  and  G.  B.,  Ac,  Salaries  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9308  (v). 
 Memo,  from  Toronto  Trade  and  Labour 

Council  :  Read  (Mr.  Osier)  9309  (v). 
Agents,  G.  B.,  Ac,  Salaries,  Ac:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6384,  7685  (iv);  9226  (v). 
 on  Cone:  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  reduce 

Mr.  Nixon's  Salary,  9770  ;  Neg.  (Y.  30,  N.  66) 

9770  (v). 

Associated  British  Canadian  Society,  Charges 
against  Graeme  Hunter  :  Ques.  (Mr.  R. 
Smith)  2188  (11). 

Association  in  Prince  Edward  County  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Alcorn)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7706 
(lv). 

Austrians  stranded  in  Ottawa,  Provision  for, 

Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  4845  (111). 
Bonus  to  Transportation  and  Booking  Agents  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  7811  (lv). 
See  '  North  Atlantic.' 
Children  from  English  Workhouses,  Proposal 

of  Mr.  Neill  :  Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  6188 

(lv). 

 Govt.  Assistance:  Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson) 

1341  (1). 

 Par.    In    *  Citizen '    re    Mrs.  Close's 


Scheme  (remarks)  1933  (i). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  2125  Ml). 
 Cor.  with  Mr.  C.  Klnloch  Cooke  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  6478  (ill). 
 Reply  to  Ques.:  Read  (Mr.  Oliver)  6676 

(HI). 

Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7709  (lv). 

Detention  Hospital,  B.C.,  Proclamation  re : 
Read  (Mr.  Oliver)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9331  (v). 

  Authority,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9927  (v). 

False  Representations  to,  Ac.  :   Remarks  re 
Bills  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8177  (v). 

Farmer,  Bonus  paid  by  Govt.,  Ac  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Monk)  7811  (iv). 

Graeme  Hunter,  Charges  re  Immigration  So- 
ciety :  Ques.  (Mr.  R.  Smith)  2188  (il). 

Haggard,  H.  Rider,  Rep.  to  Imp.  Govt.,  Ac.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  9623  (v). 
See  '  Salvation,'  Ac. 
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IMMIGRATION— Con. 
Immigrants  deported  in  1904-1905,  Nationali- 
ties, &o.  :  Ques.    (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  1592, 
1847  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7702  (Iv). 

 Examination   re    Qualifications,    Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  2187  (11). 
Immigration  Property,  Montreal,  Leases  by 

Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  913  (i). 
— —  Interpreters,  Salaries,  &e.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7701  (iv). 
—  Literature,  Distribution    of  Printing, 
&c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7710  (It). 

 Medical  Inspection,  &c.  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9226  (v). 

 Office,  G.  B.,  Number   of  Employees, 

Salaries,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  692  (1). 
North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.'s  Ten  Year  Con- 
tract re  Immigrants,  &c.  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr. 
Monk)  7906  (It),  8387  (v). 

Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


7705  (It). 

 Inquiry  f6r 

(v). 


(Mr.    U.    Wilson)  8145 


  Remarks    (Mr.    R.    L.    Borden)  8182 

(v>. 

 Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9318  (v). 

 Notice  of  M.  (Mr.  Osier)  9329  (v). 

—  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Osier)  on  M.  for  Sup., 

9437  ;  Neg.  (Y.  40.  N.  76)  9480  (v). 
 Protests  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  8887 

(v). 

See  •  SS.  Subsidies,'  &c. 
Number  of  Immigrants  arriving  in  1904,  &c.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Barr)  1148  (i). 
Peterborough  Immigrant   Homes,  Inspection 

re  :     Remarks  (Mr.  Cochrane)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7694  (iv). 
Preston,  Mt.  W.  T.  R.,  Immigration  Agent, 

Salary,  &c.  Reps.,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk) 

452  (1). 

Salvation  Army  and  Immigration,  Cor.,  &c.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  7684  (iv). 
Salvation  Army  Colonies,  Rider  Haggard's 

Rep.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  V.  Wilson)  6188  (iv). 
Bee  '  Haggard.' 
Skilled    Labour,    Allegations    from  Toronto 

Labour  Council  :    Notice  of   Motion  (Mr. 

Foster)  7424  (i). 

 M.  (Mr.  Poster)  to  adjn.,  7504  (iv). 

 SS.  Steamship  Bonuses   to  by  Govt.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9318  (v). 

 Subsidies  to  S3.   Companies,  Contract 

re  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7699.  7705  (iv). 
Bee  •  North  Atlantic.' 


Imperial  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s"  incorp.  R 

No.  98  (Mr.  Belcourt)  1°*,  2043  ;  2°*,  2297 ; 

in  Com.,  2770  ;    3°*,  2772  (il).      (5  Edward 

VH.,  c.  107.) 
Imperial   Institute,   Can.  Exhibit  :    in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1838  (I). 
Imports  and  Exports,  Agricultural  Products, 

Duties    paid,    &c.  :    M.    for    Ret  (Mr. 

Clements)  3203  (ii). 
Imports  and  Exports  for  Home  Consumption, 

Total  Amount  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  380  (1). 
Imports  from  United  Kingdom,  Amounts,  4c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  267  (i). 
Imports    under  Preferential  Tariff,  Amounts 

paid.  Value,  &c:    Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  IB 

(1). 

Indemnity  of  Members,  Ac.  :  See  '  Senate  and 

House  of  Commons,'  &c. 
Indian  Harbour  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7401 

(iv). 

 Pet.  re  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

8178  (v). 
INDIANS  : 

Agents  acting  as  Magistrates  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Lake)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6646  (iv). 
Blankets,  Clothing,  &c.  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.. 

225  (1). 

B.  C.  Indians,    Miscellaneous  Expenditure: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9389  (v). 
 Industrial  Schools  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6556  (iv),  9339  (v). 
 Travelling  Expenses  re :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6667  (iv). 
Bryce,  Dr.,  Payments  to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6558  (iv). 

Caughnawaga  Indians,  Medical  Attendance: 
Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
225  (I). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrier) 
111  (I). 

Deptl.  Salaries,  Indian  Affairs  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  116  (1). 
Doncaster  Reserve,  Abolition  of  :   Ques.  (Mr. 

Desjardlns)  7812  (iv). 
Dukls  Reserve,  Sale  of  Timber  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bennett)  3202  (il). 
Georgian  Bay  Indian  Surveys  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  236  (I). 
Grants  to  Agricultural  Societies  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  237  (1). 
Half-Breed  Scrip,  Applications  by  Norman, 

Oulette,  and  Others,  Purchase  of,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Staples)  9078  (v). 
Half-Breed  Scrip,  Further   Papers  laid  on 

Table  :    (Mr.  Oliver)  9197  (v). 
Bee  '  Interior/  &c. 
Inspectors,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :     In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6548  (lv). 
Jamieson,  Dr.,  Payment  to    by  Govt,  re  In- 
dian Attendance  :   Remarks   (Mr.  Ingram) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6662  (iv). 
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INDIANS — Con. 
Lands  Management  Fund  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 
236  (i). 

Legal  Expenses  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  237  (i). 
Legal  Expenses  re  Test  Case  at  Oka  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  933S  (v). 
Lire  Stock,  purchased  for  Indians,  Man.  and 

N.W.T.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6639  (It). 
 Statement  :  Read  (Mr.  Oliver)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6643  (It). 
McDonald,  Mr.   J.  L.,  Dismissal  as  Indian 

School  Teacher,  N.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R  L. 

Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6614  (It). 
Indians,  Man.   and  N.W.T.,  Annuities :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6638  (It). 

 Implements  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9836  (v). 

 Provisions,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9338 

(t). 

Medical  Inspection,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6655  (It). 

<~  N.B.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6616  (It). 

 Ont.,  Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  223  (1). 

 P.E.I. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6587  (It). 

Medical  Inspection,  Payments  re  :  Remarks) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6663  (It). 
Moose  Mountain  Indian  Agency,  Letter  from 

Rev.  E.  Mackenzie  :  Read  (Mr.  Ingram)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9337  (v). 
N.B.,  Indians,  Supt.'s  Salary  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9336  (t). 
Indians,  N.S.,  Oeneral  Vote  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6514  (It). 

Oka  Indians,  Settlement  of  Claims,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  235 
(1). 

Ont.  and  Quebec,  Indians,  Medical  Attendan- 
ce :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  223  (1). 

Pemberton  Band  of  Indians,  B.C.,  Purchase  of 
Land  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9339  (v). 

Printing  for  Indians,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6558  (It). 

Promotions,  Indian  Dept.,  Ac:  Cone,  6909  (It). 
 Promotion  of  Mr.    Bray :  Statement 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  6920  (It). 
Purchase  of  Provisions  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6550 

(It). 

Reserves,  Sale  of,  &c:  Remarks  (Mr.  Lake) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6652  (It). 
—  Remarks  (Mr.  S.  Hughes),  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  6663  (It). 
Salaries,  Indians,  N.B.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6616 

(ItJ. 

Seed  Grain.  Indians.  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6539  (It). 

 N.B.  :  In  -Com.  of  Sup.,  6516  (It). 

Schools,  Indian  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  226  (i). 
 Establishment  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Cock- 

shutt)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  230  (1). 

 Mar.  ProTS.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  225  (1). 

 Ont.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  230  (1). 


INDIANS — Oon. 
Stoney  Indians,  Depleting  Game,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Herron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6648 

(iv)  . 

Survevs..  Man.  and  N.W.T.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6662  (iv). 

 Que.  and  Ont.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  286  (i). 

Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  Procedure  re  Sale 

of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Schattner)  9280  (v). 
Treaty  No.  9,  Payments  re  Indians  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9336  (v). 
Unforeseen  Expenses,  Indians  :  in  Com.  of 

Sud.,  6617  (lv). 
Toho  Park  Reserve,  N.W.T.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7719  (iv). 

Industrial  Schools,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9339 
(t). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  176  (Mr.  Bro- 
deur)  1°  m.,  7421  (iv)  ;  2°,  8676  ;  in  Com.,  8676; 
3**,  8686  (v).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  17.) 
INLAND  REVENUE  : 
Adulteration  of  Food,  Centralisation  of  Sam- 
ples :  Remarks  (Mr.  Black)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1717  (1). 

 Violations  of  Act,  Prosecutions,  Ac. : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1699,  1710  (1). 
Cement  Testing  Laboratory,  Improvements  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7613  (lv). 
Culling  Timber,  Inspectors,  Ac.:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7236  (iv). 
Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Brodeur)  51  (i), 

4086  (111). 

Deptl.  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  89  (1),  9069 

(v)  . 

Electric  Light  Inspectors  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1696  (i). 

Excise,  Additional  Remuneration    for  extra 

work  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1688  (1). 
 Allowance  to  Customs  Collectors  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1689  (1). 
 Contingencies  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6724 

(iv). 

 Inspectors'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 

1679  CO. 

—  Inspectors'  Travelling  Expenses  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1689  (1). 
 Officers,  B.C.,  Provisional  Allowance  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (1). 
Fertilizers,  Inspection   of :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Crocket)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (i). 
Frechette,    L.    A.,    Translation    re  Excise 

Branch  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (1). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection  at  Three 

Rivers,  Total  Cost,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet) 

1760  (1). 

Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspection,  Rep.  re : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1693 
(I). 

Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures,  Sala- 
ries, Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1692  (1). 
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INLAND  REVENUE — Con. 
Jams,  Preserves,  Adulteration  of.  Prosecu- 
tions re :  Remarks    (Mr.  Armstrong)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1710  (1). 
Maple  Products,  Adulteration  of,  Prevention 

by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Beland)  1340  (1). 
Methylated  Spirits,   Purchased   by  Exercise 

Dept.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1691  (i). 
Metric  System,  Adoption  of  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1694  (i). 
Preventive  Service  re  Excise  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1688  (1). 
Spirits  In  Bond,  Age  Limit,  4c:  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  P.  Maclean)  in  Com.  on  B.  176, 

8679  (v). 

Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  re,  4c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681 
(1). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspectors  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1692  (1). 
 Travelling  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1695  (1). 

Weights  and  Measures  Standards  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1696  (1). 
Inspection  of  Staples,  Grain,  4c:  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  6901,  7224  (iv). 
Inspector  General  of  Militia  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
437  (1). 

Inspectors  of  Customs,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  405  (i). 

See  '  Customs,'  4c. 
Inspector  of  Insurance  and  Director  General  of 
Public  Health  B.  No.  200  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck) 
1*  m.,  9688  ;  2°*,  In  Com.,  and  3",  9690  (v). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  46.) 
Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures.  Salaries, 
&c:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1692  (1). 
See  '  Inland  Revenue,'  4c. 
INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  : 
Additional  Sidings,  Spur  Lines,  4c.  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1970  (1),  6431  (lv). 
Advertising  Car,  Expenditure  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2257  (11). 
Advertising  In  Newspapers,  4c.  :  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2236  (11). 
Agents,  Dwelling  Houses,  Policy  of  Govt.: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6432 
(lv). 

Amherst  Station  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1983  (i). 

Annual  Statement,  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  Em- 
merson)  1888,  1891  (1). 

Antlgonlsh  Station  Accommodation1 :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1967  (1). 

Arbitration,  I.C.R.  and  G.  T.  R.,  Information 
re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  68,  166  (I). 

Arbitration,  I.C.R.  and  G.T.R.,  re  Traffic  Ar- 
rangements, 4c.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1929  (1). 


INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY — Oon. 
Book-keeping  Methods,  4c:  Remarks  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1928  (1). 
Bridge  Strengthening  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1912 

(I),  9384  (v). 
Campbellton  Station  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1968  (1).  i 
Cape  Road  Crossing,  Elimination  of  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6432  (lv). 
Capital  Account,  Total  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Chisholm)  2064  (11). 
Chapman,  F.  B.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Foster)  1342  (I). 
Coal  carried  to  Ottawa  Free  :   Ques.  (Mr. 

Kemp)  2066,  2192  (II). 
Coal  purchased,  1904,  Quantity  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Daniel)  910  (1). 
Coal  for  Govt.  Railways,  Quantity  accepted 

from  N.S.  Mines  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Barker)  2191 

(H)  . 

Double  Tracking  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  1933  0). 
2027  (ii),  9390  (v). 

Drummond  County  Ry.,  Expenditure  on  Ca- 
pital Account,  4c:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 2334  (11). 

Drummondville  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1960  (i). 

Earnings  per  Train  Mile,  Stmnt.:  Read  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9503  (v). 

Employees,  Messrs.  Weldon,  McDougall,  Poli- 
tical Partisans,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler)  11*6 

(I)  . 

Employees,  Pensions,  Legislation  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Macdonald)  9029,  9288  (v). 

See  '  Pensions.' 
Engine  Houses,  Riviere  du  Loup  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9389  (v). 
Expenditure  re  Capital,  4c:  Remarks  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1940  (1). 
.Facilities,  Increased  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  948 

(v). 

Financial  Statement :    (Mr.  Emmerson)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1888,  1891  (1),  7448  ;  Reply 

(Mr.  Haggart)  7447,  7467  (iv). 
Fredericton  Station  Agent,  Dismissal  of  Mr. 

O.  White  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Crocket)  1M 

(I). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Crocket)  698  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  107  (i). 

See  'White.' 
Freight  Diversion  and  Traffic  Arrangements: 

Remark*  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  2219  (II). 
 Letter  from  C.  W.  Stewart :  Read  (Mr. 

Daniel)  2227  (II). 
Freight  Rates,  Increase  In,  4c:  Statement 

(Mr.  Emmerson)  In  Reply  to  (Mr.  Taylor) 

6112  (lv)  ;  Cor.  read,  6115  (lv). 
 Ref.  to  Gananoque  and  Fredericton : 

Reply  (Mr.  Taylor)  to  Min.  of  Rys.,  6586 

(lv). 
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INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY — Con. 
Fuel  Inspector,  Duties,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 451  (1). 
Galena  Oil  Co.,  044  purchased  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2254  (11). 
See  •  Oil.' 

Government  Railways,  Disposal  of  Old  Ralls, 
&c.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foeier)  2066  (li). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  4751  (111). 

Grades  and  Curves  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1987  (1). 

Halifax,  Deep  Water  Terminals,  Dredging  re 
I.C.R.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2026  (11). 

Halifax,  Terminals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032 
(ii). 

Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9391  (v). 

Hay  transported  free  over  I.C.R.,  Cor.  be- 
tween Govt.,  &c.:  M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Foster) 
164  (1). 

 O.C.,  Circulars,  &c:  M.  for  Copies* 

(Mr.  Foster)  280  (1). 
 Inquiry  (Mr.  Foster)  for  Ret.,  919  (1), 

2005,  2595,  3450  (11). 

 Ques.  (Mt.  Kemp)  69  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Wllmot)  108  (i). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1929  (i). 

Increased  Expenditure  :  Remarks  (Mr.  White) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2216  (ii). 
Indlanitown  and  BlackvUle  Ry.:  in  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  9482  (v). 
I.C.R.  and  P.E.I.  Rys.,  Claims  for  Damages, 

Amounts  paid,  &e.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Kemp) 

383  (1). 

Locomotives,  Purchase  of,  &c.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Blaln)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1964  (1). 
Levis  Property  for  I.C.R.  Purposes,  Charges 

re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  on  M.  for  Sup., 

6668  (It). 

Locomotive  Machinery  for  Shops  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6428  (iv). 
'  Maritime  Express,'  Running  Time  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Lavergne)  6831  (lv). 
M.  C.  B.  Coupler  for  Rolling  Stock,  P.B.I.  Ry. : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2178  (ii). 
Memramcook  Ry.  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1977  (i). 
Mitchell  Bridge  :  In  Com.  of  Sup..  1940  (1). 
Mitchell,  Diversion  of  Line  :  In  Com.  of  Sup. 

1940  (I). 

Monoton,  Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1967  (1).,  9391  (v). 
 Shops,  Capacity  of :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Osier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1966  (i). 
Newcastle  Station  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1967  (1). 
Oil  and  Supplies.  Purchases  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2246  (ii). 
See  '  Galena.' 
Original  Construction  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1912 

(i). 


INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY — Con. 
Parlour,  and  Dining  Oars,  Profits,  &c,  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 
2264  (II). 

Passenger  Stations  and  Freight  Sheds :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1977  (I). 
Passes  over  I.C.R.  tor  Legislators  of  Quebec 

Pro  v.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Gervals)  in  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  1922,  1926  ;   Reply   (Mr.  Emmerson) 

1925  (1). 

Passes  Issued,  &c:  Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2267  (11). 
Pension  Scheme  for  Old  Age  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Macdonald)  2492  (10. 
See  '  Employees.' 
Piotou  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9390 

(v). 

P.E.I.  Railway  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2026,  2127 

(ii),  8692  (v).  ' 
 Agents'  Houses  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2180 

(10. 

 Bloomfleld  Agent's  House  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6432  (lv). 
 Branch  Lines,  Survey  and  Construction, 

Cor.,  &c:  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  for  Copies*, 

916  (I). 

 Cardigan  to  Montague  Bridge  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2171  (li),  9482  (v). 
 Charlottetown,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Station,  Cor. 

and  Reps,  re  Construction  :  M.  for  Copies* 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  194  (I). 
 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  4810 


(iii). 

 Charlottetown  Railway  Station,  Site 

&c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Martin)  60  (i). 
 Charlottetown  Station  Accommodation  • 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2025  (ii),  6433  (lv). 
 Freetown  Agent,  Dwelling  House  : 


in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2180  (ii). 

 Georgetown  Increased  Accommodation: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2179  (ii),  9486  (v). 

Grand  View  Station,  Murray  Harbour 


Branch,  Location,  &c,  Cor.:  M.  (Mr.  A.  Mar- 
tin) for  Copies*,  1770  (i). 

 Kitchen,  Mr.,  Contractor  for  Hillsbor- 
ough Bridge,  &c:  Remarks  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2138  (ii). 

 Kensington  Increased  Accommodation  : 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2178  (II). 
 Land  Expropriations,  Papers  laid  on 

Table  (Mr.  Emmerson)  8528  (v). 
 M.  C.  B.  Coupler  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2178 

(11). 


in 


 Morrell  River  Bridge  Swing  Span 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2177  (ii). 

 Morrell  River  Ry.  Bridge,  Complaints 

re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  6035  (111). 

 Murray  Harbour  Branch  and  Hills- 
borough Bridge  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2038,  2127 
(11),  7494  (Iv),  8692,  9482,  9488  (v). 
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INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY — Con. 

P.E.I.  Ry.,  Murray  Harbour  Branch,  Amount 
due  Contractors,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 
Lean) 2061  (11). 

 Hurray  Harbour  Branch,  Completion, 

&c:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  189  (1). 

 delegation  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 

265  U). 

1  and  Murray  Harbour  Branch  Expendi- 
ture to  Jan.  1st,  1905  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 
Lean) 106  (1). 

 Standard  Gauge,  Cost  of  Construction  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2181 
(11). 

 Stanley  Bridge,  4c,  Surreys  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  266  (1). 

 Stanley  Bridge,  Total  Cost,  Claim  for 

Damages,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  587  (i). 

 Summerslde  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2176  (11). 

 Train  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Mar- 
tin) 697  (1). 

 Vernon  River  Bridge  Branch  Line  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2177  (11). 
—  Water  Service  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2170  (il). 
 West  Cape  Branch  Surveys  :  Ques  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  689  (1). 
■  ■  Westlnghouse  Brakes  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2178  (11). 

 Working  Expenses  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6901,  6908  (lv). 
Private  Cars,  Number,  4c.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2258  (11). 
Receipts  an<|  Expenditures,  Total  Amount : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Poster)  688  (1). 
Revenue  Collections  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2204 

(11). 

Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Lime,  Extension,  4c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Barker)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1981  (1). 

Rolling  Stock  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1986  (1),  2037 
(11),  6428  (lv). 

 Number  added  1900-4:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 

Foster)  736  (1). 

 Stmnt.  of  Estimated  Cost  :  Read  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9501  (v). 

Running  Rights  over  C.  A.  Ry.:  Bee  'Govt. 
Rys.  B.  132/ 

Running  Time,  Connections  at  Montreal  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Morln)  6831  (lv). 

St.  Cyrllle,  Diversion  of  Ry.  Line  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1969  (1). 

St.  Fablen  Subway  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1980  (1). 

Ste.  Flavle  Increased  Accommodation  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9390  (v). 

St.  John  Increased  Accommodation  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9389  (v). 

St.  Lambert  and  Beloeil  Double  Tracking  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2183  (11). 

St.  Molse  Station  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  1976  (1). 


Intercolonial  railway— con. 

Sackvllle  Railway  Station,  Tenders  re  Erec- 
tion, &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler)  6133  (ill). 

Semaphores  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1986  (1). 

Snow  Blockades,  Delay  In  Service,  4c:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2028  (11). 

Station  Accommodation  along  Line  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6429  (lv). 
Steel  Ralls  and  Fastenings  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1988  (1),  2038  (11). 
See  '  Govt.  Rys.',  4c. 
Superannuation     Scheme  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Daniel)  tn  Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (11). 
Sydney,  Increased  Accommodation:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1912  (1). 
 Collections  for  Freight,  4c:  M.  Mr.  A. 

Martin)  for  Ret.,  1767  (1). 
Sydney  Mines,  Extension  of  Line  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1987  (1). 
Ties,  4c:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6429  (lv). 
Time  Table,  Changes  and  Delays  :  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  6827-9  (lv). 
Time  Tables,  Printing  In  English  and  French: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet)  6827  (lv). 
Traffic  and  Freight  Arrangements,  Ac:  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2228  01). 
Traffic  Arrangements  with  Foreign  and  Can. 

Rys.,  Amounts  received  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster) 

4703  (Ui). 

Traffic  Arrangements  with  other  Rys.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Kemp)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1915  (1). 

Train  Service,  Stalled  by  Snowstorms,  Tel.: 
Read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  695  (1). 

 Explanation  (Mr.  Emmerson)  726  (I). 

Transportation  Facilities  re  Fish  Trade  with 
Mar.  Provs.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Gervals)  1930  (1). 

Truro,  Dining  Room  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A. 
McLean)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2255  (II). 

 Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9391  (▼). 

White,  Odbur,  Dismissal  as  Station  Agent  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  107  (t). 

 M.  for  Cor.  re  (Mr.  Crocket)  193  (i). 

 Remarks   (Mr.  Crocket)   In  Com,  «f 

Sup.,  2295  ;  Cor.  (read)  2206  Ulj. 

 Remarks  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  in  Com.  of 


Sup.,  2235  (II). 

Woodlll,  Seymour,  Emplymt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bar- 
ker) 2191  (11). 

Working  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup..  6907  (lv), 
9384  (v). 

Inter-Imperial  Parliament  between  G.  B.  and 
Her  Colonies  :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes) 
2334  (11). 
INTERIOR  : 
Acreage  in  Provisional  District  Alberta,  Sas., 
4c,  Disposal  of,  4c.  :  M.  tor  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Roche,  Marquette)  601  (i). 
Acres  of  undisposed  Lands,  N.  W.  Ters.  :  M. 
for  Ret.*  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  601  (i). 
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INTERIOR— Con. 

Alaska  Boundaries,  Demarcation,  Ac:  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7719  (It). 

Alberta,  Provisional  District,  Acreage  dis- 
posed of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Roche,  Mar- 
quette) 601  (1). 

Assay  Apparatus  for  Geological  Surrey  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  8071  (v). 

Badgley  Island  Timber  Cutting,  Licenses 
granted  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  452  (1). 

Banff  Hot  Spring  Roads  and  Bridges  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6423  (It). 

Banff  Pamphlets,  Printing  and  Distribution  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6424  (It). 

Cabinet  Vacancy,  Interior  Dept.,  Information 
re  (Mr.  Foster)  3460  (11). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4086  (Hi). 

See  '  Interior,'  Ac. 

Colonization  Roads,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  'n 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7594  (It). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
453  (i). 

Deptl.  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  114  (1),  6264 

(It),  9070  (v). 
Dep.  Minister  of,  Resignation,  Appnmt,  Ac  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  4370  (111). 
Dom.  Lands,  Homestead  Inspectors'  Salaries, 

&c.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6407  (It). 
 Inspectors'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6410  (It). 

  Maps,  Printing,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6406,  6424  (iv). 
 N.W.T.,  Open  to  Applicants  for  Sale, 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  1935  (1). 
 N.W.T.  Sales,  Ac.  :    Inquiry  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Foster)  2006  (ii). 
 Salaries,  Ac.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9251, 

9289  (T). 
  Surveys 


In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8671  (t). 


Doukhobors   Homestead  Entries  re  Village 

Lots  :  Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6414  (It). 
Edmonton,  Dom.  Lands  Office  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9560  (t). 
Entennler,  Mr.  Henry.  Entries  for  Homestead 

Lands,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  190  (I). 
Forest  Protection  In  Man.  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9298  (T). 

Geological  Survey,  Annnmts.  and  Absences, 
Ac.  :  Oues.  (Mr.  Perley)  382  (1). 

 Contingencies  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6248 

(It). 

 Director,  Appnmt.,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9303  (v). 
 Explorations.  Ac.  :     In  Com.  of  Sup., 

8669  ;  on  cone,  9685  (v). 
 Maps,  Printing  and  Distribution,  Ac.  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8670  (v). 

 Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  122  (1). 

Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale,  Jurisdiction,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  W.  Wright)  6477  (iv). 


INTERIOR— Con. 
Georgian  Bay  Islands,  Sale  to  Mr.  F.  W.  Grant: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6479  (I.v). 
 Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Grant)  6736 

(Iv). 

Govt.  Lands,  N.W.T.,  Sale  of  In  1903-4,  Rates, 
Ac:  M.  for  O.  C*  (Mr.  Foster)  164  (1). 

Grazing  Leases,  N.W.T.,  Number  issued. 
Names  of  Lessees,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
5478  (111). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sproule)  8529  (v). 

Half-Breed  Patents,  Claims,  Ac.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6907  (iv). 
Half-Breed    Scrip,  Charges  re  Mr.  Chaffee's 

Claims  :  Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Foster) 

7916  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Charges  re  Mr.  McDonald, 
Cor,  Ac  :   Read  (Mr.  Foster)  7647  (lv). 

 Charges,  Ac.  :     Personal  Explanation 

(Mr.  Bole)  7812  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  Issued  to  United  States 
Citizens  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  6311  (lv). 

 Memo,    from  Mr.  Cote  :    Read  (Mr. 

Oliver)  6403  (lv). 

 to  non-residents,  Cancellation  of  O.  C: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  6489,  6660  (iv). 

 O.  C.'s,  Forms,  Ac.  :   Inquiry  for  (Mr. 

Foster)  7099  (iv). 

 Instructions  to  Judge  Myers  re  Investi- 
gation :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  7723  (Iv), 
8170  (v). 

 Mr.  Chaffey's  letter  :  Read  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 8183  (v). 

Half-Breed  Scrip,  O.  C.  re  Judge  Myers  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  8003  (v). 

 Patents  issued,  Ac.  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  8003  (v). 

Half-Breed  Scrip  Investigation,  Appnmt.  of 
Counsel  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  8528,  8697 
(▼)• 

 •  Information  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

8777  (v). 

 •  Progress,  Ac:     Remarks  (Mr.  Foster 

9725  (v). 

 Statement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  8777 


(v). 


Half-Breed  Scrip,  Further  Papers   laid  on 

Table  (Mr.  Oliver)  9075  (v). 
 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  Foster)  7422 

(lv),  9029  (v). 
 '  Issue  of  Patent,  Inquiry  for  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  7020  (lv). 
 Unsettled  Claims  In  N.  W.  Ter.,  Com- 
plaints from  Old  Settlers  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Herron)  9813  (v).  ^ 
Homesteads   for  Residents,  N.W.T.,  Second 

Applications,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Lake) 

2067  (li). 

Immigration  Property,  Montreal,  Leases  by 
Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  913  (1). 
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INTERIOR — Cno. 
Interior  Dcd:.  Appoint,  of  Minister  :  State- 
ment (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  4200  (ill). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  1152  (1). 

See  '  Cabinet.' 
 Dep.  Minister,  Resignation,  &c.  :  Ques. 


(Mr.  Taylor)  4370  (111). 
 Vacancy  In  Cabinet  : 


Remarks  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  3362  (il). 
Leacb,  Mr.  R.  E.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  1161  (1). 
Litigation  .Expenses,  Interior  Dept.:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7720  (It). 
Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Winnipeg,  Payments  to: 
Ques.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  4373,  4457  (ill). 

 Remarks  re  Question  (Mr.  Taylor)  4374 

(Hi). 

Maps  for  Dom.  and  N.W.T.  Engraving,  Ac: 

In  Com.  of  Sup..  7721  (iv),  9307  (v). 
National  Boundary  Fence  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

8672  (v). 
See  '  Wire  Fence,'  Ac. 
Nicolas,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Geological  Survey 

Dept.:  on  Cone.,  9686  (v). 
Nixon,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  as  Lands  Agent  at  Mac- 

leod.  N.W.T. :  Explanation  (Mr.  Oliver)  6110 

(lv). 

 Charges  re  Irregularities  :  M.  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) to  adjn.,  8098  (v). 

  Delays  in  Answers  to  Questions  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Oliver)  9076  (v). 

 Investigation  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

8697  (v). 

 Second  Investigation,  Letter  re  Pay- 


ment of  Money  :  Read  (Mr.  Foster)  9787  (v). 
N.W.T.  Boundary,  Erection  of  Wire  Fencing, 
Contract  re  :    Ques.   (Mr.   Clements)  6478 
(Hi). 

N.W.  Ters.,  Land  Sales  :   Inquiry  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Foster)  1164  (1). 
N.W.  Land  Titles  Office,  Registrars'  Salaries: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9249  (v). 
Patterson,  T.  W.,  Sale  of  Dom.  Lands,  B.C., 

Price  paid,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  4371 

(III). 

Preston,  Mr.,  Immigration  Office  G.B.,  Num- 
ber of  Employees,  Salaries,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Monk)  692  (1). 

Preston,  W.  T.  R.,  Visit  to  Canada  :  Ques; 
(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  461  (1). 

Riding  Mountain  Timber  Reserve,  Change  in 
Boundaries,  Ac.:  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9298  (v). 

St.  Lawrence  Islands,  Govt.  Control  re  Sale, 
Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Walsh)  6477  (iv). 

Saskatchewan  VaWey  Land  Co.,  Issue  of  Pa- 
tents, Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  8267,  8666  (v). 

School  Lands  sold  by  Auction,  in  N,W.T.. 
Number  of  Acres  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  730  (t). 

Schukin,  Ivan,  Homestead  Patent  cancelled  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Lake)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6408 


INTERIOR — Ono. 

Seed  Grain,  Advance  to  Settlers,  N.W.T.:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9307  (v). 

Settlers  Effects,  Duty  re  :  in  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means,  8996  (v). 

Seymour,  Mr.  D.  G.,  Complaint  re  Homestead 
Location  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
9033,  9294  (v). 

Smart,  Jas.  A.,  Dep.  Mln.  of  Interior,  Resign- 
ation, Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  4370  (111). 

Surveys,  Dom.  Lands  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9306 
(v). 

Timber  Limits,  Sale  In  N.W.T.  and  Man., 
Advertisements  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 
Lean) 7097  (iv). 

Tree  Culture  and  Forest  Protection,  Man., 
Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9297  (v). 

Wood,  Major  Z.  T.,  Additional, Living  Allow- 
ance re  Yukon  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9260  (v). 

Toung,  Thoe.  and  G.  C.  McNab,  Dom.  Officials 
and  Political  Organisers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W. 
J.  Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9264  (v). 
Internal   Economy   Commission  :    Mess,  from 
His  Ex.:  Read  (Mr.  Speaker)  8  (I). 

 Res.  re  purchasing  Furniture  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6612  ; 
Res.  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  6614  (iv). 
 Reps,  presented  to  the  House  :  Remarks 


(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9076  (v). 
International  Boundary  Fence  :  See  '  N.W.T. 

Boundary  Line,'  '  Wire  Fencing,'  Ac. 
International  Congress  of  American  is  tes.  Ce- 

bratlon  at  Quebec,  Grant  to  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9622  (v). 
International  Postal  Supply  Co.,  Rent  of  Stamp- 
ing Machines. :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  211  (I). 
International  Terminal  and  Bridge  Oo.'s  lncorp. 

B.  No.  87  (Mr.  T.  G.  Johnston)  1°*,  1933  (1)  ; 

2'*,  2062  ;  In  Com.,  3135  ;  3*  m.,  3135  (11)  ; 

Sen.  Amts.,  9695  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 

108.  ) 

International  Water  Ways  Commission,  Appnmt. 
of  :  Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  701  (1). 
See  '  Deep  Waterways,'  Ac. 

Inter  provincial  and  James  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 
150  (Mr.  Devlin)  V.  6783  (ill)  ;  i",  68W  ;  In 
Com.,  and  3**,  7060  (lv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c 

109.  ) 

Inverness  Mines,  Harbour  Improvements :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  740?  (Iv). 
Inverness,  N.S.,  Postmaster,  Personal  Duties, 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  8886  (v). 
Inverness,  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1040  (1). 

Irish  Cove  Wharf,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9578 

(v). 

Iron  and  Steel  Bounties,  Payments  re  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  7216  (iv). 
Isle  Blsard  Wharf  Butments,  Expenditure  re  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Monk)  2067  (11). 
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Jacques  Cartler  Surveys,  Costs,  Reports,  &c.< 

Ques.  (Hr.  Monk)  693  (I). 
James  Bay  Lobsters,  Investigation  re  by  Qovt.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  6475  (Iv). 
James  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  66  (Mr.  Watson)  1*», 

1336  ;  2'*,  1641  (i)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°*.  4597 

(111).    (6  Edward'  VII.,  o.  110.) 
James  Bay  Ry.,  Deviation  ot  Line,  &c:  M.  for 

Cor.*  (Mr.  Grant)  9697  (v). 
 Maps  or  Plans  re  Location,  Filing  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Grant)  2190  (11). 
'  James  W.\  Schooner,  Rescue  of  Crew  by  SS. 

'  Durango ':  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A.  -McLean) 

419S  (111). 

Jamloson,  Dr.,  Payment  to  by  Govt,  re  Indian 
Attendance  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6652  (lv). 

Jams,  Reserves,  Adulteration  of,  Prosecutions 
re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1710  (I). 

Janvrin's  Island  Wharf:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7406  (lv). 

Japan  Exhibition,  Trade  Increase :  Remarks 
(Mt.  Armstrong)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6273  (lv). 

 Discrimination  re  Canadian  Goods,  Quota- 
tions re  In  'Industrial  Canada':  Read  (Mr. 
Barker)  6654  (lv). 

 Relatione   with   Canada,    Treaty,  Ac: 


Statement  (Mr.  Fisher)  7908  (lv). 

—  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8385  (v). 

—  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  7816  (lv). 


Jean  Effront,  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  33  (Mr.  De- 
mers,  Iberville)  1°*,  493  ;  2°*,  583  ;  in  Com., 
and  3°*.  1766  (I).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  89.) 

'  J.  I.  Tarte '  Dredge,  Defective  Boilers,  Acci- 
dent, &c.  Remarks,  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2466  (II). 

Johnston,  Mr.  T.  G.,  late  M.P.,  Decease  of  :  Re- 
marks (Sir  Wilfrid  Laairler)  8694  (v). 

Jollette  and  Lake  Manuan  Colonization  Ry. 
Co.'s  B.  No.  191  (Mr.  0.  B.  Talbot)  1'*,  9072; 
2°*,  9179  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for  Com., 
9278  ;  In  Com.,  and  3"*.  9340  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  111.) 

Joliette  County  Ry.  Surveys,  Total  Expenditure 
re  :  Ques.  <Mr.  Monk)  1346  (1). 

Judge  Advocate  General,  Appnmt.  of  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Hughes,  On*.)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  424  (1). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act.  (salaries)  Amt. 
B.  No.  204  (Mt.  Fltzpatrlck)  Res.  prop., 
9702  ;  In  Com.  on  Res.,  9740,  9797  ;  1"  of  B., 
2°*,  9792  ;  to  Com.,  9792,  9798  ;  3'*,  9798  (v). 
(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  31.) 

Judicial  Vacancies,  Length  of  Vacancies, 
Appnmts.,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 7423  (lv). 

 Promotions  and  Appnmt.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  8002  (v). 

 Statement  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  8002  (v). 

JUSTICE  : 

Admiralty  Court  Registrars,  Fees,  &c:  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  125  (I). 


JUSTICE— Con. 
Atlln,  B  C.,  Living  Allowance  to  Judge  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9683  (v). 
B.  C.  Judgeship,  Appnmt.  of  W.  W.  B.  Mc- 

Innes  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  382  (1). 
Castonguay,    Dismissal    and    Emplymt.  by 

Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  6688  (ill). 

  Ques.  (Mr.  O.  E.  Talbot)  6653  (lv). 

Consolidation  of  Statutes  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7244  (lv). 

Court  Room,  Prince  Albert  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
124  (1). 

Dodd,  Judge,  Salary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  124  (1). 
Dominion  Police  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
138  (1). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
480  (1). 

Edmonton  Jail  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  481,  1638  (1). 

 Extension  of  Building  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 

9684  (y). 

Exchequer  Court,  Admiralty  Jurisdiction, 
Number  of  Actions,  &c.  M.  (Mr.  A.  H. 
Clarke)  for  Ret.*,  1770  (1). 

 Judgeship  in  Ont.,  Appnmt.  re :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bennett)  6209  (111). 

 Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  126  (1). 

Extradition  Cases  by  U.S.,  before  Commis- 
si an  erg  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
3937  (11). 

Gaynor-Greene  Extradition,  Charges  against 
Mr.  Lafontalne,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
3937  (ii). 

Hamelln  and  Gosselin,  Imprisonment,  ftc: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  1849  (1). 

High  Court  Judgeship,  Exchequer  Court  Di- 
vision, Vacancy  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett) 
5209  (III). 

Judges,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Travelling  Allow- 
ances :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  122  (i). 

Judges  Salaries  in  Tukon  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Fltzpatrlck)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  214  (I). 

Judicial  Vacancies,  Length  of  Vacancies, 
Appnmts.,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
7423  (iv). 

 Promotions    and    Appumt.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8002  (v). 

 Statement  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  8002  (v). 

Justice,  Administration  of,  N.W.T.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  101  (1),  6721  (lv). 
 Prisoners'  Maintenance  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  122  (1). 
Justice,  Deptl.  Salaries:  In  Com.  of  Sup. ,72  (1). 

 Penitentiaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  465  (i). 

Keewatin  Ter.,  Maintenance  of  Lunatics  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7720  (Iv). 
Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  477 

(I). 

Manitoba,  Stony  Mountain  Penitentiary  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (I). 

New  Westminister,  B.C.,  Penitentiary,  Pay- 
ment to  W.  A.  Duncan  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9684  (v). 
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JUSTICE — Con. 
N.  W.  T.  Supreme  Court  Judges,  Additional  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9683  (1). 
Parole  Officer,  W.  T.  Archibald,  Salary  :  In 

Com.,  of  Sup.,  6721  (It). 
Parole  System  for  Convicts  :  Remarks  la  Com. 

of  Sup.,  466  (1). 
Penitentiaries,  General  Expenditure  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  466  (1). 
 Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  271 

(1). 

Prince  Albert  Court  Room  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
124  (1). 

Pi  Ince  Albert  Jail  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (I). 
Reglna  Jail  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (1). 
St.  Regis  Lockup  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  237  (1). 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  480  (1). 
Secret  Service,  Expenditure  re  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6958  (It). 
Sheriffs  of  Yukon,  Allowances  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  132  (i). 
Statutes  Revision  Commission  :  In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  8672  (▼). 
 Completion  of :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 

Borden)  745  (1). 
 Indexing,  &c:  Remarks  (Hr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8673  (v). 
Stony  Mountain  Penitentiary,  School  Fees  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9684  (v). 
Sunday  Observance  Legislation,  Payment  for 

Legal  Services  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6722  (lv). 
Supreme  Court  Bench,  N.S.,  Vacancy,  Appnmt., 

&c.  Delay  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

5036,  6209  (ill),  6837  (lv). 
Supreme  Court  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  126 

(1). 

Three  Rivers,  Additional  Judge  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9682  (v). 
Yukon,  Court  Fees  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  137  (I). 
—  Judges  Allowances  :  lu  Com.  of  Sup., 

126  (i). 

 Law  Books  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  136  (1). 

 Prisoners,  Maintenance  of  :  In  Com.  of 


Kensington  Increased  Accommodation  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2178  (11). 
Kent,  Miss  A.,  Dismissal  as  Postmistress  at 

Kent,  N.S.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2331  (11). 
Kentvale  Postmaster  .  Sureties,  Dismissal,  &c.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  6977  (lv). 
Kentvllle    Militia    Camp,    Purchase    of  Site, 

Charges  re  :   Remarks  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  6666  (lv). 
 Judgment    of    Exchequer    Court,    &c.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6664,  7584  (iv). 
 Rep.  of  Evidence,  Printing,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  8698  (v). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  cone. 


9686  (v). 

 Statement  read  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick)  9706  (v). 

Killam,  Judge  :  See  '  Ry.  Com.  B.  36.' 
[  Killarney  and  Little  Current  Mall  Service,  Ten- 
ders re  Contract,  &c.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Lancas- 
ter) 3669  (ii). 

Kincardine  Harbour,  Piers  and  Dredging  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7568  (iv). 

'King  Edward'  and  'St.  Lawrence'  Strs.,  SS. 
Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  967  (1). 

King,  Mackenzie  :   See  '  Labour  Gazette,'  See. 

•  Klngsford,'  Dredge,  Cost  of  Operating  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  801  (1). 

Kingston  and  Dom.  Central  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  97 
(Mr.  Hartyl  V*.  2006  ;•  2".  2325  (II)  ;  in 
Com.,  and  3"*,  5113  (ill).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
86.) 

Kingston  Lighthouse  Depot,  Establishment  by 

Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  914  (1). 
 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  916  (1). 


Sup.,  136  (i). 

 Witnesses  Fees,  Ac: 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 
135  (1). 

Kamloops,  Lower  Nicola  Tel.  Line  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7610  (IV). 

Kaslo  and  Lardo-Duncan  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  141 
(Mr.  Galliher)  M.  to  receive  Pet.,  3744  (ii)  ; 
4376  ;  1°*,  4550  ;  2°»,  4977  (ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3°«,  6976  (iv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  113.) 

Kaslo,  Dismissal  of  Mr.  S.  H.  Green  as  Post- 
master :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2331  (11). 

Keewatln  Act  Amt  B.  No.  158  (Mr.  Fltzpatrick) 
1°  m.,  6103-4  (iv)  ;  Order  dschd.,  8176  (v). 

Keewatln  Ter.,  Maintenance  of  Lunatics  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7720  (iv). 

Kelly's  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9682  tv). 


Kingston  Military  Stables  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1561  (1). 

Kingston.  N.B.  and  Jubilee  Station  Mail  Con- 
tract, Tenders  re,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler) 
5133  (111). 

Kingston,  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  477 
(1). 

  Military  Barracks  :    In   Com.  of 

Sup.,  1660  (1). 

Kingston,  Smith's  Falls  and  Ottawa  Ry.  Co.'s 
B.  No.  137  (Mr.  Galliher)  1°»,  4650  ;  2°»,  4978 
(ill)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*  6383  (iv).  (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  114.) 

Kitchen,  Mr.,  Contractor  for  Hillsborough 
Bridge,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Armstrong)  Id 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2138  (ii). 

Kootenay,  Cariboo  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 
24  (Mr.  Galliher)  1*»,  493  ;  2°*.  683  ;  In 
Com.,  and  3°*.  1287  (I).  (5  Edward  VII.,  c. 
115.) 

Labels,  Union  :  See  '  Union  Labels.' 

Labourers  employed  by  Govt.,  Political  Parti- 
sanship :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fielding)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6858  (iv). 

Labour  Dept.  Gazette  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7611 
(lv). 
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'  Labour  Gazette,'  and  Partisan  Officials  :  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup..  7511  (v). 
Labour  Deptl.  Rep.  :     Presented  (Sir  Wlltrld 

Laurler)  64  (I). 

 Salaries  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  100  (1). 

Labour  Unions  :  See  '  Aliens,'  '  Union  Labels.' 
Lacbine  Canal,  Cote  St.  Paul,  Water  Power  used 

for  Manufacturers  :  Remarks  (Hr.  Monk)  in  j 

Com.  of  Sun..  1515  (i). 

 Enlargement  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6294  (lv).  j 

 Installation  of  Electrical  Appliances  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9354  (v). 
 Lock  Gates,  Suspension  :     in   Com.  of 

Sup.,  6300  (It). 
 Machinery  for  Shops  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1240  (1). 

 Mill  Street  Paying  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6301  (lv). 

 Power  House  Flumes  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6299  (ly). 

 Rebuilding  Wall  Basin,  Lock  No.  2  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1421  (i). 

 Rebuilding  Wharf  below  Dock  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1421  (i). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. 

 St.  Gabriel's  Basin  Walls 

Sup.,  9378  (y). 

 Tail  Race  Widening 

6299  (lv). 
 Wall  Underpinning  : 


6306  (lv). 
in  Com.  of 


In  Com.  of  Sup., 


In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6298  (iv). 

 Water  Privilege,  Lease  to  Wm.  Parkyn, 

&c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  6132  (Hi). 

Lacbute  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1111 

La  Compagnie  de  Chemln  de  fer  Electrlque  : 
See  '  Three  Rivers,"  Ac. 

'  Lady  Laurler,'  Govt.  Str.,  Accident,  Investiga- 
tion re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2597  (II). 

 Number  of  Crew  a£  Halifax  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Daniel)  2616  (11). 

Lake  Champlaln  and  St.  Lawrence  Ship  Canal 
Co.'s  B.  No.  43  (Mr.  Gervals)  625  ;  2°*, 
864  (I)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3"*,  2042  (il).  (5  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  116.) 

Lake  Champlaln  Co.  :  See  '  St.  Lawrence.' 

Lake  Daulphin,  Lowering  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7669  (lv). 

Lake   Manitoba,  Closing   re  Fishing,  Protests. 

&c.  :   Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2901  (11),  6630  (lv). 
Lake  St.  Francis  Outlet  Guide  Pier  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7672  (iv). 
Lake  St.  John  Dredging  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306 

"vl. 

Lake  St.  Peter  Permanent  Piers  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup..  6453  (iv),  9171  (v). 

Lake  Superior  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Co.,  Pur- 
chase of  Steel  Rails,  &c.:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Boyce)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1995  (I). 


Lake  Temlscaming  Wharfs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7559  (lv). 

Lakevllle  and  North  Lake  Mall  Service,  Com- 
plaints re :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9612  (v). 

Lake  Winnipeg  Fish  Hatcheries  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (11). 

Lambert's  Pier,  P.E.I.,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  A.  Martin)  4373  (111). 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  162  (Mr.  Oliver) 
V*.  6104  (ly);  2»*.  9082  ;  in  Com.,  9082  ; 
8'*,  9085  (v).   (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  18.) 

Langly  Wharf  Protection  Bank  :  tn  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7676  (ly). 

Lapralrle  Ice  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306  (lv), 
9590  (v). 

L'Ardolse  Breakwater  Extension  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6838,  7407  (iv). 
Larry's  River  Breakwater  Extension  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7407  (iv). 
Lavaitrle  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  7306 

(iv)  . 

Law  Clerk,  Railways  and  Canals,  Appnmt.  of  • 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.  9066 

(v)  . 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.,  Dismissal  of  as  Postmaster, 
Cor.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Copy*  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 
1398  (1). 

  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1062  (i). 

See  '  Post  Office,'  &c. 
Laws,  Printing  and  Binding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6948  (lv). 

Leach,  Mr.  R.  E.  A.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Boyce)  1151  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  1065  (1). 

Lead  Bounties,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7222  (lv). 
Leather  Trunks  for  Members  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6606  (ly). 

Lebonk  and  Thunder  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  B. 
No.  61  (Mr.  Bole)  l"*,  1241  ;  2°*,  1338  (1)  ; 
tn  Com.,  and  3°*,  2715  (11).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c.  117.) 

Lefebvre.  A.  P.,  Dismissal  from  Markstay  Post 

Office,  Investigation,  ftc.  :  Ques.    (Mr.  Bro- 

der)  7096  (lv). 
Legal,  M'gr.,  Quotation  re  Separate  Schools,  N. 

W.T..:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  6187  (lv). 
Legislation  by  O.C.,  Payments  of  Moneys,  &c: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6700 
(lv). 

Legislation,  House  of  Commons  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  238  ,(!),  6268.  6592  (lv). 
See  '  House  of  Commons.' 

Lemleux,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  re  Lightship  Service,  In- 
vestigation, &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1762  (1). 

Lennoxvllle  Post  Office,  Construction  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Worthlngton)  4373  (111). 
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Lepreaux  Point  Light,  &c,  Caretaker,  Investi- 
gation re  Dismissal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  6475 

(IT). 

Leslie,  Capt.,  Wrecking  Plant  In  St.  Lawrence 

Channel  :  Remarks  (Mr.  J.  D.  Reld)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2476  (11). 
Lesser  Slave  Lake  Post  Office,  Establishment, 

Mall  Service,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy) 

7018  (Iv), 

 'Remarks  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  In  Com. 

on  B.  69,  8168  (v). 

Letter  Carriers,  Bonuses,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  815  (1). 

 Contract  re  Boots,  Ac:    (Remarks)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  211  (1). 

 Payments  on  Sick  Leave,  Ac:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  173-6  (i). 

 Uniforms,  Contracts  re  :    Remarks  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  207  (1). 

Leverette,  Geo.  Milton,  Postmaster,  Kltley  Dis- 
trict, Partisan  Conduct  as  Ret.  Officer  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240  (iv). 
See  'Post  Office/  Ac. 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of  Election: 
Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  7175  (iv). 

Levis  Property  for  I.C.R.  Purposes,  Charges  re: 
'Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6668 
(lv). 

Levis  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1112 
(1). 

Levis  Vacancy,  Issue  of  Writ :  Notification  (Mr. 

Speaker)  6474  (iv). 
Lewis.  Edward  Norman,  M.P.,  Relief  B.  142  (Mr. 

Fitspatrlck)  l**,  4550  ;  2°*.  5186  ;  in  Com., 

5136  ;  3°«,  5137  (Hi).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  19.) 
Library,  Accommodation  In  Archives  Building 

Remarks  (Mr.  Hyman)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  604 


(1).  j 
 Books  and  Salaries  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  < 

6944  (lv).  j 
 Enlargement  of,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber-  I 

geron)  la  Com.  of  Sup.,  6944  (lv).  I 
 Extension,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  604  (i). 

 Joint  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Speaker)  8  (I). 

Library  and  Printing  Com.:   M.  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  to  add  Name,  6686  (ill). 
Liege  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1832  (i). 
 Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Quebec  and  Dom. 

re  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  9698 

(v). 

Lt.  Governors,  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  B.  No.  : 
193  (Mr.  Fielding)  Res.  prop.,  8693  ;  in  Com.  [ 
on  Res.,  9033  ;  1"*,  2",  9033  ;  in  Com.,  9083  ; 
3°«,  9033  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  20.) 

Lifeboat  Crews.  N.S.,  Number,  Expenditure,  4c:  ] 
Ques.  (Mr.  Sinclair)  912  (I). 

Life  Insurance  Companies  Funds,  Total  Amount,  ! 
Par  Value,  Ac:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Macdonell) 
3204  (11).  I 


Life-saving  Crew,  Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Pay- 
ments to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  4921  (ill). 
Life  Saving  Stations  and  Rewards  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  2624  (li). 
Lighting  Ottawa  Buildings  :  In  Com  of  Sup.. 
6816  (iv). 

See  '  Public  Works— Ottawa.* 
Lighthouse  Agencies,  Rents,  Ac.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2706  (11). 
Lighthouse  In  Bay  of  Quints  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Al- 
corn) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2647  (ii). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  Inspection  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2697,  2869  (11),  9035  (v). 

 Keepers'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2698 

(11),  9175  (v). 

 Maintenance  and  Repairs  :  In-  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6636  (lv). 

 Steamers,  Ports  of  Call,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lewis)  1860  (1). 
Lighthouse  Construction  as  Aids  to  Navigation: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9176  (v). 
Lighthouse  Depot  at  Kingston,  Establishment 
of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  914  (i). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  915  (1). 

 Prescott,  Tenders  re   Contract :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lalor)  1340  (I). 
Lighthouse  Engineers,  Salaries,  Ac:  <n  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2760  (ii). 
Lighthouse  Keeper,  at  Blcquet,  Name,  Salary. 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (il). 
Lighthouse  Revolving  Lights,  Maintenance  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2704  (11). 
Lighthouse  Service  and  Aids  to  Nav.,  Applica- 
tions from  Lighthouse  Board  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Lewis)  917  (i). 
!  Lighthouse    Supply    Depots  :    Remarks  (Mr. 
j    Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2709  (11). 
i  Lightships,  Maintenance,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
:     2706  (II). 

I  Repairs,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  3035  (v). 

See  '  Marine.' 
L'He  d'Alma,  Removal  of  Point  of  Rock  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7307  (iv). 
Lindsay  Drill  Hall,  Erection  of :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Hughes,  Ont.)  271  (i). 
Litchfield  Breakwater :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7407 
(iv). 

Litigation  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7247  (iv). 

 Interior  Dept.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7720  (lv). 

 Railways  and  Canals  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1522  (I). 

Little  Brook  Breakwater :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7407  (iv). 

Little  Current  Channel,  Georgian  Bay  :  in  Com. 

of  Sun.  6886,  7569  (lv). 
Little  Judlque  Boat  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7407  (Iv). 

Little  Pabos  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7807  (iv). 
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Live  Stock,  purcnased  for  Indians,  Man.  and  N. 

W.T.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6639  (It). 
 Statement ;  Read  (Mr.  Oliver)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6643  (iv). 
Live  Stock  Records  Associations  lncorp.  B.  No. 

148  (Mr.  Fisher)  1°  m.,  6076  ;  2°*  6922  ;  in 

Com.,  6922  ;       6927  (Hi).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 

21.) 

Live  Stock  Records  Associations,  Delay  to 
Farmers,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean) 
6677  (ill). 

 Notice  of  resuming  in  Com.  on  B.  (Sir 

Wilfrid  Laurler)  6808  (ill). 

Live  Stock  Records,  Associations  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6680  (iv). 

 Nationalization,  Establishment  of,  Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1848  (1),  2186  (ii). 

Loams  by  Govt.,  Temporary  or  Permanent, 
Total  Amount,  Rate  of  Interest,  ftc.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kemp)  4921  (Hi). 

Lobster  and  Herring  Industry,  Rep.  of  Com- 
missioners :  Ques.  (Mr.  McLennan)  4371  (111). 
See  '  Fisheries.' 

Lobster  Canneries,  Licenses,  Applications,  Ac.. 
N.B.,  District  No.  1 :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  684 

(I)  . 

Lobster  Fishing,  Open  Season  in  1908-4-6  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  1604  (1). 

 Res.  of  Board  of  Trade,  Moncton  :  Read 

(Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909 

(II)  . 

Lobsters,   Legal  Length   In   Bay   of  Fundy, 

Changes  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  683  (i). 
 Licenses,  District  No.  1,  N.B.,  Number 

Issued  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  910  (i). 
Locked  Boxes  :  See  '  Post  Office.' 
Locomotive  Machinery  for  I.C.R.    Shops  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6428  (iv). 
Locomotives,  I.C.R.,  Purchase  of,  ftc.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1964  (i). 
Logberg  Printing  Co.,  Winnipeg,  Payments  to  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  4373  (Hi). 
■         Remarks  re  Question  (Mr.  Taylor)  4374 

(lii). 

Lloydmlneter  ae  Meridian  Divisional  Line  :  Re- 
marks (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  8634  (v). 

Lloydmlnster  Immigrant  Building,  N.W.T.:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6734  (iv). 

London  Barracks  :  is  Com.  of  Sup.,  1662  (1). 

London  By-Election,  Resignation  of  Mr.  W.  F. 
Maclean  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  6384 
(iv). 

London  Drill  Hall,  Electric  Wiring  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6732  (IV). 

 Sale  of,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Elson)  8384  (v). 

London  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  8001  (v). 

London  Military  Stores,  Magazine,  ftc:  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1662  (1). 


London  Militiamen  at  Niagara  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

S.  Hughes)  re  London  Elections,  7249  (iv). 
See  •  Militia.' 
London  Post  Office  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1663  (1). 

London  and  Saint  Clair  Ry.  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No. 

82  (Mr.  Calvert)  1'*,  493  ;  2,»,  688  ;  in  Com., 

and  8««,  1287  (i).   (6  Edward  VII..  c.  118.) 
London  Vacancy,  Issue  of  Writ :  Notification 

(Mr.  Speaker)  6473  (iv). 
 Issue  of  Writ :  Notification  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  6311  (iv). 
Longueuil  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1113  (1). 

Lotbinlere  Wharf  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Loulsburg,  Old  Fort,  C.B.,  Preservation  of  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 
Louise  Embankment,  Quebec  Harbour  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  770  (1). 
Lowe,  Mr.,  Refusal  to  accept  Boat  '  Neptune  '  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6472 

(Iv).  • 

 Honorarium  to:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6473  (Iv). 


Lowvllle  to  Milton  Mall  Contract,  Distance,  ftc: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  9080  (▼). 
Lumber  purchased  by  Govt,  for  Grenville  Canal, 

Price,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1614  (1),  2711  (11). 
Lumpjaw  in  Cattle,  Prevention  of  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Barr)  on  cone,  6917  (iv). 
Lunenburg  Dredging  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7408  (iv). 

LUnlon  Saint  Joseph  du  Canada  lncorp.  B.  No. 

161  (Mr.  Belcourt)  M.  to  present  Pet.,  2490  ; 

M.  to  receive  Pet.,  2491  (11)  ;  1**,  6783  (ill)  ; 

2**,  6976  (iv)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3",  8146  (v).  (6 

Edward  vn.,  c.  170.) 
Lurcher  and  East  Point  Lightships,  Amounts 

paid  to  Contractors,  Renewals,  ftc:  M  for 

Ret.*  (Mr.  Lewis)  2333  (it). 
'Lurcher'  Lightship,  Expenditure,  re,  ftc.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Lefurgey)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2747 

(ID. 

 Investigation   re   Accident :  Statement 

Read  'Mr.  Prefontaine)  2861  (il). 

 Memoranda  to  Dep.  Minister  of  Marine  : 

M.  tor  Copies*  (Mr.  Lewis)  2333  (11). 

 Rep.  of  Capt.  Salmon,  Laid  on  Table, 

2878  (ii). 

 Submarine   Signal   re :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Daniel)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2873  (il). 
See  '  Marine,'  ftc. 
Mackenzie,  District  of,  B.  No.  167  (Mr.  Fitz- 

patrlck)  1°  m.,  6103  (iv)  ;  Order  dechd.,  8176 
Mackenzie  and  Dauphin,  Man.,  Special  Reps. 

from  Ret.  Officers,  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L. 

Borden)  1336  (I). 
Macleod  Board  of  Trade,  Pets,  re  Mall  Service  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Herron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9612 

(▼). 
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Macleod,  Cardston  and  Montana  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 
No.  78  (Mr.  Turriff)  1«*.  1671  ;  V*.  1768  (i)  ; 
In  Com.,  and  V*.  8716  (11).  (B  Edward  VII.. 
e.  119.) 

McAlptae,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Litigation  Expenses  re 
Purchase  of  Canada  Eastern  Ry.:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1522  (1). 

McCormack  &  Sharpies  Patent  Relief,  Pet.  re  : 
M.  (Mr.  Calvert)  to  receive,  6668  (It). 

McDennot,  Clara  Bldwell,  Relief  B.  No.  162  (Mr. 
Campbell)  V*.  6919  (ill)  ;  2"»,  6976  ;  in 
Com.,  6276,  6347  ;  8*  m.,  6376  ;  agreed  to  (Y. 
38,  N.  13)  6377  (It).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  121.) 

McDonald,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Dismissal  as  Indian  School 
Teacher,  N.S.:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6614  (It). 

McOill  UniTersity  Grant  to  Ry.  Transportation 
School  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 

McOilllcuddy,  Mr.  D.,  Emplymt.  by  OoTt.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6601  ;  Letter  to  Sir  William  Mulock,  Ref.  to, 
6601  (It). 

McKenzle,  D.  D.,  M.P.,  Resignation  re  Auton- 
omy B.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Porter)  In  Com.  on 
B.  69,  8474  (v). 

 Ques.  of  Order  (Mr.  A.  JohnBton)  8476  ; 

Ruling  (Mr.  Dep.  Speaker)  8476  (t). 

McKnlght,  Mr.  A..  Dismissal  as  Postmaster  from 
BoisseT&ln  P.O.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Schaffner)  2327 
(11). 

McLaren's  Creek  Bridge,  Trent  Canal  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup..  9379  (T). 
McMlchael,  Mr.,  Customs  Inspector,  Duties,  &c: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  406  (i). 
McPherson's  CoTe  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1736  (i). 

Mabou  Harbour  Bridge  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7408 
(It). 

M.  C.  B.  Coupler  for  Rolling  Stock,  P.E.I.  Ry.: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2178  (11). 
Maccan  Mail  Contract,  Amount  paid,  Ac:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Fowler)  188  (I). 
Madoc  and  Eldorado  Ry.  Bonus,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Northrup)  7261  (It). 
Magann  A  Finn,  Payments  to  re  Port  Colborne 

Contract  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1232  (1). 
Magdalen  Island  Breakwaters  and  Piers  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7308  (It). 
Magdalen  Island  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

906  (1). 

Magog  Post  Office,  Erection  of :   Ques.  (Mr. 

Worthington)  6784  (111). 
Magog  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1114  (1). 
Mahone  Bay  Dredging:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7408  (It). 
Mall  Bags,  Locks,  Repairs,  Ac,  Contracts  re  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  206 

(1). 

Mails  carried  free  by  Rys.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  185  (1). 

Mall  Contracts.  Tenders,  Competition,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Sproule)  In  Com.  of  Sup.  179  (i). 


Mail  Delivery,  Free  System,  Total  Coat,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  V.  Wilson)  729  (1). 
Mail  Distributing  Station,  Montreal,  Purchase  of 

Site  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  916  (I). 
Mall  Service,  General  Vote  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

219  (I),  6629  (It). 
 Miscellaneous  Expenditure  :   in  Com.  of 


Sup.,  9609  (v). 

 System  of  Payments  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (1). 
See  '  Post  Office.' 

Mall  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subvention*  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  864,  919  (1),  6901,  6909,  7087,  7176  (It), 
8691,  9616,  9680  (v). 

 Information  re  System,  Utility,  Ac.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  923  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies  re  Newfoundland  Service  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (1). 

Main  a  Dleu  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7409  (lv). 

'  Maisonneuve '  Steam  Launch,  Expenditure  bv 
Govt,  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1849  (i). 

— —  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2744  (11). 

Major's  Hill  Park,  Maintenance  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6817  (lv). 
Mail  ad  ie  du  Colt,  Horse  Disease  :  Remark*  (Mr. 

Herron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6702  (lv). 
Malignant  Cove  Channel  Piers  :  In  Com.  of  Sop., 

7409  (lv). 

Malleln  Test  for  Cattle  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Spromle) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2317  (li). 
Manchester  SS.  Line  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

932  (1). 

Man.  and  N.W.T.  Govt.,  Officials,  Resignation. 

Ac,  1904  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Herron)  1344  (i). 
Manitoba  Boundaries  Extension,  Pets.,  Ac,  re  : 

M.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  for  Copies,  1768  (1). 
 M.   for  Copies*    (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy) 

2067  (ii). 

 O.  C.  March  21at,  1905,  Reply  of  Man). 

Govt.  :    Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L  Borden)  3744 

(11). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  Res.  passed  by  Man. 
Legislature  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
4082  (ill). 

 Mr.  Jackson's  Speech  re  Settlement  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4842  (ill). 

Manitoba  Boundaries,  M'gr.  Sbarrettl's  Memo- 
randum re  Separate  Schools  :  Statement 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  8834  ;  Cor.  read,  3*41 
(ii). 


—  '  Payment  of  Political  Debts,'  Ones,  of 
Order  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  3867  (li). 

—  Naming  Member,  Ac.  (Mr.  Speaker)  3858. 

—  '  Scurvy    Politician,'    Quotation,     Ac.  : 


Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  3863  (il). 
Manitoba   Boundaries,   M'gr.   Sbarrettl's  Ex- 
planation :  M.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  to  adjn., 

3938  (11). 
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Manitoba  Boundaries,  Letter  to  Cardinal  Ram- 
oolla  :  Read  (Mr.  Foster)  3958  (It). 

 Letter  ot  Mr.  Chas.  Russell  to  Cardi- 
nal Rampolla  :  Read  (Mr.  Foster)  3967  (11). 

 Letter  ot  Mr.  Fitspatrick  to  Bishops  of 

Quebec  :  Read  (Mr.  Bergeron)  4063  (ii). 

Manitoba,  Dom.  Buildings  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Schaffner)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  867  (1). 

 Renewals,  Repairs,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1634  (1). 
See  '  Public  Works.' 

Man.  Elections,  Duties  of  Ret.  Officers,  Ac.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1606  (1). 

Manitoba  Election  Returns,  Duties  of  Return- 
ing Officers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
4678  (III). 

 Voters'  Lists  returned  to  Clerk  ot  Crown: 

Remarks  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
1406  (i). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  1672  (1). 

Manitoba  Farmers,  Relief   from  Grasshopper 

Scourge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  S.  J.  Jackson)  909  (i). 
Manitoba  Grenadiers,  96th  Batt.  Reduction,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  S.  J.  Jackson)  909  (1). 
Manitoba  Lake  Fishing,  Closing  of.  Cor.,  Pets., 

&c.  :    M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Crawford)  96198 

(v). 

Manitoba  Public  Works,  Claims  for  Damages, 

Pet.  re  :  Remarks.  (Mr.  Staples)  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  7671  (iv). 
Manitoba  School  Fund,  Amt.  paid  to  Man.  Govt. 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bole)  379  (1). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  Ac. 
Manitoba,  Stony  Mountain   Penitentiary  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (I). 
Manitoba  Voters'  Lists,  Control   of  by  Dom. 

Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Greenway)  on  M.  for 

Sup.,  6738  (It). 
Manitoulin  and  North  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  Nov 

114  (Mr.  Dyment)  1**  2186  ;    2**,  2773  (11)  ; 

In  Com.,  and  3°*,  6610  ;    Sen.  Amts.,  7626 

(lv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  120.) 
Manufacturing  Industries,  Statistics  re :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Macdonell)  in   Com.  on   B.  6, 

1086  (I). 

Maple  Products,  Adulteration  of.  Prevention  by 

Govt.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Beland)  1340  (I). 
Maps  for  Dom.  and  N.W.T.,  Engraving,  Ac.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7721  (iv),  9307  (v). 
Maps,  Sale  by  Govt.  :  Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup. 

(Mr.  J.  D.  Reld)  1476  (i). 
Marble  Mountain  Wharf,  N.S.  :  in  Com.  of  Sap., 

9680  (v). 

Marconi  Station  at  Table  Head,  Glace  Bay, 

Amount  expended.  Delays,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lefurg«y)  383  (I). 
Marconi  Stations.  List :  Read  (Mr.  Pr6fontaine) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2869  (11). 
Marconi  System,  Grosse  Isle  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9604  (v). 

Mi 


Marconi  Stations,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Berge- 
ron) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (iv). 

Marconi  Tel.  System  on  Strs.  '  Stanley '  and 
'  Mlnto '  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  188  (1). 

Marconi  Wireless  Cable  Service  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7632  (iv). 

Marconi  Wireless  Tel.  Service  re  Govt.  Steam- 
ers :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 
2616  (11). 

See  '  Wireless,'  4c. 
Margareo  Harbour  Improvements  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7409  (lv). 
Margaretvllle  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7412  (lv). 
MARINE  : 

'  Aberdeen,'  Boilers,  Repairs,  Ac.  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6464  (iv). 

'  Acadia '  Str.,  Disposition  ot  Fittings,  Ac.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1849  (i). 

Acetylene  Gas  Lights,  Annual  Saving,  Expen- 
diture, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1692  (I). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2697  (ti). 
See  '  Carbide.' 

'  Agnes  Donahoe,'  Schr.,  Seizure  by  Uruguayan 
Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6106 
(iv). 

 Seizure  :     Telegram   read  (Mr.  Wm. 

Roche)  6137  (lv). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  D.  D.  HcKenzle)  1607 

(i). 

Aids  to  Navigation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2768 

(ID. 

Aids  to  Navigation,  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2850,  2891  (11). 
 Repairs  to  Lighthouses,  Ac:  In  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  6636  (iv). 
 programme  re  Boards  of  Trade  :  Read 


(Mr.  Prelontalne)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6641  (lv). 

Anglo-American  Tel.  Co.,  P.E.I.,  Charges, 
Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7632  (iv). 

Antlcosti  Lightships,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lewis)  1860  (1). 

Arctic  Expedition,  Capt.  Peary's  Voyage  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  4753  (111). 

Bicquet  Lighthouse  Keeper,  Name,  Salary, 
Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (ii). 

Bout  de  L'Isle  Ferry  Service,  Inspection,  Ac: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  9696  (v). 

Bronte  Pier  Lighthouse  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (II). 

 Statement  re  :    (Mr.  Prfifontatne)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9176  (v). 

Brothers'  Light,  Salary  ot  Keeper  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2702  (11). 

Buoy  Contracts,  Tenders,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (11). 

Buoys.  Construction  and  Maintenance  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2729  (ii). 
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MARINE — Con. 
'  Canada  •-*  Cape  Breton  '  Accident,  'Statement 

of  Case '  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Ames)  2087  (ti). 
 Report  re  Investigation,  Instructions, 

Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2626  (ii). 

 'Capt.  Salmon's  Resignation,  Cor.,  Ac: 

M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Ames)  384  (1). 

'  Canada,'  Str.,  Expenditure  re  Equipment, 
Names  of  Employees,  Payments  to,  Ac.  :  M. 
for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Monk)  1399  (I). 

Carbide  for  Acetylene  Gas  Purposes,  Quantity 
purchased  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  914  (1). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2710.  2743  (11). 

'  Champlain.'  Str.,  Total  Cost,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Morln)  149  (1). 
See  '  Ice  Breakers.' 

Coal  Supply  for  Govt.  Steamers,  Ac.  :  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2613  (11). 

'  De  Levis,'  Str.,  for  Hydrographlc  Surrey, 
Total  Expenditure  re :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lewis) 
914  (I). 

Dom.  Lighthouse  Depot,  Kingston,  Establish- 
ment of  :  Ques.  <Mr.  Monk)  914  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  915  (1). 

'  Druid,'  Str.,  Expenditure  re  Maintenance  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3703  (ii). 

Fog  Signals,  Submarine  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Da- 
niel) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (1). 

Gas  Plant,  Parry  Sound,  Purchase  of  Pro- 
perty :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2712,  2726  (11). 

Godbout,  Mr.  J.,  Lighthouse-keeper,  Political 
Partisanship  re  Dom.  Elections  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Monk)  1343  (I). 

Govt.  Steamers,  Expenditure  re  Repairs  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  1349  (1). 

 Maintenance,  Repairs,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  2596  (11),  6464  (lv). 

 Purchase  of  Supplies  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2617  (ii). 

 Statement  of  Expenditure  :  Read  (Mr. 


Prefontaine)  2597  (11). 
Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Life-saving  Crew.  Pay- 
ments to,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  4921 
(Hi). 

Halifax  Lightship,  Maintenance,  &c:  Remarks 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2708 
(ii). 

Harbours  and  Boards  of  Commissioners, 
Names,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1063  (I). 

Harbours  Buoys,  Maintaining,  Placing,  Ac, 
Contracts  re  :  M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Ret.*,  917 
(1). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  Marine  Dept.,  Que.  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2448  (11). 
Harrison,  Capt.,  Allowance  re  Services  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6466  (It). 


MARINE — Con. 
Hospital  Dues  for  Sick  Mariners  Fond.  Sur- 
plus, Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  2687  (U). 
Hydrographlc  Surveys  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2679 
(11),  6628  (lv),  9172  (v). 
See  '  De  Levis.' 
Ice-Boats,  Renewals,  Ac.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
9177  (▼)• 

Ice-breaker  '  Montcalm,'  Accident  to.  Informa- 
tion :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4752  (111). 

 Statement  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  4752  (111). 

Ice-breakers  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6464  (lv),  9617  (v). 

 Repairs,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  W»4 


(v). 

See  'Champlain.' 

'  James  W.',  Schooner,  Rescue  of  Crew  by 
SS.  '  Durango  '  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 
Lean) 4198  (ill). 

Kingston  Lighthouse  Depot,  Establishment  by 
Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  914  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  915  (1). 

*  Lady  Laurler,'  Govt.  Str.,  Accident,  Investi- 
gation re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  2697  <I1). 

— ; —  Number  of  Crew  at  Halifax  :  Remarks 


(Mr.  Daniel)  2616  (11). 
Lemieux,  Jos.,  Appnmt.  re  Lightship  Service. 
Investigation,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  1763 

(!)• 

Lepreaux  Point  Light,  Ac,  Caretaker,  Inves- 
tigation re  Dismissal :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong) 
6475  (iv). 

Leslie,  Capt.,  Wrecking  Plant  in  St.  Lawrence 
Channel  :  Remarks  (Mr.  J.  D.  Re  id)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2476  (II). 

Lifeboat  Crews,  N.S.,  Number,  Expenditure, 
Ac  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sinclair)  912  (1). 

Life-saving  Crew,  Grand  Manan,  N.B.,  Pay- 
ments to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  4921  (111). 

Life  Saving  Stations  and  Rewards  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2624  (11). 

Lighthouse  Agencies,  Rents,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2706  (11). 

Lighthouse  Construction  as  Aids  to  Naviga- 
tion :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9175  (v). 

Lighthouse  Service  and  Aids  to  Nav.,  Appli- 
cations from  Lighthouse  Board  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Lewis)  917  (!)• 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2860  (II),  9036  (▼). 

 Inspection  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2697  (U). 

Lighthouse,  Bay  of  Quints  :  Remark*  (Mr. 
Alcorn)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2647  (II). 

Lighthouse  Depot  at  Kingston,  Establishment 
of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  914  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Lalor)  916  (1). 

 Prescott,  Tenders  re  Contract  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lalor)  1840  (I). 
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MARINE — Con. 
Lighthouse  Engineers,  Salaries,  &o.:  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2760  (11). 
Lighthouse  Keeper  at  Blcquet,  Name,  Salary, 

Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (11). 
Lighthouse  Keepers'  Salaries:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2698  (11),  9176  (v). 
Lighthouse  Revolving  Lights,  Maintenance  of 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2704  (11). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  Steamers,  Ports 

of  Call,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lewis)  I860  (i). 
Lighthouse  Supply  Depots :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2709  (11). 
Lightships,  Maintenance,  Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2708  (11),  6636  (It). 
Lightships,  Ac,  Repairs,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9036  (▼). 

'  Lurcher '  and  East  Point  Lightships,  Amounts 
paid  to  Contractors,  Renewals,  Ac:  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Lewis)  2333  (li). 

'  Lurcher  '  Lightship,  Expenditure  re,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Lefurgey)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2747 
(li). 

 Investigation  re  Accident  :  Statement 

Read  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  2861  (11). 

'  Memoranda  to  Dep.  Minister  of  Marine: 
M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Lewis)  2333  (11). 

 Rep.  of  Capt.  Salmon   laid  on  Table 

2878  (li). 

 Submarine   Signal  re :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Daniel)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2873  (11). 

Marconi  Wireless  Cable  Service  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7632  (Iv). 

Marconi  Wireless  Tel.  Service  re  Qovt.  Steam- 
ers :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blain)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2616  (it). 

 on  Strs.  '  Stanley  *  and  '  Mlnto '  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lefurgey)  ±88  (1). 
Marconi  Stations,  List  :  Read  (Mr.  Prefon- 
talne) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2869  (11). 
Marconi  Tel.  System  on  Strs.  '  Stanley '  and 

'  Mlnto '  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  188  (1). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Supplies,  Circulars  re 

Private  Tenders,  for.,  Ac.  :    M.  for  Ret.* 

(Mr.  Ames)  1399  (1). 
Marine  Supplies,  Purchase  of :    Inquiry  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Ames)  4763  (HI). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Supplies,  Orders  with  or 

without  Tender  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Lalor) 

1397  (1). 

Marine  Deptl.  Supplies  :  Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Lalor)  2694  (11). 
Marine  Hospitals,  Fernhlll  Cemetery,  Care  of: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6628  (lv). 
Marine  Hospitals  for  Sick  Seamen  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2686  (II). 
Marine  Hospital,  Yarmouth  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9172  (v). 

Marine  Insurance,  Decrease  of  Rates :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Blain)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2866  (11). 


MARINE— Con. 

Marine  Officers  at  Halifax,  Complaints  re:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  A.  Johnston)  2766  (11). 

Marine  and  Fisheries,  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  102  (1),  2443  (11),  6266  (lv),  9060  (v). 

 Deptl.  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Prefontalne) 

111  (t),  2694  (U). 

Marine  Schools  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (li). 

Marine  Technloal  Officers,  Salaries,  Ac:  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9060  (v). 

Masters  and  Mates  Examination  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2623  (11). 

Meteorological  Building,  Toronto,  Erection  of: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1149  (1). 

Meteorological  Observatory,  Removal  to  Ot- 
tawa :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  9772  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9800,  9810 

(v). 

 Statement  (Mt.  Prefontalne)  9812  (v). 

Meteorological  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2679 
(il). 

 Pay-roll  List,  Ac:  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for 

Copies*,  917  (1). 
Midland  Harbour,  Range  Lights,  Complaints 

re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  2784  (il). 
 Statement  Read  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  2862 

(U). 

Honcton  Harbour  Master,  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  D. 
Robertson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stockton)  2329  (11). 

'  Montcalm,'  Ice-breaker,  Accident  to  :  State- 
ment (Mr.  Prefontalne)  4762  (111). 

 Experiments  re  Ice-breaking  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (lv). 

 Rep.  of  Capt.  Koenig,  and  Cor.:  Read 

(Mr.  Prefontalne)  2461  (11). 

 Total  Cost  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morln)  160  (i). 

Montevideo,  British  Seamen  Imprisoned  in, 
Litigation  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (11). 

Naval  Militia  and  Cruiser  '  Canada ' :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9178  (v). 

Naval  Militia  for  Canada,  Total  Expenditure 
re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1346  (i). 

 Policy  of  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (11). 

Obstructions,  Removal  of  in  Navigable  Wat- 
ers :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2647  (il). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  Amounts  of  Pay- 
ments on  Pay-roll,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefur- 
gey) 1849  (1). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
2596  (11),  6463,  6623  (lv),  9171,  9617  (v). 

Maintenance  of  Steamers  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9084  (v). 

 Removing  Obstructions,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Ames)  161  (i). 

 Strs.,  Names  and  Tonnage,  Ac:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lewis)  1847  (1). 

Parry  Sound  Buoy  Contract :  Statement  Read 
(Mr.  Prefontalne)  2866  (li). 
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MARINEb-Con. 
Parry  Sound  Gas  Plant,  Purchase  of  Land, 

Ac:  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2712,  2725  (It). 
'  Petrel,'  Repairs  to  Boilers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6630  (1y). 

Pilotage  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2760  (11). 
Prescott  Lighthouse  Depot,  Total  Area,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1148  (1). 
P.E.I.  Steam  Communication  Contract  with 

Steam  Nay.  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  5316 

(ill) 

P.E.I,  and  Mainland,  Winter  Communication, 
Cor.,  Ac,  since  Confederation :  M.  for 
Copies*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  9698  (v). 

P.  B.  I.  Steam  Communication,  Snow  Blockade 
and  Delay  in  Malls  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lefur- 
gey) 1768  (0. 

 Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1696  (1). 

 •  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  2203,  2261 


(U). 


 Explanation  (Sir  William  Mulock)  2261 

(ID. 

P.  E.  I.  and  Mainland  Winter  Communication, 
Str.  'Stanley,'  Cor.,  ftc:  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 
for  Copies*,  916  (i) 

 Inspection  of  Str.  *  Stanley  •  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  687  (I). 

P.  E.  I.  Communication  with  Mainland  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  A.  Martin),  Tel.  Read,  &c,  831 


(1). 


Remarks 


 Tidings  of  Str.  'Stanley' 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  1338  (1). 
P.  E.  I.  Winter  Communication,  Claims  of 

Travellers  re  Refund  of  Expenses  on  account 

of  Delay  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  4807  (111). 
 Investigation  re  Soundings,  Tunnel,  Ac: 

M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  2778  (it). 
'  Quadra,'  Str.,  Repairs  to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9171  (v). 

Reld,  Capt.,  Rep.  re  Submarine  Signals  : 
Read  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  2886  (11). 

Marine  and  Fisheries,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  Present- 
ed (Mr.  Prefontaine)  2694  (II). 

Ste.  Famllle  Wharfage  Dues,  Abolition  of : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1160  (1). 

St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Aids  to  Navigation  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (11). 

  Res.  from  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  : 

Read,  2869  (11). 

 Res.  from  Allan  SS.  Owners  :  Read, 

2860  (11). 

St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Aids  to  Navigation  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Blckerdlke)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2891  (11). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

891  (I). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Channel,  Dredging,  Ac.  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2448  (It). 
 '  Montcalm  '  Ice  Breaker,  Ac.  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2451  (11). 


MARINE — Con. 
St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Lights,  Buoy  Service, 

&c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2703  (il). 
 New  Dredge  Plant :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9171  (v). 

St.  Louis,  Lake,  Buoy  and  Light  Service  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2704 
(U). 

St.  Louis,  Capt.,  Certificate  re  Reinstatement: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  591  (I). 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Rep.  re  Accident  to  Lurcher, 

Laid  on  Table  2878  (It). 
 Resignation  re  '  Canada,'  Ac.  Collision: 

M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Cor.,  384  (1). 
Bee  '  Canada-Cape  Breton.' 
Schools  of  Navigation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2639 

(11). 

'  Scotia,'  Str.,  Certificates  of  Engineers,  Ac.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8386  (v). 
'  Scout,'  Str.,  Compensation  Claims  re  Injuries, 

Ac.  :     Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6463  (iv). 
 Expenditure  re  Cost  Service  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2700  (i). 
 Investigation  re  Explosion  of  Acetylene 

Qas,  Appnmt.  of  Experts  :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Monk)  4841  (lit). 
 Repairs,  Ac.  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6643 

(It).  - 

Shipwrecked  Seamen  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2688 
(11). 

Signal  Service  re  Lighthouses  :   in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2760  (11). 
See  '  Fog,'  Ac. 
Steamboat  Inspection  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6628 

(lv). 

— —  Salaries,  Ac. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2696 
(11). 

Stevens,  Douglas,  Answer  to  Capt.  Salmon'* 

Rep.  re  '  Lurcher  '  Accident :     Read  (Mr. 

Prefontaine)  2878  (11). 
Stevens,  Mrs.  Douglas,  Gratuity  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6628  (iv). 
Submarine  Signal  Apparatus  :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Ganong)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  892  (1). 
 Installation  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2871 

(11). 

 Reps,  of  U.S.,  List  of  Stations  :  Read 

(Mr.  Prefontaine)  2871  (11). 
Submarine  Signal  Co.  of  Boston,  Cor.  with 

Mln.  of  Mar.,  Ac.  :    M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for 

Copies*.  917  (1). 
Sydney  Harbour  Pilots,  Charges  re  Widows 

and  Orphans  Fund  :    Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L. 

Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9036  (v). 
Tidal  Service,  Salaries,  Ac.  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2647  (II). 
Toronto  Island  Fog  Horns,  Nuisance  re  Test- 
in?  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  9281,  Cor.,  Ac. 

(read)  9282  (v). 
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MARIN'S — Con. 
Vessels.  List  of  :   Rep.  Presented  (Mr.  Pre- 

fontalne)  6907  (It). 
Wharfs,  Piers, '  Docks,  constructed  by  GoYt. 

since  1898  :   M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  2777 

(11). 

Winter  Mall  Service,  P.B.I.,  Ice  Boat :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2648  (11). 

 Cor.  Read  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  2649  ; 

Res.  from  PJE.I.  Delegates  (read)— (Mr.  A. 
A.  McLean)  2661  (lih 

 Statement  of  Trips  of  Ice  Boats  :  Read 

(Mr.  Prefontaine)  2675  (11). 
See  '  P.B.I.'  Ac. 
Wrecks,  Investigation  re,  Ac. :  In  Com.  of 

gup.,  6466  (It). 
Wrecking  Plant  re  Life  Saving  Stations  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2«24  (11). 
Wrecking  Plant  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel :  in 
Com.  of  Sup..  2476  (11). 

.express.'    i.C.R.,   Running  Time 
~ks  (Mr.  Lavergne)  6881  (It). 
Marker,  P.  H.,  Lease  to  re  Fishing  Right*  In 
N.  Western  Lakes  :    Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J. 
Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (11). 
Martlneau  Defalcations,  Evidence  re  Bank  Suit: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  112  (1). 
Martin,  Ell,  Bmplymt.  In  Customs  Dept.:  Quae. 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  7097  (iv). 
Marquette  Voters'  Lists,  Original  Copy  :  M. 

for  Copy*  (Mr.  Roche)  97  (1). 
Maskinonge  River  Dredging :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6842,  7325  (lv),  9590  (v). 
Masters  and  Mates  Certificate  B.  No.  3  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  l'».  9  ;  on  Order  for  2,»,  738  (i). 

 B.  No.  44  (Mr.  Lancaster)  1"  m.,  684  ;  on 

Order  tor  2*.  918,  1399  (1). 
Masters  and  Mates  Certificate  B.  No.  44  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  :   Remarks  on  M.  to  adjn.,  3249 
(11). 

Masters  and  Mates  Examination  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2623  (11). 
Matchedash  Bay  Channel  Improvement :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7660  (lv). 
Matthews,  Geo.,  Co.,  Claims  re  Damages  by 

Flooding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6303  (iv). 
Meadow  Creek  Ranching  Co.,  Patent  re  Lands, 

Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  6476  (lv). 
Meaford  Harbour  Improvements  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7660  (iv). 
 Mr.  A.  Pigott's  Claims  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9599  (v). 
Medical  Attendance,  Indians,  N.B.  :    In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9599  (v). 
 Indians,  Ont.,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  223 

(i). 

 P.E.I.,  Indians  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6637 

(lv). 
See  '  Indians.' 
Medical  Officers  in  Militia  Districts,  Appnmt., 

Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (1). 


Medical  Officers  In  Militia,  and  Independence  of 
Parlt.  Act :  Remarks  (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  418  (1). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Northern  Alberta  Ry.  Oo.'s 
B.  No.  74  (Mr.  P.  Talbot)  V,  1671 ;  8»», 
1758  (1)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  3186  (11).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  122.) 

Medicine  Hat  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1638  (1). 

Meetings  after  six  o'clock  Reoess  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  450  (1). 
Megantlc  Lake  Piers  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9691 

(T). 

Melbourne  and  Upper  Melbourne  Mall  Contract, 
Tenders  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  4872 
(Ui). 

Melfort  Mall  Service,  Complaint  from  Board  of 
Trade,  Saskatchewan,  re  Delays  :  Read  (Mr. 
R.  L.  Borden)  9789  (v). 

Members  Introduced  :  111,  624,  1846  (1),  6234  (ill), 
7420  (iv). 

Members  Speeches,  Delay  in  Printing  at  Bur- 
eau :  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  7723  (lv). 

Memramcook  Ry.  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1377  (i). 

Mess,  from  Hie  Ex.,  Opening  of  Parit. :  Read 
(Mr.  Speaker)  4  (1). 

 Read  (Mr.  Speaker)  6166  (lv). 

 (Suppl.  Estimates)  1906  (read)  8718  (v). 

Messengers,  House  of  Commons  :  in  Com.  of 
Gup..  240  (1). 
See  '  House  of  Commons.' 

Metal  Volatilisation  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  No. 
183  (Mr.  McOool)  1°*,  7810  (lv)  ;  M.  to  place 
on  Orders  for  2*.  8001,  8096  ;  2°*,  8146  ;  in 
Com.,  and  8**,  9049  (v).  (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 
123.). 

Meteghan  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sop., 
7413  (lv). 

Meteorological  Building,  Toronto,  Erection  of  : 

Quee.  (Mr.  Foster)  1149  (1). 
Meteorological  Observatory,  Removal  to  Ottawa: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  9772  (v). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  d.  Borden)  9800,  9810 

(v). 

 Statement  (Mr.  Prefontaine)  9812  (v). 

Meteorological  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2679 

(U). 

 Pay-RoU  Llat,  Ac:  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for 

Copies*,  917  (1). 
Methylated  Spirits,  Purchased  by  Excise  Dept.: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1691  (1). 
Metric  System,  Adoption  of  :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1694  (i). 
Mexico  Steamers,  Subsidy  re :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1660  (1). 
Middle  Fork  Falls,  Location  of,  Sale  or  Lease 

by  Govt.:  Ques.  '(Mr.  Herron)  9079  (v). 
Midland  Govt.  Dock  and  Storehouse,  Tenants 

and  Rental,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  6422 

Oil). 
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Midland  Harbour,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sap., 
9601  (v). 

 Improvement*  :  to  Com.  of  Sap.,  7560 

(It). 

 Range  Lights,  Complaints  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bennett)  2784  (il). 
 Statement  Read  (Mr.  Brefontaine)  2862 

(11). 

Mileage  re  Mail  Service,  Additional  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Sproule)  im  Com.  of  Sup.,  184  (1). 

Military  College  :  See  •  Royal.' 

MlMtla  Act  Amt.  B  No.  170  (Sir  Frederick  Bor- 
den) Res.  prop.,  6905  ;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
6984  ;  1°*,  of  B.,  6991  ;  on  Order  for  2°, 
7263  ;  2*  m.,  9179  ;  In-  Com.,  and  8°*,  9198 
(T).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  22.) 

MILITIA  : 

Accountant  of  Militia  Board  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
434  (i). 

Advisory  Board  re  Militia,  Constitution,  of, 

Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  416  (i). 
Ammunition,  Small  Arms,  Inspection  of  :  to 

Com.  of  Sup.,  424  (1). 
Annual  Drill  re  Militia  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  441 

(1),  6612  (It). 
Cadet  Corps,  Ammunition!  supplied  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Ingram)  7816  (It). 
Dominion  Arsenal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 
 Ammunition,  Ac:   in  Com.  of  Sup., 


7012  (It). 
— —  Col.  Gaudet's  Salary  ; 
6513  (It). 

 Establishment  of  : 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 
445  (i). 

Dress  Regulation  for  Military  Officers  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  438  (i). 

Dundonald,  Earl  of,  Cor.,  O.Oe.,  &c.,  re  Dis- 
missal :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Belcourt)  3206 
(il). 

Esquimau  and  Halifax  Garrisons,  Situation, 
Ac.:  Remarks  (Mir.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9128  (v). 

Esquimau  Defences  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170 
(v). 

Esquimau  Naval  Station,  Abandonment  by 
Imp.  Govt.,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Sloan)  188  (i). 

Halifax  and  Esquimau  Defences,  Cor.,  O.Cs., 
4c.,  -with  Dom.  Govt:  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr. 
Foster)  2334  (11). 

—  Abandonment  of   by   G.B.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9677  (v). 

 Far.  in  Ottawa  *  Journal '  re  Govt.  Con- 
trol :  Read  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1402  (1). 

Halifax  Fortifications,  Retention  of  Imperial 
Troops  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6610  (lv). 

Halifax  Military  Equipment  :  Semarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6611  (iv). 

Highland  Cadet  Corps,  Montreal,  Letter  re  : 
Read  (Mr.  Monk)  7813  (iv). 


MILITIA — Con. 
Hospital,  St.  John's,  P.Q.,  Repairs,  Ac:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Monk)  5687  (iii). 
Inspector  General  of  Militia  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
437  (1). 

Kentvile   Militia   Camp,    Purchase   of  Site, 

Charges  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  6.  Hughes)  on 

M.  for  Sup.,  6666  (iv). 
 Judgment  of  Exchequer  Court,  Ac.: 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  «664,  7684  (lv). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  cone., 

9686  (v). 

 statement  read  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  9706 

(t). 

 Rep.  of  Evidence,  Printing,  Ac.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  8698  (v). 

King's  Regulations  and  Orders  :  Presented 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  64  (1). 

London  Militiamen  at  Niagara :  Remarks 
(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  re  London  Elections,  7249 
(lY). 

 Telegrams  read  (Sir  Frederick  Borden) 

7381  (lv). 

Manitoba  Grenadiers,  96th  Bett.  Reduction, 
Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  909  (1). 

Medical  Officers  in  Militia  Districts,  Appnmt., 
Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  417  (1). 

Military  Buildings,  Frederioton,  Tenders  re 
Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  728  (i). 

Military  Camp  Casualties,  Indemnity  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Worthington)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9147  (v). 

Military  Camps  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Worthington) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  442  (1). 
Military  Camp,  Establishment  of  at  S.  Sim- 

coe  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lennox)  9712  (v). 
Military  Depots.  Chain  of,  Ret.  to  In  General 

Statement,  on  Militia  (Sir  Frederick  Bor- 
den) 9112  (v). 
Military  School  for  Montreal,  Selection  of 

Site  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7009  (lv). 
Military  Sites,  Purchased  of  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Worthington)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  427  (i). 
Military  Surveys  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  439  (i). 
Military  Training  Camp,  Central  Site,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  White)  268  (1). 
Militia  and  Defence,  Accountant's  Salary  :  to 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9067  (v). 
 Contingencies  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9068 


(v). 


Deptl.  Salaries  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  112 


(1). 


Militia  Council,  Appnmt.  of  Officers  :  Re- 
marks (Sir  Frederick  Borden)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  416  (1). 

 Memorandum  laid  on  Table  (Sir  Frede- 
rick Borden)  9073  (v). 

 Memorandum  :    Read    (Sir  Frederick 

Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9116  (v). 
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MILITIA — Con. 
Militia    Council,    Regulations :     Read  (Sir 

Frederick  Borden)  420  (1). 
 Appnmt.  of  Heads  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Pos- 
ter) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  432  (1). 
Militia,  Equipment  for  Defences :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  446  (1). 
Militia  Estimates,  Permanent  Force  (general 

statement) :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9106  (v). 
 Unfair  Criticism  re :    Remarks  (Si* 

Frederick  Borden)  9099  (▼). 
Militia  Force,   Reduction  of :  Explanation 

(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6992 

Civ). 

 Infantry   Corps,   Reduction   of,   Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Belcourt)  7019  (It). 
Militia  Medical  Officers,  Disqualifications  as 
»    Members  of  H.  of  C:  Inquiry  for  Cor.  (Mr. 

R.  L.  Borden)  8997  (v). 
— - —  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  Cor.  read,  9149  (v), 
Militiamen  at  London  Elections,  Voting,  Tel.: 

Head  (Sir  Frederick  Borden)  7831  (lv). 
Bee  '  London.' 
Militiamen,  Pensions,  &c:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6967  (It). 

Militia,  Officers  gazetted  re  Examinations, 
Names,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Leonard)  8886  (v). 

 Orders  and  Civil  Servants  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Perley)  1260  (1). 

 Pay  and  Allowance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


416  (1),  6610  (iv). 

 Staffs  of  Officers,  Reduction  to  Number  : 


Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  6316  (iv). 

 Stores  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6513  (lv). 

 Tranportatlon  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6618 

(lv). 

Mlltimore,  Lt.  J.  M.,  Application  re  Permis- 
sion to  attend  Cavalry  School,  Toronto  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  6388  (lv). 

Ninety-Fifth  Batt,  Reduction  and  Dleband- 
ment,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  909  (1). 

Pay  and  Allowance  re  Militia  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6610  (lv). 

Permanent  Force,  Recruiting  Points,  Total 
Number,  4c:  Ques.  (Mt.  Oockehwtt)  5977 
(lv). 

Plains  of  Abraham,  Number  of  Acres  purchas- 
ed by  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  436  (1). 

Quebec  Military  School,  Improvement  of : 
Remarks  (Mr.  0.  B.  Talbot)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9162  (v). 

Rifle  Grants  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  444  (1),  9169  (v). 
Ross  Rifles,  Examination  of,  &c.:  Remarks 

(Sir  Frederick  Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9123  (v). 

Ross  Rifle  Factory,  Tank  on  Martello  Tower  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Osier)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  431 
0). 


MILITIA— Con. 
Royal  Military  College  :  in  Com.  of  sup., 

7000  (iv),  9170  (v). 
Royal  Scots  Armoury,  Military  Properties: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9169  (v). 
SherbTOOke  Armouries,  Provision  for  Militia, 

Sat.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  266  (i). 
 Purchase  of  Site,  Ac.:    Ques.  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  191  (i). 
Simcoe  Military  Camp,  Establishment  of : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Lennox)  9712  (v). 
S.A.  War,  King's  Medals  for  Canadian  Sol- 
diers :  M.  for  Oor.,  Ac.,*  (Mr.  Worthlngton) 

8204  (11). 

Sussex  Rifle  Range,  Inspector  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Fowler)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7011  (iv). 
Target  Ranges  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  446  (1). 
Uniforms  for  Militia,  Regulation  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  438  (1). 
Veterans  of  1866  and  1870.  Grants  of  Lands, 

Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  6047  (lv). 
Woodstock,  N.B.,  Rifle  Range,  Purchase  of 

Land  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  6132  Oil). 
Milk  River  Ranche,  Quarantine,  A;.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2312  (11). 
Mill  Cove  Breakwater  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418 

(lv). 

Mille  Vache  Landing  Pier  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7310  (lv). 

MUUmore,  Lt.  J.  M.,  Application  re  Permission 
to  attend  Cavalry  School,  Toronto  :  Ques. 
(Mt.  Taylor)  6383  (iv). 

Mlmlnegash  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1736 
(1). 

  Contract  re  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Lefur- 

gey)  1360  (1). 
 Dredging,    Commencement     of    Work : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  3834  (II). 
Mineral  Specimens  for  Exhibitions  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  6269  (lv). 
Mines  Branch,  Int.  Dept.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

0264  (lv). 

Mines  Branch,  Smelting  Ore  Expenditure  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9303  (v). 
Ministers'  Absence  from  House  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

W.  F.  Maclean)  1286  (i). 
Ministerial  Changes  since  1904,    Mr.  Ayles- 

worth's  Position  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1336 
Ministers  of  Finance  and  Interior,  Absence,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  321  (1). 
'  Mlnto,'  Str.,  Losses  to  P.E.I.  Merchants  re 

Damaged  Goods  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2623  (11). 
Mint,  Royal,  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  606  (1). 
Mint,  Royal  Canadian,  Estimated  Cost,  Capa- 
city, Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  2185,  2326  (11). 
 Establishment  of  in  Can.,  Cor.  with  Imp. 


Govt.  :  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Copies*,  916  (1). 
—  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Monk)  2596  (11),  7424 
(iv),  8387  (v). 
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Miscellaneous    Expenditure,    Charwomen :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6268  (It). 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6723  (It). 

Mlscou  Harbour  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7488 
(It). 

Mistook  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7310  (It). 
Mitchell  Bridge,  I.C.R.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1940 
(1). 

Mitchell,  Diversion  of  Line,  I.C.R.  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1940  (1). 

Molsons  Bank  B.  No.  14  (Mr.  Ames)  1*  m.,  317; 
2"*,  416;  In  Com..  1766  ;  8**,  1766  (1).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII..  o.  124.) 

Monarch  Bank  of  -Canada  lncorp.  B.  No.  164  (Mr. 
Gordon)  1'*,  6232  ;  2**,  6868  (It);  In  Com., 
and  3°;  8666  (t).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  126.) 

Monoton  Harbour  Master,  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  D. 
Robertson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stockton)  2320  (11). 

Moncton,  Increased  Accommodation  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1944  (1),  9391  (t). 

 Shops,  Capacity  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Os- 
ier) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1966  (i). 

Money  transmitted  through  Mall.  Par.  In  Que- 
bec Papers  re  Legislation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gau- 
Treau)  4807  (ill). 

'  Montcalm.'  Ice-breaker,  Accident  to :  State- 
ment (Mr.  Prefontalne)  4762  (iii). 

 Experiments  re  Ioe  breaking  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6626  (It). 

 Rep.  of  Capt.  Koenig,  and  Cor.  :  Read 

(Mr.  Prefontalne)  2461  (li). 

 Total  Cost  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morln)  160  (1). 

See  '  Marine.' 

Monterey  Electric  and  Gas  Co.'s  B.  No.  86  (Mr. 
Macdonell)  1"*,  2006  ;  2»*.  2062  ;  In  Com., 
and  3°*,  2716  (ii).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  126.) 

Montevideo,  British  Seamen  imprisoned  in.  Li- 
tigation re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (11). 
See  '  Marine — Agnes,'  Ac. 

Mont  Louis  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7310  (It). 

Montmagny  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7311  (It). 

Montmorency  Falls  Cribwork  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7311  (It). 

Montmorency  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  by  Govt.: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1016  (1). 
 Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6862 

(iv). 

See  '  Chateau  Richer/  Ac. 
Montreal  Barracks  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1118  (i). 
Montreal  Bridge  Co.'s  B.  No.  188  (Mr.  Ploh«) 

V,  4660;  2*  m.,  4708  (til);  In  Com.,  and  3°*. 

6276  (lv).    (6  Edward  VH.,  c.  127.) 
Montreal  Customs,  Dep.  Collector,  Appnmt.  »f: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

266  (I). 

Montreal  Examining  Warehouse  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  U19  (1). 


Montreal  Free  Port,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7317  (lv). 
Montreal  Grain  Warehouses,    Preparation  of 

Plans,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Plche)  1346  (1). 
Montreal  Harbour  Commissioners  Power  B.  No. 

192  (Mr.  Prefontalne)  1*  m.,  9028  ;  2°*,  9288  ; 

in  Com.,  9288  ;  3**,  9288  (v).  (6  Edward  VII , 

c.  23.) 

Montreal  and  G.B.,  St.  John  and  Manchester, 
SS.  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  932  (i). 

Montreal  Harbour  Commission,  Appnmt.  of 
Members  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  160  (i). 

 Expenditure,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Berge- 


ron) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  779  (1). 
Montreal  Harbour,  Grain  Conveyors,  Prepara- 
tion of  Plans,  Ac:  Ques.  vMr.  Plche)  2187 
(II). 

 Permanent    Sheds,    Ac,    Cor.  between 

Govt.,  Ac:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Monk)  153 
(i). 

 Preparation  of  Plans  and  Specification, 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Plche)  2186  (II). 

 Claims  of  P.  Lyall  A  Sons,  Ac:  M.  (Mr. 

Ames)  for  Ret.*,  1397  (i). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  687  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  re  Question, 

696  (1). 

 Cor.  between  P.  W.  St.  George  and  Mar. 

Dept.:  M.  tor  Copies  (Mr.  Ames)  689  (1). 
 Rep.  of  Mr.  Geo.  S.  Green,  re  Plans,  Ac: 

M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Ames)  8204  (II). 
 Steel    Sheds,    Contract    re :  Remarks 


(Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  761  (i). 
Montreal  Harbour,  Raising  of  Sunken  Elevator: 

Ques.  XMr.  Ames)  161  (1). 
Montreal  Inland  Revenue  Building  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1119  (I). 
 Addition,  Site,  Ac  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1120  (i). 
Montreal  Military  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1126  (i). 

MontreaJ,  Ottawa,  Kingston  A  Co.  :  See  '  King- 
ston and  Dom.,  Ac' 
Montreal  Park  and  Island  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  47 

(Mr.  Geoftrion)  V,  728  ;  2°*,  1101  (i). 
Montreal  Postal  Station  :  Remarks  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1128  (1). 
Montreal  Post  Office,  Charges  re  Registered 

Letters  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  188  (1). 
 Illegal  Stamping  of  Letters  for  Eleotion 

Matters  :  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  194  (1). 

 cor.  read  (Sir  William  Mulock)  194  (1). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1127  (1). 
 New  Station  :  Remarks  ('Mr.  Bergeron)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  222  (i). 
 Pneumatic  Installation,  System  :  in  Com. 


of  Sup.,  1181  (i). 
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Montreal  Post  Office,  St.  Catherine  St.  Branch, 
Rents  paid  and  unsanitary  condition  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  201  (1). 

— —  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
182  (1). 

— —  Stealing  of  Cheques,  ftc.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  198  <1). 

Montreal,  Quebec,  ftc,  Harbours,  Dues  and 
Charges  re  Transportation  Problem  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  uv). 

Montreal,  Quebec  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp. 
B.  No.  78  (Mr.  Corrals)  1*»,  1692  ;  2*».  1757 
(1)  ;  in  Com.  and  8°*,  3138  (II).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  128.) 

Montreal  and  Southern  Counties  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 
No.  96  (Mr.  Geoffrlon)  1**,  2005  ;  2**,  2062  ; 
in  Com.,  and  3°*,  3186  (11).  (5  Edward  VII., 
c.  129.) 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust,  Indebtedness,  Collec- 
tions, &c.  :  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Ret.,  402  (i). 

Montreal  Wharfs,  Removal  of  Shoals,  ftc.  :  Re- 
marks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7319  (iv). 

Hoosejaw  and  Edmonton  Ry.  Co.'s  incorp.  B. 
No.  20  (Mr.  Scott)  V*.  818  ;  2'*,  415  (1)  ;  In 
Com.,  2715,  2762  (11).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  130.) 

Moosejaw  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1638  (i). 

Moose  Lake  Fishing  Licenses,  Grants  to  Dy 

Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6630  (IT). 
Moose  Mountain  Indian  Agency,  Letter  from 

Rev.  E.  Mackenzie  :   Read  (Mr.  Ingram)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9387  (v). 
Morning  Sittings  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  9081 

(v). 

Morrell  River  Bridge  Swing  Span,  P.E.I.  Ry.  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2177  (11). 
 Complaints  re :    Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 

6035  (111). 

Morrison,  Hector  D.,  Customs  Officer  at  Plnette, 
P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A. 
McLean)  23.10  (11). 

Motions,  Notices  of,  and  Order  Paper  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  9523  (v). 

Mounted  Police  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  8  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  Res.  prop.,  59  ;  in  Com.,  98  ;  1**, 
109  ;   2«»,  469  ;    in  Com.,  469  ;   3*»,  466  (1). 
(5  Edward  VII.,  c.  24.) 
See  '  N.  W.  M.  P.'  ftc. 

Mount  Stewart  Wharf,  P.B.I.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
A.  Martin)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9585  (v). 

Mud  Cove  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7600 
(It). 

Municipal  Telephone  System,   Application  re 
Port  Arthur,  ftc,  before  Ry.  Commission  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  596  (i). 
See  '  Telephone.' 

Murphy,  Albert  Edward  Relief  B.  No.  126  (Mr. 
Galliher)  1"»,  3091  ;  2°\  8400  (11)  ;  In  Com., 
and  3°\  4597  (ill).    (5  Edward  VH.,  c.  131.) 


Murray  Bay  and  Riviere  Ouelle  S3.  Subsidy  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  938  (1). 

Murray  Canal  Inspector  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Coch- 
rane) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1512  (I). 

Murray  Canal  Repairs  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1495 

(I)  . 

Murray  Harbour  Branch,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Amount  due 
Contractors,  ftc.  :   (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  2064 

(II)  . 

 Claims  for  Land  Damages  from  T.  Cur- 
ley,  ftc.  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mt>- 
Lean)  2334  (11). 

 Comoletlon,  Delegation  re  :    Ques.  (Mr. 

A.  Martin)  266  (1). 

 Completion,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Martin)  189 


(»). 


Ques. 


 Total  Expenditure  to  Jan.,  1906  : 

(Mr.  A.  McLean)  106  (i). 
Murray    Harbour    Branch    and  Hillsborough 

Bridge  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2038,  2127  (11), 

8692,  9482  (v). 
See  '  I.C.R.-P.E.I.  Ry.' 
Museum,  Geological  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  754  (i). 

See  'Interior,'  ftc. 
Musquodobolt  Postmaster.  Dismissal  (remarks) 

on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6224  (tv). 
See  '  Stewart.' 
Mutual   Reserve    Insurance  Co.,  Payment  of 

Claims,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  T.  Martin)  2332  (11). 
Narrows  Lake  Quarry  Channel  :     In  Com.  of 

Sup„  7672  (iv). 
National  Boundary  Fence  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

8672  (v). 
See  '  N.W.T.  Boundary,'  ftc. 
National  Transcontinental  Ry.  :     Bee  '  G.T.P. 

Ry.,*  ftc. 

Naturalization  Act,  Expenditure  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6957  (iv). 

Naturalization  and  Aliens  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  184 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  1"»,  7906  (lv)  ;  2*»,  8686  ; 
in  Com.,  8685,  8689  ;  3°*,  8690  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  26.) 

Naval  Militia  and  Cruiser  '  Canada '  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9178  (v). 

Naval  Militia  of  Canada,  Total  Expenditure  re  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1346  (1). 

 Policy  of  Govt.  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Ames) 


In  Com.  of  Suo..  2909  (it). 
Neepawa  Public  Building  :     in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9649  (v). 

Nelson  River,  ftc,  Fishing  Rights  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (11). 
New  Brunswick  Southern  Ry.,  Negotiations  re 

Purchase,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  684  (1). 
New  Campbellton  Ballast  Wharf  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7413  (iv). 
New  Carlisle  Wharf  Pier  Extension  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7312  (lv). 
Newcastle  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7561  (lv). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


dxxxriu 


INDEX 


Newcastle  Station  Improvements  :   in  Com.  ot 

Sup..  1967  (1). 
Newfoundland  Mall  Subsidies  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

177  (1). 

New  London,  P.E.I.,  Breakwater  Repairs  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup..  17S6  (i). 
Newport  Breakwater  Extension,  Que.  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9692  (t). 
Newport  Landing  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7413 

(lv). 

Newspapers,  Sensational  Reports  re  Interview- 
ing Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lavergne) 
3250  (ii). 

New  Westminster,  B.C.,  Dom.  Exhibition, 
Grant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9339,  9608  (v). 

 Penitential?,  Payment  to  W.  A.  Duncan  : 

In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9684  (v). 

Niagara  Fruit  Growers'  Association,  Cor.  re : 
Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Armstrong)  9396  (v). 

Niagara,  St.  Catharines  and  Toronto  Ry.  Co.'s 
B.  No.  89  fMr.  Calvert)  1"»,  625  ;  2*».  864 
(1)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°*,  4259  (ill).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  132.) 

Nlagara-Welland  Power  Co.'s  B.  No.  40  (Mr. 
Guthrie)  1"»,  626  ;  Z°»,  864  ;  in  Com.,  and 
3°\  1710  (1).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  133.) 

Nicola,  Kamloops  and  Simllkameen  Coal  and 
Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  34  (Mr.  Galliher)  1**,  493  ; 
2°*,  683  ;  in  Com.,  1706  ;  3'*,  1755  (1).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  134.) 

Nicolas,  Mr.,  Emplymt.  by  Geological  Survey 
Dept.  :  on  Cone,  9686  (v). 

Nicolet,  Controverted  Election,  Certificate  from 
Judges  :     Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  9081 

(T). 

Nicolet  Pier  Extension  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7313 
(iv). 

Ninety-Fifth  Battalion,  Reduction  and  Dlsband- 
ment,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  S.  J.  Jackson)  909  (1). 

Nixon,  Jos.,  Appnmt.,  as  Lands  Agent  at  Mac- 
leod,  N.W.T.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Oliver) 
6110  (lv). 

 Appnmt.  as  Land  Agent  :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  6718  (ill). 

 Charges  re  Irregularities  :  M.  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) to  adjn.,  8098  (v). 

 Delays  In  Answers  to  Questions  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Oliver)  9075  (v). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  Foster)  6048  (lv). 

 Investigation  :     Remarks    (Mr.  Foster) 

8697  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  reduce  Vote  re  Salary, 

9316  (v). 

 Second  Investigation,  Letter  re  Payment 

of  Money  :   Read  (Mr.  Foster)  9787  (v). 
See  '  Interior,"  Ac. 

Noel  Wharf  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7413  (lv). 

Noonday  Gun,  Firing,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  121 
0). 


North  Atlantic  Trading  Co.  and  Bonuses  re  Im- 
migrants :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9318  (v). 

 Notice  of  M.  (Mr.  Osier)  9929  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7705  (lv). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8182  (v). 

 Prop.  ReB.  (Mr.  Osier)  on  M.  for  Sup., 

9437  ;  Neg.  (T.  40,  N.  76)  9480  (v). 

 Protests  re:  Remarks  (Mr  Monk)  8887  (v). 

 Inquiry  for  Contract  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  8146 

(v). 

 Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Monk)  7906  (iv). 

North  Bay  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1563  (i). 

Northern  Bank  B.  No.  104  (Mr.  Bole)  1°*,  2184  ; 

2"»,  2298  (ii)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°*,  4597  (ill). 

(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  135.) 
North  Hastings,  Census  Enumerators,  Payments 

to  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  on  B.  6, 

1077  (i). 

North  Thompson  River  Improvements  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7576  (iv). 

North  Thompson  River,  B.C.,  Improvements  re 
Navigation,  Expenditure,  Ac.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Roche)  6783  (ill). 

Northwest  Cases,  Re-hearing  before  Ry.  Com- 
mission :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  66  (1). 

Northwest  Coal  and  Coke  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  140 
(lit.  Galliher)  1°»,  4650  ;  2°»,  4977  (iU)  ;  in 
Com.,  and  3°»,  5976  (lv).  (5  Edward  VH.,  c 
100.) 

Northwest  Irrigation  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  161  (Mr. 

Oliver)  1°  m.,  6104  (iv)  ;  2°*,  8776;  In  Com.. 

8776  ;  S"*,  8886  (v).   (6  Edward  VII..  c.  26.) 
N.  W.  Land  Titles  Office,  Registrars'  Salaries  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9249  (v). 
N.  W.  Mounted  Police,  Patrol  Boat  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9178  (v). 
 Pay  of  Force,  N.  W.  Ter. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

8657  (v). 

 Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6957  (lv). 

 Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  78  (1). 

 Yukon  Force  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  8662  (v). 

See  '  Mounted  Police,'  Ac. 

Northwest  Telephone  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No.  28 
(Mr.  Turriff)  1«",  493  ;  2«»,  683  ;  in  Com., 
for  3«»,  2714  (11)  ;  3°  m.,  2326  ;  on  Order 
for  3*.  2714  (ii)  ;  3°  m.  6846  ;  Sen.  Amts., 
7683  (lv).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  136.) 

N.  W.  Ter.  Autonomy  :  See  '  Autonomy,'  Ac. 

Northwest  Territories  B.  No.  160  (Mr.  Fitx- 
patrick)  1°  m.,  6104  (lv)  ;  2°  m.,  8763  ;  In 
Com.,  8764  ;  3**,  9408  (v).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  27.) 

N.  W.  T.  Boundary,  Erection  of  Wire  Fencing, 
Contract  re  :  Ques  (Mr.  Clements)  6478  (111). 

 Contract  re  Erection  of  Wire  Fencig  :  M. 

(Mr.  Clements)  to  adjn.,  6578  (Hi). 
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N.  W.  T.,  Boundary  .Line,  Wire  Fence  Contract, 

Letter  from  Dep.  Mln.  Cory  and  Hon.  R. 

F.  Sutherland:  Read  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

6689-91  (ill). 
 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

5808  (111),  6961  (lv). 
Northwest  Territories,  Qovtl.  Grant :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9622  (T). 
N.  W.  T.  Govt.  Lands,  Sale  of  in  1903-4,  Rates 

ftcj  M.  for  O.C.*  (Mr.  Foster)  164  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  1164  (1). 

N.  W.  T.  Govt.  Officials,  Interference  re  Elec- 
tions and  Political  Partisanship  :  Amt.  (Mr. 

Lake)  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  9713  (v). 
N.  W.  T.  Grazing  Leases,  Number  Issued,  Names 

of  Lessees,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  6478 

(ill). 

N.  W.  T  Officials  and  Interference  in  Political 
Campaigns  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  J.  Rocho)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9264  (v). 

Northwest  Territories  Representation  Act  Amt. 
B.  No.  156  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  1*  m.,  6046  (lv)  ; 
V.  8769  ;  In  Com.,  8769  ;  3°»,  8886  (v).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  28.) 

N.  W.  T.  Supreme  Court  Judges,  Additional  :  In 
Com  of  Sup.,  9683  (v). 

Northwest  Ters.  Surveys,  Number  of  Milles,  To- 
tal Cost,  &c:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche) 
1396  (i). 

N.  W.  Ter.,  Voters'  Lists  :  Inquiry  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  2694  (It). 
Notre  Dame  du  Portage  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7314  (lv). 

Oaths  of  Office,  Administration  of,  B.  No.  1  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler)  1"*,  6,  pro  forma. 

Obstructions,  Removal  of  In  Navigable  Waters  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2647  (11). 
See  '  Marine/ 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  Amount  of  Payments 
on  Pay-roll,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  1349 

(I)  . 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2596 

(II)  .  6463,  6623  (lv),  9171,  9617  (v). 

 Maintenance  of  Steamers  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9034  (v). 
 Removing  Obstructions  &c:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Ames)  151  (1). 
 Strs.,  Names  and  Tonnage,  &c:  Ques. 


(Mr.  Lewis)  1347  (1). 

Officials  dismissed  by  Mr.  Whitney  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Finlay)  In  Com.  of  Sup..  6863  (iv). 

Ogden's  Pond  Protection  Works  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7413  (iv). 

Oil  and  Supplies,  I.C.R.,  Purchases  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2246  (11). 

Oka  Indians,  Settlement  of  Claims,  ftc:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  236  (1). 

Oliphamt  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7661  (iv). 

Oliver,  Hon.  Frank,  Appnmt.  as  Minister  of  In- 
terior :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  4201 
Bee  '  Interior  '  &c. 


Ontario  Boundaries,  Cor.  with  Dom.  Govt.:  In- 
quiry for  (Mr.  Barker)  3690  (II). 

 Cor.  with  Ross  Govt.:  Inquiry  for  (Mr. 

Barker)  4078  (11). 

Ontario  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s  lncorp  B.  No.  106 
(Mr.  Boyce)  1*»,  2184  ;  2»»,  2298  ;  in  Com., 
2772  ;  8»»  2960  (il).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  187.) 

Ontario,  Hudson's  Bay  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s 
B.  No.  113  (Mr.  Dyment)  1*»  2185  ;  V*.  2298 
(11)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  5132  (Hi).  (5  Edward 
VII.,  c.  138.) 

Ontario  and  Minnesota  Power  Co.'s,  Limited,  B. 
No.  86  (Mr.  Campbell)  1*»,  1938  (1)  ;  2»», 
2062  ;  In  Com.,  2715,  2763.  3134  ;  3135 
(II)  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9817  (v).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  139.) 

Ontario  Subsidies,  Letter  from  Premier  of  Ont. 
to  Fin.  Mln.:  Read  (Mr.  Henderson)  6092 
(lv). 

Orangemen,  Attack  by  Quebec  papers  '  Yellow 
Dog  '  Quotations  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  in 
Com.  on  B.  39.  8350  (v). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  &c. 

Order,  Ques.  of,  Naming  Member  :  Ruling  (Mr. 
Speaker)  3858  (ii). 

 Personal  Explanation    (Mr.   S.  Hughes) 

3879  (II). 

Order,  Ques.  of,  'Political  Advantage,'  Charges 
by  Mr.  Belcourt  re  Mr.  Foster's  Speech  on 
Autonomy  BUI,  3517  ;   Ruling    (Mr.  Dep. 
Speaker)  3520  (11). 
See  '  Personal,'  '  Privilege.' 

Original  Construction,  I'.C.R.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1912  (1). 

Orlllla  Public  Building,  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9649  (▼). 
Ormrod,  Wm.,  Dismissal  from  Burritt's  Rapids 

Locks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Reld)  838t  (v). 
Oshawa  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9600  (v). 

Oshawa   Harbour   Revenues,    Amounts,    ftc.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln)  1504  (1). 
Oshawa  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1564 

(I). 

Otonabee  River,  Damages  by  Floods,  Claim  of 
Mr.  {as.  Clarke  :  M.  (Mr.  Ward)  for  Copy 
of  Cor.,  1396  (1). 

Otonabee  River,  Peterborough  Dredging  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6886,  7664  (iv). 

Ottawa,  Additions  to  Eastern  Block  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9547  (v). 

Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Surveys  :  Inquiry  for 
Copies  of  Plans,  Ac.  (Mr.  White)  822  (I). 

Ottawa  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  92  (Mr. 
Belcourt)  V*.  2005  ;  2"»,  2062  (ii);  In  Com., 
4966,  5736  (Hi),  5963  ;  3'*,  6973  (iv).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  141.) 

Ottawa,  Bridges  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6889,  7586 
(iv). 
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Ottawa  Buildings  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  608,  754 

(1),  6814  (It),  9660  (v). 
 Additions,  &c.  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9641 

(T). 

 Corry  Block,  Rentals,  ftc:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6818  (It). 
 Elevator  Attendance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


1967  (i).  9551  (v). 
—  Heating,  Engineers,  ftc. 


In  Com.  of 


Sup.,  1667  (1). 

—  Heating  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6816  (It). 

—  H.  of  C.  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
15G6  (1). 

 Leased  by  Govt.,  Location,  Taxes  paid, 

ft.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.)  S79  (i). 

—  Lighting  Plant,  ftc:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1667  (1). 

—  P.  0.  Savings  Bank  Dept.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9549  (v). 

—  Purchase  of  Site,  Stmnt..  ftc:  in  Com.  ot 
Sup.,  9606  (v). 

—  Rentals  :  List  Read  (Mr.  Hyman)  in 
Com.  of  Sup..  1663  (i). 

—  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6816  (lv). 
 Stmnt.  re  Rentals,  ftc.  (Mr.  Hyman*  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9606  (v). 

—  Steel  Shelving  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  1664 


(i). 


 Telephone  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1669 

(i). 

 Treasury  Vaults  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6826 

(iv). 

Ottawa  City  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  180  (Mr.  Fielding) 
1°*,  7642  (lv)  ;  2°*,  8686  ;  in  Com.,  8686;  S'*, 
8688  (v).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c,  29.) 

Ottawa  Coal  .Sheds  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1665  (1). 

Ottawa  Drill  Hall,  Increased  Accommodation  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.)  271  (1). 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  No.  12  (Mr.  Oalllher) 
1*.  318  ;  2"»,  404  ;  in  Com.,  1283  ;  On  Order 
for  2°,  1338  ;  in  Com.,  1888  ;  M.  to  ret.  to 
Sel.  Com.,  1890  (1),  2632  ;  on  Order  for  House 
again  in  Com.,  2714  ;  in  Com.,  2960,  3170  ; 
3*  m.,  3393;  Amt.  (Mr.  Stewart)  Neg.  (Y.  56, 
N.  80)  3398;  3°»,  3399  (ii).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  140.) 

Ottawa  Electric  Co.'s  B.  No.  12  (Mr.  Oalllher) 

in  Com.,  3170  (ii). 
 Letter  from  W.  A.  Littlejohn,  Toronto 

City  Clerk  :  Read  (Mr.  Maclean)  3170  (11). 
 Letter  from  Sec.  Treas.  D.  R.  Street  : 


Read  (Mr.  Stewart)  3183  (11). 

 Amt.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  3198  (Ii). 

Ottawa  Orounds,  Maintenance,  ftc.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6817  (iv). 
Ottawa  Improvement  Commission,  Expenditure: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7280 

(lv). 

 Njimber  of  Employees  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Pre- 

ley)  382  (1). 


Ottawa  Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 
18  (Mr.  Belcourt)  V,  817  ;  V,  416 ;  in 
Com.,  and  8°»,  864  (i).  (5  Edward  VIL,  c. 
142.) 

Ottawa,  Parliamentary  Library,  Extension  :  In 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  9642  (v). 
Ottawa  Post  Office,  Fittings,  ftc:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9661  (v). 
 Restoration  and  Addition  t* :  in  Com.  of 


Sup.,  1673  (i). 
Ottawa  River  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  81  (Mr.  PirhS) 

1"»,  1671  ;  2*»,  1768  (I)  ;  In  Com.,  and 

4697  (111).    (5  Edward  VII..  c.  79.) 
Ottawa  River  Surveys:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7612 

(iv). 

 Wharf  at  Foot  of  Rldeau  Canal  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7661  (lv). 
 Wharf  at  Riviere  du  Llevre  :  in  Com.  ot 


Sup.,  7376  (iv). 

Owen  Sound  and  Meaford  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  B. 
No.  143  (Mr.  Telford)  V,  4644  ;  2**,  4978 
(ill)  ;  in  Com.  and  3oi,  6976  (lv).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  144.) 

Owen  Sound  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6886  (lv),  9600  (v). 

 Harbour  Protection  Works  :  in  Com.  ot 


Sup.,  7661  (lv). 
Owen  Sound  P.  O.,  Site  re  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

ftproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (I). 
Owen  Sound  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 

9547  (v)  . 
Owens  :  See  '  David,'  ftc. 

Oxford  and  London  Elections,  Resignation  of 
Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzle  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Por- 
ter) in  Com.  on  B.  69,  8474  (v). 

Oxford,  N.,  Electoral  District,  Vacancy,  Issue  of 
Writ  ;  Notification  {Mr.  Speaker)  6046  (iv). 

 Certificate  of  Election  :  Notification  (Mr. 

Speaker)  8177  (v). 

 Notification  to  Mr.  Speaker  ('Mr.  Sproule) 


6961  (v). 

—  Issue  of  Writ :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 


den) 61S6  (iv). 
See  '  London,'  ftc 
Oyster  Culture,  Protection  re  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
2912  (11). 

Pacific  Bank  B.  No.  176  <Mr.  Galliher)  1»  m._ 
7420  ;  2»  m.,  7626  (lv)  ;  In  Com.,  and  3"*, 
8146  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  146.) 

Pacific  Cable  Grant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup..  7289  (iv). 

 Statement  Read  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurior)  in 


Com.  of  Sup.,  7276  (iv). 
Packing;  of  Apples  :  See  '  Staple  Commodities.' 
Papal  Ablegate  :  See  '  Man.  Boundaries.' 
Paper  Goods  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B.  No.  68  (Mr. 

Macdonell)  l'»,  1421 ;    2*»,  1641  (1)  ;  in 

Com.,  and  3'*,  2715  (11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c. 

146.) 

Parent,  Hon.  S.  N.,  Appnmt.  to  G.T.P.  Commis- 
sion :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  699  (i). 
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Paris  Agency,  Expenditure  re  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 
8968  (It). 

Parker's  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of 

Sap.,  9652,  9676  (v). 
Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract,  Ac.:  H. 

(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  6785  (111). 
Parlour  and  Dining  Cars,  I.C.R.,  Profits,  Ac, 

re  :  Remarks  (Hr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

8264  (11). 

Parole  Office,  W.  T.  Archibald,  Salary  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6721  (It). 
Parole  System  for  Convicts  :  Remarks  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  466  (i). 
Parrsboro,  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6679  (v). 
 Landing  Pier  Addition  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9678  (T). 

Parry  Sound  Buoy  Contract  :  Statement  read 

(Hr.  Prefontalne)  2866  (11). 
Parry  Sound  Gas  Plant,  Purchase  of  Land,  Ac: 

Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2712,  2726  (11). 
Parry  bound  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (It). 
Paspeblac  and  Gaspe  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  944  (1). 
Passenger  and  Freight  Ratee,  Advancement  of, 

Information  re :  Remarks  (Hr.  Kemp)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (1). 
Passenger  Stations  and  Freight  Sheds,  I.C.R.  : 
•   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1977  (I). 
Passes  Issued,  &c,  I.C.R. :  Remarks  (Hr.  Kemp) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2267  (11). 
Passes  oyer  I.C.R.  for  Legislators  of  Quebec 

ProT.:  Remarks  (Mr.  GerTals)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1922,  1926  ;  Reply  (Mr.  Emmereon) 

1926  (1). 

Patent  Act  Amts.  re  Relief  Bills  :  Remarks 
(Hr.  Henderson)  6669  (It). 

Patent  Examiners  Salary  Increases  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9066  (T). 

Patent  Medicines,  Inspection/  of,  Ac. :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1726  (1). 

*  Patent  Record ':  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1472  (I). 

'  Patent  Record '  supplied  to  Members  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.,  ot  Sup.,  1827 
(i). 

Patterson,  T.  W.,  Sale  of  Dom.  Lands,  B.C., 
Price  paid,  &c.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  4371 
(111). 

Paul,  Jos.,  Compensation  re  Injuries  :  In  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  6463  (It). 
Pay  and  Allowance  re  Mllltla  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

6610  (It). 
See  '  Militia,'  Ac. 
Payne,  J.  L.,  Salary  Increase  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9062  (v). 

Pearson,  Geo.  Relief  B.  No.  163  (Hr.  CalTert) 
1°*,  6919  (III)  ;  2°».  6868  ;  In  Com.,  7623  ;  3° 
m.,  7624  (It).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  147.) 

Peel  Head  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314 
(It). 


Pelee  Island  Cable  Line  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7609 
(It). 

Pemberton  Band  of  Indians  B.C.,  Purchase  of 
Land  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9339  (v). 

Pembroke  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7414 
(It). 

Pembroke  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (It). 
Penet&ngudshene  Dredging  :  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
7663  (It). 

Penetanguishene  Harbour  Dredging,  Name  ot 
Owner  of  Boat :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  2068 
(it). 

Penitentiary  Coal  Contracts,  Ac.:  Remarks  (Hr. 

Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  478  (i). 
Penitentiaries,  General  Expenditure  :  to  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  466  (1). 
See  '  Justice,'  &c. 
Penny  Banks,  Charters,  St  mot.  re  Business,  Ac.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  687  (I). 
Pensions,  Compensation  to  Lieu  ot  Land  :  to 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6966  (It). 
Pension  Scheme  I.C.R..  for  Old  Ago :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Macdonald)  2492  (11). 

See  '  Employees,'  Ac. 
Pensions  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  6966  ;  cone.,  6961 

(It). 

Perce  (North  Cove)  Wharf  :  to  Com.  ot  Sup., 
9692  (v). 

Pere  Marquette  Ry.,  Emplymt.  of  Aliens,  Rep. 
re:  Laid  on  Table  (Sir  William  Uulock) 
6232  (1). 

  Employees  :  Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  In- 


gram) 7916  (It). 
Peribonca  (Petite  RiTiere)  RemoTal  of  Snags  : 

in  Com,  of  Sup.,  9691  (t). 
Permanent    Force,    Recruiting    Points,  Total 

Number,  Ac. :    Ques.  (Hr.  Cockshutt)  6977 

(It). 

See  •  Militia, '  Ac. 
Personal  Explanation  re  Voting  in  Ottawa  (Hr. 

Logan)  562  (1). 
Peterborough  Armoury  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  167S 

(1). 

Peterborough  Immigrant  Homes,  Inspection  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Cochrane)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
7694  (lv). 

Petewawa  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (lv). 

Petitions,  Presenting,  Endorsement  ot,  Ac.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Speaker)  2490  (11). 

Petition  re  Separate  Schools  in  Autonomy  Btli  : 
Remarks  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  2319  (41). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  Ac. 

Petit  de  Grat  SS.  Subsidy  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  966 
(1). 

Petite  Riviere,  Improvements,  N.S.:  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  9580  (v). 
Petit  Rocher  Breakwater :  to  Com.  ot  Sup., 

7500  (It). 

'  Petrel.'  Repairs  to  Boilers  :  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
6630  (lv). 
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Petroleum  Bounties,  Payments,  Ac:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Foster)  dn  Com.  of  Sup.,  7220  (It). 

Phlnney's  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
9662  (T). 

Photograph*  :  See  '  Copyright.' 

Plctou  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9390 
(v). 

Plctou  Cattle  Disease,  Investigation  re  Cause, 

Ac.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald)  9079  (v). 
Plctou  and  Chetlcamp  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  935  (1). 
Plctou  and  Montagu*  Bridge  SS.  Subvention  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  926  (1). 
Plerrevllle  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6868  (Iv). 
Piers  and  Breakwaters.  P.B.I. ,  Repairs,  Ac.:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1737  (1). 
Piers  and  Bridges,  General  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7305  (iv). 
See  '  Pub.  Works,'  Ac. 
Pilotage  Service  :  dn  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2760  (11). 
Plnette  Customs  Officer.  Mr.  H.  D.  Morrison  : 

Dismissal,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean) 

2330  (II). 

PltMado,  Isaac  Relief  B.  No.  185  (Mr.  Bole)  1**, 
7906  (iv)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders  for  2*, 
8001,  8096  ;  2°*,  8146  ;  in.  Com.,  and  3'*, 
9049  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  148.) 

Plains  of  Abraham,  Number  of  Acres  purchased 
by  Govt.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  436  (1). 

Pleasant  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7414  (iv). 

Plunkett,  Geo.,  Contract  re  Coal  for  Kingston 
Penitentiary :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  478 
(i). 

Plympton  Breakwater  Repairs  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7414  (Iv). 
Pneumatic  Tube  Installation  In  Montreal  P.O.: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1131  (1). 

—  Toronto  P.O.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (1). 
 Cost,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  217  (i). 
Pointe  au  Baril  Route,  Georgian  Bay  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6888  (lv). 
Pointe  du  Chene  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7500  (lv). 

Point  Edward  Dredging:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6869, 
7563  (lv). 

Point  Prim  Island  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1736  (I). 

Polrtervllle  Landing  Pier,  N.S.  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9581  (v). 

Police  Patrol  Boats  In  Northern  Waters  :  «n 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9177  (v). 

Political  Crisis  In  Quebec,  Par.  from  '  Le  Jour- 
nal '  :  Read  (Mr.  Leonard)  753  (I). 

—  Explanation  asked  for  (Mr.  Leonard)  822 
(0. 

'  Political  Debts,  Payment  of,'  Ques  ot  Order  re 
Man.  Boundaries  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker) 
S867  (It). 


Pollock,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lake)  190  (1). 

Poonamalte  Dam,  Contribution  re  Repairs  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Haggart)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9379 
(v). 

Port  Arthur  Dredging  Contract,  Advertisement 

re  Tenders  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6875  (lv). 
 Tender  of  Conmee  A  Bowman  :  M.  (Mr. 

Bennett)  to  adjn.,  4468,  4646  (111). 
 Tenders   re :     Remarks    (Mr.  Bennett) 

5963  (lv). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Boyce)  2685  (It). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  2263  (11). 

4921  (ill). 

Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  and  Kamlnlstlqula 
Harbours,  Amount  of  Expenditure  :   M.  tor 
Ret..*  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1398  (1). 
Ques.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1066  (1). 


Port  Arthur,  Fort  William  Telephone  System, 
Cor.  re  Application  to  Board  of  Ry.  Com- 
missioners :  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Copies, 
1891  (I). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  695  (I). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Boyce)  2203  (11). 

Port  Arthur  Harbour  Dredging  :     in  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  784  (1). 
Port  Bruce  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7668  (Iv). 
Port  Burwell  Dredging  Contract,  Purchase  at 

Dredge,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln)  8656  (v). 
Port  Burwell  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7563  (iv). 
Port  Burwell  Work,  Contractor,  Prices  paid, 

Ac  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  689  (i). 
Port  Colborne  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1263  (1). 
Port  Colborne  Breakwater,  Elevator,  Ac.,  Cor., 

Papers,  Ac.  :   M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Barker) 

2067  (it). 

Port  Colborne,  Deepening  Summit  Level  :  la 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1232  (1). 
 Eastern  Breakwater  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

816  (I). 

 Elevator  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1266,  1288  (I). 

 Entrance  Improvements  :     In  Com.  of 


Sup.,  1230  (1). 

Port  Credit  Dredging  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6871,  7655  (lv). 

Port  Dover  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 
ot  Sup.,  7664  (lv). 

Port  Esslngton,  B.C.,  and  Queen  Charlotte  Is- 
lands Mall  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9616 
(v). 

Port  Grevllle  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com., 

of  Sup.,  7414  (iv). 
Port  Hastings  Wharf  :     in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7414 

(lv). 

Port  Hawkesbury  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6837 
(lv). 

Port  Hood,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Estimated  Cost, 
Approval,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln)  6132  (ill). 
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Port  Hood  Harbour,  Northern  Entrance  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7414  Jlv). 
Port  Hope  Piers  and  Dredging  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7564  (It). 
Port  La  Tour  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7415  (It). 
Port  Mulgrave  and  Bras  D'Or  Lakes  S3.  Sub- 
sidy :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  934  (1). 
Port  Mulgrave  and  Canso  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  935  (1). 
Port  Perry  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Christie)  2190  (11). 
Port  Stanley,  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7584  (lv). 
 Tenders  re  :  Ques.   (Mr.  Macdonell)  1760 

(i). 

Porter's  Lake  Boat  Channel  to  Three  Fathom 
Harbour  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9683  (v). 

Porter,  Mr.  Sydney,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lake)  190  (1). 

Portland  Cement  bought  at  Quebec  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  436  (i). 

Portneuf  Wharf  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (lv). 

Postage  on  Newspapers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Pos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  179  (1). 

Postage  Stamps  and  Bank  Notes,  Contract  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Poster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  204 

Postal  Business.  Alberta  District :  M.  tor  Ret. 
(Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  699  (1). 

Postal  Contracts,  ftc,  Patronage  for  Hamilton  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6228  (iv). 

Postal  Map  Engraving  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9060 
(y). 

Postal  Rates,  Increases,  &c.  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  221  (1). 
Postmasters    acting    as    Political  Partisans, 

Charges  re  :  ^n  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240  (iv). 
Postmaster,  Reduction  of  Salary :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Miller)  in  Com.  of  Sup.  6863  (iv). 

POST  OFFICE  : 
Alberta  District  Postal  Business,  4c.  :  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  699  (i). 
Ashcroft  and  Cariboo  Mall  Service,  Tenders 
re  Mall  Contract :   Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  3670 
(11). 

Benrler,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Postmaster  at  St.  Claud, 
Dismissal,  ftc.  Cor.  re  :  M.  (Mr.  Staples) 
for  Cor.»,  1397  (1). 

Bisomnette  vs.  Crown,  Illegal  Stamping  of  Let- 
ters in  Montreal  P.O.,  Cor.  read  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  194  (1). 

Boissevain  Postmaster,  Mr.  A.  McKnlght,  Dis- 
missal, ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Schaffner)  2327  (11). 

Brantford  Letter  Carriers :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Cockshutt)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  217  (1). 

Cairns,  A.  W.,  Salary  as  P.  O.  Inspector  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6629  (iv). 

Campaign  Literature  and  Franking  Privileges: 
Remarks  (Mr.  White)  1809  (i). 
See  '  Franking.' 
N 


PpST  OFFICE— Con. 

Canadian  Fast  Mall  Service  and  SS.  'Virgin- 
ian '  :  Tel.  Read  (Mr.  Emmerson)  9279  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKeozie)  9773  (v). 

Chesley  Postmaster,  Vacancy,  Appnmt.,  ftc. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Barr)  9081  (v). 

Civil  Servants'  Guarantees  re  P.  O.  Dept. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Chisholm)  1758  (1). 

Coldwater  and  Loverlng  Mail  Service,  Con- 
tract re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  1848  (1),  2594 
(U). 

Country  Postmasters,  Increases  In  Salaries  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  143 
(i). 

Detective  Service,  P.  O.  Dept.:  to  Com.  of 

Sup.,  209  (1). 
Dobey,  J.  B.:  See  '  Thessalon  Postmaster.' 
Doutre,  Mr.,  Dismissal  as  Postmaster  from 

Beauharnola  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6247  (iv). 
Dundas,  Ry.  Mall  Clerk,  Reinstatement :  in 

Com.  »t  Sup.,  139  (1). 
Farmlngton    and    Wllmot    Mall  Contract, 

Guarantee,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2330 

(11). 

Franking  Privilege,  Abuse  of  re  Circulars  of 
Dental  Institute  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  1807 
(0. 

 Circular  issued  by  Jacques  Cartler  Club, 

ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  O.  B.  Talbot)  on  M.  for 
Ways  and  Means.  9798  (v). 

 Regulations  after  Prorogation  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Clements)  9396  (v). 

— —  Use  of  Rubber  Stamp  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Barr)  5134  (Hi),  5963  (lv). 
See  '  Campaign,'  &c. 

Frederlcton  Post  Office.  Equipment,  ftc:  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Crocket)  170  (1). 

Free  Mall  Delivery,  Total  Cost,  ftc:  Ques. 
(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  729  (1). 

Glenn  Ross  P.  O.,  Abolition  of,  ftc:  Que* 
(Mr.  Porter)  1149  (1). 

Goderlch  Mall  Contract,  Tender  re  :  Ques.  v  • 
Gunn)  2493  (II). 

Green,  Samuel  H.,  Postmaster  at  Kaslo, 
Dismissal,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2331 
(11). 

Hamilton  Cove,  P.  O.  Mail  Service  and  Re- 
venue :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  7421  (lv). 

Hamilton  and  Kilbride  Mail  Contractor,  Dis- 
tance, ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  9080  (v). 

H.  of  C.  Post  Office,  Locked  Boxes,  ftc:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  S.  HugheB)  8387  (v). 

International  Postal  Supply  Co.,  Rent  of 
Stamping  Machines  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  211  (I). 

Inverness,  N.S.,  Postmaster,  Personal  Duties, 
ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  8886  (v). 

Kaslo,  Dismissal  of  Mr.  S.  H.  Green  as  Post- 
master :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2331  (11). 
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POST  OFFICE— Con. 
Kent,  Miss  A.,  Dismissal  as  Postmistress  at 

K«nt,  N.3.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  2S31  (I) 
Kentvale  Postmaster  Sureties,  Dismissal,  Ac 

Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  6977  (It). 
See  •  Thessalon,'  Ac. 
Klllarney  and  Little  Current  Mall  Service, 

Tenders  re  Contract,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lan 

caster)  366?  (ii). 
Kingston,  N.B.,  and  Jubilee  Station  Mail  Con 

tract,  Tenders  re,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler) 

6133  (ill). 

Lakevllle  and  North  Lake  Mail  Service,  Com- 
plaints re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9612  (v). 

Lawson,  Mr.  Henry,  Postmaster  at  Stanhope, 
Dismissal,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1062 
0). 

 Cor.,  Ac:  M.  for  Copy*  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 

1398  (i). 
See  '  Stanhope.' 
Lefebvre,  A.  P.,  Dismissal  from  Markstay 

Post  Office,  Investigation,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Broder)  7096  (iv). 
LennoxvtUe  Post  Office,  Construction  of:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Wortbington)  4373  (ill). 
Lesser  Slave  Lake  Post  Office,  Establishment, 

Mall  Service,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  M.  S.  Mc- 
Carthy) 7018  (lv). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  in  Com. 

on  B.  69,  8163  (v). 
Letter  Carriers,  Bonuses,  Ac,  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  216  (1). 
 Contract  re  Boots,  Ac:  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  211  (i). 
 Payments  on  Sick  Leave,  Ac:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  173-6  (1). 

 Uniforms,  Contracts  re  :  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  207  (1). 
Leverette,  Geo.  Milton,   Postmaster,  Kitley 
District,  Partisan  Conduct  as  Ret.  Officer  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240 
(lv). 

Lowvllle  to  Milton  Mall  Contract,  Dis- 
tance, Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  9080  (v). 

Maccan  Mail  Contract,  Amount  paid,  Ac: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler)  188  (i). 

Macjog  Post  Office,  Erection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Worthlngton)  6784  (111). 

Mall  Bags,  Locks,  Repairs,  Ac,  Contracts  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  206 
(i). 

Mails  carried  free  by  Rys.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  186  <i). 

Mail  Contracts,  Tenders,  Competition,  Ac: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  179 
(i). 

Mail  Delivery,  Free  System,  Total  Cost,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  729  (i). 
Mail  Service,  P.O.  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  219  (i), 

6629  (iv). 


POST  OFFICE — Con. 

Mail  Service,  Miscellaneous  Expenditure  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9602  (v). 

 System  of  Payments  :   Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (1). 

Mail  Subsidies  re  Newfoundland  Service  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  177  (I). 

Melbourne  and  Upper  Melbourne  Mall  Con- 
tract, Tenders  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton) 
4372  (Hi). 

Melfort  Mall  Service,  Complaint  from  Sas- 
katchewan Board  of  Trade  re  Delays  :  Read 
(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9789  (v). 

Mileage  re  Mail  Service,  Additional  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  184  (1). 

Money  transmitted  through  Mail,  Par.  In 
papers  re  Legislation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gauvreau) 
4807  (ill). 

Montreal  Post  Office,  Charges  re  Registered 

Letters  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  183  (1). 
 Illegal  Stamping  of  Letter  for  Election 

Matters  :  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  194  ; 

Cor.  read  (Sir  William  Mulock)  194  (I). 
 Improvements,  New  Station  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  222  (i). 
See  'Pneumatic' 
 St.  Catherine  St.  Branch,  Unsanitary 

Condition  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  182  (1). 
 Stealing  of  Cheques.  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  198  (1). 
MuBquodobolt     Postmaster,    Dismissal  (re- 
marks) on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

6224  (lv). 

 Letter  read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9613 

(v).  / 
Newfoundland  Mail  Subsidies  :   in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  177  (i). 
See  'Trade  and  Commerce,'  Ac. 
Newpapers,  Postage  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  179  (I). 
Pneumatic  Tube  Installation  In  Montreal  P. 
O.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1181  (1). 

 In  Toronto  P.  O.  :    In  Com.  of  Sup 

1690  (1). 
See  '  Toronto.' 
Postage  Stamps  and  Bank  Notes,  Contract  re: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Bup  204 
(i). 

Postal  Business,  Alberta  District  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  699  (1). 

Postal  Contracts,  Ac,  Patronage  for  Hamil- 
ton, Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6228  (lv). 

Postal  Rates.  Increases,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  221  (I). 

Postmasters  acting  as  Political  Partisans, 
Charges  re  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6240  (lv). 

Postmasters  Reduction  of  Salary  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Miller)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6863  (Iv). 
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POST  OFFICE— Con. 
Post  Office,  Dept.,  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9E.  165  (1),  6240  (It),  9058  (▼). 
 Inspectors'  Salaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1*4  (0. 

 Outside  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  189 

<i). 

 Provisional  Allowance  :    In    Com.  of 

Sup..  166  (1). 

Post  Office,  Assessment  System,  Collections 
re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Chlsholm)  3671  (li). 

 Official,  Compassionate  Allowance  to  P. 

Callery  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6628  (11). 

— > —  Regulations  to  Postmasters  re  Distri- 
bution of  Packages  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Barr)  on 
M.  for  Sup.,  6834  (It). 

 r  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Barr)  6961  (It). 

 Rep.  presented    (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

54  (1). 

Post  Offices  in  N.W.T.,  Establishment  of,  4c: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.)  223  (1). 

Powers,  Jas..  Postmaster  at  Wheatley  River, 
P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  Mc- 
Lean) 4374  (Hi). 
Bee  'Wheatley.' 

P.E.I.  Mall  Service,  Delays,  &c.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Lefurgey)  1152  (1). 

 Letter  from  Mr.  Pottlnger  :  Read  (Sir 

William  Mulock)  1163  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Martin,  P.E.I.)  280  (1.) 

Railway  Mail  Clerks  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  139 
<0. 

Bee  '  Dundas.' 
Ramsay  and  New  Ross  Mall  Service,  Tenders 

re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  9696  (v). 
Rural  Mail  Delivery,  Establishment  In  Can., 

Probable  Cost,  4c.:  M.  for  Reps.,  4c.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  2067  (11). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

220  (1). 

St.  Abdon  Post  Office,  Establishment  of.  Re- 
commendation re :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morin)  6653 
(iT). 

fit.  James  Division  Branch  P.  O.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  218  (1). 
Bee  '  Montreal.' 
Ste.  Marguerite  Postmaster,  Dismissal  of  L. 

Laflamme  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morin)  6477  (lv). 
•Shelburne  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  &c.  Cor.  re: 

M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Barr)  695  (1). 
Sherbrooke  Post  Office,  Improvements,  Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  191  (I). 
 Postal  Delivery  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  878  (i). 
Stamping  Machines  :  Bee  '  International,'  4c. 
Stanhope,  P.E.I. ,  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  4c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1062  (1). 
 Cor.,  Reps.,  4c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 

A.  Martin)  1398  (1). 
Ni 


POST  OFFICE — Con. 
Stanhope  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  Inquiry  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  4810  (lil). 
See  •  Lawson.' 
Thessalon  Postmaster,  Appnmt.  and  Sureties: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  6105  (lv). 
 Dismissal  of  W.  J.  Doble  :  M.  for  Cor. 

(Mr.  Boyce)  3202  (ii). 
 Irregularities,    4c:    Remarks  (Mr. 

Boyce)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6192  (It). 
 Salary  Warrants  issued  :  Inquiry  for 

(Mr.  Boyce)  6239  (It). 
 Papers  laid  on  Table  (Sir  William  Mu- 
lock) 6332  (It). 
 further    papers    laid    on    Table  (Sir 

William  Mulock)  6646  (It). 
 M.  to  reduce  Salary  (Mr.  Foster)  9772 

(T). 

Toronto  Post  Office,  Additional  Postal  Station: 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1591  (1). 

1  Pneumatic  Postal  Service,  Contract  re: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Hyman)  6921  (111). 

Contract  re  Trench  (Mr.  Foster)  6922 


(HI). 


 Pneumatic  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 5807  (ill). 

Victoria  Harbour  Mall  Contracts  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bennett)  2191  (il). 

'  Virginian's  '  Trip  :  Bee  '  Canadian  Fast  Mail,' 
4c. 

Waverley  Postmaster,  Duties  and  Residence, 

4c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  6427  (ili). 
Wayerley,  Postmaster,  Personal  Duties,  4c.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6807  (ill). 
Wheatley  Rlyer  Postmaster,  Dismissal  of  Mr. 

James  Power,  Cor.,  4c.  :  M.  for  Copies* 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  9698  (v). 
See  'Power.* 
Winter  Mail  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6467 

(lv). 

See  'Marine,'  'P.E.T' 
Yukon,  Mall  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  203  (i). 

 Post  Office  Officials,   Salaries,  Living 

Allowances,  4c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  214  (I). 
Poultry  Raising  on  Experimental  Farm  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Blaln)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6183 
(iv). 

Pound  Net  Licenses  Issued  by  Dept.:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bennett)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2892  (11). 

Pound  Net  Licenses,  Little  Current,  Cor.  bet- 
ween A.  E.  Dyment  and  Govt,  re  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Crocket)  1399  (I). 

Powers,  Jas.,  Postmaster  at  Wheatley  River, 
P.E.I.,  Dismissal,  4c.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A. 
McLean)  4374  (ill). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  4c. 

Presbyterian  College  of  Halifax  B.  No.  123  (Mr. 
Sinclair)  1"*,  2681  ;  2**,  3136  (11)  ;  In  Com., 
and  3**,  4269  (lil).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  149.) 
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Prescott  Lighthouse  report,  Total  Area,  Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1148  (1). 
Preston,  Mr.  W.  T.  R.,  Immigration  Agent, 

Salary,  &c.  :  Reps.,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk) 

152  (1). 

 Immigration  Office  O.B.,  Number  of  Em- 
ployees, Salaries,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk) 
592  (1). 

 Visit  to  Canada  :  Oues.  (Mr.  XT.  Wilson) 

451  <1). 

Preferential  Tariff,  Value  of   Imports,    Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  162  (1). 
See  '  Customs,'  Ac. 
Preventive  Service,  re  Excise  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1688  (i). 

Prime  Minister,  Salary  Increase  :  See  '  First 
Minister.' 

Prince  Albert,  Court  Room  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
124  (i). 

 Jail  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (1). 

 Public  Building  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1*38 

(1). 

P.E.I,  and  Great  Britain  S3.  Subsidy,  Claims  f 
S3.  Cos.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  927  (1). 

P.E.I,  and  G.B.  S3.  Subventions  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7088  (iv). 

 Statement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  7088  (iv). 

P.E.I.  Communication  with  Mainland  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  A.  Martin)  Tel.  read,  Ac,  831  (1). 

P.E.I.  Dredging,  Number  and  Names  of  Har- 
bours, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  ~l48 
(1). 

P.E.I.  Fisheries,  Supervision,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

A.  Martin)  17*2  ft). 
P.E.I,  and  Mainland  SS.  Communication,  Train 

Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  280,  697 

(I)  . 

P.E.I.  Mall  Service,  Delays,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  1152  (i). 
 Letter  from  Mr.  Pottlnger  :  Read  (Sir 

William  Mulock)  1163  (I). 
P.E.I.  Delay  in  Mall  Service  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

A.  A.  McLean)  2203,  2261  (II). 
 Explanation  (Sir  William  Mulock)  2261 

(II)  . 

P.E.I.  Mall  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions,  Res. 

from  Mar.  Board  of  Trade  :     Read  (Mr. 

Daniel)  907  (1). 
P.E.I.   Steam   Communication,   Contract  with 

Steam  Nav.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  6316 

(ill). 

P.E.I.  Steam  Communication  with  Mainland, 
Delays.  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1695 

(1). 

 Snow  Blockade  and  Delay  in  Malls  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Lefurgey)  1753  (i). 

P.E.I.  Subsidy,  Additional  Grant,  Cor.,  Ac.  :  M. 
for  Copies*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  3206  (II). 

P.E.I,  and  Mainland  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  jf 
Sup.,  919  (1). 


P.E.I,  and  Newfoundland  S3.  Subventions  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup..  940  (1).  7092  (lv). 

P.E.I,  and  W.  Indies  SS.  Subsidy,  Amount  paid. 
Representations  re :  Ques.  (Mr.  Martin. 
P.E.I.)  691  (1). 

P.E.I.  Tunnel,  Delegation  re  :  Remarks  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6644  (iv). 

P.E.I.  Winter  Communication,  Claims  of  Travel- 
lers re  Refund  of  Expenses  on  account  of 
Delay  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  4807  (ill). 

 Cor.,  Ac,  since  Confederation  :    M.  for 

Copies*  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  9698  (v). 

 Investigation  re  Soundings,  Tunnel,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  2778  (li). 

 Str.  '  Stanley,'  Cor.,  Ac.  :     M.  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  for  Copies*,  916  (i). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1338  (i). 

 Inspection  of  Str.  '  Stanley '  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

A.  Martin)  687  (i). 

P.E.I.  Mount  Stewart  Shipping  Facilities,  Wharf 
Accommodation,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Mar- 
tin) 1763  (1). 

P.E.I.  Railway  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2025,  2027  (11), 
8692  (v). 

 Bloomfleld  Agent's  House  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6432  (lv). 
 Branch  Lines,  Survey  and  Construction, 

Cor.,  ftc.  :  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  for  Copies*, 

916  (1). 

 Cardigan  to  Montague  Bridge  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9482  (v). 
 Claims  for  Damages,  Amounts  paid,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  Ret  (Mr.  Kemp)  383  (1). 
 Georgetown   Increased  Accommodation  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9486  (v). 
 Land    Expropriations,    Papers    laid  on 

Table  (Mr.  Emmerson)  8528  (v). 
 Murray  Harbour  Branch   Extension  to 

Jan.  1st,  1906  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean) 

106  (1). 

—  Murray  Harbour  Branch  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup..  7494  (lv),  9488  (v). 
 Stanley  Bridge,  Ac,  Surveys  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Martin,  P.E.I.)  266  (1). 
 Water  Service  Improvements  :    In  _\>m. 

of  Sup.,  3170  (II). 
 West  Cape  Branch  Surveys  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  689  (i). 
 Working  Expenses :     in  Com.  o'.  Sn:>., 

6901,  6908  (lv). 
See  •  I.C.R.;  ftc. 
P.E.I.  Tel.  Co.  :  Bee  '  Anglo-American.' 
Printing  Bureau,  Addition  to  :  In  Com.  >f  Sup . 

1575  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6897  (iv). 

 Enlargement  of   and  Outside  Printing: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
6948  (iv). 
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Printing  Bureau,  New  Machinery  Plant :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9614  (v). 
Printing.  Miscellaneous  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6723. 

6901,  6948.  6957  (It). 
Prisoners,  Maintenance  of  in  N.W.T.  :  in  Com 

of  Sup.,  122  (i). 
Private  Bills  Pets.,  Extension  of  Time  :  (Mr. 

Grant)  M.  re  Report,  318,  448  (i). 
 Remarks  re  Debating  (Mr.  Speaker)  318 


(i). 


M.  to  extend  Time  (Mr.  Galiher)  487l» 


(111). 

M.  (Mr.  Gervais)  2203  (li). 


Private  Bills,  12th  Rep.  of  Com.:  Presented  (Mr. 
Grant)  2491  (11). 

Private  Cars,  I.C.R.,  Number,  Ac.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2258  (ii). 
See  '  Ry.  Commission,'  Ac. 

Privileges,  Ques.  of  re  Separate  Schools  :  (Mr. 
Lake)  3649  (II). 

Privy  Council  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  71  (i). 

Privy  Councillors  :  See  '  Cabinet  Ministers.' 

Prohibitionist  Principles,  Charges  by  P.M.G.  : 
Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Foster)  842  (i). 

Prorogation,  Date  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 9790  (v). 

 Com.  from  Gov.  Gen.'s  Sec.  :   Read  (Mr. 

Speaker)  9815  (v). 

Protection  to  Women  and  Children,  Amt.  to 
Criminal  Code  re  Wife  Beaters  :  Ques.  (Mr 
Ames)  591  (1). 

*  Protestants  driven  out  of  Quebec,'  Ref.  to  in 
Autonomy  Bill  Speech  (Mr.  Lemteux)  3305  ; 
Reply  (Mr.  Sproule)  8306  (li). 

'  Protestant  Govt.,'  Ref.  to  in  Speech  on  Auto- 
nomy Bill  :  (Mr.  Fielding)  3006  (il). 

Protestant  Schools,  Ref.  to  by  Mr.  Fielding  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Speech  on  Auto- 
nomy Bill,  8462  (il). 

Provident  Savings  Association  lncorp.  B.  No.  134 
(Mr.  Gervals)  1**,  4870  ;  2**,  4598  (ill) ;  in 
Com.  6974  ;  3«*.  5976  (ii)  :  Sen.  Amts.,  9078 
(v).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  151.) 

Provincial  Autonomy  re  N.  W.  Tors.,  Cor.  be- 
tween Govts.  :   M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Monk) 
699  (1). 
See  'Autonomy,' 

Provincial  Rights,  Par.  in  Le  Solell  •  :  fMr. 
W.  F.  Maclean)  to  adjn..  1746  (1). 

Provincial  Stocks  in  G.  B.  :  Bee  '  Colonial  Stock 
Act.* 

Provincial  Subsidies,  Discussion  re,  in  Com.  on 
Autonomy  Bill,  5434  (Hi). 

Provincial  Subsidies,  Readjustment  re,  Memo- 
randa, Ac. :  M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Carveatf 
2100  (11). 

Pryor,  J.  A.,  Relief  B.  No.  127  (Mr.  Calvert)  1** 
3091  ;  2**,  3400  (11)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3**,  4259 
(ill).   (5  Edward  VII.,  o.  160.) 


Public  Accounts  Com.  :  M.  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  582 

,  «)• 

Public  Accounts  Com.,  Meeting,  Ac.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  7100  (iv). 
 Calling    Meeting,    Ac.:    Remarks  (Mr. 

Monk)  403  (i). 
Public  Accounts  Rep.:  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Foster) 

97  (i). 

Public  Accounts,  Reporting  Evidence,  Ac:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9616  (v). 

 Presented  (Mr.  Paterson)  60  (i). 

Public  Buildings,  Comparison  with  U.  S.  Sys- 
tem of  Rentals  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (1). 

Public  Buildings  in  Towns,  Erection  of.  Amounts 
first  voted,  Population,  &c:  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Foster)  1898  (i). 

 inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  4751  (ill). 

 Erected  since  Confederation,  Cost,  Ac: 

M.  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  for  Ret.*,  1398  (1). 

 Govt.  Policy  re  Construction  :  Remarks  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  862  (1). 

 Govt.  Policy  re :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F. 

Maclean)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (i). 

Public  Functionaries,  Salaries  :  See  '  Lt.  Gov- 
ernors.' 

Public  Works  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  54  (Mr.  Hyman) 
1*  m.,  819  ;  2'*,  1679  ;  8«*.  1806  (i).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  32.) 

Public  Works  Health  Act  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1846  (1). 

Public  Health,  Organized  Districts  Quarantine  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1841  (I). 
PUBLIC  WORKS  : 
Actonvale  Public  Building :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1101  (i). 

Alexandria   P.  O.,  Contract  re,  Delay,  Ac.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Maodonnell)  1760  (i). 
Aliens  employed  on  Govt.  Works  at  Sault  Ste. 

Marie  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Boyce)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1412  (i). 
Allandale  Landing  Pier :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9695  (v). 

Amherst  burg    Harbour    Improvements :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7546  (lv). 
Amherst  Pier,  N.S.,  Contract  re  Construction: 

Ques.  (Mr.  R  L.  Borden)  4371  (iU). 
Anderson  and  Kennedy's  Lake  Outlets :  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7673  (iv). 
Annapolis,  Queen's  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9576  (v). 
Anse  a  Beauflls  Pier  Extension  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7286  (iv). 
Anse  aux  Oris  Fonds  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7286  (iv). 
Anse  St.  Jean  Pier  Extension  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7286  (lv). 
Anae  L'llot  Landing  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9591  (v). 

Antigonlsh  Publlo  Building :  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
846,  1015  (i). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 

Apple  River  Wharf,  N.S.  :  In  Com.  of  Sap., 
1727  (1),  7895  (It). 

Arbitration  and  Awards  re  Public  Works  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7611  (It). 

Architects  for  Military  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  424  (1). 

Architects  for  Public  Works,  Salaries,  Ac.  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7618  (It). 

Arichat  (west)  Landing  Piers  :  Id  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7419  (It). 

Armouries,  Generally,  Construction  of :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1649  (i). 

Armouries,  Supervision  and  Control,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  423  (1). 

Ashcroft  and  Dawson  Tel.  Line  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6896  (It). 

Assay  Office,  VancouTer,  B.C.:  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7720  (It). 

Baddeck  Wharf,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7396 
(IT),  9B86  (T). 

Banff,  N.W.T.,  Water  Works  and  Sewage  Con- 
struction :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9306  (v). 

Barachols  Boat  Harbour  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7396  (iv). 

Barachols  de  Malbale  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7287  (It). 
Barrie  (Allaodale)  Landing  Pier  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9595  (T). 
Barrington  Passage  Wharf,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9581  (T). 
Barry's  Wharf,  Madawaska  River  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6873  (iv). 
Bass  River  Wharf  Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7397  (iv). 

Batlscan  Channel  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7322  (iv). 

Battery  Point  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9552  (v). 
Battleford  Bridge,  N.W.T.,  Protection  Works  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7587  (lv). 
Bayfield  Pier,  Dredging  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

Y546  (lv). 

Bay  St.  Lawrence.  Boat  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7397  (iv). 
 Telegraph  Lines  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7606 

(iv). 

Bear  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7897 
(iv). 

Beaujeu  Bank  Pier  :  In  Coin,  of  Sup.,  6464  (lv). 
Beaverton  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7646  (lv). 
Beckerton  Public  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7397  (iv). 

Belle  River  Dredging  Channel  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7546  (lv). 
Belle  River  Wharf.  P.E.I. :  Remarks  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  .9686  (v). 
Belleville  Armoury  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1547  (I). 
BeJoell  Guide  Piers  and  Booms  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7287  (iv). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Bersimls  to  Godbout  Tel.  Line  :  in  Com.  of 

Sap...  7608  (lv). 
Bic  Harbour  Wharf  at  Pointe  a  Cot6  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7287  (It). 
 Land  purchased  from  P.  Ross,  Ac  r 

Ques.  (Mt.  Bergeron)  1850  (I). 
Blanche   River  Improvements  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7547  (iv). 
Blind  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6870 

(iv)  . 

Boisdale  Wharf,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9585 

(v)  . 

Bourgeois  Inlet  Wharf.  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  sap., 
9581  (v). 

Bowmanville  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sud..  1549> 
(1). 

Bracebrldge  Wharf :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  764T 
(lv). 

Brandon  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1633  (I). 
Brantford  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1650 
(i). 

Breakwaters,  Ac,  N.S.,  Govt.  Policy  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9653  (v). 
9563  (v). 

Breton  Cove  Boat  Landing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7397  (lv). 

Bridges,  Dominion,  Generally :  in  Com.  or 

Sup.,  7592  (iv). 
Bridgeburg  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1650  (1). 

Brldgewater  Dredging  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  7S98 
(lv). 

Broad  Cove,  Harbour  Worka  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7403  (lv). 

 Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398 

(iv). 

Bronte  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7548  (iv). 
Bryson  Bridge  Reconstruction  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7586  (lv). 
Buildings,  B.C.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1641  (1),  6735 

(iv). 

 Renewals,  Repairs,  Ac.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1641  (1). 
Buildings,  Generally,  Fuel,  Ac:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6822  (Iv). 
 Inspection  by  Architects,  Clerks,  Ac: 

Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (1). 

 Heating,  Ac:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1670  (I). 

Buildings,  Manitoba  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1633  (1). 

9549  (v). 

 N.B.:     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1047  (I),  7284. 

(lv). 

 N.S.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  846.  1016  (i). 

 N.W.T.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1637  (I),  6734 

(iv),  9650  (v). 

 Out.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1647  (i),  9547  (v). 

*  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  9642  (v). 


See  '  Ottawa.' 

—  Quebec  :  to  Com.  of  Sup*  1101  (1). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Buildings,  Quebec,  Renewals,  'Repairs,  Ac.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1107  <1). 
Burford  Armoury  :  Remark*  (Mr.  Foster)  lit 

Com.,  1649  (i). 
Oacouna  Wharf,  Expenditure  re,  Sec.:  Quee. 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  7096  (lv). 
Calgary,  Land  Titles  Office  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1638  (1). 

 Post  Offloe  Enlargement  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  16S8  <i). 
OampbelMott,  Public  Buildings :  in  Com.  of 

9up.,  1018  (i). 

 Wharf.  N.B.:  in  Com.  of  Sup..  1744  (i). 

Canning  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402  (lvi» 
Canso  Public  Building  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1UZ3 

(I). 

Canton  Fabre  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  728S 
(It). 

Cape  Tormentlne  Harbour  Improvements  :  In 
Com*,  of  Sup.,  7497  (It). 

Carillon  Work,  Emplymt.  of  Labourers,  Af- 
fidavit read  re  Political  Influence  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  686*  (iv). 
See  '  Canals,'  &c. 

Carlos  Breakwater  :  lit  Com.  of  Sup.,  7898  (iv). 

Cascumpec  Sandhills  Channel,  P.E.I.,  Amount 
expended,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  277S 
(ii). 

Chambord  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup./  7289  (iv). 
Champlaln  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7290  (iv). 

Chance  Harbour  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7497  (lv). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Stockton)  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9688  (v). 

Chateauguay  River  Dredging  and  Enlarge- 
ment :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6847,  7322  (lv). 
See  *St.  Louis,'  &c. 

Chateau  Richer  Harbour  Improvements  :  lit 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7290  (iv). 

 Expenditure  by  Govt,  for  Public  Works: 

M.  for  Stmat.*  (Mr.  Morin)  109  (!). 

 Public  Works,  Dates  of  Payments,  &c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3202  (11). 

 Removal    of    Obstruction :  Remarks 


(Mr.  Morin)  1164  (i). 

 Wharf,  Expenditure  by  Govt.: 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  1015  (i). 


Remarks 


See  *  Montmorency.'  • 

Chatham  Armoury  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1561  (1). 

 Contract,  Price,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cle- 
ments) 687  (i). 

Chezzetcook  (eas-t)  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7402  (iv). 

Chicoutlmi,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7377 
(Iv). 

 Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1106 

(i). 

ChilHwack  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7673  (iv). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Clerk's  Harbour,  Removal  of  Rocks  from 

Channel  :  Id  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (iv). 
Clifton  Breakwater  Improvements  :  to  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7497  (lv). 
Cobourg,  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1664  (1). 
 Piers,  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7648 

(lv). 

OoHlngwood,  Harbour  Dredging  :  lb  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6879  (iv), 
 Harbour  Improvements  :  la  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  7649  (Iv). 
Columbia  River,  General  Improvements :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7673  (iv). 
Country  Harbour,  Removal  "of  Obstructions  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7398  (iv). 
Court  Houses,  Ac,  N.W.T.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1638  (i). 

Cow  Bay,  Fort  Morlen  Breakwater:  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  7399  (iv). 
Cow  Bay  Run  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7401  (lv). 

Creosoted  Timber  for  Piers  and  Breakwaters, 
P.B.I.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1737  (4). 

Crowe's  Landing  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9600  (v). 

Culloden  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7401 
(lv). 

Cunningham  Point  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7402  (lv). 

Dams  across  Rivers,  Govt.  Policy  re:  Remarks 

(Mr.  U.  Wilson)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  (iv). 
Depot  Harbour  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (iv). 
Descente  Des  Femmes,  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7307  (lv). 

 Tel.  Lines  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9604  (v). 

Deejardins  Wharf,  Allumette  Island  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7298  (iv). 
Devil's  Island  Breakwater,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7402  (iv),  9651  (v). 
Digby  Pier  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402  (Iv). 
Dipper  Harbour  Breakwater,  N.B.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7498  (iv),  9588  (v). 
 Construction,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel) 

912  (I). 

Disraeli  Wharf,  Que.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9593 
(v). 

 Expenditure  re  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Morin) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1729  (i). 
Doucet's  Landing,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

6849,  7298  (Iv). 
Douglastown  Isolated  Block  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9692  (v). 

Dredges  employed  at  Port  Arthur,  Expendi- 
ture, Ac:  Remarks  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (I). 

Dredges,  Govt.,  Built  at  Toronto  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Bennett)  2456  (II). 

Dredges  used  In  Govt.  Works.  Expenditure  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  795. 
(I). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Dredging,  B.C.,  New  Plant :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7678  (It). 

Dredging  Contracts,  Govt.  Poller  re  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  J.  D.  Reid)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  1419  (1) 

Dredging  Plant,  Generally  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7578  (IT),  9604  (v). 

 Man.,  New  Plant  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7577  (It). 

 Mar.  Pro  vs.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7578  (lv). 

 Number  of  Vessels,  &c:  in  Com.  of 


Sup.,  6890  (It). 

 Oat.  and  Que.,  New  Plant  : 

Sup.,  7677  (It). 
 working  expenses  : 

7679  (It). 
 P.E.I.,  New  Plant  : 


in  Com.  of 


in  Com.  of  Sup, 


in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7576  (It). 

 New  Vessel :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6891  (It). 

Dredging  Vessels,  Repairs  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 
6890.  7576  (It). 

Drill  Hall,  Frederlcton,  Tenders  re  Construc- 
tion :  Que*.  (Mr.  Crocket)  729  (1). 

Durham  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7498  (It). 

Eastern  Channel,  St.  Maurice  River  Dredging  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7826  (iv). 

East  Templeton  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7300 
(It). 

Echo  Bar  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9598  (v). 
Economy  Pile  Wharf  Extension  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9579  (t). 
Edmonton  Public  Building :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9660  (t). 

Edmonton  and  Qu'Appelle  Tel.  Lines  :  in  Com 

ot  Sup.,  7633  (It). 
Eel  Cove  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7407  (It). 
English  River,  Removal  of  Obstructions  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9591  (v). 
Escoumain  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7303  (It). 
Fairford  River  Bed  Outlet  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7669  (iv). 

Fernle,  B.C.,  Publio  Building :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1641  (1). 
Fort  Lawrence  Landing  Pier  :  in  Cam.  of  Sup., 

6838  (Iv). 

— —  Name  of  Contractor,  Amounts  paid,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6084  (ill). 
Fort  William  Harbour  Dredging :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  784  (i). 
Ft.  William  and  Port  Arthur  Dredging  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6900  (iv). 
See  '  Port  Arthur,'  &c. 
Fraser  River  Ship  Channel  Protection  Works  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7674  (iv). 
Fraserville  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7828  (iv). 
Frederlcton   Military   Buildings,   Tender  re 

Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  728  (1). 
Freeport  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7402 

(It). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Oon. 
Prude's  Point  Wharf  Enlargement,  N.S.:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9681  (v). 
Gabarus  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7402  (It). 
Gatineau  Point  Wharf  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7303  (iv). 
Gatineau  River  Slides  and  Booms  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7630  (lv). 
Georgeville  Wharf  Extension :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7402  (iv). 
Georgian  Bay,  Canal  Surreys :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7637  (It). 
 Surver  Tia  French  River,  Ac.:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9647  (v). 
 Surveys,  Engineers  Reps.,  Ac.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Brabason)  192  (1). 
Georgian  Bay  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6886 

(It). 

Gimli  Wharf,  Lake  Winnipeg :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7673  (lv). 
Glace  Bar,  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9577  (v). 
 Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034 

(1). 

 Purchase  of  Site  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln) 

9697  (v). 

Goderich  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7553  (iv). 
Grand  Bend,  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7568  (iv). 

 Delay   in  Building,  Ac:   Ques.  (Mr. 

Armstrong)  1344  (i). 
Grand  Mechlns  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7308  (lv). 

Grand  Plies  Dam,  St.  Maurice  River  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7326  (lv). 
Grand  River,  Ont.,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6873  (iv). 

Grand  Riviere  de  Beauprg  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9592  (v). 
Great  Salmon  River  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7498  (lv). 
Greece's  Point  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  Ac.:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2063  (li). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 

73QJ.  (lv). 
See  •  Carillon.' 
Grondlne's  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Grosse  Isle,  Hospital  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9608  (v). 

 Marconi  System  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9604 

(t). 

 Pier  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7305  (iv). 

 Quarantine  Station  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

1108  (I),  6784  (iv). 
 Quarantine  Telegraph  System:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9604  (v). 
Guelph  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1666  (i). 
Halleybury  Wharf  Improvements  :  in  Com.  ot 

Sup..  6887,  7556  (lv). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Halt  Island  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.  :  In  Com. 

of  Sop.,  9684  (t). 
Halifax,  Detention  Hospital :  in  Com.  of  Sap., 

1087  (i). 

— —  Dom.  Buildings  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1036 
0). 

— —  Immigrant  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1088  (1). 

Hamilton  Drill  Hall:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1668  (i). 
— —  Harbour   Improvements  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup..  7666  (lv). 
Harbours  and  Rivers,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7678  (lv). 

Harbours,  Docks  and  Slides,  Working  Ex- 
penses :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7632  (iv). 

Harbours,  Rivers  and  Bridges,  Generally  *•  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7676  (iv). 

 Man.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7669  (lv). 

 N.B.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1744  (1),  7497 

(iv),  9688  (v). 

 N.S.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1727  (1),  6837, 

7237,  7396  (iv),  9661  (v). 

 N.W.T.  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7678  (lv), 

9602  (v). 

 general  repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7673 

(iv)  . 

 Ont.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6729,  6869,  7646, 

7656  (lv),  9S96  (v). 
 P.B.I.  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1734  (1),  9686 

(v)  . 

 Quebec  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  770  (I),  6436, 

6839,  7286  (lv).  9690  (v). 
Harrlgan  Cove  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7403 

(iv). 

Hawkesbury  Public   Building :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1660  (1). 
Hlggln's  Shore  Pier,  P.B.I. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1734  (1). 

Honora  Wharf  Freight  Shed  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9697  (v). 
Honora  Wharf  Improvements  :     In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6887  (iv). 
Howard's  Cove,  P.B.I.,  Surveys  re  Wharf : 

Ques.  (Hr.  Lefurgey)  4703  (Hi). 
HOI  Wharf,  Total  Cost,  Ac. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Per- 

ley)  2064  (11). 
Huot,  Mr.  J.,  Payments  to  re  L'Ange  Oardien 

Beach  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1343  (1). 
Indian  Harbour  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7408 

(lv). 

Indian  Harbour  Wharf  :  Pet.  re,  Inquiry  for 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8178  (v). 
Inverness  Public  Building :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1040  (i). 

Inverness  Mines  Harbour  Improvements  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7403  (Iv). 
Irish  Cove  Wharf,  N.S. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9678 

(T). 

Isle  Blsard  Wharf  Butments,  Expenditure  re  : 
M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Monk)  2067  (11). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Janvrln's  Island  Wharf  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,' 

7406  (lv). 

'J.  I.  Tarte,'  Dredge,  Defective  Boilers,  Acci- 
dent, etc.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2466  (11). 

Kamloops,  Lower  Nicola  Tel.  Line  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  7610  (lv). 

Kelly's  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9682  (v). 

Kincardine  Harbour,  Piers  and  Dredging  :  la 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7668  (lv). 

'  Klngsford,'  Dredge,  Cost  of  Operating  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  801  (I). 

Kingston,  Military  Stables :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1661  (I). 

 Royal  Military  Barracks  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup..  1660  (1). 
Lachute  Public  Building  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1111  (0. 

Lake  Dauphin,  Lowering  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7669  (iv). 

Lake  St.  Francis  Outlet,  Oulde  Pier  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7672  (iv). 
Lake  St.  John  Dredging  :     In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7806  (lv). 

Lake  St.  Peter  Permanent  Piers  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6463  (Iv),  9171  (v). 
Lake  Temlscamlng  Wharfs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7669  (lv). 

Lambert's  Pier,  P.B.I.,  Bxpendlture  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  4373  (111). 
Langly  Wharf  Protection  Bank  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7675  (lv). 
Lapralrie  Ice  Piers  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306 

(iv),  9690  (v). 
L'Ardolse  Breakwater  Extension  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6838,  7407  (iv). 
Larry's  River  Breakwater  Extension  :  in! 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7407  (iv). 
Lavaltrle  Wharf  Repairs  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7306  (lv). 

Levis  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1112 
(I). 

L'lle  d'Alma,  Removal  of  Point  of  Rock  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7307  (lv). 
Lindsay  Drill  Hall,  Erection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Hughes.  Ont.)  271  (i). 
Litchfield  Breakwater :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7407 

(lv). 

Little  Current  Channel,  Georgian  Bay  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6886,  7869  (Iv). 
Little  Judlque  Boat  Harbour  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7407  (lv). 
Little  Pabos  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7807  (iv). 
Little  Rock  Breakwater  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7407  (lv). 

Lloydmlnster  Immigrant  Building,  N.W.T:  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  (784  (lv). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
London,  Barracks  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1662  (1). 
 Drill  Hall,  Electric  Wiring  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  (732  (It). 
 Drill  Hall,  Sate  of,  &c.  :     Ques.  (Mr. 

Bison)  8384  (v). 
 Military  Stores,   Magazine,  Ac.  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1662  (i). 
 Post  Office  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1663  (i). 

Longueull  Public  Bulldlnr  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1113  (i). 

Lotbinlere  Wharf  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Louisburg,  Old  Fort,  C.B.,  Preservation  of  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9170  (v). 
Louise  Embankment,  Quebec  Harbour  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  770  (1). 
Lunenburg  Dredging  Harbour  :     In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7408  (iv). 
Mcpherson's  Cove  Breakwater  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1736  (1). 
Mabou  Bridge  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7408  (lv). 
Magdalen  Island  Breakwaters  and  Piers  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7308  (lv). 
Magog  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1114 

(t). 

Mahone  Bay  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  740S 

(iv)  . 

Mail  Distributing  Station,  Montreal,  Purchase 
of  Site  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  915  (1). 

Main  a  Dieu  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7409  (iv). 

Malignant  Cove  Channel  Piers  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7409  (lv). 
Manitoba  Public  Buildings  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Schaffner)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  867  (1). 
Manitoulln  Island,  Stiver  Water  Wharf  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9697  (v). 
Marble  Mountain  Wharf,  N.S.  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9680  (v). 
Margaree  Harbour  Improvements  :    in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7409  (Iv). 
Margaretville    Breakwater    Extension  :  in. 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7412  (iv). 
Masklnonge   River  Dredging :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6842,  7326  (iv),  9690  (v). 
Matchedash  Bay  Channel  Improvements  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7560  (lv). 
Meaford  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7560  (lv). 
 M.  A.  Plgott's  Claims :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9599  (v). 
Medicine  Hat  Public  Building :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1638  (1). 
Megantic  Lake  Piers  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9691 

(v)  . 

Meteghan  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7413  (Iv). 

Midland  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9601  (v). 
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PUBLIC!  WORKS — Con. 
Midland  Harbour,  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

Sup.,  7560  (lv). 
Military  Buildings,  Frederlcton,  Tenders  rt 

Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  728  (i). 
Mill  Cove  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7413 

(lv). 

Mllle  Vachea  Landing  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sop., 
7310  (iv). 

MImlnegash  Breakwater  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1735  (I). 

 Contract  re  Repairs  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Le- 

furgey)  1350  (I). 
 Dredging,   Commencement   of  Work  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lefurgey)  3834  (11). 
MUcou  Harbour  Wharf :    in  Com.  of  Sup.. 

7498  (iv). 

Mistook  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7310  (iv). 
Mont  Louis  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7310  (iv). 
Montmagny  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7311  (iv). 
Montmorency  Falls  Crlbwork :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7311  (iv). 
Montmorency,  Wharf  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6852  (lv). 
 Expenditure  re  by  Govt.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  1015  (i). 
See  •  Chateau  Richer.' 
Montreal,  Barracks  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1118  (1). 
 Examining  Warehouse  :    in   Com.  of 

Sup.,  1119  (i). 
 —  Harbour,  Raising  of  Sunken  Elevator  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  151  (1). 
 Inland  Revenue  Building  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1119  (I). 
 Military  Buildings  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1125  (i). 

 Post  Office,  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1127  (i). 

 P.  O.,  Pneumatic  Installation,  System  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1131  (I). 

 Postal  Station  :    Remarks  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  1128  (i). 

Montreal,  Quebec,  &c,  Harbours,  Dues  and 
Charges  re  Transportation  Problem  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (iv). 

Moosejaw  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1638  (1). 

Mount  Stewart,  P.E.I.,  Wharf  :  Remarks  : 
(Mr.  A.  Martin)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9585  (v). 

Mud  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7500 
(Iv). 

Narrows  Lake,  Quarry  Channel  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7672  (lv). 
New  Campbellton'  Ballast  Wharf  :    In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7413  (lv). 
New  Carlisle  Wharf,  Pier  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7312  (iv). 
Newcastle  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7661  (iv). 
Neepawa  Public  Building:   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9649  (v). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
New  London,  P.B.I.,  Breakwater  Repairs  :  in 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1736  (1). 
Newport  Breakwater  Extension,  Que.  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9592  (v). 
Newport  Landing  Wharf  :   in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

7413  (It). 

Nicolet  Pier  Extension  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7313  (It). 

Noel  Wharf  Repairs  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7413 
Ov). 

North  Bay  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1563  (1). 

North  Thompson  River  Improvements  :  In 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  7576  (lv). 

 Improvements  re  Navigation,  Expendi- 
ture, &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  W.  J.  Roche)  6783 
(ill). 

Notre  Dame  du  Portage  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7314  (It). 
Ogden's  Pond  Protection  Works  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7413  (lv). 
Oliphant  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7561  (iv). 
Orlllla  Public  Building,  Improvements  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9549  (v). 
Oshawa,  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 

9600  (v). 

 Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1564 

(1). 

Otonabee  River  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7564  (Iv). 

Ottawa,  Alexandra  Bridge,  Lighting,  &c.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Henderson)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7686  (iv). 

Ottawa  Bridges  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6889  (iv). 

 Repairs  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7586  (iv). 

Ottawa  Buildings  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  603,  764 

(1),  6S14  (lv),  9550  (v). 
 Additions  to  Eastern  Block  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9547  (v). 
 Archives  Building,   Erection  of  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  603  (i). 

 Art  Gallery  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7618  (Iv). 

 Astronomical    Observatory,  Fittings, 

&c.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9542  (v). 
 Buildings  leased  by  Govt.,  Location, 

Taxes  paid,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Hughes,  Oat.) 

37?  (i). 

  Carpets    purchased.    Quantity,  Value, 

Duty  paid,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Osier)  8266  (v). 
.  Clerks  of  Works,  Salaries,  &c,  Dom. 


Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (i). 

 Coal  Sheds  :  in  Com.  of  Sup..  1665  (i). 

  Carry  Block,  Rental,  &c:  in,  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6818  (iv). 
 Deptl.  Buildings,  Purchase  of  Site,  &c. 

(Stmnt.)  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9606  (v). 
 Drill  Hall,  Increased  Accommodation  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Hughes,  Ont.)  271  (1). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Ottawa  Buildings,  Elevator  Attendance :  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1667  (1),  6916  (It),  9561  (t). 
 Engineers,  Draughtsmen,  &c.  Salaries: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6896  (It),  9382  (t). 
 Engineers,  Firemen,  Salaries,  Ac:  la 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  6822  (It). 
 Furniture,  Ac:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6817 

(Iv). 

 Geological  Museum  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


764  (I). 

 electric  lighting,  contract  re  : 


Remarks 


(Mr.  Lennox)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  760  (1). 
— —  Grounds,  Maintenance,  Ac.:  in  Com. 

Sup.,  6817  (lv). 
 Heating,  Engineers,  Ac.: 

Sup.,  1667  (1),  6816  (lv). 
 H.  of  C,  Improvements  : 

Sup.,  1566  (1). 
 House  of  Commons, 


of 


in  Com.  of 


In  Com.  of 


Remodelling,  Ac. 


Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9642 
(t). 

 Tentilatlon  of  Chamber  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Taylor)  7812  (It),  8696  (v). 
 Library   Accommodation  in  Archives 

Building  :  Remarks  (Mt.  Hyman)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  604  (I). 
 Library,  Extension  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9542  (v). 

 remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

604  (1). 

 Lighting  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6816  (lv). 

 Lighting  Plant,  Ac:  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

1667  (i). 

  Major's   Hill  Park,  Maintenance  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6817  (lv). 

 Mint  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  606  (I). 

 Parliament  Buildings,  Additions,  &c: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9642  (v). 
 Parliament  Grounds,  Paving  Contract, 

Ac:  M.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  to  adjn.,  5785  (ill). 
 Post  Office  Fittings,  Ac.:  in  Com.  of 


Sup.,  9561  (v). 
 Post  Office,  Restoration  and  Addition 

to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1673  (i). 
 Printing  Bur«ai\  Addition  to  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1576  (1). 
 Rentals,  Ac. 


In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  1663  (1), 
6818  (iv). 

 Rentals  :   List  read  (Mr.  Hyman)  in 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1663  (i),  9605  (v). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  €816  (lv). 

 Rldeau  Hall,  Improvements,  Grounds, 

&c.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6823  (iv),  9550  (v). 
 Steel  Shelving :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1664 


(I). 


-Telephone  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


1669  (i),  6814  (lv). 
 Treasury  Vaults 

(iv). 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6826 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Ottawa  Buildings,  Western  Deptl.  Block,  Ad- 
dition to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  766  (1). 
Ottawa  River  Surveys  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7612 
(Iv); 

Ottawa,  Wharf  at  Foot  of  Rldeau  Canal  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7561  (lv). 
Owen  Sound,  Harbour  Dredging  :  to  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6886  (iv). 
 Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9600  (v). 
 Harbour  Protection  Works  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup..  7661  (lv). 
 P.O.,  Site  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproute) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (1). 
 Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9647 

(v). 

Parker's  Cove  Breakwater,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of 

Sup..  9652,  9576  (v). 
Parrs boro.  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  9579  (v). 
 l  anding  Pier  Addition:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9578  (v). 

Parry  Sound  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7562 

(lv). 

Peel  Head  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7814 
(lv). 

Pelee  Island  Cable  Line  :    In  Com.  of  Sup 
7609  (iv). 

Pembroke  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7414 
(lv). 

Pembroke  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (lv). 
Penetanguishene  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7663  (iv). 

Penitentiary  Coal  Contracts,  ftc:  Remarks 
(Mr.  Monk)  In  Com.of  Sup.,  478  (1). 

Perce  (North  Cove)  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9692  (v). 

Peribonca  (Petite  Riviere)  Removal  of  Snags: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9691  (v). 
Peterborough  Armoury :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1678  (i). 

Petewawa  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7662  (lv). 
Petit  Rocher  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7600  (lv). 

Petite  Riviere  Improvements,  N.S.:  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9680  (v). 
Phlnney's  Cove  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9662  (v). 

Plerrevilhs  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6868  (lv). 
Piers  and  Bridges,  General  Repairs  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7S06  (lv). 
Piers  and  Breakwaters,  P.B.I.,  Repairs,  ftc: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1787  (I). 
Pleasant  Bay  Wharf :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7414 

(lv). 

Plympton  Breakwater  Repair*:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7414  (lv). 
Points  du  Chene  Breakwater :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7600  (lv). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Point  Edward  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sap., 

6869,  7663  (iv). 
Point  Prim  Island  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1736  (1). 

PoirlervlUe  Landing  Pier,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9581  (v). 

Port  Arthur  and  Pt.  William  Dredging  Con- 
tract, Tender  of  Oonmee  ft  Bowman:  M. 
(Mr.  Bennett)  <to  adjn.,  4468,  4646  (III). 

 Fort  William  and  Kamlnistiquia  Har- 
bours, Amount  of  Expenditure  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1398  (i). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1066  (I). 

 Inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  Boyce)  2685  (11). 

 inquiry  for  ret.  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  4921 


(ill). 

Port  Arthur  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  784  (i). 
Port  Bruce  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7563  (Iv). 
Port  Burwell,  Harbour  Improvements:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7563  (lv). 
 Contractor,   Prices   paid,   ftc:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Pringle)  689  (1). 
 Dredging  Contract,  Purchase  of  Dredge, 

ftc.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln)  8666  (v). 
Port  Credit  Dredging:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blain)  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6871  (lv). 
Port  Dover  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7664  (lv). 
Porter's  Lake  Boat  Channel  to  Three  Fathom 

Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9683  (v). 
Port  Greville  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7414  (iv). 
Port  Hastings  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7414 
Port  Hawkesbury  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Snp., 

6837  (lv). 

Port  Hood  Harbour,  Northern  Entrance  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7414  (iv). 
 Breakwater,  Estimated  Cost,  Approval, 

ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blaln)  6132  (Hi). 
Port  Hope  Piers  and  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7664  (lv). 
Port  La  Tour  Breakwater  Extension  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7415  (lv). 
Portnenf  Wharf  :  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (It). 
Port  Perry  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Christie)  2190  (11). 
Port  Stanley,  Harbour  Improvements  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7664  (lv). 
 Tenders  re  :    Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonnell) 

1760  (1). 

Prince  Albert  Public  Building :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1638  (I). 

P.E.I.  Dredging,  Number  and  Names  of  Har- 
bours, ftc.:  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  1148 
(1.) 

P.B.I.  Mount  Stewart  Shipping  Facilities, 
Wharf  Accommodation,  ftc.:  Ques.  (Mr.  A. 
Martin)  1768  (1). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Public   Buildings   In   Towns,    Erection  ot. 

Amounts  first  voted,  Population,  Ac:  M.  for 

Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  1398  (1). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  4761  (III). 

Public  Buildings  erected  since  Confederation, 

Cost,  &c:  H.  (Mr.  A.  Lavergne)  for  Ret.*, 

1898  (1). 

 Govt.  Policy  re  Construction  :  Remarks 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  852  (1). 
Public  Works,  Balance  of  Expenditure  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7628  (iv). 
 Clerical  Assistance  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7620  (It),  9606  (v). 
 Contracts,  Names  of  Tenderers,  4c.: 

M.  (Mr.  Lewis)  for  Ret.*,  916  (i). 
 Deptl.  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  94  (1). 

6724  (iv),  9071  (v). 
 Deptl.  Rep.,  Date  of  Issue,  Ac:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Ingram)-  766  (1). 
 Deptl.  Rep.,  Delay  in  bringing  down  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  601  (1). 

 Presented  (Mr.  Hyman)  731  (1). 

Public  Work  Labourers,  Political  Partisans  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Lalor)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6869 

(iv). 

Public  Works  and  Marine  Dept.,  Line  of  De- 
marcation re  Works  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6841  (lv). 

 in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9171  (v). 

Public  Works,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1727  (1). 

Public  Works,  Portfolio,  Appnmt.  of  Minister, 
Ac:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  5961,  6047 

(iv)  . 

 Acting  Minister,  Unconstitutionality  of: 

Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  1936  (1). 

 Cabinet  Vacancy  :  M.  (Ur.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean) to  adjn.,  6471  (111). 

 Minister,  Rumoured  Resignation  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6036  (ill). 

 Returns  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Foster)  9688 

(v)  . 

 Supervision,  Charges,  Ac.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  7688  (iv). 
 Technical  Books,  Purchase,  &c:  In  Com. 


of  Sup.,  7627  (lv). 
Pugwash,  N.S.,  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9678 
(v). 

Quaco  Harbour  Improvements  :   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7601  (iv). 
Qu'Appelle  and  Edmonton  Tel.  Line  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6893  (lv). 
Quebec  Drill  Hall,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  1146  (1). 
Quebec  Harbour  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  770  (i),  6724  (lv). 
 Transfer  to  Mar.  Dept.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  771  0). 
Quebec,  Immigration  Pier  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1188  (1). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Quebec,  Trachoma  Hospital  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1138  (i),  9647  (v). 
•  Rama  Wharf  on  Lake  Couchlchlng:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9602  (v). 
Rapide  Plat  Enlargement,  Upper  Entrance  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6289  (iv). 
Ray's  Creek,  N.S.,  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9576  (v). 

Red  Deer  Court  House,  &c:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1639  (1). 

Red  Point  Wharf,  P.E.I.,:  Remarks  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9686  (v). 
Reglna  Post  Office   Customs  House,  &c:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1639  (1). 
Repentigny  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (lv). 
Richelieu  Bridge  at  Sorel,  Inquiry  for  O.C., 

Ac.  (Mr.  Foster)  8098  (v). 

 Papers  laid  on  Table,  8268  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Brodeur)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6960  (lv). 

Richelieu  River  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7376  (iv). 

Rlchlbucto,  Extension  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7601  (Iv). 

 Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6730 


(iv). 


of 


 explanation  (Mr.  Fielding)  In  Com, 

Sup.,  6813  (lv). 
Richmond  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1738 
RImouski  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7320  (iv). 
River  Hebert  Wharf,  N.S.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9578  (v). 

Riviere  du  Lievre.  Little  Rapids  Dam:  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7325  (iv). 

 Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  (Iv). 

Ottawa  River  Wharf  at  Riviere  du  Lievre  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7376  (lv). 
Riviere  du  Loup  Harbour  Improvements  :  in 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  7323  (Iv). 
Riviere  Ouelle  Pier  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7376  (lv). 

Riviere  aux  Renards   Breakwater  Pier :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Riviere  Verte  Improvements  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7390  (iv). 
Roads  and  Bridges,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 

6889  (lv). 

Rondeau  Harbour  Works,  Tenders  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Macdonell)  1761  (i). 
 Improvements  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7564 

(lv). 

Rosseau  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9600  (v). 
Round  Hill  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9552  (v). 
Rustlco  Harbour  Breakwater :     In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1738  (1). 
Rustico  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1693  (1). 
St.  Alexis,  Ha  Ha  Bay  Pier  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 

7390  (iv). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ccvi 


INDEX 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
St.  Alphonse  de  Bagotville  Wharf  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup..  686S  (It). 
St.  Alphonse  Wharf,  Que.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup'., 

9591  (v). 

St.  Andre  de  Kamouraska  Wharf  Repairs  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (Iv). 
St.  Angel  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet)  1759  (I). 
St.  Anicet  and  Ste.  Barbe  Waterways  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7380  (It). 
Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatlere  Pier  Reconstruction: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (It). 
St.  Boniface   Public  Building :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9549  (v).  v 
St.  Catharines  Drill  Hall  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1578  (1). 

St.  Charles  Borromee  Wharf :    in'  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7390  (iv). 
Ste.  Famille  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  1149  (1). 
Ste.  Famille  Wharf  Extension  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7390  (It). 
Ste.  Fidele  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (It). 
St.  Francis  Lake  (Beauce)  Wharf  :    in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9691  (T). 
St.  Francois,  Isolated  Block  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7391  (It). 

St.  Francois  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  in  Sept., 
Oct.  and  Not.,  1904  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1343 

(i). 

St.  Francois  de  Sales  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7391  (iv). 

St.  Fulgence  Wharf  :     In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7392 
(iv). 

St.  Gideon  Island  Wharf.:    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7392  (It). 

St.  Genevieve  Piers  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9592 
(t). 

St.  Ignace  Channel  Dam,  Plan,  Completion, 

&c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  592  (1). 
St.  Jean  des  Challlons  Wharf  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9592  (v). 
St.  Jean,  Orleans  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7393  (iv). 

St.  John,  Drill  Hall,  N.B.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1049  (i),  7603  (iv). 

 Detention  Building  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1050  (I). 

  Harbour,  N.B.  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9588 


(v). 


 Harbour  Protection  Works  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7503  (It). 

 Quarantine  Station  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 


1052  (1). 

 River  Tidal  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7603  (Iv). 

 Tidal  Water,  Contribution  re  Wharfs  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9690  (v). 
 Tributaries  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7601  (iv). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
St.  Johns,  P.Q.,  Military  Hospital,  Contract  ra 
Repairs,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  6687  (ill). 

•  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1143 

(1). 

St.  Joseph's  Pier,  Lake  Huron,  Delay  re  Com- 
pletion :  Ques.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2774  (II). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Dredging,  St.  Mary's  Cur- 
rent :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  814  (1). 

St.  Lawrence  (lower)  Removal  of  Rock  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  7308  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Suction  Dredge. 
&c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6437  (It). 

 Description  Read  (Mr.  Prfifontaine)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6447  (iv). 

St.  Louis  River  Improvements  :   In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7379  (lv). 
See  '  Chateauguay,'  Ac. 

St.  Mary's   Current,  St.  Lawrence  Channel, 
Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  814  (1). 

St.  Mary's  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
1578  (1). 

St.  Maurice  River  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6851,  7326  (lv). 
St.  Maurice  District  Slides  and  Booms  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7579  (iv). 
St.  Peter's  Bay  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1739  (I). 

St.  Peter's   Breakwater,  P.E.I.,  Tenders  re. 

&c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  5035  (HI). 
St.  Simeon  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7393  (lv). 
St.  Therese  Island,  Dredging  :    In   Com.  of 

Sup.  7376  (lv). 
St.  TImothee  Wharf,  Repairs,  &c.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7305  (iv). 
Sacre  Coeur  Wharf:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (Iv). 
Saguenay  River  Dredging  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7377  (It). 

Salmon  River,  B.C.,  Removal  of  Obstructions: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7576  (It). 
Sandwich  Public  Building  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1679  (i). 

Sarnla,  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7664  (lv). 
—  Post  Office  Building  :     Remarks  (Mr. 

Henderson)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  862  (i). 
Saskatchewan  (North)  RlTer  SurTey  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9602  (T). 
Saskatoon  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1640  (i),  9560  (v). 
Saugeen  RlTer,  Dredging  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9602  (T). 

 ImproTements  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7665 

(It). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Dredging  OoTt.  Dock.  Total 
Amount  expended,  Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce) 
5426  (Hi). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6881  (It). 

Savage  Harbour,  P.E.I.,  Proposed  Improve- 
ments :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  3361  (11). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS— Con. 
Scott's  Bay  Breakwater  Extension :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  741E  (It). 
Seaforth  Post  Office  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Gunn)  In 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  858  (i). 
Selkirk  Public  Building :    In  Com.  ot  Sup., 

1634  (i). 

 Wharf  :  Extension  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7573  (Iv). 

Severn  River,  Removal  of  Obstructions  at 
Macdonald's  Cbute  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9602 
(v). 

Sbelburne  Harbour  Dredging :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7418  (iT). 
Sbelburne  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1043  (1). 

Shellmouth  Bridge,  N.W.T.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7591  (lv). 

Sherbrooke  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1139 
(I). 

 Immediate  Erection,  &c.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  5784  (111). 
 Purchase  of  Land,  &c. :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  427  (IT. 
Slrocoe  PubMc  Building  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1581  (1). 

Skinner's  Cove  Boat  Channel  and  Protection 
Works  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418  (lv). 

Slides  and  Booms,  Facilities,  Govt.  Policy  re: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Henderson)  In  Com.  ot  Sup., 
7579  (lv). 

 Revenue  collected  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7629  (lv). 

Sorel.  Deep  Water  Wharf  .  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9693  (v). 

 Dredge  Building,  &c.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Hughes,  Out.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (1). 

 Ice  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6841  (lv). 

 Shipyard,  Expenditure  re  Wages,  Sup- 
plies, &c:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Monk)  1399  (I). 

 Shipyard,  Purchase  of  Supplies  :  k«- 

marks  (Mr.  Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2467  (11). 

Souris  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1047 
(1). 

Spanish  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7565  (iv). 

Stokes  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  9598  (v). 
Stratford  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (1). 
Strathcona  Horse  Barracks  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1637  (1). 

Summerslde  Harbour  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1739  (i). 
Summerville  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418 

(iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspection  re  Public  Works  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7611  (lv). 
Sydney  Mines  P.O.:  la  Com.  of  Sup.  1046  (i). 
Sydney,  Public  Building :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1044  (I). 

 Quarantine  Station  Wharf  :  in  Com.  or 

Sup.,  9678  (v). 


PUBLIC  WORKS— Con. 
Tache,  J.  C,  Special  Remuneration  re  Tel. 

Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897  (lv). 
Tatamagouche  Wharf,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9579  (v). 

Telegraph  Lines,  B.C.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7635 
(iv). 

 Mar.  Provs.:  in  Com.  of  Sup..  7606  (lv). 

 N.W.T.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6893  (Iv). 

 Que:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9604  (v). 

Telegraph  Service,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7620  (iv).  ■ 

Temiscaming  Lake,  Bale  des  Peres  Wharf:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.  7287  (lv). 

Terrebonne  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7394  (lv). 

Thames  River  Dredging  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Clem- 
ents) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6872  (iv). 

Thessalon  Breakwater:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7S65 
(iv). 

Thornbury  Dredging:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7566 
(iv). 

Three  Fathom  Harbour  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
7418  (iv). 

TIgnlsh  Breakwater,  Tenders  re,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lefurgey)  7018  (iv). 
Toney  River,  N.S.,  Boat  Harbour  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9681  (v). 
Toronto,  Customs  House,  Alterations,  Ac.:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (i). 
 DrtH  Hall,  Additional  Accommodation: 

in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  1582  (I). 
 Examining  Warehouse,  Addition  to  : 


in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1683  (1). 
 Harbour,  Eastern  Entrance  ; 


m  uom, 


of  Sup.,  7566  (lv). 

 Harbour,   Expenditure  from  1880  to 

1904  :  M.  tor  Ret.*  (Mr.  Macdonell)  403  (I). 

 Harbour  Island  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7667  (lv) 

 Harbour,  Straightening  of  Don  River: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Macdonell)  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
6888  (iv). 

Harbour  Works,  Tender  re  Breakwater 


at  Eastern  Gap:  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonell)  1761 
(i). 


 Meteorological  Building,  Erection  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1149  (I). 

Military  Buildings,  Barracks,  &c:  In 


Com.  of  Sup.,  1589  (I). 

 Postal  Station  '  C '  Quarters  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1592  (I). 

 Post  Office,  Erection  of  a  new  Build- 
ing :  Remarks  (Mr.  Macdonell)  on  M.  for 
Sup.,  6833  (iv). 

 Post  Office,  Land,  Pneumatic  Plant, 

&c:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (i). 

Trachoma  Hospitals  In  Quebec  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1138  (i),  9547  (v). 

Transportation  Facilities,  Georgian  Bv  Sur- 
veys :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7637  (iv). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Transportation  Problem  and  Whan  Build- 
ings :  Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
7314  liv). 

Trenton,  Dredging  Trent  River  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  (600  (t). 
Valleyfleld  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1144  (1). 

Vancouver  Is>!and  and  Salt  Spring,  Telephone 

Line  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7610  (v). 
Vancouver  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.. 

1642  (1). 

Victoria  Beach  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  741S 
(It). 

Victoria  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7676  (iv). 

Vtrden  Drill  Hall :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1634  (i). 
Wallace  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (lv). 
Wharf  Building,  Policy  of  Govt.:  Remarks 

(Mr  Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (iv). 
Wharfs  Construction  :  Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Poster)  8178  (v). 
Wharfs  in  Tidal  Waters  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7393  (lv). 

Whitby  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6880  (lv). 

Whitby  Harbour  Dredging, "  Expenditure  re  : 

Quee.  (Mr.  Christie)  2190  (11). 
White  Head  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419 

(lv). 

White  Mud  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7573  (iv). 

Wlarton  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7669  (iv). 

Williams  Head  Quarantine  Station  Improve- 
ments :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7676  (lv). 

Wlnnlpegosls  Channel  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7673  (iv). 

Winnipeg,  Customs  Examining  Warehouse  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9649  (v). 

 Immigration  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1636  (i),  9660  (v). 

 Military  Buildings,  N.C.O.  Quarters  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1636  (1). 

 Postal  Station  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9649 


(v). 


Post  Office,  Land   and  Building ; 


Id 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1636  (1). 
Wolfville  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (iv). 
Wood  Island,  Protection  to  Breakwater  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1743  (i). 
Woodstock,  N.B.,  A:nioury  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1067  (i). 

 Ownership  of  Land,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Crocket)  4920  (ill). 
Tamaska  River  Dredging  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7394  (lv). 

Yarmouth   Harbour    Retaining   Walls  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (lv). 
Tukon-Ashcroft-Dawson  Tel.  Line  :    in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7636  (iv),  9606  (v). 


PUBLIC  WORKS — Con. 
Yukon  Buildings,  Maintenance,  Ac.  :   in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1666  (I). 
Yukon  Telegraph  Lines  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6896  (iv). 

Pugwash,  N.S.,  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9678 
(v). 

Quaco  Harbour  Improvements  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7501  (iv). 
'  Quadra,'  Str.,  Repairs  to  :    in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9171  (T). 

Qu'Appelle  and  Edmonton  Tel.  Line  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6893  (iv). 
Quarantine,  Cattle  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6690;  cone, 

6911  (iv). 

Quarantine,  Health  of  Animals  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2309  (11). 
Quarantine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1838  (i). 
Quarantine  Officers,  Instructions  re  Examination 
of  Ships  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  In  Com.  of 
Sup..  2304  (ii). 
Quarantine.  Organised  Districts,  Salaries,  Ac.  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2302  (11). 
Quebec  and  Blanc  Sablon  Mail  Subsidy :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  937  (i),  9617  (v). 
Quebec  Bridge  and  O.  T.  Pacific  Construction  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2296,  2298  (ii). 
Quebec  Centre  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of 
Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  110  (1). 
Quebec  Drill  H«11,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  1146  (1). 
Quebec  and  Oaspe  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  926  (1). 
Quebec  Harbour  Commissioners'  Act  Amt.  B. 
No.  37  (Mr.  Prefontaine)   1°,  582  ;    2°  m., 
1242  ;   in  Com.,  1243  ;   3°*,  1244  (i).    (5  Ed^ 
ward  VII.,  c.  33.) 
Quebec  Harbour  Improvements  :     In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  770  (i),  6724  (lv). 
Quebec  Harbour  Works,  Transfer  to  Mar.  Dept.: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
771  (1). 

Quebec  Immigration  Pier :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1138  (1). 

Quebec  Military  School,  Improvement  of  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  O.  E.  Talbot)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9162  (v). 

Quebec  and  Natashquan  SS.  Subsidy  :   in  Com. 

.  of  Sup.,  967  (i). 
Quebec  Port  and  Pilotage  B.  No.  171  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontaine) 1*«,  7018  ;    2°*,  7440  ;    In  Com.. 
7440  ;  3°»,  7444  (iv).    (6  Edward  VU.,  c.  34.) 
Quebec  Trachoma  Hospital  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1138  (i),  9647  (v). 
Questions  answered  by  Ministers  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  S.  Hughes)  1067  (I). 
Quinquennial  Census,  Alberta  and  Saskatche- 
wan :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9608  (v). 
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Railway  Act  (Express  Cos.)  Amt.  B.  No.  4  (Mr. 
W.  F.  Maclean)  1°*,  9  ;  on  Order  for  2°, 
109  (1)  :  Remarks,  3246  ;  wthdn.,  ST4S  (11). 

Railway  Act  (crossings)  Amt.  B.  No.  2  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  1**,  9  ;  2°  m.,  281  ;  M.  to  ref. 
to  Ry.  Com.,  312,  agreed  to  (Y.  85,  N.  46)  315; 
.    In  Com..  1780  (1).  3223  (11). 

Railway  Act  (ry.  comn.,  chairman,  &c.)  Amt. 
B.  No.  36  (Mr.  Fitzpatrlck)  Res.  prop.,  319  ; 
M.  for  Com.,  493,  535  ;  In  Com.,  563  ;  1°*, 
of  B.,  582  ;  2°  m.,  745  ;  in  Com.,  1596  ;  3" 
m.,  1802  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lennox),  Neg.  (T.  47, 
N.  93)  1806  (i).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  35.) 

 Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  Rul- 
ing (Mr.  Speaker)  320  (i). 

  Amt.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)   re  Express 


Companies,  1619  ;  Ques.  of  Order  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier)  re  Amt.  (Mr.  Maclean)  1621  (i) ; 
Ruling  (Mr.  Dep.  Speaker)  1632  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept.  of,  B.  No.  53  (Mr. 
Emmerson)  1"  m.,  817  ;  2°*,  1673  ;  in  Com., 
1673  ;  3°*.  1806  (i).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  37.) 

Ry.  Act  (express  Companies)  Amt.  B.  No.  4  (Mr. 
Maclean)  on  M.  to  adjn.  :  Remarks*  (M*r.: 
Maclean)  3246  (11). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  109  (1). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dep.  Minister,  Appnmt. 
of  Mr.  Butler  and  Superannuation  of  Mr. 
Scbrelber,  Duties  assigned  to,  &c.  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9678  (v). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented 
(Mr.  Emmerson)  908  (1). 

  DeDtl.  Salaries  :     In  Com.  of   Sup.,  93, 

1219  (i).  9061  (v). 

 Extra  Clerks,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1521  (1). 

 Miscellaneous  Expenditure  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1520  (I). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Subsidized  by  Govt., 
Amount  expended,  &c.  :  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 
for  Ret.*,  916  (I). 

Railway  Belt  Lands.  B.C.,  Settlement  re  Abuses 
under  Crown  Timber  Regulations  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
9295  (v). 

Railwav  Commission,  Appnmt.  of  Chairman  : 

Remarks  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  54  (1). 
 Expenditure  re  Private  Car  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1538  (I). 
 Inquiry  for  Rep.  (Mr.  Lennox)  2007,  2685 

(ill  6136  (It). 
 Maintenance.  Appnmts.,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1524  (i). 
  Names  of  Employees,  &c.  :   M.  for  Ret.* 


(Mr.  Perley)  403  (i). 

—  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  684  (i). 

—  Salaries  paid.  Private  Sees.,  &c.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blaln)  687  (I). 

—  Official    Cars,  Legal 
Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  693  (1). 

O 


Expenses,  &c. 


Railway    Commission,   Re-hearing    of   N.  W. 

Cases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  56  (1). 
  Rental  of  Rooms  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 

in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1542  (I). 
Railway  Commission  Rep.,  Opinion  of  Min.  of 

Jus.  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lennox)  6233  (iv). 
 Non-Production  of,  on  M.  for  Sup.  (Mr. 

Lennox)  6233  (lv). 
■  Report  :  Presented  (Mr.  Emmerson)  6346 


(Iv). 


 Staff  Salaries  and  Rep.  of  Mr.  Blair  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1539  (i). 

Railway  Mail  Clerks  :  in  Coin,  of  Sup.,  139  (i). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  &c. 

Railway  Passes,  Certificate  of  Identification  for 
Members  :  M.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  7249  (iv). 

Railway  Rates,  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
P.  H.  McKenzie)  to  cone,  in  4th   Rep.  of 
Agriculture  Committee,  4984  (Hi). 
See  '  Rys.— Freight.' 

Railway  Rep.,  Delay  in  bringing  down  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Foster)  601  (I). 

Railway  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1621  (i). 

Railway  and  Steamboat  Accidents,  1904,  Inves- 
tigation re  Causes,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
A.  Martin)  1397  (I). 

Ry.  Surveys  for  Jollette  Co.,  Total  Expenditure, 
4c,  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1346  (1). 

  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Monk)  2065  (ii). 

RAILWAYS  : 
Atlantic  and  Lake  Superior  Ry.  Co.'s  Claims 

for  Damages,  Amounts  paid,  &c.  Ques.  (Mr. 

Ames)  2063  (it). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  7021  (lv). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9382  (v). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.,  Purchase  :  Inquiry  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Haggart)  2685  (II). 

  Remarks  (Mr.  Haggart)  69  (I). 

See  '  C.  A.  Ry.' 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Improvements  of  Road- 
bed :  Remarks  (Mr.  Crocket)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1978  (1). 

  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Crocket)  734  (I). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.   (Mr.  Crocket)  4811 

(III). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1922  (I). 

C.  P.  R.  Land  Taxation,  re  Municipalities, 
Judgment  of  Sup.  Court  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W. 
F.  Maclean)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  2022  (Ii). 

Caplln  and  Paspeblac  Ry.,  Payments  re  Sub- 
sidy :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Ames)  3203  (11). 

Crow's  Nest  Pass  Ry.  Co.,  Passenger  Rates, 
Ref.  to  Ry.  Commission  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Herron)  6836  (iv). 

Freight  Rates,  Advancement  of  Rebate  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Campbell)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1545 

 Discrimination,    &c:    Remarks  (Mr. 

Hughes,  Ont.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  890  (I). 
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RAILWAYS — Con. 
Gratuities  to  Ry.  Employees  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2183  (il). 
See  *  I.C.R.',  &c. 
Jacques  Cartier  Survey,  Costs,  Reports,  &c.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  693  (1). 
James  Bay  Ry.,  Deviation  of  Line,  &c:  M.  for 

Cor.»  (Mr.  Grant)  9697  (v). 
 Maps  or  Plans  re  Location,  Filing  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Grant)  2190  (it). 
Jollette  Co.,  Ry.  Surveys,  Total  Expenditure 

re  :  Ques.  'Mr.  Monk)  1346  (i). 
See  '  Ry.  Surveys.' 
McGill  University,  Grant  to  Ry.  Transporta- 
tion School  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9381  (v). 
Madoc  and  Eldorado  Ry.  Bonus,  &c:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Northrup)  7261  (iv). 
National  Transcontinental  :  See  '  G.  T.  P.' 
New  Brunswick  Southern  Ry.,  Negotiations  re 

Purchase,  &c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ganong)  S84  (i). 
Passenger  and  Freight  Rates,  Advancement  of. 

Information  re  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1642  (1). 
Pere  Marquette  Ry.,  Emplymt.  of  Aliens,  Rep. 

re :  Laid  on  Table  (Sir  William  Mulock) 

6232  (iv). 

 Inquiry  for  Papers  (Mr.  Ingram)  7916 

(Iv). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Subsidized  by  Govt., 
Amount  expended,  &c:  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin) 
for  Ret\  916  (I). 

Railway  Belt  Lands,  B.C.-  Settlement  re, 
Abuses  under  Crown  Timber  Regulations  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9296  (v). 

Railway  Rates.  Discrimination  re,  on  M.  (Mr. 
P.  H.  McKenzle)  to   cone.  In   4th  Rep.  of 
Agriculture  Committee,  4984  (ill). 
See  '  Freight  Rates.' 
Railway  Statistics  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1521  (i). 
Railway  Surveys  in  Jollette  Co.,  Engineers, 
Salaries.  Instructions,  &c:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Monk)  2065  (ii). 
Tariff  re  Freight  Rates  Advancement  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  in  Com.  of  Sup..  1544  (I). 
Rama  Wharf  on  Lake  Couchlchlng  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9602  (v). 
Ramsny  and  New  Ross  Mall  Service,  Tenders  re: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Lancaster)  9696  (v). 
Raptfle  Plat  Enlargement  Upper  Entrance  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  6289  (iv). 
Ray's  Creek,  N.S.,  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9576  (v). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  I.  C.  R.,  Total 
Amount  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  688  (1). 

Receiver  General's  Office  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6249 
Or). 

Red  Deer  Court  House,  &c:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1639  (i). 


Red  Deer  Valley  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.'s  B.  No.  76 
(Mr.  Campbell)  V,  1671  ;  f  m.,  1767  (I)  ;  In 
Com..  2326  ;  3°*.  2326  (li).  (6  Edward  VII., 
c.  162.) 

Red  Point  Wharf,  P.E.I. :  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Mar- 
tin) in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9586  (v). 

Regina  and  Hudson's  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  41 
(Mr.  Scott)  626  ;  2",  864  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
and  3°*.  2326  (11).    (6  Edward  VII..  c.  163.) 

Regina  Jail  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  481  (i). 

Regina  Post  Office.  Customs  House,  &c:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1639  (1). 

Reld,  Capt..  Ren.  re  Submarine  Signals  :  Read 
(Mr.  Prefontalne)  2886  (ii). 
See  '  Marine.' 

Repentigny  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup..  7314  (iv). 

Reports.  Dentl.  Delay  in  Printing  (remarks)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1576  (i). 

REPORTS : 

Agriculture  :  Presented  (Mr.  Fisher)  321  (I). 

Aud.  Gen.'s,  Part  I  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  109  (i). 

 Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  271  (I). 

Census  (1901)  :  Presented  (Mr.  Fisher)  60  (1). 

Civil  Service  Examiners  :  Presented  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler)  5428  (111). 

Civil  Service  Insurance  Act.  Statement :  Pre- 
sented (Mr.  Paterson)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  List  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler)  51  (i). 

Dom.  Police  Commissioner's  Report  :  Pre- 
sented (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  54  (i). 

Geographical  Board  of  Canada :  Presented 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  625  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laur- 
ler) in  (l). 

Inland  Revenue  :     Presented  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

61  (11  4085  (ill). 
Interior  :     Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

453  (I). 

Justice  (Penitentiaries)  :  Presented  (Mr.  FiU- 
natrlck)  271  (1). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  :  Presented  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontalne) 111  (1). 

Militia.  Klne's  Regulations  and  Orders  :  Pre- 
sented (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  54  (1). 

Post  Office  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 
54  (1). 

Public  Works  :  Presented  (Mr.  Hyman)  731 
Secretary  of  State  :   Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  6428  (ill). 
Trade  and  Commerce  :  Presented  (Mr.  Pater- 
son) 50.  321  (I). 
Reptile  Fund,  &c.  (remarks)  in  Com.  of  Sun., 
1576  (1). 

Resignation  of  Conservative  Ministers  in  1896  : 
Personal  Explanation  (Messrs.  Foster,  Hag- 

gart  and  Ta-ior)  841  (i). 
Resignation  of  Hon.  C.  Slfton  :     See  '  Slfton,' 
'  Autonomy.' 
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Restlgouche  Bridge,  Repairs.  *c.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Ames)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9386  (v). 

Returns  and  Reports  :  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  1242  (1). 

 Delay  In  Producing  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 1594  (1). 

Returns  :  Inquiry  for,  2262  (It),  4751  (111). 

 <-  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  Poster)  6600  (111). 

 Inquiry  for  (Mr.  3.  Hughes)  5209  (111). 

Ret.  Officers'  Dep.,  Delay  In  Payments  to.  Let- 
ter from  Mr.  Walker  :  Read  (Mr.  W.  J. 
Roche)  6560  (lv). 

Returning  Officers  for  Mackenzie  and  Dauphin, 
Man.,  Special  Reps.,  Inquiry  for  (Mr.  R.  L. 
Borden)  1836  it). 

Returning  Officers,  Forms  and  Instructions  re 
Dom.  Elections  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Bar- 
ker) 697  (0. 

— —  Instructions  re  Form  of  Oath  at  London 
and  Oxford  Elections  :  M.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
to  adjn..  7331  (lv). 

Revenue  Collections,  I.C.R.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2204  (iU. 

Revenue  collected  in  N.  W.  Ters.,  Customs  and 
Inland  Rev.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Roche,  Mar- 
quette) 600  (I). 

Revenue  Cruisers  for  Customs  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup..  409  (1). 

Richelieu  Bridge  at  Sorel  :  Inquiry  tor  O.  C, 
Ac.  (Mr.  Foster)  8098  (v). 

 Papers  laid  on  Table,  8268  (v). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Brodeur)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6960  (lv). 

Richelieu  River  Dredging :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7376  (lv). 

RIcblbucto,  Extension  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7601  (lv). 

 Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6730 


(lv). 

—  explanation 


(Mr.  Fielding)  in    Com.  of 
Sup..  6813  (lv). 
Richmond  Bay  Wharf  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1738 
Richmond  and  Drummond  Fire  Insurance  Co.'s 
B.  No.  103  (Mr.  Tobln)  1**,  2184;   on  Order 
for  2'.  2296  :  2°*.  2297  :  in  Com.  3669  ;  8**, 
36R9  (11).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  154.) 
RIdeau  Canal  Extension  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1333 
0). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1523  (1). 

RIdeau  Hall,  Grounds,  Renewals,  *c.  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup..  9550  (v). 
 Improvements,  Orounds,  &c.  :     in  Com. 

of  Sup..  6823  (lv). 
See  '  Ottawa,'  &e. 
Riding  Mountain  Timber  Reserve,  Change  in 

Boundaries,    Ac.  :     Remarks   (Mr.  W.  J. 

Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9298  (v). 
Rifle  Associations,  Grants  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

444  (i),  9169  (v). 
Oi 


Rlmouskl  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7320  (lv). 
Ritchie,  James.  Inspection  of  Masonry  re  Trent 

Canal,  Dismissal,  &c.  :   M.  for  Cor.*  (Mr. 

Foster)  2777  (II). 
See  '  Canals.' 
River  Hebert  Wharf,  N.S.  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9578  (v). 

Riviere  du  Lievre,  Little  Rapids  Dam,  Dredg- 
ing :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6839  ,  7325  (lv). 

Riviere  du  Loup  Harbour  Improvements  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup..  7323  (lv). 

Riviere  Ouelle  Pier  Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7376  (lv). 

Riviere  Ouelle  Spur  Line,  Extension,  Ac.  :  Re- 
marks 'Mr.  Barker)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1981  (1). 

Riviere  aux  Renards  Breakwater  Pier  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9592  (v). 

Riviere  Verte  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7390  (lv). 

Roads  and  Bridges,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6889  (iv). 

Roads  and  Road  Allowances  (Alberta  and  Sas- 
katchewan) B.  No.  195  (Mr.  Oliver)  1°  m., 
9075  ;  2*  m..  9525  ;  in  Com..  9526  ;  3°*.  9529; 
Sen.  Amts..  9819  (v).    (5  Edward  VII..  c.  88.) 

Robert  &  Co.,  Lumber  purchased.  Prices,  Ac.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2711 
(II). 

Robertson.  Mr.  D.,  Appnmt.  as  Harbour  Master 

for  Moncton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stockton)  2329  (il). 
Rolled  Oats  :  in  Com.  on  Customs  Bill,  9763  (v). 

  In  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  8984  (v). 

Rolling  Stock  Equipment,  I.C.R.,  Number  added 

1900-4  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  736  (1). 
Rolling  Stock,  I.C.R.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1986 

(1),  2037  (II).  6428  (lv). 
 Stmnt.  of  Estimated  Cost  :  Read  In  Com. 

of  Sup..  9501  (v). 
Rondeau  Harbour  Improvements  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7664  (iv). 
 Tenders  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonell)  1761 

(1). 

Rosseau  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9600  (v). 
Ross  Rifles.  Examination  of,  &c.  :  Remarks 

(Sir   Frederick   Borden)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9123  (v).  1  3 

Ross  Rifle  Factory,  Tank  on  Martello  Tower  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Osier)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  431 

(I). 

Round  Hill  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9562  (v). 

Rouse,  Mr.  David,  Appnmt.  as  Customs  Collec- 
tor, Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  Mr.  U.  Wilson)  452 
(I). 

Royal  Assent  :   See  '  Bills.' 

Royal  Military  College  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  169  (Sir 

Frederick  Borden)  Res.  prop.,  6904  ;  In  Com. 

on  Res.,  6966  ;  V  of  B.,  6984  ;    8**,  7262  ; 

in  Com..  7262  ;   8'*,  7262  (iv).     (5  Edward 

VH.,  c.  89.) 
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Royal  Military  College:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7000 
(lv),  9170  (v). 

 Drill  Hall  :  In  Com.  o(  Sup.,  1S61  <$). 

Royal  Mint  :  Bee  '  Hint' 

Royal  Scots  Armoury,  Military  Properties  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9169  (v). 
Royal  Trust  Co.,  Ref.  to  In  Com.  on  B.  99  (Mr. 

Fielding)  3661  (II). 
Running  Time,  I.C.R.,  Connections  at  Montreal: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Morln)  6831  (It). 
Rural  Mail  Delivery,  Establishment  in  Can., 

Probable  Cost,  6c.:  M.  for  Reps.,  Ac,  (Mr. 

Lennox)  2067  (11). 
Rural  Mail  Delivery  System  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  220  (i). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  &c. 
Rustlco  Harbour,  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1738  (i). 

 Dredging,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  1693  (i). 

Ryan,  Heber  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Oanong)  4468  (ill). 

St.  Abdon  Post  Office,  Establishment  of,  Re- 
commendation re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morln)  66E3. 
(lv). 

St.  Alexis,  Ha  Ha  Bay  Pier  :  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390 
(lv). 

St.  Alphonse  de  Bagotville  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  6868  (It). 
St.  Alphonse  Wharf,  Que.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9591 

(v). 

St.  Andr6  de  Kamouraska,  Wharf  Repairs  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (It). 
St.  Angel  Harbour  Dredging,  Expenditure  re  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet)  1769  (1). 
St.  Antcet  and  Ste.  Barbe  Waterways  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7380  (It). 
Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pooatiere,  Pier  Reconstruction: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (It). 
St.  Boniface,  Hospital  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1846 
 Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9649 

(t). 

St.  Catharines  Drill  Hall :  im  Com.  of  Sup., 
1678  (i). 

St.  Catherine's  Bay  and  Tadousac  SS.  Subsidy  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  948  (1). 
St.  Charles  Borromee  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7390  (It). 

St.  Cyrllle,  Diversion  of  Ry.  Line  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1969  (I). 
St.  Fabien  Subway,  I.C.R.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1980  (i). 

Ste.  FamUle  Wharfage  Dues,  Abolition  of : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1160  (1). 
Ste.  Famille  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  1149  (I). 

 Extension  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7890  (It). 

Ste.  Fiddle  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (It). 
Ste.  FlaTle  I.C.R.,  Increased  Accommodation' : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9390  (v). 


St.  Francis  de  Sales  Wharf  :  la  Com  of  Sup., 
7391  (It). 

St.  Francis,  Isolated  Block  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7391  (It). 

St.  Francis  Lake  (Beauce)  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9691  (T). 
St.  Francois  and  Quebec  SS.  Subsidy,  Requests 

re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1504  (i). 
St.  Francois  Wharf,  Expenditure  re  In  Sept., 

Oct.  and  Not.,  1904  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1343 

(i). 

St.  Fulgence  Wharf  :  4n  Com.  of  Sup.,  7892  (lv). 
St.  G6deon  Island  Wharf  :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7392  (It). 

Ste.  Genevieve  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9692  (v). 
Ste.  Genevieve  and  Isle  Blzard,  Expenditure  re. 

Cor.,  &c:  M.  for  Stent.*  (Mr.  Monk)  601 

(I). 

St.  George,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  162  (1). 
St  Ignace  Channel  Dam,  Plan,  Completion,  Ac: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  692  (1). 
St.  James  Division  Branch  P.O.:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  218  (i). 
St.  Jean  des  Challlons  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9692  (v). 

St.  Jean  d'Orteone  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7393  (iv). 

St.  John  Detention  Building  .  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1060  (i). 

St.  John  and  Dlgby  SS.  Subvention  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  904.  966  (1). 
 Resolution  from  Moncton  Board  of  Trade: 

Read  (Mr.  Daniel)  904  (1). 
St.  John  Drill  Hall.  N.B.:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1049 

(1),  7603  (iv). 
St.  John,  N.B.,  Dublin,  Belfast  Winter  Serrice  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (1). 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  London  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  903  (1),  7087  (It). 
 Memorial  from  Board  of  Trade,  St.  John: 

Read  (Mr.  Daniel)  903  (i). 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mall  Subsidies: 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7176  (It). 
 Res.   from  Montreal   Corn   Exchange  : 

Read  (Mr.  Ames)  7178  (It). 
St.  John,  Halifax  and  Yarmouth  SS.  Subvention: 

in  Com.  of  Sup..  923  (I).  6901  (It). 
St.   John  Harbour,  Improvements :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Stockton)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  775  (1). 
 Protection'  Works  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7503 

(It). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  Harbour  and  Transportation 
Commission,  Reps,  re  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr. 
Daniel)  9698  (v). 

St.  John  Harbour,  N.B.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9688 
(v). 

St  John,  Increased  Accommodation  I.C.R.:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9389  (v). 
St.  John  and  Minas  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  926.  971  (4). 
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St.  John  River,  'Hall  Subsidy  paid  to  Star  Line: 
Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  181 
(1). 

St.  John  Quarantine  Station  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1052  (1). 

St.  John  River,  Tidal  Water,  Contribution,  re 
Wharfs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9590  (v). 

 Tidal  Waters  :  In  Com.  of  Sup..  7603  (lv). 

 Tributaries  :  tit  Com.  of  Sup.,  7601  (iv). 

St.  John  and  St.  Martins,  N.B.,  Mall  Contract  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  2776  (11). 

St.  John  and  W.  Indies  and  S.  America,  Mall 
Subsidies  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8691  (v). 

St.  John  and  Westport  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  966  (1). 

St.  John's,  P.Q.,  Public  Building  :  In  'Com.  of 
Sup.,  1143  (1). 

St  Joseph's  Pier,  Lake  Huron,  Delay  re  Com- 
pletion :  Ques.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2774  (11). 

St.  Lambert  and  Beloeil,  Double  Tracking:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2183  '(11). 

St.  Lawrence  Canals,  Deepening  Shoals:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6289  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Channel,  Aids  to  Navigation  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2858  ;  Res.  from  Montreal 
Board  of  Trade  :  Read,  2859  ;  Res.  from 
Allan  SS.  Owners  :  Read,  2860  (ii). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Bickerdike)   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2891  (11). 

— -.  Lights,  Buoy  Service,  4c:   In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2703  (ii). 
Bee  'Marine,'  4c. 

St.  Lawrence  Navigation,  Aids  to  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Daniel)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (1). 

 Channel,  Dredging,  4c:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2448  (ii). 

 '  Montcalm,'  Ice  Breaker,  4c:  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2451  (11). 
 St.  Mary's  Current  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  814 

0). 

St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  New  Dredge  Plant  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9171  (v). 
St.  Lawrence  (lower)  Removal  of  Rock  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7308  (lv). 
 Suction  Dredge,  &c:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 


St.  Louis  Lake,  Buoy  and  Light  Service  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2704 
(11). 

St.  Louis  River,  Feeders  and  Waterways  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7379,  7380  (iv). 
Ste.  Marguerite  Postmaster,  Dismissal  of  L. 

Laflamme  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Morin)  6477  (lv). 
St.  Mary's  and  Western  Ontario  Ry.  Co.'s  In- 

corp.  B.  No.  15  (Mr.  Mclntyre)  1°»,  317  ;  2°*, 

415  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°*,  864  (1).    (6  Edward 

VII.,  c.  165.) 
St.   Mary's  Current,   St.   Lawrence  Channel, 

Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  814  (1). 
St-  Mary's  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1578  (I). 

St.  Maurice  River  Channel  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6861,  7326  (iv). 
St.  Maurice  District  Slides  and  Booms  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7579  (iv). 
St.  Maurice  Valley  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  17S  (Mr. 

Bureau)  Pet.  presented,  6826  ;  M.  to  receive 

Pet.,  7017  ;  1"*,  7175  ;  2°*.  7261  (iv)  ;  in  Com. 

and  S"*,  8656  (v).   (6  Edward  VII..  c.  156.) 
St.  Molse  Station  Improvements  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1976  (1). 
St.  Ours  Canal,  Booms  and  Piers  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1499  (1). 
 Landing  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6802 


(lv). 


St 


St. 


St. 


St 


6486  (lv). 
—  description 


read   (Mr.  Prefontalne)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6447  (iv). 
St.  Lawrence  Ship  Channel,  Total  Expenditure. 
&c,  re  Supplies,  4c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2456  (11). 
St.  Lawrence  Ice  Blockade,  Damages  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Broder)  280  (1). 
St.  Lawrence  Islands,  Govt.  Control  re  Sale,  4c: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Walsh)  6477  (lv). 
St.  Louts,  Capt.,  Certificate  re  Reinstatement  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  591  (I). 
St.  Louis  Exhibition  :  Remarks  (Mr.  J.  D.  Reld) 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1832  (1). 


Paul  Land  and  Hydraulic  Co.'s  Lease,  Rental, 
4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  2777  (11). 
Peter's  Bay  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1739  (1). 

Peter's  Breakwater,  P.E.I.,  Tenders  re,  4c: 
Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  5086  (ill). 
Peter's  Canal,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
6303  (iv). 

 Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup'.,  6808  (lv). 

St.  Regis  Lockup  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  237  (1). 
St.  Simeon  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7898  (iv). 
St.  Stephen  and  Black  Bay  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  936  (i). 
St.  Therese  Island,  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

7376  (lv). 

St.  Tlmothee  Wharf.  Repairs,  4c:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Bergeron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7306  (lv). 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  480  (1). 
Sabbath  Day  Legislation,  Reference  Expenses  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9684  (v). 
Sackvllle  Railway  Station,  Tenders  re  Erection, 

4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fowler)  5133  (ill). 
Sacre  Cceur  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7390  (iv). 
Saguenay  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7377 
Salmon  Canning   Fisheries,   B.C.,  Suspension, 

4c,  Representations  re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 

269  (i). 
See  '  Fisheries,'  4c. 
Salmon,  Capt.,  Resignation  re  '  Canada,'  4c, 

Collision  :  M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Cor.,  384  (1). 
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Salmon,  Capt.,  Rep.  re  Accident  to  '  Lurcher/ 
Laid  on  Table,  2878  (11). 
See  '  Marine,'  &c. 

Salmon  Hatcheries  and  Provincial  Fishing  Li- 
censes :  Remarks  (Hr.  Ames)  in  Com.  ot 
Sup.,  2906  (11). 

Salmon  River,  B.C.,  Removal  of  Obstructions  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7676  (iv). 

Salvation  Army  Colonies.  Rider  Haggard's  Rep.: 
Ques.  (Mr.  U.  Wilson)  6188  (lv). 
See  '  Immigration.' 

Sandwich  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1679  (1). 

Sarnla,  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7664  (ivK 

 Post  Office  Building  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  862  (I). 

Saskatchewan  Bill,  Conference  re  Boundaries  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8268  (v). 

 Papers  re  Population,  Ac,  Laid  on  Table, 

8267  (v). 

Saskatchewan  Boundaries,  Addition  to  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  on  B.  69, 
6621  (ill). 

Saskatchewan,  Province  of,  Financial  Clauses  : 

prop.  Res.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  2914  (11). 

 Deb.:  See  'Autonomy  Bills.' 

Saskatchewan  Bridge  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  No.  Ill 

(Mr.  Scott)  1°».  2184  ;  2°*.  2773  (11)  ;  in  Com., 

and  3**,  4269  (lii).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  157.) 
Saskatchewan  (North)  River  Survey  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup..  9602  (v). 
Saskaztchewan,  Permanent  Capital  at  Reglna  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Lamont)  1696  (1). 
Saskatchewan  Valley  Land  Co.,  Issue  of  Patents, 

Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  8267,  8666  (v). 
Saskatoon  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1640  (1),  9650  (v). 
Saugeen  River  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9602 

(T). 

Saugeen  River  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7666  (lv). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bonded  Warehouse  re  Soft 
Coal,  Establishment  of,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boyce)  6688  (ill). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Construction  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1334  (i). 

 Contracts  re  Construction  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1406  (1). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Celebration  re  Ship  Canals  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9621  (v). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal  Dredging,  U.S.  and  Cana- 
dian Contractors,  Prices,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Prlngle)  689  (1). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Govt.  Dredging  Dock,  Total 
Amount  expended,  Ac:  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce) 
6426  (ill). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  ot 

Sup..  6881  (lv). 
Savage  Harbour,  P.E.I.,  Proposed  Improvements: 

Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A.  McLean)  8361  (11). 


Saw-logs,  Export  Duty,  Ac:     Remarks  (Hr. 

Perley)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  762  (1). 

Sbarrettl,  Memorandum  re  Separate  Schools  : 
See  '  Manitoba  Boundaries,'  Ac. 

Sehool  Lands  sold  by  Auction  in  N.W.T.,  Num- 
ber ot  Acres  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lake)  730  (i). 

Schools  of  Navigation  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2639 

Schreiber,  Mr.  :    See  '  Railways  and  Canals.' 

Schukin,  Ivan,  Claim  ot.  Cor.  with  Int.  Dept. 
and  Dom.  Lands  Office  at  Torkton,  Ac  :  M. 
for  Copies*  (Mr.  Lake)  2334  (11). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Lake)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6408 

(iv). 

'  Scotia,'  Str.,  Certificates  of  Engineers,  Ac.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  8385  (v). 
Scott's  Bay  Breakwater  Extension  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7415  (lv). 
'  Scout,'  Str.,  Compensation  Claims  re  Injuries, 

Ac.  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Ingram)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6463.  (iv). 
 Expenditure  re  Coast  Service  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2700  (11). 
 Investigation  re  Explosion  ot  Acetylene 

Gas,  Appnmt.  ot  Experts  :  Remarks,  4841 

(ill). 

 Repairs,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6643  (iv). 

See  '  Marine,'  Ac. 
'  Scurvy  Politician,'  Ques.  ot  Order  re  Quota- 
tion :   Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  3863  (11). 
Seaforth  Post  Office  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Gunn)  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  858  (1). 
Seamen's  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  38  (Mr.  Prefontaine) 

1*  m.,  583  (I)  ;  2"*  2114  ;  in  Com.,  2115  (11): 

wthdn.  4749  (ill). 
 B.  No.  147   (Mr.  Prefontaine)   r*  4750 

(ill)  ;   2°*,  7424  ;    in  Com.,  7424  (iv),  9029  ; 

8'*,  9031  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c  40.) 
 Victoria  Board  of  Trade  Res.  :  Read  (Mr. 

Prefontaine)  7432  (lv). 
See  '  Shipwrecked,'  '  Marine,'  Ac. 
Secretary  of  State,  Deptl.  Employees,  Salaries, 

Ac.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Belcoury  8655  (v). 
 Number  of  Employees  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) 8147  (v). 
 Deptl.  Report :    Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier  5428  (11). 
 Salaries  :    In  Com.  of  Sup.,  74  (1),  624* 

(iv),  9071  (v). 
Secret  Service,  Expenditure  re  :     in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6968  (iv). 
Seed  Grain,  Advance  to  Settlers,  N.W.T.  :  la 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9307  (v). 
Seed  Grain,  Indians,  Man  and  N.W.T.  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  6639  (iv). 

 Indians,  N.B.  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6516  (It). 

Seeds.  Sale  and  Inspection  B.  No.  7  (Mr.  Fisher) 

M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  62  ;  In  Com.,  64  ;  1**, 

66  ;  2*  m.,  822  ;  in  Com.,  322,  1165,  1788  ;  3*. 

m.,  1868  ;  V».  1886  (1)  ;  Sen.  Amtl.,  7683  (lv). 

(6  Edward  VH.,  c.  41.) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX 


ccxv 


Selkirk  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1634 
(1). 

Selkirk  Ret.  Officers.  Occupation,  ftc.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Nortnrup)  1761  (i). 
Selkirk  Wharf  Extension  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7578 

(It). 

Semaphores,  I.C.R.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1986  (i). 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  (indemnity)  B. 
No.  202  (Mr.  Fltxpatrlck)  Res.  prop.,  9701  ; 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  8728  ;  1"  of  B.,  9733  ;  »'•, 
9791  ;  In  Com..  9791  ;  8**,  9792  (T).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  43.) 

Senate  and  Bouse  of  Commons  Conferences, 
Mess,  from  the  Senate  :  Read  (Mr.  Fielding) 
9028  (T). 

 M.  (Mr.  Fielding)  to  cone.  9280  (v). 

Senate  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6620, 
6943  (It). 

Separate  Schools,  Circulars  addressed  to  Orange 
Lodge  :  Remarks  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Hughes)  re  Imp.  Parliament,  2405  (11). 

Separate  School  Pamphlet,  Official  Authoriza- 
tion for  Distribution,  Preparation,  ftc.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  2328  (il). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  2006  (11). 

Separate  Schools,  Pets,  from  E.  Assa.  :  Ques. 
of  Privilege  (Mr.  Sproule)  2412  (ii). 

Separate  Schools,  Ques.  of  Privilege  (Mr.  Lake) 
3649  (il). 

 See  '  Autonomy  Bill,'  '  Man.  Boundaries.' 

'  Seguln,'  Str.,  Purchase  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Bennett)  3834  (ii). 
Sergeant-at-Arms,  Salaries,  ftc.  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  240  (1),  6610  (lv). 
Sessional  Clerks,  House  of  Commons  :  In  Com. 

Of  Sup.,  239  (i),  6696  (It). 
Sessional  Messengers  :     in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6612 

(lv). 

Sessional  Pages  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6613  (lv). 
Sessions    of    Parliament,  Delays    In  bringing 

down  Estimates,  ftc.  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 9086  (T). 
Settlers'  Effects,  Duty  re  :     in  Com.  of  Ways 

and  Means,  8996  (v). 
Severn  River,  Removal  of  Obstructions  at  Mac- 

donald's  Chute  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9602  (v). 
Seymour,  Mr.  D.  O.,  Complaint  re  Homestead 

Location  :      Remarks   (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 

9033,  9294  (v). 
Shadwell,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6436  (lv). 
Shaw,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Retirement,  &c.  :   Ques.  (Mr. 

Lake)  264  (i). 
Shelburne  Harbour  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7418  (lv). 

Shelburne  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  &c,  Cor.  re  : 

M.  (or  Copies  (Mr.  Barr)  696  (I). 
Shellmouth  Bridge,  N.W.T.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.. 

7691  (lv). 

Shellmouth  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.. 
1043  (i). 


Sherbrooke  Armouries,  Provision  for  Militia, 
&c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  266  (i). 

—  Immediate  Erection,  ftc. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Worthlngton)  5784  (iii). 

 Purchase  of  Land.  ftc.  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  427  (i). 

 Purchase  of  Site,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Worth- 
lngton) 191  (1). 

Sherbrooke  Drill  Hall :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1139 
(0. 

Sherbrooke  Postal  Delivery  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Worthlngton)  378  (1). 
Sherbrooke  Post  Office,   Improvements,  ftc  . 

Ques.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  191  (i). 
Sheriff  of  Yukon,  Allowances  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

132  (1). 

Ships  Safety  B.  No.  21  (Mr.  Sinclair)  1°*,  319  : 

2'*.  601  ;  in  Com.  731  (i). 
Shipwrecked  Seamen  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2688  (ii). 
Slfton,  Hon.  Clifford,  Resignation  re  Autonomy 

Bill  :     Explanation  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler) 

1861  (1). 

Signal  Service  re  Lighthouses  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
2760  (11). 

Silver  Coins,  Worn,  ftc.  Redemption  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fowler)  688  (1). 
See  '  Finance,'  ftc. 

Silver  Water,  Manltoulln  Island  Wharf  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  9597  (v). 

Simcoe  Military  Camp,  Establishment  of  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Lennox)  9712  (v). 
See  '  Militia,'  ftc. 

Simcoe  Public  Building  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681 
(1). 

Skinner's  Cove  Boat  Channel  and  Protection 
Works  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418  (lv). 

Slides  and  Booms,  Facilities,  Govt.  Policy  re  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Henderson)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7679  (iv). 

 Revenue  collected  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7629 


(iv). 

Small-Pox  on  American  Ships,  Expenditure  re 
Mar.  Prove.:  Remarks  (Mr.  D.  D.  McKenzie) 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2689  (il). 

Small-pox  Epidemic  In  Man.,  Expenses  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Sproule)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2306 
(U). 

  Prevention    in   N.W.T. :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Herron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1841  (1). 

Smart,  J  as.  A.,  Dep.  Min.  of  Interior,  Resigna- 
tion, ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  4370  (ill). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.  of  Slip., 

116  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Lake)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6419 

(It). 

Smelting  Ore,  Mines  Branch  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9303  (t). 

Smith,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Charges  by  Min.  of  Agr.  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
874  (1). 
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Smith,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Statements  re  Cold  Storage  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Fisher)  874  (i). 
Snow  Blockades,  I.C.R.,  Delay  la  Service,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2028  (11). 
See  '  I.C.R.',  '  P.E.I.',  4c. 
Sorel,  Deep  Water  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9593  (v). 

 Dredge   Building,    ftc:    Remarks  (Mr. 

Hugkes,  Ont.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  790  (i). 

 Ice  Piers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6841  (lv). 

Sorel  Shipyards,  Dredge  Building:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Ames)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6448  (lv). 
 Expenditure  re  Wages,  Supplies,  ftc:  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Monk)  1S99  (1). 
 Purchase   of   Supplies  :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2467  (it). 
Soulanges  Canal  Enlargement  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1421  (i),  6290  (It). 
Souris  Public  Building,  P.B.I. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1047  (I). 

S.  Africa  and  Canada  SS.  Service,  Dates  of  Sail- 
ing, Values,  &c,  of  Exports  :  M.  (Mr.  A. 
Johnston)  for  Ret.*,  1397  (1). 

S.  Africa  and  Canada  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  971  (i). 

S.  A.  War,  King's  Medals  for  Canadian  Soldiers: 
M.  for  Cor.*,  ftc.  (Mr.  Worthlngton)  3204  (11). 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.  and  the  Quebec  Southern 
Co.'s  B.  No.  149  (Mr.  Brown)  1°*,  5783  (111)  ; 
2**,  6868  (lv)  ;  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Ry.  Com., 
9072  ;  M.  to  place  on  Order  Paper  for  Com., 
9278  ;  in  Com.,  9340,  9686  ;  3**,  9687  ;  Sen. 
Amts.,  9816  (v).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  158.) 

Sovereign  Fire  Assurance  Co.  of  Canada's  in- 
corp.  B.  No.  26  (Mr.  E.  F.  Clarke)  1°*,  493  ; 
2'*,  583  ;  in  Com.,  1755  ;  3°*,  1767  (1).  (6 
Edward  VII.,  c.  159.) 

Spanish  River  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7666 
(iv). 

Speaker,  Election  of  :  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier) 
2  (i). 

Speaker,  Dep.:  M.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  to  ap- 
point, 60  (1). 

Speeches  of  Members,  Delay  in  Printing  at  Bu- 
reau :  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule)  7723  (iv). 

Speech  from  Throne  :  See  '  Address.' 

Spirits  In  Bond,  Age  Limit,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr. 
W.  F.  Maclean)  la  Com.  on  B.  176,  8679  (v). 

Standard  Gauge,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Cost  of  Construc- 
tion :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blain)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2181  (11). 

Stanhope  P.  O.,  Dismissal  of  Mr.  H.  Lawson, 

Cor.,  Reps.,  ftc:  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  A. 

Martin)  1398  (1). 

 Ques.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  1062  (1). 

See  '  Post  Office,'  ftc. 
Stanley  Bridge,  P.E.I.  Ry.  Surveys,  ftc:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Martin,  P.E.I.)  266  (i). 
 Total   Cost,  Claim  for  Damages,  ftc: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Martin,  P.E.I.)  687  (1). 


Staple  Commodities  Packing  and  Sale  B.  No. 

121  (Mr.  Fisher)  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  676  ; 

in  Com.  on  Res.,  681,  736  (1),  .2413  ;  V  of  B., 

2441  ;  2*  m.,  and  In  Com.,  2841  ;  3**,  2860  (11). 

(6  Edward  VU.,  c.  44.) 
 Administration  B.  No.  155  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurier)  1°*,  6960  (111)  ;  2°*,  5979  ;  in  Com., 

6979  ;  3°*,  5983  (lv).  (5  Edward  VII.,  o.  46.) 
Staples,  Inspection,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

9616,  9681  (v). 
Station  Accommodation,  I.C.R.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6429  (iv). 

Statistical  Tear-Book  :    See  '  Year-Book.' 

Statistics,  Collection,  ftc.  Information  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Monk)  in  Com.  on  B.  5,  1003  (1). 

Statutes,  Revision  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
8672  (v). 

 Indexing,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8673  (v). 

 Completion  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) 745  (1). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  6  (Mr. 

McCarthy)  l*»,  68  ;  2«  m.,  816  ;  Ref.  to  Sel. 

Com.,  316  (1). 
Steamboat  Inspection,  Salaries,  ftc.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2696  (11),  6628  (iv). 
Steel  Ralls,  Fastenings,  ftc,  I.C.R. :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1988  (1),  2038  (11). 
Steel  Sheds,  Montreal  Harbour,  Approval  of 

Plans,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  151  (1). 
See  '  Montreal,'  ftc. 
Stenographers,  N.  W.  Ter.  Sup.  Court :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  125  (1). 
Sterling  Bank  of  Canada  B.  No.  182  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell) 1°*,  7810  (lv)  ;  M.  to  place  on  Orders 

for  2*.  8001,  8096  ;  2"*,  8146  ;  in  Com.,  and 

3°*,  8665  (v).   (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  160.) 
Stevens,  Douglas,  Answer  to  Capt.  Salmon's 

Rep.  re  '  Lurcher '  accident  :  Read  (Mr.  Pre- 

fontalne)  2878  (11). 
Stevens,  Mrs.  Douglas,  Oratuity  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6628  (iv). 
Steward  for  Speaker's  Rooms,  Appnmt.  of  :  Re- 
marks In  Com.  of  Sup.,  240  (1). 
Stewart,  Mr.  J.  Sprott.  Charges  re  Dismissal  : 

Letter  read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9613  (v). 
See  '  Musquodoboit.' 
Stokes  Bay  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9698  (v). 
Stoney  Indians,  Depleting  Game,  ftc:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Herron)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6648  (iv). 
Stony  Mountain  Penitentiary,  School  Fees  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9684  (v). 
Storm  Signals  at  Headlands,  ftc:  Remarks  (Mr. 

J.  J.  Hughes)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9176  (v). 
Stratford  Armoury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (1). 
Strathcona  Horse  Barracks  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1687  fi). 

Submarine  Signal  Apparatus  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Oanong)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  892  (i). 
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Submarine  Signal  Bells.  Installation  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2871  (11). 
 reps,  of  U.S.,  List  of  Stations  :  Read  (Mr. 

PrWontalne)  2871  (11). 
Submarine  Signal  Co.  of  Boston,  Cor.  with  Mln. 

of  Mar.,  &c:  M.  (Mr.  Monk)  for  Copies*, 

917  (I). 

Summerside  Drill  Hall  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lefur- 

gey)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1662,  1«62  (i). 
Summerside  Harbour  Breakwater  :  In  Coin,  of 

Sup.,  1739  (i). 
Summerside  Improvements,  P.B.I.  Ry  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2176  (11). 
Summervllle  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418  (iv). 
Sunday  Customs  Collections,  Ac:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  413  (1). 
Sunday  Observance  Legislation,  Payment  for 

Legal  Services  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6722  (iv). 
— —  Govt.  Legislation,  re:  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 

8656  (v). 

Superannuation  Scheme,  I.C.R.  :   Remarks  (Mr. 
Daniel)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (11). 
See  '  Employees,'  Ac. 
Supply  B.  No.  168  (Mr.  Fielding)  Res.  prop., 
6966  ;  V  ;  2"  ;  In  Com.,  and  3°»,  6966  (iv). 
(6  Edward  VII.,  c.  1.) 

 B.  No.  206  (Mr.  Fielding)  M.  for  Com.  on 

Ways  and  Means,  9798  ;  In  Com.,  9800  ;  1°*, 
2°*,  9801  ;  In  Com.,  9801  ;  3°*,  9801  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  2.) 
Supply  :  M.  for  Com.  (Mr.  Paterson)  50  (1). 
SUPPLY  : 
Committee  : 
Administration  of  Justice  :  £fee  '  Justice.' 
Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  : 
Aid  to  Agricultural  Societies,  1829  (1). 
Archives,  1823  (1),  6679  <tv). 
Criminal  Statistics,  1473  (i). 
Dairying  Interests,  To  promote,  6938,  7014 
(«▼>. 

Dairying  Interests,  Live  Stock,  Ac,  6932 
(Iv). 

Dom.  Exhibition,  New  Westminster,  9608 
(v). 

Exhibitions,  1831  (1),  6269  (iv). 

Experimental  Farms,  6165  (iv),  9608  (v). 

For  Renewing  Can.  Exhibit  at  Imp.  Insti- 
tute, 1836  (1). 

Fumigating  Stations,  1831  (1). 

General  Statistics,  1827  (i),  6274  (iv). 

Historical  Data  re  Acadlans,  1830  (1). 

Live  Stock  Records,  6680  (lv). 

Patent  Record.  1472  (i). 

Printing,  Ac,  of  Bulletins,  6926  (iv). 

Quinquennial   Census,   Man.,   Saskn.  and 
Alta..  9608  (v). 

Year  Book,  1474  (1). 
Charges  of  Management  : 

General  Vote,  69  (1),  6249  (iv),  8691,  9052 
(v). 

Civil  Government  : 
Agriculture,  91  (1),  9053-57  (v). 
Auditor  General'B  Office,  77,  90  (i),  6721 
(lv). 

Board  of  Civil  Service  Examiners,  76  (I), 
6249  (Iv). 
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Contingencies  : 
Agriculture,  92  (1),  9057  (v). 
Auditor  General's  Office,  6721  (lv). 
Finance,  118  (i),  6268  (lv). 
Governor  General's  Secretary's  Office,  70 

(1).  6248  (lv). 
Interior.  116  (I). 
Justice,  73  (1). 
Labour,  100  (1). 

Marine  and  Fisheries,  105  (i),  2442  (11), 
6266  (lv). 

Militia  and  Defence,  9068  (v). 

North-west  Mounted  Police,  78  (I). 

Post  Office,  96  (I),  6240  (iv),  9060  (v). 

Privy  Council  Office,  72  (1). 

Public  Printing  and  Stationery,  76  (I). 

Public  Works,  94  (I). 

'Railways  and  Canals.  94  (i). 

Secretary  of  State.  76  (I). 

Trade  and  Commerce,  9034  (lv). 
Customs,  78  (1),  9069  (v). 
Depts.  Generally,  121  (I),  6268  /iv). 
Finance,  119  (I),  6268  (lv),  9060  (v). 
Geological  Survey,  122  (i),  6248  (lv). 
Governor  General's  Secretary's  Office,  70 

(I).  9063  (v). 
High  Commissioner's  Office,  120  (i). 
Indian  Affairs,  116  (I). 
Inland  Revenue,  89  (1),  9069  (v). 
Interior,  114  (1),  6M4  (lv),  9070  (v). 
Justice,  72  (I). 
Labour,  100  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries,  102  (I),  6265  (iv), 
9050  (v). 

Militia  and  Defence,  112  (I),  9067  (v). 
North-west  Mounted  Police,  78  (i). 
Post  Office,  95  (1),  9068  (v). 
Privy  Council  Office,  71  (I). 
Public  Printing  and  Stationery,  76  (I). 
Public  Works,  94  (1),  6724  (lv),  9071  (v). 
Railways  and  Canals,  93  (1),  9061,  9066  (v). 
Secretary  of  State,  74  (1),  6248  (iv),  9071 
(v). 

Trade  and  Commerce,  96  (i). 
Culling  Timber,  7236  (lv). 
Customs  : 

Gratuity  to  Jeffrey  Foot,  6434  (Iv). 

Gratuity  to  Widow  of  Late  J.  B.  Shadwell, 

6435  (lv). 

Gratuity  to  Widow  of  Late  John  Turner, 

6436  <lv>- 

Salaries,  Contingent  Expenses,  Ac,  256, 

405  (I). 

Salaries,  Travelling  Inspectors,  Expenses, 
Ac.  406  (I). 
Dominion  Lands  : 

Contingencies,  6406  (Iv),  9292  (v). 

Mines  Branch,  Iron  Ore  Electric  Smelting, 
9303  (v). 

Salaries,  Ac.,  9251  (v). 

Extra  Clerks,  Ac,  9289  (v). 

Surveys,  Ac,  6406  (iv),  8«71,  9306  (v). 

Timber  Lands  Protection  of,  9297  (v). 
Dominion  Police  : 

General  Vote,  137  (1). 
Excise  : 

Adulteration  of  Food,  1699,  1710  (i). 
Extra  Duty  Pay  re  Overtime,  1688  (I). 
Methylated  Spirits,  1690  (1). 
Preventive  Service,  1688  (1). 
Provisional  Allowances  .to  Officers,  1690 
(i). 
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Salaries,  &c,  1679  (I). 
To  pay  Collectors  of  Customs  Allowance 

tor  Duty  collected,  1689  (1). 
To  pay  L.  A.  Frechette  tor  Translation, 

1690  (1). 

Travelling  Expenses,  Rent,  Fuel,  &c.,  1689 

(I)  .  6724  (iv). 
Weights  and  Measures  : 

Metric  System,  1698  (i). 

Rent,  Fuel,  Travelling  Expenses,  4c, 
1696  (1). 

Salaries,  &c,  1692  (1). 

Salaries  re  Light  Inspection,  1696  (1). 
Fisheries  : 
Bait  Freezers,  9620  (v). 
Commission  on  Fisheries,  9172  (t). 
Fog  Fish,  Reduction  Works  re  9173  (v). 
Fish- breeding  Establishments,  &c.,  2904 

(II)  ,  6636  (iv). 

Fishing  Bounty,  Expenses  re,  6636  (iv). 
Fish-curing  Establishments,  9173  (v). 
Honorarium  to  R.  N.  Venning,  re  Russian 

Seizures.  6630  (iv). 
New  Boilers,  &c.  Cruiser  '  Petrel,'  6630 

(lv). 

Ovster  Culture,  2911  (11). 
Protection  Service,  2907  (11). 
Salaries  to  Overseers,  &c,  2878  (11),  6630 
(lv). 

Geological  Survey  : 
Books  for  Library,  8671  (v). 
Compiling  of  Field  Notes,  &c,  8670  (v). 
General  Vote,  8669  (v). 
Metallurgical.  Petrographical  Assistance, 
8671  (v). 

Special  Surveys  in  B.C.  and  Yukon,  8669 
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To  pay  Frank  Nicolas,  9249  (v). 
Govt,  of  Northwest  Territories  : 
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(v). 
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Countries,  7684  (iv),  9226,  9308  (v). 
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eign Countries,  6384,  7709  (iv). 
Indians  : 
British  Columbia  : 
Dom.  Exhibition  at  New  Westminster, 
9339  (v). 

Industrial  Schools,  4c,  6656  (lv),  9339  (v). 

Medical  Attendance,  Ac,  6666  (iv). 

Miscellaneous,  9339  (v). 

Pemberton  Reserve,  9339  (v). 

Travelling  Expenses.  6666  (lv). 
Generally  : 

P.  H.  Bryce,  Medical  Inspector,  6668  (lv). 

Printing  and  Stationery,  6668  (lv) 
Manitoba  and  N.W.T.: 

Annuities,  6538  (iv). 

Implements,  9336  (v). 

Live  Stock,  6539  (lv). 

Provisions,  Ac,  6650  (iv),  9338  (v). 

Seeds,  6539  (It). 

Surveys,  6552  (iv). 
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Legal  Expenses,  9335  (v). 
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Park  In  Thousand  Islands,  9336  (v). 
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235  (1). 
Schools,  226,  230  (i). 
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P.E.I.: 
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Yukon  : 
Inspection  of  Staples  : 
Further  Amount,  Wages  and  Contingen- 
cies, 6901  (iv),  9616,  9681  (v). 
Inspector's  Salaries,  4c,  7224  (It). 
Justice  : 

Atlin  District,  Judge's  Allowance,  9683  (t). 
Exchequer  Court  : 

General  Vote.  126  (i). 
Judges'  Travelling  Expenses,  122  (i). 
Miscellaneous,  including  N.W.T.,  101,  10* 

(1),  6721  (iv). 
Prince  Albert,  Court  House,  4c,  124  (1). 
Remuneration  of  N.W.T.  Stenographers). 

125  (1). 

Salary,  County  Court  Judge,  N.S.,  124  0). 
Supreme  Court  : 

General  Vote,  125  (1). 
Three  Rivers,  Judge,  9682  (v). 
Yukon  : 

Fees.  Ac,  136  (1). 

Judges'  Travelling  Allowances,  126  (1). 

Law  Books,  136  (1). 

Living  Allowances,  Ac,  132  (I). 

Maintenance  of  Prisoners,  134  (1). 

Miscellaneous  Expenditure,  137  (1). 
Legislation  : 
General  : 

Printinr  and  Binding,  6948  (lv). 

Printing,  Ac,  of  Laws,  6948  (lv). 

Voters'  Lists,  6897,  6954  (iv). 
House  of  Commons  : 

Committees,  6594  (iv). 

Contingencies,  239  (1). 

Debates,  239  (1),  6692  (iv). 

General  Vote,  6268  (iv). 

Salaries,  238  (1). 

Sergeant-at-Arms  Estimate,  240  (1). 
One  Additional  Messenger,  6613  (iv). 
Pages,  6613  (iv). 

Sessional  Messengers,  6610  (It). 
Sessional  Clerks,  239  (i),  6696  (It). 
Stationery,  6594  (lv). 
Telephone  Com.,  Expenses  re  Transla- 
tion, 9621  (v). 
Voters'  Lists,  Ac,  6897  (It). 
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Books,  6944  (It). 
Salaries,  6944  (It). 
Senate  : 

Further  Amount  tor  Contingencies,  6620, 

6943  (Iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  : 

Agencies,  Rents  and  Contingencies,  2705 

(II). 

Aids  to  Navigation,  Ac,  2758,  2850  (11), 
9176  (v). 

Expenses  re  Late  Fall  Navigation,  Up- 
per Lakes,  6645  (lv). 

Maintenance  and  Repairs,  Ac,  2706,  2726 
(11),  6636  (lv),  9036  (V). 

Marconi  Stations,  2869  (11). 

Montreal  Pilot  Commissioner's  Court, 
2760  (11). 

Parry  Sound,  Buoy  Depot,  9175  (v). 
Repairs  to  Str.  '  Scout,'  6643  (lv). 
Salaries   and  Allowances   to  Keepers, 

2697  (11),  9175  (v). 
Salaries  ot  Temporaries,  Draughtsmen, 

Ac,  2760  (it). 
Signal  Service,  2760  (II). 
Submarine  Signals,  2871  (11). 
Mall  Subsidies  and  S3.  Subventions  : 

Amount  authorized  by  Statute,  7094  (iv). 
Annapolis  and  Hull.  966  (1),  9622  (v). 
Baddeck,  Grand  Narrows  and  Iona,  934 

(1). 

Canada  and  O.B.,  864  (I). 
Canada  and  Mexico,  895  (1),  9622,  9680  (v). 
Canada  and  New  Zealand,  7094  (iv). 
Canada  and  South  Africa,  971  (1). 
Gasne  Basin  and  Dalhousie,  934  (1),  9616 
(v). 

Gasp6  Basin  and  Paspeblac,  944  (1). 
Gasps  Basin  and  Quebec,  926  (I). 
Grand  Manan  and  Mainland,  922  (i). 
Halifax  and  Canso,  937  (i). 
Halifax   and   Nfld.,   via  Cape  Breton 

Ports,  906  (I). 
Halifax.  Nfld.  and  Liverpool,  902  (1). 
Magdalen  Islands  and  Mainland,  906  (1). 
Manchester  and  Canada,  932  (1). 
Petit  du  Grat  and  Mulgrave.  966  (i). 
Murray  Bay  and  River  Ouelle,  938  (1). 
FIctou  and  Cheticamp,  936  (1). 
Port  Mulgrave   and  Bras  d'Or  Lakes, 

Ports.  934  (1). 
Port  Mulgrave  and  Canso,  935  (1). 
Pictou,  &c,  and  Montague  Bridge,  926 

(1). 

Port  Esslngton  and  the  Queen  Charlotte 

Islands.  9616  (v). 
P.E.I,  and  G.B.,  927  (1),  7088  (lv). 
P.E.I.,  Cape  Breton  and  Nfld.,  940  (1). 

7092  (iv). 

Quebec  and  Blanc  Sablon,  936  (1),  9617 
(r). 

Quebec  and  Murray  Bay,  &c,  938  (1), 
7091  (lv). 

Quebec  and  Natashquan,  Ac,  967  (1). 
St.  John  and  Annapolis  Basin,  Ac,  966  (1) 
St.  John  and  Digby,  904  (I). 
St.  John.  Dublin  and  Belfast,  902  (I). 
St.  John  and  Glasgow,  902  (I). 
St.  John.  Halifax  and  London,  903  (1), 
7087  (iv). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  I.  and  South 
America,  7087,  7176  (lv).  8691  (t). 

St.  John  and  Halifax,  via  Yarmouth,  923 
(i),  6901  (iv). 
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Committee — Con.  i 
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St.  John  and  Minas  Basin,  Ac,  926,  971 

(1),  8691  (v). 
St.  John.  Westport,  Ac,  966  (1). 
St.  Stephen,  Campobello  and  Black  Bay, 
936  (1). 

Sydney  and  Bay  St.  Lawrence,  937  (1). 

Tadousac  and  St.  Catherine's  Bay  (win- 
ter) 948  (i). 

Victoria  and  San  Francisco,  906  (1). 

Victoria,  Vancouver  and  Skagway,  709i 
(iv). 

Victoria  and  Vancouver  Island  Ports, 

938  (i). 

Wrecking  Plant  on  St.  Lawrence  River, 
957  (i).  7094  (lv). 
Marine  Hospitals  : 
Care  of  Sick  Seamen  In  Mar.  Prove,  and 

Repairs,  2686  (ii). 
St.  John,  N.B.,  Grant  to  Fernhill  Cemetery 
6628  (lv). 

Shipwrecked  and  Distressed  Seamen,  2688 

(li). 

Yarmouth,  Marine  Hospital,  9172  (v). 

Militia  : 
Annual  Drill,  441  (1),  6512  (lv). 
Armoury,  5th  Royal  Scots,  9169  (v). 
Arms,  &c,  Purchase  ot  Lands,  9105  (v). 
Dominion  Arsenals,  445  (1),  7012  (lv),  9170 
(v). 

-    Salary,  Lt.-Col.  F.  M.  Qaudet,  6513  (lv). 
Esquimau  Defences.  9170  (v). 
Grants  to  Rifle  Associations,  Ac,  444  (1). 

9169  (v). 

Loulsburg,  Preservation  of  Old  Fort  Site, 

9170  (v). 

Militia  Stores,  6513  (iv). 
Military  Survey,  439  (1). 
Pay  and  Allowances,  415  (1),  6510  (lv). 
Royal  Military  College,  7000  (lv),  9170  (v). 
Transport  and  Freight,  6613  (lv). 
Miscellaneous  : 

Academy  of  Arts.  6959,  7238  (lv). 
Army  and  Navy,  Remission  of  Customs, 

Duty  re,  6724  ,  6812  (iv). 
Assav  Office,  Vancouver,  7720  (iv). 
Astronomical  Work  of  Interior  Dept., 
7719  (iv). 

Banff  Park.  Construction  of  Roads, 
Ac,  6423  (lv). 

Water  Works,  Ac,  9306  (v). 
Can.  Bank  of  Commerce,  Compensation 

re  Yukon,  9615  (v). 
'  Canada  Gazette.'  6723  (lv). 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Expenses  re, 

6957  (Iv). 

Canadian  Mining  Institute,  7247  (iv, 
Champlain,  Monument  at  St.  John,  N.t>., 
9340  (v). 

International     Boundary     Line  Wire 

Fence,  8672  (v). 
Keewatin,  Maintenance  of  Lunatics,  7720 

(lv). 

*  Labour  Gazette,'  7511  (iv). 

Legal  Expenses,  6723.  7247,  7720  (lv). 

Litigated   Matters  between   Dom.  and 

Pro  vs.,  6969  (iv). 
Maps,  Lithographing,  Ac,  6424,  7721  (iv), 

9307  (v). 

Naturalization  Act,  Expenses  re,  6967 

(iv). 

Pacific  Cable.  7239,  7276  (iv). 
Paris  Agency,  6968  (lv). 
Printing,  6723,  6901,  6957  (iv). 
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Printing  Bureau,  Plant,  9614  (v). 
Public  Accts.  Com.,  Expenses  re,  9616 
(v). 

Quebec  City,  Contribution  re  Interna- 
tional Congress  of  Amerlcanletes,  9621 

(v). 

Relief  for   Distressed  Canadians',  7247 
(lv). 

Revised  Statutes,  Commission,  7241  (iv), 
8672  (v). 

Sauk  Ste.  Marie  Canals,  Celebration  re, 

9621  (v). 
Seed  Grain,  9307  (v). 
Sunday  Observance  Legislation,  Legal 

Services  re,  6722  (lv). 
Tariff  Commission,  9614  (v). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of,  7248  (lv). 
Unforseen  Expenses,  6958  (iv). 
Toho   Park  Reserve,   Roads,  ftc,  7719 

(lv). 

Mounted  Police  : 
General  Vote,  6967  (lv),  8667  (v). 
Yukon  : 

Pay  of  Force,  8662  (v). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  : 
Allowance  to  Capt.  J.  Harrison  re  SS. 

'Grecian,'  6466  (iv). 
Coast  Service  and  Surveys,  N.  W.  Coasts 

of  Canada,  6468  (iv). 
Govt.  Steamers,  Maintenance,  &c.,  and  Ice 

Breakers,  2596  (li),  6463  (iv),  9034  (v). 

Additional  Ice  Breakers,  9617  (v). 
Honorarium  to  A.  P.  Low,  6473  (lv). 
Ice  Boats,  New,  Vc,  9177  (v). 
Masters'   and   Mates'   Examination,  2623 

(11). 

Naval  Militia,  9178  (v). 
New  Boilers,  &c,  Str.  '  Aberdeen,'  6464 
(IV). 

Patrol  Boat,  N.W.M.P.  in  Hudson's  Bay, 
9178  (v). 

Patrolling  Northern  Waters,  ftc,  9177  (v). 
'  Quadra,'  Str.,  Repairs,  9171  (v). 
Removal  of  Obstructions    in  Navigable 

Waters,  2647  (11). 
Rewards  for  Saving  Life,  2624  (11). 
School  of  Navigation,  2639  (ii). 
Tidal  Service,  2647  (11). 
Winter  Mail  Service,  2648  (ii),  6467  (lv). 
Wrecks,  Investigations  into,  6466  (iv). 
Wrecking  Plant,  Mar.  Provs.,  ftc,  9177  (v). 
Penitentiaries  : 
B.C.,  To  pay  W.  A.  Duncan,  9684  (v). 
Dorchester.  480  (i). 
Edmonton  Jail,  481  (1),  9684  (v). 
General,  466  (I). 

Salary  of  W.  P.  Archibald,  Parole  Officer, 

6721  (iv). 
Manitoba,  481  (1),  9684  (v). 
Prince  Albert  Jail,  481  (1). 
Rejcina  Jail,  481  (1). 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  480  (1). 
Pensions  : 

Compensation  in  Lieu  of  Land,  6956  (lv). 
Fenian  Raid,  6966  (iv). 
Rebellion  of  1885,  ftc,  6957  (iv). 
Post  Office  : 
A.  W.  Cairns,  P.  0.  Inspector,  Salary,  6629 
(iv). 

Compassionate  Allowance  to  Family  of 

the  late  P.  Callery,  6628  (iv). 
Mall  Service,  176  (1),  6629  (lv),  9609  (v). 
Miscellaneous,  194  (1). 
Outside  Service,  138,  166  (1). 
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Public  Works— Capital  : 
Buildings  : 
Astronomical  Observatory,  9642  (v). 
Dom.  Archives,  603  (1). 
Eastern  Building,  9647  (v). 
New  Block.  9605  (v). 
Park.    Buildings,    Additions    to  Main 

Block  9542  (v). 
Royal  Mint.  606  (1). 
Victoria  Memorial  Museum,  754  (1). 
Western  Deptl.  Block,  Addition,  765  (i). 

Harbours  and  Rivers  : 
Ontario  : 

Port  Arthur,  &c,  Harbour  Improve- 
ments, 784  (1).  6729,  6900  (lv). 

Port  Colborne,  Harbour  Improvements, 
815  (1). 
Quebec : 

Dredge  '  J.  Israel  Tarte,'  Explosion, 
Compensation  re,  6463  (iv). 

Montreal  Harbour,  St.  Mary's  Current, 
814  (1). 

Permanent  Piers,  Lake  St.  Peter,  ftc, 

6463  (iv),  9171  (V). 
Quebec  Harbour   Improvements,  770 

<i),  6724  (iv). 
River  St.    Lawrence   Ship  Channel. 

2448  (11). 

New  Dredge  below  Quebec,  6436  (lv), 
9171  (v). 
Transportation  Facilities  : 
Georgian  Bay  to  Montreal,  Surveys, 
7637  (lv),  9647  (v). 
Public  Works— Collection  of  Revenue  : 
Collection  of  Slide  and  Boom  Dues,  ttc., 
7629  <lv). 

Gatlneau  River,  Use  of   Booms   at  Cas- 
cades, 7630  (lv). 

Land  and  Cable  Lines.  Lower  St.  Law- 
rence, 7632  (lv). 

Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  Harbours, 
Slides,  &c,  7632  (lv). 

Telegraph  Lines,  B.C.,  7636  (iv). 
N.W.T.,  7633  (iv). 
P.E.I.,  7632  (iv). 

Yukon  Territory  (Ashcroft-Dawson)  76S5 
<iv). 

Telegraph  Service  Generally,  7686  (lv). 
To  pay  Upper  Ottawa  Improvement  Com- 
pany, 7629  (iv). 
To  pay  J.  C.  Tache,  6897  (iv). 

Public  Works — Income  : 
Buildings  : 
British  Columbia  : 
Dom.  Buildings,  Renewals,  Ac,  1641 

(1),  6736  (iv). 
Fernle,  Public  Building,  1641  (1). 
New    Westminster,    Public  Building, 
1641  (1). 

Vancouver,  Public  Building,  1642  (1). 
Generally  : 
Armouries,  Construction,  1649  (i). 
Salaries  to  Resident  Clerks,  ftc,  1642 
(i). 
Manitoba  : 
Brandon  Drill  Hall,  1633  (i). 
Dom.  Buildings,  Improvements,  1684 
CD- 

Neepawa,  Public  Building,  9649  (v). 
St.  Boniface,  Public  Building,  9649  (v). 
Selkirk,  Public  Building,  1634  (1). 
Virden,  Drill  Hall,  1634  (1). 
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SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Buildings— Con. 
Manitoba — Con. 
Winnipeg.  District    Military  Stores 
Building,  1635  (1). 
Examining  Warehouse,  9549  (v). 
Immigration  Building,  1636  (1),  9550 
(v). 

Military  Buildings,  Quarters,  1635  (1). 

New  Postal  Office.  16S6  (1). 

Postal  Station,  9549  (.♦). 
New  Brunswick  : 
Campbellton,  Public  Building,  1048  (1). 
General  Vote,  7283  (iv). 
Rlchibucto,  Public  Building,  6730,  6813 

(lv). 

St.  John,  Drill  Hall,  1049  (1),  7603  (lv). 
Immigration  Detention  Building,  1060 
(I). 

Quarantine,  Partridge  Island,  1052  (1). 
Woodstock  Armoury,  1067  (1). 
Northwest  Territories  : 
Barracks  for  Strathcona   Horse.  1637 

(1). 

Calgary,  Public  Buildings.  1638  (1). 

Land  Titles  Office,  1638  (i). 
Court  Houses,  &c,  1638  (1). 
Edmonton,  Dom.  Lands  Office,  9660  (v). 

Immigrant  Building,  9650  (v). 

Jail,  1638  (I). 

Public  Building,  9550  (v). 
Lloydminster,  Immigrant  Building,  6734 

(iv). 

Medicine  Hat,  Public  Building,  1638  (1). 
Moosejaw,  Public  Building,  1638  (1). 
Prince  Albert,  Public  Building,  1638  (1). 
Red  Deer,  Court  House,  1639  (1). 
Regina,  Public  Buildings.  1639  (I). 
Saskatoon,  Public  Building,  1640  (1), 

9560  (v). 
Nova  Scotia  : 
Antigonish,  Public  Building,  846,  1016 

(I). 

Canso,  Public  Building,  1023  (1). 
Glace  Bay,  Public  Building,  1034  (1). 
Halifax.  Dom.  Building,  1036  (1). 

Immigrant  Building,  1036  (1). 

New  Public  Building,  1037  (1). 
Inverness,  Public  Building,  1040  (1). 
Shelburne,  Public  Building,  1043  (i). 
Sydney,  Public  Building,  1044  (1). 
Sydney   Mines,  Public   Building,  1046 

(1). 
Ontario  : 
Belleville,  1547  (I). 
Bowmanville,  1549  (t). 
Brantford  Drill  Hall  Addition,  1549  (1). 
Bridgeburg.  Public  Building,  1550  (1). 
Chatham  Armoury,  1651  (1). 
Cobourg  Armoury,  1654  (I). 
Guelph  Armoury,  1655  (1). 
Hamilton  Drill  Hall,  1559  (1). 
Hawkesbury,  Public  Building,  1560  (1). 
Kingston  Military  Barracks,  R.C.P.A., 

1560  (1). 

Military  Buildings  for  Field  Battery, 
1561  (1). 

Military  College,  Addition  to  Drill 
Hall,  1561  (1). 

 Servants'  Quarters,  1561  (1). 

 Stable,  1661  (1). 

London  Drill  Hall,  6732  (lv). 
Military  Magazine.  1562  (1). 
New  Stores  Building,  1562  (1). 
Post  Office,  1663  (1). 


SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Buildings— Con. 
Ontario— Con. 
North  Bay,  Public  Building.  1563  (i). 
Orillia,  Public  Building.  9549  (v). 
Oshawa,  Public  Building,  1564  (1). 
Ottawa  Deptl.  Buildings  : 
Fittings  for  Savings  Bank  Branch, 
9649  (v). 

Improvements    in    Main  Building, 
1565  (1). 

New  Coal  Shed.  1565  (I). 

Pavement  on  Wellington  St.,  1671  (I). 

Post  Office  Repairs,  &c,  1673  (1). 

Printing    Bureau,    Additions,  &c, 
1575  (I). 

Steel  Drawers,  Ac,  1664  (1). 
Owen  Sound.  Public  Building,  9647  (v). 
Peterborough  Armoury,  1578  (I). 
St.  Catharines  Drill  Hall,  1678  (1). 
St.  Mary's,  Public  Building,  1578  (I). 
Sandwich,  Public  Building,  1579  (I). 
Simcoe  Public  Building.  1581  (1). 
Stratford  Armoury,  1581  (1). 
Toronto.  Customs  House,  1581  (1). 

Drill  Hall,  1581  (1). 

Examining  Warehouse,  1683  (1). 

Military    Buildings,    Barracks,  1589 
(1). 

Post   Office,    Additions,  Pneumatic 
Plant,  1690  (1). 

Additional  P.  O.  Station,  1691 


(1). 


Postal  Station  '  C,'  1592  (1). 


Prince  Edward  Island  : 

Souris,  Public  Building,  1047  (I). 
Quebec : 

Actonvale,  Public  Building,  1101  (1). 
Chicoutiml,  Public  Building,  1106  (1). 
Dom.  Buildings,  Repairs,  &c,  1107  (1). 
Grosse  Isle,  Quarantine  Station,  1108 

(1),  6734  (lv). 
Lachute,  Public  Building,  1111  (i). 
Levis,  Public  Building,  1112  (1). 
Longueull,  Public  Building,  1113  (1). 
Magog,  Public  Building,  .1114  (1). 
Montmagny.  Public  Building,  1117  (1). 
Montreal,    Barracks    for  Permanent 

Corps,  1118  (I). 

Examining  Warehouse,  1119  (1). 
Inland  Revenue  Building,  Addition, 
1119  (i). 

Military    Buildings,    New  Stores 

Building,  1125  (i). 
Post  Office,  Improvements,  1127  (1). 
Post  Office,  Pneumatic  Tube  System, 

1131  (i). 

Quebec  : 

Hospital,  1138  (i).  9547  (v). 
Immigrants  Buildings,  Generally,  1188 
(1). 

St.  Johns  Public  Building,  1143  (I). 

Sherbrooke,  Public  Building,  1139  (1). 

Valleyfleld,  Public  Building,  1143  (1). 
Rents,  Repairs,  &c.  : 
Dom.  Buildings,  Caretakers,    Ac,  1663 
(1),  6822  (Iv). 

Fuel,  6822  (lv). 

Furniture.  6817  (lv). 

Rents,  6818  (lv). 
Ottawa,  Dom.  Buildings  : 

Additional  Fittings,  Treasury  Vault. 
6826  (lv). 
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SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Buildings— Con. 
Rents,  Repairs,  to.— Con. 
Ottawa,  Dom.  Buildings— Con. 

Elevator   Attendance,    667    (1).  (816 

(Iv),  9551  (y). 
Fuel,  1670  (1). 
Grounds,  6817  (lv). 

Heating,  Engineers'  Salaries,  &c,  1667 

(I),  6816  (It). 
Lighting,  1667  (1),  6816  (It). 
Major's  Hill  Park,  6817  (Iv). 
Post  Office  Fittings  and  Supplies,  9651 

(T). 

Removal  of  Snow,  6823  (iv). 

Rents,  1663  (1). 

Repairs.  &c,  6815  (iv). 

Rideau  Hall,  including  Grounds,  6823 

(lv),  9550  (v). 
Telephones,  1669  (!),  6814  (lv). 
Rents,  1663  (1). 
Yukon  : 

Yukon,  Public  Buildings,  &c,  1666  (1). 
Dredging  : 
British  Columbia  : 

General  Vote,  7679  (lv). 

To  replace  Snag  Boats,  &c,  7578  (It). 
General    Dredge    Repairs,    6890,  '-576 

(lv). 
Manitoba  : 

Generally,  7579  (lv). 
New  Plant  : 

Generally,  7578  (lv),  9604  (v). 

Manitoba,  New  Tug,  &c,  7677  (lv). 

Mar.  Provs.,  6891,  7578  (Iv). 

Ont.  and  Quebec,  7577  (It). 
Ont.  and  Que.: 

Generally,  7579  (It). 
P.E.I.: 

New  Dredge  and  Scows,  6891,  7676  (It). 
Harbours  and  Rivers  : 
British  Columbia  : 
Anderson  and  Kennedy  Lake,  Clearing 

Outlets,  7673  (It). 
Chllllwack,  Wharf,  7573  (It). 
Columbia    RiTer,    General  Improve- 
ments. 7573  (iv). 

Above  Revelstoke,  Obstructions,  7573 
(lv). 

Below     Revelstoke,  Improvements, 

7574  (It). 

Improvements    above   Golden,  7674 
(It). 

Improvements   below   Golden,  7674 
7674  (lv). 

Fraser  River,  Ship  Channel,  7674  (iv). 

Harbours,  Rivers,  and  Bridges,  Gen- 
eral Improvements,  7575  (lv). 

Langley,  Protection  Works.  &c,  7675 
(lv). 

North  Thompson  River,  7676  (It). 

Salmon  RiTer,  Removal  of  Obstruc- 
tions. 4c.  7576  (It). 

Victoria  Harbour,  Dredging,  &c,  7576 
(It). 

Williams'  Head,  Quarantine  Station, 
7576  (It). 
Generally,  7676  (It). 
Manitoba  : 
Lake  Dauphin,  Lowering,  7569  (lv). 
Lake  St.  Francis  Outlet,  7572  (lv). 
Quarry   Channel    at    Narrows,  Lake 
Manitoba,  7572  (lv). 


SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income— Con. 
Harbours  and  Rivera — Con. 
Manitoba — Con. 
Selkirk,  Wharf  Extension,  7573  (lv). 
Wharf  on  Lake  Winnipeg  at  Glmli, 
7573  (It). 

White  Mud  RiTer.  Dredging,  7573  (It). 
Winnipegosis,  Mossy  River  Channel, 
7673  (lv). 
New  Brunswick  : 
Campbellton,  Wharf  Extension,  1744 
(1). 

Cape  Tormentlne,  Harbour  Improve- 

menta,  7497  (It). 
Chance    Harbour,    Breakwater,  7497 

(It). 

Clifton,  Breakwater,  7497  (It). 
Dipper  Harbour,  7498  (It),  9688  (t). 
Durham  Wharf,  7498  (iv). 
Great    Salmon    River,    Groyne  and 

Breakwater,  7498  (iv). 
MIscou  Harbour,  Wharf,  7498  (It). 
Mud' Cove,  Breakwater,  7500  (iv). 
Petit  Rocher,  Breakwater,  7500  (It). 
Polnte   du   Chene,   Breakwater,  7600 

(iv). 

Quaco  Harbour,   Improvements,  7501 
(lv). 

Rlchibucto,  Pier  Extension,  7501  (iv). 
River  St.  John  Tributaries,  7601  (It). 

Wharfs,  &c,  7602  (lv). 
St.  John  Harbour.  7503  (iv),  9688  (t). 
Northwest  Territories  : 
General  Repairs,  7573  (It). 
North  Saskatchewan  River,  Surveys, 

9602  (v). 
Nova  Scotia  : 
Annapolis,  Repairs  to  Queen's  Wharf, 

9576  (v). 

Apple  River,  Wharf,  1727  (1),  7396  (lv). 
Baddeck,  Wharf,  7396  (iv),  9585  (v). 
Barachols,  Boat  Harbour,  7396  (lv). 
Barrio gt on  Passage,  Wharf.  9681  (v). 
Bass  River,  Wharf  Repairs,  7397  (It). 
Battery  Point.  Breakwater.  9652  (t). 
Bay  St.  Lawrence,  Boat  Harbour,  7397 
(lv). 

Bear  Cove,  Breakwater.  7397  (lv). 
Beckerton,  Public  Wharf,  7397  (It). 
Bolsdale,  Wharf.  9586  (v).  - 
Bourgeois  Inlet,  9581  (v). 
Breton  Cove,  Boat  Landing,  7397  (It). 
Bridgewater,  Dredging,  7398  (iv). 
Broad  Cove  Marsh,  Wharf  Repairs, 
7398  (iv). 

Carlos  Cove,  Breakwater.  7398  (It). 
Clark's  Harbour,  Removal  of  Rocks, 
7398  (lv). 

Country  Harbour,  Improvements,  7898 

(lvj. 

Cow  Bay  (Port  Morlen),  7399  (It). 
Cow  Bay  Run.  Breakwater.  7401  (It). 
Culloden,  Breakwater,  7401  (It). 
Cunningham's  Point.  Wharf,  7402  (It). 
Devil's  Island,  Breakwater,  7402  (It), 

9551  (v). 
Dlgby  Pier,  Repairs,  7402  (iv). 
East  Chezzetcook,  Breakwater.  7402 

(It). 

Economy,  Wharf,  9679  (t). 
Fort  Lawrence,  Landing  Pier,  6838 
(It). 

Freeport,  Landing  Pier,  7402  (It). 
Prude's  Point,  Wharf,  9581  (t). 
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SUPPLY— Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Harbours  and  Rivers — Con. 
Nova  Scotia — Con. 
Oabarus,  Harbour  Improvements,  7402 
(It). 

General  Vote,  7237  (lv). 

Georgeville  Wharf.  7402  (lv). 

Olace   Bay,   Harbour  Improvements, 

9577  (v). 

Habitant  River,  Wharf,  7402  (iv). 
Half  Island   Cove,  Breakwater,  9684 
<v). 

Harrlgaa's  Cove,  Wharf,  7403  (Iv). 

Indian  Harbour,  Wharf,  7403  (Iv). 

Inverness  (Broad  Cove)  Mines  Har- 
bour, Repairs,  7403  (lv). 

Irish  Cove,  Wharf,  9678  (v). 

Janvrtn's  Island,  Wharf,  7406  (iv). 

Jersey  Cove  (Bel  Cove),  Wharf,  7407 
(lv). 

Kelly's  Cove.  Wharf.  9582  (v). 
L'Ardolse,  Breakwater  Extension,  6838, 

7407  (iv.). 
Larry's  Breakwater,  7407  (lv). 
Litchfield.  Breakwater,  7407  (iv). 
Little  Brook.  Breakwater.  7407  (lv). 
Little  Judique.  Boat  Harbour.  7407  (Iv). 
Lunenburg,   Dredging  Harbour,  7408 

(iv). 

Mabou  Bridge,  Breakwater,  7408  (lv). 
Mahone  Bay,  Dredging,  7408  (Iv). 
Maln-a-Dieu.  Breakwater,  7409  (lv). 
Malignant  Cove.  Harbour;  7409  (lv). 
Marble  Mountain.  Wharf,  9680  (v). 
•  Margaree     Harbour,  Improvements, 

7409  (lv). 

Manraretsvllle  Harbour,  Repairs,  &c, 
7412  (lv). 

Meteghan  Cove,  Breakwater,  7413  (tv). 
Mill  Cove,  Breakwater.  7413  (Iv). 
New  Campbellton,  Ballast  Wharf,  7418 
(lv). 

Newport  Landing,  Wharf,  7413  (iv). 

Noel.  Wharf,  7413  (iv). 

Ogden's  Pond,  Channel  Protection,  7413 

(iv)  . 

Parker's  Cove,  Breakwater,  9552,  9576 

(v)  . 

Parrsboro  Harbour,  9578-9  (v). 
Pembroke,  Breakwater,  7414  (iv). 
Phlnney's  Cove,  Breakwater,  9662  (v). 
Peilt  Riviere,  Improvements,'  9680  (v). 
Pleasant  Bay.  Wharf.  7414  (iv). 
Plympion,  Breakwater,  7414  (lv). 
Poirlervllle,  Landing  Pier,  9681  (v). 
Porter's  Lake,  Channel,  9583  (v). 
Port  Orevllle.  Breakwater,  7414  (lv). 
Port  Hastings,  Wharf,  7414  (iv). 
Port  Hawkesbury,  Wharf,  6837  (iv). 
Port  Hood,  Pier  Repairs,  7414  (iv). 
Port  La  Tour.  Breakwater,  7416  (iv). 
Pugwash.  Wharf,  9678  (v). 
Ray's  Creek,  Wharf,  9576  (v). 
River  Hebert,  Wharf,  9678  (v). 
Round  Hill.  Wharf,  9662  (v). 
Scott's   Bay,   Extension  Breakwater, 
7415  (iv). 

Shelburne  Harbour,  Dredging,  7418  (lv). 
Skinner's   Cove,   Boat  Channel,  7418 
(lv). 

Summervtlle,  Wharf,  7418  (lv). 
Sydney  Quarantine  Station,  Wharf, 

9578  (v). 

Tatamagouche,  Wharf,  9679  (v). 


SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Harbours  and  Rivers — Con. 
Nova  Scotia — Con. 
Three   Fathom  Harbour,  Protection 

Works.  7418  (lv). 
Toney  River,  Boat  Harbour,  9581  (v). 
Victoria  Beach,  Wharf,  7418  (Iv). 
Wallace  Harbour,  Repairs,  7419  (lv). 
West  Arlchat,  Wharf,  7419  (Iv). 
White  Head,  Wharf,  7419  (iv). 
Wolfvllle  Wharf,  Reconstruction,  &c., 
7419  (lv). 

Yarmouth  Harbour,  Protection  Works, 

7419  (iv). 
Ontario  : 
Amherstburg,  Harbour,  7646  (lv). 
Barrle.  Pier,  9596  (v). 
Barry's  Bay,  Madawaska  River,  6873 

(lv). 

Bayfield,  North  Pier  Extension,  7646 
(lv). 

Beaverton,  Harbour,  7546  (iv). 
Blanche  River.  7647  (lv). 
Blind  River,  Dredging.  6870  (lv). 
Bracebridge  Wharf,  7647  (Iv). 
Bronte,  Harbour  Improvements,  7647 
(lv). 

Cobourg,  Pier  Repairs,  7648  (lv). 
Collingwood.  Harbour  Improvements, 

6879,  7648  (lv). 
Crowe's  Landing.  Wharf.  9600  (v). 
Depot  Harbour,  Breakwater,  7662  (It). 
Echo  Bay,  Wharf,  9598  (v). 
Georgian    Bay    and    Point   au  Baril 

Route,  6888  (iv). 
Goderich  Harbour  Improvements,  7568 

(lv). 

Grand  Bend,  Breakwater,  7558  (It). 

Grand  River.  Dredging.  6873  (lv). 

Halleybury,  Wharf.  6887,  7656  (lv). 

Hamilton,  7556  (Iv). 

Harbours,  Rivers  and  Bridges,  Gen- 
eral Improvements,  7555  (Iv). 

Honors  Wharf.  6887  (iv).  9597  (v). 

Kincardine  Harbour,  7568  (lv). 

Lake  Temlscamlng.  Wharf.  7559  (iv). 

Little  Current.  Channel  Improvements, 
6886,.  7659  (lv). 

Matchedash   Bay.   Channel  Improve- 
ments. 7660  (Iv). 

Meaford  Harbour,  Improvements,  7660 
(Iv).  9599  (v). 

Midland  Harbour.  7660  .(iv),  9601  (v). 

Newcastle  Pier.  7661  (Iv). 

Oliphant.  Wharf.  7561  (iv). 

Oshawa,  Harbour,  9600  (v). 

Ottawa,   Wharf   at  Foot  of  Rldeau 
Canal  7561  (iv). 

Owen  Sound.  Protection  Works,  7661 
(Iv),  9600  (v). 
Dredging,  6886  (Iv). 

Parry  Sound,  Wharf.  7662  (Iv). 

Pembroke,  Wharf,  7662  (lv). 

Penetanguishene,  Dredging,  7663  (It). 

Petewawa  Wharf,  7662  (iv). 

Point    Edward,   Dredging,  6869,  7663 
(lv). 

Port  Bruce,  Wharf.  7563  (lv). 
Port  Burwell,  Improvements.  7563  (lv) 
Port  Dover,  Improvements,  7564  (lv). 
Port  Hope.  Repairs,  &c.  7664  (lv). 
Port  Stanley,  Harbour  Improvements, 
7564  (iv). 
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Ontario—  Con. 

Rama,  Wharf,  9602  (v).  m 
River  Otonabee,  Dredging  at  Peter- 
borough, 6886,  7564  (iv). 
Rondeau  Harbour  Improvement,  7664 
dv). 

Rosseau,  Wharf.  9600  (v). 

SarMa,  Dredging,  7664  (iv). 

Saugeen    River,   Improvements,  7565 

(iv).  9602  (v). 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  6881  (iv). 
Severn  River,  9602  (v). 
Stlverwater,  Wharf,  9597  (v). 
Spanish 'River,  Dredging,  7666  (iv). 
Stokes  Bay,  Wharf,  9598  (v). 
Thessalon  Breakwater,  7565  (iv). 
Thornbury,  Dredging,  7665  (iv).' 
Toronto  Harbour,  Eastern  Entrance, 

7565  (iv). 

Extension  of  Island  Breakwater,  7567 

(iv). 

Trenton,  Dredging.  9600  (v). 
Whitby  Harbour.  6880  (iv). 
Wlarton.  Dredging,  7569  (iv). 
Prince  Edward  Island  : 
General  Vote,  9586  (v). 
Higgin's  Shore  Pier,  Reconstruction. 
1734  (I). 

McPherson's  Cove,  Wharf,  1736  (I). 
MIminegash  Harbour  Works,  1735  (I) 
New  London,  Breakwater,  1736  (1). 
Point  Prim  Island.  Wharf,  1736  (I). 
Repairs  to  Piers,  &c,  1737  (1). 

Creosoted  Timber,  1737  (i). 
Richmond  Bay,  Grand  River  Wharf, 

1738  (1). 

Rustico  Harbour  Breakwater  (South 

Entrance),  1738  (1). 
St.  Peter's  Bay.  Breakwater,  1739  (1). 
Summerside     Harbour,  Breakwater, 

1739  (1). 

Wood  Islands,  Breakwater,  1743  (1). 
Quebec  : 
Anse  a  Beauflls.  Pier.  7285  (iv). 
Arise  aux  Gris  Fonds,  Improvements, 

7286  (iv). 

Anse  a  L'llot,  Pier,  9691  (v). 
Anse  St.  Jean,  Pier,  7286  (iv). 
Bale  des  Peres,  Wharf,  Ac,  7287  (iv). 
Barachois    de    Malbaie,  Breakwater, 

7287  iv). 

Betoeil' Guide  Piers,  Ac,  7287  (iv). 

Bic  Harbour,  Wharf,  7287  (iv). 

Canton  Fabre,  Wharf.  7288  (iv). 

Chambord,  Wharf,  7289  (iv). 

Champlaln,  Wharf,  7290  (lv). 

Chateau  Richer,  Harbour  Improve- 
ments, 7290  (iv). 

Desjardlna,  Allumette  Island,  Wharf, 
7298  (iv). 

Disraeli  Wharf,  9593  (v) 

Doucet  Landing,  Dredging,  6849,  7298 
(iv). 

Douglastown,  Isolated  Block,  9692  (v). 
East  Templeton.  Wharf,  7300  (lv). 
English  River,  Removal  of  Obstruc- 
tions, 9691  (v). 
Escau  mains,  Pier,  7303  (iv). 
Gatineau  Point.  Wharf,  Ac.  7303  (tv). 
Grands  Hechlns,  Breakwater.  7303  flv). 
Grande  Riviere  Beaupre,  9692  (v). 
Grondines,  Wharf,  9592  (v). 


SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con.  - 
Public  Works — Income — Con. 
Harbours  and  Rivers — Con. 
Quebec — Con. 
Groese  Isle,  Extension  Pier,  Ac,  9608 
(v). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  General  Re- 
pairs. 6868,  7305  (lv). 

Lake  Megamtic,  Piers,  9591  (v). 

Lake  St.  Francis,  Wharves,  9691  (v). 

Lake  St.  John.  Dredging.  7306  (lv). 

Laprairte  Ice  Piers,  and  Protection 
Walls,  7306  (iv),  9690  (v). 

Lavaltrie,  Pile  Wharf,  Ac.,  7306  (iv>. 

Le  Tableau,  Wharf,  Ac,  7307  (lv). 

Little  Pabos,  Harbour  Improvements, 
7307  (lv). 

L'lle  d'Alma,  Removal  of  Rocks,  7307 
(Iv). 

Lotbinlere,  Wharf  Improvements,  9592 
(v). 

Lower    St.    Lawrence,    Removal  of 

Rocks,  7308  (lv). 
Magdalen    Islands,    Breakwater  and 

Piers,  7308  (iv). 
Mille  Vaches.  Landing  Pier,  7309  (iv). 
Mistook  (Desllsle)  Wharf,  7310  (iv). 
Mont  Louts,  Wharf,  7310  (lv). 
Montmagny,  Wharf,  7311  (lv). 
Montmorency    Falls.   Cribwork,  Ac, 

6852,  7311  (lv). 
New  Carlisle,  Wharf,  7312  (lv). 
Newport  Breakwater,  9692  (v). 
Nlcolet  River,  Dredging.  Ac,  7312  (Iv). 
Notre  Dame  du  Portage,  Wharf,  7314 

(lv). 

Peel    Head    Bay    (Mlsslsquol  Bay), 

Wharf.  7314  (lv). 
Petit  Rivl8re  Perlbonka,  Removal  of 

Snags,  9591  (v). 
Perce  Wharf.  9592  (v). 
Pierre ville,  Wharf,  6868  (Iv). 
Portneuf,  Wharf.  7314  Uv). 
Repentlgny,  Wharf,  7314  (tv). 
Rlmouskl,  Pier  Extension,  7320  (lv). 
River  Batlscan,  Dredging,  7322  (iv). 
River  .Chateauguay,    Dredging,  6847, 

7322  (lv). 

Enlargement  at  Discbarge   into  St. 
John  River,  7322  (lv). 
River  du  Loup,  (en  haut).  Dredging 
Ac,  7326  (iv). 

(Fraserville),  Harbour,  7323  (lv). 
River    Lievre,    Dam .  Reconstruction, 

Ac,  6839,  7326  (lv),  9690  (v). 
River  Masklnonge,  Dredging,  6842,  7325 

(lv). 

River  Ottawa,  Wharf  at  Lievre  River, 

7375  (lv). 
River  Ouelle,  Pier,  7825,  7375  (lv). 
River  Reaards,  Breakwater,  9692  (v). 
River  Richelieu,  St.  Theresa,  Dredging, 

7876  (lv). 
River  Saguenay,  Dredging,  7377  (lv). 
River  St.  Louis,  Improvements,  7379 

(lv). 

River  St.  Louis,  Feeders,  Ac.  7380  (lv). 
River  St.  Maurice,  Channel.  7326  (lv). 
River  St.  Maurice.  Dam,  7326  (lv). 

 Dredging  Eastern  Channel,  6861, 

7880  (lv). 

River  Verte,  Improvements,  7390  (lv). 
Sacre  Coeur,  Wharf,  7890  (lv). 
St.  Alexis,  Pier,  7890  (Iv). 
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Committee — Con. 
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Harbours  and  Rivera — Con. 
Quebec— Con. 
St.  Alpbonse  de  Bagotville,  6868  (Iv). 
9691  (v). 

St.  Andre  de  Kamouraska,  Wharf,  &c, 

7390  (lv). 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatlere.  Pier,  7390 
(It). 

St.  Charles  BoromSe,  Wharf,  7390  (Iv). 
Ste.  Famille,  Extension  Pier,  7390  (lv). 
St.  Fiddle,  Wharf,  7390  (iv). 
St.  Francois,  Isolated  Block  Approach, 

7391  (lv). 

St.  Francois  de  Sales,  Wharf,  &c,  7391 
(lv). 

St.  Fulgence,  Wharf.  7392  (iv). 

St.  Gedeon  Islands.  Wharf,  7392  (lv). 

St.  Genevieve,  Piers,  9592  (v). 

St.  Jean.  Wharf,  7393  (iv),  9692  (v). 

St.  Simeon,  Wharf  Extension,  7393  (lv). 

Sorel.  Ice  Piers,  6841  (lv). 

Deep  Water  Wharf,  9593  (v). 
Terrebonne,  Wharf,  &c,  7394  (lv). 
Yamaska  River,  Dredging,  7394  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  : 

Arbitrations  and  Awards,  Payment  re, 

7611  (iv). 

Authorized  Works,  Balances  re,  7628 
(iv). 

Cement  Testing  Laboratory.  7613  (Iv). 
Chief  Architect's  Office,  Salaries,  &c, 
7618  (lv). 

Chief  Engineer's  Office.  Salaries,  &c, 
6895  (lv). 

Deep   Waterways   Commission,  6894 
(iv). 

National  Art  Gallery,  7618  (lv). 
Survey  of  Head  Waters  of  Ottawa 

River,  7612  (iv). 
Surveys  and  Inspections,  7611  (iv). 
Technical  Books  of  Reference,  7627  (iv). 
Telegraph  Service,  Staff,  7620  (Iv). 
Temporary   Clerical   Assistance,  Ac, 

7620,  7626  (iv),  9605  (v). 
Transportation  Commission,  7627  (lv), 

8692  (v). 
Roads  and  Bridges  : 

Battle  River,   Bridge   at  Battleford, 

7587  (iv). 
Bryson  Bridge.  7586  (iv). 
Colonization  Roads  In  Man.  and  N.  W. 

T..  7694  (lv). 
Dom.  Traffic  Bridges.  Generally.  7592 

(Iv). 

Ottawa  City,  Dufferln   and  Sappers' 
Bridges,  tea.,  6889,  7585  (iv). 
Ordinary  Repairs,  &c,  7686  (Iv). 
Shellmouth  Bridge  over  Asstnlboine 
River,  7691  (lv). 
Slides  and  Booms  : 

St.  Maurice  River,  7579  (Iv). 
Telegraph  Lines  : 
British  Columbia  : 
Kamloops — Lower  Nicola.  7610  (Iv). 
Nanalmo — Parksvllle,    AlbernI,  &c, 
9604  (V). 

Vancouver  Island— Salt  Spring  Island 

Telephone,  7610  (iv). 
Mar.  Provinces  : 
Mabou,   Chetlcamp,    &c,  to   Bay  St. 

Lawrence,  7606  (lv). 


SUPPLY— Con. 
Committee— Con. 
Public  Works — Income — Oon. 
Telegraph  Lines — Con. 
North-west  Territories  : 
Qu'Appelle,  Edmonton  and  Moosejaw, 
6893  (lv).  9604  (v). 
Ontario  : 

Pelee  Island  and  Mainland,  7609  (lv). 
Quebec  : 
Bersimls  to  Godbout,  7608  (lv). 
Descente  des  Femmes  to  Sacrt-Coeur, 
9604  (v). 

Grosse  Isle,  Marconi,  9604  (v). 
Yukon  : 

Ashcroft-Dawson,  9606  (v). 
Quarantine  : 
Cattle  Quarantine,  6690  (lv). 
Health  of  Animals,  2309  (li). 
Organized  Districts,  Salaries,  4c,  2301  (11). 
Public  Health,  &c,  1841  (i). 
Public  Works  Health  Act.  1846  (i). 
Steamer  for  Service  at  Grosse  Isle,  1838, 
(I). 

Steamer  for  Service  at  William  Head,  1841 
(I). 

Tracadle  Lazaretto,  1846  (1). 

Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface  Hospitals,  1846 

(»•  . 

Railways  and  Canals  : 
Canals  : 

Beauharnois.  Repairs,  6307  (lv). 
Chambly  : 

Denault's  Farm,  Culvert,  6301  (lv). 

Macadamized  Road,  9378  (v). 

Strengthening  Banks,  9378  (v). 
Cornwall  : 

Concreting  Apparatus,  6298  (iv). 

Enlargement,  1219  (I). 

Filling  in  between  old  and  new  Locks, 
1494  (I). 

Improvements,  9381  (v). 

Reducing  Shoals  West    of  Cornwall, 
62S9  (lv). 

Farran's  Point,  Acetylene  Gas  Plant, 

6308  (lv). 
Galops,  Enlargement,  1220  (1). 

Removing    Shoals    below    Lock  28, 
9354  (v). 

To  stop  Leak  in  Bank.  1492  (I). 
Galops  Rapids,  To   complete  Channel, 

1230  (1). 
Generally  : 

Staff  and  Repairs.  1546  (I). 

Sunday  Service,  1547  (i). 

Grenville.  Guide  Piers,  Greece's  Point, 
4c,  1499  (1),  6305  (lv)'. 
Lachlne,  Atwater  Avenue    Bridge,  1240 
(1). 

Electrical   Installation,  1240    (1),  9354 
(v). 

Enlargement  and  Improvements,  6294 
(iv). 

Lock  Gates.  6300  (lv). 
Machinery  for  Shops,  1240  (lv). 
Paving  Mill  St.,  6301  (iv). 
Power  House,  Flume,  6299  (lv). 
Rebuilding  Wall,  Basin  No.  2,  1421  (t). 
Rebuilding  Wharf  below  Dock.  1421  (1). 
Repairs,  6306  (Iv). 
Slope  Walls,  6294  (lv). 
Underpinning  Wall,  Basin  No.  2,  6298 
(lv). 

.  Walls,  St.  Gabriel  Basin,  9378  (v). 
Widening  Tall  Race,  6299  (iv). 
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SUPPLY — Con. 

COMMITTEE — Con. 

Railways  and  Canals — Con. 
Canals — Con. 
Hurray.  To  rebuild  Pl«rs,  4c,  1495  (1). 
North  Channel,  Dam,  &c,  1230  (1). 
Raplde  Plat,  Upper  Entrance  Enlarge- 
ment, 6289  (W). 
Rldeau,  Extension,  1333  (1). 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Construction,  1334,  1406 
(i). 

St.  Ours,  New  Boom  and  Pier,  1499  (i). 

Wharf,  6302  (Iv). 
St.  Peter's,  Dredging,  6303  (iv). 

Repairs,  6308  (It). 
Soulanges  : 

General  Repairs,  &c,  1421  (1). 

Steel  Bridge  at  Power  House,  Ac,  6290 
(It). 
Trent  : 

Construction,  1420,  1471,  1476  (1). 
Dams,  Surveys  re,  9376  (It). 
Holland  RiTer,  Surveys,  9359  (t). 
ImproTements,  1499  (1). 
Lowering  Floor  ol  Lock,  6302  (It). 
McLaren's  Creek,  Road,  9379  (v). 
Staff  on  Dams,  9383  (v). 
Survey  of  Routes,  Ac,  6291  (It),  9364 
(T). 

To  complete  New  Dam,  Peterborough, 
6303  (iv). 

To  pay  Geo.  Matthews  Co.  Claim,  6303 
(It). 

Wetland,  Electric  Light  Power  Plant, 
1231  (i),  9377  (T). 
Lowering  Head  of.  Lock  No.  1,  6309 
(It). 

Port  Colborne,  EleTator,  1266,  1288  (1). 
Improvements  at  Entrance,  1230  (i). 

Removing  Obstructions,  1231  (1). 

Retaining  Wall,  Rock  Cut,  1499  (1). 

Stone  Protection  to  Banks  of  New 
Canal,  1496  (i). 

Summit  Level  Deepening,  Port  Col- 
borne to  Thorold,  1232,  1283  (i),  6290 
(11). 

To  make  Survey,  1234  (I). 
To  pay  Stephen  Vanderburg,  6305  (iv). 
To  rebuild  bridges,  &c,  Niagara  and 
Qtieenston  Streets.  1234  (i). 
Williamsburg  Steam  Hoist  and  Pump, 
1494  (1). 
Miscellaneous  : 

Arbitrations  and  Awards.  1508  (1). 
Coats  of  Litigation,  1521  (i). 
Railway  Commission,  Board  of,  1524,  1541 
(I). 

Railway  Statistics,  1521  (i). 
Salaries  of  Engineers,  Ac.  1521  (i),  9382 
(v). 

Salaries  of  Extra  Clerks,  1521  (1).  6306  (iv). 

School  of  Ry.  Engineering.  McGlil,  Con- 
tribution, 9381  (v). 

Sunday  Work  on  Canals,  9383  (v). 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  Canals,  1609  (1). 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  Railways,  1520 
(1). 

Railways  : 

Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Ry.,  Surveys,  Ac, 

2277  .  2298  (il),  6427,  7496  (It),  9489  (v). 

Construction,  9498  (v). 

Terminals  and  Right  of  Way,  9498  (v). 
Intercolonial  Railway  : 

Additional  Sidings.  Facilities,  .Ac,  1970. 
(i),  6428,  6431  (It). 


SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee— Con. 
Railways  and  Canals— Con. 
Railways — Con. 
Intercolonial — Con. 

Amherst,    Increased  Accommodation, 

1983  (1). 

Antigortilsh,  Increased  Accommodation. 
1967  (1). 

Beloeil  and  St.  Lambert,  Double  Track- 
ing, 2183  (il). 
Campbellton,  Improvements,  1963  (I). 
Cape  Road  Crossing,  Elimination,  6432 

•Uv). 

Double  Tracking,  1933  <i),  2027  (11), 
9290  (v). 

Drummondvllle,  Accommodation,  1960 

CD- 
General  Vote,  2204  (ii),  7446  (It). 
Gratuity  to  Family,  Late  C.  J.  Carter, 

£183  (ID. 

Halifax,  Dredging  at  Deep  Water  Ter- 
minus, 2026  (11). 

Improving  Grades,  1987  (1). 

Increased  Accommodation,  2031  (ii), 
9391,  6429  (Iv),  9432  (v). 

Indlantown  and  Blackrille,  Mainte- 
nance, 9482  (T). 

Machinery  for  Shops,  6428  (It). 

Memramcook,  Accommodation,  1977  (i). 

Mitchell,  Diversion  of  Line,  1940  (1). 

Monoton  Accommodation,  1946  (i),  9391 

(v). 

New  Castle,  Improvements,  1967  (1). 
Original  Construction,  1912  (1). 
Pictou,  Increased  Accommodation,  9390 

<T). 

River  du  Loup,  Engine  House,  9889  (t). 
Rolling  Stock,  1986  (1),  2037  (11),  9482, 
9501  (T). 

St.  Cyrllle,  DlTersion  of  Public  Road, 

1969  (1). 
St.  Fablen,  Subway,  1980  (i). 
St.  Flavle,  Increased  Accommodation, 

9390  (v). 

St.  John,   Increased  Accommodation, 

9389  (v) 
St.  Moise,' Station,  1976  (1). 
Semaphores  at  Stations,  1986  (i). 
Steel  Rails,  1988  (1),  2038  (11). 
Strengthening  Bridges,  1912  (1),  9384  (▼). 
Sydney  Accommodation,  1912  (1). 
Sydney  Mines  Extension,  1987  (1) 
Truro,  Increased  Accommodation,.  9391 

(T). 

Water  Supply,  2170  (U). 
Working  Expenses,  6901  (iv),  9384  (v). 
Prince  Edward  Island  Ry.: 
Air  Brakes,  Ac.  2178  (II). 
Bloomfleld,  Agent's  House,  6432  (Iv). 
Branch  Line,  Cardigan  to  Montague 

Bridge,  2171  (11),  9432  (v). 
Branch  Line  to  Vernon  RiTer  Bridge, 

2177  (11). 

Charlottetown.  Increased  Accommoda- 
tion, 2024  (11). 

Extension  along  Water  Front,  64S3  (v). 

Freetown,  Agent's  House,  2180  (li). 

Georgetown,  Increased  Accommoda- 
tion, 2179  (ii),  9486  (v). 

Kensington,  Increased  Accommoda- 
tion, 2173  (ii). 

M.  C.  B.  Couplers,  2178  (li). 

Morrell  River  Draw  Bridge,  2177  (ii). 

Murray  Harbour  Branch,  Ac,  2038, 
2127,  2204  (il),  8692  (v). 
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SUPPLY — Con. 
Committee — Con. 
Railways  and  Canals — Con. 
Railways— Con. 
Prince  Edward  Island  Ry. — Con. 
Summerslde,  Improvements,  2176  (11). 
Water  Service,  2170  (11). 
Working  Expenses,  6901  (Iv). 

Scientific  Institutions  : 
Hydrographic  Surveys,  2679  (11),  6623  (iv), 
9172  (v). 

Steamer  for  Atlantic  Coast,  9172  (v). 
Meteorological  Service,  2679  (11). 
Observatory,  Salaries,  Ac,  9248  (v). 

Steamboat  Inspection  : 
Inspection  of  Dom.  Steamers,  2695  (il). 
To  pay  the  Widow  of  Douglas  Stevens, 
Esq.,  6628  (lv). 

Trade  and  Commerce  :  ' 
Administration  of  Chinese  Immlgration- 

tion  Act,  981  (i).  7204  (lv). 
Bounties  on  Iron   and   Steel,    Ac,  7216 
(lv). 

Commercial  Agencies.  Ac,  9037  (v). 
General  Vote.  7218  (lv). 

Unprovided  Items  : 
Generally,  6902  (iv). 

Concurrence  : 
Archives,  6918  (lv). 
Cattle  Quarantine,  6911  (iv). 
Civil  Govt.,  Interior  Dept.,  6909  (lv). 
Fenian  Raid  Pensions,  6961  (lv). 
Geological  Survey,  9685  (v). 
Immigration,    Salaries,    Can.,    G.B.,  Ac. 

9768  f>-  „„„„  ,  , 

Militia,  Ordnance,  Lands,  Ac,  9689  (v). 
National    Transcontinental    Ry.,  Surveys, 

Ac,  6910  (iv). 
Post  Office,  Mall  Service,  9772  (v). 

Supreme  and  Exchequer  Courts  Act  (salaries) 
Amt.  B.  No.  205  (Mr.  Fltzpatrlck)  Res.  prop., 
9706  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  9760  ;  1°«  of  B., 
9760  ;  »*•  :  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  9796  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  47.) 

Supreme  Court  Bench,  N.S.,  Vacancy,  Appnmt.. 
Ac,  Delay  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
6837  (lv). 

Supreme  Court  Judgeship,  N.S.,  Vacancy  re: 
Information  asked  for  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
6209  (HI). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  5036  (ill). 

Supreme  Court  Rep.,  Delay  in  Printing,  Cor  , 

Ac.  :   M.  for  Copy*  (Mr.  Monk)  1398  (1). 

.  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk)  1341  (I). 

Supreme  Court  Salaries:  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  125  (i) 
Surveys  and  Inspection  re  Public  Works  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7611  (iv). 
Surveys,  Dom.  Lands  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9306 

(v). 

Sussex  Rifle  Range,  Inspector  :  Remarks  (Mr 
Fowler)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7011  (lv). 

Sutherland.  Hon.  James,  Decease  of  :  Remark- 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  6316  (Hi). 

Sydney  and  Bay  St.  Lawrence  SS.  Subsidy  :  I- 
Com.  of  Sup.,  937  (1). 


Sydney  Harbour  Pilots,  Charges  re  Widows  and 
Orphans  Fund  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Bor- 
den) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9036  (v). 

Sydney,  Increased  Accommodation,  I.C.R.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1912  (I). 

Sydney.  Pub'l"  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1044 

 Quarantine  Station  Wharf  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9578  (v). 

 Station,  I.C.R.,  Collections  for  Freight, 


Ac.  :  M.  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  tor  Ret.,  1767  (1). 

Sydney  Mines,  Extension  of  I.C.R.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1987  (i). 

 P.  O.  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1045  (i). 

Tache,  J.  C,  Special  Remuneration  re  Tel.  Ser- 
vice :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6897  (lv). 

Target  Ranges  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  446  (i). 

'  Tamplcan,'  SS.,  Grounding  ei  :  See  '  Montreal 
Wharfs.' 

Tariff  Commission,  Expenditure  re  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9614  (v). 

Tariff  re  Freight  Rates,  Advancement  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Taylor)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1544  (1). 
Bee  '  Rys,'  Ac. 

Tatamagouche  Wharf,  N.S.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
9579  (v). 

Tay  Canal,  R«f.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Hag- 

gart)  1301  (1). 
Telegraph  Lines  (n  Canada,  Americanizing  of, 

in  Violation  of  Alien  Labour  Act  (Mr.  Monk) 

to  adjn..  7642  (lv). 
Telegraph  Lines,  B.C.  :    in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7636 

(iv). 

 Mar.  Provs.  :   In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7606  (lv). 

 N.W.T.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6893  <lv). 

 Que.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9604  (v). 

Telegraph  Service  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
7620  (iv). 

Telephone  Grievances,  Rep.  of  Telephone  Com. 
Legislation,  Ac.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Mac- 
lean) on  M.  for  Sup.,  9523  (v). 

Telephone  Systems,  Investigation  re  Committee: 
(Sir  William  Mulock)  2681,  2841  (il). 

 M.  (Sir  William  Mulock)  to  add  Names, 

4186  (Hi). 

 R»P-  Govt.  I'ollcy  re  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W. 

F.  Maclean)  9687  (V). 

—  Translation  of  Evidence  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9621  (v). 

Telephone  Lines,  Pet.  re  Municipal  Control  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  on  M.  for 
Sup.,  1244  (i). 

Telephone  Service,  Ottawa  Buildings  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup..  1669  (1),  6914  (iv). 

Telephones  :  See  '  Municipal,'  '  Northwest  Tel- 
phone  B.  28.' 

Telephone  and  Telegraph  Lines,  Govt.  Construc- 
tion, Ac:  Ques.  withdrn.  (Mr.  Boyce)  610S 
(Iv). 

 Govt.  Control  :    Remarks  (Mr.  Sproule) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  187  (i). 
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Temlscamlngue,  Establishment  of  Experimental 
Farm  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.  (Mr.  Barr)  6167  (It). 

Temlscaming  Lake,  Bale  dee  Peres  Wharfi : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7287  (It). 

Terrebonne  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7394  (It). 

Thames  River  Dredging  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Clem- 
ents) In  Com.  Of  Sup.,  6872  (It). 

Thames  River,  Ice  Jam  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Clem- 
ents) 1013  (I). 

Thames'  River,  Lake  St.  Clair,  Surrey,  Com- 
pletion and  Cost  :  Ques.  (Ur.  Clements) 
690  (1). 

Thermograph  Records  re  Cold  Storage  on  At- 
lantic Steamers  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Arm- 
strong) 2778  (li). 

 M.  (Mr.  Henderson)  for  Copies,  1767  (f). 

— —  Remarks  (Mr.  Sproute)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
868  (i). 

 Ret.  laid  on  Table  (Mr.  Fisher)  7016  (It). 

Thessalon  Breakwater  :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7666 

Ot). 

Thessalon  Postmaster,  Appnmt.  and  Sureties  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  6106  (It). 
 Dismissal  of  W.  J.  B.  Doble  :     M.  tor 

Cor.  (Mr.  Boyce)  8202  (11). 
— —  Irregularities,  ftc.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Borce) 

on  M.  for  Sup.,  6192  (ir). 

—  Papers  laid  on  Table  (Sir  William  Mu 
lock)  6232  (It). 

— —  Further    Papers    laid    on    Table  (Sir 

William  Mulock)  6646  (ir). 
— —  Salary  Warrants  Issued  :     Inquiry  for 

(Mr.  Boyce)  6239  (lr). 

—  M.  to  reduce  Salary  (Mr.  Foster)  9772 
(t). 

See  '  Post  Office,'  ftc. 

Thompson,  Capt.  Thos.,  Preventive  Officer  at 
Port  Bruce,  Dismissal,  ftc.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  In- 
gram) 1763  (1). 

Thornbury  Dredging  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7666  (iv). 

Thousand  Islands  Park,  Construction  of 
Wharves,  ftc.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9336  (r). 

Three  Fathom  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418 
(It). 

Three  Rivers,  Additional  Judge  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  9682  (T). 

Three  Rivers,  Gas  and  Electric  Light  Inspec- 
tion :   Ques.  (Mr.  Paquet)  1760  (1). 

Three  Rivers,  St.  Maurice,  Masklnonge  and 
Champlain  lncorp.  B.  No.  57  (Mr.  Bureau) 
l"*,  986  ;  2°*.  1101  (I)  ;  in  Com.,  and  8°*, 
3136  (li).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  167.) 

Tidal  Service,  Salaries,  ftc.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2647  (11). 

Ties,  Ste.,  I.C.R.  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6429  (ir). 
Tignish  Breakwater,  Tenders  re,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  7018  (lv). 
Tiroagami  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  91  (Mr.  McCool)  1**, 

2005  ;  2"*,  2062  ;  in  Com.,  3135  ;  3*  m.,  8136 

(11).    (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  161.) 


Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  Procedure  re  Sale  of : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Schaffner)  9280  (v). 

Timber  Lands,  Sale  or  Lease  of,  since  1896,  ftc.: 
M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  9698  (r). 

Timber  Limits,  Sale  in  N.W.T.  and  Man.,  Ad- 
vertisements re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  A.  A  McLean) 
7097  (It). 

Time  Table,  I.C.R.,  Changes  and  Delays  :  on  M. 

for  Sup.,  6827-9  (It). 
 Printing  in  English  and  French  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Paquet)  6827  (lr). 
Tison,  B.  Alme,  Bmplymt.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Desjardins)  6476  (It). 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.'s  lncorp.  B.  No. 

99  (Mr.  Campbell)  1**,  2108  ;  2"*,  2297  ;  in 

Com.,  3651  (11)  ;  4680  ;  8°  m.,  4964  (ill).  (6 

Edward  VII.,  o.  162.) 
Tobacco  and  Cigars  imported  from  U.  S.,  Duties 

paid,  ftc:  Ques.  (Mr.  Clements)  6687  (lii). 
Tobacco  Industry,  Inspection  re,  ftc.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (1). 
Todd,  James,  Dismissal  fronf  Burrltt's  Rapids 

Locks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Reld)  8384  (v). 
Toney  River,  N.S.,  Boat  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9581  (t). 
Toronto  Centre,  Electoral  District,  Certificate 

of  Election  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  4370 

(111). 

 Issue  of  Writ,  Registration,  ftc.:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Foster)  2777,  8251  (li). 
 Issue  of  Writ  :  Statement  (Sir  Wilfrid 

Laurler)  3362  (11). 

 notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  2841  (li). 

Toronto  Customs  House,  Alterations,  ftc:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1681  (i). 
Toronto  DriU  Hall,  Additional  Accommodation  : 

in  Com.  or  Sup.,  1582  (i). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Macdonnell)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1667  (i). 
Toronto  Examining  Warehouse,  Addition  to  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1583  (1). 
Toronto  and  Hamilton  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  48  (Mr. 

Calvert)  I'm.,  817  ;  2"*,  909  ;  In  Com.,  and 

3'*,  1541  (I).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  163.) 
 B.  No.  110  (Mr.  Calvert)  I'*,  2184  ;  2«*, 

2298  (11)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3"*,  4269  (iU).  (6  Ed- 
ward VH..  c.  164.) 
Toronto,  Hamilton  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 

79  (Mr.  Zimmerman)  1**.  1671  ;  2°*,  1758  (1)  ; 

in  Com.,  4269  •  3**,  4269  (ill).     (6  Edward; 

VII..  c.  165.) 

Toronto  Harbour,  Eastern  Entrance  :  in  Com. 
ot  Sup.,  7565  (ir). 

 Expenditure  from  1880  to  1904  :  M.  for 

Ret.*  (Mr.  Macdonell)  403  (1). 

 Fog  Horns,  Nuisance  re  Testing  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Kemp)  9281  ;  Cor.,  ftc.  (read) 


9282  (r). 
—  Fog  Signals,  ftc: 


Remarks  (Mr.  Maodo- 


nell)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7566  (ir). 
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Toronto,  Island  Breakwater  :  In  Com.  of  Sup. 

7W7  (M. 

 Straightening  of  Don  River  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Macdonell)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6888  (It). 
—  Tender  re  Breakwater  at  Eastern  Gap 

Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonell)  1761  (i). 
Toronto  Meteorological  Building,  Erection  of 

Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1148  (1). 
Toronto  Military  Buildings,  Barracks,  &c:  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1689  (i). 
Toronto  Pneumatic  Postal  Service,  Contract  re 
Remarks  (Mr.  Hyman)  6921  (ill). 

 Contract  re  Trench  (Mr.  Foster)  6922  (Hi) 

 Plant,  toe.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1690  (i). 

 Pneumatic  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 6807  (ill). 
Toronto  Postal  Station  '  C '  Quarters  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1692  (i). 

 remarks  (Sir  William  Mulock)  1684  (1). 

Toronto  Post  Offloe,  Additional  Postal  Station 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1691  (1). 

 Erection  of  a  new  Building  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Macdonell)  on  M.  for  Sup.,  6833  (iv). 
Toronto  Trades  and  Labour  Council,  Memo,  re 
Immigration  in  G.B.:  Read  (Mr.  Osier)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9309  (v). 
Tracadle  Lazaretto,  Quarantine :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1846  (1). 
Trachoma  Hospital,   Halifax,  Disposal  of  to 
Govt,  r  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2303  (11). 
Trachoma  Hospitals  in  Quebec  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1138  (i). 
TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  : 
Annapolis  Basin  S3.  Subsidy  :   in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  966  (i). 
Annapolis  and  G.  B.  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  967  (1). 
Annapolis  and  London  Mall  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9622  (v). 
Atlantic  Fast  SS.  Service  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber- 
geron) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  892  (1). 
See  '  Post  Office,'  4c. 
Baddeck  and  East  Bay  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  934  (i). 
Campbellton  and  Gaspe  Basin  Mail  Subsidy  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9616  (v). 
Canada  and  France  SS.  Subvention  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7094  (lv). 
Canada  and  G.  B.  Mail  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  864  (I). 
Canada  and  Mexico  Mall  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  891,  1660  0).  9622,  9680  (v). 
Canada  and  Mexico  SS.  Subvention  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  cone,  6909  (iv). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  66  (i). 

Canada  and  New  Zealand  SS.  Subventions  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7094  (lv). 
Canada  and  S.  Africa  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  971  (1). 


TRADE  AND  COMMERCE — Con. 
Commercial  Agencies  in  Can.,  Location,  &c: 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Martin)  403  (i). 
Commercial  Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7208 
ttv). 

 Letter  re  Mr.  Jackson's  ability  (read) 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7210  (lv). 
Davie;  Geo.  T.,  Co.,  Wrecking  Plant  re  Ship 
Channel  :    Remarks   (Mr.   Fltzpatrlck)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2479  (ii). 
Furness,  Withy  &  Co.,  Contract  re  S.  African 

Trade  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  971  (1). 
Gaspe  Basin  and  Dalhousle  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  934  (i). 
Grain  Survey  Boards,  Pets.,  Memorials,  &c, 

re  :  M.  (Mr.  Ames)  for  Copies,  1763  (i). 
Grand  Manan  and  Mainland,  SS.  Subvention  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  922  (1). 
G.  B.  and  Canada  Mall  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  864  (1). 
Halifax  and  Canso  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  937  (O. 
Halifax  and  Newfoundland  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  906  (1). 
Halifax,  St.  John's  Nfld.  and  Liverpool  Mall 

Subsidy  :  in  iCom.  of  Sup.,  902  (i). 
Halifax  and  W.  Indies  SS.  Subventions  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  7087  (lv). 
'  King  Edward '  and  '  St.  Lawrence  '  Strs.  SS. 

Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  967  (1). 
Magdalen  Island  SS.  Subsidy :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  906  (i). 
Mall  Subsidies,  &c,  Information  re  System, 
Utility,  <Vc:  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  923  (1). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  SS.  Subventions  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  864,  M9.  932  (1),  6901,  7176  (iv), 
8691,  9616,  9680  (v). 
—  cone,  6909,  7087  (iv). 
Mexico  Steamers,  Subsidy  re  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Ingram)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1660  (i). 
Montreal  and  G.B.,  St.  John  and  Manchester, 

SS.  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  932  (i). 
Murray  Bay  and  Riviere  Ouelle  SS.  Subsidy  : 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  938  (1). 
Paspeblac  and  Gaspe1  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  944  (1). 
Petit  de  Grat  S3.  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
966  (1). 

Pictou  and  Cheticamp  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  936  (i). 
Ptctou  and  Montague  Bridge  SS.  Subvention: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  926  (1). 
Port  Esslngton,  B.C.,  and  Queen  Charlotte 

Islands  Mall  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9616 

(▼). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Bras  d'Or  Lakes  SS.  Sub- 
sidy :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  934  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Canso  SS.  Subsidy :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  936  (1). 
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TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— Con. 
P.E.I,  and  G.B.  SS.  Subventions  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7088  (lv). 
 Claims  ot  SS.  Cos.:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

927  (1). 

 Statement  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  7088 


(lv). 


P.E.I,  and  Mainland  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  919  (1). 

P.E.I,  and  Newfoundland  SS.  Subventions  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  940  (1),  7092  (lv). 

Quebec  and  Blanc  Sablon  SS.  Subsidy  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  937  (1),  9617  (v). 

Quebec  and  Gasp6  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 
ot  Sup.,  926  (1). 

Quebec  and  Natashquan  S3.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  967  (1). 

St.  Catherine's  Bay  and  Tadousac  SS.  Subsidy: 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  948  (1). 

St.  Francois  and  Quebec  S3.  Subsidy,  Requests 
re  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  1504  (1). 

St.  John  and  Digby  SS.  Subvention  :  In  Com. 
ot  Sup.,  904,  966  (1). 

 Res.  from  Moncton  Board  of  Trade  : 

Read  (Mr.  Daniel)  904  (1). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  Dublin,  Belfast  Winter  Ser- 
vice :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (1). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  London  SS.  Subsidy  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  903  (1),  7087  (lv). 

 Memorial  from  Board    of  Trade,  St. 

John  :  Read  (Mr.  Daniel)  903  (1). 

St.  John,  Halifax  and  W.  Indies  Mail  Subsi- 
dies :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7176  (lv). 

 Res.  from  Montreal  Corn  Exchange  : 

Read  (Mr.  Ames)  7178  (lv). 
St.  John  and  Halifax  via  Yarmouth  SS.  Sub- 
vention :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  923  (i),  6901  (lv). 

St.  John  and  Mlnas  Basin  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  926,  971  (1) 

St.  John  River,  Mail  Subsidy  paid  to  Star 
Line  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  181  (i). 

St.  John  and  St.  Martins,  N.B.,  Mall  Con- 
tract :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daniel)  2776  (11). 

St.  John  and  W.  Indies  and  S.  America,  Mall 
Subsidies  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  8691  (v). 

St.  John  and  Westport  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  966  (1). 

St.  Stephen  and  Black  Bay  SS.  Subsidy  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  936  (i). 

S.  Africa  and  Canada  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  971  (1). 

Sydney  and  Bay  St.  Lawrence  SS.  Subsidy  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  937  (1). 

Trade  and  Commerce,  Salaries,  Deptl.  Con- 
tingencies, &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  96  (1),  9034 
(v). 

Victoria  and  San  Francisco  SS.  Subsidy  :  bi 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  906  (i).  ,    .  . 


TRADE  AND  COMMERCE — Con. 
Victoria,  Vancouver  and  Skagway  SS.  Sub- 
ventions :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7091  (iv). 
Victoria  and  Vancouver  SS.  Subsidy  :  in  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  938  (1). 
Wrecking  Plant,  B.C.,  Subsidies  to  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9177  (v). 
Wrecking  Plant,  '  Lord  Strathcona  '  Subsidy  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  967  (1). 
Wrecking  Plant,  St.  Lawrence  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7094  (lv). 
Trade  and  Navigation,  Deptl.  Aep.  :  Presented 

(Mr.  Paterson)  50,  321  (1). 
Trading  Stamps,  Abolition  of,  Legislation  re  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Ames)  7684  (lv). 

 Res.  re  Abolition  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Leonard) 

6903  (lv). 

—  Legislation  re,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Monk) 

7020  (lv). 

 Legislation  re  Suppression  :  Ques  (Mr. 

Stockton)  5426  (III). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  5134  (iii). 

See  'Criminal  Code  B.  196.' 
Traffic  Arrangements  I.C.R.  with  Foreign  and 

Can.  Rys.,  Amounts  received  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Foster)  4703  (Hi). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Kemp)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1916  (1). 

  Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2228  (11). 

Train  Service,  I.C.R.,  Stallod  by  Snowsforms, 

Tel.:  Read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  695* (i). 

 Explanation  (Mr.  Ennnerson)  726 

Trans-Canada  Ry.  Co.,  Claims  for  Surveys  along: 

G.  T.  Route  :  Remarks  (Mr.  O.  E.  Talbot) 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9494  fv). 
Transcontinental    Commission,     Appoint.  of 

Chairman  :  Remarks  (Mr.   R.  L.  Borden) 

7916  (lv). 

Transcontinental  Railway  Surveys  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6427  (lv)  ;  cone,  6910  (lv). 
Transcontinental  Ry.  :  Bee  '  O.  T.  Pacific,'  Ac. 
Transportation  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7«27  (iv). 

 Appnmt.  of  Chairman  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Foster)  404  ;  Announcement  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier)  492  (1). 

 Complete  Membership  and  Reps,  re  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Fowter)  321  (1). 

 Constitution  and  Progress,  Ac.  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  9679,  9687  (v). 

 Expenditure  :  Remarks  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


8692  (v). 

—  Interim  Rep.  re  St.  John  Harbour  : 


In- 
quiry for  (Mr.  Daniel)  2596  (it). 

—  Preliminary  Rep  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel) 
731  (1). 

—  Rep.  of  Mr.  Bertram  :  Read  (Mr.  Emmer- 
son)  1288  (1). 

—  Rep.  re  C.  A.  Ry.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Hag- 


gart)  In  Com.  on  B.  45,  4225  (ill). 
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Transportation  Commission:  Progress  re  Works, 
ftc:  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in  Com. 
of  Sup..  6438  (It). 
See  '  Waterways,'  ftc. 

Transportation  Facilities,  Georgian  Bay  Sur- 
vey :  in  Com.  ol  Sup.,  7637  lv).' 

 I.C.R.,  re  Fish  Trade,  Mar.  Provs.:  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Gervais)  1930  (i). 

Transportation  Problem  re  Waterways  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1266,  1288  (1). 

 -  and   Wharf   Building :    Remarks  (Mr. 

Monk)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (It). 

Travelling  Expenses,  Inspectors  of  WelghtB  and 
Measures  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1695  (1). 

Tread«old  Concessions,  Instruction  to  Commis- 
sioners :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  7101 
lit). 

 Rep.  of  Judge  Brltton :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Sproule)  821  (1). 

Tree  Culture  and  Forest  Protection,  Man.,  ftc: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9297  (v). 

Trelawney,  Agnes  Hedevlg  Helga  Salusbury,  Re- 
lief B.  No.  198  (Mr.  Campbell)  V*.  9278  ; 
2",  9587  ;  in  Com.,  and  3'*,  9760  (v).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  166.) 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Claims  for  Damages,  Mr. 
Jas.  Clark,  Cor.,  &c:  M.  (Mr.  Ward)  for 
Copy,  1395  (1). 

Trent  Canal,  Construction,  1420  (1). 

.  Dismissal  of  J.  Rltchiel,  ftc:  M.  for 

Copy*  (Mr.  Foster)  2777  (11). 

—  Incomplete  Return  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) 4750  (Hi). 
See  '  Canals,'  ftc. 

.  Qeo.  Matthews  Co.,  Claim  re  Damages  by 

Flood  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6303  (iv). 

 Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499  (i). 

 Lowering  Floor  of  Lock :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  6302  (iv). 

.  McLaren's  Creek  Bridge  :    in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9379  (▼). 

 Peterborough  Dam :   in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6303  (iv). 

.  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Lennox)  1311 

<*>•  ~    .  . 
 Staff  on  Dams,  Taken  by  Dom.  Govt.:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  9383  (v). 

 Surveys  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1471,  1476  (1). 

 Letter  from  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  to  Mr. 

Aylesworth  :  Read  (Mr.  Ward)  1476  (1). 
 Surveys,  Completion  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

6291  (lv),  9354  (v). 
 .  surveys  of  Dams  taken  by  Dom.:  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  9376  (v). 
 Surveys,   Rice  Lake,  ftc:   Ques.  (Mr. 

Ward)  153  0). 
Trenton,  Dredging  Trent  RWer  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

9600  (v). 

Truro,  Dining  Room,  I.C.R.:  Remarks  (Mr.  A. 
A.  McLean)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2255  (11). 


Truro,  Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  9391  (v). 
Tuberculosis,  Prevention  of :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Perley)  1351  (i). 

 M.  (Mr.  Perley)  for  Special  Com.,  8636 

(v). 

 Rep.  of  Joint  Com.:  Presented  (Mr.  Per- 
ley) 9392  (v). 

 M.  (Mr.  Perley)  to  cone,  9522  (v). 

Tuberculosis  Grant  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7248  (iv). 
Turner,  Mrs.  J.,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
6435  (iv). 

Turriff,  J.  G.,  Employment  by  Govt.,  &c:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Foster)  8266  (v). 
Underwood  Typewriter  Co.'s  Patent  Relief  B. 

No.  146  (Mr.  Grant)  1°»,  4644  ;  2'*,  4977  (ill) ; 

in  Com.,  and  3°  m.,  6383  (iv).    (5  Edward 

VII.,  c.  169.) 
 Patent  No.  69772  Relief  B.  No.  146  (Mr. 


Grant)  1°*,  4644;  2»»,  4977;  In  Com.,  and  8°», 
6383  (iv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  168.) 

Uniforms  for  Customs  Officers  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Foster)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  413  (1). 

 for  Letter  Carriers,  Contracts  re  :  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  206  (1). 

 Militia,  Regulations  re  :  Remarks  (Mr. 


Bergeron)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  438  (1). 
Union  Labour  Labels  B.  No.  10  (Mr.  Smith,  B. 

C)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  272  ;  V*.  279  ;  601; 

in  Com.,  918,  1770  ;  3°,  1780  (i). 
U.S.  Tariff  Drawbacks  on  Raw  Materials,  ftc: 

M.  (Mr.  W.  F.  Maclean)  to  Com.  of  Sup., 

746  (1). 

Unprovided  Items  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6902  (lv). 
Upper  Ottawa  Improvement  Company  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup..  7629  (iv). 
Valleyfleld  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1144  (i). 

Vancouver  and  Coast-Kootenay  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No. 
131  (Mr.  Macpherson)  1**,  4081  ;  2°«,  4414 
(Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  and  3**,  6976  (lv).  (6  Ed- 
ward VII.,  c.  171.) 

Vancouver  Dry  Dock  :  Personal  Explanation 
(Mr.  Lennox)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1317  (1). 

Vancouver  Island  and  Salt  Spring,  Telephone 
Line  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7610  (v). 

Vancouver  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1642  (1). 

Vancouver,  Victoria  and  Eastern  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.'s  B.  No.  139  (Mr.  D.  Ross)  M.  to  receive 
Pet.,  3743  ;  1"*,  4550  ;  2*  m.,  4700  ;  2*»,  4977 
(Hi)  ;  in  Com.,  8316,  8637  ;  3°  m.,  8818,  9040 
(v).   (6  Edward  VII..  c.  172.) 

Vancouver,  Westminster  and  Yukon  Ry.  Co.'s 
B.  No.  42  (Mr.  Macpherson)  1"*,  626  ;  2°*, 
864  ;  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1641  (1).  (6  Edward 
VII.,  c.  173.) 

Vanderburg,  Stephen.  Claims  re  Injuries  on 
Welland  Canal :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6305  (lv). 
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Vats  tor  dipping  Quarantined  Cattle,  N.W.T 

Remarks  (Mr.  M.  S.  McCarthy)  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2312  (U). 
Vegetables,  Canned,  Preserved,  Ac,  Value  of 

Imports  :    M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Monk)  279 

(1). 

Venning,  R.  N.,  Honorarium  to  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6630  (lv). 

Ventilation  In  the  House  of  Commons  :  Re- 
marks (Mr.  Armstrong)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
156S  (1). 

■  Remarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  7812  (lv),  8696  (v). 

Verdun,  Damage  by  Floods,  Cor.  from  Board  of 

Trade,  Montreal  :  M.  for  Copies  (Mr.  Monk) 

467  (1). 

Vernon  River  Bridge  Branch  Line,  P.E.L'Ry.:  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2177  (It). 
See  '  I.C.B.— P.E.I.  Ry.',  Ac 
Vessels,  List  of  :  Rep.  Presented  (Mr.  Prefon- 

talne)  6907  (lv). 
Veterans  of  1886  and  1870,  Grants  of  Lands,  Ac: 

Remarks  (Mr.  Monk)  6047  (lv). 
Veterinary  Inspectors  employed  by  Govt.,  re 

Hog.,  Ac,  Diseases  :  Ques.    (Mr.  Clements) 

1983  (1). 

Vibert,  Philip,  Relief  B.  No.  172  (Mr.  Zimmer- 
man) 1"*,  7096  ;  on  Order  for  2*.  7218 ; 
2°  m.,  7261  ;  in  Com.,  and  3**,  7624  (iv).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c.  174.) 

Victoria  Beach  Wharf  ;  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7418 
(iv). 

Victoria  Harbour  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7676  (iv). 

Victoria  Harbour  Mall  Contracts  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bennett)  2191  (11). 

Victoria  and  San  Francisco  SS.  Subsidy  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  906  (1). 

Victoria  .and  Vancouver  SS.  Subsidy  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  938  (1). 

Victoria,  Vancouver  and  Skagway  SS.  Subven- 
tions :   in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7091  (lv). 

Vlrden  Drill  Hall  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1634  (i). 

'Virginian,'  SS.  and  Landing  of  Malls  at  Syd- 
ney :  See  '  Post  Office,'  Ac. 

Voters'  Lists,  Algoma,  East  and  West,  Revis- 
ion, Ac.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Boyce)  694  (I). 

Voters'  Lists  re  Edmonton  Election,  Prepara- 
tion of :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  6622  (iv). 

Voters'  List?  Electoral  Atlas  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6722  (lv). 

Voters'  Lists  for  Macdonald,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Copy* 
(Mr.  Staples)  697  (i). 

Voters'  Lists  for  Man.,  Printing,  Ac.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Roche,  Marquette)  60  (1). 

Voters'  Lists  for  Unorganised  Ters.,  Cor.  re  In- 
structions, Ac.  :  M.  (Mr.  Boyce)  for  Copies*, 
1397  (I). 

Voters'  Lists  in  N.  W.  Ters.,  used  in  DomV 
Elections,  1906  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  M.  S. 
McCarthy)  601  (1). 


Voters'  Lists.  Printing,  Ac.  :  In  Com.  of  Sap.. 
6897,  6964  (lv). 

Voting  in  Ottawa  Provincial  Elections  :  Per- 
sonal Ex  pi  ana  Ion  (Mr.  Logan)  662  (I). 

Walkerton  and  Lucknow  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  25 
(Mr.  McKenzle,  Bruce)  1**,  493  ;  2**,  683  ; 
In  Com.,  and  3°*,  1101  (I).  (6  Edward  VH.. 
c.  176.) 

Wallace  Harbour  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (lv). 
Walsh,  Maj.  John,  Superannuation,  and  Appnmt. 
of  Mr.  Blnks  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Henderson)  8146 

(v). 

Walton,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Arrest  by  U.  S.  Authorities 
In  the  South  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4199 

(Hi). 

Water  Meters,  Inspection  B.  No.  188  (Mr.  Brod- 
eur)  Res.  prop.,  8386  ;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
8674  ;  1°*  of  B.,  8676  ;  2**,  9409  ;  In  Com.. 
9409  ;  3**,  9624  ;  Sen.  Amts.,  9816  (v).  (5 
Edward  VII.,  c  48.) 

Water  Rights  Reservations,  N.W.T.,  Rep.  of  Mr. 
Burley,  Ae.  :  M.  tor  Copies*  (Mr.  W.  J. 
Roche)  1398  (1). 

Waterways  and  Transportation  Problem  :  Re- 
marks in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1266,  1288  (1). 
Bee  '  Transportation,'  Ac. 

Watson,  Mr.,  Customs  Collector,  Colllngwood, 
Superannuation,  Ac  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ben- 
nett) In  Com.  of  Sup.,  408  (1). 

Waverley  Postmaster,,  Duties  and  Residence 
Ac.  :   Ques.  (Mr.  Bennett)  5427  (111). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Bennett)  6807  (HI). 

Ways  and  Means  :  M.  for  Com.  (Mr.  Paterson) 
60  (I). 

 M.  for  Com.  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler)  6966 

(lv). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Budget,  Financial  State- 
ment (Mr.  Fielding)  8888  (v). 

  Resolutions  moved,  8914  (v). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspectors  .  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1692  (1). 

Weights  and  Measures  Standards  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1696  (1). 

Welland  Canal,  Deepening,  Expenditure,  Ac.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Prlngle)  688  (1). 

 Deepening  Long  Level  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 


6290  (lv). 

—  Deepening  Summit  Level  at  Port 


Col- 


borne,  1263  (1). 

 Electric  Power  Plant  :   In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1231  (1),  9377  (v). 

—  Employees  during  Oct.,  Nov.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lancaster)  453  (I). 

—  Emplymt.  of  Labour,  Political  Influence  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Lalor)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  686» 
(lv). 

—  Lowering  Head  of  Lock  No.  1 :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  6309  (Iv). 

—  Port  Colborne  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1263  (1). 

—  Port  Colborne  Elevator  :  In  Com.  of  Sup  , 
1266,  1288  (1). 
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Wetland  Canal,  Removal  of  Obstructions  :  In 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1231  (1). 
 Removal  of  Piers  and  Bridge  Building  : 

In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1*34  (1). 
— —  Stone   Protection  Works  :    In  Com.  of 

Sup..  1496  (1). 

 Survey  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1284  (1). 

 Surveys  :   Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1620  (1). 
— — ; —  Water  Power  Leases,  Names,  Quantity, 

&c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  German)  2097  (11). 
Wellington  Street  Pavement :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1571  (1). 

Western  Alberta  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  No.  135  (Mr.  Galll- 
her)  1°*,  46ti  ;  2"*,  4700  (111)  ;  In  Com.,  and 
3**,  5976  (lv).    (5  Edward  VII.,  c.  176.) 

Western  Deptl.  Block,  Addition  to  :  In  Com. 
of  Sup.,  766  (I). 

Western  Life  Insurance  Co.'s  incorp.  B.  No.  108 
(Mr.  Adamson)  1**,  2184  ;  2**,  2298  (II)  ;  In 
Com.,  4684  ;  8°*,  4700  (111).    (5  Edward  VII, 
c.  74.) 

Westinghouse  Brakes,  P.E.I.  Ry.  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  2173  (11). 
Wharf  Building,  Policy  of  Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr 

Monk)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7314  (lv). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  Perley)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

1727  (1). 

Wharfs  In  N.S.,  Expenditure  re  :  Remarks  (Mr 
Perley)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2611  (11). 

Wharfs.  Piers,  Docks,  constructed  by  Govt,  since 
1896  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  2777  (II). 

 Inquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Foster)  8178  (v). 

Wharfs  In  Tidal  Waters  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7393 
(lv). 

Wheatley  River  Postmaster,  Dismissal  of  Mr. 

James  Power,  Cor.,  Ac.  :    M.  for  Copies* 

(Mr.  A.  Martin)  9698  (v). 
See  '  Post  Office.' 
Whitby  Harbour  Dredging  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 

6880  (lv). 

 Expenditure  re  :     Ques.  (Mr.  Christie) 

2190  (It). 

White  Head  Wharf  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (lv). 
White  Lead  :     in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Mean*, 
8983  (v). 

 Amt.  re  Customs  Act :  In  Com.  on  BUI, 

9761  (v). 

White,  Mr.  O.,  Dismissal,  &c.  :   M.  tor  Cor.  re 

(Mr.  Crocket)- 193  (1). 
 Dismissal   as    Station    Agent,   I.C.R.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Crocket)  107  (1). 
'  Remarks  (Mr.  Crocket)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2205  ;  Cor.  (read)  2206  (11). 
 Remarks  (Mr.  S.  Hughes)  In  Com.  of  Sup., 

2235  (II). 

White  Mud  River  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7573  (lv). 

Wlarton  Harbour  Dredging  :    In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7569  (lv). 
4 


Williamsburg    and    Cornwall    Canals,  Water 

Power  Leases,  Dates,  Rentals,  Claims,  ftc: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Broder)  4809  (ill). 
Williamsburg  Canal,  Steam  Hoist :  In  Com.  ot 

Sup.,  1494  (1). 
William's  Head  Quarantine  Station  :   In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1841  (1),  7676  (lv). 
Winding  Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Co.'s  Incorp. 

B.  No.  101  (Mr.  Costlgan)  1**.  2108  ;  2**, 

2297  (11). 

Winding  Ledges  Power  and  Boom  Co.'s  B.,  Cor., 
Ac,  re  :  M.  for  Copies*  (Mr.  Costlgan)  9697 
(▼). 

Wines,  &c.  :  In  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  8983 
(v). 

Wines,  Preferential  Tariff  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fos- 
ter) In  Com.  on  Customs  Bill,  9762  (v). 

Winnipeg,  Customs  Examining  Warehouse  :  in 
Com.  ot  Sup.,  9549  (v). 

 Hospitals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1846  (1). 

Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface  Hospitals  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Sproule)  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2318  (It). 

Winnipeg,  Immigration  Building :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1686  (1),  9660  (v). 

 Military  Buildings,  N.C.O.  Quarters  :  In 

Com.  ot  Sup.,  1636  (i). 

 Postal  Station  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9649  (vK 

 Post  Office,  Land  and  Building  :  in  Com. 

ot  Sup.,  1686  (1). 

Wlnnipegosls  Channel  Dredging  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  7678  (lv). 

Winter  Communication,  P.E.I,  and  Mainland  : 
Remarks  (Mr.  A.  Martin)  in  Com.  ot  Sup., 
6643  (iv). 

Winter  Mall  Service,  P.E.I.,  Ice  Boat  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2648  (11). 
— —  Cor.  Read  (Mr, 

from  P.E.I.  Delegates 

Lean)  2661  (II). 
 Statement  of  Trips  of  Ice  Boats  :  Read 

(Mr.  Prefontalne)  2675  (II). 
Winter  Mall  Service  :  In  Com.  ot  Sup.,  6467  (lv). 

See  '  P.E.I.',  &c. 
Wire  Fencing,  Inspection  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lefurgey)  586,  686  (1). 
Wire  Fencing  re  N.W.T.,  Boundary  Line,  Con- 
tract re  Erection  :  M.  (Mr.  Clements)  to 

adjn..  Cor.,  read,  &c,  5578  (ill). 
See  '  N.  W.  T.  Boundary,'  ftc. 
Wireless  Telegraphy  Regulation  B.  No.  186  (Mr. 

Prefontalne)  1*  m.,  8177  ;  2°*,  9031  ;  In  Com., 

9031  ;  3**,  9032  (v).   (6  Edward  VII.,  c.  49.) 
WolfviUe  Wharf  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  7419  (lv). 
WoodlH,  Seymour,  Emplymt.  on  I.C.R. :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Barker)  2191  (II). 
Wood  Island,  Protection  to  Breakwater:  In  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1743  (I). 
Wood,  Major  Z.  T.,  Additional  Living  Allowance 

re  Tukon  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9260  (v). 


A.  A.  McLean)  2649  ;  Res. 
Read  (Mr.  A.  A.  Me- 
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Woodstock  Armoury,  N.B.,  Ownership  of  Land, 
Ac.:  Que*.  (Mr.  Crocket)  4920  (111). 

 In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1057  (1). 

Woodstock  and  Lake  Huron  By.  Co.'s  In  corp.  B. 
No.  80  (Mr.  A.  H.  Clarke)  1°\  1671 ;  »*•, 
1768  (1). 

Woodstock  Rifle  Range,  Purchase  of  Land : 
Que*.  (Mr.  Crocket)  5132  (1U). 

Working  Expenses,  I.C.K.,  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6907 
(It).  9884  (t). 

Worthington,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Disqualification  for  H. 
of  C,  as  Medical  Officer  of  Militia  :  Re- 
marks and  Cor.  read  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  9149  (▼). 
See  *  Militia/  4c. 

Wrecks,  Investigation  re,  4c:  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
6466  (lvj. 

Wrecking  Plant,  B.C.,  Subsidies  to  :  in  Com 
of  Sup.,  9177  (▼). 

Wrecking  Plant  re  Life-Saving  Stations  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2684  (11). 

Wrecking  Plant,  '  Lord  Btrathcona,'  Subsidy  : 
In  Com.  of  Sup.,  9S7  (1). 

Wrecking  Plant  re  St.  Lawrence  Channel  :  In 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2476  (11),  7094  (It). 

Wright  Electoral  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  1846  (1). 

 Vacancy  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  98 

(i). 

'W.  S.  Fielding,'  Completion,  4c,  of  New 
Dredge  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Daniel)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  6891  (It). 

Tamaska  Lock  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  6868  (It). 

Tamaska  River  Dredging :  In  Com.  of  Sup., 
7394  (|v). 

Yarmouth  Bank  of  N.S.,  Investigation,  Punish- 
ment of  Offenders  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Foster) 
9690  (v). 

Yarmouth  Harbour  Retaining  Walls  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  7419  (iv). 
Tear-Book  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  1474  (i). 
 Statistics,  4c:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blaln)  in 

Com.  on  B.  E,  997  (i). 
'Yellow  Dog,'  Attack  on  Orangemen  by  Quebec 

Newspapers  :  Ref.  to  In  Com.  on  B.  69, 

8S60  (v). 
See  '  Autonomy,'  4c. 
Yoho  Park  Reserve,  N.W.T.,:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7719  (Iv). 

Yonge  Street  Bridge,  Toronto,  Order  re  Con- 
struction, Tel.  re,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Kemp) 
686  (1). 


Young,  Thos.,  and  Q.  C.  McNab,  Dom.  Officials 

and  Political  Organisers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  W. 

J.  Roche)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9164  (v). 
Yukon  Ter.,  Annexation  to  Provs.,  4c:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Thompson)  6609  (It). 
Yukon-Ashcrof t-Dawson  Tel.  Line :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  7686  (iv),  9606  (v). 
Yukon,  Buildings,  Maintenance,  4c:  in  Com, 

of  Sup.,  1666  (i). 
 Commlsslonershlp,  Vacancy  re  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  6036  (ill). 
 Court  Pees :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  187  (1). 

—  Customs,  Living  Allowance  :  In  Com.  of 
Sup.,  411  (1). 

 Elections  for  Dom.,  Delay  in  opening 

Ballot  Boxes  :  Remarks  (Mr.  R.  L.  Borden) 
987  (1). 

 Election,  Cor.  re  Returning  Officer  :  Read 

(Mr.  R.  L.  Borden)  1264  (1). 
 information  re :    Remarks  (Mr.   R.  L. 

Borden)  1162  (1). 

 Remarks  (Mr.  Northrop)  468  (1).  ' 

— —  return  of  Member  Elect  :  Telegrams  read 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier)  1066  (1). 
Yukon  Govt.  Administration,  Living  Allowance, 

4c:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  126  (1),  7716  (It). 
 Grant  to  Local  Council :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

7718  (lv),  9260  (t). 
 Judge's  Allowances  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

126  (i). 

 Law  Books  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  136  (1). 

 Legal  Adviser,  Appnmt.  of  Mr.  Congdon, 

Duties,  4c:  Ques.  (Mr.  Thompson)  7020  (It). 

Yukon  Mail  Service  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  203  (1). 

Yukon,  Orders-ln-Council,  Regulations,  4c,  Ap- 
proval of,  4c:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Oliver)  9726 
9784  (v). 

 Ordinances  :  Presented  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rier) 64  (U. 

 Post  Office  Officials,  Salaries,  Living  Al- 
lowances, 4c:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  214  (1). 

 Prisoners,  Maintenance  of  :  In  Com.  of 

Sup.,  136  (1). 

 Reforms  re  Government,  4c:  Remarks 

(Mr.  Thompson)  on  M.  tor  Sup.,  7021  (Iv). 

—  Telegraph  Lines  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  6896 
(iv). 

 Territorial  District,  Certificate  of  Elec- 
tion :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  2322  (II). 

 Witnesses  Pees,  4c:  'in  Com.  of  Sup., 

186  (I). 
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